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ABSTRACT

TRANSFORMING RELIGIOUS COMMUNITIES INTCETHNIES:
THE PROCESS OF LEBANESE NATION-BUILDING
1920-1958

Gurcan, Aye Ezgi
MSc., Graduate Program of Middle East Studies
Supervisor: Dr. Erdgan Yildirim

August 2007, 100 pages

This thesis analyzes the process of nation-buildmd_.ebanon in an historical
context, covering the period staring from the dextlan of the French Mandate in
1920 until the first civil war of 1958. The theslsfines nation-building as a process
of transformation of the pre-modern form of religsadentity into the modern ethnic
and/or ethno-national identity, which develops glavith state-making. In contrast
to the claims in the literature that label all néfestern nation-building and state-
making as deficient processes emerged as a rdstiiealirect effects of Western
colonialism, this study aims to establish an aliéue approach in understanding the
process of Lebanese nation-building. In this cantke& thesis evaluates the validity
of the premises of the modern nationalism appraaahné¢he literature on questions
such as how far colonialism can be labeled as theapy source of Third World
nationalism(s), and to what extent the nation-bggrocesses were successful. The
thesis claims that the Lebanese case presents pleoocase, since nation-building
was emerged not only emerged as a result of Westelonialism and power
struggles but also did materialize because of tveep struggles between and within
domestic (Lebanon), regional (Arab states) andrmat@nal (Europe and Ottoman
Empire) actors.
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imperialism,ethnieand power.



Oz

DIiNI TOPLULUKLARI ETHNIK TOPLULUKLARA DONUSTURME:
LUBNANDA ULUSLA SMA SUREd
1920-1958

Gurcan, Aye Ezgi
Yuksek Lisans, Orta Omu Arastirmalari Yuksek Lisans Programi
Tez Yoneticisi: Dr. Erdgan Yildirim

Agustos 2007, 100 sayfa

Bu calsma, Libnanda ulug§ena stirecini tarihsel bir cerceve icinde 1920'denBra
Mandasinin ilanindan, 1958'deki ilk sivil sg@akadar olan donemi kapsayacak
sekilde incelemgtir. Bu tez uluslama sirecini modern dncesi dini kigilh modern
etnik ve/veya etno-milli kimfie donigtigt devletleme ile birlikte gelgen bir stireg
olarak tanimlamaktadir. Litaratirde Batili olmayatusigsma ve devletlgme
sureclerini birebir Bati somurgedin etkisiyle ortaya c¢ikan carpik surecler olarak
tanimlanmasina gmen, bu cadma Libnan’da uluskma surecini alternatif bir
yaklasimla aciklamayr amaclagtir. Bu ba&lamda bu tez, literatirdeki modern
milliyetcilik yaklagimlarinin dnermelerinin gecerliini, somurgecilgin ne dereceye
kadar Ucuncu dunya milliyetgiliklerinin  kdkeni ol kabul edilebilegs; ve
uluslgma sdreclerinin ne kadar daauli oldyu gibi sorular Uzerinden
degerlendirmitir.  Tez, Lubnan ©Ornekleminin karmlt bir 6rnek oldgunu;
uluslamanin sadece bati somurgegiin bir sonucu olarak ortaya c¢ikmadi,
yerel (LUbnan), bolgesel (Arap Devletleri) ve ulirsirasi (Avrupa ve Osmanli
Imparatorlgu) aktorler arasindaki ve icerisindeki iktidar médekelerinin sonucunda

da ortaya c¢ikgini savunmstur.
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Anahtar Kelimeler: Lubnan, millet, ulustaa, devletleme, sémurgecilik, Fransiz
emperyalizmi, etnik topluluk ve iktidar
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

To study the conditions of existence of a

given social identity, then is to study the

power mechanisms making it possible.
(Laclau, 1990: 32)

The concept of nation and the idea of nationalisis &lways been a popular subject
in understanding the transformation of culturexeaithe French Revolution. Even
though there are various definitions of the termoma in its simplest form one may
define it as a type of intense group identificatias’, that generates its own domain
of sovereignty resulted from a real historical gs& What is more, an overview of
the literature on the subject would indicate theyea tendency to define this
particular ‘us’ as a political community developabbng with the state (Gellner,
1983: 6-7; Anderson, 1991: 5-7; Breuilly, 2005: .6&ccordingly, nation is
considered as a product of Western experience witobktructed itself as a result of
political, economic and social transformations witthe Western European states
(namely France, Britain and Germany). Yet, thiscpss of transformation took the
form of a shift from the traditional and/or priméwgoup identification based on
traits such as religion, tongue, dynasty or regiona more modern and secular
understanding of ‘us’, where vassal subjects of riedieval period turned into
citizens, whose rights and duties were defined sewlired by law (Huizinga, 1959:
107, 130-32; Anderson, 1991: 7).

However, though both the state and nation wereidered as interrelated concepts,
and state-making and nation-building were treatedveo overlapping processes
following the historicity of Europe, the level obmpatibility in-between is dubious
in relation to the region and the time period iresfion. Historically, in the western

experience making of the state and the formatiothefnation overlapped, whereas
1



in the other parts of the world this relationshigtvieen the two was problematic
(Linz, 1993: 359-360). While until the Y%entury nation-building and state-making
were processes developedri passuin Western Europe as early as th&' t2ntury

in the form of national consciousness, and transéar itself starting with shift from
barter to monetary economy, beginning of centrabmaof the power of the kings,
the appearance of new social classes and towaed®rid the Renaissance and
Reformation movements (Huizinga, 1959: 107; Smi®g86: 241). As Kohn put it
through these changes “the purely vegetative gfeaping developed for the first
time into a national consciousness, which receit®dnspiration from the ancient
classics and from the Old Testament, both now neadnew light and with a new
understanding” (Kohn, 1958: 120).

As a further point, as these newly emerging nati@mmsciousness materialized
itself to a nation following the French Revolutidhe structures and ideologies that
made it possible were exported to the other pditiseoworld. On the other hand, the
late nationalism and nationalist movements in thedf'World countries emerged as
a result of colonization and/or decolonization deling the Second World War,
(Smith, 1986: 241-242). Additionally, since thedard World countries, in addition
to being late comers, were multi-communal, multirét in nature rather than
creating a nation, they made keeping varietisies’ together a priority (1986: 232).

Hence, they were regarded as deficiencies.

Moreover, current discourse of nation and natiemalin the academic literature,
formulated around the works of scholars such as8ieh Anderson, Ernest Gellner,
Eric Hobsbawm and Anthony Smith, claims that theaidf nation was defined over
the experience of Europe, and parameters for reltgmn were set on the basis of the
particularities of the European/Western experiefites paradigm is marked with a
tendency to view nationalism through the perspecid modernization, which

enforces its turn, the habits of exploring and wriah the non-Western modes of

nationalism through western conceptualizations. dderthough concepts such as

1| will use the French terrathniefollowing Anthony Smith in order to define ethriommunities
that share a common history and tradition, haverancon culture, share a common origin myth,
symbols, and have a degree of solidarity (See S2@b5a: 25)
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state (dawla), countryvatan and natiofumma, gawmiyyandmilla) were used in
the non-Western world throughout history, they wezgarded as mere religious
designations that lacked the necessary “politicad @motional content” of the

European conceptualization (Lewis, 1998: 57).

Indeed, contrary to the European experience, thederies between the primordial
(religious) identity and modern (ethnic/ethno-naél) identity in the non-European
regions were/are more fluid; hence, more unstaldea result, an analysis of the
non-Western modes of nation-building and state-ngalaver modern nationalism
approaches presents a challenge. Therefore, fhidnea single approach, an eclectic
approach is needed to study the nature and ordgamzaf these processes of nation-

building and state-making.

Additionally, the idea of modern state and natiorragions like Middle East, Latin
America, Africa, and Far East were also regardedea®lopments emerged due to
the exportation of western models. Accordingly, ttvénordial attachments that
define the social identity of the region, preverpeevents the formation of a
“territorial state with individual citizenship, sdar law and principles of
sovereignty”; hence the emergence of ‘modern’ stataterialized as a result of
rupture in the political, economic and social evioln of these societies (Zubeida,
1989: 130, 139, 162). In other words, the natioitdng along with state-making in
these territories were either the products of dalsm, or the tools of the colonized

to resist and out-power the forces of the colonizer

However, one may criticize this view for treatintgetcolonized as the object of
history, since it neglects the internal dynamicd #re idiosyncratic characteristics of
the colonized nations. If one defines nation follogvthe European historicity as a
“named human population sharing an historic tetyitoommon myths and historical
memories, a mass, public culture, a common ecorammdycommon legal rights and
duties for all” (Smith, 2005a: 24), in eastern oa$i, whose ‘us’ identification was
restrained between authenticity and foreign petetratwo domains of sovereignty

would emerge. While on the one hand the foreign ggowould define the legal,

3



economic, territorial, and political boundariestibé conquered nation, on the other
hand the indigenous population would create it®rauny and authenticity over its
culture and origin myths that constituted the cofresolidarity among its members.
Yet, it is possible to argue through differentiatioetween these domains; not only
the hierarchy between the colonizer and the cotzhizas defined, but also was the
idiosyncratic character of the nation-building pss in the colonized world
(Chatterjee, 1993: 6-10).

Thus, in order to understand the nation-buildingvalf as state-making processes in
the regions like the Middle East, it is necessargxamine the effects of colonialism
in deconstructing and reconstructing essentialligicals categories into modern
concepts. Hence the primary concern of this thissis examine the transformation
of pre-modern form of religious identity into modeethnic and/or ethno-national
identity. The thesis will focus on the case of moaitmmunal, multi-sectarian
Lebanon in order to offer a satisfying understagdimrelation to the question how
modern ethnic identity was articulated to the pristeng, pre-modern (religious)
identification. The choice of Lebanese case is vatéd by the fact that it constitutes
a rather representative example for the other TWoitld countries in addition to her
failure to base herself on a solid national basi# &eralding the ‘eventual’ failures

of the other countries in the foreseeable future.

An overview of Lebanese history indicates that tbeitory of Lebanon did not
transform itself into a historico-political unit tinlate 18" century. While in the
antiquity the Lebanese entity was shaped along with theigekitip between the
indigenousethnies and Greco-Roman culture, starting froffi Gentury the region
became part of Islamddnand Arab-Islamic civilization (Phares, 1995: 38y. the

time the 18 century, Lebanon had been populated with a nundfeethnic

communities, religious sects and tribes such asMheonites, Greek Orthodox,

Druzes, Sunni Muslims, Jews, Armenians and Shigt, ¥hen the region became a

2| will use Islamdom as term to indicate Islamicridofollowing Marshall Hoghon (See Hoghon,
1977).



part of the Ottoman Empire with the 1516 conqudsg to its complex ethic and

religious structures, the Lebanese were permitidgetruled by local authorities.

Furthermore, the sectarian and ethnic heterogeremity the power relations
between the local communities dominated the coafgmolitics in Lebanon. Yet,
the political entity in the region can be summatizs a combination of pseudo
polity, a collection of supra-identities formulatesh the basis of sect, kin and
village as well as prevailing pre-modern forms fdlties, namely the patriarchal
and tribal bonds (Hudson, 1969: 247-248Yet, this complex socio-political
structure gave birth to four lines of nationalideologies based on four different
ethnieswith different historic territories and origin ning: (1) Muslim Arabism, (2)
Christian Arabism, (3) Christian/Phoenician Lebamis and finally (4)

Mediterraneanism or Revised Lebanism.

Among those while the first one was supported nyayl the Muslim population
and a number of the Christian intellectuals thatewadfected by the spreading Pan-
Arabism, the remaining three were Christian in esse(Firro, 2003: 30-38).
Accordingly, the Muslim Arabists argued that thebaeese political entity was
essentially Arab in character that Lebanese statiefrg should keep its loyalty to
the Islamo-Arab heritage. On the other hand, iettllals affiliated with the
missionaries were among the first to propose narraif the nation over antiquity
and Christianity in contrast to the rising thre&tAmabism and/or Islamism in the

region.

While Christian Arabists claimed that the cultungstory and ethnography of the

nation were essentially Syrian (Orthodox) and @snkland {atarn) was covering

® Yet an overview of Lebanese historico-politicatusture would state that Lebanon was a
combination of “(1) a particularistic “mosaic” sety; (2) an authoritarian and hierarchical family
structure; (3) religious institutions that are podlly influential; (4) power dispersed in religi®
sects, regional groupings, economic pressure grausideologically oriented political movements;
(5) foreign influence in politics; (6) a distinchteepreneurial habit that has produced both a small
class of “merchant princess” and a large, stabtiy f®urgeoisie; (7) a cult of leadership, histalig

the result of feudalism, which has produced thédas of notables, each with a local clientele; 8)
territory...with five geographically well-defined riegs” (Hudson, 1969: 248)
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Bilad al-Stim® (sJlid 2J<), Lebanists dated their origin myths back to
Phoenicians, and declared the nation of Mt. Lebamsnessentially non-Arab in

character (Firro, 2004: 1-2). In their view, theoposed nation should solely be
Christian, and the areas where Muslim populatiodosinant should be excluded

from the new territories. Lastly, an alternativeatbthese ideologies was presented
by Michel Chiha, a Maronite intellectual and pdaliéin, which can be labeled as a
revised Lebanism or Mediterraneanism. Instead wtéon narration based on the
idea that Phoenician civilization was inheritedtbg Christians of Mt. Lebanon, he

proposed a “syncretistic” Lebanism, in which thetagan differences were united

with the ethno-historical origin, i.e. both the Maosand the Christian communities

were sharing the same Phoenician history. Thust Wieha proposed was the

establishment of a pluralistic state in which diffiet sects, originally from the same
historically determined ethnic source lived in hany, building a bridge between

East and West; between Christians and Muslims (Z&@88: 125).

These four ideologies continuously competed ambamselves in order to dominate
the nation-building ideology in Lebanon. Yet, a¢ tbnd of the First World War as
mandates began to be established in the formemfatiaterritories by the leading
European powers, the conflict between Christian Bhalim nationalisms led to
establishment of a strictly differentiated sectarséate and nation starting from 1920.
Starting with establishment of the mandate in 1086l first civil war of 1958 the
competition between those four ideologies deterthite course of state-making in

Lebanon, which in turn determined the path foraratiuilding.

Hence, in this thesis | will cover the period betwel920 and 1957 as the epoch of
development of the modern nation-building. | wibirfhulate my arguments on the
basis of three assumptions. First, historical ecanty is central in understanding the
state-making and nation-building processes andreingethe change within them.

One may argue the analysis of Lebanon’s governmeyséem can be dated back to

* Synonym used for to define Geographical Syria brrd by Mediterranean in the west, Syrian
Desert in the east, Sinai in the south and Tawmge in the north.

® Mt. Lebanon as a term indicates the semi-autonsnpmlitical administrative unit established in
Christian dominated parts of Vilayet of Syria in61®y the Ottomans.
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Ottoman period. Therefore, a study on nation-foromatvithin the territories of the
Ottoman Empire requires a study of the pre-modeligious identification over the
millet systenf,, since the modern ethnic nation-building in thessions derived from
the socio-cultural characteristics of religious-coomal experience of thmillets
(Karpat, 2002: 611).

Secondly, colonialism, along with imperialism, iseanarkable factor that needs to
be taken into consideration in order to understiednation-building process in the
Third World. Nevertheless, it should not be dealtaa ahistorical and homogenous
process. Not only there were differences betwedicies adopted by the European
colonial powers, but also the nature of colonialiamd imperialism did change
within time. The number of dominating actors wasodbound to change, while until
the Second World War Britain and France were canmeil as the two major players,
with the start of the Cold War period US and US®Rdme the new dominant actors

in the region.

Finally, Lebanon is a multi-ethnic, multi-religiowstate not suitable to be readily
‘converted’ into a national unity. Therefore, wittthe process of nation-building the
inner domain constituted more than amevs. them category. Hence, the nation-
building ideal was created more than one ‘us’ idieation where various myths of

origin, historical memories, and shared loyaltiesnpeted to dominate the nation-
building and state-making processes. Therefore tald@lure of creation of a single
ethniethat will further produce a single nation, Lebanescial and political entity

failed to establish a nation and a state in theanmo&uropean sense.

In line with these views, | will try to analyze hofar modern ethnic identity was
articulated into this fragmented social identifioat as it is found in Lebanon
determined the course of nation construction inglbeod between 1920 and 1957.

In the following chapter | will first present a disssion on transformation of the

® The millet system — that dominated the administrative strecof the multi-ethnic and muilti-
religious Ottoman Empire from the 5o the 28' century — was a socio-cultural framework based
first on religion rather than on ethnicity, whichHitually reflected linguistic difference, and lateid

the ground for the late 9and 28 century nationalism movements in the Balkans dredMiddle
East (Karpat, 2002: 612).

7



traditional millet system into a modern base as a result of ideafgsocial and

political interaction with the European powers betw 1840 and 1920. The shift of
emphasis from religion to ethnicity and the relasioip between ethnicity and
modernity is covered over the causes and effectthrele significant events: first
violent encounter between the Christians (Marorate)d the Muslims (Druze) and
establishment ofDouble Qaimagamaten 1842 second civil strife and the
establishment of thenutasarrifiyyain 1860, and finally the end of the First World
War and the establishment of the French mandat®20. While the first two events
are significant in terms of emergence of consamiiisni, the last one can be

considered as the beginning of a strictly sectastate and nation idea.

The third chapter covers the period starting fréva beginning of the mandate in
1920 to the abolishment of the parliament in 1936 t changing international and
domestic political conditions. The chapter presantisscussion on colonialism in the
region, and the nature of the colonial state-malking nation-building under the
French mandate. The level of success of colonialistnansforming the traditional
structures into modern ones is the primary conoéithis section. On the basis of a
review of the relationship between the mandate/dizing mission and increasing
power of the Christian Phoenician Lebanists, theptér questions the approaches in

the literature on nationalism.

Forth chapter provides an historical overview & évents that lead to independence
from 1936 till 1943. The period until the announegrnof theNational Pact (1943)
which affirmed Christians’ recognition of Lebanoplace in the Arab world, as well
as, Muslims’ approval of its independent statehasdhe primary concern of the
section. The chapter claims that not only changepawer balance between the
colonizer and the colonized occurred, but also lmktiveen and within the rival

communities and their ideologies.

" Consociationalism is a political system that reegigovernmental stability, avoidance of violence,
survival of both democracy and power sharing ingtits for the survival of the political structure,
where rival subcultures constantly compete foritimsdonal and political power (Lijphart, 1969: 207)

8



The fifth and the final chapter will cover the twoesidential periods, the reign of
Bishara al-Khuri and Camille Chamoun. In the figrt, a discussion on the
construction of Arab-Christian identity is covemagker an analysis of the period from
the announcement of National Pact in 1943 until2l@fctions. Throughout the
chapter the effects of Arab emphasis in the Lelmapet#itics and claimed Christian-
Muslim harmony in the National Pact on the postodl! state is discussed. The
main focus of this section lies on the sectaridatians in Lebanon. The chapter
claims that rather than the abolition of the seatasm and/or consociationalism, the
new state focuses on reconstruction of the bouesldretween the communities;

thus, made keeping varioathnies together her priority.

The second section of the chapter stresses onréhafter the 1952 elections and
beginning of the reign of Camille Chamoun until start of the first civil war in
1958. The effects of domestic, regional and intéonal actors and ideologies in the
1950s on Lebanon are the primary concern of thetehan order to understand the
revival of the nation-building model of the Frené¢tigh Commissionaire and

Maronite Patriarch.

Finally, in the conclusion the nature of nationlbug and state-making in the
particularity of the Lebanese historico-politiciugture is revised. The thesis argues
that contrary to dominant paradigm in nationalisppraaches in the literature,
Lebanon presents a unique case where colonialigfiastive as a (general) system
— which constantly reconstructs and reconceptualitzelf as a result of changing,
historical, political, social and economic condiso— rather than a European
(particular) monopoly. What is more, unlike any esttmodes of nation-formation
Lebanese nation-building was an act of power steuggd power balance between

domestic, regional and international actors.



CHAPTER 2

TRANSFORMATION OF A SOCIETY
FROM RELIGIOUS TO ETHNIC BASE:
A FAILED ATTEMPT

1840-1920

The overall goal of this chapter is to analyzedffect of Lebanese political structure
in formation of a national community in the late™and the early 20 centuries.
How the construction and reconstruction of commuuihd identity did occur in
different historical situations is the primary cent of this chapter. Hence, after
briefly reviewing the nature of the Ottomanillet system and the classification it
generates over religious identity, | principallycés on three events that gradually

forced a shift towards identification ovethniewithin the history of Lebanon.

