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SESSION II

Challenges in Establishing a Rehabilitation Programme and Psychological 
Rehabilitation

The Centrality of Countering 
Radical Ideology 

Muhammad Haniff Hassan began by questioning the 
intellectual basis of the soft approach in countering 
terrorism. Muhammad Haniff then offered two premises 
in answering the question. First, a good and sustainable 
counter-ideology initiative can only emerge from the 
conviction of its importance and centrality to counter-
terrorism work. Second, efforts to promote counter-
ideology as a counter-terrorism imperative must be rooted 
in good intellectual grounding.

Muhammad Haniff stressed that the presentation was not 
about seeking to offer a causal nexus between ideology and 
terrorism, and cautioned against the tendency to identify 
a single factor that directly caused terrorism. Jihadist 
terrorism, Muhammad Haniff explained, was a complex 
phenomenon that required a multi-faceted approach 
in countering it. Muhammad Haniff defined ideology as 
“any system of ideas underlying and informing social and 
political action”.

From his analysis, he deduced that the jihadists too saw 
the centrality of ideology to further their cause. This could 
be demonstrated by the tremendous efforts put in by 
jihadists to propagate their ideology. They have done 
this by constructing their ideology, criticizing opposing 
ideologies and justifying their actions from the lens of their 
ideology. Muhammad Haniff cited the Abu Muhammad 

Al-Maqdese website, publications by the trio of Bali 
bombers, the thriving of jihadist publications in Indonesia 
and ideological revision materials produced by repentant 
jihadist leaders to prove his point.

Muhammad Haniff argued that jihadists, as rational actors, 
would not have spent so much of their resources and effort 
on ideological materials if they were not important to them. 
It would be a futile attempt if the materials did not serve 
their cause or there was no demand for such materials. 
Muhammad Haniff then outlined a three-level cause of 
terrorism: immediate (hatred), proximate (historical and 
economic roots) and deep-rooted (worldview-ideology). 
Muhammad Haniff was also aware of at least three 
contentions to his view, as evident from the discourses of 
Marc Sageman, Olivier Roy and Gabriel Marranci.

Concluding his presentation, Muhammad Haniff asserted 
that at present, there was no single causal explanation for 
radicalization and terrorism. Accordingly, there was no 
“one-size-fits-all” strategy in countering jihadist terrorism. 
However, it would be prudent to incorporate counter-
ideology as a central component in the process. Although 
there were contentions to the notion of the centrality of 
ideology in countering jihadist terrorism, Muhammad 
Haniff reasoned that these were based on studies in the 
West and were not necessarily conclusive.

Two salient points were made during the question-
and-answer session. Firstly, there were multiple factors 
contributing to jihadist terrorism but ideology remained 
an important factor and should therefore be a part of, 
and central to, counter-terrorism work. The importance of 
segmenting terrorists in light of a multi-faceted approach 
to counter-terrorism was also highlighted. Secondly, 
the most suitable party to implement counter-terrorism 
programmes should be Muslim community leaders—
leaders in the social sense and those in the government. A 
close collaboration between the two was determined to be 
important in enhancing the effectiveness of any counter-
terrorism programme.


	RSIS_WTRI Cover_120410
	RSIS_WTRI_WEB



