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The Sovereignty Debate over Globalization:  

The Case of Lebanon 

Rasha Abdul Samad 

ABSTRACT 
 

This study examines the growing role of globalization in increasing small states 

vulnerability to hegemonic powers.  Lebanon, a country which has been racked by civil 

war, foreign interventions, and recurring political paralyses is a case study. The country’s 

strategic geopolitical position between regional powers has been a major driver of its 

protracted instability.  Required but a hardly attainable political compromise between 

competing sectarian political groups tied to regional interests has undermined the nation 

state through a power sharing formula. This thesis suggests that globalization, particularly 

the process of removing trade and financial barriers between nations, has  further 

contributed to state fragility and weaknesses, diminishing sovereignty and any prospect of  

an independent national political economy.  The form and shape of contemporary Lebanese 

state appears as an internationally mandated yet unstable power sharing arrangement. 

Evidences are drawn from contemporary political and economic developments shaping 

state dependency on globalization forces, and consequently on contentious international 

sponsorship process. 

 

Keywords: Globalization, Lebanese nation state, political regime, geopolitics, sovereignty, 

Arab Spring, Independent state, fragile states, tariffs, international sponsorship. 
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CHAPTER ONE 

 

INTRODUCTION 
 

1.1 Background 

 

A nation state is broadly defined as an independent, sovereign political entity in a 

world of fellow nations. Its political legitimacy is largely drawn from international 

protocols that govern relations between nations, either through bilateral treaties, 

international diplomatic norms, or realignments by force such as occurred af ter World 

War I.  

Lebanon is a small republic that is located on the shores of the Mediterranean 

and its ethnic multiplicity was a factor in its cultural presence and at the same time a 

cause of wars and conflicts over the past couple decades. Malaeb (2020) believes that 

“one of the structural causes of Lebanon’s fragility is its geographic location". The 

country’s seaports, moderate weather, and wealth of natural resources (e.g. , water) in  an 

arid and mostly landlocked region made it attractive to colonists” (p. 6). Nevertheless, 

Lebanon has been recorded to escape from its economic and political collapse ever since 

the Ottoman period.  
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 It was in 1516 when Sultan Salim the 1 st reached Lebanon with his army and 

placed it under Ottoman rule, which successfully divided the state into sectarian 

territories, but created conflicts among its leaders.  Later, during the reign of the 

Ottoman Sultan Suleiman the Magnificent, the Ottomans agreed on foreign concessions 

with France, according to which French subjects were granted privileges and immunities 

in the face of the Ottoman judiciary. Such foreign concessions were like the "door of the 

devil" which the Ottomans voluntarily opened, in detriment to the sovereignty of 

Lebanon. Shortly after that, France took advantage of this opportunity to intervene in the 

internal affairs of Lebanon through its alleged academic tutelage. It was no sooner than 

few years later ago that French General Henri Gouraud declared the state of Greater 

Lebanon to be still divided the Lebanese and dissolved the entire political regime. 

Atzili (2010) notes that “examining the case of Lebanon sheds light on the onset 

of conflict and violence in the absence of acute poverty  and political oppression” 

(p.780). The miserable story of Lebanese continued later on within the exacerbation of 

the French colonization, the Palestinian asylum to Lebanon after Belfour broke his 

promise and expatriated the nation. The civil wars, also, which Abul-Husn (1998) 

related its reason to many essential aspects; he says, “there are various reasons f or the 

outbreak of Lebanon’s civil war (that took place in 1975 specifically), as the conflict 

progressed and evolved in nature so did the reasons, but the three most enduring themes 

which were revisited time and time were those of reform the politic system, the national 

identity of Lebanon and Lebanon’s sovereignty” (p.2). The Syrian interference in the 

Lebanese internal affairs in the 1970s which ended by their evacuation in 2005, and the 

most recent resistance movement under the name of Hizbollah (Moukawama) have led 
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to the weakness and frangibility of Lebanon. Malaeb (2020) claims that “the civil war 

that took place in the state in the year 1975 has erupted due to spillovers from the 

Palestinian conflict, the uneven distribution of the economic gains achieved before that 

period, the sectarian rivalries, and the poor institutions” (p.30). 

Nearly a century after that announcement of the French General Gouraud about 

Lebanese sovereignty and independence, the Lebanese people are still searching f or a 

unified identity. The question is whether in light of all such international involvements, 

and local interventions, can Lebanon be in any way a real sovereign state?  Since 

independence on November 22, 1943, Lebanon has witnessed only a short period when 

Lebanese sovereignty and the actions of the state were not obstructed. It was for no good 

reason that the Lebanese state was made vulnerable to the assaults of so many Lebanese  

and non-Lebanese tenants, especially during the civil war when the fracturing of national 

identity by tribe, sect and political allegiance was force by external interventions.  It is 

imperative today acknowledge the complex reality represented in the “conflict system” 

of Lebanon's state structure. There is no doubt that both the political reform at the local 

level and the national reconciliation are the two essential sources supporting sovereign 

resilience against these external challenges, a change urgently needed to strengthen the 

national identity and the advancement of Lebanon's security. 

After the Lebanese currency crisis in 1992, the central bank managed to stabilize 

the Lebanese pound many times, and it repeated that trial during the global economic 

and financial crisis in 2008. However, the recent state and global economic and 

governmental calamities did not help Lebanon much. In 2017, the state increased the 
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base tax rates and passed the tax bill (VAT), which increased to 11%. Malaeb (2020) 

sees that this increase in the taxes as a measure that was “sensible to meet the budgetary 

needs of the government in terms of public investment, spending, and most importantly 

the public sector salaries, as well as starting a sustainable path to reduce the public debt. 

However, the leakages within the system spur doubts among citizens around these taxes’ 

effectiveness” (p.19). In other words, lack of enforcement and collection powers made 

the people doubt the fairness and meaningfulness of the new taxes—and of course 

encourage the skeptical to simply choose not to pay. 

 

With the Sykes Picot Treaty of 1916, Britain and France laid out a mutual pact 

dismembering the ancient Ottoman Empire, which upon its defeat was divided into new 

colonial “protectorates” based on British and French claims. One such nascent state w as 

the Lebanon, part of a large Syrian zone of influence overseen by France after the war. 

Through the 1920s the new colonies gained international recognition as new geopolitical 

entities under old names: Lebanon, Syria, and Palestine.  By 1923, these entities 

resolved into British and French “mandates”; Lebanon became a separate entity  among 

the French areas of control that included Syria and parts of southeastern Turkey. The 

new “states” were further identified with their dominant ethnic groups, which in 

Lebanon comprised Arab Muslims, Maronite Christians, Druze and other minorities.  In  

the years between the World Wars, the French protectorates were denominated by new 

names suggesting their territorial and confessional extent: the State of Greater Lebanon , 

the Alawite State and the Jabal Druze State. By 1926, Lebanon had achieved sort of 
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statehood, but for another two decades remained a mandate or protectorate of the 

French, and as such was fully separated from Syria by 1926. As new mandate states, 

Lebanon, Syria and Palestine achieved a nominal statehood under European direction , 

but remained neo-colonial dependencies until World War II 

The realpolitik of international relations, however, recognizes that states that are 

more powerful (hegemonic) can take advantage of the weakness of fragile states, in 

order to control and dominate their political systems. Modern Lebanon is the example 

that best illustrates the destructive interference of foreign powers and interventions in its 

cultural, political, economic, and internal affairs. A recent Reuters article showed that, 

while the Lebanese people themselves tend to blame an entrenched and corrupt elite f or 

the collapsed economy, Lebanon’s fractured sectarian politics are particularly vulnerable 

to foreign interference, which in turn provokes and exacerbates its domestic crises 

(Reuters, 2019).  In the same way, any transformation of the system of  governance in  

Lebanon must recognize the role of regional and global players, in spite of the f act that 

they cause most of the problems that the nation is experiencing.  Lebanon is thus trapped 

in a state of confronting internal struggles, without addressing the consequences of 

international interference; this has created a geopolitical crisis that intensifies with the 

expansion of globalization, where interdependency lets powerful foreign countries 

interfere in virtually every Lebanese political and economic issue.  One naïve view was 

that Lebanon once benefitted from foreign sponsorship and interference in its domestic 

affairs, as forces that somehow contributed to the strength of the state and its authority . 

Over the decades since World War II, however, repeated international interventions have 
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brought Lebanon to the edge of collapse, so that today there are few signs tha t regional 

or global supports are capable of sustaining the state’s sovereignty or independence. 

In the 21st century, it is worth differentiating between globalization and the 

international system that recognizes each nation’s complex identity and politica l order. 

In contrast to the international system, “globalization causes political ideological shifts 

in attitudes through formulating new groups, schedules of preferences, and 

political/economic opportunities” (Abduljaber & Kalin, 2019). Such globalization 

process forces the nation states to yield power to local governance and transnational 

affiliations. “Through a critical realist perspective, we can begin to develop a more  

empirical and powerful geopolitical and political economy and begin to see the 

possibilities of local empowerment in the face of rhetoric and politics of the h yper 

globalizing project” (Lloyd, 2003). Globalization generates interdependence among 

nations, a movement that also creates imbalances among countries of differing economic 

strengths. “Nation-states no longer hold power on their own; rather they become 

strategic actors playing their interests and the interests they are supposed to represent, in  

a global system of interaction in a condition of systemically shared sovereignty.” 

(Daher, 2005) This means that for a small player with a framework of systemically  

shared governance (like that of Lebanon), the nation state fails to direct or authorize its 

own destiny; the political, religious and economic “communities” have become strategic 

players, pursuing their separate interests and the interests they are supposed to 

exemplify. 
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1.2 Thesis of the Study 

 

The argument of this study will be that in modern Lebanon, foreign powers have 

interfered in the politics of Lebanon and encouraged sectarianism, creating greater 

problems of ethnic and confessional division, and provoking oppositional uprisings, a 

trend which has been the dominant dynamic in the recent history of Lebanon. 

Sectarianism is officially legitimized and recognized in Lebanon’s constitution with its 

18 separate “communities.” The political sociologist Rima Majed explains that under 

this system, “Lebanese nationals are not ‘citizens’ as such. Instead, they are members of 

religious ‘communities’ through which they subscribe to the state in order to access their 

political and social rights. Within this system, all important aspects of one’s social and 

economic life (e.g., marriage, divorce, custody, birth, death and inheritance) are 

circumscribed by the laws of religious courts. Most avenues of political representation 

are linked to one’s sectarian identity, through a sectarian quota system” (Majed, 2017).  

As a result, many Lebanese today lack patriotic values and national loyalties, and 

tend to rely instead on their sectarian identities, thereby diminishing the stability  of  the 

nation itself. Henley, the prodigious supporter of the democratic party, explains that the 

major Lebanese religious and ethnic leaders are often treated as authentic representatives 

of their sects or tribes and are automatically given broad powers over religious and civil 

affairs (Henley, 2016). Some of these leaders do not always incite sectarian hatred , but 

sometimes aim to reduce it. However, the manner in which they are empowered by their 

monopoly on spiritual matters inhibits social integration among the various religious 
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communities, and ultimately reinforces sectarian divisions between the major 

confessional groups (Henley, 2016). 