First, | analyze the causes and effects of thediwdl war in Lebanese political entity
in 1842 as the beginning of strict differentiatibetween religious communities.
Second, | focus on the 1860 civil strife and thertsof transformation of religious
identity into ethnic identity over the four nationodels emerged in the Lebanese
social and political structure. Lastly, | cover tperiod after the First World War
until the announcement of French Mandate in 192@ emergence of Christian
ethnic nationalism as the dominant ideology in riesv state-making process. The
chapter claims that the transformation emerged agesult of increasing
European/French intervention in the Ottoman teaigsy which triggered changes in
demographic dynamics, forms of production and lawehership, and political

alliances between the Muslim and Christian poporhesti
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2.1 0ttoman Rule in Lebanon and Rise of Religious Commnity (1516-1840)

As a term rooted in the Western scholarship comtyiuras always been central in
understanding both micro and macro dynamics ofsthaal. Yet, similar to many

other concepts, the literature does not hold a rgénenified agreement over its
definition. Though earlier conceptualizations ireglithat communities were pre-
modern, homogenous groups sharing a ‘unity of isdlidarity (Ténnies, 2001: 18-

22), later studies focus on the contracted natbitkese groups (Gusfield, 1975: 30-
33). Among those Cohen treated communities as Isomnstructs that use symbolic
boundaries to differentiate the category of ‘usinfr ‘them’ (Cohen, 1985: 12-13).

Accordingly, it is argued that myths, rituals artiey symbols were used in addition
to visible boundaries, such as geography, race, lamguage, and/or religion, in

definingemicandetic identity of a community.

What is more, such a definition is valuable in ustending the construction,
maintenance and destruction of a social group. Mewat is not possible to claim
every group is permeated by solidarity. Hence, aking definition of the term
should be based on the assumptions that commusnétylynamic group that needs to
be continuously constructed and reconstructedjsandt necessarily homogenous in
its attitudes. Besides, even though the relatigndieétween its members is not
antagonistic in nature, it is also not free frormftiot (Burke, 1992: 58). Yet,
following emic andetic use of communality and exclusion, in this sectiaover
formation and transformation of communal identityLiebanon during the reign of

Ottoman Empire.

In the early 18 century as Ottomans took over the political adstiation in the

Levanf, multi-communal, multi-religious Lebanese sociatity began to be ruled
by local authorities along with themillet system. In contrast to modern
conceptualization of nation as a political commyninagined as sovereign and

territorially limited (Anderson, 1991: 7), the Ottan millet (nation) was a non-

® Term used to indicate countries bordering theargiovering eastern Mediterranean including the
modern states of Israel, Syria, Lebanon, Jordamedisas, the Palestinian Arabs of the Western Bank
and the Gaza Strip and the southern Turkey (SeestHaf03: xi)
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political, non-territorial, self-sovereign entitylillets, which were initially defined as
categories to differentiate Muslims and non-Mus|imgre constructed by the
Ottoman administration as tools to incorporate auggsireligious/ethnic groups into
Ottoman economic, political and administrative stinwes. Moreover, the uniqueness
of the system derived from its ability to presetlie religious, cultural, and ethnic
continuity within the conquered communities (Karp2@02: 611). The communal
boundaries were defined first on the basis of shareversal elements of faith, then
on ethnic and linguistic differences. Although @temns placed religion at the top of
etic communal identification through this system, thego secure the prevailing
traditional forms of identification such as patciay and parochialism. Yet, the basic
organizational unit of thenillet matrix was the family-based communities (Karpat,
2002: 612-618, 621). Therefore, it is possible tainc due to its complex
organizatiommillet system presents a semi-modern category of comnnignatity. In
comparison to the traditional, primordial attachisdpased on traits such as family,
lineage, and tribe (see Shils, 1957: 130, 14#)et generated a broader and more
fluid identification. However, it still lacked theremises of the modern ‘civic’
European conceptualization of the nation, in whiddtoric territory, legal-political
community, legal-political equality of members, aoon civic culture and ideology
were central (Smith, 2005b: 179).

Nevertheless, this semi-modern conceptualizaticulted in recognition of four

millets — Druze, Maronite, Greek, Matawila (Shiis) — withthe Lebanese socio-
political entity starting from the late $@&nd early 1% centuries (Farah, 2000: 4). In
addition to religious and ethnic boundaries, eachmmunity also had their own

territorial dominance. While Druzes (Muslim) werewerful in the region known as

Jabal al-Druze, the Greeks (Orthodox) were dommgatine urban (trade) centers of
Koura district, southeast Tripoli, as well as sorikages of the Metn. On the other
hand, the Catholic Maronite community was dominemtthe northern parts of

Lebanon, whereas Shiites remained in the rurakHartd of Biga Valley and south

Lebanon (Bannerman, 1995: 177-179).

12



Moreover, the social relationships between theseupmg, stimulated by the
administrative structure of the Empire, generateditipo-economic boundaries.
While economically rich and politically powerful Dze dynasties became the rulers
of theimara of Lebanon (Phares, 1995: 49), Matawila (Shiif)pvacked political
and the economic power, were subordinated by then@in and the Druze rule, and
became the layman (Bannerman, 1995: 178). On tlmer ohand, Christian
community of Maronites emerged as one of the lepdincial, economic and
political powers in the region. This Arabic speakiocommunity strengthened its
position by establishing alliances with the CathoChurch starting with the
Crusaders (1097-1291) (1995: 174). As a result,oiges, who had better relations
with the European powers and diplomacy, becamesadvifor the local rulers.
Additionally, Greeks due to dominating the commaraenters acted as traders
(Bannerman, 1995: 177-179). Since this community essentially the organizers of
trade within the Ottoman realm they managed to ldgvenore close relationship
with the Muslim population in contrast to Maronitg995: 178). Thus, they were

more successfully incorporated to Ottoman politisatial and economic system.

However, it is possible to argue thigti¢) socio-political classification not
necessarily created a peaceful incorporation tor@dn political structure. One of
the immediate outcomes ohillet system on Lebanese socio-political entity was
emergence of clashes with the prevailing Muslim camities, who did not define
their identity over Orthodox (Sunni) Islam (Abu-Hys, 1992: 666). Indeed the
period starting from the ¥6century was a period of continuous clashes between
Ottomans and Druze dynasties. Even though Ottoradreded them as Sunnis, and
appointed the heads of the powerful Druze dynadtiesMaans (1516-1697) and the
Shihabs (1697-1842), to rule Lebanon, they faceith wontinuous resistance, for
ignoring the local dynamics of the region. Sinceif2r identity, as a deviant Sunni
community, was aretic construct, the Druzes built alliances to break nidwe
Ottoman rule. As a result, in the late™®6entury the resistances began to be
supported by the European countries who wantecedoae the Ottoman military
power and slow down her expansion in Europe. YetBuropean intervention in the
early 18" and 1" centuries was limited to sell of arms to the rel§@p92: 668-669).
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Nevertheless, all of these events resulted alsthénemergence of a symbiotic
relationship between the Christian and Muslim comitires. Since the political
entity was ruled by a Druze emir counseled by advlié¢ advisor, each community
needed the other in order to secure its sovereigntite region. While Christians
were needed as the intermediaries for trade, aesslfor battles, and intellectuals
for diplomacy by the Druze rule, Christians neetlelDruze as a guarantor of their
political autonomy (Phares, 1995: 49). As a furthemt, it can be said that this
friendly Druze-Maronite relationship establishedlie 1600s led to emergence of a
form of ‘local patriotism’ (Malik, 1992: 17). The t@man imagining ofmillet
resulted in unification of two ethnically, religisy and tribally different but
linguistically similar communities, which lead to farm of patriotism based on
discrimination of the ‘Ottoman (Colonizing) OtheEven though these communities
did not establish a narrative for a political conmty both sovereign and territorially
limited in Lebanon, the alliances made against'@teoman other’ laid the ground
for establishment of a national consciousness.tlherowords, though nation as a
community that share “a historic territory, comnragiths and historical memories, a
mass, public culture, a common economy and comexgal Fights and duties for all”
(Smith, 2005a: 24) did not exist, the roots fombBshment of these premises were

set.

However, due to the continuous struggle betweenQttemans and the Druzes a
power vacuum was created. Yet, during the latenra@f Shihabs, this vacuum
resulted in emergence of Maronite Church as a gtpatitical power. In this period
Maronite Patriarchy turned itself into a politieaitity by utilizing its close ties with
the Christian Europe and the Catholic Church (Fa2880: 11). The more Druze lost
political and military power, and became a margicetiegory, the more Christians
gained power enough to shake and reverse the lequimh between the Christian and
Muslim communities, which in the later periods ga¥vem the opportunity to

determine the course of modern state-making andmuatilding.
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2.2Foreign Intervention and the First Clash between tle Millets of Lebanon
(1842)

Foreign influence and intervention started in t68 ¢entury turned out to be a more
visible and powerful force in the later periodsgBming from the early f@century
international power struggles, imperialist and otis® policies of the European
powers, became the most significant factor in fiansing the Lebanese social,
economic and political structure. What is morethis period Europe turned herself
from an arms supplier to an ideology exporter as@hemic investor, who (re)shapes
the power balance not only between the ruling O#tasnand the Lebanese social
entity, but also between thmillets Yet, this change of role was triggered by the
change in power perception and economic interdsiseoEuropean states. While in
the 1600s the colonial/imperial policy had beerpsidaon the basis of mercantilism,
in the 1800s race for the domination over natugaburces became the central issue
(Braunstein, 1983: 8). What determines a strontg st@s no longer being a great
power in Europe, but being a great (imperial) powernon-Europe. Thus, all
European powers tried to gain dominance by invathiegnon-Western territories or
signing treaties with the local chiefs and foundihg early “protectorates” (Adams,
1991: 207).

Along with these developments, the Eastern Quesismame a key issue both in the
politics of the two leading European powers, Bnitand France. For Britain, the
projection of the Indian Trade routs and preventbmny other European power to
gain control of the Middle East was the primary cemm. Hence France and the
rising Germany were seen as threats against caytiofi British political and
economic expansion (Adams, 1991: 204). On the dthrd, French were also trying
to gain power in the region starting with NapoleoBgyptian campaign. Their aims
were to establish France as a Mediterranean paweforce French authority in

North Africa through domination in the Levant, migim Damascus, the historical

® Throughout this work | will adopt Edward Said’snoeptualization of imperialism and colonialism.
While the former would indicate ‘the practices,dhes and attitudes of a dominating metropolitan
centre ruling a distant territory’, the latter wdulefer to a product of imperialism, and imply€eth
implementing of settlement on distant territor@a{d, 1993: 9).

15



citadel of Islam and Arabism, as well as, providprgtection for the Christians in
the region (EI-Solh, 2004: 2).

However, among those two powers France can beddlasl the most influential over
Lebanese social, economic and political transfaionain the 18§ century. In this
period the core of French colonial discourse wasaalernizing and/or civilizing
mission (nission civilisatricg, whose goal was tase/manipulate local culture,
religion and language (mainly the Christians, Mé&s) in order to legitimize the
French colonial/imperial rul&Combined with the rising Maronite political power i
the 1800s,mission civilisatrice shook the harmony between the Christian and
Muslim populations, and laid the ground for the egeeace of different (local)
patriotisms. Despite this destructive effect, modeng/civilizing mission of France
can be considered as productive for paving the feaythe development of the
conditions needed to constitute national consciessi@s) in Lebanon, if one accepts
spread of market relations and establishment cdteomal elite as prerequisites for
nation-building. Yet, mission civilisatrice began in the economic and cultural
domains, laid the ground for transformation of tkgious communities intethnies

in the late 19 century.

It is possible to claim the modernization missidfr@ance started first in the domain
of economics. By supporting Mehmet Ali Pasha, klinediv of Egypt, and his fight

for independence from 1820 to 1840, French sucaigséstablished a control

mechanism on Syria and the trade routes of Lewdoteover, the domination of
these trade roots begot the domination of prodocitiothe region. Following the

encouragement of the Egyptian administration inig§yin 15 years governmental
control was intensified, land tenure was reorgahizsnd a drastic integration into
world market took place. As a result, “incidencetakation and of government
encroachment upon traditional liberties” increassdically (Burke 111, 1992: 22).

By 1860s Levant had turned into a major silk pretuo meet the high European
demand for silk. There were around 200 silk-reefiagtories in the 19 century;

however, due to limits of the local market, theyrevenore concerned with export
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production (Owen, 1988: 27). Consequently, the eoonof the Levant became
highly dependent on the French market since Fraraseimporting 40-50 per cent of
the raw silk from the world market (Firro, 1990:4)50ne direct outcome of this
increased economic activity was the establishmenbosulates in the big cities and
the transformation of Beirut into a mercantile aiglomatic centre. Increasing
economic opportunities, better infrastructure faed laid the ground for the
immigration of the local Christians from peripheoy centre, from Mt. Lebanon to
Beirut; thus, paving the way for the transformatmfnthe Muslim character of the
city (Johnson, 1986: 11-12). The other result &f thcreased economic activity was
emergence of a new Christian middle-class thatlemgéd the hegemony of the
Druze notables by establishing direct relationshwite peasantry (Hourani, 1966:
258)

However, as the geographic and economic boundagigeen communities became
more fluid through these changes, cultural bourdabiegan to be underlined. Yet,
the modernizing mission of France in the culturaimdin was probably the most
significant factor in deconstruction and recondinrc of the communal boundaries
in the Lebanese context. The alliance between #ikdlic missionary enterprise and
the French administration constituted the corehtd transformation. French used
missionaries to spread her imperial power in the-Baropean world (Braunstein,
1983: 411). Not only the silk production helpedsteengthen the economic ties with
the local merchants and the French, but also nmasies did support France in
laying the ground for French cultural dominatiorthwihe establishment of schools
and clinics (Burrows, 1986: 111-112). Especially thcreasing missionary activities
in next two decades “indirectly helped to lay foatidns of the colonial welfare

state” in the mandate era (Thompson, 2000a).

In the early 18 century, the missionary movements started in 1626ed into the

tools of the French to spread their ideology. Tigal practices of conversion of the
Orthodox Greek to Catholicism, and reorganizatibrthe Maronite Church were
reconstituted by the French political culture atmieo and overseas territories.

Following the secular July monarchy the positiontleé Catholic Church within
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France was questioned and restrained; hence leadhdt in clerical activities from
centre (France) to periphery (overseas territorigs)the form of missionary
movements. This exclusion from home politics in th@" century resulted in
formation of friendly alliances with the ruling cwlial administrators, and spread of
pro-French sentiments in addition to their pro-Gtein mission (Thompson, 2000a).
What is more, in order to make themselves “accebtethe largest possible portion
of the population” they (mainly the Jesuits) alsed the vernacular Arabic and

appearance and clothing of the Maronite monks ($ienz, 2007: 755).

One direct outcome of this alliance between theh@let Church and France was
foundation of a bilingual elite class within theblamese local communities, whose
first language (Arabic) was replaced with Frenci.tBe time 1914, the French had
500 schools and over 100,000 students in the Lemaththe administration allocated
1.27 million francs for French education in the region (Thompxf00a; Zamir,
1988, 38-39; Burrows, 1986: 110). Yet, these schaghed out to be very crucial in
providing local political elite during and aftereti-rench Mandate. Influenced also
by the changes that were triggered by increaseanwzation and economic change,
this new bilingual class paved the way for the ld&hment of national bourgeois in
the later decades. While the French favored theugites of Jesuit's St. Joseph
University'® in appointing important governmental posts, the fwominent figures
of Lebanist nationalism of late 1930s and 1940sjl&®ddé and Bishara al-Khuri,
attended to these schools as well (al-Solh, 200471 Thompson, 2000a).

However, in an attempt to (re)secure their politp@sition Druze community began
to establish alliances with the British and thet®stant missionaries, in contrast to
the prevailing alliance between the French, theh@et missionaries and the
Maronite Church. Nevertheless, this power strudgdgan in the economic and
continued in the cultural domains resulted in gtkaning of local patriotisms. The
first clashes between the communities began owecdHection and appointment of

new administrative staff that each sect refuseplplevies until they were ruled by

9 University of St. Joseph was founded in 1875 aesalt of the joint collaboration between the
Maronites, Jesuits, France and Vatican in an attémnpounter the practices of the Protestant Beirut
American University, and was the first Catholicversity in the region (Herzstein, 2007: 749, 752).
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a leader of their owmillet (Farah, 2000: 64-65). Even though started as anti-
Ottoman, these patriotisms quickly label the opjgosiect as an ‘other’ equally
threatening as the Ottomans. Yet, the clashes dumme a civil war in 1842 as

Anglo-French rivalry took its pace.

Following the war of 1842, as a result of the tensiand the violence had taken
place within the region the Istanbul governmentpaeld a new political system as
suggested by the European powers. Accordingly, districts were created on the
basis of religious affiliation: a northern distrighder a Maronite deputy governor;
and a southern district under a Druze deputy garefFhis new arrangement came
to be known as th®ouble QaimagamateNonetheless, since in each territory a
significant number of the opposite group remairiedding to a failure in creating
the homogeneity in both of the populations; an @#&n governor was appointed as
the administrator of the Christians in Druze terrés and Druzes in the Christian

region to secure the rights of each minority gréfinsiow, 1996: 32).

As a final point, one may argue even before colton began, through imperialism
elements of European ideal of modern nation arte stare started to be constructed
much to the foresight of the modernization theseriblot only state apparatuses were
assembled, but also was a class loyal to this m&& apparatus created. On the other
hand, contrary to Gellner's praise amperialism that define the European
imperialists “like the emperor who found Rome briakd left it marble, these
conquerors...found the world agrarian and left itusitial or poised to become
such” (Gellner, 1996: 159), the civilizing mission of R was an exploitative
system parallel to Sartré’s claims (Sartré, 2001). 3rhrough the missionary
movements and expansion of trade, the primary gb&rance was exploitation of
the Lebanese material and human resources. Addilyonhis exploitation not only
resulted in boost of a war but also deepening efabmmunal boundaries between
the Christian Maronites and Muslim Druzes. Besiddisthe factors that lead to the
civil war also laid the ground for the transfornoatiof religious identity of the
Lebanese communities. However, transformation eSeéhboundaries needed two

more centuries.
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2.3 The 1860 Civil War and Transformation of Religous Identity to Ethnic
Identity (1860-1914)

In the 1850s the conditions that lead to 1842 eixdl continued to shape Lebanese
political, economic and social structure. Migratwas still an issue, and continuous
immigration was changing the population balancevben the Christian and Muslim
population. In addition to the internal migratioh the Christians to the Muslim
territories, a vast number of Muslim immigrants nirothe Balkans, Crimea,
Caucasus, Algeria, and Tunisia, were moving to@tteman domain as a result of
the Ottoman-Russian wars (1806) and the end of AKdeéer’s resistance to French
occupation in the North Africa (1830) (Karpat, 19835-177).

Despite these changes in demographic dynamicsjebeses on the change of the
forms of land ownership were threatening the atliabetween the Muslims and the
Christians (Firro, 1990: 156-157). Following thewn®ttoman land reform that
favored private ownership, unequal distributionawfd between the migrants and the
local population created new tensions. While thevamemers were getting land in
cultivable areas, the indigenous population wadsraed with state-owned land,
which became infertile due to continuous mulbemget cultivation for the silk
industry. Hence, demographic and economic change again led to a civil strife in
1860.

When the old system failed as it prevented coojmrdtetween the two communities
and a new civil war broke out in Lebanon, Francehgu military support on the side
of the Maronites. As a result of her increasing eow the region in 1860, she
became the protector of the Christian (Catholia)arties within the Ottoman realm
and used her rights to continuously shape theigallistructure of Mt. Lebanon and
Syria (Burrows, 1986: 111). As a result of the kswithin the local population, the
Ottoman administration introduced another systéuat, based on the revised articles
of theRéglement et protocole relatifs a la réorganisatihnMont Liban(1864), as a
solution (Akarli, 1992: 79).
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According to this regulation, an autonomaustasarrifiyyaof Mt. Lebanonwould
be established under the administration of a Gansgovernor Article 2) and an
administrative council would be createdtticle 3). What is more, the council would
be composed of twelve members (four Maronites, ethRruzes, two Greek
Orthodoxs, one Greek Catholic, one Shi'i and onenjuvhere the allocation of the
seats to local groups was based on the estimasédbdiion of population and land
ownership (Akarli, 1992: 80; Winslow, 1996: 41). @ other hand, theéglement
not only established a special political regime, dso did build an economic regime
that was marked by low taxes alaissez-faire(Owen, 1988: 28). These principles
and the rule omutasarrifremained until the proclamation of the martial iaw1914.
Another outcome of this new administrative struetwas radicalization of the
communal boundaries between the Christians andMbslims. The millets of
Lebanon which initially indicated a non-political and noerritorial entity, were
both politically and territorially limited on thealkis of numerical dominance, and

their sovereignty was secured by law.

