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Introduction  

 
His Eminence Sayed Abdullah Al-
Ghuraifi delivered a speech at Imam Al-
Sadeq (a.s) Mosque on July 19, 2018, in 
the town of Al-Quful, Bahrain, in which he 
raised several questions around the 
efficiency of the current solutions proposed 
for countering sectarian and social 
tensions, and addressed political crises 
and intractable disputes. The speech 
raised questions on different positions that 
provide their visions on rapprochement, 
as a means to solving these tensions, 
conflicts, and disputes.  

In his speech, Al-Ghuraifi stresses that “the 
absence of the language of 
rapprochement and dialogue between 
sectarian, political, and social 
components in the nation” would lead to 
“fueling hatred, enmities, differences, 
and conflicts”, which would naturally result 
in “intensifying the division and the 
separation between the components, 
affiliations, and loyalties within one 
country”.   
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This vision is based on a fundamental 
foundation that affirms that “the nation 
needs a rhetoric message which would 
be based on a language of compassion, 
mutual understanding, and recognition 
of the specificities of all components”. 
Based on real-life facts, and by taking them 
into account, Al-Ghuraifi stresses that “the 
nation is in need of the language of 
compassion and tolerance, and the 
language of harmony and 
rapprochement”, and it is the duty of 
everyone to work on finding an appropriate 
mechanism for managing differences 
based on “intellectual beliefs, sectarian 
affiliations, and political positions 
amongst citizens”.  

In the same speech, Al-Ghuraifi determines 
the roots of the crisis stating that “failing to 
manage religious, political, social, or 
even economic in a nation” could 
potentially result in “tensions and unrest, 
which are  natural results of the 
existence of disagreements, disputes, 
and enmities”. This, in turn, leads to a 
clear conclusion on the importance of 
“rapprochement and tolerance, for the 
sake of societal well being and public 
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disclosure”, which is a necessary choice 
“for avoiding the accumulation of 
mistakes, the generation of crises, and 
for the nation to be positively healed 
from all political crises”.  

The importance of this speech, and what 
could be outlined from other speeches of 
Al-Ghuraifi, is that it stems from a 
complete acknowledgement and a 
vigorous sensation of all the details of 
the rugged path and the deep wounds 
that spread in Bahrain since 2011. Al-
Ghuraifi is aware of these bleeding maps, 
he is in direct contact with its smallest 
details, and due to this, he adopts his clear 
path of opening a window that would 
allow him to perceive the situation from 
different lenses, which would be more 
capable of extending the path of hope, 
and of providing possible arrangements 
for reaching social wellbeing, and 
paving the way forward for political 
reconciliation in Bahrain.  

In this series, we intend to highlight the 
importance of presenting the vision of Al-
Ghuraifi due to the intellectual, religious, 
social, and symbolic values that it 
represents, and the diligent efforts that it 
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exerts for [cultivating] (dialogue and 
rapprochement). In this series, we 
translate, republish and re-edit the 
speeches of Al-Ghuraifi, especially those 
which focused on advocating for dialogue 
and rapprochement, and which had 
highlighted the harms of intolerance and 
extremism, and their negative excursions 
on the nation and  citizens. We hope that 
this series would mark a positive attempt of 
re-enhancing constructive thinking, 
renewing the active exchange of thoughts 
and messages that call for dialogue and 
tolerance, and that propose views on 
reconciliation and potential exits from the 
current atmosphere of conflicts and turmoil.  
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The Raggedness of the Title 
(Rapprochement)  

 

The title: (Rapprochement) is extremely 
difficult and ragged to define, as it is highly 
sensitive and critical. Various visions have 
reflected on rapprochements, accordingly, 
any attempts of addressing sensitive issues 
related to peace  seem to be difficult and 
extremely complicated. Also, due to the 
intensity of the current crisis and obstacles 
some might go to the extent of deeming 
such topics as (futile)!   

Despite the complexity of the manner in 
which this topic (rapprochement) is being 
approached, it continues to shape a (great 
necessity) for securing the wellbeing of 
nations. Undoubtedly, countries that are 
torn apart religiously, socially, and 
politically, are countries that have been 
doomed with destruction, and misery, and 
that don’t live any form of security, safety, 
comfort, or stability. They are countries in 
which compassion, tolerance, harmony, 
and synergy eventually die. 