Although globalization accelerates modernization, uniting and exchanging 

cultures, economies, and traditions, and helps move a people towards common destinies, 

it diminishes the powerful role of the nation state. In a rapidly developing globalizing 

world, it is hard to understand a country like Lebanon, which still suffers from 

sectarianism, an unwieldy public sector, and religious fanaticism. Lebanon thus retains a 

vast gap between the government and the nation; there is a non-stop struggle between 

the government’s tight grip on any future expectations, and the nation’s international 

explorations into the global trade. The consequences of this clash between the nation and 

the “globalized” state are the lack of cooperation and the difficulties in coping with the 

concept of sovereignty. Sectarian bureaucrats struggle over the basic demands of 

governing, controlling and orienting the nation by a fragmented state. Suter (2018) who 

is widely concerned about explaining the complex global and business issues in the 

world has even claimed that globalization is a “nightmare” scenario, in which nations 

fall apart and the so-called “failed states” are increasing in number. He points to several 

global phenomena-- mass movements of refugees, overwhelming environmental and 

health problems, and regional conflicts of sectarian cultures-- where globalization has 

had a powerful influence on the nation state. These conflicts have diverse influences on 

Lebanon’s social structures, culture institutions and economy-- yet the end result still 

appears to be a fragile failed state and an unjust, corrupt political regime (Suter, 2018). 
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There exists a general consensus among reformers that the political, financial and 

clerical establishments are clinging to power for their own sake. The recent protests over 

the collapsing economy and continual catastrophes (e.g., then massive explosion in  the 

port of Beirut) are evidence of a new awareness that the older generation of  leaders is 

complicit in this state of affairs. The international media took notice (before the COVID-

19 outbreak seemed to silence protests and downplay demonstrations) of the underlying 

reasons for a generational schism between old and new.  Following a renewed outbreak 

of anti-government protests in 2019, a Reuters report noted the new focus of the unrest 

on corruption and fiscal incompetence in the generation of politicians in power since the 

1975-1990 civil war. The result has been that a highly educated nation with a GDP of 

$55billion, “the national debt is around 150% of GDP, or $85 billion” (Reuters, 2019, 

November 6). Lebanon is dependent upon remittances on its overseas communities, but 

“with few sources of foreign exchange, Lebanon depends on its diaspora to remit cash to 

the banking system, which is then recycled to finance imports and the state deficit.” 

International coverage of Lebanon’s ongoing series of crises rarely points to foreign 

influence or sectarian conflicts anymore; the eruption of street protests against taxes in  

October 2019 quickly shifted focused to anger against the old “sectarian regime” and its 

blatant corruption and lethargy. In a recent interview with a reform Member of 

Parliament Paula Yaacoubian, she stated that the problem in Lebanon does not lie in  the 

electoral system itself, but in the aging political leadership and judiciary that share the 

responsibility for applying the laws (CNN, 2019).  

In Lebanon, laws are decreed on paper, but are never applied in practice; 

outcomes of legal disputes and civil conflicts are decided behind closed doors by the 
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leaders of the 18 recognized religious communities. This is primarily because the 

existing political leadership seeks to maintain a failed system that enriches them and 

preserves their proxy power; MP Yaacoubian claims that the current crisis has been 

developing over half a century and would have been averted long ago under  a normal 

system of government. Under the proxy system, these entrenched leaders are vulnerable 

to corrupt influence from foreign powers, particularly those in the neighborhood and 

regions who seek to advance their place in the regional contest through local proxy 

militias. As a result, the leaders of the communities, for all their proxy power, are unable 

to resolve longstanding conflicts or to meet the most basic utilitarian needs of the people 

for electrical power, sanitation and public safety. 

 Yet ultimately, the responsibility for Lebanon’s never-ending calamities and 

pervasive sense of hopelessness lies in the regional and global pressures that emanate 

from abroad. This thesis examines the sustainability of the fractured state of  Lebanon  

amid financial globalization and great power influences in the region, which is now 

divided into two starkly opposing camps. The traditional Lebanese system of power 

sharing and sectarian division of public goods has failed, after long years of unrest,  to  

reach any kind of stabilization or equilibrium. Salamey (2017) suggested that weak 

nation states like Lebanon turn into “communitocracies” in the wake of civil wars, 

stalled reforms and failed insurrections.  In this study, we aim to explore further this 

concept of a weakened state, suggesting that poor and fragile countries can be turned 

into “internationalized” entities, whereby the nation state is transformed into a new 

system of spheres of influence by multiple governing powers, as its sovereignty and 
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independence diminish while its ability to govern becomes subject of foreign 

interference on a new level. 

1.3 Research Demands and Objectives  

 

The purpose of this research is to examine the impact of globalization on 

countries that lack a balanced relationship between the state and the nation. Communal 

fragmentation of weak states such as Lebanon slopes expose to the government to 

external influences, creating mini-states of armed militias inside the country. There 

militias used to represent a simple battleground of conflicting interests, Shi’a and Sunni, 

Druze and Maronite, in a country where sectarian groups divided territory, public assets 

and political/military forces strictly and neatly. But another force has been pushing the 

political and social institutions of the country together in the service of the international 

banking and commerce spheres.  A complex situation where globalization instigates 

interventions by hegemonic states in the political and economic affairs of a weak and 

fragmented nation, has made the survival of the latter dependent on the good w ill and 

cooperation of the former. Until now, this cooperation among international players has 

been in short supply, but the new uprising against the old elites is showing evidence of 

change. This study analyzes the role of international agencies and organizations in 

constructing and supporting a globally-oriented superstructure for the nation state, so as 

to counter the structural weaknesses in the governmental system.   

The main question to be explored in this study is whether globalization 

diminishes the functioning sovereign role of the nation-state, rendering international 
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cooperation a pre-requisite for the state’s survival.  We will consider and argue this 

thesis while taking Lebanon as the case study of the newly internationalized state .  Of 

particular interest is the role of the United Nations and other international organizations 

and NGOs in assisting Lebanon in governing itself. Does this relationship indicate that 

the nation state becomes weaker and inherently dependent on international assistance, or 

do such efforts help strengthen its ability to govern and retain its own sovereignty? 

Conversely, does globalization, and with its international support, strengthen the popular 

spirit of unification of the nation state, and help it to overcome sectarian fragmentation 

and uproot public corruption. The dynamic of this question is complex, and we will 

consider whether the international community may be having the opposite and 

unintended effect. In either case, the need for this research underscores a growing 

awareness of the globalization of markets as a doubled-edged sword, a f orce that both 

undermines the state’s authority and importance and, at the same time, reinforces 

international efforts to preserve the political entities of smaller states in the midst of 

regional and superpowers rivalries. But perhaps, this dialectical process yields a new 

form of state power, this time shaped around an “international state”. 

National political and cultural integration appears to develop in opposition to the 

widely-perceived transnational economic integration forces that globalization has 

unleashed in trade and finance over the past half -century. “The problem with the 

hyperglobalist approach is that it views international economic integration as a global 

current naturally driven by the forces of the market, and as such, forcing the states to 

modify their structure and surrender an organic part of their sovereignty, such as the ir 

managerial macroeconomic faculty” (Vilchez, 2016).  In other words, the problem is that 
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the trend toward global economic integration is ostensibly a positive economic force, 

based on the old economic thesis that development is a rising tide that lifts all boats. But 

globalization is naturally guided by the same market forces that compel the states to 

adjust their systems of governance and economic controls, and to cede part of their 

sovereign independence. But when states are small, weak, and fragile, the loss of 

sovereignty diminishes state control in favor of global economic forces determining its 

destiny and, hence, inhibiting domestic competition and arousing antagonism over 

transnationalism.  In the current dilemma in Lebanon, this new influence over the 

regional economy has been seen as a problem that can only be resolved by introducing 

internationalism to the governance of weak and fragile states such as Lebanon. 

1.4 Objectives and Scope of the Study 

 

This study aims to examine the following issues: 

- The role of foreign powers and international organizations that they play in 

supporting Lebanon and transmitting globalization at the same time.  

- The way globalization is diminishing the role of the nation state (using Lebanon 

as a case study) in preserving its identity and the national sovereignty. 

- In its transnational influence over economics and politics, how can globalization 

undermine or accelerate sectarianism and fragmentation.  

- Finally, on the assumption that exogenous forces and foreign powers are  indeed 

driving the internationalization of the Lebanese political economy, the study will 

examine the major attributes of an international state of this nature. 
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The hypothesis of this thesis study is that although globalization is a process that 

may produce a positive force in modernizing, uniting and exchanging cultures, 

economies, traditions and political ideologies, it undeniably diminishes the role and 

power of the nation state. This creates vulnerabilities in the governmental system of 

weak and divided nations, which in turn allow foreign powers to create proxy regimes 

within the country. Hence, the preservation of small nation states become contingent on 

their submission to an international form of governance whereby the  nation is largely 

internationalized. Lebanon cannot regain its autonomy of governance and control of its 

national destiny until these forms of international control are finally removed. 

1.5 Research Questions 
 

1. Is it possible to reconcile the requirements for National Sovereignty with the 

pressures of international globalization?  

2. What influence does globalization have on the level of human identificatio n and 

engagement with the nation? 

3.     How can Lebanon establish an international framework to govern itself 

effectively, in spite of being a small and multi-ethnic, multicultural nation 
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1.6 Organization of the study 

 

This research study utilizes a country case study in order to illustrate a 

phenomenon of globalization creating “sponsored states.” The case study of Lebanon is 

designed to examine and analyze the rise of an international “sponsored state” amid the 

globalization thesis.  

First, a literary review will present and compare studies and theories of 

globalization and its impacts on fragile states (Chapter 2).  This will provide us with the 

main forces and variables of globalization impacting smaller nations.  We will extract 

these variables and examine them in the light of Lebanon’s political reality over the past 

decade where globalization forces, particularly after the 2008 market collapse and 

intensification of global competition, have destabilized many small countries, 

particularly in the MENA region.  We will examine these forces in relation to Lebanon’s 

precarious political dynamics as the uneasily exist today. 

Second, we will examine the various assistance and support programs provided 

by the international community, especially those of the UN and international 

organizations, for the same period of time (Chapter 3).  We will test the degree to which 

these programs have actually strengthened the governability of the state, by looking at 

governance indicators of Lebanon. 

Third, we will examine for the same period the country’s continuing fragility and 

see whether the Fragile State Index provide us with a perceptible negative trend, despite 

increasing international financial support for the country (Chapter 4). 
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Finally, we will reach a conclusion as to whether globalization, with a growing 

international support, has helped the Lebanese nation state in governance and unity , or 

weakened the state. We will make a general observation regarding what we may 

characterize as the meaning and makeup of an international nation state system (Chapter 

5). If needed to verify some of the findings we will consult with a sample of  experts to  

strengthen some of our conclusions. 

In this research, secondary analyses are used to assist the research since they can 

provide reports that show the role of the UN in assisting the nascent Lebanese nation 

state, the level of globalization in different comparable nation states, and the strengths 

and weaknesses of the nation state within foreign and neighboring powers. Globalization 

generates interdependence among nations that may create an unbalanced power among 

nations of various economic strengths. Data is collected from books, journal articles, 

interviews, Lebanon records, E-journals, UN reports/success stories, national & 

International laws, information from the Global Policy Forum, as well as different 

governance and fragility indices. 

1.7 Ethical Safeguards 

 

In recording of personal interviews, this research takes full precautions to protect 

its human participants. It also refers to Bryman regarding Sonia Livingston’s guidelines 

for accessing electronic information especially when look for previously done reports; 

thus, intellectual possessions and trustworthiness are respected. 
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CHAPTER TWO 
 

REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE 
 

2.1 Background 

 

 Serious geopolitical analysts and country researchers unanimously agree that 

globalization will inevitably lead to a decline in the role of the smaller state and its 

degree of sovereignty. Some of those thinkers have actually suggested that globalization 

will lead to the disappearance of the central state as a unified entity. They assert that 

globalization is an economic system that controls the government, the economy and the 

nation, and causes fragmentation and intervention after weakening the will of  the state 

and the identity of the nation.  On the other hand, some researchers believe that the state 

will always remain in some form, in spite of globalization. They believe that moving to a 

market economy does not mean the disappearance of the state’s role, but more 

specifically requires a change in the nature of its economic interventions.  