In addition to these changes, as Ottoman admitimtraried to modernize its
institutions and mimic modern civic institutions Bfirope, the boundaries of millets
were further deconstructed. Parallel to Smith’sneta borrowing from the civic
conceptualization of the nation, which stressedegal-political equality, common
economy, and shared civic culture and ideologypi@éns tried to create an ethnic
model that aimed to replace primary religious idezg with ‘Ottomanism’ (Smith,
2005b: 180). Yet, following Anderson one may ar¢ue nation-building in the 19
century Ottoman Empire was a form of ‘official matalism’, which emerged as a
reaction to the popular nationalist movements insié@& Europe and acted as a
means for “combining naturalization with retentiohdynastic power” (Anderson,
1991: 86-87). However, the contradictory naturelTahzimatand Islahat edicts of
the 19" century turned religiously defined communitiesoirt problem. While the
Muslim population was stripped of self-identificatiand treated as homogenous and
Ottoman in nature, the non-Muslims, who were putearnthe protection of a

European power of the same sect, was left to chbeseeen two different states to
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secure and define their rights and duties, alorl thieir identity (Karpat, 2002: 339-
342).

Further, even though this ‘Ottomanism’ in theoryisaged equal cultural liberty to
all Ottoman subjectsge facto application resulted in discontinuity in prevagin
ethnic and linguistic cultures of the communitiEspecially, in the 20 century as
Committee of Union and Progress (CUP) came to pdieremphasis on ethnic
aspect of nation was strengthened (Haddad, 199%). 20creasing emphasis on
Turkish language and necessity of Ottoman/Turkidhcation in order to obtain
positions in administrative structure slowly deyeb resistance by the non-Turkish
elite of the existing communities. Yet, the bilirdelite class, who had been in
Europe and/or were educated in the missionary $sha@s the main actor in the

formation of an anti-Ottoman, anti-Turkish nationahsciousness in the region.

As Smith stated, ethnicity and language, along watigion were the building blocks
of nation-building process in the non-Europeanargisuch as Ottoman Empire and
Lebanon (Smith, 2005: 179-181; 2003: 9-10). Addilty, rise of print culture, also
acted as a medium in transformation of the religipudefined identities into
ethnically defined ones as Anderson envisaged B llmagined Communities
(Anderson, 1991: 37-38). Parallel to the spreadistimnary schools and increase in
bilingual elite, the number of printed media wasoalincreased drastically in
Lebanon between 1904 and 1914. By 1914 there wiefeadtive newspapers and 51
magazines (Ireland, 1970: 226).

However, since the literacy levels were low in thgion and the scope of the print
media was limited, it is not possible to attribspread of nationalist sentiments in
the region merely to the development of a printuwel Yet, it is also not possible to
deny the fact that periodicals and newspapers @layerucial role in spreading the
nationalist ideals in the J0century. While the works of Ismail Gasparali, Ylusu
Akcura and others helped to establish and spre&kisfunationalism in the Turkish

populated Ottoman territories (Berkes, 1964: 32@jters such as Kahlil Gibran
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were influential in formation and spread of ethiycémited Christian nationalism
in Christian (Maronite) Lebanon (Salem, 2003: 13), 2

Along with these developments, migration and attmigsionaries can be labeled as
the other two factors that helped constitution afionalist consciousness in the
Lebanese context. As a significant native popufatmnigrated from Wilayat of
Syria, due to both drastic transformation of thereenic, social and political
structure of their homeland and the changes in gretion policies of the West,
diaspora communities were founded in Europe and\thericas, which by means of
media and missionary stories spread Christian sggnd anti-Ottomanism in the
host countries (Karpat, 1985: 175-179). Among thtse Lebanese elite living
abroad had a considerable effect in formation ef ttyths of the new nation, and
pressured the allied administrations for the indelpace of Lebanon from the
Ottoman rule before and during the First World W&irro, 2003: 19-20).
Additionally, the bilingual elite were also effeai in the formation of nationalist

ideologies of Lebanon.

Yet, one may talk about four different schools lodught that effected the nation-
building discussions in early the ®Century. Not only these four approaches
established tightly intertwined bond between religand national consciousness, but
also did articulate ethnic traits in constructidrethnic identities. What is more, in
accordance to the premises of the nation presdmtefinthony Smith, all four of
them define a different ethnic national model whosigin myth could be traced
back to a particular real and/or fictive ancessae(Smith, 2005b: 180).

Among those the earliest narration was a MuslimbAvae. The weakening power of
the Ottoman state and the increasing reforms, aldtigthe emerging threat from
European empires and the spread of the ideals d¢fjHEnment and French
Revolution, helped to reconstruct the ideologidalicdure of the Arab Islamdom.
Arabism began as a reaction to the increasing ttlafe@ttomanism and/or Turkism,
and put its immediate loyalty to Arab heritage antture (Haddad, 1994: 202). The

Sunni, Shii and Druze intellectuals, as well asuaber of Christian intellectuals,
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who were influenced by Pan-Arabist movement, wéee main supporters of this
ideology (Firro, 2003: 30). The pioneer of this @ohin Lebanon was the Sunni
intellectual Muhammad Bayhum who claimed the Arabitage laid the ground for
overcoming the sectarian institutionalization (20(&®). Arabists wanted total
independence and did not want to replace an oldnehg power with a new one.
Even though Arab nationalists supported unificataith the greater Arab world,
Arab nationalism did not turn itself into a massveixment even in Syria where it was

strongest at the end of the™@entury.

On the other hand, in contrast to Muslim Arab rnaesm, Christian Arab
nationalism was introduced, and spread throughiamases and print culture. In the
late 19" century a number of Arabic journals and newspapeggn to be published
by Christian secularist school of writers in Casmod Beirut (Hourani, 1983: 245).
Intellectuals affiliated with the Protestant missdes (such as Butrus al-Bustani,
George Samné and Shukri Ghanem) were among theédfipgopose a narration of a
nation over religion and ethnicity. Accordinglyetethnic model defined by these
scholars claimed Geographical Syrflad al-Skim as their historic homeland and
traced their ancestry to Syrian Orthodoxs.

What is more, they also argued that the cultugphy and ethnography of the nation
were essentially religious in nature, and the aaglanguage of the nation was lost
due to Islamo-Arab conquest (Firro, 2004: 1). Hertbey sought &Grand Syrie
which united the historic territories of the Chast of Geographical Syria.
Associations established by the émigrés, espeda#dyComité Central Syriemnd
the Comité Libanais de Parisyere enthusiastic supporters of this ideology rayri
and at the end of First World War. Along with theemises of this ideology these
organizations tried to shape polices of the Fraomestate-making and nation-
building after the establishment of the mandatedi-2003: 19).

Yet, another ethnic model, that was formed follagvithe historical, ethnographic
and linguistic research on the past nations, wsdnced by the intellectuals of the

(Catholic) University of Saint-Joseph in the laté"land early 28 centuries.
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Following the works of the two scholars, FatherrféiéMartin and Henri Lammens,
history of the population of Mt. Lebanon was trademtk to Phoenicians (Firro,
2004: 2). As a result, Lebanists supported thebéstanent of aPetit Liban(Smaller
Lebanon), according to which the proposed natiooukh solely be Christian in
character, and the areas where Muslim populatiadeaninant should be excluded

from the new territories.

This idea of Lebanisrdepicted in the origin myth of Phoeniciani§ased its claims
in the results of the archeological excavations &mdest Renan’dViission de
Phénicie (1864-1874)This Phoenician heritage myth, which later addpig the
French Mandate, was fed with both the archeologialoveries and literary genres
among which works of Kahlil Gibran, a Christian Maite émigré who romanticized
the Phoenician past and Christian heritage, wezenthst prominent. Even though
Muslim and Christian Arabists used symbolic condgtan, it was the Christian
imagery depicted by Gibran that ultimately domidatde nation-building in

Lebanon.

Parallel to Chattarjee’s claims on reconstructibindian history and romanticizing
of the Indian Civilization and the Hindu culture ke British imperialism
(Chatterjee, 1993: 102), the national history ob&mon was also revised and de-
scribed in line with the colonial orientalism. Siamito the Indian nationalists that
based their claims on British colonial historiogmgpand labeled Muslim occupation
as the beginning of the decline of the Indian @uaiion, Lebanists followed French
colonialhistoriography and also created a Muslim (colomgkiother’. They claimed
the Lebanese were descendents of Phoenician atwliz and the
Arab/Turkish/Islamic conquest marked the declinghair civilization. In line with
these observations, it is possible to claim thdir&i's early writings — which were
in vernacular Arabic — were influential in the tuet construction of the Lebanese
consciousness. What is more, a detailed analysi®ifworks would indicate
romanticism and mystification of a beautiful hommela(almost always Mount
Lebanon), and repeatedly handled link between tmgap and Christian face of
Lebanon (Salem, 2003: 19, 22).
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As a further point, following Anthony Smith’s corptealization it is possible to
claim this ‘myth of decline’ gave way to a ‘myth oégeneration’, in which the
guidelines for restoration of the Golden Age wadingel (Smith, 1986: 104).
Lebanists argued European protection should beidenesl as the major guarantee
for Christian freedom that would enable to the valiof the older civilization. In
other words, just as the Indian nationalists’ legization of British hegemonic rule
through presentation of colonial protection as argaotee for the threat of Islam,
majority of the Lebanists considered Europe asaapior. Following the narrative
of Maronite Chuch, who claimed ‘myth of ancestryasvnot only limited to
Phoenicians, but also did include the Francs, Lebanalso traced a fictive
consanguneal kinship to the modern French Repubtias, they legitimized the use
of French as a vernacular in contrast to the ogprés language (Arabic and/or
Ottoman) (Firro, 2003: 23-26; Kaufman, 2004: 174).

As a result, it is possible to say that both @reater Syriaand theSmaller Lebanon
were ‘myths of regeneration’ that were producedofeing French orientalism and
French imperial historiography. From the writings Renan, Nerval, Lamartine,
Chateaubriand, Saulcy to the missionary reportfarglo-French joint declaration of
1918, Lebanon was depicted as a ‘Christian’ couaiploited under ‘the violent’
rule of the Muslims and the Turks. While Renanha tate 19 century was first to
support the idea that the roots of Lebanese cailldzed back to Phoenicians in his
Mission de Phénicie (1864-1874Nerval in hisLe Voyage en Orierdeeks the traces
of the heritage of Rome, Athens and Jerusalemercitly of Beirut (Said, 1979: 82).
Additionally, the missionary reports on Levant sfeon the necessity and the
urgency of the emancipation of the Christians dredsblution of the Syrian Question
(Thomspon, 2000a).

Furthermore, throughout the"1@nd early 28 centuries these myths of regeneration
were supported by the European powers hoping toltebanon and Syria into loyal
allies. The status of Lebanon was perceived asveselain-stress situation from the
French point of view, where the valiant knight (@dic France) would come to

rescue the enslaved princess (Catholic Maronites) fthe treacherous barbarians
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(Muslims/Arabs) and the vicious dragon (Ottoman Ee)pand ask her hand
(Mandate), along with her dowry (silk and tobaccoduction and ports). Yet, in the
joint declaration in 1918 the emphasis was put loa freedom of Syria and

Mesopotamian states by the two major powers, Braaid France. It is stated that:

The aim of France and Great Britain in carryingion
the Near East the war let loose by Germany's aomlsiti

is the complete and final liberation of the peopses
long oppressed by the Turks and the establishmient o
governments and administrations deriving their
authority from the initiative and the free choicketloe
native populations

In addition to that, since the Christian Levaniad&cepted such victimization, the
collective historic memory formulated over oriei#ation of the Christian orient. In
their view the Christian orient was left behind, esdias the (Christian) occident
achieved modern standards of life. What is more,stiinccess of the West based on
essential characteristics of the occidental comtrasjiwhereas their failure was due
to the backwardness primordially engraved to eastefture. Hence, development
and modernization could only be achieved througkside intervention. In his
memoir Edward Atiyalf describes this collective consciousness of theisGém

Levantine as:

They liked to wallow in the luxury of the feelingat
though a Moslem power ruled over them, the great
nations of the world, so vastly superior in evergywo
their decrepit, were Christians like them. Graduall
romantic attachment grew out of this feeling. Tlyei&h
Christians came to adopt, psychologically, the
nationality of their respective European co-religsss.
They adopted it jealously, fervently. They becgohes
royaliste que le rqi idealistic lovers and hero-
worshippers of the West.

The Syrian Christians hated Turkish domination, and
looked forward to being freed from it — not to firegp

" Franco-German Armistice: June 25, 194tp://www.ibiblio.org/pha/policy/1940/400625antit
[last accessed in 29 September 1996].

2 A Syrian Christian intellectual born in Lebanonli903
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themselves from it, and setting up an independent
Syrian state, since in such an event the Moslemddvo
be in a crushing majority, and the Christians woualsl
they thought, be still oppressed and persecutedy Th
looked forwards then to being freed from Mohammedan
suzerainty by one of the European powers (Atiyah,
1946: 2-4).

However, the final ethnic model presented by MidBéiha introduced a different
orient that can be labeled as engraved revésed Lebanisnor Mediterraneanism

Instead of a nation narration based on the ideta Ph@enician civilization was
inherited by the Christians of Mt. Lebanon, he @sgd a ‘syncretistic’ Lebanism, in
which the sectarian differences were united with eéthno-historical origin. In other
words, the religious content of ‘myth of ancesttlgat limited to Christians was

omitted in this model.

Therefore, in the new myth of origin both the Masknd the Christian communities
were considered as sharing the same Phoeniciamhigonsequently, what Chiha
proposed was establishment ofGaand Liban in which Christians, namely the
Maronites kept the cultural and political dominaratehand. Yet, in this unity the
Muslim population was also included. In other wor@kiha’s narration of ‘myth of

regeneration’ based on the idea of formation ofuaafistic state in which different

sects, originally from the same historically deteread ethnic source lived in
harmony, building a bridge between East and WdstisG@ans and Muslims (Zamir,

1988: 125).

As a final point, the position of the old MuslimdaChristian millets in Lebanese
nation-building constituted the core of the stregbetween those four models in
dominating the nation-building process in Lebarimce, each group perceived the
other ideological claim as a threat to the sovergi@f the new nation, each model
spread within a certain territory. While Lebanisnasmdominant in the Maronite
areas of the Month Lebanon, Arabism was widespiredduslim dominated Beirut,
Aleppo and Wilayat of Syria (EI-Solh, 2004: 1, Ronetheless, at the end despite
the Muslim and Druze demands, the will of the cadendetermined the communal

identity in the region following the First World Wa
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2.4 End of the First World War and the Rise of Chrstian Nationalism (1919-
1920)

The new communal identity of the Lebanese socidipal entity was determined in
an age of warfare, when the power balance betweehvathin the domestic,
regional and international communities were defiard redefined. At the end of the
19" century, the decentralization of the Ottoman Empias presented as a solution
to the Eastern Question. It was no longer possdmewell as, favorable to try to
maintain the integrity of the Ottoman Empire. Besidthere was too much hostility
in administrative strata of the European powerd, Yerd Clarendon stated (1865)
“the only way to improve them [Ottoman Empire] @sitnprove them off the face of
the earth”(Kedourie, 1987: 15). On April 8, 1904 two greatmgos; Britain and
France signedEntente Cordialein an attempt to resolve diplomatic disputes and
secure the status of their colonies in the Middistkn case of warfare.

When the First World War began Britain tried to mpaate the Arab (Muslim)
model of nationalism in her favor, and establisladithnces between the British
governmental bodies and the dynastic/tribal leadérthe Arab Middle East. The
Arab ethnic model searched its own state to buildation through the alliance
between Sir Henry McMahon, the High Commissionegypt and Hussein bin Al
from Hashemite line, th&heriff of Mekke. After the start of war the Turkish
administration tried to silence the possible Arabistance trough violent means. The
members of prominent families as well as the headd members of Arab
associations and clubs that did not recognize dwversignty of the Turkish body
were arrested and/or sentenced. Even though there antagonism between the
Turkish administration and its Arab subjects, tineak occurred in June 1916 with
SheriffHussein’s declaration of autonomous rule in H{fagizher, 1963: 366).

What is more, the Hussein-McMahon Correspondena&emdoas a tacit guarantee to
the Arabs that seek independence. Especially tatersents in the letter dated 24
October 1915 were crucial in establishment of teee@ption of this tacit guarantee.

First one claimed the British political administoat “is prepared to recognize and
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support the independence of the Arabs in all tiggores within the limits demanded

by the Sherif of Mecca”; and the other stated thdien the situation admits, Great
Britain will give to the Arabs her advice and walésist them to establish what may
appear to be the most suitable forms of governnfese various territorie®

On the other hand, other than the Hussein-McMali@nee, another secret alliance
was made between the two leading European powerecaing the division of the
rule of the region. The Sykes-Picot Agreement oci6l@an be considered as the
recognition of France and French interests in #gon as a decisive power by the
British contrary to the premises of the Hussein-Ndidn Correspondence.
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FIGURE 1. MAP OF THE SYKES-PICOT AGREEMENT (1916)
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The Hussein-McMahon Letters (excerpt) (October 24,

http://www.lib.byu.edu/~rdh/wwi/1916/mcmahon.htrfdgt accessed in 14 June, 1998].
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According to this treaty, the territories recoguizas the historical homeland of
Arabs and offered to Hussein, were given to Freamththrough the separation of the
Blue Zone from ‘Zone A’ (See Figure 1) the spedtdtus of the Lebanon was
recognized by both of the European powers. In addithe map oBSykes-Picolaid
the ground for territorial imagining of Syrian ahdbanese nation according to the
European civic national model (Zamir, 1988: 41-48hnetheless, the conflicting
clauses in the Sykes-Picot Agreement and HusseidWilon Correspondence later
in 1920 led to clashes between Syrian nationadiststhe French military, after the

Syrian parliament elected Hussein’s son Faisaliag &f Syria.

Therefore, one may argue at the end of the war nesdsa political entity was got
caught in the power struggle between the Frenchfamdnglo-Arab government in
Damascus. On the other hand, the US governmenthwiegan to be effective in
world politics during the First World War, acted as intermediary between the
allied and central powers. In an attempt to sohes fgroblem of territorial claims, a
commission was formed by the US government and sead to the ‘Occupied
Enemy Territory Administrations’ (O.E.T.A.). On Ausgt 28, 1919 the famol&ng-
Crane Commissiopresented a report on the native opififolfet, on the basis of the
petitions received the commission summarized tlalltendencies as pro-French

despite the resistance of Druze to French rule.répert stated that:

[B]ut outside the Lebanon proper, in the areas lvitic

is proposed to include in the "Greater Lebanon¢hsu
as Tyre, Sidon, "Hollow Syria," and Tripoli, a dimsit
majority of the people is probably averse to French
rule. This includes practically all the Sunnite
Moslems, most of the Shiites, a part of the Greek
Orthodox Christians, and the small group of
Protestants. Most of these ask earnestly for Aragric

% Yet, the report also mentions the insufficiencesl difficulties of the petition collecting process
such as the unbalanced petition received from rdifferegions (more from O.E.T.A. East than the
South) and from different religious communities (moof Christians than the Moslems); or
observation of repetitive signatures in the peatiioor the third party efforts to affect the cantef
the petitions that the reports states “[s]imilatidties on the part of French sympathizers were
observed in Beirut” seeThe King-Crane Commission ReporfAugust 28, 1919),
http://net.lib.byu.edu/~rdh7/wwi/1918p/kncr.htma$k accessed on May, 2004].
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with Britain as second choice; the balance fordmit
with America as second choice

On the other hand, one may argue as mentionedeirprievious section religious,
economic and cultural factors embedded in natiodetsoconstituted in the late "19
century were determinant in the choice or rejectainthe mandate. Yet, the
commission perceived these preferences as thetdnesult of the French

colonial/imperial policies that they stated:

The French policy of "colonization" shows its fauin
many inhabitants of this area, as well as of Beamnd
other parts of Syria, who feel that they know Ffrenc
better than Arabic, and who are apt to hold thevesel
as of a distinctly higher order of civilization thahe
people of the interior.

The appeal of lighter taxes and military service,
greater security and opportunities for office-hoggi
has an effect upon Christians in neighboring arsas,
that many of them incline toward a Greater Lebanon
under a permanent French mandfate

However, one may claim even though religious, entnand cultural factors were
significant; it was the Christian communities (Maite Patriarchy) who shaped the
scope of the new Lebanese political entity and rthgonalist movement (Phares,
1995: 68). Since the institutions and organizatitimat were familiar with the

western diplomacy, and had close relations with Ewopean powers, were
Maronite Christians, the most prominent actorsanstitution of the new state were
the Lebanists. What they wanted w@seater Lebanon- a country separate than
Syria, which includes the territories of Mt. Lebanand the portions of Muslim

dominated regions (the port cities) — under thex€meéMandate.

Moreover, in order to achieve this goal Patriarsbgt a delegate to 1919 Paris Peace

Conference, where they presented a report on thmomadum on the ‘local’

¥ Ibid.

18 | pid.
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(Christian) population. Accordingly, Lebanese asational community was defined
as a self-sovereign political community (since 13&baring the occidental culture
of Europe and being the rightful owners of thedrisal territories of the Phoenician
civilization (Zamir, 1988: 270-271). As a furtheoipt, one may argue the state the
Maronite patriarchy was demanding was similar t® skate duringnutasarrifiyya
where the power of the foreign controllers, inspesstand agents were defined and
limited in order to prevent direct control of theldanese political structure, and
secure the credibility and the dignity of the gaweent (1988: 281-282).

