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The Lebanese political system is eminently controversial. While some may propose it as 

a model for emulation in the pursuit of productive solutions to regional woes, notably in the 
consideration of the future of each of Syria and Iraq, others accuse it of consolidating patterns of 
corruption, denying afflicted societies — Lebanon completely, Iraq partially, and Syria 
potentially — the possibility of acceding to genuine representative governance as a step towards 
the confirmation of national identity and overcoming factional fragmentation. 

 

This meeting aims to examine the Lebanese model, away from the prejudicial convictions 
that often shape political discourse, in its reality and potentiality, vices and virtues, in the context 
of the effort to determine the model to be applied in Syria and Iraq, towards helping avoid 
another slide towards the abyss. 

 

The shape of the Lebanese model is itself subject to polarization. The diverging 
characterizations are a bona fide element of the effort to promote or deconstruct the model. 
Meeting participants will naturally present different readings of this model, whether positive or 
negative, as it applies to its original Lebanese setting, or to its partial or putative application in 
Iraq and Syria. More than an analytical exercise, the purpose is to test the limits of the 
usefulness, or lack of, of the model, to promote or dismiss it. 

 

These readings may dive into history in order to establish the background. The focus of 
the meeting, however, is practical rather than theoretical. Participants are thus invited to focus on 
immediate history and its future implications. 

 

Dince its emergence as a modern national state in 1920, Lebanon has evolved a political 
model informed in broad strokes by the past, while featuring new aspects: communitarianism — 
a model of communitarian power-sharing. Mandate Lebanon approached this model with some 
initial hesitation. Independent Lebanon openly embraced communitarianism in 1943, within its 
oral “National Pact”, not in its written constitution, on the basis of late Mandate formula (“6 et 6 
bis”, which overcame the initial confusion in its application). This formula gave precedence in 
power representation to Christian communities on a ratio of 6 to 5 over their “Muhammadan” 
counterparts. Lebanon’s “Second Republic” adopted communitarianism solemnly, in the context 
of the 1989 Ta’if agreement and the ensuing constitutional amendments — now on the basis of  



                   
 

                                              

 

“equal division” between Christian communities on the one side, and Muslim and Druze 
communities on the other. The form, substance, and implications of “equal division” remain a 
subject of debate and disagreement between those who understand the arrangement as a gradual 
path to overcome communitarianism, and those who consider it a premanent confirmation of 
communitarianism as guarantee of the continuity of Lebanon as a national state. 

 

In spite of branding and casting attempts, stressing that the clarity of the model once 
coupled with its adequate application, with the free and fair elections that legitimize it, amount to 
a form of qualified democracy (“consociative”), this model is based on the agency of 
communities as entities endowed with rights, and does not as such fit the definition of democracy 
that is derived from the right of the individual citizen to exercise his or her sovereignty over the 
state through elections, yielding a delegatory majority opinion, while insuring no tyranny against 
the minority. 

 

These open questions will constitute the subject of the forthcoming meeting, on the basis 
of priorities set by participants in two sessions. The presentations in the first session, 
successively from a Lebanese, Syrian, and Iraqi perspectives, will favor a positive assessment of 
the model, while the presentations of the second session will mirror in advocating against it. A 
brief time will be allocated at the end for a recap of the various arguments, towards a 
constructive forward consideration. 

 


