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1. HIGHLIGHTS	–	Conference	programs	

a. Panel:	The	Collective	“I”:	My	Rights	Stop	where	Yours	Begin	(Human,	

Animals,	Plants	and	the	Earth)	

Tuesday,	June	26,	2018	

CIDJ	(Centre	d’Information	et	de	Documentation	de	la	Jeunesse)	

	

"Umuntu	ngumuntu	ngabantu"	-	Ubuntu	concept.	A	person	is	a	person	through	

other	people.	We	do	not	exist	in	a	vacuum.	How	do	we	define	our	pursuit	as	

individuals	and	as	part	of	a	society	to	define	the	framework	of	our	choices,	our	

ethics	and	morals?	The	20th	century’s	focus	on	the	“I”	as	an	individual	leads	to	

differentiating	“Us”	and	“Others”,	in	an	ongoing	futile	struggle	that	is	always	won	

at	the	expense	of	someone	else,	human,	animal	or	vegetable.	We	are	more	and	

more	in	need	to	rethink	the	collectivity	of	rights,	to	find	the	balance	between	“Us”	

and	any	“Others”:	Collective	Rights,	and	not	just	Human	Rights.	

	

What	can	Western	philosophy	learn	from	Asian,	African,	Native	American	

philosophies	which	might	not	separate	the	“I”	from	the	“Us”,	the	individual	from	

the	collective,	humans	from	the	environment?	How	is	the	liberal,	capitalist,	

consumption	economy	dominant	in	most	societies	damaging	our	collective	

wellbeing?	Radically	rethinking	our	perspective	on	what	“One”	and	“One’s	good”	

mean	can	direct	our	actions	towards	a	more	sustainable,	just	global	society	and	a	

new	consciousness	of	our	collective	responsibility?	

	

Sonia	Dhillon	Marty,	President,	Dhillon	Marty	Foundation	

	

“Objective	of	this	7th	annual	conference	is	to	

reflect	on	how	we	can	build	critical	thinking	

and	civic	engagement,	especially	among	the	

youth.	We	have	so	many	different	group	

identities	and	every	group	has	their	rights.	

When	we	coexist	in	such	an	interconnected	

society,	maybe	we	must	think	about	what	is	

our	collective	rights	-	what	is	the	dance	

between	the	right	of	an	individual	vs.	the	

responsibility	towards	others	-	humans,	

animals,	plants	and	the	earth.”		
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Florent	Pratlong,	Professor,	University	Paris	1,	Pantheon-Sorbonne		

“The	Collective	Philosophy”	

	 Innovation	is	the	way	to	collectively	rethink	

how	we	can	face	the	current	issues	around	

sustainability.	What	is	the	relationship	

between	the	collectivity	and	our	social	

responsibility?	Historically,	notion	of	

collectivity	has	been	critical	in	social	

transformations.	In	this	“collaborative	

economy”(which	argues	we	now	have	

horizontal	orientation	in	the	society,	due	to	

technological	advancement),	with	

connectivity	and	ease	of	travels,	we	must	

question	what	is	our	responsibility	and	work	

together	to	recognize	common	goals.			

	

Andreas	Schneider,	Founding	member,	Institute	for	Information	

Design	Japan	

“Certainties	and	Trust”	-	The	Practice	of	Wiping	the	Floor	-	”		

		 Today,	sophistication	of	props	furthers	us	from	

interacting	with	the	ground,	an	interface	for	

establishing	and	anchoring	one’s	relation	with	

time,	space	and	the	community.	Over	the	ages	

and	across	cultures,	humanity	has	developed	

practices	and	expressions	for	recognitions	and	

respect	for	such	“space-time	inclusion”,	from	

the	prehistoric	stone	settings	to	Rangoli	

drawings.	As	a	way	to	reflect	on	one’s	relation	

with	the	space	and	the	collective,	I	propose	

the	audience	to	join	in	daily	cleaning	of	the	

conference	venue,	as	seen	in	various	aspects	

of	Japanese	culture	in	the	daily	life,	school	

education	and	Buddhist	spiritual	practice/Noh	

theatre.		*The	audience	joined	Mr.	Schneider	

to	clean	the	floors	of	the	CIDJ,	the	conference	

venue,	throughout	the	remaining	conference	

days.		
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Andreas Schneider

Tokyo, Koto Ku, Hirano 2.4.12

135.0023

as@gestaltung.com

State of the Community 2018

Paris

1/3Certainties and Trust

The Practice of Wiping the Floor

A short introduction to interactions with territory - from 

prehistoric stone settings to sophisticated Rangoli patterns 

in today's India, lead to a more general discussion on the 

significance of ground as an interface for establishing and 

anchoring states of community.

