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Maison du Futur (MDF) in coordination with Konrad-Adenauer-Stiftung (KAS) held a seminar to 
discuss the consequences of the Zabadani, Fou’aa and Kafraya Agreement and the different 
issues surrounding it. Elements of the agreement such as its international sponsorship and 
partiessignatories thereto namely Iran on one hand and the Ahrar Al Sham Movement sharing 
close ties with Turkey on the other were discussed. Among other topics of discussion was the 
sectarian sorting brought along by the agreement through the displacement of Sunni citizens 
from Zabadani and Shia citizens from Fou’aa and Kafraya throughout the Lebanese territory, 
unbeknownst to the Lebanese Government. The discussion aimed at attempting to assess 
whether the purpose of the agreement was limited to humanitarian concerns or if it were to 
become a model that will repeat itself on a systematic track towards demographic 
redistribution in the region on sectarian and ethnic grounds. 
 
Officials, diplomats and researchers from Lebanon, Iraq and Syria attended the seminar. 
 
President AmineGemayel opened the debate by welcoming the participants and thanking 
Konrad-Adenauer-Stiftung (KAS) for their cooperation with Maison du Futur in organizing such 
events to discuss the latest issues concerning the Arab world.  
 
Neil Warmer, Director of the Syria and Lebanon Office at KAS, extended his gratitude to 
President Gemayel and MDF for organizing this seminar tackling a topic of great importance 
beforegiving an overview ofthe latest activities of the Foundation in Lebanon. 
 
President Amine Gemayel stated that the Arab region is currently experiencing a struggle with 
time in light of the historic conflicts that it is witnessingand their repercussions on the 
region’sgovernment systems, geography and demography not to mention the new entities that 
they may generate.He confirmed that the key topic of our discussion todaywas demography 
and especially demographic geography in light of the waves of migrants and displaced caused 
by the raging conflict, as clearly illustrated in the Zabadani, Fou’aa and Kafraya Agreement. 
Gemayel added that this agreement is not secondary or fleeting, nor is it merely a ceasefire 
agreement to facilitate access of humanitarian aid or to solve an issue in a particular region. He 
was rather concerned that such agreement would become a new model for conflict resolution 
to be later adopted in the region, laying the foundation for a sectarian and ethnic demographic 
divide “against a backdrop of animosity” and under international auspices. He added: “We can 
only see in the agreement an indicator of a large displacement process laying the groundwork 
for a sectarian regional sorting”and creating a reality that is far below our expectations as Arab. 
Arab identity has always been a uniting factor rather than a factor of division and segregation.  



MDF director Sam Menassaexplainedthat the seminar will be based on interactive discussions. 
He then opened the debate with a Skype call with Michel Kilo, member of the Syrian National 
Opposition Coalition.  
 
In his response to a question on current projects of territorial division discussed in Syria, Kilo 
clarified that nothing stated in this regard is final, reminding the audience of UN Resolution 
2254 confirming Syria’s unity within its internationally recognized borders. He further 
emphasized that the Syrian people, and despite disagreements among its components, is 
opposed to division. The old Syria is dead, according to Kilo, and the new Syria will not be 
Assad’s Syria and will not be divided, it will rather be focused around building a sound 
democracy giving all denominations and ethnicities their rights as citizens.  
 
Kilo also replied to a question on whether Syria was witnessing a systematic fragmentation 
process through this demographic sorting by mentioning the considerable foreign interference 
in the ongoing conflict. He further explained that the current demographic shift seen today is 
the result of the conflict mechanism and not decisions taken by the opposition or the regime 
and that neither side of the conflict is thinking of dividing the country.  
 
Ali Dabbagh, former Iraqi Minister of State and spokesperson of the Cabinet, commented on 
Kilo’s intervention by saying that Arab regimes that relied on religion or other nationalist 
ideologies as a basis for government, were unable to provide a unifying framework for all 
components of their societies. Therefore, when they were weakened, the genie was out of the 
bottle.Such was the case with the Kurds in Iraq. We need to find another model to convince 
these components to remain together and federal systems established under sound 
circumstances may be a good solution in this instance.  
 
