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“Preventing Youth Radicalization” 

Crowne Plaza, Beirut, 5 December 2016 

La Maison du Futur, with the collaboration of Konrad Adenauer Stiftung, organized a conference entitled 
“Preventing Youth Radicalization” at Crowne Plaza Hotel, Beirut, on the 5th of December 2016 in the 
framework of discussing the complex issues of the region. The conference shed light on the means and 
mechanisms that could protect the youth from radical thoughts sported by the radical groups who 
attempt to brainwash their minds and drag them into the conflicts of the region and committing 
terrorist acts in different countries. Arab, Western, and Lebanese experts, in addition to Lebanese 
students were brought together to set a framework for countering the radicalization of at-risk youth 
populations and to explore new ways for preventing this phenomenon. 

President Amin Gemayel inaugurated the conference by welcoming the participants and thanking 
Konrad Adenauer Stiftung for its collaboration. He especially thanked the students who had come from 
all Lebanese regions considering “La Maison du Futur to be their home as it aims at working with the 
Lebanese youth to build a future for Lebanon founded on sovereignty and human respect.” President 
Gemayel described the Lebanese youth as the rock foundation upon which the future of Lebanon shall 
be built through honest dialogue. He further deemed radicalization, the subject-matter covered by the 
conference, to be “the mother of all vices” in the region and the world: “In a region whose youth 
population constitutes 60% of its total population; where wars, conflicts, and the trend of political and 
religious radical movements is spreading; and where the threat of radical religious thought is lingering 
and hate speech is overwhelming … we meet today to discuss the ways to protect the youth from 
slipping into the claws of radical thought, may it be religious, political, or ideological.” He confirmed that 
all anti-radical initiatives must tackle violent and non-violent radicalization alike through behavioral and 
beliefs change. The first step starts with “preventive measures among the youth in order to bring up a 
generation immunized against chauvinism and able to think critically.” President Gemayel added that 
regardless of its causes, radicalization can only thrive in an incubating medium, so, it must not only be 
viewed from a security perspective: “Combatting [radicalization] does not require setting milestones in 
the battlefields only, but it requires a change in mentalities, adopting a series of reforms that should 
start with installing good governance, implementing development policies, modernizing educational 
programs, and opening up the Islamic religious discourse to all human cultures.” Furthermore, he stated 
that the conference aims at being unconventional: It aims at educating the youth on the dangers of all 
forms of radicalization and how to combat it, in as much as it aims at listening to them and learning 
about the future they aspire to. President Gemayel said that today’s generation has found itself in an 
unconventional war with unclear objectives; a war which uses brainwashing as a weapon, and modern 
technology as a tool: “We are facing an intellectual war par excellence. A war reached through decades 
of failed policies unable to build modern states, where citizenship is the identity that brings together all 
citizens no matter their affiliations.” He concluded by stressing the importance of winning over the 
youth and protecting them from drowning into terrorism, “in as much as they represent the future in 
our eyes, they represent a fertile hunting-ground for the radicals.” He also wished the conference would 
“set the cornerstone for this difficult yet vital task.”  
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Speaking for Konrad Adenauer Stiftung’s Resident Representative in Lebanon Peter Rimmele, Executive 
Director Hana Nasser introduced the institute and its activities in Lebanon confirming that the 
conference falls within KAS’s Rule of Law Program Middle East/North Africa especially since the 
phenomenon of radicalization represents a real danger for the state, its institutions, values, and people, 
and since it is the state’s responsibility to protect against it in order to preserve plurality, coexistence, 
and human rights. Ms. Nasser overviewed the related activities conducted by KAS and insisted on the 
failure of attempts to combat the dangers of radicalization with violence, for this has only bred more 
violence. She quoted American President Obama who once said: “Ideologies are not defeated with guns; 
they are defeated by better ideas.” She further added that “we lack the better ideas to defeat 
radicalization and protect the youth against it.” The causes of radicalization include the social and 
economic problems of the region which lead to the marginalization of the youth, lack of political 
participation, lack of job opportunities, increased unemployment, absence of good governance, 
outdated educational programs, stifling of freedoms, and the spread of sectarianism. What further 
aggravates the matter are the wars and conflicts in the region, in addition to the external forces trying to 
wreak havoc. The common denominator among all of these factors are the absence of accountability, 
the sense of injustice, and the loss of trust in the state and the international community. She concluded 
that the vacuum created by the absence of solutions and reform programs allowed for radical 
exclusionary movements to make their way to the minds of the youth and to win them over by 
exploiting their problems. She closed by expressing her wish for the conference to find new and 
effective ways to protect the youth from radicalization. 