Participants are called upon to join daily early morning 

practice on the conference's premises.

The first contact is something few of us would remember. 

When we were let free from affective embrace or the close 

confines of a cradle, a box. There must have been somebody 

acting as referential anchor, a 'point de repère.' Calling 

out and back, fencing off if we should reach for danger 

zones. The experience of solid ground, territory that 

afforded explorations, has ever since become a constituting 

pattern in our being in the world. Growing up, we more and 

more loose sight of the firm base upon which we stand and 

progress, as a matter of course. Yet, over the ages and 

across many cultures, practices evolved that refined recog-

nition and respect for the foundation of space-time inclu-

sion in various expressions: paleolithic stone settings, 

cadastres of cultivated land, dry landscape gardens, Rangoli 

drawings, and many more.

2018 06 25

Summary
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Alecia	McKenzie,	A	Paris-based	writer	and	journalist Paris-based  

  

While	heath	for	journalism	is	being	lowered,	

journalists/writers	bear	responsibility	to	stay	

mindful	of	the	influence	one	creates	with	his/her	

writings.	Such	concern	is	at	the	base	of	my	career,	

as	I	came	into	writing	to	utilize	my	talent	to	

improve	the	community.	In	Jamaica	where	I	grew	

up,	media	was	quite	strong	-	in	talk	shows,	people	

will	call	in	to	discuss	politics,	social	and	personal	

issues	and	listen	in	to	the	dialogue,	which	creates	

a	community	media	where	collective	dialogues	are	

happening	all	the	time.	

As	a	writer	and	journalist,	it’s	critical	to	balance	the	“I”	whose	perspective	I’m	

writing	through	and	the	“we	-	the	collectivity”	that	receive	the	writings,	have	

certain	expectations	and	reactions.	
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b. Panel:	Economics	of	Technology:	Equitable	Distribution	or	Winner	

Takes	All	

Wednesday,	June	27,	2018	

CIDJ	(Centre	d’Information	et	de	Documentation	de	la	Jeunesse)	

	

The	Western	myth	of	never	ending	progress	has	transformed	its	metaphors	over	

the	centuries.	Today	technological	and	industrial	advancement	is	advocated	for	

in	the	name	of	lives’	betterment	in	health	and	comfort;	the	opening	of	new	

paths	for	human	expression;	the	creation	of	new	possibilities	for	humanity	and	

the	creation	of	more	ecologically	sustainable	solutions.	We	need	to	ask	

questions	about	the	driving	forces	behind	technological	progress,	about	the	

profits	that	result	from	investments	in	the	technological	sector	and	about	who	

enjoys	them	in	order	to	uncover	the	economics	of	technology	and	to	understand	

its	politics.	

Can	technology	enable	alleviation	of	poverty	or	such	global	concentration	only	

creates	a	few	winners?	How	do	we	create	policies	so	that	Automation,	AI	and	

globalization	do	not	keep	on	aggregating	the	wealth	in	the	hands	of	the	few	

while	replacing	manpower	with	machines?	When	labor	is	taken	away	from	

people,	how	do	we	allocate	resources	and	define	human	value	separately	from	

production	and	ownership	of	technological	resources?A Paris-based 

writer and journalist.	

John	Crowley,	Chief	of	Section	of	Research,	Policy	and	Foresight	and	

Sector	for	Social	and	Human	Sciences,	UNESCO	

Idea	of	“robots”	preexisted	any	actual	blueprints	of	

robots	-	today,	we	still	operate	around	the	same	

idea	of	what	robots	should	be,	based	on	those	

ideas	from	the	1920s.	Common	sense	of	policy	

makers	tend	to	be	based	on	the	previous	

generations	and	ideas	around	rapidly	developing	

technology	is	no	exception.	