On the other hand, while the French governmentdlydavored a unitedsreater
Syriafrom 1915 to 1919, as a result of the pressumes the French-educated elite a
shift towards “divide and rule” policy took placand the ideal ofGrand Liban
began to be supported. Finally, on 24-26 April 192&an Remo Conference issues
concerning mandates/protectorates, oil and pipelara “united action with respect
to the Turks and Arabs” were decided based on ldssiéication proposed on the
Article 22 of the Covenant of League of Natip#gcordingly, while Syria and
Lebanon was placed under a French mandate, Iragaledtine was given to British
(Tauber, 1995: 29; Fisher, 1963: 380).

To conclude, despite emergence of a number of maiodels, it is not possible to
say former pre-modern and semi-modern forms of tifleation were fully
developed into a modern European understanding efraieright away in the early
20" century. Yet, one may argue colonialism and fordigervention provided the
necessary path for the development of these ideniits in the emergence of four
nation models. Nevertheless, the relationship betweolonial and imperial
circumstances and nation-building is still problémand it will be further discussed
in the next section. However, as the chapter itdgat is possible to label
colonialism/imperialism as a system, a powerfultdacontinuously affecting the
social, political and economic structure of the oyt Hence, following these
observations one may claim similar to the modeshislaims nation in the non-

Western world was a product of colonialism. Yets tbolonial relationship can be
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defined as power relationship operating on fouelewf power balance between the

colonized and colonizing communities.

To begin with, in the most traditional sense thactice of power follows top to
bottom direction, in which the colonizer extractisawit wants which the colonized is
obliged to supply. Yet, until the ?O:entury in the Lebanese case this took the form
of collection of levies during the Ottoman coloisat and transformation of
economic and political structure for the benefitFoiince in the French imperial
period. However, since one cannot simply label twonized as a passive,
victimized agent, a second type of relation is frbwttom to top, in which the
colonized restricts, regulates and manipulatesptiaetice of the colonizers power.
This means that the colonized can lobby to infleettee colonizing government
through associations and organizations foundedhm mother country by the
colonized elite (i.e. reports of ti@omité Libanais de Pariand the Maronite Church
which was influential in the formation of ti@rand Libanideal) or can use violent

means to change the policies of the colonizer 1860 civil war).

Nonetheless, the third level took the form of powst&uggles within the colonized.
Since the Lebanese entity was multi-communal, hivel fevel of exercise of power
took mainly the form of Muslim-Christian and Druk&aronite clashes. Finally, one
may talk about a fourth level on which a delicasdahce of power between several
rival colonizing actors took place. Yet, the Andteench clash for the domination of
Levant and the conflict between Europe and Ottontwars be considered as the
primary examples of exercise of power this thinele Following these four levels of
power relationships, | will further discuss the ioaal boundary construction in

Lebanon in the mandate era from 1920 till 193Ganext chapter.
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CHAPTER 3

ATTEMPT TO BUILD A UNITY OF STATE AND NATION:
COLONIAL NATION BUILDING IN LEBANON
1920-1936

In the previous chapter | discussed the evolutibncemmunity and identity
construction over religion to ethnic identity dugithe 18" and early 28 centuries.

In order to provide a more analytical picture o #mergence adthniesand ethnic
nationalism(s) in the particularity of Lebaneseisqaolitical context, in this chapter

| cover the period starting from the announcemérihe mandate in 1920 until the
abolition of the colonial constitution in 1936. Thleapter starts with a discussion of
construction of the Lebanese community as a natmnunified but differentiated
over three symbols, map, census and museum, yrémeh Mandate, and continues
to analyze the reaction of different social grotpghis identity formation. Lastly,
the chapter covers the effects of this differestiatus’ identity, and questions the
link between colonialism and modern state-making) @ation-building. The primary
concern of this chapter is the nature of the retethip between state-making and
nation-building during the colonial period and é@ffects on ethnic classification. In
line with that, the chapter aims to question homcfalonial structures and conditions

were successful in formation of modern categories.

3.1 Symbolic Production of Boundaries of the New Llmanese Nation: Map
Census and Museum (1920-1925)

Historically, the defeat of Faisal (the son of S$hefussein) and his Arab
government in Syria in July 1920 by the French tami, not only paved the way for
partition of Middle East between France of Britait also did lay the ground for

the foundation of a Christian state in Lebanon. Whiéhe French High
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Commissioner, General Gouraud announced the edtai#nt of Grand Liban
Lebanon became the first ‘independent’ Christiaatesin the Arab/Muslim realm
(Zamir, 1988: 1). However, the sectarian differatiin that gained diplomatic status
with the establishment ahutasarrifiyyaturned into the face of the new state as the
primary problem for constitution of a modern commlurdentity. This complex
socio-political structure tried to be overcome tig state-making and nation-

building processes.

One may argue nation-building in French Lebanorkttwe form of an act of
imagining that kept old ethno-religious identitieentral to the narration of the
nation. Parallel to Anderson, this narration waseeonstruction of the old social
attachments to form an exclusive community, whiaswr should be autonomous
within a particular territory, and to which peomkould give their ultimate loyalty
(see Anderson, 1991: 7). In line with that, the rmtaries of the new ‘colonial
Lebanese nation’ were reinforced with symbolic pquents such as map, censuses

and museums during the period between 1920 and 1925

While the censuses helped the colonizer to creagsl fidentity categories for the

colonized, maps provided a totalizing classificateguipment both to demonstrate
the antiquity of the territorial limits and to ctearecognizable and visible logos
(1991: 166, 173). On the other hand, museums aamsetbols for the colonizing

power to act as the guardian of tradition by showhis level of control on objects,

people and history (1991: 184). These symbols not belped to establish fictive

communal identities on the multi-communal, multtiseian Lebanese society, but
also reinforced the discriminatory classificatior warious sects andethnies

dominating Lebanese culture.

Following these observations, one may claim synedmdiundary construction started
first through language as a means of classificationing the colonial period. The
newly established French High Commissionaire broutte paternal colonial

discourse to the Lebanese political structure. Adiogly, France was depicted as

the new caring mother of the newly adopted childreByria and Lebanon. Yet, this
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fictive family also included a multi-ethnic, multemmunal occupying army
constituted by the other adopted children. Whahase, the part given to the High
Commissioner was the role of a stern father wholevauie his new household with
discipline and control; and give every chance teyobefore punishment (Thompson,
2000b: 40).

Through discipline and control, this new adoptiargnts tried to conduct nation-
building and state-making simultaneously. Frendghdtrto construct a Lebanese
‘nation’ first over territorial imagining of the dntiers of the new state. However,
through the lobbying of the Maronite Church (191@ 4920 delegations) and other
missionaries the scope of this territorial imaggnimas limited to Lebanist ideology.
Yet, the proclaimed Phoenician heritage that bég®iclaim on Phoenician frontiers
for Lebanon, determined the territorial differetiba of the new state. The territorial
boundary construction started with the divisiontloé Wilayat of Syria and Mount
Lebanon into five ‘states’, Damas, Aleppo, Druzdawh, and Great Lebanon.
Nonetheless, the imagining of these frontiers teduh formation of two historically
related but geographically distinct countries. B\24 Damas and Aleppo units were
united to form the Syrian state, which with thetesaof Jabal al-Druze, Alawis and
Grand Libanconstituted the Syria/Lebanon Mandate (Winslovg6t%0).

On the other hand, the new Lebanon’s territorraits were composed of portions of
the mostly-Muslim Ottoman provinces of Tripoli, Dastus, Sidon, and the
traditional Christian territories of Mount LebangRhares, 1995: 66). The final
frontiers of the new state could only be determirsdthe end of Laussanne
Conference in 1923 and due to American complathts project was revised a year
later (Winslow, 1996: 62; Zisser, 2000: 1). Finallge new state, with Beirut as its
capital, was to cover the region from Nahr al-Kabithe north to Ra’s al-Naqura in
the south, from Mediterranean in the west to Ambanon Mountains in the East

(see Figure 2).

In addition to this, constructed boundaries of mladion were also reinforced with

making of the new map of the nation. Maps, which ba defined as a European-
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style classification of a spatial reality (Andersd®91: 173), were used as the
markers to remind the limits of the sovereigntyeath sect within the colonial state.
However, the most notable outcome of this ter@oand symbolic imagining was
the boycott started by the Muslim population, wietioived the (Muslim) Arabist
model. From 1920 until the 1930s the Muslims redugerecognize the new map of

the new nation and continuously repeated their deiséor unification of Syria.
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FIGURE 2. MAP OF COLONIAL SYRIA AND LEBANON (1923)
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Despite the power struggles within and between ltdoal communities, France
continued to enforce herivilizing missionin Levant. Along with the territorial
imagining, which based on the demands of the Lealb&@ind the Maronite Church,
the French began to model the political apparalmsgawith the colonial policies of
the republic and the French nation-building experée While Gouraud turned to
rural and conservative notables for strengthenirgglboyalty to the French rule in
Syria, he established close bonds with the Mard@itarch in Lebanon. Committed
to their project, French encouraged establishmentiooal governments with
councils,bureaux courts, and staff that would be initiated andesuised by the

High Commissioner in Beirut, and his French staf¥ir(slow, 1996: 62).

Nonetheless, these French specialists rather tkamg bmentors to the local elite,
acted as the decision makers and sole possessotbeofidministrative and

gove rnmental posts.

In addition to symbolic imagining over maps, Freratonial power also conducted
censuses to quantify the sectarian and tribal réiffees between the communities.
However, since Muslims boycotted the 1921 censumsjsians emerged the sole
power to determine the course nation-building. Cowdb with the privileged
position of the Church the new state structure determined as sectarian in nature
(Thompson, 2000b: 44). In this sense the Colongddnon was a revised version of
Ottomanmutasarrifiyyawhere political equality was eroded and social iitghwas
restricted. Yet, in an attempt to modernize thagyand Lebanese political entities
Gouraud appointed Robert De Caix as the Secretayefal, who encouraged
employment of the graduates of protestant and bathmissionary schools
(Winslow, 1996: 63).

In addition to that, the Representative Councidlelsthed in 1922 also was given a
Christian face, that majority of its members werardhite Christians. Even though
the election of the members of the council basegraportional representation of
the communities constituting the Lebanese socidtg, boycott of the Muslim

communities of the 1921 census resulted in quaivitaecognition of Christians as

the dominating minority. Parallel to Anderson, tbensus not only acted as a
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classification medium to fix the identity of thermsmunities as Christian, but also
was used as a marker of political dominance ofarather.

Nevertheless, the paternalism of Gouraud replacéd wolonial republicanism
during the reign of and his two successors Gerideadime Weygand and General
Maurice Sarrail. It is possible to claim, nationddung in this new period can be
labeled as a process of secularization. Along whih premises of the modernist
nation conceptualization, the new nation was ttiedoe stripped of its religious
content. Hence, both Commissioners reduced the ipofvhe Maronite Church in
political decision-making. While the changes weroomed by the Muslim and the
Druze population, the Catholic Church and the roissiies were highly critical of

the new regimes’ practices.

If the Gouraud period indicated an ethnic natiofeling along with the premises of
Christian Pheonicianism, the later periods adopt@sore modernist nation-building
model. Yet, one may claim the state-making andonabiuilding during the reign of
Weygand and Sarrail was a process of constructpalitical legitimacy, which
requires that ethnic boundaries should not croiigad ones, and in particular, that
ethnic boundaries within a given state...should epasate the power-holders from
the rest” (Gellner, 1983: 1). Hence the priorityswan state-making, which would
transform the traditional, agrarian (static) Lebanto a modern (civilized),
industrialized society, and dissolve the pre-emgstrinciples of social organization

based on status (i.e. Maronite patriarchy).

In line with that view, the Commissioners developkedbanese civil service,

established a new currency and a new electoral tegylated land tenure, and
reorganized the law-enforcement offices. In additim that, the laicist High

Commissioner Sarrail, discouraged delegations btfioeis patriarchs, dismissed
General Vandenberg, the French governor of Lebamwbio, has close connections
with the clerical parties, withdrawn the childreinFeench soldiers and officials from
the missionary schools, reopened local Arab nalistnechools. However, it was no

more than an act of colonizing power imposing hditipal and economic model to
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her colonized subjects (Thompson, 2000b: 44). K waivilizing mission based on
top to bottom exercise of power. However, as S&raerm came to an end,

Maronite Patriarchy regained political power.

As a final point, one other medium used by the ingbeolonial French to limit
communal identity was museum. Starting with theeagdr of archeological
excavations in the regions, first exhibits for faxtts were established in 1861 in
Sidon. Nonetheless, these can be labeled as stovages for the French until the
valuable artifacts were taken to homeland (Tah@05287-89). Nevertheless, as the
idea of museum construction became a part of ndinlding process in Levant,
French High Commissionaire further limit historicatadition of Lebanon by
controlling herobjet d'art When national museums began to be construct&é2a,
already territorially differentiated Lebanon andri&ywere also archeologically
separated. Accordingly, while the Lebanese natiomalseum would include
Phoenician artifacts, the Syrian museum would drdycomposed of Arab/Islamic
relics (Kaufman, 2004: 123).

To conclude, one may summarize French state-maksndeviant form of modern
state and nation formation. Contrary to Gellneraige of colonialism as an actor of
modernism (see Gellner, 1996: 159), the Frenchnaloule merely revised the old
traditional forms of social, economic and politicgttuctures. What is more, the
‘equality for all’ and ‘one nation and one stateemises of the modern nation-state
were turned into making of a state favoring foreiggucated Christians and a
fractioned nation. Yet, these policies were rejgctnd criticized only by the
subaltern Muslim communities but also by the Charstintellectuals, who claimed

an ethnic unity for all the members of the nation.

3.2 Reactions to the French Rule and Revision of storic Memory (1925)

The foundation of the French mandate and increaaiignce between the clerics

and the French High Commissionaire not only facéth wesistance of the Muslim
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and Druze communities, but also with disapprovalsaime) Christian nationalist
elite. Among those the Muslims and Druze were paldrly against the colonial rule
since they wanted unification with Syria and couitiy of old social and economic
systems. Hence, while in Lebanon Muslims boyco#edry step of the French
bureaucracy (including the 1921 census), and isoldtemselves from her practices,
in Syria a number of military confrontations bedartake place due to the economic
and political policies of the High Commissary whitineatened the tribal structure of
theJabal al-DurufPhares, 1995: 77; Hanf, 1993: 65).

Even though there were uprisings since the 191thsigthe French rule, the major
mutiny began in 1925 by al-Atrash dabal al-Druzeas a result of the arrest of the
Druze leaders complaining from the practices of ligh Commissionaire. The

primary reason behind al-Atrash’s resistance wasatiisfaction with French political

and economic modernization policies. Druzes, whibdrgoyed considerable amount
of autonomy during the Ottoman reign, were agitatét the interventionist policies

of the French. Although it began as a local rebme]liDruze revolt turned into a
macro level resistance with an anti-French, antsider face (Winslow, 1996: 60-

63).

Nonetheless, one may argue following the Sarrgldicies that reinforced the
sectarian differentiation and isolation, the Druesolt in Syria became another
cornerstone in Muslim-Christian affairs in Lebanamich along with the memories
and the myths of the 1860 civil war reinforced these of Christian Lebanism, and
sharpening of théearof Muslims. Even though the leaders of the revoipbasized

a secular patriotism over the slogan ‘Religion hgkto God, the Motherland to all’,
Christians were still mistrusting the Druzes (Ahyd946: 129). Yet, the ‘us’ vs.
‘them’ differentiation and the fear of the ‘Musli@ther’ were so powerful that any
Christian death was considered as a hate crime Mtgim. Atiyah depicted this

victimization on behalf of the Christians as:

| knew...that our neighbour’s son, far from being a
religious martyr, had been murdered by a fellow-
Christian in a quarrel over a woman. And yet the
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effects of those insidious influences was to rextge
around me the hateful atmosphere of the Beyrouth |
had known in my childhood....I was back there
myself, and it was more like 1910 than 1925; fa th
Christians feared the Moslems, and the Moslemgihate
the Christians because the Christians wanted the
French while the Moslems wanted independence; and
like others | began, in spite of myself, to hatd &ar

and wish to get away from this hell which | had
known before (Atiyah, 1946: 132).

While the Muslim reactions both took violent andhaoolent forms, the Christian
response was peaceful in essence that reactiomtyrdaminated the print culture of
Lebanon. Yet, among the intellectuals with antifete sentiments Kabhlil Gibran
emerged as the symbol of anti-colonial (Christiaationalism. In his famous essay
Your Lebanon and Mingl920) Gibran defines the French/Colonial [Yougbanon
as an artificial imagining and labels it as a “podl knot...an international problem
yet to be solved” with the conducted censusesheldetween the bishops and
generals, territorial conflicts, financial explditm, the rivalry between
representatives, committees, as well as, betwegiepand sects (Gibran, 1978: 95-
98).

On the other hand, Gibran’s own Lebanon depictedtaral, historical continuity
devoid of conflict, hence another myth. In anotbesay, he conceptualized nation as
a collection of individuals with different dispasihs, [ideological] tendencies,
opinions united with a stronger, deeper and generedr bond (Gibran, 1999: 87).
Nevertheless, this bond did not need to base agioe] language, consanguinity
and/or economic interests. In his view there weafferént types of nations where
each of these factors may placed a role in estabfighe bond between its members.
Yet, national bond was considered as something npoi@ordial, essential in
character. In other words nations had ‘personalitighich were products of both

natural givens and effects of external factorst{saslanguage, religion or ethnicity)

Moreover, the subjects ofour Lebanonimagining were labeled suffering from
inferiority. They are obliged to domination and gatight in a false consciousness.

Yet, Gibran defines the community of this Lebamothe poenas:
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[T]hose who croak like frogs boasting that theyédad

themselves of their ancient, tyrannical enemy, thet
truth of the matter is that this tyrannical enentiyl s
hides within their own souls

They are the slaves for whom time had exchangdg rus
chains for shiny ones so that they thought theneselv
free

How great they are in your eyes, and how littlenime!
(Gibran, 1978: 99-100)

In contrast the children of the Lebanon depictedsidyran were romanticized in the
Lebanese nationalist discourse. The true peopleeb&non, in Gibran’s eyes, were
composed of noble and hardworking peasants, holeorabd brave man, and
patriotic mothers. Through this imagining, Gibramda his ideals became
synonymous with the Christian nationalism. Nonethg| one cannot label him as a
nationalist writer. Yet, despite there were otheises (Christian and Muslim) none
of them were that successful in construction ofebhdnese identity. Hence, one has
to point out the possibility that Gibran’s succéss on the fact that he wrote in the

vernacular rather than in the language of a ‘@etli other’ (Salem, 2003: 27, 43).

On the other hand, the Druze revolt had its impacthe diaspora and the Lebanese
lobbies in France as well. One outcome of the tewals the questioning of the
practice of the French mandate that on Septembefl 236, Comité Libanais de
Paris presented a report to the French Ministry of Fprefffairs and the High
Commissioner over the fulfillment of the requirenseof the Article 22 of the
Covenant of League of Nations and the organizatibthe French authority in
Grand Liban The committee claimed that though the mandatewals defined as a
temporary rule aiming modernization of the countrythe covenant, the French
policy since the occupation was consistently gamegeconflict that the sectarian
clashes emerging (especially following the Druzeohy were French products
(Jung, 1927: 97).
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Moreover, what were significant in the report wareew historical narration in-the-
making, and the emergence of a new enemy (Frelaeh Commissaire Thus, the
myth of decline was transformed and the evil Twkthe 19" century were replaced
with the French. In other words, this time Franod her colonial policies were the
reasons behind the decay of Lebanese civilizalibe.new enemy was no longer the
egregious tyrant Abdulhamid who hated and persdctite Christians for his own
pleasure, and/or the treacherous Druzes as thdholil memories of Maronites
depicted. It was rather a greedy, indifferent, yejed High Commissioner that
called for conflict and war, failed to protect gheople of Lebanon, and exploited her
people economically. As a further point, the Conteeif unlike their previous
arguments in during and at the end of First WorldrWomanticized the Ottoman

reign for establishing an autonomous Lebanon. tfietreport stated that:

[Our] country held the reputation of the “perfect
security” of its territory, in the Christian disttj as well
as in Druze and Muslim districts

By provoking these dissentions, France was theecafis
massacres, lootings, fires of which our citizensentbe
victims. They found themselves in complete poverty,
they dispersed all over the Lebanon, and they bwdy
with public charity and with the help of fellow
countrymen living abroad

The Lebanese Committee is obliged to remark that
before 1860 and after this memorable day Lebansn ha
been always considered as being able to govermelhers
For 50 years her citizens has already made cordiler
progress in all branches of human activity (Jur871

97, 100§".