When given the floor again, Kilo said that the options for the future of a new Syria were many, 
and only those supported by reality and not assumptions may be implemented and “our reality 
says that were are not envisaging division”.He added that the Kurds in Syria are not to be 
compared with the Kurds in Iraq since they never had a historical project of establishing a 
Kurdish State but rather actively contributed to the establishment of modern Syria. He further 
confirmed that the Kurdish civil society is actively demanding a national democratic system 
where all citizens can enjoy their rights, unlike the Iraqi Kurds who have a different project.  
 
Menassa then gave the floor to General Nizar Abdel Kader who opened his intervention with an 
overview of the demographic situation in Syria as follows: Sunnis form 64% of the total Syrian 
population while Alawites form 10%, Kurds 15%, Christians 5%, Druze 5% and the Turkmen 1%. 
He added that these percentages indicate that there is no preponderant majority within these 
minorities and confirmed that Syria’s Kurds were not aiming at establishing an independent 
State. And while he considered that the Syrian regime already started with demographic 
partitioning before the Zabadani, Fou’aa and Kafraya Agreement, causing great oppression of 
the Sunnis, he also saw that the demographic partitioning model illustrated by the 
implementation of the agreement may be repeated in light of the current developments in 



Syria. He also reiterated that the current demographic division taking place in Syria will not 
affect neighboring Lebanon since the Lebanese were greatly sensitive to the issue of minorities. 
 
Lebanese politician and journalist Mohamad Obeid pointed out the exaggeration in describing 
the displacement resulting from the Zabadani, Fou’aa and Kafraya Agreement of mass 
evacuation or ethnic cleansing. He clarified that the need for the agreement stemmed from the 
attack of the regime and its allies against Zabadani and from the opposition realizing that 
Fou’aa and Madaya were suitable regions to counterattack and put pressure on the regime. 
Iran interfered and asked the United Nations to find a suitable solution, and that is how the 
agreement was reached in Istanbul. He added that ousting armed factions and their families 
from Madaya, does not mean ousting its citizens. He gave the example of Al Waar 
neighborhood where the United Nations interfered to oust armed militants under popular 
pressure: 300 gunmen were deported but the final count with their families was 700.This 
cannot be labelled as a mass evacuation of Sunnis from the region, according to Obeid, since 
70,000 people reside in the area of Al Waar and it has the capacity to host 700,000 residents. 
He finally confirmed that Lebanon’s main interest is to protect its borders, therefore 
Hezbollah’s intervention in Syria was a preemptive move in that direction.   
 
The Director of Middle East Alternatives, Washington, Hassan Mneimneh was next to speak 
over Skype. He said that the issue around the Zabadani, Fou’aa and Kafraya Agreement was not 
about the numbers exchanged but rather the nature of both sides handling the negotiation to 
reach this agreement under international auspices: Iran on one hand, proclaiming itself the sole 
sponsor and protector of a supposed minority in rural Syria i.e. the Imami Shia residents of 
Fou’aa and Kafraya and political factions of a clear and explicit sectarian (Sunni) nature. This 
Iranian tendency to claim custodianship over Imami Shia citizens is not only limited to Syria but 
applies all over the Arab region, leading to the empowerment of the developing concept of 
Sunni nationalism.  Mneimneh considered that Hezbollah’s interference to support the regime 
further nurtured this Sunni nationalism in Syria and is threatening to spill over to Lebanon. He 
added that describing Hezbollah’s interference in Syria of a preemptive strike to face the so-
called “Takfiri danger”, is similar to justifying Israel’s proactive methods of protecting its 
borders. He added that the agreement is a mere attempt from international parties to dismiss 
Syria and Lebanon as internationally recognized countries and usher in agreements among 
sectarian parties for demographic redistribution as a new equation in international relations. 
 
Alia Mansour, the activist in the Syrian National Opposition Coalition, took the floor next and 
explained that the Zabadani, Fou’aa and Kafraya Agreement was not the first of its kind when it 
came to demographic sorting. Mass evacuations and displacements started as early as 2012 in 
Homs and Qussair where identity and civil status documents were burned. And while she 
considered that the danger of division is still real in Syria and may spread in the region to justify 
the presence of a Jewish State, she also said that a systematic evacuation, destruction and 
impoverishment process of Eastern regions is currently underway in order to shift the balance 
in favor of the Western and coastal regions known today as the “productive Syria”.  But the 
number of Sunnis on the coast is very high and there is no area where the Alawites or Druze 
form a majority. Mansour added that our vision of Syria is that of a united democratic State 



granting everyone their rights. She revealed that the aiding factor for a return of 
communications between the Sunnis and the Alawites is the aversion of both parties towards 
Iran and its role in the ongoing conflict. She also confirmed that the Syrians refuse Islamic 
extremism whether Sunni or Shia, as much as they oppose totalitarian regimes and their goal is 
to build a civil democratic State. 
 