Prior to the first session, the Executive Director of La Maison du Futur, Sam Menassa apologized on 
behalf of the session’s moderator Andrée Sleiman for not attending due to personal reasons. He then 
thanked journalist Roula Mouawad for accepting to moderate the session in her stead. He also 
announced former minister Jihad Azour’s inability to attend for reasons of travel to Kuwait. 

First Session: 

Moderator Roula Mouawad introduced the speakers: Nabil Abdel Fattah, researcher on Islamic 
movements, Al Ahram Center for Political and Strategic Studies; Makram Rabah, PhD candidate at 
Georgetown University’s History Department and columnist for Now Lebanon; Lea Baroudi, political 
activist and founding member and president of a civil rights NGO called “MARCH.” 

Ms. Mouawad reiterated the importance of President Gemayel’s statement on the necessity of listening 
to the youth and considering their views on the matter. Based on her experience with radicalization 
among the youth in France, she said that the majority of the radicals in France have nothing to do with 
Islam: Most suffer from family and economic problems driving them to adopt radical thoughts. Added to 
this, radical groups have used prisons as an important element in preparing and recruiting the youth. 
She then asked about what human rights were and whether they can be defined in a specific frame, 
especially when authorities fail to make arrests on human rights’ basis, although they very well know 
that this could lead to major human and material losses. 
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First up was Mr.  Abdel Fattah who spoke of the role of religion and education in protecting the youth 
from radicalization. Mr. Abdel Fattah began by confirming that the mere setting of a radicalization 
prevention program is too broad and unclear to lead to more than general suggestions that do 
theoretically tackle all political and social phenomena but without actually solving any. He spoke of the 
overlapping of religion and education. He said he will speak of the educational policy and the religious 
policy linked to the state, notably within the new changes and transformations in education with the rise 
of social media. He added that his intervention will mainly revolve around how to set implementable 
goals tailored to every country and society to prevent radicalization. 

After overviewing different interpretations of the concept of radicalization, Abdel Fattah discussed the 
role of education in the Arab World (in general) and in Egypt (in particular) in instigating radicalization. 
Education depends on raising children on conventional patriarchal values that consecrate obedience, 
acceptance, and submission in a culture which restricts personal freedoms and the freedom of belief. 
Consequently, the culture of responsibility and free will is stifled. He explained how in the Arab world, 
under the umbrella of oppressive and authoritarian political systems, we find the overlapping of 
traditional and religious values, the considering of women as inferior, the promoting of conservative 
values in schools, in addition to religion-based curricula that adopt outdated rote learning methods 
instead of critical thinking, problem-solving, analysis, and the principle of relativity. He tackled the digital 
revolution’s impact on education, on one hand, and on spreading radicalization, on the other, through 
social media. He noted that radical groups exploit the youth by taking advantage of whatever isolation, 
marginalization, alienation, and generation gap (between them and the ruling class) they may suffer 
from. 

Moving on to the role of education in preventing radicalization, he first stressed the necessity to 
dismantle the traditional patriarchal educational systems and then build new systems that focus on the 
values of freedom, critiquing, human rights, freedom of belief, and individuality. He made sure to note 
that this endeavor is difficult in most Arab countries due to war, conflict, displacement, failure, or 
collapse. Despite all the above, the educational model that could prevent radicalization is the model that 
prepares the child and the young person to become an effective member in society who is responsible 
and respects social norms, rules, and community values. This model should also develop the young 
person’s individual personality in a way that would allow them to assimilate with their peers, accept 
others, and act in moderation. Plus, it should build free will, independence, self-reliance, excellence, and 
achievement as a measure of progress and social movement. He further stated that education on 
freedom under the law, citizenship, civic ethics and secular culture is considered to be the most 
important gateway to forming a psychologically-balanced socially-integrated generation. In order to be 
able to achieve this, one should: 

1. Rehabilitate parents and teachers on how to deal with children through dialogue, 
individuality, participation, gender-equality, citizenship education, and critical 
thinking. 

2. Amend educational programs and introduce computerized learning to include human 
rights principles, pluralism, tolerence, and spiritual and civic values. 
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3. Implement extracurricular activites such as arts classes and workshops that join the 
students with different social, religious, and denominational groups. 