 So, between globalization and the sovereignty of the state there occurs certain 

debatable issues that lists the critics of such topic under two main parties: those who 

believe that globalization helps the nation state to be more sovereign, such as Ritzer, 

Staglic, Robertson, Bodin, Nobles and Sciff, Hazbun, Dewey and others. The second 

group of critics includes those who believe the opposite; that is, globalization is just a 
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mess that leads to a serious loss of nation sovereignty such  Hinsley, Sassen, Shdid, 

Goria, Giddens, Salem, Efferink and others.   

As for the first opinion, that the state’s role and sovereignty will decline and seek more 

interdependence, correspondence and international integration, most analysts believe 

that the state has ceased taking into account the principle of sovereignty. The state has 

allowed a reduction of central authority and an erosion of it influence, causing the 

confessional groups to ignore the obvious need for cooperation among themselves in 

various fields, whether economic, environmental, or technological.   

Globalization generally serves to abolish or bypass the borders of the state 

through the advent of electronic digital technologies, television, satellite dishes and 

computer networks. This technology undermines loyalty to the state and imposes new, 

alien loyalties, although this undoubtedly reflects a kind of general decline of its 

influence. This tendency gradually surrenders the authority of the nation state to 

multinational companies and international entities that do not bear any accountability  or 

understanding of the legitimate needs of the people.  

 As for those of the second opinion, (that the state’s role and sovereignty is 

positively influenced by globalization), these theorists believe that if markets and f ree 

trade are generally effective, it is logical for the state to proceed to the central market 

and trading system in the same manner. The important difference between the global and 

the national systems is that the state interferes in economic life as an authority , and not 

as a “product.” because the state’s authority is indispensable for governance  and does 

not conflict with the prosperous development of economic life. In this understanding, a 
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free market global economy does not mean the absence of a role of the state in the 

economic system.  

 The fundamental difference between the liberal free market system and the 

central planning system of communism and authoritarian socialism lies in the context 

and nature of state intervention in the economy. Under the latter, the state owns and 

manages the means of production of most goods and services, and controls most 

economic activity through the regulation and police power of the central government. In  

a less authoritarian model, the state leaves some smaller-scale commerce and industry to  

individuals and “private” enterprise. In general, this system of global interference in  the 

operations of economic life can be more effective in the guarantees of social welfare and 

social justice, but usually proves less benef icial in terms of productive efficiency and 

economic growth. 

 Globalization has long imposed new responsibilities and functions on the 

political systems in various countries in the world, through modernizing them and 

rebuilding their institutions in order for them to preserve the existence of their states. 

The question raises itself here is: Does globalization help states to become more 

sovereign or the opposite?  

 Globalization is a process which aims at reducing the borders between 

countries and strives to restrain them to make this huge world a universal and integrated 

community. In contrast, the States emphasize the borders and seek sovereignty and 

independence taking into account the risk that globalization might indeed abolish the 

role of the state by reducing its sovereignty in different directions whether political, 
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economic or social. Jerry Mander, one of the most outspoken critics of technology and 

economic globalization, was asked in an interview by Scott London (2000) under the 

title of The perils of globalization about globalized economy and its influence on the 

entire world. His answer was “The people who are making that case are the people who 

are promoting globalization — corporations and banks and governments. They are 

saying that globalization can solve the world's problems, that it's going to give people 

something to eat and so on. They are redesigning an economy that they say works. But it 

doesn't work". In his comment on Mander’s answers, London says that: “In this 

interview, Mander makes a forceful case against economic globalization, arguing that 

we need to examine the hidden costs of free trade and deregulation and search for more 

enlightened economic models to guide us into the twenty-first century”. 

 Ritzer (2007) believes that “globalization is the  worldwide diffusion of 

practices, expansion of relations across continents, the organizations of social lif e on a 

global scale, and the growth of a shared global consciousness” (p.4).  Stiglic (2004) 

relates globalization to “that hard integration of countries and nations in the world” (p. 

23) which aims at removing all the blocks that separate the world from each other. It is a 

trial to mix and integrate the local with the global regardless of the geographical areas, 

the economic diversities, the social backgrounds and the cultural alterations. Robertson 

(1992) defines globalization as “a concept which refers to the compression of the world 

and intensification of consciousness for the world as a whole” (p.8) and claimed that it 

involved “comparative interaction of different forms of life” (p.27).  
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 However, sovereignty is defined by Hinsley (1966) as “an absolute and f inal 

authority in the political community” (p.26).  National Sovereignty is one of the political 

concepts that is directly linked to the international law, which is mainly concerned here 

with human rights and the equality of citizens, particularly those belonging to a specif ic 

political entity. That is why it is necessary for the nation state to be strong and play a 

serious and effective role in the country’s affairs. Sassen (1996) sees that the 

“international human rights, while partly rooted in the founding documents of certain 

nation-states, are today a force that can undermine the exclusive authority  of the state 

over its nationals and thereby contribute to transforming the interstate system and 

international legal order” (p. 42). 

 In fact, National Sovereignty constitutes one of the essential pillars upon 

which the theory of the state is built, allowing the political and legal rights of citizens 

and states to be internationally deliberated. Thus, sovereignty is a legal and political 

concept related to the state as it conducts one of its most important duties and establishes 

its basic guarantees of human rights. It embodies the promise of national independence  

and guides its relations with other political entities that form the international system; 

hopefully it introduces international law, codes of conduct and systems of justice . Such 

autonomy cannot be maintained without the respect of the constitution and the laws it 

contains especially that it refers to that power not surrounded by any kind of restrictions. 

Bodin (1992) insists on the fact that sovereignty cannot be “limited either in power, 

charge, or time” (p. 85) as it concerns the truth  of an indivisible  and unified power 

different from that of a regionalized power. 
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 Historically speaking, the concept of National Sovereignty appeared in the 

period that accompanied monarchies, the ancient feudal system, nation states and 

amalgamated political systems of the modern era. It is one of the concepts developed 

during the emergence of “statehood,” whereby the ideal of freedom and equality was 

assumed as an alternative to wars and national conflicts. The concept of sovereignty is 

related to the concept of the nation-state, as the single national authority that issues 

commands to everyone and does not take orders from anyone. This means that nat ions 

could never govern themselves without the existence of an independent political system 

built on an effective foundation, with the concept of development in a way that 

precludes any form of economic stagnation. The modern nation-state respects the righ ts 

of citizens, which ensures that people may live in a dignified manner, exercise f reedom 

of thought and speech, and enjoy guaranteed rights without external restrictions.  

2.2 Sovereignty Studies 

  

Globalization today has very serious and dangerous implications for the developing 

countries which have surrendered their political functions and governmental roles. These 

countries have failed to confront or contract with the usual organizations of civil society; 

the principles of political stability, border security, and absolute sovereignty have 

gradually collapsed. Although globalization is an attempt to end the state’s monopoly on 

the authority of the appropriate use of force against its citizens, it is the reason f or the 

state to abandon its defensive functions by protecting society from external invasion and 

internal violence through imperative and authoritative globalization. In one of his 
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articles, Shdid (2020) believes that “globalization is a world without a nation and 

without a state” and today’s challenge lies in preserving the nation in the light of 

extended globalization and its influence on the international community.  

 The problem is that globalization is itself based on challenging and penetrating 

the borders of sovereign states and reaching their citizens to make the whole world more 

easily “marketable.” While globalization reduces the prominence of borders and strives 

to dissolve them, the national state emphasizes them as a supporter of stability and 

sovereignty. This deep conflict will ostensibly lead to the collapse of the national sta te 

system with independent borders and the erosion of the national sovereignty that 

guarantees legitimacy and stability.  

 This makes the national and natural resources part of the international 

economic system, and the citizens’ rights part of the international social concerns. As a 

result, globalization necessarily provokes strong reactions of social forces that lead to  a 

total damage in their internal system. Hence, globalization allows powerful countries to  

interfere in the nation and its sovereignty easily, and it is obvious that the National 

Sovereignty is losing its control by failing to preserve this sovereignty within the 

presence of the international agreements. So, the nation has to strengthen itself by 

expanding its area in order to survive and avoid loss, chaos, and confusion since there 

will be more reliance on external interventions for solving internal problems. 

The challenge that Lebanon faces in the context of globalization is daunting. It is 

evident that the nation’s ability to successfully confront them depends on its ability  to  

consolidate its internal situation economically and nationally, on foundations that ensure 
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the establishment of the appropriate economic and societal climate. Nobles & Schiff 

(2005) believe that “every law simply and strictly so-called, is set by a sovereign person, 

or a sovereign body of persons, to a member or members of the independent political 

society wherein that person or body is sovereign or supreme” (p. 118). As a democratic 

government ruled by law, Lebanon has to safeguard its remaining National Sovereignty. 

2.3 The Rise of the Lebanese Nation State 

 

The claim that globalization has influenced the Lebanese National Sovereignty is 

beyond questioning. Lebanon first became internationally recognized as a sovereign 

state in 1943. However, since the civil war in 1976, national sovereignty in Lebanon 

began to lose its authority until it gradually collapsed by the civil war’s end in 1990. 

This stimulated the regime to seek support from foreign power in order to reconstruct 

government and preserve the remnants of the nation. The Italian politician Goria (1986) 

claimed that “rare is the sovereign state that subordinates its ‘national interest’ to the 

international commonweal. The ability of the Lebanese state to maintain sovereign 

authority over the whole of the country was in this way restricted by a traditional 

political system which, by its very nature, retarded the development of strong central 

government” (p.11). Lebanon needed to establish a clear international framework in 

order to govern itself and strengthen its political, economic and environmental systems. 

At the same time, the country’s leadership had to be aware of the fact that it is not only a 

developing economy, but also a fragile and divided government that lacks true National 

Sovereignty.   
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 Globalization has the contradiction of being both a source of the nation’s 

strength and sovereignty, and a cause of its exposure to foreign influence and 

intervention. Through international trade and finance, globalization has provided a 

critical redistribution of political power and resources, and a burst of economic growth 

based on the accumulation of intangible human capital and technical knowledge. Yet in  

spite of these benefits, globalization has steadily deepened the crisis of  Lebanon and 

other Arab societies, through its creation of severe external pressures, which in turn have 

pushed them increasingly towards persistent internal conflicts and political 

disintegration. 

 In its ideal conception, globalization provides fair trade rules and a level 

playing field among nations, as a foundation for a cooperative global economy that 

secures equal opportunities for all participating countries. However, most economists 

and trade analysis believe that to make a real success of globalization, there must be 

shared responsibilities of the major powers to help the developing countries and their 

peoples.  

 2.4 Decline of National Sovereignty  

  

An evolutionary view suggests that globalization will ultimately lead to denying the 

state for the right to absolute sovereignty and self-determination, leading to a new 

concept of universal sovereignty that focuses on the whole world as the primary political 

unit that replaces the traditional nation states. According to the English sociologist 

Giddens (2000), “globalization as a consequence of modern ism is the process of 
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spreading the western institutions and making new forms of interdependence in the 

world” (p. 103) and interconnection between the countries in the entire world yet it has 

unfortunately the influence of diminishing the role of the state and reducing its control in 

several different sectors, whether political, economic or social.  

 Regarding the political dimension, critics and researchers believe that the state 

must lose some of its political functions, because the state’s mission is closely defined 

by geophysical borders, within which it exercises ruling government responsibilities, 

authority and sovereignty. In the modern technological, digital world, however, it will be 

difficult to identify hard borders in such fields as finance, communication and 

proprietary information. 