Reading the conditions of nations 
overtaken by conflicts and differences 
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reveals that they are nations in which 
rapprochement is completely absent, on all 
levels. [In these countries,] rapprochement 
does not exist between its Governments 
and its people, between different religions 
and sects, between its political parties and 
components, nor between its different 
social factions. It is only natural for such 
countries to be doomed with destruction, 
and for its people to be destined with 
misery as a result of these causes.   

An overview of nations’ and peoples’ crises 
– of all kinds – reveals that tensions and 
turmoil are the most significant causes that 
lead to producing such crises! In addition to 
that, tensions and turmoil are – in essence 
– a natural result of the presence of 
conflicts, disputes, and enmities!  

 

Infuriating and Deadly Disputes    

 

When we talk about (disputes) we do not 
intend to highlight differences in views, 
opionions and beliefs, for this latter 
difference is a legitimate matter. Every 
person has the right to establish his 
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religious, sectarian, cultural, social or 
political affiliations based on his adopted 
beliefs, with the precondition that this 
formation is based on factual and 
objective bases, not on fictitious 
foundations or bigotry tendencies. 
Accordingly, the subject matter of this 
paper is disputes that fueling enmities, 
conflicts, and bigotries, that lead to 
ending any form of rapprochement or 
mutual understanding can only 
perpetuate hostility and rivalry.  

Here, we raise a number of questions: Are 
we capable of successfully dealing with 
sectarian and ethnic tentions? Are we 
capable of solving social disputes? Are we 
capable of solving political differences, 
between Governments and their peoples, 
between different powers and parties, or 
between masses? Are we capable of 
dealing with all these tensions, 
disputes, and hostilities, through 
divergence and cutting off 
communication between those who are 
indifferent ? 
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The answer is inevitably: (No)! Regardless 
of how difficult (disputes) are, solving them 
will always be through rapprochement, 
mutual understanding, and dialogue.  

 

Three Positions of Rapprochement and 
Mutual Understanding  

 

Following this brief presentation, I aim at 
highlighting a number of positions with their 
determined visions around 
(rapprochement and understanding) on 
both religious and political levels. 

- First Position: People who refuse 
all forms of religious or political 
rapprochement 

This position is represented by extremists 
and hardliners of religious, political, or even 
social statuses! When we talk about 
political statuses, we means governments, 
political powers and parties, as well as 
masses.  

How many conflicts had this position 
inflicted?! And how many dreadful 
situations has it caused?!  
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Those who refuse any form of religious or 
political rapprochement have a radical 
understanding of “extremism” represented 
by eliminating the other. Religious or 
sectarian extremists consider the religious 
or sectarian other as a renegade, and thus 
consider any rapprochement with him to be 
pointless! This is also the case with political 
extremists who perceive the" political 
others" as hostile enemies, and thus 
completely reject them and refuse any 
attempts of rapprochements with them!  

Needless to say, this approach of religious 
and political extremism is what has inflicted 
the country with conflicts and disasters 
throughout history, and until the present 
day.  

On the other hand, wise and intellectual 
figures loyal to the country reject excessive 
tendencies towards isolation, radical 
extremism, all forms of intolerance, and 
attempts of eliminating the other. They 
acknowledge that these forms of intolerant, 
extremist, and biased tendencies are 
among the most prominent causes behind 
the production of violence, hatred and 
terrorism, which had costed the country 
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very high prices in terms of conflicts, 
confrontations, and human lives!  

 

The Rationale of Logic and Wisdom: 
Rejecting Radicalism and Extremism  

 

Based on these results, would it be 
correct for the ruling authorities, for the 
political parties, and general public to 
uphold their current positions?  

The rationale of logic and wisdom rejects 
this choice. This rationale is supported by a 
cultural rationale, which is the one of 
compassion and tolerance, and is 
supported by the national rationale which 
seeks to preserve the interests of all 
nationals and communities living in the 
country. This rationale, with all its 
components, rejects the radical and 
extremist position that does not believe in 
rapprochement on any level.   