Dabbagh then took the floor again to say that the Sykes-Picot Agreement drew the region’s 
borders according to the will and interests of superpowers and not based on the polling of its 
population, leading to the rise of totalitarian regimes. He added that the idea of the Zabadani, 
Fou’aa and Kafraya Agreement may repeat itself in other regions besides Syria and Iraq not 
witnessing any conflicts. Concerning Iraq, he reiterated the necessity to find a new system of 
government to include everyone. The idea of one unifying State and one nation has become a 
dream or obsolete politics. He also explained that religious and nationalist thoughts did not 
enable Arabs to establish real States and only produced regimes that reject the other and 
prevent minorities from expressing their identities. 
 
Writer and researcher Mona Fayyad commented on Dabbagh’s words by saying that the Sykes-
Picot Agreement did not come out of nowhere. It was rather based on existing countries and 
cannot be considered as the mere product of the will of two foreign parties establishing totally 
new States in the region. Fayyad stated that the current situation is different, since the 
Zabadani, Fou’aa and Kafraya Agreement was a failed experiment to divide the region carried 
out by Iran. She agreed with Alia Mansour that Iran’s blatant interference in the region’s affairs 
strengthened Arab nationalist feelings among its citizens, not in a chauvinist sense but rather 
from a cultural perspective. And although Fayyad preferred not to use the concept of Sunni 
nationalism, she confirmed that there are Sunnis and Shia who fear the wave of Iranian Shiism. 
She concluded by saying that if there was a plan for division, the war will be long and what 
happened was not a simple demographic division.  
 
Ambassador RiadTabbara said that we were not looking today at the situation of two villages 
but at the sectarian split under process in Syria. He considered that this issue goes beyond 
secondary players such as Hezbollah, the Free Syrian Army or Ahrar Al Sham. It is about bigger 
players such as the United States, Russia and Iran to a certain extent. He added that Russians 
did not interfere in the ongoing war in Syria to combat ISIS, since they are building four big 
military facilities in a specific area and have concluded what seems to be an eternal agreement 
with the Syrian regime. He stated that Russia knows that the Sunnis do not support its 
presence, which only relies on Alawites and minorities. However, its strikes are not targeting 
ISIS locations but the area extending from South Damascus to the Turkish border and Aleppo 
aiming at cleansing them. And that is why it intervened in the Syrian conflict.He continued to 
say that the number of Sunni displaced since the start of the Russian air strikes reached one 
hundred thousand and civil status papers in Homs and other areas were burned. If we are not 
careful towards that fact, we would be overlooking a crucial event taking place in Syria, i.e. a 
potential “Hundred Days War” that would certainly affect Lebanon.  
 



Iraqi MP Ahmed Jabbouri said that citizenship should be the first concern in all our current 
initiatives and when we speak of sects and minorities, we kill all hopes for citizenship. He 
confirmed that Iraq never organized a sectarian census throughout its history, so all given 
numbers and percentagesare assumed and inaccurate. He also pointed out some similarities 
between the situation in Syria and that in Iraq, wondering if that is the result of an international 
plan carried out with the contribution of local populations or is it, unfortunately for Arab 
populations, their regimes that crumbled without any care to what will come after. He 
considered that the motive behind the Turkish-Iranian Zabadani, Fou’aa and Kafraya Agreement 
is a humanitarian one and does not reflect the interests of superpowers. He finally confirmed 
the need for a wise man in the Arab world because a big endeavor awaits him. 
 