17« Notre pays était réputé par la parfaite sécérife son territorie, soit dans les districts cheés,

soit dans les districts druses et musulmans...mlBagguant ces dissensions, la France a été cause de
massacres, des pillages, des incendices dont énviétimes nos concitoyens. Ceux-ci se trouvent
dans un état de dénuement complet, ils sont diépetans tout le Liban et ne vivent que de la charit
publique et des secours qui leur sont adressés|@ars compatriotres habitant I'étranger....Le
Comité Libanais se doit de faire remarquer que d&jant 1860 et aprés cette date mémorable, le
Liban a toujours été considéré comme pouvant sergev lui-méme. Despuis cinquante ans, ses
concittoyens ont encore fait des progrés considémldans toutes les branches de [l'activité
humaine...”
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Hence, following both Gibran’s and diaspora’s resmto the new colonial state, it
is possible to claim lack of unity between differeects led to revision of origin
myths in Christian, Lebanese nationalism modelsil&\the ‘myth of ancestry’ once
again emerge as the symbol of the golden age ofdhemunity in the Phoenician
times (as in Gibran’s writings), ‘myth of declineas revised to turn French into the
new enemy (as in diaspora’s claims). Nonethelessyder to reduce the tension
between communities, and create a more homogenodsharmonious society

French introduced constitutional rule in 1926.

3.3 Constitutional Republic and Emergence of a Muitnation State (1926-1936)

In spite of the sectarian and ethnic discriminattayenerated, the Druze rebellion of
1925 turned into a beneficial opportunity to modsgrthe Lebanese state structure.
However, unlike the foresights of the modernistspwabel Western colonialism and
imperialism as a positive factor in (re)constructiof the agrarian societies
permeated with the rule of local authorities, dcemice of primordial attachments
into modern civilized (industrial) entities thateypted over states providing complex
division of labor and social mobility for her membé€Gellner, 1983: 3-4; 1996: 159-
160), the French colonial government reinforceddlgesectarian social and political
structure. The mandate treated colonial state-ngaéigha tool to possess monopoly
of legitimate violence on its colonial citizens. nde, rather than establishing a
secular unified civil society, they created a #lyiclifferentiated sectarian society.
Yet, this sectarianism led the new Lebanese staterh into an entity continuously

pressured by various ethno-religious communities.

What is more, the announcement of the constitutipeaod in Lebanon marked the
beginning of this new confessional, consociatioga. Following replacement of
Sarrail with Henri de Jouvenal in 1926, the Frermionial rule asked the
Representative Council to prepare a blueprint focoastitution. Early in 1926
Representative Council prepared 210 questionnadimesrder to determine the

preferences of the public. While 135 of those wamet to notables and civil leaders,
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75 of them to religious patriarchs due to pressdresy Paris and the Maronite
Church contrary to criticism of both Christian altilislim delegates. Nonetheless,
since many Muslim and Druze leaders boycotted tbk, phe population that

supported non-sectarianism was eventually undessepted in the formation of
Lebanese constitution (Thompson, 2000b: 50-51).

Based on the results of the poll on May 26, 1926aben was proclaimed as a
constitutional republic by the French and Charleblias, a Greek Orthodox, was
appointed as the first president of Lebanon (Winsld996: 65). The new

constitution was modeled after the constitutiorth&f French Third Republic as “an
independent and indivisible state” whose frontsese defined as the “ones which
are officially recognized by the Mandatory Frenobv&nment and by the League of
Nations” (Article 1) and whose official languagesr® Arabic and French (Article

11) (The Lebanese Constitution, 1997: 225-226).ddwer, the Articles 16, and 17
indicated that the new political system would emnseagound an elected Chamber of
Deputies, an appointed president, and an apposeedte, akin to the organization of
the authorities in the Law of February 25, 187%@nch Third Republic (Article 1).

However, the sectarian language of the 1926 Caitistit was reconsidered in 1927
and later in 1929 due to a multitude of criticisdirected. In addition the appointed
Senate was abolished and presidential term limét @dended. Yet, the confessional
(multi-sectarian) and/or consociationalist (mubtiremunal) discourse was not erased
from the text. Among those articles promoting cgsienalism, the Article 24 states
that “[T]he Members of the chamber of Deputies Ishalelected in accordance with
Order No. 1307 dated 8 March 1922 [which decrees#ats of the Senate would be
elected on the basis of the sectarianism] (emplaakied)” (1997: 230-231). Even
when the article amended on October 17, 1927 thehasis on confessionalism
highlighted rather than diminished that the nevickrtnot only announced that the
seats of the elected members would be distributedording to sectarian
representation, but also the seats of the appoidégaities would be determined
according to the sectarian nature of the distney/trepresent.

47



Yet, the logic behind the sectarianism is announiceke Article 95 as follows:

As a provisional measure and according to Artiaie o
of the Charter of the Mandate and for the sakeistige
and amity, the sects shall be equally represemed i
public employment and in the composition of the
Ministry, provided such measures will not harm the
general welfare of the state (1997: 259-260).

In line with that the Article 96 defines the allboa of seats as “5 Maronites; 3
Sunnis; 3 Shria; 3 Orthodox; 1 Catholic; 1 Druzeminorities” (1997: 260).

Even though emphasis on personal liberties, secatar-monarchical definition of
power marked the newly established constitution,wds controversial in its

republican claims. While the Lebanese were gramti equality before law

(Article 7), individual liberty (Article 8), freedn of consciousness (Article 9), free
(public) education (Article 10), and freedom of sple (Article 13), in each article
their limits were emphasized within the [Mandatolgiv. Additionally, French was

assigning sovereignty to people whereas, givingHlgh Commissioner the power
to control every step taken by the parliament ame authority to suspend the
constitution itself (Thompson, 2000b: 53).

Although the first four parts of the constitutiomply the sovereignty of the
Lebanese Republic, articles in Part Five (Provisidtelating to the Mandatory
Power and the League of Nations) shows the depegd#rthe republic. According
to the Articles 91, 92 and 93, the French were ebgtras the ultimate post that the
parliament and the senate need to verify its iational policies. Further through
Article 98 the High Commissioner were granted wiike power to appoint the first
Senate — which will stay in power for 2 years “ider to facilitate the immediate
implementation guarantee of the full implementatitwil execution” of the
constitution (The Lebanese Constitution, 1997: 260)

In addition to all, the High Commissary exercisetsorship over the press in order
to suppress the criticisms against the establishofem constitution based on French

colonial/imperial discourse. Yet, the letter semttwo leading journalsAl-Maarad
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andAl-Barak), which were highly critical of 1926 Constituti@md French attempts
for revision, and seek for full autonomy for Lebanby Colonel Catroux (the High
Commissioner behind the scene) is significant fodidating how little the
paternalistic discourse of colonial rule was chahgdée High Commissary was still
depicted as the stern adoptive father who needsuoate his adopted children; and
gives every chance to obey before punishment.islteltter Catroux stated that:

As | have already declared to your parliamentarians
am now declaring you that the will of the mandatory
authority tends to approve the modification as.itfiwe

see that you and the members of your Parliament
continue to oppose to the modification in questioen

we will be led to conclude that your attitude dessrto
face the consequenc¥qJung, 1927: 161).

On the other hand, this new constitution continteegenerate resistance from below.
Yet, the majority of the reactions to the Frencle mrere coming from the Muslim
population who no longer did constitute politicagjority despite their significant
numbers. While imutasarrifiyyaMuslims constituted both a numerical and political
minority, they continued to be a political minorityespite their increased numbers
with the inclusion of the Muslim populated terrigg from Wilayat of Syria in
1920s. Yet, with the 1932 census (Figures 3 andvidslim got the needed
opportunity to manipulate the classification of twonizing power to their benefit.
The new census was a useful medium in showing uheerical balance between the

Muslim and Christians.

18 Je vous déclare maintenant, ainsi ue je I'ai dégldré & vos parlementaires, que la volonté de
I'autorité mandataire tend a I'approbation de la dification telle qu’elle est. Si nous voyons que

vous et les membres de votre Parlement contind@zréodification en question, nous serons amenés
alors a conclure que votre attitude mérite d’enislds conséquences.
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Community Mutasarrifiyya % Grand Liban %
(1911) (1932)

Maronites 242,308 58.3 227,800 29.0

Greek

Catholic 31,936 7.7 46,709 5.9

Greek

Orthodox 52,356 12.6 77,312 9.8

Other

Christian 3,026 0.8 45,125 5.7

Communities

All Christians 329,626 79.4 396,946 50.4

Sunnis 14,529 3.5 177,100 22.5

Shi'is 23,413 5.6 155,035 19.8

Druze 47,290 11.4 53,334 6.8

All Muslims 85,232 20.5 385,489 49.1

Jews 86 - 3,518 0.5

Total 414,944 100 785,933 100

Source: Zissel,ebanon: The Challenge of Independenxer’

FIGURE 3. POPULATION DISTRIBUTION IN LEBANON (1911 -1932)°

US

Total Christians Muslims Miscellaneol
% N % %
Official
Gazette 793.396 | 391.946| 49.4 | 386.369| 48.7 - 1.90
Official
Gazette
(excluding 652.012 | 264.892| 40.62 | 372.032| 57.06 - -
emigrés )
MAE,
Beyrouth, 785.729 | 392.730| 49.99 | 383.200| 48.78 - 1.25
567,n0.1
MAE,
Beyrouth, 834.429 | 420.414| 50.38 | 405.237| 48.56 - 1.06
567, no. 12

Source: Firrojnventing Lebanorpp. 119-121

FIGURE 4. CENSUS RESULTS ACCORDING TO DIFFERENT SQURCES
(OFFICIAL GAZETTE & MINISTERE DES AFFAIRS ETRANGES )

9 These statistics based on calculations withoutraation of the number of thamigrés.
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Moreover, the 1932 census was also useful in toamshg the political conditions
set with the 1921 census (which was boycotted gy Muslims), which led
Christians to gain the control of nation-buildingdastate-making processes. The
1932 census provided the cement of the construetmhformation of the Lebanese
citizenry (Maktabi, 1999: 221). As the Muslims @ed to exclude the number of the
émigrésfrom the census results, the Chistian’s politiagharity was put in danger.
The issue ofémigrésin interpretation of the census results became abl@m
throughout 1930s, since without the émigrés the oMiges suddenly became a

minority within a sectarian state to Maronite Chuscdorror.

To conclude, however calculated, this new demodcagtructure led to the
formation of a new political structure in which repentation of all communities
became central for to guarantee the co-existeng@rgdus communities in the post-
colonial period. Parallel to Anderson’s premiseas ¢bnsus continued to act as a tool
for the colonizer to control the colonized througjuantitative classification.
However, by manipulating the results the coloni@ddslim) began to challenge the
control of the colonizer. Hence, one may define pibsition of the colonized as a
continuous cycle of relationships where they welacgd “simultaneously in a
position of subordination in one relation and aif@s of dominance in another”
(Chaterjee, 1993: 36).

As a further point, since the national consciousness established along with
religious consciousness, it is possible to argusomal-building was a failure in
Lebanon. Parallel to Hobsbawm, it is possible tainel the prevailing religious
identities challenge “nation's monopoly claim te fhembers' loyalty” (Hobswam,
1990: 68). Not only they prevented initiation ofina as a civic community, but also
did disallow creation of ethnic identity and estsifdnent ofethnies,that would

transform Lebanese communities into a nation, éenablonial period. Following the
effects of these developments, the next chaptdrfedus on the transformation of
the relationship between France and Lebanon, alitly the changes of power

balance between different sects.
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CHAPTER 4

A SOCIETY IN TRANSITION:
PATH TO REVIVE CHRISTIAN-MUSLIM ALLIANCE
1936-1943

Following the conditions that were discussed ingrevious chapter, in this chapter |
look at the transformation of the communal (natipmdentity with decolonization
starting with 1936 and abolition of the constitatiantil the announcement of the
1943 National Pact. Basically, the primary goatlué chapter is to understand the
factors that effected the formation of an anti-otdd national consciousness that
revive the old Christian-Muslim alliance in the pickl arena. The chapter starts
with a discussion on the relationship between dalmm and new national elite.
Then, it covers the changes in the domestic soetainomic and political structure,
and their effects on national identity constructiorthe 1930s. Finally, following a
discussion on the link between the changing intenal dynamics with the Second
World War and domestic politics, the chapter fosusa the announcement of the
National Pact in 1943 and establishment of thei@ibnial) nation-state in the

post-colonial period.

4.1 Colonial Elite and Nationalist Sentiments: Sysim Creating Leaders vs.

Leader Creating Systems

In order to have a better understanding of thestmamation of the idea of the nation
and/or the national consciousness in Lebanon,dtusial to examine the effects of
the colonial state which served as the ‘model tlog ensuing process of nation-
building, since what one refers as post-colonialidoes not simply indicate a time
period following the end of colonialism, but alsefar to transformation of the old

political, social and economic structures. If ogéa define colonialism in Sartré’s
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terms and label it as a system that representeglilzechte and systematic form of
exploitation (Sartré, 2001: 31), then what is chle post-colonialism would refer to
a new system that needs understanding of econguulitical, social and cultural
implications of change, questioning of historicartainties, problematizing the
relationship of literary traditions and anterioxtse and finally de-centering and
historicizing of the subject. In other words,hktrelationship between the West and
her overseas territories is a product of a coloana/or imperial dialogue, then any
change within the nature and the scope of thigioglship would require formation
of a new dialogue, which would eventually reshape&form the economic,
political, social and cultural domain that the g¢o&d/imperial discourse formulated.

What is more, for some scholars such as Fanon, pilusess of decolonization
primarily indicated replacement of the social rdbgsdifferent actors, “the replacing
of a certain “species” of men by another “spec@sthen” (Fanon, 1968: 35); hence,
presumed creation of a ‘new’ class, native bourgeiifurther conceptualization of
decolonization in the literature presupposed actliliek between colonialism and
rise of nationalism in the non-European territariéscordingly, Third World
nationalisms were considered as recent phenomeaa Were anti-colonial
nationalisms in nature; thus made disposition ofsi&i@/European political, social
and/or economic domination and hegemony (Smith,61282, 241-242; Norbu,
1992: 5-8). However, one may argue the level of gatibility between the decay of
Western colonialism and the rise of local natigtasientiments indicates a vague

case in the Lebanese context.

As the previous chapters showed historically twom® of colonialism and
imperialism, Ottoman and French, shaped the commigeatities in Lebanon.
While the former generated the religious identiima, the latter led to
transformation of these communal identities. Noeletbs, following the arguments
of Huizinga and Gellner, if one presupposes pasnotpreceded nationalism at the
ideological level and nationalism created her matio return (see Huizinga, 1959:
99, 102-109; Gellner, 1983: 6, 57), it is possiteclaim what one describe as

Lebanese nation-building was indeed a process ahstormation of local
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patriotisms. In that case, one may present théwai of 1860 aserminus a qudor
construction of nationalism in Lebanon. Moreovertlge following two chapters will
confirm the nation-building and state-making in thest-colonial Lebanon was a

continuation of the ideologies of the"™6entury.

Hence, rather than Western colonialism and impenapreceding the nation ideal
in Lebanon, one may argue both factors emenggad passu As a further point,
even though starting from the mid™9century European imperialism and
colonialism shaped the cultural domain and intreduEuropean concepts such as
constitution, national frontiers, censuses, elestioand museums during the
processes of nation-building and state-making, vierye step of recreation of the
cultural domain and institutionalization of thesecepts domestic actors emerged
as a decisive power. Hence, one cannot claim c#dnivere merely passive actors.
Additionally, the ‘other’ that defined the ‘us’ idBty of the local patriotism
transformed in time. While the ‘other’ was Ottomampire and the Turks during
the 19" century, it became French colonialism and High @ussionaire in the

early 20" century.

On the other hand, the relationship between th#elsaof Lebanese ‘national’ entity
and the colonial/imperial system followed the doaminparadigm. It is possible to
claim by transforming the state, the economic stimecand cultural domain starting
from the 19 century, colonialism paved the way to create a reonial
intelligentsia that would eventually constitute the core of thespective post-
colonial nation-state. In the early 1920s whiletlog one hand the old social classes,
namely the clergy and the Maronite Patriarch, becatime main actors in
construction, maintenance and reconstruction oS#wotarian nature of the state, the
French mandate also created ‘secular’ educateciedli‘'am&®) who were loyal

to the new colonial state and colonial identity.

2 zu‘ama (singular za‘im) literarily means leaders and refers to “the reived leader of a

community who has the power to speak for his clierst a group or as individuals” (Firro, 2003: 93).
Yet, as | shall use the term, it would refer to tpeneration of leaders of the colonial/imperial
intelligentsia
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While the roots of the colonial bilingual elite cha traced back to the missionary
movements in the Levant, one may arguezitamaof the early 28 century was
purely a colonial construction created out of tlhieak and urban merchant and
‘ulama families, in order to counter the power vacuum reyee with the boycott of
the leading Sunni families of Sidon, Beirut andp®fi in 1920s (Firro, 2003: 94-95,
101). The coloniatu‘amaof Lebanon was composed of Christians (Emile Eatd#
Bishara al-Khuri) and Muslims (Riyad al-Sulh), bdtie newly emerged Western
educated merchant families and the descendentsaditional ‘feudal’ dynasties
who received education in the missionary schookst, Yollowing Chatterjee this
new bourgeois was “created in a relation of sulmation” within the hegemonic

project of colonial state-making and nation-buitgd{hatterjee, 1993: 36).

In the decolonial period the two dynamic leademsjl& Eddé and Bishara al-Khuri,
emerged from the Christian elite in the 1930s, emistantly competed for power.
Although both of them were born into Maronite Ctias families and educated in
the French missionary schools, they representdérdift lines of nation ideals.
While former supported the strictly exclusionistriStian nation model that based
its myth of origin to the Phoenician civilizatiomd Franc settlers, the latter

embodied the revised Lebanism of Michel Chiha.

Among those, Eddé was one of most influential malitfigures that collaborated
with the French High Commissioner before and duriing mandate period. He
joined Lebanese representatives who claimed eshabént ofGrand Libanwithin
its historic territories in 1919 and 1920; and senas a Prime Minister from 1929
until 1930 (Zamir, 1978: 232). Nonetheless, dedpiseviews on nation-building, he
remained as one of the most enthusiastic supp@teistian Lebanism. Eddé
defined the historic homeland of the Lebanese ad ktianon; identified thethnie
— that would transform the Lebanese community iatmation — not only as
Christian, but also as Catholic; and finally, aimetking French the official
language of the nation following the ancestry mythat connect Francs and
Maronites historically (EI-Solh, 2004: 15). Whatmore, following the results of
the 1932, he was the first to support differerpiatiof the Muslim dominated
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territories from Grand Liban in order to prevent submission of Christians to
Muslims in the later decades (Zamir, 1978: 232-2BR)wever, he abandoned (at
least publically) these views during presidentianpaign against al-Khuri in 1932
in order to appeal the votes of the Muslims andMaeonite Church (1978: 234-
235).

On the other hand, his opponent Bishara al-Khuuigho an independent, unified
Lebanon, whose identity was a combination of Ciamsand Arab Islamic culture,
as the model for independent nation-state. Henioee she was neither a keen
enthusiast of French colonialism as Eddé nor a atgpof Syrian unionists, and
married to the sister of Michel Chiha, al-Khuri weensidered as a moderate, he
found support from different social groups inclwglithe Jesuits and the Sunnis
(2004: 16-17). Consequently, turning him into a pdw zu‘ama,unlike the other
merchant Christian elites of the colonial Lebanang the president in the post-
colonial era (Firro, 2003: 101-102). Nonetheless may argue the success of al-
Khuri in integration of a revisionist Lebanism inmtation-building and state-making
processes laid on maintenance of balance of poetvelen different segments of
Lebanese society. Even though created and/or tnanstl by the colonial system,
the state-making and nation-building as forms ahewnal identity construction in
Lebanon, were simply products of continuous powreigglle between various social

actors.

As a final point, since national identity emergedtihe form of local patriotisms
embedded in antagonism towards an ‘other’, it issgme to claim al-Khuri took
over the power through further otherization of #rench. Besides, the domestic
struggles reinforced this otherization. The anta&guonbetween mandate and the
Lebanese institutions were at its peak in the 193dsthe other hand, not only there
were ideological clashes between the French, Mgséind Christians, but also were
within Christian (Maronite) factions (Yapp, 199607). Hence, the following
sections will focus on the conditions of transfotimra of power relations between
and within Lebanese communities, in order to haveeter understanding of the
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emergence of al-Khuri and his Arab Lebanism asnin model for state-making
and nation-building a decade later.

4.2 Transformation of OId Institutions and Social Gasses: (Re)birth of
Christian-Muslim Alliance (1936)

Constitutional period did not last long that it wasolished a decade later as a result
of the rivalry between Eddé and al-Khuri. At thelesf Dabbas’ term, the vote for
presidency resulted in a crisis dividing the Chambg Deputies. The rivalry
resulted in a deadlock where the Chamber of Depuwtias divided into two. In
order to solve the issue, some deputies suggedikdsim, Shaykh Muhammad al-
Jisr, as a compromise candidate. However, the Rréligh Commissioner Henri
Ponsot suspended the constitutional rule on Mag§932 in order to secure the
sectarian political hierarchy (EI-Solh, 2004: 15inélow, 1996: 67).