 Globalization’s impacts on the Lebanese autonomy are obvious. Salem (1998) 

suggests that “Lebanon is a country that is neither truly independent, nor sovereign ” (p. 

25).  It is certain that the Lebanese state has always been weak, and that Lebanese 

citizens are rarely as loyal to their country as they are to their community and 

confessional alignment. Globalization in the presence of such realities is clearly a 

contributor to the Lebanese disunity, and that it creates an incentive to develop greater 

National Sovereignty and self-determination. 

 Owen (2004) who is a labor party activist and a vital socialist in Britain relates 

this to two major factors. The first one is related to the economic elites, who work at 

minimizing the state’s interference in the economy, and the second one is related to  the 

politicians who seek the serve of their interests instead of the national interest. Seen in  

this light, globalization could be a solution to curb the rapaciousness of people in 
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authority, and to create a political leadership who work on behalf of the poor and the 

weak. 

2.5 Development through Globalization 

  

 Globalization imposes on nearly all of the countries in the world a set of  new 

tasks and functions on their political systems, for the sake of restructuring trade and 

commerce efficiently and effectively. At the same time, it reinforces the demand for 

modernizing political systems and rebuilding their institutions in a new configuration. 

These objectives occur to be basic necessities to preserve the existence of states. That is 

why some see National Sovereignty developing positively through globalization’s 

impacts on developing states such as Lebanon.   

  Efferink (2011) who is the editor of Exploring Geopolitics and the founder of 

its website, claims that “Lebanon’s political system is based upon the principle that the 

State should interfere in society as little as possible. The resulting weakness of state 

institutions has made Lebanon vulnerable to infringements on its domestic 

interdependence and sovereignty”. This is again a reason for globalization to be a 

developmental process that directs its interference in the state positively, as it provides 

benefits and financial assistance to strengthen the political, environmental and economic 

systems of the state. 

 Hazbun (2016) who is an author and a researcher in international politics 

maintains that the National Sovereignty has developed differently under the influence of 
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globalization; this author explores the dynamics of security politics in Lebanon since 

2005 “through the lens of hybrid sovereignty”. He believes that the agglomerations of 

mixed state and non-state representatives are capable of navigating “between rival 

understandings of insecurity, producing at times shared, but still contested, 

understandings which have sustained a system of plural governance over security  that 

has been able to respond to a shifting geography of threats”. 

2.6 Conclusion  

  

 Bou Diab, Takieddine & Riad (2017) argue that Lebanon “could benefit 

tremendously from the global inclination if it could find itself a new role of importer as 

well as exporter of higher education. It could benefit from its long experience of 

internationalization at home and of student mobility, cultural diversity, and dynamic 

society to become a provider of education across the borders, both physical and virtual, 

serving the near region”. 

 In fact, there are many problems in the world that have no solution, except 

with the cooperation of the international communities and the global institutions needed 

to maintain stability. These requirements have become a range of legal and international 

commitments to the state, provided by solidarity with non-aligned states and 

communities. Furthermore, National Sovereignty is no longer permanent, but rather 

continues to change being influenced by the international responsibilities that vary by 

time. It is being redistributed according to the requirements of the development of 

globalization and the controlling international affairs in the state. 
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 In conclusion, National Sovereignty is the building block and cornerstone of  a 

just globalization. It is the foundation of all modern international organizations, from the 

United Nations to the World Trade Organization, in spite of its gradual decline in the 

local context. National Sovereignty makes possible and shapes the government’s 

identity, so that the individual government becomes part of world integrated into the 

phenomena of globalization. Dewey (2008), an American lawyer, politician and 

prosecutor, elaborates on the relation between these two aspects of globalization by 

asking us to “take away the forces which are behind governments -which have made 

them what they are, and the existence and character of these governments is an accident, 

likely to be changed at any moment. Admit these forces, and, since they determine the 

government, they are sovereign” (qted. in Boydson p. 80).  

In November 2019, and in an interview with Guy verhofstadt who is an ex-prime 

minister of Belgium and former leader of the liberal group in the European Parliament, 

and in an answer to the question about globalization and sovereignty, he claimed that, 

“Sovereignty does not exist in a globalized world”.    
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CHAPTER THREE 
 

METHODOLOGY 
 

3.1 Background 

 

The tremendous political and economic changes that the world has witnessed 

since the last century, especially the acceleration of the globalization process and the 

collapse of the Soviet Union, have imposed remarkable challenges at various levels on 

the developing countries, especially the small ones such as Lebanon. The most 

significant challenge, among many, is the ability of such countries to face the resource 

requirements of their people’s needs within the competitive economic situation of  a 

world that has become globally open to all states. Marija & Anica, (2018) regard 

globalization as “a leader of new interactions on the global and local levels. The relation 

of the global and the local is a result of processes of globalization” (p.28), which in turn 

creates the challenges of foreign intervention, transnational ownership, and the 

weakened nation-state.  

The reality of being engaged in dynamic globalization, be it voluntary or f orced 

is still a major problem for smaller and weaker nations. If developing countries continue  

to interact autonomously with the outside world instead of establishing certain small-

nation economic blocs, they will lose their effective force which might enable them to 

prevent the great marginalization that would no doubt challenge their severity. The Arab 
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countries are among the countries that are mostly affected by globalization, although 

they do not have the political or economic power with which they can face globalization 

or even better deal with it in a way that is harmonious with their Arab culture. Perhaps 

the economic globalization does not raise great concerns about these countries even 

though globalization has proved that it has played “an important role for including 

societies, groups and individuals with their specific marks in one world society” (Marija 

& Anica, 2018, p.28). 

 In general, the Arab culture and the tradition of nationalism is facing a set of 

dualities that have not succeeded in resolving or overcoming them. The group of 

dualities that Arab culture is exposed to and has inherited and deeply rooted a set of 

other values and ethics operate the forces that try to globalize the entire world. 

The poorer Arab countries are weak states and unable to hold on to their 

sovereignty without external help and are thus exposed twice to the negative ef fects of  

globalization. They are targeted by external forces and powers in many ways-- on the 

economic, political, or even the cultural levels. Nevertheless, the western countries take 

advantage of their power and benefit from globalization by means of getting adapted to  

it; a fact that strengthens their economy which is the secret of their authority. 

3.2 The Methodology of Globalization Theory 

 

The political harmony between allied countries may provide them with 

opportunities to focus on the economic aspects of globalization and contribute to global 

growth without the fear of political and economic enslavement. Bigman (2002) believ es 
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that we can only understand Lebanon’s weakness “by focusing on the experience of 

those countries, regions, and population groups that have so far not been integrated into 

and benefited from the global economy” (p.2).  The support of the industrialized 

countries with the sophisticated technological and informational base should logically 

allow the developing countries to benefit from their influence, without any deterioration 

in their national political and economic independence. There should have also been a 

great “leap forward” in the economic and political performance of the developing 

countries, reflecting the impacts of improved trade and technology.  

Although the political geography, the social restructuring, and the economic 

modernization expanded in the developing Arab countries as a result of the provision of 

western countries, the application in the Arab case is different.  Bodin (2010) admits that 

sovereignty “thus remained in the people, and only its exercise was in the 

[intermediaries] whom one could call sovereign magistrates, but not sovereigns pure and 

simple” (p.5). Creating an independent, sovereign nation state must go hand in hand 

with strengthening the nation itself and ensuring its cohesion as a governing authority . 

Put it another way, people should be trained and prepared for independence and 

sovereignty, otherwise they will never gain real sovereignty. Thus, the sovereignty 

which was imported from the western world to the Arab world after World Wars I and II 

eventually demonstrated its inapplicability and inappropriateness for the Arab region. 

Countries which remained dependencies, but were given official names, parliaments and 

constitutions could not have authentic sovereignty, even after their independence from 

the empire or colonizing nation. 



 

33 

 

 Kahn (2011) believes and often repeats that “the sovereign that shows itself in  

the modern age is always the people” (p. 139), and the marginalization of  the national 

political independence and the economic decision-making that accompanies 

globalization should be given utmost importance. The best example in the Middle East 

today is Lebanon, which has been suffering since its independence from the 

repercussions of regional and international conflicts, which have negatively affected the 

lives of its citizens. The reason for the interventions and occupations which periodically  

plague Lebanon are the complex international alliances and transactions which are a 

necessary and inevitable component of globalization. If foreign powers are able to 

intervene and invade at will, and the Lebanese state itself must be recognized to be 

without sovereign authority on its own territory. 

The issue of restoring the sovereignty of the Lebanese state is one of the most 

pressing problems facing Lebanese society, in light of the extensive foreign violations of 

it borders and the inability of its state institutions to exercise their absolute powers in 

national decision-making. These powers of the state exist only by imposing the rule of  

law and maintaining security and general stability. This is the essence of the state’s 

ability to exercise its sovereign role, which no one group or entity can claim the right to  

exercise alone. The division of political power in Lebanon is based on the premise that 

divided power prevents domination by any single community, interesting group or 

militia; but it also means weakening the unity of the state, especially in relation to 

stronger neighboring states with no such constraining divisions of power. The result is a 

weakened society and economy with no ability to meet the needs of its population.  

Bigman (2002) claims that “even in countries that gained from globalization, certain 
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segments of the population, particularly those that live in the more remote rural areas, 

benefited very little, and in some areas, poverty has actually increased” (p.2). 

The marginalization of the Lebanese financial markets has, ironically, made the 

effects of the crises in the global economic markets profitable for the banking sector in  

Lebanon, and it has directly affected the overall economic and social conditions  of the 

people. Inflation, both global and local, has become a constant feature of the Lebanese 

economy due to the dependency that characterizes the country’s market capitalism. 

Kamel (1974) believes that such dependency has created the economic crisis that 

demolished the Lebanese pound’s value, which since the 1960s has steadily lost a large 

percentage of its purchasing power, about 30% between 1966 and 1973 alone (p.6). 

Lebanon has thus undergone ravaging political, economic and social crises, crises whose 

effects are seen in the lack of basic services for its citizen, including water, electricity , 

job opportunities and a healthy environment.  

During the period of its formation in the post-Ottoman years, Lebanon was 

subject to   waves of external domination by peoples and countries that came f rom all 

regions, including in particular the French, English and American universities and banks 

that were integrated into the national culture and economy. The Arab cultural character 

which Lebanon retains to this say is obviously infused with Western, and French 

influence in particular. In their defense, supporters claim that they provide global 

cultural and financial access, rather than regional isolation in the Levan t. “While the 

stability of the country is directly tied to that of the surrounding region, these sources of 

resilience and growth can ensure economic, social, and political viability” (World Bank, 

2016) 
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Various factors have also played out in pushing the Arab world to enter the era of 

globalization without adequate preparation and without a collective or national agenda to 

deal with new challenges and risks. That is because the globalization of the Arab world 

came from the outside, in the form of increasing pressures and multiple forms and 

objectives, which greatly reduced the margin of independence and the Arab regional 

initiative. These pressures worked to crack the Arab bloc and exacerbate the crisis of 

political systems pitting the communities against each other and the speeding dispersal 

of their structures. 

Some supporters characterize these problematic effects as the price of progress. 

Bigman (2002) states that “the negative effects of globalization may represent the high 

social costs of the transition period, when a country restructures its economy, reforms its 

institutions of governance, and adopts more liberal and market-oriented policies (p.3) . 