General Khalil Helou then took the floor. He did not consider the demographic displacement 
resulting from the Zabadani, Fou’aa and Kafraya Agreement as a pre-planned displacement as it 
cannot be compared to the cleansing process taking place in many regions of Iraq. He further 
clarified that this process aimed at saving the regime and ending the Zabadani battle due to the 
blows that the regime was taking, which almost made it lose the Homs-Damascus and 
Damascus-Beirut road. The proof to that was that the Russian intervention came directly 
afterwards. Today the regime is empowered enough to prepare for an attack to reach Kafraya 
and Fou’aa and believes that it can break the siege. However, Russia cannot preserve the 
military momentum employed today in Syria, just as the regime cannot expand any 
further.Helou added that the matter today goes beyond displacing populations based on 
sectarian grounds, since the whole Syrian, Lebanese and Iraqi region has become a stage for big 
players. The struggle is clear between Saudi Arabia and Turkey on one hand and Iran on the 
other, reaching as far as the Caucasus. He concluded by saying that after all these events, 
nobody knows what will the shape of the future Syria look like. The question to be asked today 
is why do we fear federalism? International precedents show that ethnic and sectarian 
differences are mitigated when federalism is adopted as a system of government. One could 
even say that federal states are the way to reunite countries where different components 
coexist. 
 
When Secretary General of the Democratic Renewal Movement in Lebanon Antoine 
Haddadtook the floor next, he reiterated that the war in Syria made us clearly notice the 
demographic sorting in the Levant area. However, this forced sorting began essentially and to a 
larger extent with the Iraqi crisis even if it was through a different mechanism using violence at 
times and “softer” methods at others. He added: “The importance of the Zabadani Agreement 
is that it shed light on the issue and its sectarian nature and on the role of foreign powers in 
sponsoring the agreement. Indeed, this is only the tip of the iceberg when it comes to 
displacement and sectarian sorting in Syria, since it is a much bigger and more dangerous 
phenomenon affecting almost half the Syrian population”. Haddad also wondered:“Does this 
mean that the international community condones a new demographic distribution in Syria? I 
am not sure of that”. He added that the current population of Syria is approximately 23 million 
with 14 million living in the Western area of Syria under the control of the regime and the 
opposition with the exception of ISIS. Five million Syrians left the country and the total number 
of residents in Eastern areas of Syria mostly under the control of ISIS does not exceed four 



million. Therefore, Western Syria, be it in its smaller area i.e. coastal Syria or in its larger area 
including Damascus,Hauran and other major cities, still holds a clear Sunni majority making any 
sort of sectarian split impossible. This also makes the so-called “productive Syria” that is being 
discussed as a geo-political project, impossible to rule, especially by a mainly Alawite regime. 
The biggest conclusion for Lebanon, in light of this “productive Syria” project and Hezbollah’s 
dominance, is that this country would also become impossible to rule, because if the concept of 
sectarian sorting is consecrated, Lebanon will also hold a Sunni majority over its territory, given 
the million and a half Syrians that were lately displaced to Lebanon. In summary, the 
“productive Syria” project is a project for a long devastating war for both Syria and Lebanon. 
Haddad ended his intervention by seriously questioning whether federalism would protect 
pluralism and stability, considering that what would really achieve that is preserving the entity, 
borders and main components of a national State.   
 
Ambassador Abdallah Bou Habib said that the demographic transfer underway following the 
Zabadani Agreement is not significant enough to be described as a systematic demographic 
sorting. What happened in Iraq on the other hand is more dangerous and is true demographic 
sorting. He ensured that the core issue in the Arab world is the absence of citizenship and the 
failure of the assimilation process between its different components. He added that what 
happened in Syria was that Syrians were unable to find a solution to the crisis, so were regional 
parties, that is why a truce was imposed by international powers.  
 
Next to take the floor was the Co-director of the “Umam” Research and Documentation Center 
in Lebanon, Luqman Salim. He considered that what happened in Zabadani is an expression of 
“hard” displacement, since there were other sorts of “silent” and soft ethnic cleansing in Syria, 
of the more dangerous kind. He pointed out the report issued by a group based in Sweden in 
May 2015, revealing the presence of real estate companies established to buy properties 
owned by Sunnis, in the context of what he called political displacement. He went on to say 
that the Zabadani Agreement is a sample of what we are witnessing in the Arab world: 
wherever Iran backs any group, a systematic hard and land-based cleansing of Sunnis takes 
place and some areas become completely empty of its Sunni residents. Salim continued to say 
that Iran is working on establishing a new Shia identity that is not based on doctrine but on the 
sense of minority: Alawites in Syria, Shia in Lebanon and Houthis in Yemen to link them all to 
one center that is Tehran. He finally confirmed that the region is probably witnessing the birth 
of a new political map, where Lebanon will not remain untouched. 
 