4. Have gender integration in schools to mimic their intermixing in society and life. 
5. Create computer games that teach about individuality, friendship, love, equality, and 

freedom. 
 

In the role of education in radicalization prevention, Mr. Abdel Fattah confirmed that moderate religious 
speeches and ideas could contribute to decreasing religious, political, and sectarian radicalization. Here 
lies the necessity of setting new reform-based religious policies which not only reform the religious 
discourse, but official religious institutions also. These reforms should tackle religious education in a way 
to allow it to adopt the values of citizenship, public freedoms, freedom of expression, creativity, and 
human rights – in addition to developing critical thinking rather than memorization and rote learning. 
Philosophy should also be introduced to both secular and religious education to correct the distorted 
image of “the other.” The speaker concluded his intervention saying that reforming educational and 
religious systems require a political will. 

Mr. Rabbah began by stating that he will be focusing on the collective memory and its impact on violent 
and radical tendencies. He said that if collective memory puts one against another by considering the 
mere existence of the other to be a threat to their own existence, then it could certainly lead to 
radicalization. He added that in Lebanon many attempts were made to purify collective memory in the 
aftermath of the civil war, yet, unfortunately, they have all failed because they were not in line with the 
interests of politicians who depended on this memory to impose their authority. He stressed that the 
objective of purifying the collective memory is not to forget all about the civil war, but to allow people 
to move on and forward. He gave the example of the Druze and the Maronites in Mount Lebanon: The 
two communities resembled each other in customs, traditions, and social history, but their collective 
memory made them forget what brought them together and made them clash. He further added that 
certain attempts were made at some point to end the civil war in Lebanon, but it was the collective 
memory that prevented that from happening as it was used to mobilize the youth. This fact holds true 
even today in the Arab world where we find conflicts between Sunnis and Shiites, Arabs and Kurds, or 
radical groups and the liberal world. The grievances deeply rooted in the collective memory are behind 
these struggles, and it is because of this collective memory that we cannot convince today’s youth that 
during the time of the Prophet, there were neither Sunnis nor Shiites!  

On another note, the civil war in Lebanon has produced a sense of belonging to the country and the 
nation; hence, if the power centers were forced not to use collective memory for their own purposes, a 
common denominator that would bring all components of the Lebanese society can be found. He 
referred to the leftist radicalization of the 1960s and 1970s as being as violent as the current Islamic 
radicalization, yet, the Lebanese leaders do not allow the purification of collective memory. He 
concluded by stressing the fact that “disarming” the collective memory is the most effective weapon 
against radicalization. 
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Lea Baroudi tackled the issue of prevention from radicalization through local community outreach and 
participation by showcasing MARCH’s activities in the field. She explained that MARCH has been working 
on protecting the youth from radicalization through a comprehensive approach that aims at 
transforming those most vulnerable to radicalization into activists. She also spoke about the Building 
Peace Program which was launched in 2015 In Tripoli, most specifically in Beb Al Tibbaneh and Jabal 
Mohsen. After overviewing the history of sectarian and political clashes between both regions, which 
reached an apex after the war in Syria erupted in 2011, she said that the Program was implemented 
during the ceasefire between both regions. It worked on integrating the youth of both regions through a 
play inspired by their lives: “We have written a play based on Romeo and Juliette. It was a massive hit. 
The youth who were acting in the play were no other than the poor youth who participated in military 
action in Lebanon or in Syria … It was tense at first especially that these young people had spent their 
whole lives fighting one another. We were aiming at giving them a life purpose, value, and a space 
where they can steam off their anger.” Ms. Baroudi informed the participants that the program started 
with 16 young persons. Their number has increased since then, and many new plays were performed. A 
rap group and a graffiti art group were later formed. In addition, a cultural café run by these youth 
themselves was even opened on the same location once considered the demarcation line between the 
two regions. MARCH learned from this experience that the youth do not resort to radicalization out of 
conviction but for social reasons, such as loss of a sense of identity and harsh social and economic 
conditions.  

Later, she confirmed that combatting radical thought requires a comprehensive approach that offers the 
youth a more attractive alternative to provide them with some space to express themselves, share their 
problems, have a life goal, and empower them both socially and economically. This approach may not 
work in winning over those who are deeply involved in radical thought and practice, such as ISIS or 
Jabhat al Nusra leaders, but it can surely deprive them of the possibility to recruit the youth, as it 
promises them a better future and goal that does not include wearing explosive belts and blowing 
themselves up! She concluded saying that the change in those young people and their transformation 
from enemies into friends happened so fast that “it scared us.” This meant that the opposite could 
happen equally as fast, and they may become enemies once again if oppression, poverty, and 
marginalization continue. For this reason, the role of the state is essential and non-replaceable as no 
individual initiative can replace the state and its role. 