Of course, these effects were also depriving the smaller Arab states of  any self -will or 

independent decision. Likewise, political pressures have led to the emptying of national 

regimes of their social, political and cultural content, and the understanding between the 

ruling elites and the major states with influence since the seventies has resulted in the 

birth of the authoritarian regimes. These regimes had styles of governance and 

administration that worked outside the polite rules of politics, law and modern standards 

of rationality, and dealt with national resources as if they were property In particular, 

they spread corruption, spread economic, political and administrative chaos, and 

increased the spread of poverty, unemployment and social disintegration. During the 

transition period, large numbers of people would  have to change their employment and 

even their place of residence; Bigman adds that “many retrenched workers in public 
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privatized enterprises, urban workers in import-competing enterprises, and rural 

producers may suffer heavy losses with the sharp fall in commodity prices in the global 

and/or the local markets, and all are negatively affected by the large changes in all 

prices, and by the shifting boundaries between government, business, and multilateral 

institutions” (4). 

3.3 Commentary on the Arab Spring 

 

Since the Arab Spring of 2012, the restoration of freedom in the Arab world has 

been linked, or is on the way to be linked, to the return of foreign hegemony on the 

regional level, and consequently to the decline of the regional Arab arrangement, and the 

memory of past unity. 

The conflicts that lead to the disintegration and dissolution of Arab patriotism at the 

collective regional level and on the level of each Arab country still independently exist 

as they were before; indeed, they have deepened more than in any other previous era. 

In light of the new globalization standards, as much as it leads to deepening the 

crisis of Arab societies and pushing them increasingly towards confusion, loss and 

chaos, and thus towards increasing dependence in dealing with their problems on 

external interference. The arenas of the conflict, its fields, objectives, tools and means 

have been diverged and intertwined in an extremely difficult way that distinguishes the 

economic, commercial, financial, scientific, technological, intelligence, media and 

cultural aspects in contemporary wars and conflicts. “The sovereign has just one faculty: 

will. We do not speak of the popular sovereign knowing or wanting but only willing. It 
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wills the nation into existence, just as the sovereign god willed the cosmos into 

existence, and just as the artist wills the aesthetic object into existence” (Kahn, 2011, 

p.131). 

Globalization ostensibly requires continuous training and qualification processes 

for nations to join up, especially in the 21st century, in order to create an expert cadre 

capable of studying the economic, cultural, social and political policies of international 

trade, diplomacy and defensive alliances. Furthermore, it is through these elements of 

internationalism that the forces of globalization work to implement the policies and seek 

to find appropriate plans and programs to ward off the dangers resulting from 

globalization. Consequently, there is a real possibility of benefiting from the scientific 

and technical achievements that could help a country catch up with the phenomenon of 

globalization, being keen to follow up through the training and the existing 

qualifications and the new employees in order to know the use of new technology. 

In summary, the global powers, politically, culturally and economically, aim to 

achieve their goals by all possible means, and presents them as the top priority  of their 

projects and policies. This strategy includes imposing dependency through cultural 

penetration and invasion, suppressing the values of others cultures, and attracting the 

younger generations of citizens by feeding their instincts and directing their tendencies  

toward pop culture, exotic or European fashions. In addition, the foreign powers focus 

on what is on the surface of the human attention, reject efforts to limit the dominating 

world cultures, and keep them on the surface of consciousness. Once the interests, tasks 

and aspirations take full advantage of the doctrines of superiority, power, control, 
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fashion and wealth to reach destabilization of the national or ethnic culture, then it can 

erase the identity and the essentials of the “other” civilization.  

It is understandable to imagine that the discordant political system in Lebanon 

has its basis in sectarian fanaticism. Sectarian and sectarian affiliations and identities are 

among the most important social ties in the modern history of Lebanon, and they have 

played and are still playing a fundamental role in the formation of modern Lebanese 

society—and in its destruction. 

The plan for the fragmentation of Arab society has transcended the political and 

geographical dimensions to the social, cultural, intellectual and religious dimensions, as 

globalization comes closer to achieving these goals. Globalization has come to carry 

with it another kind of cultural conquest, that is, the dominant world culture’s conquest 

of another culture that is definitely smaller and weaker. The fact is that globalization 

does not mean just a clash of civilizations or interconnected cultures, but it advances the 

possibility of globally spreading the minority culture. The danger in this newly born type 

of culture means that while it may be enriching the culture on the surface, it also means 

a breakdown of traditional culture and values, among which the national traditions are 

foremost.  

Thus, globalization by definition means a confrontation of new and old cultures, 

while the strong one enforces an abolition of dialogue and civilizational exchange. 

Consequently, it is quite fair to judge globalization as a disadvantageous global ideology 

that results in good number of negative effects locally. This does not mean that it does 

not produce some positive results; the negative or positive effects resulting from 

globalization are due to the complexity of the social understanding of this phenomeno n. 
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That requires a serious study of the country's economic and social reality, the effects that 

globalization carries for the country culture, the extent of protective studies and laws, 

and the preparation of trained scholars and critics who understand what will take to limit 

losses and achieve profits for society as a whole. Effective institutions and safeguard can 

control the spread of globalization policies and their implementation at the local cultural 

level. 

Despite some positive aspects of the phenomenon of globalization, the danger 

threatening national cultures in today's globalizing world is a danger that is largely 

inevitable. The only unavailable solution is to dimply blockade or bar all commercial 

and economic globalization, as the forces of economic exchange and labor cost 

imbalances are impossible to resist in a competing world. The globalized world 

economy is fueled by a comprehensive technical and productive system that gives 

modern technology a competitive edge. This is the problem, but it is also a possible 

solution, as in reality booming global trade and a prospering economy can be combined. 

Much of the contemporary political theory of globalization claims exactly that: 

sovereignty, on this view is an anachronistic concept that has become dysfunctional at 

best, and misleading at worst, in our world of human rights and global markets. (Kahn, 

2011, p.3). 

Lebanon was born an independent state with its current borders, as many 

countries in the Arab Mashreq were imposed by foreign powers. This birth  was one of 

the products of an agreement between France and Britain known as the Sykes-Picot 

Agreement, which led to the dismantling of historic Syria, as it gave each of the two 

countries the right to draw international borders within the Middle Eastern territories 
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under their control. According to Goria (1985) “Lebanon only became an internationally 

recognized sovereign state in 1943. By 1976, however, civil war had undermined 

completely the political foundation upon which sovereignty in Lebanon was predicated. 

Our purpose here is to explain why this should have been so: to analyze the relationship 

between sovereignty and leadership in Lebanon, and, in so doing, examine the extent to  

which this relationship constituted a deeper cause underlying the collapse of the 

Lebanese state” (p.9). 

3.4 Lebanon as an Independent State Today 

 

Thus, the establishment of Lebanon as an independent state was not a ref lection 

of the will of all the popular strata that make up the Lebanese social f abric. Concerns, 

fears and historical memories, which are at the core of sectarian culture, played an 

important role in this political division. The breakdown of the Lebanese system which 

resulted from the political spoils came from a series of blows, as evidenced by the 

political crises of the 1980s and 1990s. Nevertheless, “despite the poor governance and 

violent events, the Lebanese economy had some periods of prosperity. The currency has 

been stable since 1992 and the GDP growing, largely due to a robust monetary policy by 

the central bank. However, Lebanon has a public deficit of around 27% of public 

spending and a public debt that represents around 138% of GDP (p.31). 

The singularity of today’s Lebanon, with its free economy as well as its culture 

always open to diversity, and its unworkable political system, has kept the Lebanese 

materially and morally in the Arab sphere, which is its natural environment. Lebanon 
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cannot be neutral in a negative sense, that is, to wash its hands of what is happening 

around it, especially after the Lebanese regime embraced the issues of the Arab world 

and built platforms for them. Deeb says “Lebanese sovereignty was beset by the 

problem of identity: for the Muslim, this concerned reconciling his Arabism with an 

allegiance to Lebanon; for the Maronite Christian this meant reconciling his f eeling of 

distinctiveness with the common cultural and linguistic heritage shared with Arabs” 

(qtd. In Gordon, 1981, p.32). 

Many Lebanese parties became involved in the context of various international 

Construggles, and thus they proved that they are the offspring of a particular time and 

place; they are not on the margins but rather active members in their surroundings and in 

the wider world. But their openness and embrace of all issues made their small country a 

legitimate arena for all other actors to contest power, and a convenient playground for all 

regional and international players. On the one hand, the Lebanese cannot repudiate their 

traditions and ancient heritage of openness, and on the other hand, the Lebanese cannot 

afford to open their borders in the face of regional conflicts such as the Syrian disaster . 

The Fragile State Index report (2020) noted that “The Lebanese economic model, after 

years of mounting issues, found itself in a truly precarious position in 2019. Its account 

deficit stood at approximately 25 percent of GDP, according to the IMF. Stagnating 

growth and reduced inflows of remittances placed it at risk of defaulting on its large debt 

load, estimated at 50 percent of government revenues”. The central bank faced 

challenges in maintaining the dollar parity and resorted to the hoarding of  U.S. dollars 

due to shortages, resulting in low confidence and a rising black market exchange rate . 
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3.5 Dimensions of Fragility 

 

The Lebanese state suffers from economic and financial crises that make it 

vulnerable to serious internal structural shocks. These crises are accompanied by a 

burning environment between devastating wars, military conflicts and economic 

authorizations. This makes the Lebanese entity, in its current form, vulnerable to the 

repercussions of transformations in the entire region, and the economic crisis in Lebanon 

is the result not only of the immediate and temporary causes, but also of the political 

corruption and the economic downfall. 

Paul Khalifeh (2020) says that “the Lebanese economy had been growing at a moderate 

pace over the past decades, however, according to many economists, the economic 

system in Lebanon had been failing and was artificially kept alive for years with 

financial engineering invented by Riad Salamé, the Governor of the Banque of Lebanon 

(BDL)”. The exacerbation of the financial and economic crisis has led to an 

unprecedented decline in the household incomes. The depreciation of the Lebanese 

pound has resulted in an increase in the prices of consumer goods and the domestic 

consumptions which mainly depend on importations. 

The International Growth Center’s Commission on State Fragility, Growth and 

Development believed that Lebanon has become more fragile in recent years for many 

reasons. The table below explains the dimensions of state fragility: 

Table 1 

Deep causes Symptoms Empirical proxies Consequences 
Amenable policies and 

solutions, given 
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constraints  

• Geography/  

bordering  

countries  

• Sectarianism 

• Legacy of 

the  

civil war  

• Regional  

instability  

• Weak and  

inadequate 

institutions  

Limited state 

legitimacy 

• Trust in government 

Attitudes of 

compliance  

• Postponement of 

elections 

• Vacancy in 

presidency  

• Periods of political 

vacuum  

• Illegitimate arms  

• Judicial weakness 

• No checks and 

balances 

• Weak police  

• No budget for 

12 years 

• Low tax revenue 

• Limited 

compliance 

• Low state 

capacity 

• No/poor 

legislation  

• Increased crime 

and  

risk of insurgency 

• Corruption 

• Disruption of 

democratic 

processes 

• Approving the 2017 

budget  

• Ensuring the 

implementation o  

2018 elections  

• Increasing data 

availability and 

transparency o  

information  

(reducing 

corruption)  

• Strengthening 

institutions and 

ensuring stable 

succession  

• Implementing 

access to 

information law 

• Publishing judicia  

decisions in the 

public domain 

• Approving judicia  

mediation law   
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Poor state 

capacity  

• State 

ineffectiveness 

• Lack of service 

delivery  

• Corruption  

• Tax evasion  

• Poor legislation  

• Limited social 

protection, despite 

recent improvement 

• Inefficiencies and  

inequalities in 

public education  

• Limited healthcare 

coverage 

• Poor state 

services 

• Poor 

infrastructure 

• Unattractive for 

starting business  

• Increasing 

poverty  

• High 

unemployment  

and emigration 

• Growth has not 

led  

to job creation 

• Some groups are  

marginalised in  

health and 

education  

 

• Widening the 

gap  

between the rich 

and the poor  

• Inequality of 

opportunities in 

health and 

education 

• Investing in 

transport and 

infrastructure  

• Investing in gas-run 

power generation 

• Ensuring new tax 

reforms are 

insulated from 

leakages in the 

system 

• Implementing 

necessary and  

overdue reforms to 

electricity  

• Decentralisation 

and giving  

municipalities their 

rightful powers and 

duties 

 

• Improving the 

poverty targeting 

programme  

• Increasing public 

spending on health 

and education 

following a well

constructed budget  
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• Setting plans and 

targets for a reduced 

budget deficit and 

public debt. 