However, the acts of Ponsot dissatisfied the Fremachhorities and Paris
administration replaced him with Comte Damien dert®laon October 12 1933
(Firro, 2003, p. 122). As soon as he arrived, detdgromised the revival of
Constitutional rule and having new elections. kg issue of interpretation of the
results of the 1932 census, which directly affedtexdallocation of the seats among
the sects, became an issue of controversy betweeanite Patriarch Antoine Arida
and High Commissionaire till late 1930s. The Materiatriarchy, who controlled
the policies of the state throughout the 1920sticoausly sought revision in the
results of the 1932 census (2003: 123).

Yet, the crisis erupted in 1934 as de Martel esthbtd monopoly decrees over the
manufacture and trade of tobacco. With the intrtidacof the decreeblo. 275/LR
(1934) andNo. 16/N.R(1935) the French companies established a camté&blmacco
production. The Maronite Church, that owned a gmdedél of land for tobacco
production, was the first to criticize the Frenadn the improper use of mandatory
principles (EI-Solh, 2004: 17). The most notableuieof these decrees was the joint
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resistance of both Christian and Muslim tobaccalpoers under the leadership of
Patriarch Arida. The resistance to monopoly waging point in the policies of the
church, whose previous policies was based on aczt religious national identity
that placed protection of the Christian’s (mainlanfdnite) rights and privileges at
the centre. Whatever the initial intentions hadnhder the first time the Maronite
patriarchy had the support of the Sunni notablesdF2003: 135-136). What is
more, what had started as an economic power s&uggied into local patriotism as

Arida began to base his claims on economic indeperel

Moreover, the patriarch was also supported by th@a® nationalists, who consider
his approach as anti-mandatory, and anti-FrenclsidBs, the Arab nationalists’
attitudes toward&rand Libanwere also changing in the 1930s. The new generatio
of Arab nationalists was adopting a more crossasiet outlook, while
emphasizing ethnicity in their nationalism narradSolh, 1992: 155-156). Hence,
Arida started to support the Syrian-Lebanese waatiin return. On September
1935, in a meeting with the leaders of Syrian NatldBlo?*, Arida declared that
both Syria and Lebanon were historically unifieditees. He stated that “Lebanon
and Syria, indeed, [are] communities bound by laggy manners, traditions, [and]
economic interests. This is why it is difficult éstablish an absolute separation in
between®? (Firro, 2003: 128). However, his concern with Syrian question was
far from unification with Syria, instead he adopta approach similar to that of
Michel Chiha, which requires alliance between théri€ian and Muslim
populations. Yet, he placed the Church at the tbghis alliance as the leading

institution.

On the basis of this new approach Arida began ppat al-Khuri and his unionist
policies (Firro, 2003: 39). Hence, it is possibdectaim while the years of Ponsot
was marked with the rivalry between Eddé and al+Klie Martel’s reign turned out

to be a struggle for power between the French Higimmissionaire and the

2L The organization was created in 1928 in ordéead the struggle against the French Mandate

22 « Liban et Syrie nt, en effet, liés par la commutéade langue, de moeurs, de traditions, d'intéréts
économiques. C'est pourquoi il est difficile d'@tadntre eux une séparation absolute ».
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Maronite Patriarch, in which once again the Chwenterged as the deceive factor in
the Lebanese political organization and the natiatentity building. As a result of

this struggle in 1936 elections while Arida suppdral-Khuri and his anti-mandate
policies, de Martel supported Emile Eddé, and telpien to be elected as president
on January 30, 1936 (El-Solh, 2004: 18). Nevertg®leven though Eddé came to
power, this new anti-colonial, unionist approaclabKhuri determined the course of
the Lebanese decolonization and state-making byipukaing the conditions

emerged during the Second World War.

4.3 Change of International Power Balance: The Patlo the National Pact
(1940-1943)

In addition to the domestic changes, the late 198ithe early 1940s were marked
with changes in international arena. Hence, in otdetrengthen the loyalties to the
mandatory regime French and British began to pepomaties of alliance to their
Levantine and Mesopotamian mandates, due to thmgrikreat of Germany. While
British signed the Anglo-Ilragi Treaty with the Iragdministration (1930), French
endorsed Franco-Syrian (1936) and Franco-Lebar3®6) treaties with her two
Levantine mandates. These treaties were signifitanm the Syrian and Lebanese
nationalists’ point of view since directly (as imet Franco-Syrian Treaty of
Independence) or tacitly (Franco-Lebanese Treatlyri@ihdship and Alliance) they
guarantee the independence of the two countrieeean future. However, with the
start of the Second World War, these agreementsthasr connotation for the
French that the High Commissionaire abolished thestitutional rule for the second
time in 1939 by declaring state of emergency (HRS8004: 42-46; Firro, 2003:
146-147; Winslow, 1996: 70-71)

The changing dynamics and power relations duriegSbacond World War affected
the course of politics in the Levant, as well asthe rest of the colonized world.
While as the First World War symbolized the peakabnialism and reconstruction

of the political map of the non-European worlde #econd World War indicated the
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loosening of colonial bonds and change in the athtnative map. In other words,
not only the war resulted in a revolution in indigized countries of the West with
the substantial changes in economics, internati@ialions and technology, but also

led to a political revolution in their colonies @€e1991: 7).

By 1939 the fate of the French Empire and her gekmwas questionable. The
France was under German attack and it was no largarstitutional reality (Thobie,

et al., 1990: 311). On June 25, 1940 France anth@wy signed an armistice, which
opened the way for the occupation of three fifthid-k@nce's territory, leaving the
rest in the south east to a new government eshaolisinder the leadership of
Philippe Pétain — aging First World War hero Article 11?%). Following these

developments in the early 1940s the France wadelivibetween the Vishy's
constitutional legitimacy and the image of Pétamd she struggle for Free French
(FF) and Général de Gaulle’s — a nationalist gérieeame the symbol of freedom
during WWII — BBC broadcast of 18 June 1940. Witile Vishy regime acted as a
puppet government of the Nazi Germany, de Gaulk lsis Free French Forces
aimed to restore the dignity of théEtat Francais Yet, the struggle of FF started in
the colonies (Gaunson, 1987: 1-2). Consequenttyiai to the First World War, the
Second World War marked another milestone in tis¢ohy of colonial politics in

France and the fate of Lebanese political structure

The Levant Questiorand Syrian Occupationn the Second World War emerged as
an extension to rising German sympathy in the Nisst. The Levant crisis began
with the pro-Nazi coup d’état in Iraq in April 8941. As a result, in order to stop

increasing German influence in the Levant; and g@mévenemy penetration to the
East, during the summer of 1941 the FF forced uGerles de Gaulle and British

troops invaded Syria following a bloody battle thasulted in 4600 casualties on
Allied side (Churchill, 1951: 327-331). After théege of Syria and Lebanon, in

order to secure the loyalties of the LevantineERp Général Catroux announced in
June 8, 1941 that (Thobie, et al., 1990: 338):

2 Anglo-French Joint Statement of Aims in Syria aneésdpotamia(November, 8 1918),
http://net.lib.byu.edu/~rdh7/wwi/1918/syria.htm$t accessed in 5 February 1996].
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From now on you will be sovereign and independent
people. Your status of independence and soverignity
shall be guaranteed with the treaty [treaties @&6]%hat
defines our reciprocal relations...Our mutual sitomti
shall be the one of closely united allies in thespu of
idea and common goéfs

However, contrary to the promises made to Syrialaetthnon, later in 1941 the FF
decided to continue French domination in Levant, e Gaulle’s demands for the
administration of these territories unconditionallgd to a predicament for the
British. Similar to the crisis emerged from the felience in promises and
expectations in the treaties and agreements madesséih-McMahon
Correspondence vs. Sykes-Picot Agreement), a nisvg occurred due to conflict in
Britain’s independence promises to the Levantiagestand the requirements of the

Anglo-French alliance (Viorst, 1965: 65).

While the British accused French of being antiptithto Arabs, and giving the
Maronite Christians disportionate privileges at éxpense of Muslims, the French
claimed the British were making appeals to the Agalvernments to reduce the
French influence in the region, if not to replat&ith their own (Gauson, 1987: 5-
6). The accusations continued between the foratsdye to the state of urgency the
British repeated stated that they had no secretdageto threaten the position of
France in her colonies. Consequently an agreemastsigned between de Gaulle
and British representative Lyttleton on July 24419Through this treaty the British
recognized FF’s diplomatic status in Levant. Theeament stated that (Thobie, et
al., 1990: 338):

We, the British, do not have any intention of inffing

in any way the position of France...Free France and
Great Britain have promised to each other indepaecele
to Syria and Lebanon. We gladly admit, once thagest
was crossed [...] the France shall have the domiziaaht

4 « Vous serez donc désormais des peuples souvetsiimdépendants...votre status d'indépendance
et de souveraineté sera garanti par un traité otoseen outre définis nos rapports réciproques. En
attendant sa conclusion, notre situation mutuebeasdonc celle d’alliés étroitment unis dans la

poursuite d’'un idéal et de buts communs. »
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priviledged position among all other nations of
Europé”.

The relations with the FF and de Gaulle were detated during the summer of
1943, due to reactions of the French administratiorthe results of the 1943
elections in Lebanon (November Crisis). The elediof 1943 turned into a power
struggle between the Lebanese nationalists, FrandeBritain. Since as the earlier
elections president were to be elected by the Ckamb Deputies (not by the
general public), in order to secure the presidesgat and their position in Levant
both British and the French held their own campsignd tried to put pressure on the
Lebanese deputies. Yet, it is possible to clainy theth “cancelled each other out”
(Zisser, 2000: 42-43). At the end, the French weeéeated as none of their
candidates were elected. However, the outcome témniabeled as a British victory
either. Instead what happened was France’s inditgadsi providing support from
its traditional Lebanese allies; thus, allowing egeace of a local independent local
power. As a result, it is possible to claim antiecealism was the triggering factor in

the formation of the new nation and/or nationalisnration.

4.4 The National Pact and De-Scribing the Unified €banon (1943)

Despite the external power struggle, the 1943 ielestwere highly significant in
terms of internal struggles within Lebanon. Thecetsms were considered as the
trademark for the establishment of a Lebanon ofcathmunities. What's more,
primary outcome of the elections was the estableitnof the National Pact. The
pact rather than a written agreement was an omliradicating a consensus between
two major communities, the Christians and the Musli It initially stressed on
Christians’ recognition of Lebanon’s place in thed world, and Muslims’ abjuring

of unification with Syria ideals.

% « Nous, Britanniques, n'avons nullement I'intentiiampiéter d’aucune facon sur la position de la
France [...] La France libre et la Grande-Bretagnetdine et I'autre promis I'indépendance a la
Syrie et au Liban. Nous admettons volontiers qu'ioie cette étape franchie, et sans la remettre en
cause, la France devra avoir une position dominateprivilédgiée parmi toutes les nations
d’Europe. »
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Accordingly, both parties agreed that power allmratvould be done on the basis of
communal divisions; in which Maronite community salered to have seniority
(according to 1932 census). In line with that tbeegnment would be structured on
proportional basis that it would have six Christard five Muslim members (Zisser,
2002: 233-234). Yet, another aspect stressed ipabewas the Arab character of the
state fajh ‘arabi). In Riyad al-Sulh’s words, the pact aimed to Arabthe
Christians and Lebanize the Muslims (Attie, 200).: Bowever, this revision in
identities was a product of both the encouragemoérgxternal actors, namely the
Britain — who wanted to contain and diminish Frepdfitical power in the Levant —
and domestic political parties who were in searichlliances to destroy the colonial

rule in the region.

According to these understandings the 1926 Cotistituvas revised. While Part
Five (Provisions Relating to the Mandatory Powed #me League of Nations) was
abridged totally, the nature of the symbol of trevrrepublic was redefined. The
Article 1, which described Lebanon as “an indepahded indivisible state” whose
frontiers were defined as the “ones which are @fig recognized by the Mandatory
French Government and by the League of Nations’s weplaced with the Article
stating Lebanon as an “independent, indivisibleseseign state” (The Lebanese
Constitution, 1997: 225-226). Moreover, the newocelof the flag were determined
as “three horizontal stripes, a white stripe betw®e red ones” where a cedar three
occupies the centre of the flag (Article 5) (19926).

Following these changes on November 9, 1943 thelAr®5, which explained the
raison d'étreof the Mandate administration, was restated asiideline for the
abolitions of the (old) sectarianism. In the netice it is stated that:

The Chamber of deputies that is elected on thes ludsi
equality between Muslims and Christians shall tddee
appropriate measures to bring about the abolitibn o
political confessionalism according to a transiéibn
plan. A National Committee shall be formed and Ishal
be headed by the President of the chamber of Deputi
and the Prime Minister, leading political, inteligal,
and social figures.
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During the transitional phase:

(1) The sectarian groups shall be represented in aajusbt
equitable manner in the formation of Cabinet.

(2) The principle of confessional representation in ligub
service jobs, in the judiciary, in the military asécurity
institutions, and in public and mixed agencies Ishal
cancelled in accordance with the requirements of
national conciliation; they shall be replaced by th
principle of expertise and competence. Howevern@ra
One posts and their equivalents shall be exceptad f
this rule, and the posts shall be distributed dgual
between Christians and Muslims without reserving an
particular job for any sectarian group but rather
applying the principles of expertise and competence
(1997: 259-260).

However, it is possible to claim, the National Pather than creating a totally new
political structure, settled with reconstructiontisé old structures. While trae jure

sectarian discrimination of the common people lefie law was abolished, the
equality on the political domain continued to béired over numerical ascendancy.
In other words, while the pact granted social migbitio the citizens of the new
nation-state in the social and economic domainghénpolitical domain sectarian

classification and discrimination continued.

Additionally, despite the changes in the constiitaiming for granting rights to the
Muslim subaltern, the pact and the government didyf nothing for gendering the
language of the constitution. Laur Mogheizel — ohthe pioneers of women'’s rights
in Lebanon — claims that the Lebanese laws andtitainen had a gender-neutral
language and does not specify the equality of emanyacultural, and/or social rights
of men and women (Joseph, 2000: 126). Instead, ppssible to claim women not
only utterly excluded in the formation of the oa#tiship myths through the
establishment of a national jurisdiction; they walgo ripped of their rights granted
by the French and the Ottoman laws. While throungioduction of Election Law of

1950 deprived of women from the right to vote (Whwvere granted with 1934
decree), the prevailing citizenship laws of 1925idé women from passing
citizenship to their children and/or holding theitizenship (rights) once they
married to a foreigner (contrary to 1925 Ottomamsla(2000: 126-128).
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In addition to, its all shortcomings as a civicioatbuilding symbol, the National

Pact also cannot be considered as a modern pheparfa@arbeing an oral agreement
between the elitez(i'amg of the society. In other words, one may labelghet as a

top to bottom communal identity constitution emerges a result of the power
struggles generated between the two dominant Earopewers, and within the
domestic elite. Nonetheless, through National Ragttinuity with both Islamo-

Arabic past and Christian-Phoenician heritage weawiged. Hence, what Smith
labeled as ethnic nationalism was revised and ggiefl and a new origin myth
heralding the unity of various sects was createst, i the next chapter | will focus
on the effects of this new imagining during thelyarears of the independent

Lebanon over an analysis of the reign of al-Khad &hamoun.
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CHAPTER 5

BIRTH OF AN INDEPENDENT STATE AND A SECTERIAN NATIO N:
THE REIGN OF BISHARA AL-KHURI & CAMILLE CHAMOUN
1943-1957

In the previous chapter | discussed the conditgererated with political, social and
economic changes in the domestic and internaticaranas, and al-Khuri’s

emergence of the leader of the new Lebanon, aloitly the establishment of

National Pact as the cement of the post-colongttitly. In this chapter | focus on al-

Khuri and Chamoun periods in detail, in order taenstand the (re)construction of
the structure and the organization of the indepentebanon as both state-making
and nation-building processes. The chapter staitis a discussion on Lebanese
imagining term of al-Khuri rule starting from thar@uncement of the National Pact
in 1943 until the elections of 1947. Then, it dsses the resistance this imagining
generated within the power balance among diffesental actors and focuses on the
period started with the 1947 elections until theaasination of Riyad al-Sulh in 1951
and 1952 elections. Lastly, the section focusethereffects of both the national pact

and al-Khuri regime in national identity constiturti

The second part of the chapter focuses on Camiien@un period and aims to
provide a discussion on how the absence of theomduilding project in the
independent Lebanon resulted in (re)constructionoddnial identities. Following a
discussion on the changes in the Chamoun periothensocial, political and
economic domains, the chapter analyzes the rewiv@hristian nationalism starting
from 1952. Then it covers the relationship betweésternational, regional and
domestic actors that resulted in an antagonisteepstruggle by 1957. The chapter
claims that even though colonialism of theé"18nd the early 20 centuries were
ceased to effect the policies and projects of theBuropean world, a new form of
colonialism emerged that controlled the politicgdcial and economic practices of

these regions.
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5.1 Emergence of an Arab-Christian Nation: The Reig of Al-Khuri (1943-1952)

5.1.1 Reimagining Lebanon and Integration into theArab World (1943-1947)

The famous dictum of Renan: “getting its historyomg is part of being a natiof?”
can be presented as the gist of Lebanese natidshiriguduring and after the French
mandate (Renan, 1882). Yet, following Ernest Reaatt Benedict Anderson, one
may label nation-building as a process of contirsuself-actualization and forgetting
(Renan, 1882; Anderson 1991: 204-205). Accordingigtions remember and
deliberately forget certain parts of its history ilhconstituting of their social
identity. What is more, the use of this cyclical my took its pace in the
construction of the myths of the nation in the Ledse context. While the myth of
origin and/or the cult of ancestor of the natiorrevnagined as essentially Christian
and Phoenician during the mandate period, this imvagy was corrected by the
invented traditions of the new post-colonial statea synthesis of the history of
Arabness and Christianity, ethnicity and religion, the early years of the new

independent state.

What is more, within this cycle of remembering dojetting, the state-making and
nation-building in the early 1940s focused on seguof the loyalty to the already
established state apparatus, rather than redefineaimits of national frontiers and
content of ethno-religious categories. In otherdsothe aim of the new state was to
provide continuity with the past, while creatinghew social identity. In line with
Hobsbawm’s presuppositions Lebanese state sougdityicof its members over the

use of imaginary. As Hobsbawm claimed through phixess,

[b]oth "traditions™ actually invented, constructadd
formally instituted and those emerging in a lesslga
traceable manner with a brief and dateable periad -
matter of a few years perhaps - and establishing
themselves with great rapidity....seek to inculcate
certain values and norms of behaviour by repetition
which automatically implies continuity with the pas
(Hobsbawm, 1983: 1).

% « I'erreur historique, sont un facteur essenteladcréation d'une nation »
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Yet, establishment of continuity with the past ihet1940s Lebanon began
constitution of a new flag. The old flag of the rdate period with a cedar three on
the French tricolor not only used as a tool foitlegzation of the colonial rule, but
also as a medium emphasizing the Phoenician- @Ghristult of ancestors.
Accordingly, while the cedar tree, which grew imttiparticular geography of the Mt.
Lebanon, claimed as the symbol (withess of the gadtthe future) for its durability,
the colors red, white and blue symbolized the Pioteam heritage. Among those
while the red stood for the blood spilled for thatrie, white signified the snowy
mountains of Mt. Lebanon; hence the historical hamd On the other hand, blue
represented the merchant character of the Phoersi@ad their will to explore
(Kaufman, 2004: 21). Nonetheless, this Phoenidianinvented by the colonial rule
was replaced with a new trio, “three horizontaipsts, a white stripe between a red
ones” where a cedar three occupies the centreedflaly (Article 5) (The Lebanese
Constitution, 1997: 226), that excluded the Phaanisymbolism.

Moreover, the national flag as a symbol was simgplyransformed old tradition,
which was used to establish or legitimize instins and social hierarchies of the
French colonial rule, rather than being a purelgwhtradition invented to provide
social cohesion and collective identity. Even tHoubge new flag eliminated the
Phoenician blue, and the Lebanist cult of ancestorsontinued to emphasize the
patrie and the historical homeland that were introducgthle French. What is more,
the nation continued to use the same national antdwed as the previous chapter

showed (almost) the same constitution.

Yet, following the National Pact there were not mamstitutional revisions in the
state-making and nation-building processes. Hemoe,may argue the primary goal
of the new state was keeping the various (hostdejs and communities together as
in most of the newly independent states Third Wethtes. However, the rationale
of the new state can be attributed to emergeneewvafry hostile environment. With
the weakening of French power, Lebanon was begupretperceived as a prey —
which needs to be absorbed within a greater Arally bly many Syrian intellectuals

and Hashemite dynasty. Therefore, the Lebanesemguy under al-Khuri became a
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checks and balances system aiming integrationtésnational and regional systems
while keeping National Pact as an initiative (Zrs28000: 85-86).