Roula Mouawad then opened the floor to discussion with a question addressed by President Gemayel 
to Mr. Abdel Fattah on the Azhar Bill of Rights on Basic Liberties which was issued on the 10th of January 
2012. Gemayel was wondering about the reason this important document has been neglected despite 
its importance. He asked Mr. Rabbah why he failed to mention the role of foreign interference in fueling 
the war in Lebanon, and he confirmed to Ms. Baroudi that La Maison du Futur will in fact organize 
several workshops to discuss individual initiatives and submit recommendations to the concerned 
authorities. The following subjects were raised during the discussion: 

- The role of cultural awareness in preventing radicalization 
- The role of foreign instigators of radicalization 
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- To what extent have the Arab world and Lebanon implemented the Anti-terrorism 
strategy adopted by the United Nations 

- The role of migration and lack of integration in a new environment in fueling 
radicalization 

- Can terrorism and oppression be used as pretexts to prevent radicalization (in 
reference to what was dubbed the Sissi Coup against the Muslim Brotherhood in 
Egypt) 

- The role of Al-Azhar in preventing radicalization 
- How to disarm the collective memory 

 

Mr. Abdel Fattah insisted on the importance of the three Al-Azhar documents despite them being 
“placed in drawers.” The objective of religious reform is to reform the texts not only the discourse; a fact 
that necessitates the introduction of modern philosophy and situational sociology in religious and 
secular school curricula, in addition to critical-thinking in education in order to build the skill of problem-
solving. Ms. Baroudi stressed the importance of cultural awareness, and more importantly, saving the 
radical youth from systemic rote education and implanting critical thought and dialogue. Mr. Rabbah 
said that the narrative brings citizens together despite social and cultural diversity, while sectarian and 
partisan leaders focus on all that separates them. He focused on the role of external factors in the 
Lebanese war, but this does in no way exempt us from responsibility: “Had we not been prepared for 
the war, it would not have erupted no matter the scale of foreign interference.” He concluded by 
confirming that it is unacceptable to state that the Lebanese war was “the war of others waged on our 
territories.” 

Second Session: 

The moderator of the second session, journalist Phillipe Abou Zeid, introduced the session by explaining 
that it will revolve around the role of conventional and modern media in preventing radicalization. He 
noted that radical groups were the first to use the social media and the internet to market their 
ideologies and recruit the youth. He introduced the speakers: Rasha Al-Atrash, managing editor of “Al 
Modon” online; Ziad Majed, political researcher and teacher of Middle Eastern studies at the American 
University of Paris (via Skype); and Andrew Mikhael, consultant in political development issues and a 
post-doctoral associate at Durham University in the UK. 

On the subject of de-radicalization and human rights awareness, tolerance, and respect of diversity and 
democracy, Ziad Majed said (via Skype) that he will focus on the structure of radical groups, considering 
this phenomenon to be no longer limited to a particular society or region, but it has spread to cover the 
whole world as we find an increase in xenophobic currents. Yet, the radical Islamic groups in the Arab 
region remain the most expressive of radicalization. He noted that extremism, violence, and 
radicalization are not only practiced by groups, but sometimes by political regimes too: “Looking back to 
1978 and on, with the rise of radical movements in Afghanistan, Iran, and the conflicts in several 
countries of the region, we see that the events that took place then provided a social milieu suitable for 
investment by radical currents. In order to be able to treat this phenomenon and target the youth, 
justice, the rule of law, lifting immunity off criminals, and ending the culture of impunity must be 
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achieved. Our history is paved with injustice; from the Arab-Israeli conflict, to the regime practices, and 
the continuation of the bloodshed in Syria, in addition to the international community’s lack of 
seriousness in their dealing with the region. This, in itself, aids the youth who are rebelling against their 
social, economic, and political circumstances and who consider the world to be the scene for their 
revenge. 

Mr. Majed also spoke of religious reform which should start with reform of texts then of discourse: 
“Many Islamic texts are used by radical groups in their ideology and conduct. The Media must play a 
larger role to disseminate an enlightened discourse facing those who spread ignorance and wrong 
teachings. We have gotten accustomed to death in the region, from Iraq, to Syria, Lebanon, and 
Palestine, to the extent that it seemed only natural for us to have conflicts solved through violence. This 
is exactly what the radical groups are depending on.” He concluded his intervention by the importance 
of the role of the civil society and schools in helping the marginalized, who are easily recruited, to end 
the injustice they are suffering.” 