 

Lack of 

Security 

• Transnational 

violent groups  

• Palestinian Refugee 

camps  

• Insurgency of 

marginalised groups  

• Increased crime rate  

• Tensions between 

Lebanese and 

Syrian refugees 

• Spillover from 

Syrian war 

• Disorder 

• Volatile 

business 

environment  

• Tourism 

affected  

• Destruction of  

infrastructure  

• Weakening the  

state legitimacy 

and capacity 

• Reducing 

corruption within 

the security forces  

• Strengthening 

capacities of state 

forces (fund, human 

resources, and 

weapons) 

• Encouraging 

efficient and 

forward thinking 

dialogue among 

state actors within 

state institutions  

• Supporting the civi  

society in anti

corruption 

campaigns and 

endeavours.  

• More internationa  
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support for the 

Syrian refugees. 

  

Deep causes Symptoms Empirical proxies Consequences 

Amenable policies 

and solutions, given 

constraints  

• Geography/  

bordering  

countries  

• Sectarianism 

• Legacy of 

the civil war  

• Regional  

instability  

• Weak and  

inadequate 

institutions  

Lack of 

Security 

• Transnational 

violent groups  

• Palestinian Refugee 

camps  

• Insurgency of 

marginalised 

groups  

• Increased crime 

rate  

• Tensions between 

Lebanese and 

Syrian refugees 

• Spillover from 

Syrian war 

• Disorder 

• Volatile 

business 

environment  

• Tourism 

affected  

• Destruction of  

infrastructure  

• Weakening the  

state legitimacy 

and capacity 

• Reducing 

corruption within 

the security forces  

• Strengthening 

capacities of state 

forces (fund, 

human resources, 

and weapons) 

• Encouraging 

efficient and 

forward thinking 

dialogue among 

state actors within 

state institutions  

• Supporting the civil 

society in anti-

corruption 

campaigns and 

endeavours.  
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• More international 

support for the 

Syrian refugees. 

  

Private 

sector:  

a source of 

resilience  

• Contributes 80% of 

GDP 

• FDI attractive 

environment  

(before Syrian conflict)  

• Good level of 

human capital 

• Good banking 

sector  

• Predominantly 

services driven 

• Large immunity to 

the 2008  

financial crisis 

• Anchors the 

economy 

• Stable currency  

• Trade 

opportunities  

• Services sector  

vulnerable to 

internal and 

external political  

instability 

• Insulating the 

private sector from 

political 

interference and 

corruption   

• Supporting SMEs 

and improving  

public-private 

partnership  

• Reform private 

sector pension 

system  

• Promote equality in 

education and 

better opportunities 

for youth  

• Strengthening 

labour laws 

• Promoting decent 

working conditions  
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Moderately 

resilient but  

vulnerable to 

shocks 

Vulnerabilities:  

• Regional instability 

• Limited state 

capacity and poor 

legislative power 

• Limited risk of 

coups given the 

level of polarisation 

• Corruption  

• Poverty  

• Poor checks and 

balances 

Resilience: 

• Good human 

capital  

• Large and 

competitive 

diaspora  

• Good private and 

banking sectors 

 

• Strong and resilient 

communities 

(support system) 

• Unpredictable 

risk 

• Lack of 

confidence  

and security 

Inhibition of a 

single dictator 

• Rebuilding 

institutions  

• Reducing 

corruption  

• Ensuring fair and 

transparent 

elections in 2018 

• Widening civic 

participation  

• Involving the 

diaspora in local 

decisions (new 

electoral law allows 

voting of 

expatriates)  

• Encouraging 

foreign investment  

• Strengthening 

social protection in 

a non-political 

manner (e.g  

employment 

guarantee schemes 

for infrastructure 

projects).  
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3.6 Conclusion  

 

Lebanon now finds itself at a pivotal moment in its history, as the economic 

crisis and anti-sectarian protests place it at a strategic crossroads. While past crises have 

been averted with the aid from Gulf governments that have worked to shore up investor 

confidence, Beirut is unlikely to escape the current crisis with similar stopgaps. The 

basic problem of excess debt and a negative current account balance are only becoming 

worse. “With the flow of aid to Lebanon also came a variety of finance packages 

including new loans. Yet today, critics point to the increasing public debt, which rose to  

$76bn in 2017, and place blame on the loans provided in the immediate post -war era. 

The debt hampers the GoL’s ability to contribute resources to essential services and 

keeps the government from effectively responding to the refugee crisis. Thus, Lebanon 

is again turning to the international community for support through foreign aid” 

(Malaeb, 2017, p.4). Goria claims that “sovereignty in Lebanon therefore rested on 

exceedingly tenuous political foundations. Preservation of the sovereign Lebanese state 

that emerged in 1943 was to require a substantial and, at times, a painstaking 

commitment to state-building by way of compromise and pragmatism. This was the 

meaning of the National Pact, and it is the standard against which we must analyze the 

actions and policies of Lebanon’s leadership from 1943 to 1976” (p. 13).  

Malaeb (2017) says that Lebanon has got many strengths, “Proximate causes and 

sources of resilience contribute to its resilience. The intricate sectarian composition, 

which constitutes one of the structural causes of Lebanon’s fragility, creates resilient 

communities that support each other. This pluralism and shared political power also 
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inhibit the existence of a single dictator, as became the case in many neighboring 

countries. Furthermore, in terms of economic resilience, Lebanon has a dynamic private 

sector as well as a diaspora that has often cushioned it from collapse” (p. 33).  To sum 

up this is a very optimistic interpretation of history. In spite of all the problems that 

Lebanon and other small developing countries have gone through, there has always 

seemed to be hope to a better Lebanon and a better life for its citizens.  One can recall 

Elias Sarkis’ words in his Swear speech; “Lebanon will remain open to Western culture, 

but it will be a true bridge for communication between the Arabs and the Western and 

Islamic world”. 
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Figure 1: Fund for peace states index 2020: “One crisis to the next in Lebanon” 
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Figure 2: Fund for peace states index 2020. One crisis to the next in Lebanon  
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The figures represent aid allocated to Lebanon’s governmental institutions with a 

minimum budget of $500,000 and explore two periods: pre-Syrian crisis (2005–

2010) and Syrian crisis (2011–2015). The information presented in Figure 1 is based 

on data collected from the Organisation for Economic and Social Development’s 

(OECD) Creditor Reporting System that presents the Official Development 

Assistance (ODA) commitments and disbursements to Lebanon’s public sector. The 

ODA defines foreign financial assistance as aid flows extended by official 

government or multilateral institutions to ODA recipient countries that have a 

concessional component and a minimum 25 percent grant element, and targets 

recipient countries’ economic development and social welfare. See the OECD 

Creditor Reporting System website: 

https://stats.oecd.org/Index.aspx?DataSetCode=CRS1   
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Figure 3 
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CHAPTER FOUR 
 

SOVEREIGNTY 
 

4.1 Background 

 

It is a geopolitical axiom that the elements of the state and the conditions f or its 

existence are determined by its people, its land, and its sovereignty. However , this 

traditional definition of the state has begun to change in recent years. Since Aristotle, the 

term “sovereignty” has played an important factor in analysis of state constitutions, 

governments, reforms and revolutions. The French and the American revolutions 

manifested the most serious developments and changes that the overturning sovereignty 

can ever produce. Today, however, the global economy is playing a critical and 

dangerous role in restricting and limiting the state’s sovereignty; in order to join the 

WTO and the United Nations, a country must accept definitions of rights and wrongs 

that come from without. Several factors have played a major role in limiting the modern 

state’s sovereignty. Sassen (1996) concludes that in spite of the unarguable f acts about 

the benefits of globalization and the global economy for some states, sovereignty “has 

been decentered and territory partly denationalized” (p.16). The development of the 

international community and its worldwide dissemination, after the Second World War 

in particular, forced the developing countries to give up their absolute concept of 

sovereignty. Agnew (2018) believes that the “effective sovereignty is always and 

everywhere exercised in relation to a variety of actors—state-based, corporate, societal,  
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and so on—who can be enrolled in its exercise even as they share in its effects at home 

and spread its impacts far and wide beyond the bounds of any state’s territory sensu 

stricto” (p.ix). 

Cassesse (2001) talks about the basic limitation of sovereignty which is related to 

the global domination and its extraordinary authority. He claims that “many 

international rules restrict State sovereignty” (p.98). The demands of the developing 

states for the capital funds and their own ongoing financial crises have rendered most of 

them subject to the global institutions. They are thus losing sovereignty through the 

conditions set for granting aid, especially the pressure of the World Bank and the 

conditions it sets to provide its loan—structural adjustments in the form of budget cuts, 

economic reforms, trade liberalization, privatization, and most often deregulation .  In 

one of his articles, Sammour (2020) claims that international institutions such as the 

International Financial Fund and the World Bank are using glamorous titles to attract the 

attention of developing countries; these are the countries which suffer from the failure of 

their economic policies and their succession of autocratic rules. The World Bank, for 

example, tries to manage the economic crises and adapt them to certain structural 

“reforms,” through adopting financial policies such as reducing all public spending and 

subsidies, raising energy prices and taxes, and increasing the government services and 

fees on the powerless citizens. 
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4.2 Change in the concept 

 

In fact, the new concept of national sovereignty is often determined by the extent 

to which human rights are said to be respected, as they are the basis for people in the 

society who want to feel that the state, as well as, the homeland, belongs to them. Sassen 

(1996) has great confidence in the power of the sovereign state to direct ref orm, which 

he says is a way to open up new opportunities for civilizing and modernizing these 

states. He adds that, “together with sovereignty and exclusive territoriality, citizenship 

marks the specificity of the modern state. It may also play a role in governing the global 

economy” (p.6). The policies of the International Monetary Fund also include the policy 

of liberalizing the exchange rate, deregulating trade policy from restrictions, and 

privatization of public infrastructure and common resources.  

In addition, regarding the topic of globalization in this study, and giving 

countries that suffer from financial collapse a negative balance of payments ane w debt 

(especially with the conditions imposed by the fund), these conditions directly affect the 

national sovereignty of the country concerned. It was a traditional view of classic market 

economics that cutting back on taxes and state economic intervention should lead to 

increased efficiency of the national markets, and thus creates the “rising tide that lifts all 

boats.” Unfortunately, this is not always the case in the real world; Suzan Berger (2000), 

a lecturer at the department of Political Science t the Massachusetts Institute of 

Technology, Cambridge, believes that “Globalization shrinks the state by reinforcing the 

political resources of those groups in society who desire limitation of the use of the state 

powers to redress poor outcomes in the market. It also ties the hands of even those 
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political forces whose ideological traditions support state intervention in production and 

redistribution” (p.51).  

Sassene (1996) relates the limitation of sovereignty to the territoriality in the 

global economy where we find the services of outlets, the firms, and the most markets 

are international, and, specifically labelled for example, “Made in the USA,”  although 

manufactured in poor and developing countries and pieced together onshore to 

circumvent regulations. In addition, “the export-processing zone--a special tariff and 

taxation regime that allows firms, mostly from high-wage countries, to export semi-

processed components for further processing in low-wage countries and then to reimport 

them back to the country of origin without tariffs on the value added through 

processing” (p.10). There is no doubt that globalization, ostensibly based on challenging 

the borders, trade tariffs and other barriers, has fostered the emergence of new 

transnational systems that have transcended the sovereignty of the states in different 

ways. It has the paradoxical effect of being both a source of strength and the source of 

intervention.  