Experiences deeply reveal that the choice 
of extremism and radicalism which refuses 
[any form of] rapprochement and dialogue 
is reinforced by powers that are enemies 
of people’s aspirations, whether 
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government officials, politicians,  media 
figures, and – as greatly misfortunate –
some religious figures as well.  

Likewise, we must not forget the roles 
being played by the forces of ignorance 
and intolerance, and by groups with 
narrow interests and shallow 
understandings, who work on fueling 
discordances and conflicts at all levels! As 
such, a synergy could be detected between 
the role of these positions and levels in 
directing several projects of 
(fragmentation and division), with the 
support provided to adopting choices of 
(hostility and antagonism). 

 

Rapprochement…and the Delusion of a 
Lost Identity  

 

- Second Position: The 
misconception of losing one’s 
identity  

Adherents to this position are those who do 
not reject religious or political 
rapprochement based on intolerance, 
radicalism, or extremism – as was the case 
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of the first position, they rather reject it 
based on a false misconceptions.  

They believe that any form of 
rapprochement will mean: (a loss of one’s 
religious, sectarian, or political identity). 
For example, they assume that when a 
religious figure converges with a secular 
figure, it would imply his abandonment of 
his religious affiliation and identity. 
Similarly, they assume that when a Muslim 
positively converges with the Christian 
other, it would imply his abandonment of 
his Islamic affiliation! The same applies to a 
rapprochement between Sunnis and 
Shiites. This misconception is also applied 
on the political level, where a 
rapprochement between the (Ruling 
Authority) and the people is viewed as a 
loss of the formers’ identity, prestige, and 
authority and a loss of his sacrifices. 
Reciprocally, it is also viewed as leading 
towards a loss of people’s will, existence, 
and interests!  

This understanding of rapprochement is 
seriously flawed. Rapprochement never 
entails the abandonment of affiliations. 
It rather shapes a practical activation of 
commonalities among the constituents 
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of a single nation, which form various 
constituencies on religious and sectarian 
levels. Simultaneously, every religious or 
sectarian constituent has the right to retain 
its identity and affiliations, and to practice 
all its rituals.   

 

Meanings of Rapprochement  

 

Despite the presence of pluralities within a 
single nation, as manifested in the 
spectacle of diversities and particularities, 
general commonalities and unifying 
elements also exist. From this, 
rapprochement means:  

- First: A practical activation of the 
general commonalities and of 
unifying elements: (Citizenship).  

Some commonalities are not limited to 
particular religious or sectarian constituents 
within a single nation, they are rather 
common to all citizens of the nation. These 
commonalities include: defending the 
nation, defending its security, unity, 
dignity, and defending the rights of its 
citizens. For, a nation enjoys general rights 
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before its citizens, just as citizens enjoy 
certain rights before their nation. 
Accordingly, it is incorrect for citizens to 
abandon their duties towards their nation, 
just as it is incorrect for a nation to abandon 
its duties before its citizens.  

- Second: Addressing areas of 
differences through (Meaningful 
Dialogues)  

Despite the presence of a vast area of 
commonalities among the constituents of 
this single nation, there are differences and 
varying approaches to dealing with national 
circumstances, to analyzing the country’s 
crises and problems, and to [developing] 
positions regarding them. This seriously 
dictates the adoption of rapprochement 
and building mutual understanding. In 
light of wisdom, sincerity, and loyalty, 
rapprochement is capable of transforming 
many intellectual, religious, and political 
differences to effective results on the 
country’s conditions and crises.   

In this context, we notify that the country 
embraces great competencies, but that 
they are unfortunately suffering from being 
in a state of loss, and feeling wasted and 
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idle! Therefore, the presence of policies 
that would embrace such competencies is 
necessary. This is where the role of 
rapprochement and understanding takes 
part – for promoting honesty and 
transparency, and for avoiding the 
accumulation of mistakes and the 
generation of crises at different times.  

We want this country to recover from all its 
crises on political, economic levels. I am 
personally sure that the government gets 
completely disturbed when it hears 
discussions about poor health services, 
the absence medication, and 
discussions about rising 
unemployment! Talking about such issues 
hurts us, and hurts the government as well.  