(Quoting	an	expert)	“There	are	perhaps	700	people	

in	the	world	in	the	world	who	can	contribute	to	AI	

research,	70,000	who	can	understand	and	

participate	actively	in	commercializing	it,	and	7	billion	who	will	be	impacted.”	In	

a	market	defined	by	such	steep	pyramid,	what	tends	to	happen	is	incredibly	

unequal	distribution	of	profits.	This	interaction	between	development	and	

distribution	seems	to	be	driving	some	aspects	of	our	income	distributions	today.	
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Andrew	Feenberg,	Canada	Research	Chair	in	Philosophy	of	

Technology,	School	of	Communication	at	Simon	Fraser	University	

	

	 “Is	technology	responsible	for	inequality?”	While	

traditional	philosophy	of	technological	determinism	

answered	“yes”	with	the	idea	that	technology	

develops	with	knowledge	and	humans	must	adapt	

to	it,	today’s	mainstream	idea	disagrees.	Social	

determinism	argues	technology	is	not	just	the	

product	of	science,	and	the	responsibility	for	the	

inequality	is	not	with	the	technology	itself	but	is	in	

the	choices	made	by	actors	in	the	process	of	

development.	We	must	look	to	the	actors’	choices	to	determine	what	is	a	

trajectory	for	progressive	development	that	does	not	increase	inequality.	

	

---	

Technology	and	Inequality		

	

Is	technology	responsible	for	growing	inequality?	This	is	an	essential	question	for	

us	today	as	we	observe	rising	poverty	amidst	the	consolidation	of	giant	tech	

fortunes	on	the	Internet.	There	is	a	dubious	assumption	behind	blaming	

technology,	the	assumption	that	technology	determines	society.	This	is	called	

“technological	determinism”	and	it	was	very	popular	in	social	science	after	

World	War	II.	It	still	hangs	on	in	popular	discourse,	but	it	is	contested	in	

academic	circles.		

	

An	entire	new	discipline	called	Science	and	Technology	Studies	has	emerged	in	

the	last	30	years	based	on	the	opposite	view.	According	to	“STS”	social	“actors”	

influence	the	design	of	technology.	This	is	possible	because	there	are	always	a	

multiplicity	of	problems	among	which	only	a	few	are	solved	technically,	and	

furthermore,	there	are	many	technical	solutions	to	any	given	problem.	Social	

choice	thus	prevails	in	the	definition	of	what	is	a	technical	problem	and	in	the	

choice	of	a	specific	technical	solution.	The	question	of	technology	becomes	the	

question	of	the	social	forces	with	the	power	to	shape	technology.	
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What	are	those	social	forces	today?	The	answer	to	this	question	is	obvious.	

Capitalism	is	triumphant.	Of	course	it	is	still	subject	to	various	political	

constraints,	especially	when	it	comes	to	environmental	issues,	but	on	the	whole,	

large	corporations	get	their	way.	This	includes	shaping	the	technologies	that	we	

use	in	our	everyday	life	so	as	to	maximize	profits.	Goals	such	as	economic	

equality	and	democracy	do	not	figure	among	their	priorities.		

I	am	not	saying	that	capitalism	is	all	bad,	although	there	are	certainly	some	real	

villains	out	there	such	as	the	corporate	pushers	of	opioids.	Most	capitalist	

technical	solutions	serve	a	public	interest	of	some	sort.	But	even	where	the	

public	is	served	business	must	find	a	way	to	make	money	with	the	solution.	This	

places	economic	constraints	on	technical	decisions	which	have	immense	impacts	

on	our	lives.		

	

Some	examples	are	obvious.	Oil	companies	want	us	to	keep	consuming	their	

products	even	though	the	consequences	for	the	climate	are	now	well	established.	

They	must	continue	to	encourage	the	use	of	fossil	fuels	and	build	drilling	

platforms,	tankers	and	pipelines	rather	than	supporting	less	polluting	

alternatives	with	their	immense	resources.	The	law	of	the	market	is	more	

powerful	than	any	individual	oil	executive’s	conscience,	at	least	as	a	general	rule.	