4.3 The new concept 

 

Lebanon, which is a distinctive country characterized by a strategic geopolitical 

location, has long been attractive to many of the great powers seeking to maintain their 

influence on a small geopolitical zone. Its state institution is a fragile coalition 

government that carries great internal sectarian and confessional contradictions. The 

colonizing countries have always sought to keep their colonized possessions hopeless 
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and broken, and this applies to many new post-colonial countries. As a result, many such 

smaller states have witnessed regional and international conflicts cross their frontiers 

since their sovereign borders lost serious meaning. Lebanon is practically a case study in 

itself of this repeated violation on its borders, most recently with millions of Syrians 

driven out of their homes towards their neighboring Lebanon. 

In light of the current wave of globalization, many of the Arab countries, 

including Lebanon, have lost their freedom of decision making, since they do not have 

the political or economic power through which they could confront the domination of 

foreign powers, and the negative impacts of globalization. The more powerful countries 

utilize their greater political, economic, and military power, power that helps them take 

advantage of globalization and sustain domination over weak countries. This fact has 

deepened the crisis of these societies and pushed them increasingly towards confusion, 

loss, and chaos. The resulting political chaos, in Lebanon specifically, has increased th e 

extent of poverty, unemployment, and social disintegration. It also has led to a 

significant deterioration in the civil society systems, as many communities have nearly 

abandoned the National League for the sake of internal sectarian relations. In  addition, 

the current Arab disintegration results from the external pressures linked to  the agenda 

of international conflicts. 

The sovereignty of Lebanon is no longer a purely Lebanese concern. The state of 

Lebanon has no longer had a real sovereignty on its own, as it has become dependent on 

the international system, not on the national will. Under the pressure of globalization, 

Lebanon has become dependent more on the international order rather than on the 

national disorder; its state is no longer the source of a Lebanese sovereignty in the 
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regional and international sense.  Only the tenuous legal framework and the strategies 

promoting investment in Lebanon have played an important role in maintaining 

confidence of investors in the local economy. This has a little bit stabilized Lebanon on 

the investment map, it is true, and has allowed investors to look forward to providing 

their services in the local and regional markets. But this fragile financial and political 

superstructure is vulnerable to the continual threat of financial collapse, in a country 

with a wealth of human capital and technical abilities, but chronic shortages of 

electricity, clean water and sanitation measures. 

The foreign capital inflows for investing in the economy come from abroad and 

drive projects that generate basic and productive assets. These assets are used in projects 

to yield many real benefits: promote economic growth, drive industrial development, 

create new job opportunities, raise wage levels, increase treasury revenues from exports 

and tax revenues, and introduce new and more modern technology.  But although 

foreign investment is a basic financial resource that small states seek to attract, since 

investment has always been the key to the growth of the successful emerging economies. 

This entire strategy is also an opportunity for these larger foreign countries to dominate 

and control the small countries. 

  Globalization has contributed to the transformation of the Lebanese national 

identity into a weak and fragile entity, especially in the absence of the state’s abil ity  to  

develop or adapt to the contemporary expansion of globalization. Globalization has 

crushed real national sovereignty, especially when these interests and benefits conflict 

with the narrow interests of the global and regional powers. It has also imposed foreign 
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sponsorship, by giving preference to the foreign that leads to the insulation of what is 

local, and to the false reproduction of everything that is local. 

The influence of globalization has contributed to diminishing national culture, as 

it has created a state of alienation between individuals and their national history on one 

side, and their cultural and civilizational legacies on the other. The powerful countries 

have used globalization as a form of economic, cultural and political domination.  In 

addition, the path of the major global companies influenced small governments by 

controlling the decision-makers. Globalization thus, becomes the result of economic 

strategies, policies, and measures. With the intensification of globalization and the 

accompanying expansion of the gap between the rich and the poor countries, sovereign 

hegemony has stabilized among the majority of the nations in the world. This has forced 

the smaller poor and developing nations strongly to accept this destructive process. 

The centers of power in the world that have been imposed on these developing 

nations and that are assisted by the slogans that powerful states prepare themselves by 

means of targeting their interests and the global media, and directs them, globalization 

companies have had the way they want. The giant international companies have had a 

great influence in bringing down the nation government states, fabricating rebellions and 

rebels, triggering crisis, and striking independent economies. Austin (1894) claims that 

“if a sovereign has not power to enforce h is commands, he /she is not sovereign” (as 

cited in Dewey, p.33).  

The increase of the public debt in Lebanon and the risks that these debts incur, as 

well as the resulting imbalance in prices, are major negative indications of globalization. 

What globalization is reflecting is not what was once expected; globalization has been 
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reducing the taxation of the capital, which is mobile, and shifting the tax burden onto 

labor, which is less mobile (Przeworski & Wallerstein1988, Scharpf 1991, Kurzer 1993, 

Steinmo 1993). Instead of supporting the needed unification, globalization overwhelms 

the state sovereignty, and destroys state control. As Bergin (1997) explains, 

“Globalization undermines the national state, these observers claim, not only by 

shrinking the resources under national control for shaping economic and social 

outcomes, but also by reducing government’s legitimacy and authority in the eyes of the 

public” (p.4). 

4.4 Lebanon and the Geopolitical influence 

 

When revising Cohen’s thesis about the relation between sovereignty and 

globalization as a way of rethinking and acceptability and the problems of 

constitutionalism, De Burca (2013) finds that Cohen argues “for a particular 

understanding of the system of global governance today, presenting it in terms of  what 

she calls a dualistic sovereignty regime, and at the same time sets forth a normative 

political project of reconceptualization and reform” (p.43). He adds that Cohen discusses 

and argues in particular for an understanding and a reconstruction of the international 

legal and political system along ‘constitutional pluralist’ lines. 

The Lebanese state alone lacks the resources for a full reconstruction of its 

international and political system. The main and fundamental weakness in the Lebanese 

political, economic and social regime is the fragile system that controls it. The 

“communitarian” sharing of power prevents sensible compromise on  urgent matters of 
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national need. The weak state’s openness to foreign interventions and the corruption of 

its politicians and their decisions, result in a decline in national sovereignty, and 

intrusive globalization that forces it in a way or another to lose its freedom of decision -

making. This consequently leads to the indication that Lebanon has been suffering f or a 

long period of time from the negative repercussions of globalization. In addition, the 

doubts about the state’s ability to develop economica lly, the inability to maintain a 

stable of currency, and the single-minded emphasis on private advantage, prevent  any 

real economic development or even a prospect for political reformation.  

Thus, the external powers and their rulers form a negative dimension for 

sovereignty. According to Cohen (2012), “sovereignty is a negative concept: ultimately 

internal supremacy and external autonomy are two sides of the same coin: meaning the 

absence of other equal or independent jurisdictions or powers within, and the absence of 

hierarchical subordination to external legal or political orders controlling or determining 

the nature of the political and legal order of a sovereign state” (p. 27). The evolution of 

the international world order attracts the importance of the provisional between 

economic, political and diplomatic relationships, and the deviations result in constant 

refinements and technological and informational flows.  

Eichengreen (1997) explains that the “most basic principle of the theory of  tax 

incidence is that elastically supplied inputs into production escape the burden of taxes ; 

try to tax them and they vanish. The capital’s share of taxes paid in the leading industrial 

countries that make up the Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development 

(OECD) has shifted steadily downward in recent years” (p.3). 



 

65 

 

The economic balance of payments is influenced by financial globalization 

changes. The state is affected by globalization, and globalization in return is affecting 

the fiscal policy that increases as the degree of global economics or financial 

globalization increases.  Hence, the international investment process is a f fected by the 

taxes and their considerations, and by the international companies and the worldwide 

investors who invest in states where the tax rates or the incomes and the profits are low. 

This figures out the reason for the reduction in the state’s sovereign resources from 

taxes, and to the weakness and ineffectiveness of the fiscal policy in achieving its target.  

The World Bank report on the Lebanese economic update in April 2020 admits 

that Lebanon has arrived to a risky financial stage and it badly demands proper 

management or else, the situation will worsen and the government with its nation will 

suffer endlessly. The report conveys the idea by claiming that “Lebanon needs a credible 

crisis management strategy that identifies crisis stabilization and recovery measures 

along a number of dimensions, especially the external, fiscal and financial sectors, social 

safety nets, a growth framework and the governance deficiency” (Annual World Bank 

Report).  

Blom Invest Bank from the Blom Bank Research reports that there are 213$ compared 

to a deficit 132$ by April 2020. 
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Graph 2 

 

REFERENCE: Ministry of Finance 

 

Sassene (1996) believes that “the governments used to have a whole array of policies to  

govern their national economies: policies on taxes, public spending, interest rates, credit 

controls, exchange rates, capital controls, and income. The global financial markets have 

affected all of these, hence, some of them sharply” (p.25). The withdrawal of the capital 

from the state and their investment beyond the national borders will be then the major 

cause for unemployment rates that will increase in the countries of capital displacement. 

Thus, the governments will reduce tax rates, decrease tax revenues, and increase th e 

public budget deficit.  

In one of his political articles, Salloukh (2018) claims that the economic problem 

of Lebanon is not recent as it has its roots back to the very past policies and failure of the 
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financial plans. He admits that “today, we are reaping the results of these past ghosts: 

One percent annual economic growth in 2018; a 6.2 percent average inflation rate year -

on-year through July; $83.7 billion public debt as of August 2018 (compared with $3 

billion in 1993); a total fiscal deficit at 8.3 percent of GDP through June of 2018; an 

‘unsustainable’—as the World Bank keeps reminding us—debt-to-GDP ratio of 155 

percent at the end of 2018, expected to rise to 166 percent by 2020; and a trade deficit of 

$11.7 billion through August 2018”. His suggestion to “free ourselves from the ghosts of 

economic policies past, and start making the kind of difficult fiscal choices that can 

reverse the present” meltdown without torpedoing the livelihoods of the poor and 

disadvantaged” represents the globalization mal influence on the nation-state and its 

sovereignty. 
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percentages may be smaller/greater than 100% 

The developing countries relied on the oriented economy, where fear prevailed over the 

potential and negative possessions of foreign investment, political interference, and the 

fading of local companies. Therefore, foreign direct investment has clearly witnessed a 

remarkable financial decline, which was limited to grants and loans. 

Globalization actually has a basic influence on the flow of foreign investment 

which changed its strategy during the 2nd world war where the United States became the 

basic source for these investments. The developing countries relied on the oriented 

economy, where fear triumphed over. 

The latest update of the Export Enterprises reports prepared from the economic 

indicators in the recent economic context of Lebanon blames the  banks for their 

ignorance of the role of the private sectors that become responsible for the economic 

crisis even though Lebanon has a lot of benefits from its moderate climate and fertile 

land.  

The World Bank report indicates that “Banking activity, even when it was 

sustained and lucrative, did not constitute real support for the private sector since most 

of the liquidity coming from banks is used to finance public debt”.  

Tourism accounts for almost 20% of GDP and employs around 18% of the active 

population. The sector currently suffers from the serious economic and political  crisis 

that the country is going through.” Schellen (2020) says that “the existing dual exchange 

rate is not suited for the long-term recovery of the Lebanese economy, because of its 

distortionary nature and the limited availability of FX-resources in the parallel market” 

(p.27). He believes that absolute dependency can develop into serious trouble for the 
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weaker social and economic partners. Schellen (2020) classifies the foreign investors as 

senior and junior partners and that “the one-sided, open-ended, and overlong currency 

partnership of Lebanese lira and US dollar lasted for over two decades, in which it 

seemed to defy the impossible trilemma and survived many external stresses, episodes of 

capital outflows, and pressures of divergence” (p.31).  