Former Lebanese Minister Roger Dib also took the floor. He reiterated that the main issue is our 
failure to establish states where real participation exists, and the fact that we transformed 
Arabism from a culturally modern renaissance movement to a chauvinist movement. “However, 
we need this (Arab) link, or else we would revert back to other affiliations and towards 
minorities”. Dib then said: “I believe that there are many concepts that one could adopt, such 
as federal states, and if we must adopt federalism today to keep these countries united, so be 
it.” He described the Zabadani Agreement of temporary as the current truce agreement and 
said that Turkey is banned from interfering in Syria, as the regime is banned from further 
expansion. According to Ambassador Tabbara, there is a danger of freezing the borders 



between belligerent parties at their current state. In Lebanon, the concern is change taking 
place around us and parties undermining the State and preventing its establishment. He said: “I 
fear that Lebanon may have to brace itself for a change but we need to prevent that through 
our determination to build a state and by adopting a neutral, humanitarian and effective policy 
in the interest of the region.”  
 
Lebanese writer and researcher Mahmoud Soueid confirmed that the idea of division did not 
have any popular roots in Syria or in Iraq, since no separatist initiatives were taken despite 
everything. He moved on to say that the composition of the Syrian society is similar to that of 
the Lebanese society and the Lebanese experience did not lead to division. He said: “Today I 
see more of an Arab orientation among Christians in Lebanon than among Muslims, while the 
vast majority of Sunnis believe in Lebanon as a final nation and that there is no conflict between 
being a full Lebanese citizen and an Arab at the same time”. He added that developments 
around the world such as the establishment of the European Union contributed to developing 
our vision towards Arabism. The EU model is based on a common culture, economic interests 
and many other common grounds without necessarily having unity as part of the concept of 
Arab unity that was prevalent in the past.     
 
Soueid confirmed that the Arab orientation among Shia is greater than Iranian affiliation. Iran 
tried to win the Arab Shia to create a foreign society in ours and it succeeded to a certain extent 
and for a specific time. Today, neither Sistani nor Sadr want for Iran to control Iraq. The Shia are 
Iraqi Arabs and want an Arab Iraqi government as shown during the last protests of the Shia in 
Iraq against Al Maliki, corruption and Iran. Iraq will not be divided into a Shia state and a Sunni 
state, it will remain Iraq and same goes for Syria. And while he confirmed that what we are 
going through is only normal after the Arab spring that toppled authoritarian regimes, he 
reiterated our need for a revolution to rationalize Islamic thought. 
 
Lebanese journalist and writer Jihad Al Zein, agreed with participants who cautioned against 
overestimating the implications of the Zabadani compromise, saying that a demographic sorting 
in Syria was normal in light of this sectarian war and providing some examples of that 
throughout history. He went on to say that 20th century history is one of division and 
displacement, either intended or not, leading to dwindling numbers of Christians in the region. 
Positive indicators show that demographic sorting is not underway in Syria. First and foremost, 
the demographic composition of the country does not allow this kind of sorting especially in 
light of the heavy Sunni presence in areas politically categorized as Alawite such as Latakia or 
Baniyas. He also talked about dangerous cases such as Homs where we do not know what 
happened exactly, adding that an issue with the opposition exists in Syria today: those we know 
belonged to the civil movement at the beginning of the upheaval. However, this civil status no 
longer exists in light of the militarization of society and the revolution, and it has become 
meaningless to demand to change the regime. What is required in the first place from the real 
opposition carrying this civil heritage is to work on stopping the war and that is the superior 
objective.   
 



Former Lebanese Minister Khaled Kabbani said that the situation in Syria is so ambiguous that 
we are unable to foresee its future on the short run. Still, many scenarios are possible: either 
building a democratic state, division, or opting for a federal state, which is currently the most 
popular scenario. Kabbani cautioned against promoting federalism as the perfect solution, 
especially given the absence of a culture of democracy. Such solution, according to him, will 
only lead to more foreign tutelage over our region. He added that minorities in Lebanon are 
often used by foreign entities forming a danger to the State, whereas they constituted an 
element of unification, wealth and strength throughout history. However, we did not succeed 
in managing this diversity by building a strong democratic state granting equal rights and 
responsibilities to its citizens. Kabbani finally said that the problem does not lie in these 
minorities but in political administration. He considered that coexistence in Lebanon in an 
atmosphere of democracy could be a model for Arab countries combined with a decentralized 
system to further regional growth and development.   
 
