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1. CVE – from behaviour to ideas

• Deepening counter-terrorism – prevention

• Broadening counter-radicalization – ‘radical’

• Preventing Violent Extremism – root causes of extremism

• Continuum – from orthodox to extreme ideas
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1. CVE – continuum from normal to terror
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Examples of CVE continuums from Google pictures search on Countering Violent Extremism



1. CVE - policies

• UK Prevent

• US CounteringViolent Extremism – Homeland Security

• EU Radicalization Awareness Network (RAN)

• UN Plan of Action to Prevent Violent Extremism (PVE)

• The Global Counter Terrorism Forum 

• Norway – action plan against radicalization and violent 

extremism

• Nordic Council: Nordic Safe Cities – against

radicalisation and violent extremism
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1. CVE – technology of governance

• Police & Intelligence

• Civil state apparatus – schools, social services etc.

• Civil society engagement – ‘CVE market’
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Clara Tsao, Innovation Specialist, CVE Taskforce, US Homeland Security



1. CVE online

• Sensorship

– Removal of extremist content

• E.g. Counter Extremism Project
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1. CVE online
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1. CVE online

• Sensorship

– Removal of extremist content

• E.g. Counter Extremism Project

– Automatic, manual

• E.g. ‘Google hiring 10.000 to monitor You-tube contents’ 
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1. CVE online



1. CVE online
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1. CVE online

• Sensorship

– Removal of extremist content

• E.g. Counter Extremism Project

– Automatic, manual

• E.g. ‘Google hiring 10.000 to monitor You-tube contents’ 

• Counter-narratives, Counter-speech

– Producing online material that counters extremist narratives

• E.g. Institute for Strategic Dialogue (ISD) Online Civil Courage Initiative, 

partnering with Google
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1. CVE online – Counter-narratives



1. CVE online

• Sensorship

– Removal of extremist content

• E.g. Counter Extremism Project

– Automatic, manual

• E.g. ‘Google hiring 10.000 to monitor You-tube contents’ 

• Counter-narratives, Counter-speech

– Producing online material that counters extremist narratives

• E.g. Institute for Strategic Dialogue (ISD) Online Civil Courage Initiative, 
partnering with Google

– A twist of the notion of counter-narratives from Ricoeur and Said

– …and of the notion of free speech as sponsored ‘counter-speech’

– How does it affect the credibility of anti-extremist speech when related to war 
on terror and funded by state authorities?

– What difference from propaganda or false news?
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2. Counter-democratic effects

• Short-term: Excluding radical political Islamism

– Hollowing out space for radical dissent – ‘the grey zone’

– Confirming trope of ‘war’ between Islam and the West

– Reduces incentives for public political reactions – the state will fix

• Longer-term in democracies: Governing technology for policing ideas

– Broadening from Jihadism to right-wing extremism and beyond

– Invites abuse by democratic regimes, incentives for authoritarian strategies

• Exporting to authoritarian regimes: undermining democratic opposition

– Already benefitting from counter-terrorism agenda

– Reinforcing non-democratic measures like censorship, profiling, preventive 

arrests, sentencing for ‘terrorist plotting’ based on support for political cause 
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2. Broadening the scope
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Clara Tsao, Innovation Specialist, CVE Taskforce, US Homeland Security



2. Broadening the scope
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Clara Tsao, Innovation Specialist, CVE Taskforce, US Homeland Security



2. Broadening the scope
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International Centre of Excellence for Countering Violent Extremism, United Arab Emirates



2. Broadening the scope
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International Centre of Excellence for Countering Violent Extremism, United Arab Emirates



3. Justified?

• Already vocal concern from proponents of human rights – free speech etc.

– UN-OSCE-OAS-ACHPR special rapporteurs on freedom of expression: ‘Joint 

Declaration on Freedom of Expression and Countering Violent 

ExtremismNecessary? Protecting the population and national security,’ adopted 

in Helsinki, on 4 May 2016
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3. Justified? Joint Declaration
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3. Justified? In defence of CVE

• Democratic support: public expectation, rooted in 

democratic process

• Democratic justification: protecting democracy and 

human rights against anti-liberal, anti-democratic forces

• National security: security of citizens precondition for 

human rights
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3. Justified? Chantal Mouffe on Agonistics

• Agonism between consensus and antagonism

– Conflict between political adversaries disagreeing on the interpretation of 

norms like democracy and freedom

– Respecting the right of the adversary to fight for the victory of their position.

• Against the moralisation of politics, of defining certain ideas as illegitimate

– Constitutive ‘we’ against ‘them’ – the nature of politics

– Integral to e.g. European and US constitutions – but limited by security 

concerns, and open for moralist interpretation

• Exclusion fosters violence and ‘extremism’

– Terror as response to exclusion

– right-wing extremism in Europe as response to liberal closure
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3. Justified? Marc Sageman on Political Violence

• Experienced ‘radicalization expert’ – psychologist and advisor to US 

authorities

• Not ideas  political violence but: Ideas  non-violent action  state 

response  violence or non-violence
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Marc Sageman (2017) Turning to Political Violence: the emergence of 

terrorism. Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press.



3. Justified? Marc Sageman on Political Violence

• Recommendation:
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Marc Sageman (2017) Turning to Political Violence: the emergence of terrorism. 

Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press.



Conclusion

• When focusing on ideas rather than behaviour, CVE policies:

– Undermine democracy

– Produce political violence

• Hence, the concern for protecting democracy and the citizenry from 

violent extremism is not justifying the sidelining of human rights of free 

expression and freedom of belief

• Existing legislation in liberal democracies is designed to distinguish between 

the policing of behaviour and ideas – and should therefore not be altered 

or reinterpreted in the name of CVE or counter-terrorism

• Abandon Countering Violent Extremism as political program, retain focus 

on political violence, be careful with counter-radicalization programs in 

order to avoid the fallacies of policing ideas. 
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