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Radical Europe 

In this workshop led by moderator Floor Kroft, advisor at the Radicalisation Awareness 
Network, María Lozano, director of Asociación de Ayuda a las Victimas des 11-M (the 
Association for Aid to the 11-M Victims), Aaro Rytkönen, head of the Network for Religious 
and Traditional Peacemakers secretariat hosted by Finn Church Aid and Navjot Sandhu, 
project leader at Minotenk, discussed their first-hand experiences with radicalisation in 
Europe.  

Floor Kroft stressed the growing challenge of combating terrorism, extremism and 
radicalisation in an ever more interconnected world. This radicalisation is expressed in 
different forms: not only does Europe have to deal with religious extremism but also with 
right-wing radicalisation in eastern Europe and home-grown extremism in southern Europe, 
amongst other things.  

There are many reasons people (especially youth people) become radicalised and become, 
for example, a foreign fighter. Navjot Sandhu was especially concerned with two questions: 
(1) why would Western young people choose death over living and (2) why is a majority 
becoming more sceptical towards a (mainly Muslim) minority?  

Based on several meetings with young people from minority groups in Oslo, it became clear 
that the young people had various reasons for becoming a foreign fighter. On the one hand, 
some were idealist and wanted to help their Muslim brothers and sisters in their countries of 
origin or they wanted to belong to IS. However, as well as these pull factors, there were also 
push factors: young people did not have the feeling that they belonged to the community or 
they had criminal records. Hence, a root cause of radicalisation is the 'us' versus 
'them'-mentality. According to Navjot Sandhu we need common values and to see people as 
part of Europe.  

Aaro Rytkönen completely agrees with this statement and argued that radicalisation can 
happen to everyone, regardless of religion. The important factors are primarily social; people 
feel excluded from society, have a lack of opportunities or feel a great sense of 
disappointment in their environment. Therefore, the Network for Religious and Traditional 
Peacemakers tries to build bridges between the national and the local level and is conducting 
an online campaign against violent radicalisation under the subheading 'Give a young person 
a reason to stay'.  

Indeed, we can tackle radicalisation simply by giving a young person a reason to stay. 
Minotenk's reaction with regard to preventing radicalisation is clear: young people need role 
models that can communicate with them and they need a safe home. Furthermore, it is 
important for European countries to change the way they look at minorities and to treat them 



 

 

equally, in order to prevent the youth from becoming radicalised. In fact, all speakers agreed 
that preventing radicalisation is more effective than combatting radicalisation once it has taken 
place. For instance, Aaro Rytkönen argues that a dialogue with local communities is most 
effective in fighting extremism. In these dialogues, it is important to be prepared to learn from 
local communities, to take them seriously and find bridge builders – along the lines of Navjot 
Sandhu's role models – in order to engage with these communities.  

This specific focus on young people at risk of radicalisation at an early prevention stage is also 
central to the work of María Lozano. Her organisation protects victims (and prevents them 
from becoming radicalised) firstly by making an individual victim profile assessment, as the 
aim is to identify the right people in the right place at the right time. Secondly, a transition from 
victim to survivor is initiated and finally, empathy is used to allow the survivor to be seen as a 
member of society. Radicalisation is prevented by providing training in order to support 
victims, to enable them to tell their story and to include this story as part of a wider message: a 
counter narrative. In doing so, victims of radicalisation learn that violence is not the only way of 
fighting injustices and that other means exist.  

Given the large number of European communicators in the audience, Floor Kroft's final 
recommendation was that European countries should have a clear and critical communication 
strategy. It should always be clear who the target audience is and which message is 
appropriate for that audience. Furthermore, the actor delivering the message is important. It is 
not always desirable to let a government deliver a message. Finally, there should be a critical 
reflection on what is the best medium to use, since there is also an important offline 
component to preventing radicalisation, for example, community meetings. In the end, 
bringing people together for dialogue to discuss issues and to listen to their problems is 
essential for an effective strategy to prevent radicalisation in Europe.  

 