Another task that the government stressed uponthegvacuation of all foreign

forces while establishing friendly ties with Frarfoe to secure the future of Franco-
Lebanese relations. Even though France propossidrovarious treaties with the al-
Khuri after the November crisis in order to strémayt its position in the region,

Khuri rejected all the offers for claiming to hapee-set conditions. In spite of that,
French tried to pressure the government through®ddl by supporting Emile Eddé.
Nonetheless, despite Maronite Church’s cooperatibthe end of 1944 the relations
between the two countries were in a deadlock anti94b violent demonstrations
took place as French brought new troops to Be¥et, in 1945 the evacuation of the
French forces began and ended with departure dhgtdroops a year later (Zisser,
2000: 90-92).

As the state rescued herself from the last vidifalees of colonial violence, starting
from 1944 al-Khuri began to put more emphasis doabese integration to the Arab
world. Even though political unification with ther@b world was bound to a series of
violent discussions, all ideological camps agreedhe necessity of the continuation
of the economic relations with the Arab world (Ow&888: 28). In addition to the
economic benefits, the integration was a neceshity to the ambiguous political
position of Lebanon in the international arena.c8ihebanon’s independence was
not fully accepted in the international arena dralgtate was restrained between the
hostile French colonialists and Syrian unionistdlaboration with the Arab Muslim

neighbours considered as a must for the nationakhmg to be successful.

In order to secure the continuity of the state atoBer, 7 1944 al-Khuri signed
Alexandria Protocol with six other major Arab s&tagreeing to the establishment
of a joint Arab organization. The immediate benefithe protocol was recognition
of the political status of the country. Accordinglyebanon was defined as an
independent and sovereign state that the Artic&ated that:
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The Arab States represented on the Preliminary
Committee emphasize their respect of the indepareden
and sovereignty of Lebanon in its present frontiers
which the governments of the above States havadjre
recognized in consequence of Lebanon's adopti@n of
independent policy, which the Government of that
country announced in its program of October 7, 1943
unanimously approved by the Lebanese Chamber of
Deputie$’

Further, since the protocol required cooperationwben the parties (Syria,
Transjordan, Iraq, Lebanon and Egypt) on economittural, social matters, along
with the political issues, the new government aintegplease different segments of
the society. However, while the French was suspgi@f the protocol and
considered it as a British scheme to expel Freawily from the Levant and Middle
East, three groups, Maronite Patriarchy, Eddéistd ¢he Mediterraneanists,
conducted the course of the domestic oppositiorS(ih, 2004: 251-253). As a
result, the government was faced with harsh csitid and resistance by the
nationalist elite due to the articles related ® pnemises of organization of the union
between the six states. The section (Article 1) tescribes the goal of the union
was the most problematic. Accordingly the aim oé grotocol was defined as

controlling:

[T]he execution of the agreements which the above
states will conclude; to hold periodic meetings afhi
will strengthen the relations between those states;
coordinate their political plans so as to insureirth
cooperation, and protect their independence and
sovereignty against every aggression by suitablensie
and to supervise in a general way the affairs and
interests of the Arab countrf&s

However, the ambiguity of the scope and limits @bgeration in the text led to the
revival colonial dependency arguments. Maronitai&ah Arida claimed that the
protocol was a text (potentially) denying the indegence and sovereignty of

Lebanon since, rather than a Western/French rdbathon was now put under the

" The Alexandria Protocol; October 7, 194#tp://www.yale.edu/lawweb/avalon/mideast/alex.htm
[last accessed in 30 July 2007].

%8 |bid.
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restrictions of a different power (Arab union) (20®53-254). Following Arida’s
concerns, Eddéists and the Mediterraneanists, wioe remaining two prominent
groups that supported Christian nationalism alsiicized the nature of the
conference and the protocol. The membership dismsded to revival of the old
Arabism vs. Christianism/Lebanism debates in Lebahotheir view the union with
Arab (Muslim) states reflected the will of the SuRnime Minister Riad al-Sulh and
his scheme to replace the Christian face of theuBlep(El-Solh, 2004: 255).

These debates sharpened a year later, as Lebaned jo the League of Arab States
[4w_a)l Jsall 24s], founded by the other six states, Egypt, Iraggddo, Saudi Arabia,
Syria and Yemen, on March, 22 1945. Similar to pinetocol the league aimed
coordination in economic, cultural, social affaiemd health affairs; and forbids
member states from resorting to force against edbbf®. However, in order to
prevent further agitation on half of the Christiarationalists, the Lebanese
committee adopted a con-unionist, and anti-Islafarsjuage during the discussions
over the text of the league (EI-Solh, 2004: 273)275

The Lebanese draft for the pact based on preservati the independence and
sovereignty of the member states, idea of coomerati the non-political fields;

whereas, were utterly against the compulsory atgin except in case of the
disputes over the frontiers and the sovereignty ntdmber states, domestic
jurisdiction of a member state and issues relatethé interests of foreign powers
(2004: 269). Yet, despite the attitude of the Les@nCommission, the nationalists
continued their anti-unionist claims. One may ardhe failure of the government to
suppress the anti-Arabism of the Christian natistelies on al-Khuri regime’s too

much reliance on the National Pact and a few natisgmbols to provide social

cohesion and to legitimize their moderate rule hRathan creation of new symbols
and a new class to legitimize their power, theyatyetried to replace seats of French

bureaucrats in the institutions and organizatiensmfled through colonial imagining.

29 Pact of the League of Arab States, March 22, 1945
http://www.yale.edu/lawweb/avalon/mideast/arablbtg.[last accessed in 30 July 2007]
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As a further point, the government also did noerafit to establish a national
education system through which it could transmute [new] ideology of the

independent state. Majority of the schools remaineder the missionaries. Even
though the language of the state was defined abi@At®y the constitution (Article

11), due to lack of state schools the missionahpogls continued to produce a
bilingual elite educated in European/Western oakstt discourse, which further
reinforce the heterogeneity within the Lebaneséucell(Salem, 2003: 46). The other
result of the lack of unified national educationswhe increasing vulnerability of the
new State to the ideological movements dominatedist of the Arab world in the
1940s and 1950s (i.e. Nasserism) (2003: 45). Thexgeit is possible to claim though
there was a state-making process, there was nonratiilding project in Lebanon

during the reign of al-Khuri.

While international and regional affairs were mauléority than domestic ones
during the Khuri regime, internal issues and postenggles marked the course of
domestic politics. To begin with, shortly after tNevember crisis of 1943, Khuri
tried to discharge Emile Eddé the from the Chanubédeputies only to be opposed
(and prevented) by the French, as well as, the nibajof Maronite leadership and
the supporters of Lebanese independence includikgwi’'s Prime Minister Riyad
al-Sulh (Zisser, 2000: 90-92). However, for to sedhe survival of the government,

in 1944 Eddé was discharged from the chamber.

Further, on April 1944 elections were held to thle empty seats in the chamber.
However, the elections brought a subtle power gleugetween the government and
local notables (especially in North Lebanon). Whilee government supported

Wahib Taraya Ja’ja (supported by Sulh) and Nadsa dl-Khuri (supported by the

president), the other candidate Yusuf Karam wasidened as an ally of Eddé. The
elections turned into a battle of prestige for gloeernment, as Karam increased his
chances to be elected. Furthermore, the electilsosbeecame the battle ground for

Anglo-French rivalry in the Levant.

Despite government’s pressures for support, Karams te victorious party — and

his success considered as a symbol of anti-governmevement. The day Karam
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came to Beirut for to take his oath (April 27, 1944 clash between Karam’s
supporters, the French soldiers and the Lebandse pesulted in death of a number
of Lebanese. Yet, later the April 27 incident beeaan excuse for the arrest of Eddé
supporters (Zisser, 2000: 110-113). Thus, one nuagclade just like the French
High Commissioners ruled Lebanon through disciphne control from 1920 until
1941, al-Khuri government continued to play thet passtern father in state-making.

5.1.2 New Power Struggles, Nationalism Narrationsral Khuri's Second Term
(1947-1951)

Following the expulsion of Eddé from the cabindig tfirst elections of the
independent Lebanon were held on May 25, 1947. @ag argue the initiative
behind the elections were to increase the goverhswgporters in the Chamber of
Deputies to guarantee reelection of Khuri to the € presidency (Goria, 1985: 29).
The 1947 legislative elections were also intergsimtheir own accord. The rivalry
between Camille Chamoun — a Maronite Christian memibf al-Khuri's

Constitutional Bloc — and al-Khuri along with Anta'adah — leader of Syrian
National Party known for his anti-Arabist and prgri&n policies —, Emile Eddé and
finally Fawzi Qawuqji — former leader of Arab revoh Palestine — marked the
course of elections. Nevertheless, rather thanigorenterference, government
interference managed to bring out the results eftelns; and al-Khuri was elected

for the second time.

However, one may argue al-Khuri ruled Lebanon simib the way the French did.
Each cabinet seek its own political survival angdeateling of the circumstances were
replaced with weaker ones. Yet, in his first sbasgeterm Khuri achieved major
success (especially in the international affairsaprand made most of the Sunni
notables dependent on himself that he was ableetelécted for a second term
(Winslow, 1996: 93-97). Nevertheless, events indsisond term and the charges of
political and financial corruption laid the groufat decline in his power. Similar to
Fanon’s claims on absence of a national bourgedise underdeveloped world, the

zu‘amaslowed down the harmonious development of theongranon, 1968: 174-
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176). Even though most of them were educated iof@aan schools, and familiar
with the modern European conceptualization of sgaté nation, theu‘amakept
their primeval religious, patriarchal, parochiabahments ,and rather than becoming
a replica of European dynamic, educated, seculargeois, they turned into a

greedy cast and the caricature of western (najidmairgeois.

Yet, as the case of election of Karam indicateg, miay label the political structure
in Lebanon during the reign of al-Khuri as an ‘éeal patriarchy’ or ‘electoral

feudalism’ (Winslow, 1996: 87). Rather than an eagi on democracy and equality
of all, the elections became the playground for tiaelitional elements that the
traditional zu'ama controlled every step of the political participati Especially

during the period between 1947 and 1952 corrupaioth nepotism became a major
problem in political affairs. As a further poinhet political corruption went hand-in-
hand with economic corruption that tke‘amatried to continue the privileges the

primeval attachments would provided them.

On the other hand, since the new state did notcatmesstablish a class loyal to its
policies, somezu‘ama revived pre-mandate nationalisms in the form olitigal
parties. Among those, Kamal Jumblat and his Natid®acialist Front (NSF)
emerged as a powerful opponent. Jumblat — a Deemel who had close ties with
French; and educated in French missionary schoalsted as the Lebanese Gandhi
aiming to attach anti-sectarian character to tHetigal structure of Lebanon through
non-violent revolutionary politics (Goria, 1985:)31n addition to NSF, Syrian
Social National Party (SSNP) of Antun Saadeh caateas another powerful threat
to al-Khuri’s reign. Founded in 1932, the ideolagfySSNP was organized around
the ideal ofGrand Syrieand supported unification of Syria and Lebanon 51353).

In order to change the government’s Arabist tengsnion 1949 the party declared a
revolution in Lebanon. However, with the help o thyrian government Sa’ada was
captured and executed shortly afterwards. Yetpwahg this incident the Khuri rule
became more authoritarian that journalists and papers were under constant
control and police were on alert for possible eraeog of reformist ideas (Winslow,
1996: 97).
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Another significant event that worsened the coodsicreated by the National Pact
and zu‘amg was the war with Israel (1948). Lebanon — as anbe of the Arab
League — declared war on Israel a day after ittadet@on of independence in 1948.
Even though due to its weak military power, Lebamta not play a major role
during the battle, the war resulted in further ade®pg the communal boundaries.
Not only the loss shook the legitimacy of the goweent’s international policies, but
also did introduce a new ethnic category, Palestiniefugees, to the already
complex Lebanese social structure. The only pastide the 1948 war brought was
skilled and unskilled labor, the capital and comesamhat led economic prosperity in
1950s.

However, the aftermath of war was more problenfatiche Lebanese political and
social composition in the long-run as the incregsinmber of refugees threatened
the balance between the Christian and the Muslipuladion. Yet, even though the
number of refugees was very high, initially therere&vno open criticisms, except the
protest of Maronite Archbishop Ignatus Mubarak. dhtveless, in order to secure
the sectarian power balance in the society, theahebte state dealt with refugees
according to the premises of the Maronite-Sunmamtle of 1943. In order to secure
the horizontally differentiated communal hierarchighe state developed two
interrelated policies. The refugees, almost allwdfom were peasants, mainly
prevented to settle in Lebanon and denied theagnattion to the economic domain.
The refugee camps were the primary mediums of tmamment of the refugee
issue. The Muslims faced with strict discriminatidtspecially the refugee camps
established in southern Lebanon, occupied mainlthbyMuslim poor, were in poor
condition and Palestinians in the camps suffergdrety (Sayigh, 1994: 23; Hudson,
1997: 248-249). As the Maronite hostility towardald3tinians increased al-Khuri
reign failed to legitimize its actions.

As a final point, by the end of 1940s the governtalelegitimacy was constantly
threatened by the rival nationalist models, devedbjm the late 10 century. Since
the National Pact itself was a pre-modern entitybiing a contract between leaders
rather than communities, the premises of the pasewalid as long as the two

leaders established and maintained their hegenrafec Yet, when in 1951 Riyad
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al-Sulh was assassinated by the SSNP in orderdngavthe death of Saadeh, the
pact and the ideology it represented quickly diaswl Following Gellner, since there
were no national bourgeois and/or a national higltuce, the revised Lebanism of
al-Khuri failed to construct a nation, and was aepdd with a new Christian

nationalism model, that rejected Muslim and Arahbrelster of the Lebanon.

5.1.3 Phoenicia Revisited: The Effects of the Naimal Pact and the al-Khuri
rule (1943-1952)

Even though al-Khuri and al-Sulh aimed to makelbendaries between the Muslim
and Christian communities more fluid by Arabizirg tChristians and Lebanizing
the Muslims, at the end of their 8 years of reitg relationship between the two
communities hardly changed (if not for the word&)r one thing the pact and its
aftermath represented not only a domestic consemsafiocation of power, but also
an agreement with Western and regional actors eneiercise of power. As the
above discussions show, the checks and balancésy potroduced by al-Khuri
resulted in development in state-making rather timation-building. As Attie
claimed the pact presupposed an alliance betwerfessional elites; hence, did
neither seek integration of communities together establishment of a common
national identity (Attie, 2004: 27).

Nonetheless, following the consociationalism discuss of the scholars such as
Lijphart and Hudson one may argue the practiceaat pvas successful in terms of
modern state-making. Lebanon, whose political, entin and social structures were
organized by a cartel of elites not only mimic asteen structure, but also
established its own unique model through actingthen basis of the principles of
consociational systeth Al-Khuri (and the later Chamoun) rule made maiatece of

stability, avoidance of violence, and survival odwer sharing institutions the

primary goal within a system where rival religiogsibcultures competed for

% In Lijphart's conceptualization the stability dfie system depends on six factors in which the
leaders and/or the elite is the key figure: (1)ids lines of cleavage, (2) a multiple balancepotver,

(3) an external threat, (4) moderate level of matizsm, (5) popular attitude seeking a grand cioaljt

(6) relatively few load on the decision making aggpas (Lipjhart, 1968: 25-30).
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institutional and political power. Hence, the Lebs@ political organization starting
from 1943 until the civil war of 1975 can be lalgkla system capable of structural
modernization” (Hudson, 1966: 174) modeled aftee tpolitical systems of
Scandinavian and Low Countries (such as Switzeylahastria and Belgium)
(Lijphart, 1969: 207).

On the other hand, it is also possible to claimldo& of a common identification
ground, the idea of being a nation, generated ehgdls in establishment of stability
and consensus in the society. Even though faile(tejronstruct a high culture,
following Geller and Hobsbawm one may claim, thatestin Lebanon did indeed
determine the conditions for emergence of natismalsince the late ¥9century

(Gellner, 1983: 55; Hobsbawm, 1990: 10, 44-45). Ewesv, rather than nationalism
engendering a nation, the nationalism led to relpcton of the state, leading to a

continuous antagonistic power struggle for soclahtity.

Nonetheless, in order to legitimize the pact anel ¢bnfessional system, starting
from the mid-1940s, Phoenicia and Phoenicianisnabag be (re)emphasized in the
high culture of the new state. It is possible tairal the textual and/or ideological
reproduction of the ideology during this period mgiconducted over the works of
Michael Chiha. Through his speeches and essaysaCliidl the ground for
maintaining and legitimizing the ideological colwsi“formed by the financial-
mercantile oligarchy and old landed interests” thi@n & Olseretti, 2003: 42)

Accordingly, nation was depicted as product of ayuof will rather than a result of
shared language and religion (2003: 48). Lebanspasented as a carbon-copy of
Phoenicid’; hence, a haven for minorities and an economiardréor its citizens.
While the organization of the constitution alonghwihe premises of consociational
representation labeled as a necessity to provitdeston within the multi-sectarian
community, thdaissez-affairsystem and low taxation presented as the natesaltr

of being essentially a merchant republic (2003529-Additionally, all these actions

*1|n his essay, On Freedom, Chiha described LebagdfA] maritime republic is always a merchant
republic—the laws of geography and history warthis way.In such a republic, it is just that the
merchants, inspired by the highest kind of pubici®dness, know their rights and duties better.
They also should be more closely tied to publicdifid the making of laws, and feature in the Cdunci
of State in a more respectable and effective.in@lartman & Olseretti, 2003: 45)
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were legitimized over the discourse of destinyatidition to the 4a diversite est
notre destin »ideal, the cult of ancestors was further helpedntaintain and
legitimize the acts of government through the mydhsistorical and geographical
continuity with the golden age of the Phoeniciaal{anese) civilization (Firro, 2004
22). In his speeches right after the declaratiomndépendence Chiha defined the
independent Lebanon as:

In relation to the extent of our territorthe Lebanon

of today is practically the same as the original
Lebanon-Phoenicia. . . . The range of the Lebanese
mountains is our backbone, both literally and
figuratively, it runs parallel to the sea and thaio of
cities by the sea (2003: 44).

As a result of the increasing emphasis on the rajibrigin and perceived threat of
the ‘Muslim Other’ by the Maronites a new cartel alites took over the power
following 1952 elections. Yet, in the following gbter | will discuss the nature of
change in national identity constitution of thetstitom 1952 till 1957, and provide
the factors behind emergence of a reverse natiddibg during the reign of Camille

Chamoun.

5.2 Reclaiming Colonial Identity: Reimagining Chridian Lebanon (1952-1957)

5.2.1 Revival of Christian Nationalism (1952)

Even though Camille Chamoun began to turn intosgmabol of opposition starting
from 1949, it was only after the assassination-&wh (1951) and al-Khuri’'s loss of
power, he could assume presidency. In 1952 asudt idsthe support of the British
and the majority of Muslim deputies, he was ele@sdhe second president of the
independent Lebanon; and served as president 188B (Attie, 2004: 46). Hence,
the political rule of the country was legitimizedthvthe alliance between the
external and domestic actors, as in the decadéerafls a Maronite Christian
zu‘ama he was also educated in the missionary schoalsnramked in the colonial

institutions. Yet, even though he was a memberl-#thary’s Constitutional Bloc
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and worked as a minister in a number of his govemts) Chamoun broke with al-
Khuri following the 1947 elections, to protest thiikegal modifications of the

constitution to reelect al-Khuri for a second tékilson, 1997: 97).

Despite the criticisms, the presidency of Chamaoam loe labeled as a continuity of
the economic and political projects of the al-Khegime and turned Lebanon into
the ‘Switzerland of the Middle East’. Yet, the 1Rays (1946-1958) of the two
presidencies was characterized with two paradoxieaélopments. While on the one
hand a cartel of elites, with a rural and urban mwamcial background, held the
political power in their hands and continuouslystied in between at the expense of
the collapse of the public order, on the other satheé public presented support for
the sectarian differentiation revised with the 19&ional Pact and supported the
consociational democracy. Every step of the nevedutracy was elitist and venal;
yet, welcomed with the alliance between the sét#sr(s, 1996: 137).

What is more, one may argue Chamoun began tohlaleduntry in an authoritarian
way, similar to al-Khuri. As he faced with hostliof the upper-class, who wanted to
maintain the privileges of the old social order, dsserted radical the institutional
and the symbolic revisions to secure his politpalver. The first changes during the
Chamoun presidency started in the parliament. [Qutime previous decade the
electoral map was dominated by the al-Khuri sumggerias a result of the vote-
buying tactics emerged during the colonial rulee Established alliances with the
rural zu‘ama,and making of the ‘gand lists’ for candidates heslin establishment

of a presidential patronage (1996: 138). Hencepraer to break the pre-modern
attachments of the parliament, Chamoun made rengsio the electoral system and

increased the seats of the deputies.