Rasha Al-Atrash started by saying: “Please allow me, before discussing the subject which was allocated 
to me by the conference - the role of the media – to define certain terms that I find to be key in 
discussing, not only the role of the media, but also the whole subject of youth radicalization.” She 
opposed the use of the term “protection” of the youth as she considers it to be part of the jargon used 
in patriarchal societies, such as the one we live in, at all levels starting from the nuclear family to 
oppressive regimes. It emanates from the patriarchal view that this category of society is underage and 
thus needs “our protection,” knowing that the youth of the Arab spring have revolted against this social 
structure and toppled its symbols in Tunisia, Egypt, Libya, and Syria. She also opposed the use of the 
word “prevention” because it implies that radicalization is an imported phenomenon that is new to the 
Arab world, while there are ample cultural, economic, and political reasons that make it an intrinsically 
local issue: “We must acknowledge this fact once and for all, so we may come up with feasible 
solutions.” As to the role of the media in preventing youth radicalization, she stated: “In my humble 
opinion, the media is supposed to just inform … the role of the media in combatting radicalization does 
not lie in counter propaganda nor in being involved in the war no matter who among the warring parties 
is considered righteous, no matter whom the media decides to back up, and no matter what the 
conspiracy required to stand against is. The role of the media is fact-finding, asking questions – many 
questions – and disclosing them in field and analytical work. The media must neither attempt to answer 
these questions nor even claim them to be the right answers.” The speaker then continued by 
presenting the different measures taken by social networks, such as Google and Facebook, to fight hate 
speech through a technology that automatically deletes any radical content. She also gave the example 
of some countries such as Denmark which launched the “Digital Voice of Reason” Project to counter 
online radicalization, and Tunisia which is launching its first religious television channel to enhance the 
state’s effort in combatting terrorism and radicalization. She concluded by saying that the solution to 
the epidemic of radicalization is not found in the media but “somewhere else, somewhere that is not 
impossible to find, but that requires a new thought path.” 

Andrew Mikhael wrapped up the second session with an intervention on de-radicalization and 
empowering of the young generation and strengthening their capacities. Andrew revealed that he is 
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Irish of Lebanese descent and that he spent many years researching civil wars. He said that de-
radicalizing the youth starts with empowering their minds in terms of developing their sense of critical 
thinking and sound judgement. The phenomenon of radicalization we see today is not new: it was part 
of Ancient and Modern histories, such as in the 1960s and 1970s with the rightist and leftist ideological 
radical groups. He confirmed the presence of many non-Islamic religious and ethnic radical groups. 
Consequently, focusing on a certain type of radical groups (such as the Islamist radical groups) will only 
make them more radical. He further claimed that focusing only on Islam might eclipse complex issues 
that may constitute reasons for radicalization, such as marginalization, difficult social and economic 
conditions, oppression, injustice, and despotism. This is the reason why he considers Western 
governments have so far failed to fight radicalization as well as discover its true causes and motivations, 
even more so, this is why these governments have contributed to its fueling and spread. 

Participants in the Q&A session enquired about the measures that could be adopted to fight 
radicalization, especially in mosques where the religious discourse in the Arab world is considered 
sacred. They also asked about limiting radical content in social media and the role of conventional media 
in de-radicalization.  One participant asked how a balance between the freedom of expression and the 
freedom of faith can be achieved and about the limits of the freedom of expression. Certain participants 
spoke against considering the mosques as tools for spreading radical thought stating that what most 
preachers do is mirror what is happening in the community. Several questions on how Arab peoples can 
be extracted from the dire situation they are living in after decades of tyrannical rule were asked 
especially since the Arab spring came at a time when the Arabs were neither prepared nor ready for it. 
Some asked about whether international tribunals could be resorted to in order to prosecute war 
criminals and avoid their impunity.  

The Executive Director of La Maison du Futur said: “We use the term ‘religious discourse’ to mean ‘the 
discourse of clergymen and religious institutions.’ Religion in our region has become an identity rather 
than the act of faith between each person and God. Most radical groups and political powers take 
advantage of this fact.” He wondered about who is meant when we talk about reforming the religious 
discourse: is it the religious institutions’ discourse or that of politicians or of people?  