We do not wish for anything that would 
offend the reputation of this country. In this 
dear country, there are minds that would 
enrich the nation and contribute to its 
prosperity and flourish by their great 
competencies if employed in the right 
place. This is what entails the necessity of 
mutual understanding to fix situations 
that need to be fixed, and then perhaps, 
many  views are expected to change, since 
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reassessment and accountability are 
needed at all levels, at all times. 

 

Rejecting Rapprochement because of a 
“Disappointing History”  

 

- Third Position: those burdened 
with despair and frustration from 
failed experiences  

Adherents to the third position regarding 
rapprochement are ones burdened with 
despair and frustration from past failed 
experiences, which had anchored a sense 
of refrainment and passivity within them 
towards any call for unity, rapprochement, 
dialogue or mutual understanding. Thus, if 
adherents of this position were asked: why 
don’t we become unified on religious 
and sectarian levels? They say: historical 
experiences in this regard have failed, and 
countries’ experiences in this regard have 
failed, so why repeat failed experiences?! If 
they were asked: why don’t we achieve a 
political reconciliation: They answer: all 
historical experiences, and the experiences 
of countries have failed in this regard, and 
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repeating failed experiences is 
meaningless!  

Adherents to this position consider calls for 
unity and rapprochement as a waste of 
time and energy, and as repetitions of 
experiences that are doomed to fail. The 
strange thing is that if you ask any of them 
about religious, sectarian, or political 
intolerances they would express complete 
appalment! And if you ask about the need 
for unity and rapprochement, they would 
express their belief in a definite need for 
them. However, they remain entrapped 
within the knot of despair and frustration 
repeating that: meetings are pointless! 
And Religious and political dialogues 
are meaningless! All past experiences 
have failed! So why repeat failed 
experiences, and fantasized delusional 
projects that are subjected to numerous 
obstacles and rooted problems?! 

 

Discussing the Third Position  

 

At first sight, this rationale may seem 
logical, and may seem to enjoy an extent of 
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notability. How many meetings have failed 
indeed, how many conferences have 
issued unimplemented decisions, and how 
many dialogues on religion, politics, human 
rights, culture, and economy, have been 
held, with its end results being no more 
than ink on paper, and their statements 
being mere delusions! Likewise, much of 
the messages were [only an act of] 
consumption, and did not lead to anything 
but anesthesia, bidding, and bargaining! 
Inevitably, these all lead to deepening the 
knot of despair, frustration, doubt, and 
suspicion in the hearts of people, or in the 
hearts of many, at least.  

This position does not stem from extremism 
and radicalism as the first position, nor 
does it stem from a misconception, as the 
second position, it rather stems from 
negative accumulated experiences that 
had proved – according to this view – the 
failure of dialogues that discussed a variety 
of issues, and that were eventually proved 
as being a waste of time and efforts. 
Sometimes the dialogues were repetitions 
of failed experiences, and the current day 
bears many examples of failed 
(conferences on religious dialogue), 
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(conferences of politics), and 
(conferences of culture)!  

However, we have some comments on 
this position:  

It is false to generalize saying that all calls 
for dialogue and rapprochement had failed, 
whether during history or in our current day; 
it is incorrect to generalize that all of them 
had failed and that they had not achieved 
any of their goals or objectives.  

We acknowledge the presence of 
shortcomings in several attempts, due to 
the presence of great obstacles created by 
accumulated factors over the course of 
history, and due to the bigotries created by 
ignorance, personal conveniences, and 
backward mentalities, and promoted for 
questionable objectives. Yes, we 
acknowledge this, however, this does not 
mean that we can overlook historical and 
contemporary (experiences) that had 
played a pioneering role in producing 
(rapprochement and mutual 
understanding) through sincere meetings 
and serious dialogues. A number of 
examples can be provided in this regard.  
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Examples of Successful Rapprochement 
Experiences  

A- ‘Dar Al-Taqrib’ One Spectacular 
Experience  

 

We have all read about the experience of 
‘Dar Al-Taqrib’ (House of Rapprochement) 
that had been established in Cairo during 
the early 1950s, where a number of grand 
scholars from both Islamic sects, Shiism 
and Sunnism, took the initiative of creating 
dialogue and building mutual 
understanding, which resulted in an 
agreement on establishing a unified entity 
called ‘Dar Al-Taqrib Bayn al-Mathaheb’ 
(House of Rapprochement of Sects), that 
attracted large numbers of scholars from 
both sects. The house issued a magazine 
that was rich with scientific, intellectual, 
jurisprudential, historical, ethical, and social 
studies and research, and that was written 
by elite scholars from different Islamic sects 
– Shiites, Sunnis, and others.  