Nonetheless, it is possible to claim what Chamadrirdleed was again replacement
of the old actors with new ones at the expensénefilalance brought by National
Pact (1996: 141). The aim was to prevent influérdaders of the sects, such as
Kamal Jumblat (Druze), Ahmad al-Asa’ad and Sa’ita®a(Muslim), to determine
the seats of the parliament in favor of a cert@immunity, in order to maintain the

bureaucratic stability. However, Muslim Communigpecially the Sunnis felt
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alienated by his effort to undermine the authooitghe premiership. Hence, the rule
of Chamoun can also be labeled as the violatidgheNational Pact of 1943.

The dissatisfaction on behalf of the Muslim comntyibiecame visible as a pamphlet
was published by the Mu'tamar al-Hay'at al-Islamaywl-Da’'im by the Sunni
community in 1953. Accordingly, 13 main articlesrevglefined, out of which two of
them dealt with economic dissatisfaction of the oamity, to show the unequal
distribution of rights between Muslims and Chrissaand biased (symbolic)
construction of Lebanon as a Christian nation. Tdissatisfaction with the
nationality law, incomplete census results andstasce to conduct new census, lack
of revision in the textbooks, representation of rdop as a Christian state by the
Tourism Office, and lack of Islamic representatiorhe National Museum were the
main arguments presented in the pamphlet (Atti®@4265-56). Even though the
pamphlet did not gain much support from the leadéithe Muslim community, the
criticisms increased gradually. The gap betweentwtecommunities broadened in
the trial of the writer Georges Ibrahim Shaker, vdtlegedly insulted Islam in his
works. Yet, the events in the celebration of ProgHgirthday in 1954 were the peak
of Sunni frustration with the regime and Chamounrsvezcused of deliberately

weakening the Muslim political power (2004: 57).

Despite the political and social dissatisfactiorthwthe rule, the presidency of
Chamoun was not criticized on the basis of the ecoa policies. Although Khuri
was the one that established the ties with Aralmems, it was Chamoun whose
reign was benefited from those, and turned the trpunto the ‘merchant republic’
ideal. He signed trade agreements with Iraq, Jor8gria and Egypt in 1953; and
put special emphasis on tourism as a source ohuevé2004: 53). As a result of
increasing economic prosperity with the liberalreamic policies, “[T]he state began
to reap the benefits of its public services, inolgdwater, electricity, railroads,
tramways, and others” (Salem, 2003: 60). Not ohly dominant position of the
Christians in the economic domain was reinforced, power of the merchants and
the Christian bankers were increased in shapingtib@omic policies, but also the
country as the cradle of Phoenician civilizatioechme an economic narration as

well.
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On the other hand, despite these discriminatorpgés in the institutional structure
of the country, the literary narratives of the aatremained non-problematic and
hopeful. The Lebanon continued to be imagined ftijinctlne writings of Gibran and
Chiha in the 1950s (Salem, 2003: 57). Similar tor&n’s and Chiha’s invention of
Lebanon a Phoenician/Merchant republic, Chamounented the state as
Phoenician-Christian. In addition to political asatial construction of Lebanon, as a
Christian state whose roots could be found in titeyaity, the new state (along with
her nation) was economically imagined as a Phoamientity. However, all this
imagining led only the criticism of constructionmfyth of origin over Phoenicia, but
also criticism of economy. Chamoun criticized fauttpng priority on physical
infrastructure projects and visible constructiontled Lebanese identity rather than
providing expenditure on public development prgecuch as education and job

creation, even though there were huge amount eings (Attie, 2004: 53).

Yet, the hostilities towards the Chamoun rule wasidated as the Baghdad Pact of
February 1955 signed. Even though Lebanon wasm®bbthe parties of the pact, it
generated a number of criticisms and discussiofegeck to the identity of the
Lebanese nation and state. While in the 1940s & thva Christian Maronites were
threatened with implications of the protocols af #hrab League, in the 1950s Sunni
and Shiite population felt defenseless as a resiltthe increasing foreign
intervention (namely US) and rising emphasis onisBilanity at the expense of the
balance created with the National Pact (1943).

Additionally, spreading ideology of Nasserism ire tregion further reinforced the
will for Arab nationalism among the Muslim membefsthe state to secure their
survival. In addition to the domestic disputesyrifer problem Chamoun faced with
between 1955 and 1957 was the increasing polasizati the Western and regional
powers. While on the one hand Cold War politicdJ& and USSR was threatening
the regional alliances, the emerging Arab natiemaliof Nasser of Egypt was

challenging the legitimacy of the power of Chamoun.
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5.2.2 Emergence of Neocolonial Circumstances andSociety on the Verge of
Civil War (1955-1957)

One may argue, even though in 1943 the Lebaneskicablentity claimed
independence and disattachment from the colonstkery, colonialism as a system
managed to control Lebanese political, economid,satial policies by transforming
itself with the changing historico-political andosomic conditions of the world
politics. This new system of colonialism (neocoldism), which can be labeled as
“the worst form of imperialism” in Kwame NkrumZfts words not only challenged
the already fragile structure of Lebanon but thelThird World.

The threat the neocolonialism set was driving fritva fact that unlike the (old-
fashioned) colonialism, the imperial actors coukereise power without justifying
the actions it was taking abroad. What is more;esiiere is no visible opponent in
this new system, there is no visible oppositionh@me) that could act as a shelter
for the oppressed (Nkrumah, 1965: xi). In line wiltiat view, the previous forces,
France and Britain was replaced with new powerthéMiddle East region. While
before the First World War neither US nor USSR wafactor in Middle East,
following the end of Second World War both courdgriemerged as the new
exploiters in the world politics, especially onuss of oil, integrity of Middle East

and competition for global power.

Yet, following the Suez war of 1956, the Eisenhow®octrine, which was

introduced by the US to protect the Middle Eastnfré@oviet encroachment,
Lebanese nation-building as a project ceased toatgpas the survival of the state
became the priority. Moreover, since the state wasrating on sectarian basis,
keeping the Muslim community within the already aédished hierarchy and
containment of the radical Arab nationalism of Eipp president Gamal Abdel
Nasser were the another objectives. Hence, it ssipte to argue the Lebanon of
1950s verifies Smith’s thesis that label Third Vdonlation-building as deficiencies.
Due to the complex multi-communal, multi-sectariaature, Lebanese political
entity prioritized keeping variousthniestogether (Smith, 1986: 232). With that aim

%2 The first post-independence president of Ghana
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in mind when the polarization began, Chamoun didtake sides and stayed neutral.
Yet, he was generally criticized as pro-Westerhisthe Sunnies in the period after
1956, and accused of failing to diminish effectsNafsserism/Arab nationalism by
the Western powers (namely the USA) (Wilson, 1995).

As mentioned above the polarization began in 1986 the Bagdad Pact. The US
government, in areffort to surround the ideological expansion of BS®ith
military alliances, created the pact, which washs@y with Irag, Turkey, Iran,
Pakistan and Britain. Nonetheless, as a reactiand@asinguS hegemony in the
region,a new forum for radical Arab nationalism occurradd led by Abdel Nasser,
who had come to power in Egypt in 1952. As Nasséursed to join any Western
alliance, and established a counter ‘positive’aaltie with Saudi Arabia and Syria
(Arab Tripartite Pact), his achievements in dealmigh the West aroused great
enthusiasm both in Egypt and throughout the re@idtie, 2004: 70).

In 1955 Nasser further challenged the hegemonhefWestern powers by an arms
dealbetween Egypt and Czechoslovakia, leaving an openfdr USSR to intervene
Middle Eastern politics (2004: 87). Yet, the crigmerged in 1956 as Nasser
nationalized the Suez Canal Company as a respongadlo-British rejection to
finance the construction of the Aswan DaFRollowing the fears for losing the
control of the canaEngland and France, allying with Israel, starteditany action
against Egypt. However, at the end of 19&&ser emerged as a victorious side and
began to symbolize earlier hopes and aspiratioseaiting an Arab nation devoid of

Western control.

Within this complex power struggle between regioaald international actors,
Chamoun’s policy related to these developments wenéinuum of the checks and
balances system created in the al-Khuri period.pbesall the privileges the
Christians were gaining throughout the presiderfogltamoun can be labeled as an
Arabist, at least in the foreign policy. Especiadlgrly in the 1950s, he earned the
support of the Arab (Muslim) population for hisats on recognition of Arab states,
such as Kuwait, in the international arena. He Bamself as a mediator between the

international superpowers and the Arabs (2004:8)7-7
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However, the public opinion within the country walso divided. While the majority
of the Christian population was in favor of continu of relations with the West, the
Muslims wanted the government to support the Egyptiampaign of Nasser. The
intermediary role of Chamoun failed as the Primenister Abdullah al-Yafi and
Minister Saeb Salam boycotted the foreign policy@banon, which was rejected by
the Muslim population, and reined from their goveamt posts. These resignations
became the symbols for the spread of Nasserisneliathon. While the two figures
led the anti-Chamoun campaigns in 1957, following Suez crisis Nasser himself
called the (Muslim) Arab population to replace Cloam A further factor that
reinforced the division between the communities weking of a pro-American,
anti-Arabist, anti-communist Christian Charles Male minister of foreign affairs.
As a result of these developments and increasiteganism between the Muslims
and the Christians, Chamoun shifted his allianodd$, which in the end resulted in
outbreak of a civil war and US intervention in 192804: 104-106).

Nevertheless, the failure of Chamoun’s presiderany lbe attributed to the factors
that resulted in decay of al-Khuri regime. To bewiith, there were no common
consensus between different the communities, ahdegisions were taken by a
cartel of elites. What is more, these elites wére products of the old colonial
system, hence lacked the necessary economic, santil symbolic capital to

legitimize the power of the state and create aieshihationalism ideology that would
eventually establish its own nation. Not only hiad élites of different sects clashed
but also elites of the same communities. Hencdoviihg Fanon it is possible to

claim these elites constituted the great dangdrdainity of state; hence, the unity of

nation.

Further, even though Chamoun tried to broke thegoowf the oldzu‘amg the
process was simply replacement of these men witharees sharing the same high
culture of the old colonial classes. The only ddfece between the parliament in al-
Khuri period and the parliament in Chamoun era thasweakening of the Muslim
and Druze power. While the position of figures sashKamal Jumblat (Druze),
Ahmad al-Asa’ad and Sa’ib Salam (Muslim) systenadiycwere weakened, Charles

Malik, a Maronite Christian known for his anti-Aialn and anti-communism
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supported by the Western powers — was made theepmnmister (Attie, 2004: 106-
108). It is possible to argue the colonial systbat made Dabbas and Eddé president
made Malik minister in order to secure the positbihebanon as an allied country.
After a decade of independence, the Lebaneseqgadlgiructure failed to generate its

own intelligentsiaonce again.
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CHAPTER 6

CONCLUSION

Following these observations, this thesis emergegdbthe dissatisfaction with the
existing literature on nation-building, along wistate-making in the Third World,
which relates the emergence of nation-states isethregions to Europe and its
expansion. Even though European states, namelyc&rand Britain, provided the
primary models for formation of the modern stated aations in regions like Middle
East, Far East and Latin America, one cannot tifeeée developments as mere
consumption of western models and concepts. Ingteadvork claims that both the
grand systems such as colonialism, imperialismrmaadernism, and idiosyncrasy of
the domestic communities helped to materializentiterre, organization and scope of

nation-building and state-making in the non-Westerntories.

This study focuses on the particular case of theddlMi East instead of
conceptualizing Middle Eastern nationalism overdpaan concepts and historicity,
this thesis claims that Third World nations andtestacannot be considered as
essentially deficient categories. Unlike the litara that challenged the two
processes of nation-building and state-making wittiural essentialism (religion,
particularly Islam), historical discontinuity (tledfects of the First World War and/or
the Second World War) and patrimonialism (tribaligmental despotism), this study
aimed to explore the effects of these idiosyncreliaracteristics on nation-building
and state-making. Throughout the chapters, it iplesized that the state-making
and nation-building were joint products of indigesocharacteristics and external
systems, rather than the direct products of Westroounter. Hence, as opposed to
being a vertical (top to bottom) process, wherevthstern political structure defined

the eastern state and nation, it was a construtiietrtook place at a horizontal level.

In order to discuss how this horizontal construttiook place, this study focuses on

the particularity of Lebanon and covers the ardtioh of modern identity categories
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(ethnicity) into the traditional, pre-modern commalidentities defined over religion
over a historical analysis starting from the Ottonea till the break of the first
civilwar in 1958, with a particular emphasis on thensformations that took place
between 1920 and 1957. The study discussed thefdramation of themillet system
that was established by the Ottoman Empire intaaton system in the modern
sense. Among many historical breaking points thatewdiscussed in the previous
chapters, one may argue four of them (1860 civif,wi®26 beginning of the
constitutional period, 1943 National Pact, 1952itweigg of the reign of Chamoun)
had more effects on this transformation than theerst While the 1860 civil war
helped to establish nationalist ideologies in tgan, through the beginning of the
constitutional period (1926) the Lebanese commurigcame a more rigidly
differentiated sectarian society. Even though vilil3 National Pact a consensus
tried to be achieved, following the election of GilenChamoun the Lebanon
returned to rigid sectarianism of the constitutlgreriod; hence, failed to establish a

modern, unified nation.

Moreover, the overview of the Lebanese politicatdry shows us that Lebanese
basic political characteristics were a combinatioin territorially differentiated
pluralistic society merged with patriarchalism, gurialism, tribalism and sectarian
differentialism, which were directly influenced loyternational and regional power
struggles. Yet, even though those characteristickebanon prevented her from
establishing a nation-state and forming a natiothan modern European sense, as
chapter 2 reveals these basic characteristics m@ressential categories, but were
the result of colonialism as a system, rather thgparticular type of colonialism

(French colonialism).

The millet (nation) system, which was integrated to the mediy the Ottoman
colonialism, established the core of the religicosnmunal identities in the region.
However, as the Ottoman administration threatemedsurvival of the primordial
attachments and the already established commuraititiés; and European
imperialism made its way to the economic, politiaatl social domain of the region
in the late 18 century, four nation-building models and four Enef nationalism

came to light, three of which were placing the Etmn identity at the centre of the
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prospective nation. Unlike the millets, these natimodels equated religious
identification andethnieeither by ethnicizing religious identification (@dmicianism
and Mediterrainianism) or attaching religious camations to the already defined

ethnic categories (Muslim Arabism and ChristiantAsan).

On the other hand, even though all those four categ of nationalism were created
as a joint result of domestic, regional and inteomal actors and systems,
colonialism, namely French colonialism, was the tra determined the victorious
within the struggle for domination over the stataking and nation-building
processes. Hence, it is possible to claim the chkebanon verifies the assumptions
of the literature related to the link between hista (dis)continuity and nation-
building. Rather than a evolutionary pattern, ttadian-building and state-making
processes followed an artificial route, in whicle ttequirements and the boundaries
were (pre)determined by the guardians (Europe attdn@n Empire). While the
Ottomans invented the traditions to determine thirmounal boundaries that were
later claimed and defended by the local communities Europeans (namely the
French) determined the nature and scope of theaeships between these invented

communities.

As the chapter 3 indicates the French colonial mubss the factor behind the
formation of modern institutions and imagining bétnew ‘modern’ state according
the premises of the French state-making and ndtiuglding after the revolution of
1789. Nonetheless, it is not possible to label Whastolonialism as a productive,
positive feature as the literature claims. Everugfiothe French started her imperial
polices along with her desire to transform into r@afy power and spread her
civilization into the non-European world, thmission civilisatrice merged with
divide and rule colonial policy, created a staten@ny nations as opposed to the

discourse of nationalism that claim a single stath a single nation.

The discussions covered in the chapters 4 andibtspout that although a modern
‘nation’ state, which borrowed the institutions asyimbols of the Western culture,
was created in comparison to the administratiomdas themillets of the Ottoman

reign, it remained a caricature of her Europeanivatgnts. Both nepotism and
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patriarchalism remained to determine course oftipsliand economics not only in
the Mandate, but also in the post-colonial Lebamtwever, the thesis suggests that
this failed nation-state making was the result lvé destructive policies of the
colonial rule rather than the outcomes of essenttdgories in the region. That is to
say, unlike the cultural essentialism of the litera that doomed Middle East to
failure, the case of Lebanon indicated that Fraamue the organization she brought
and imagining she made were the primary reasongadbée failed modernization of

Lebanon.

Nevertheless, despite the failed nation-state mgldhe Lebanese political structure
managed to create a form of modern state strucsira result of nationalism. In
other words, nationalism rather than creating aonain the European sense
materialized a multi-communal consociationalistestgs an unintended consequence
of colonialism. The thesis proves that the Frenclordal state-making and nation
construction were based on tbevide et imperapolicy; and aimed to contain the
threatening groups and ideologies through natidhsrefore, even though by 1958
Lebanon was started to be labeled as the ‘Switzérlaf the Middle East’, one
cannot claim the confessional state emerged asudt i& the institutional structure
and the classes that were created by the colanlialto legitimize Lebanese nation
and state. On the other hand, it is still possitWieconclude, the idiosyncratic
character of Lebanon, similar to many other MidHBlestern states, could lead to
establishment of modern socio-political structurgsen though the modernity of
these structures is different than the modernityhefr European counterparts, they
still indicate a modern structure. Hence, one carul@m there is one path for

modernity (European way) and all the remainingdan@ant cases.

In relation to these the thesis also claims thaff#iure to establish a nation was due
to the lack of the social class to transform relig identities articulated with
ethnicity into a nation. Thatelligentsiaof Lebanon followed the characteristics of
the native bourgeois of the colonized nations, aodght to secure their own
interests. As a further point, these 12 years cmsfiSmith’s presuppositions that due
to its multi-communal, multi-ethnic character, thiate apparatus aimed to contain

these various hostile groups together. Yet, neitheing the presidency of al-Khuri
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nor of Chamoun had the state aimed to create itsr@tion. However, this struggle
for keepingethniestogether was a result of incapacity of the stateréate a unified

class loyal to her cause.

As a final point, this thesis claims that the natbuilding in Lebanon as a social
identity construction was a power relationship lestw different domestic, regional
and international actors, and systems. Hence,t#fte sannot be placed at the centre
of the discussions. Consequently, borrowing fronclaa, it is possible to define
nation-building in Lebanon as “an act of power dhdt identity [it generates] as
such [is] power” (Laclau, 1990: 31). The study sbous that both the nation-
building and state-making processes were produgedalthe struggles between and
within religious sects (Maronite vs. Sunni/Druzesblanist vs. Arabist, Eddists vs.
supporters of al-Khuri), between institutions (Maite Church vs. French High
Commissionaire, and/or Maronite Church vs. Lebadkésspora communities, and/or
French High Commissionaire vs. Lebanese parliamant) countries (Ottoman

Empire vs. France and France vs. Britain).

As a further point, although these power strugglkesulted in establishment of
Lebanon as the ‘Switzerland of the Middle Eastttie first half of the 20 century,
they were the products of contingent social retetiand identities. To begin with,
the establishment of the consociational and/or essibnal state was an ‘accident’,
since it was not the aim of the state-making artbn#uilding projects in the first
place, but also part of the ‘essence’ of the Lebars®cial structure, which rooted in
the millet system. Similarly, it is not possible to fix retats and/or identities of
neither Christians nor Muslims of Lebanon with gmgcision. As mentioned in the
introduction, both the boundaries between religiansl ethnic identity are fluid.
Therefore, identities of both the Lebanists and ) Arabists were/are a
combination of ‘essence’ and ‘accident’. It is rpussible to predict how far the
Maronite Church or Khalil Gibran would label therves as a Phoenician without
Renan’s Mission de Phénicie (1864-1874pr what would happen to identity
construction if there were no historical discontipun the Lebanese historico-

political structure.
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Lastly, as the communal identities in Lebanon wemestructed/produced as a result
of power struggles, formation of a unified, homogesn nation presents a dilemma.
Borrowing from Laclau if one accepts that “poweriprerequisite of any identity”

then it is possible to conclude “the radical dissgopance of power would amount to
the disintegration of social fabric” (Laclau, 198RB). In other words establishment
of a unified, harmonious society without power ggie, in the Lebanese context a
homogenous nation, is an impasse, since the vessnes of the Lebanese socio-

political structure based on hierarchies of thatrehal identities.

The contingency of social relations and the inexadiiity of power relations in
Lebanese historico-political and economic domaéssiited in radical transformation
of the Lebanese society. Even though that the foemation until the civil war of
1958 was not that radical, by 1975 the struggleptiwer and dominance for national
identity resulted in drastic changes in the idgrdiébates of the ‘nation’. As a result,
the discussions on whether or not Lebanon was ssfidein the construction of
nation, is irrelevant since the very process ofomabuilding was organized as such
to make maintaining nation impossible. Finallystimpossibility was also a result of
external intervention; in the sense that, it was Western colonial rule that put

together different social groups whose identity Wwastile to each other.
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