Those	who	object	strongly	move	on	to	other	opportunities,	which	changes	their	

lives	but	not	ours.	

	

I	am	interested	in	such	obvious	examples	as	this,	but	there	are	also	more	

complex	and	subtle	examples	that	better	illustrate	the	connection	between	

inequality	and	technology	today.	Consider	the	Internet,	source	of	many	of	the	

great	fortunes	that	have	tilted	the	balance	toward	increasing	inequality.	Was	it	

technically	necessary	to	gather	billions	of	users	on	the	same	few	services	such	as	

Facebook	and	Google?		
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To	understand	why	the	present	configuration	of	the	Internet	is	the	result	of	

social	choices	beneficial	to	business	rather	than	technical	necessity,	one	needs	to	

understand	the	history.	The	Internet	was	originally	conceived	by	the	US	military	

as	a	decentralized	system	for	distributing	files	between	computing	centers	on	

universities.	It	was	quickly	appropriated	by	early	designers	and	users	to	

exchange	email	as	well.	Because	the	original	design	was	decentralized,	so	was	

the	email	service.	It	was	what	we	call	“peer-to-peer,”	that	is	from	one	user’s	

computer	to	another	user’s	computer	without	passing	through	a	central	point	of	

transmission.	Later,	online	groups	began	to	form	in	which	each	member	had	

access	to	a	central	file	containing	all	the	messages	sent	by	members.	This	made	

possible	familiar	interactions	such	as	you	experience	today	on	the	Facebook	

“wall.”	But	at	this	early	stage	the	services	that	stored	the	central	files	of	the	

groups	were	numerous	and	the	groups	formed	for	the	most	part	around	

common	projects	of	interest	to	all	their	members.		

	

Facebook	capitalized	on	the	idea	of	organizing	groups	of	“friends”	around	the	

personal	interests	and	activities	of	a	single	member.	This	has	broad	appeal,	but	a	

bit	like	entertainment	on	television,	it	reaches	the	lowest	common	denominator.	

Facebook	also	took	advantage	of	the	“network	effect”	to	accumulate	users.	This	

so-called	effect	is	simply	the	observation	that	the	more	people	who	are	on	the	

same	communication	network,	the	more	useful	is	the	network	to	them	all.	Once	

Facebook	had	a	large	audience	it	became	difficult	to	get	along	without	it	and	so	

its	audience	grew	and	grew.		

	

But	this	is	where	the	story	gets	nasty.	Facebook	was	now	storing	personal	data	

extracted	from	the	interactions	of	millions	of	users	on	its	own	computers.	The	

“cloud”	was	born.	That	data	was	researched	and	used	to	target	advertising.	

Facebook	captured	a	huge	advertising	market	and	went	on	to	become	the	world-

straddling	giant	it	is	today.		

	

Meanwhile,	in	the	early	phases	of	Facebook’s	growth	another	trend	was	

developing	in	the	world	of	the	Internet.	This	trend	was	music	sharing	on	peer-to-

peer	networks	such	as	Napster.	This	design	took	advantage	of	the	Internet’s	

original	decentralization.	There	was	no	central	so-called	“cloud”	storing	the	

music	Napster	enabled	users	to	share.	Instead	a	portion	of	all	the	users	hard	

drives	was	dedicated	to	music	sharing	and	public	indexes	connected	users	to	the	

music	they	wanted,	wherever	it	was	stored.	This	system	worked	rather	well	and	

like	Facebook	grew	with	the	network	effect.	
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Could	this	peer-to-peer	design	have	served	as	an	alterative	to	Facebook’s	

centralized	organization?	It	probably	could	have	achieved	success	if	it	had	

attracted	sufficient	investment,	but	who	would	want	to	invest	in	a	system	that	

offered	no	prospect	of	economic	gains	for	the	investors?	Peer-to-peer	

networking	has	no	cloud	in	which	to	store	and	analyze	personal	data.	It	is	

hopeless	from	a	business	perspective,	and	Napster	was	actually	closed	down	by	

the	courts.	In	a	different	world	a	government	agency	would	have	sponsored	the	

development	of	peer-to-peer	networking.	Billions	of	dollars,	equivalent	to	the	

private	investment	in	the	current	Internet	giants,	would	have	achieved	the	goal	

of	a	truly	public	service.	And	why	not?	This	is	what	the	government	did	with	the	

highway	system.	Perhaps	the	information	highway	deserved	a	similar	treatment.		