Through its various activities, assemblies, 
meetings, and dialogues, this house 
succeeded at creating a rapprochement 
between sects, on the level of scholars, 
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intellectuals, and masses. A line of 
communication between (Al-Azhar) in 
Cairo and the Shiite Hawzas (religious 
schools) in Al-Najaf Al-Ashraf, the Holy 
Qum, and Lebanon was established. 
However, this pioneering experience 
bothered some powers. Thus, all attempts 
for aborting this pioneering project were 
made, and in the end, this is what 
happened indeed, which shaped a great 
loss for the most spectacular and 
successful experience of rapprochement 
between Muslims.  

 

B- The Establishment of Councils 
and Groups in the Islamic Nation  

 

This does not mean that Dar Al-Taqrib was 
a single unique experience in modern 
history, modern history has witnessed the 
establishment of councils and groups in a 
number of Islamic nations, and had 
achieved great successes, such as creating 
rapprochement between scholars, thinkers, 
and intellectuals from various Islamic sects. 
(Conferences) that aim at creating 
rapprochement between religions and sects 
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are still upheld, in addition to various 
meetings that address modern issues and 
challenges – which are central issues and 
represent common concerns for all Arabs 
and Muslims. Yes, these meetings continue 
until the day despite all the challenges, 
obstacles, and some failures that they have 
faced.  

 

C- Diversity Observed in Light of 
Unifying Around the Great Causes 
of the Nation 

 

Another issue is that sectarian and ethnic 
diversity is not – always – a negative 
element that threatens with polarization and 
illiminates the possibilities of unification 
around the great causes of the nation. An 
example of that is (Palestine). Isn’t this 
cause one of the most important (common 
causes of the nation)? Do religious, 
sectarian, and national pluralities 
prevent [us] from making the Palestinian 
cause, and the Jerusalem cause, a unified 
cause for all Arabs and Muslims?! This is 
only an example of the presence of great 
commonalities among the Arab and Muslim 
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people, that are capable of surpassing all 
boundaries of division, and of overcoming 
all causes of disunion.  

 

Our Nation – The Country of Plurality 
and Diversity 

 

If we take (Our Nation) as another model, 
it is doubtless that a single nation 
embraces multiple components, on 
religious, sectarian, national, and ethnic 
levels. This plurality amongst components 
will very naturally produce plurality in 
visions, thoughts, beliefs, behavior, and 
practices. However, this plurality should 
not be a cause for tensions, and would 
not be so unless these numerous visions 
lived in a state of isolation and 
detachment from others, and put on the 
garment of completely denying the rights 
of others. In such a manner, diversity 
would turn into intolerance, extremism, and 
radicalism, and would eventually produce 
hostilities, conflicts, clashes, and 
confrontations.  
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Rational Messages have Effective 
Results 

 

Positive messages marked by reason and 
openness are capable of transforming 
many points of difference in intellectual, 
jurisprudential, and political realms into 
(effective results) for rapprochement, 
dialogue and harmony, by formulating 
practical dynamics that enrich the status 
quo with a variety of options, that can 
contribute to activating horizons of dialogue 
in religious, cultural, and political affairs, 
and that can reinforce the drives of 
dynamism, innovation, creativity, 
transparency, flexibility, and openness.  

In light of this plurality within a single 
country, large commonalities – when 
activated with sincerity and loyalty – 
besiege all differences and diversifications 
on the sectarian, religious, and political 
levels. A number of these commonalities 
can be outlined below.  
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Stability at Home  

 

Political stability is everyone’s business, it 
is not exclusive to a religion, sect, or a 
particular component, it is rather the 
concern of the nation and its people as a 
whole, just as it is the concern of the 
government. This is one of the great 
common elements shared, where stability 
is the responsibility of everyone, and is the 
responsibility of the government first and 
foremost. This responsibility is – primarily – 
the responsibility of all components, 
religions, and sects within this nation, or 
within another.  