For his part, Colonel MounirRohayem said: it is obvious that the feeling of hatred that was 
fostered in Syria deepened the demographic sorting even before the Zabadani Agreement, 
clarifying that demographic sorting does not equal division. In Lebanon, for example, 
demographic sorting happened but not division. He added that in Lebanon and Syria, there are 
no different ethnicities such as in Sudan or Bosnia for instance. All of us are Arabs except for 
the Kurds and Turkmen. Dividing Syria is not in the interest of any Arab country or Turkey. It 
only fulfills Israel’s interests and will lead to a “hundred year war”.  
 
In another intervention over Skype, Mneimneh criticized federalism and said it would only 
mirror the current regime and fail to establish democracies automatically, contributing to 
dissipating a unifying national identity. He also spoke about the Iraqi situation specifically and 
how we shouldmention the Kurdistan experience expressing a nationalist Kurdish project and 
not only the Kurdish experience. On the other hand, the model produced by Kurdistan goes 
beyond nationalist affiliation since it hosted Iraqi Muslims and Christians from different sects. 
The paradox is that this model is comparable to the accidental coastal Syrian experience, where 
Sunni, Christian and Alawite Syrians sought refuge without the experience being generalized 
throughout Syria, which suffers from sorting. Speaking of Lebanon, Mneimneh said that 
Hezbollah was acting in disregard of any Lebanese reference, since his decision maker was Iran. 
Therefore, according to Mneimneh, Lebanon was effectively under Iranian occupation through 
Hezbollah. And Hezbollah’s intervention in the Syrian conflict awakened the nationalist Sunni 
conscience. Therefore, we should focus on the Iranian role and its effect in the region when it 
comes to the prominence of a Sunni nationalist awakening forming an existential danger to 
pluralism. Iran on the other hand, considers its achievement in Lebanon to be a true success 
and is seeking to duplicate it in Syria. He also said that we needed to save Lebanon from the 
disintegration rather than division underway in the region. He ended his intervention by saying 
that we speak of coexistence between the Lebanese while in fact they pretend to coexist, and 
we will not put an end to this crisis unless we acknowledge that and stop lying to each other. 
 
Jabbouri agreed with him in saying that the ultimate goal of the Kurds in Iraq was to establish a 
greater Kurdistan, this was further evidenced by the intervention in the Syrian town of Kobani 



when ISIS invaded it. He added that Kurdistan was not part of a federal State under a central 
government, since it deals with other countries as an independent State. As for the northern 
coastal strip of Syria, it is vital for the Kurds to build their State and if greater Kurdistan was 
proclaimed, it will take out this strip from Kobani and Aazaz to the sea. Turkey fears Syrian 
Kurds even more since they are the ones who will continue to build greater Kurdistan that 
Turkish Kurds may join. He added that the danger of tearing and dividing Arab states does not 
only come from foreign entities such as Iran but also from internal parties, however dividing 
Iraq is impossible due to many hurdles not least of which is dividing resources such as oil, water 
and ports. He ended by saying that we need to hold on to diversity since it is a wealth for 
countries with a culture of diversity while marginalizing all those who use religion to rule. 
 
Dabbaghfor his part insisted that a great doctrinal divide exists between Iran and Iraqi Shia 
regarding the theory of Wilayat Al Faqih (Guardianship of the Jurist) that is not recognized by 
the Najaf reference. He added that the idea of a federal state in Iraq was established to prevent 
on component from taking over state resources as was the case in the past with the Sunnis. He 
continued to say that when it came to patriotism, the Shia were the ones demanding unity and 
refusing division. He pointed out to the fact that the issue being discussed is federalism or 
expanded decentralization and not division. Dabbagh finally said that Hezbollah reached this far 
in Lebanon because of Israel and the absence of the Najaf legitimacy, adding that the Iranian 
expansion in Lebanon is doctrinal whereas its expansion in Iraq is financial and cannot be 
doctrinal because of the presence the Najaf reference there.  
 
President Amine Gemayel closed the seminar by thanking the participants for this serious 
debate that he dubbed “exciting and fruitful”. He hoped that this spontaneous and open 
debate would be a good way to express our enlightened Arab thoughts in a world where the 
elite has a say away from the prototype of oppression and restraint of freedom of thought. 