	

I	need	to	conclude	quickly	now.	A	different	design	of	the	Internet	was	always	

possible.	Our	needs	could	have	been	served	by	that	design	without	creating	

huge	new	fortunes	and	contributing	to	the	growing	inequality	of	our	society.	If	

that	path	was	not	taken,	the	reason	has	less	to	do	with	technology	than	with	the	

imperatives	of	the	economic	system.	
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Bernard	Gainnier,	Chairman,	PwC	France	and	Francophone	Africa	

Technology	is	a	tool	to	allow	humans	to	help	

themselves.	We	must	aim	for	technology	to	serve	

everyone,	and	not	just	a	privileged	few.	We	have	

collective	and	individual	choices	to	use	it	to	build	a	

system	to	bring	good	to	all.	Regulations,	politicians,	

medias	and	companies	have	a	role	to	play,	and	we	

must	reconcile	the	business	and	the	society	into	

thinking	about	how	to	use	it	to	create	a	better	

society.	In	the	historical	context	of	post	WWII	and	

globalization	and	development,	companies	must	

be	able	to	answer	people’s	question	“what	is	it	in	for	me?”	and	to	invite	choices	

that	benefit	everyone.	All	our	choices	must	concern	collective	good	and	

whatever	we	do,	technology	will	not	solve	everything,	but	it	only	helps	us	

liberate	ourselves.	We	must	build	tech-enabled,	human	centric	organization	with	

humanity	at	the	center.		
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Yuko	Hayashi,	Professor,	Graduate	School	of	Innovation	and	

Technology	Management	at	Yamaguchi	University	

	

UN	SDG’s	(Sustainable	Development	Goals),	crucial	to	

sustain	our	global	society	requires	learning	from	

humanity’s	history.	At	an	acute	historical	turning	

point	with	developing	technologies,	we	could	look	to	

Japan’s	Meiji	Restoration	150	years	ago,	where	the	

country	rapidly	modernized	itself	by	ending	270	years	

of	closing	its	doors	to	abroad.	From	the	ideas	of	Yozo	

Yamao,	“father	of	Japan’s	engineering	study”	who	

contributed	to	such	movement,	3	prongs	to	achieving	

the	SDGs:		

	

1. Education	of	STEM	(Science,	Technology,	Engineering	and	Mathematics)					

2. Inclusion	

3. Interdisciplinary	approach	
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c. Panel:	Democracy	Redefined:	New	publics,	Activism	and	

Governance	

Friday,	June	29,	2018	

CIDJ	(Centre	d’Information	et	de	Documentation	de	la	Jeunesse)	

	

New	technologies	and	social	medias	are	changing	the	meaning	of	“public”.	But	in	

fact,	how	much	and	how	deeply	these	more	republicans	peer-to-peer	modes	of	

communication	influence	our	contemporary	societies?	What	are	the	profound	

consequences	of	these	new	ways	of	communication?	Can	these	new	ways	

underpin	a	vibrant	and	inclusive	public	culture,	different	from	everything	we	

have	known,	still	be	compatible	with	the	basis	of	a	communicative	democracy?	

The	rise	of	fake	news	and	its	influence	on	public	opinion,	is	a	now	a	polarizing	

issue	of	the	populism/representative	democracy	debate.	