The same applies to stability in security, 
where it is another big common element, as 
the case is with economic stability, and the 
stability of human rights.  

Undoubtfully, a nation that does not enjoy 
political, security, economic and social 
stability is a nation suffering from a genuine 
crisis on the popular and governmental 
levels. From this viewpoint, religious, 
sectarian, or ethnic differences between 
citizens of a single nation are harmless as 
long as they don’t affect public affairs, 
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particularly in terms of stability. However, 
the problem lays in the transformation of 
these differences into disputes, conflicts, 
and bigotries. Moreover, it is necessary that 
the nation’s public affairs – that exceed the 
boundaries of a community, sect, or 
component – as is the case in politics, 
security, economy, and rights, be 
commonly agreed upon among the citizens 
of a single nation.  

  

Hostilities in Public Commonalities 
Harm the Nation  

 

It could be said that these (public 
commonalities) can also be matters of 
controversy among components of a single 
nation, or between the government and the 
people, due to the presence of diverse 
political, security, and economic views.  

 

Two patterns of differences  

 

This is completely true, except that there is 
a big difference between religious, 
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sectarian, and national differences, and 
between differences in public 
commonalities.  

- First Pattern: Religious, sectarian, 
and ethnic differences  

The endurance of the first pattern of 
differences is considered to be natural, and 
does not harm national interests as long as 
a wise, mature, and rational government is 
in office.  

- Second Pattern: Differences in 
public commonalities  

The endurance in differences of the second 
pattern is inevitably harmful to national 
interests. The more diverse and 
contradictory the political views, the longer 
the political crisis persisted. The same 
applies to views on security, human rights, 
and economy, where an ongoing difference 
around them means the endurance of 
conflicts, which causes disturbance in 
national affairs. Due to such, holding 
dialogues and reaching common 
grounds in political, security, economic, 
and legal affairs is necessary for producing 
(solutions) to national crises.  
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Failing at producing dialogues or 
reaching common grounds does not 
justify halting attempts in this regard. If one 
says: “Dialogues had taken place, and 
common grounds have not been achieved, 
and they persist, but they haven’t produced 
(agreements) on solving the crises! If we 
give in to this assertion, this does not justify 
– whatsoever – inactivating (attempts), for 
maybe the 50th attempt, or the 100th, or the 
attempt number One Thousand, would be 
the successful attempt.  

This means that no matter what difficulties, 
obstacles, and mistakes are faced by those 
who adopt the path of reform, peace 
building, and dialogue, it is unjustifiable 
for their persistence and optimism to be 
shaken, as long as hearts are filled with 
faith and trust in God’s support in all kind 
and optimistic efforts seeking the wellness 
of nations.  
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History of Coexistence Provides Hope 
Through Compassion and Tolerance  

 

If a history of conflicts exists, then a 
history of coexistence exists as well, so 
why is this history of compassion and 
tolerance forgotten, while this dark picture 
encrypted in the minds and hearts [of 
people] is remembered?! 

It is unjustifiable for us to be overtaken by 
despair while confronting projects of 
division and fragmentation – which are 
always fueled by enemies of this nation, by 
those who tamper with its interests, by 
extremists, and by the ignorant among its 
citizens. 

Sectarian and doctrinal exhortations do not 
reflect the authenticity of our peoples, with 
the coexistence, compassion, and 
tolerance that this authenticity represents. 
It rather reflects a distorted product that 
aimed at creating a false reality which 
harms the reputation of our nation, peoples, 
and homelands.  
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Conclusion: A Regional Atmosphere of 
Sectarian Tensions in which National 
Crises are Not Addressed  

 

These crises have exhausted our peoples 
and have complicated their conditions. 
National complications can only be solved 
within suitable atmospheres that provide 
opportunities for activating solutions 
capable of solving the crises.  

All those entrusted with the interests of 
nations – both governors and the governed 
– are demanded to produce atmospheres, 
and to promote atmospheres, for mature 
choices to be activated, so that crises in 
this nation, and in others, would be solved.  

 

 

 

 

 

 