The speakers confirmed that the subject of radicalization is political, par excellence, fed by the absence 
of justice, rule of law, culture of pluralism, respect for human rights, and the conflicts in the region. The 
Arab world has had several reform movements during the beginning of the 20th Century; yet, they were 
not able to achieve real reforms with the presence of the authoritarian regimes that came to power in 
most Arab countries. These same regimes even ‘nationalized’ religion and used it to give themselves 
political legitimacy, to mobilize the masses, and to control religious institutions. On the other hand, 
political authoritarianism has produced a parallel religious authoritarianism which led to radical 
tendencies. The key to combatting radicalization lies in consecrating serious efforts to purify religious 
texts and the religious mindset from anything that could incite excessive reactions and violence and to 
conduct political reforms that would drive the Arab world towards modernity. 

In addition to stressing the role of conventional media in the anti-radical discourse, the speakers warned 
the media from assuming the same role played by the controlled official media of the Arab world 
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especially due to the absence of an independent media. This fact results in the failure of the battle 
through the media and enforces us to directly target the minds of the recipients.  

On the subject of balancing between the freedom of belief and of faith, it was said that there is even the 
risk of disrespecting or abusing other religions, and “unfortunately we shall continue making that same 
mistake.” However, they warned against resorting to violence in reaction to these abuses (Charlie 
Hebdo, for instance) since the solution lies within the law and in courtrooms. They also supported the 
idea of resorting to international tribunals for crimes against humanity in order to, first, hold the 
perpetrators accountable and to, second, document this history in our collective memory hoping to 
overcome it one day. The essential means to prevent radicalization is the rule of law, education, 
development, integration of the marginalized groups, and modernizing the intellect.  

Concerning whether the Arab spring preceded the Arab peoples’ readiness, the speakers noted that 
prior to the Arab spring, many Arab countries witnessed certain protest movements: Kefaya, for 
example, which stood against inheritance of political power and positions in Egypt, was established 
before the Arab Spring; and the revolution in Syria had started in 2005 with the Damascus spring. 

The discussion came to a close with President Gemayel saying that the Arab spring was launched by the 
youth, and they could have changed the course of a whole nation, had they been destined to succeed. 
Yet, despite the failure of the Arab Spring, President Gemayel considered it to be an indicator that a 
radical change has begun and it cannot be turned back. He gave the example of the French Revolution 
which failed at first, but it did pave the way for the French people to achieve their aspirations even after 
decades. History can repeat itself, this time with the Arab Spring: today’s failure is but a stepping stone 
upon which the youth should stand to reach a new stage of democracy, freedom, and an enlightened 
future. 

At the end of the conference, Sami Nader, Director of the Levant Institute for Strategic Affairs (LISA), 
exhibited the highlights of the conference. He said that radicalization is a controversial issue since it 
could be a reaction to another form of radicalization and since desperation, fear, oppression, injustice, 
ignorance, and poverty are among its causes. He considered that economic development is an essential 
way to combat it as “radicalization grows on the banks of poverty.” 

He added: “There is no doubt that radicalization is the result of a crisis that the East and West both 
suffer from as a result of a state project which has not involved the people. The Arab world failed to 
achieve just distribution of wealth, to introduce political participation, and to defeat Israel. All this led to 
the feeling of suppression. Nevertheless, the crisis of state existence is not only preponderant in our 
region: The West is also suffering from its own crisis with the results of the American elections, the 
Brexit vote, and the French elections. Globalization too was not able to provide just distribution of 
wealth, justice, or transparency. This is the reason why we are facing the crisis of an alternative project. 
In fact, there are two and only two projects: either the Khomeini state or the Islamic state. All other 
state projects have collapsed, so, the challenge today is to establish a third alternative, that of the 
modern state project. And you (i.e. the youth) are responsible for that.” 
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He continued: “I hesitated much in talking about critical thinking and religious discourse. But truth be 
said, religion today must be viewed through reason, with a certain balance in the relation between mind 
and religion: a religion without a mind boxes us and leads us to totalitarianism, and a mind without 
religion makes us strand somewhere undesirable as well. A final word on new horizons for the youth: we 
need another dream. The Nasser Revolution failed, the dream of Rafic Hariri collapsed, the dream of the 
Cedar Revolution also failed, so did the dream of the Syrian Revolution. For this reason, the youth tend 
to seclude themselves in closed ideologies. The new generation must have their own new dream.” 

 

 

 

 

 