	

On	the	other	hand,	the	rise	of	technology	revisited	the	conditions	of	activism,	

making	new	experiments	in	sustainable	collective	living	easier,	but	also	feeding	

disengagement	to	usual	institutional	and	political	structures.	At	a	time	of	

fundamental	transformation,	horizontal	connections	and	knowledge	sharing,	is	it	

still	possible	to	think	about	global	issues?	Are	all	the	groups	really	connected,	

really	preoccupied	by	environmental	or	economical	concerns	or	are	they	still	

more	deeply	worried	about	the	place	to	place	issues?	Is	class	and	work-based	

mobilization	possible	under	these	new	conditions?	Does	digital	technology	

provide	a	better	arena	for	participational	democracies?	What	are	the	downsides	

of	our	new	democracy	and	is	the	party-based	electoral	democracy	still	a	path	to	

follow?	What	do	we	mean	when	we	say	“the	old	world	has	died,	and	the	new	

world	is	still	struggling	to	be	born”?	Technology	is	creating	the	possibility	to	build	

transnational	communities,	that	aggregate	in	the	name	of	a	specific	cause,	but	

then	dissolve	once	the	battle	is	over:	if	it	does	not	rely	on	long-lasting	

communities,	can	activism	be	effective	in	the	long	run?	What	role	traditional	

class	or	work-based	organizations	play	in	community	mobilization?	
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As	we	now	see	the	full	potential	of	more	inclusive	and	participatory	governance,	

the	dispersion	of	knowledge,	the	access	to	many	new	and	powerful	algorithms	

and	the	rise	of	complexity	concerning	the	public	management,	a	lot	of	pressure	

is	being	put	on	the	usual	top-down	governance	systems.	On	the	other	hand,	the	

absence	of	systemic	change,	the	deployment	of	new	technologies	is	likely	to	lead	

to	new	patterns	of	control,	surveillance	and	exclusion,	that	would	benefit	a	

limited	group	of	owners	and	providers	of	those	technologies.	Regarding	those	

issues,	how	can	we	or	public	authorities	use	A.I.,	robotics	and	all	other	new	

technologies,	in	order	to	make	governance	more	inclusive	and	sustainable?	How	

can	we	make	sure	that	our	personal	information	and	what	makes	us	who	we	are	

won’t	be	used	against	us,	against	democracy?	Should	we	be	more	concerned	

about	social	media	and	space	sharing	working	places?	Is	this	knowledge	being	

used	to	influence	our	beliefs	and	actions?	

	

	

Claudia	Roda,	Professor,	The	American	University	of	Paris	

“Technological	Monsters?”	

How	digital	age	changed	the	democracy,	for	the	

better	and	the	worse	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	



	

STATE	OF	THE	COMMUNITY	CONFERENCE	2018		

#ShareYourHumanity	

REPORT	PART	II.	

18	

	



	

STATE	OF	THE	COMMUNITY	CONFERENCE	2018		

#ShareYourHumanity	

REPORT	PART	II.	

19	

	

	



	

STATE	OF	THE	COMMUNITY	CONFERENCE	2018		

#ShareYourHumanity	

REPORT	PART	II.	

20	

	

	

	

	



	

STATE	OF	THE	COMMUNITY	CONFERENCE	2018		

#ShareYourHumanity	

REPORT	PART	II.	

21	

	

	



	

STATE	OF	THE	COMMUNITY	CONFERENCE	2018		

#ShareYourHumanity	

REPORT	PART	II.	

22	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	 	



	

STATE	OF	THE	COMMUNITY	CONFERENCE	2018		

#ShareYourHumanity	

REPORT	PART	II.	

23	

Lucile	Schmidt,	Politician	

We	are	living	in	a	strange	moment	on	the	

democratic	front	now,	as	we	see	

“appearance	of	anti	democracies”	in	

societies	that	looked	like	living	democracy	

(such	as	Turkey	in	the	2000s)	at	a	recent	

point	in	history.	We	must	keep	in	mind	that	

we	are	not	on	a	continuous	dynamics	with	

cycles	reverse	movements,	which	can	bring	

democratic	and	anti	democratic	atmospheres	very	quickly.	Digital	revolution	and	

institutional	framework	is	not	plain	element	to	how	societies	move.		

	

Yves	Sintomer,	Professor,	Paris	8	University	

	 	

Challenges	of	digital	mobilization	and	digital	

deliberation		
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Omar	Layachi,	PhD	Student,	Ecole	Polytechnique	

Democracy	redefined:	new	popular	aspirations	and	

civil	conflict	
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