4.6 Conclusion 

 

In fact, the relationship between sovereignty and globalization is dialectic al and 

interactive.  Globalization has made those who avoid their just national taxes become the 

deciders of investment policy. Agnew (2018) points to “the global mobility of financial 

assets whose owners search for the best tax regime to minimize their tax obligations in  

their home states, and also hide assets from tax authorities [in foreign countries] because 

those assets are either looted from state coffers or the result of illegal activities” (p. 16). 

This proves that reduced tax sovereignty means “the growth of an industry off the sta te 

borders… devoted to lowering or reducing tax obligations, and the increased power of 

parties (banks, multinational businesses, wealthy individuals, etc.) in finding ways 

around the tax obligations of citizenship in the sovereign states in which they or most of  

their taxable activities are located” (Agnew, p.16).  

Although the states are supposedly sovereign, they are not free to individually 

and independently do what they want just as local rules and customs usually and in  the 

depths of national constitutions mean. In other words, the state cannot do what it wants  
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within its own borders, so the global norms and regulations limit the freedoms and 

control the meaning of the sovereign states.  

The lack of sovereignty unconditionally means other states’ interference in 

determining the fate of that state and the fate of its people. It is the loss of  identity  and 

that of nationality. Hence, the defeating state represents, by force, the people of the weak 

state who have already lost their sovereignty. Not only that but it has also been given the 

right, legally or illegally, to decide in its name and on its behalf. Sovereignty 

presupposes constant and continuous reduction of the international and foreign 

restrictions that politics, economics, and culture impose on the individuals within their 

societies.  

Agnew (2018) believes that “the trick in understanding globalization and 

sovereignty is to develop a way of thinking that moves away from the either/or 

framework—either absolute state territorial sovereignty or a globalized world without 

sovereignty—in which most opinion has been trapped” (p.20).  Austin (1894) proves to  

be very realistic when he admits that no government is powerful without having a more 

or less powerful government. So, every state is ruled by another one depending on the 

needs and the constituted situations. “If perfect or complete independence be of the 

essence of sovereign power, there is not in fact the human power to which it will apply. 

Every government, let it be ever so powerful, renders occasional obedience to the 

commands of other governments. And every government defers habitually to the 

opinions and sentiments of its own subjects” (p 32) 
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CHAPTER FIVE 
 

CONCLUSION 
 

Over the centuries, history has proved that Lebanon is a country that has played a 

major role in the development of commerce and culture in the Middle East. Its 

involvement in the recent wave of globalization has admittedly created the opportunity 

for some social investment in science, technology, and higher education. Against the 

challenging circumstances that Lebanon has passed through, the Lebanese nation and 

people have been playing an important cultural and political role in the world 0since 

World War II.  

Despite the negative effects of globalization, Lebanon should be p rovided the 

opportunity for better integration into the global system. The integration of Lebanon and 

its development in the rich cultural exchanges is due to an abundance of knowledge 

resources, not political power. Lebanon’s strength can be attributed to its possession of a 

trilingual system of language skills, from the diversity of languages that its nation 

acquired as a result of years of colonization. In a sense, this has even produced an 

intellectual and organizational rejuvenation. The model for coexistence and the 

competition among other countries for influence have placed a big responsibility on the 

Lebanese politicians and leaders to maintain the state's autonomy and sovereignty. 

Sovereignty has been a dialectic and sometimes ambiguous concept in recent years, 



 

73 

 

despite Robinson and Ritz’s (2018) claim that sovereignty is “a word with an ambiguity 

legacy” (p.1). 

The challenges that Lebanon has faced over the past eras were difficult.  

Moreover, the Lebanese government’s dependency on the controlling and colonizing 

states made it fragile and weak. Agnew (2018) considers that globalization can be 

“either decried as undermining the self-determination of states and democracy or praised 

as representing the potential for a new planetary consciousness or global 

cosmopolitanism. In both cases, however, statehood and globalization are seen as 

opposites and alternatives” (p.17). 

From a personal point of view, globalization is the reason for manipulating the 

concept of the sovereignty of the state. It has formed that shift from sufficiency to global 

dependency. Therefore, globalization is implicating the state rather than helping it to 

strengthen its autonomy. This consequently leads to global reliability in small and big 

decision makings. This applies to the way Connolly (2007) defines sovereignty as 

“migrating from states—where it was never entirely anchored—to a loosely assembled 

global system” (p.36). 

Over time, Lebanon has struggled hard to maintain its sovereignty especially 

with the UN interference in every single internal issue. Furthermore, Lebanon has 

received regular international aid to raise its economic downfall; that is, foreign 

interference sometimes had its benefits.  Baumann (2010), claims that “the commercial 

banks and the financial institutions also had a major role in the recovery from the 

collapse. They attracted large sums of investment from the Lebanese diaspora, and the 
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financial secrecy system that is in place lured Gulf and Arab millionaires. The 

government also borrowed prolifically from the commercial banks to finance its 

projects”. As an Arab-Mediterranean country, and due to Lebanon’s strategic location 

among this Arab peninsula, Lebanon has been suffering from voraciousness of its 

surrounding states and the hegemony of the great powers leading to the suffering of  its 

people. In his report: “State Fragility in Lebanon", Malaeb (2020) asserts that Lebanon 

“has endured a turbulent past and continues to suffer its consequences. The country 

enjoys a strong private sector and resilient communities. However, the public sector is 

plagued with corruption and clientelism, collective dictatorship, illegitimate arms, and 

failed institutions” (p.4).  

The government’s reliance on certain fiscal policies such as new taxes, tariffs, 

foreign domestic investments, and international economic aid support have weakened 

Lebanon and left it sadly lacking the nation's will and sovereignty. Badie (1999) laments 

that “among political theorists, the most attention has been given to the relationship 

between sovereignty and political authority: in particular, that state sovereignty has 

arisen to legitimately enforce internal order and to protect against a real threat. Recently, 

the grounding of this claim about assumptions of international anarchy and equality 

between states has been subject to examination” (p.26). 

The difficulties and tensions encountered in the national reconstruction process  

of the state were evidenced through the patterns of the state’s ownership for the land. 

The way in which the state developed the maps for its lands and the stages of this 

process - whether about the cadastral survey or the administrative division - expressed 
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and clarified these difficulties. Malaeb (2020) claims that: “the most of the current 

challenges that contribute to Lebanon’s fragility stem from the widespread corruption. In 

this regard, the civil society has achieved significant breakthroughs in shedding the light 

on corrupt practices via its media outlets and bringing these cases to courts” (p.14).  

That is why the internal Lebanese government arena has been characterized as an 

arena or auditorium for regional and international conflicts to contest power and prevent 

settlement, to the point that the stability of Lebanon has become tightly linked to the 

regional and international balances within its power sharing arrangements. The Lebanese 

sectarian system has nurtured the deep estrangement between members of the same 

communities and contributed to the need of many citizens to take refuge abroad in order 

to ensure their own safety and stability. Through sectarian concerns and contributions , 

foreign countries managed to safeguard their interests on the streets of Beirut; throwing 

the ball of struggle on the Lebanese regional powers to pay the price, deteriorate day 

after day, and become more fragile over time.  

Lebanon is vulnerable to volatile regional and international developments which 

in turns have a direct impact on the internal security whether in the border areas or 

inside the state. The social and political disintegration is accompanied by the weak state 

institutions that are unable to defeat economic and political ups and downs. 

Consequently, the process of building and rebuilding the state in Lebanon is not an easy 

task. This is because it is characterized by the fact that the state sovereignty is limited or 

diminished due to the international armed and diplomatic interventions. Fawcett (2017) 

asserts, “Lebanon does not fully control all of its territory or borders; there are multiple 
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competing groups and sites of authority; but the Lebanese state remains, because 

powerful domestic (and external) actors wish it” (p. 798). In its2020 annual report,  the 

Fund and Peace institution (F&P) declared: 

The years of perceived government mismanagement and inability  to  

efficiently address the mounting economic problems, and the 

resulting pressures of the Syrian Civil War pushed Lebanon to the 

precipice of financial collapse in 2019, emboldened a disaffected 

citizenry to confront the other pillar of Lebanese resilience: political 

sectarianism. 

In light of the recent developments in Lebanon, including the spread of  the pandemic, 

the port explosion, and dating back to the beginning of the 1990s, the Lebanese 

economic and political crisis has created a fertile ground for new external intervention, 

which gave the state its regional dimension (Figure 1-9). Henceforth, it has become 

more facilitating, specifically for the two neighboring countries, Syria and Israel, to 

directly and continuously enter Lebanese territory. Consequently, their forces have been 

stationed in different periods in different areas inside Lebanese territory, as shown in the 

following figure: 
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Figure 4 

 

Agrandir Original (jpeg, 264k) 

The mixture of internal tensions and regional pressures leads to the collapse of the 

Lebanese state, as well as to more complications in the country. The state is weak and 

fragile because the external influences penetrate its borders easily. Moreover, for the 

state to be sovereign,  
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it should be able to direct its political, economic and social life in accordance 

with its values and without external influence, pressure or coercion. Together 

with this, the sovereign state now has a moral obligation to protect and extent the 

political, economic and social rights of its citizens” (Wall & August, 2012).  

Unfortunately, this is not the case in Lebanon. In terms of its geographical and economic 

design, Lebanon is considered a very much insubstantial in spite of the various attempts 

to balance the powers that has been established between the state and society, that can in  

turn, gives sectarian groups an authority to dominate, in order for them to avoid chaos 

and disorder. The system of the political consensus in Lebanon is based on the 

proportional representation of all political and religious sects in the state. This system 

largely affects its sovereignty and independency.  

The most effective factor on state sovereignty is globalization, which is 

increasing the economic integration and interdependence of the national, regional, and 

local economies around the world, through the intensification of the movement of goods, 

services, and technologies across borders. It has facilitated the exchange of ideas and 

cultures, which have contributed to seeing a world in which people are more open and 

tolerant with each other.  The result is absolutely a smaller and more socially connected 

world. Fawcett (2017) wonders to what extent do the weak state have the patience and 

power to rise alone and be sovereign and interdependent. He classified sovereignty into 

two aspects that will help should be kept in mind:  

—domestic and international—though the two are obviously interdependent. 

That the Arab uprisings and their aftermath have generated domestic political 
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changes with long-term repercussions cannot be disputed, but how these changes 

will play out in terms of state authority and institutions remains unclear; whether 

or not they will result in major international changes, including state breakdown 

and the redrawing of borders, is even less certain. (p. 791) 

Globalization is a major process of controlling and setting laws and ties. In  addition, it 

removes specific obstacles, impediments, and barriers among countries and among 

people. It is clear, as provided, that globalization is a process that has advantages and 

disadvantages. As for making something international, it should usually be a purely  

positive effort that works to facilitate links and paths between different countries. 

The accelerating international factors and changes in the world nowadays have 

led to an increase in the influence of foreign state influencers at the local, regional, an d 

global levels, especially in light of the withdrawal of some of the sovereign 

characteristics of the states under the pressure of globalization. The impact of such 

acceleration has become a seriously prominent feature. Moreover, there seemed to be an 

appropriate environment weakening the supervision of those powerful states, as well as 

exhausting the changes in their forms, and the implications of their possessions. 

To some, globalization has caused a social change that is only related to the 

increase in the interconnectedness between societies in the state and their elements , due 

to the increase in cultural exchange and economic movement. Besides, it has taken part 

in and supported the rapid development of transportation and communication, as well as 

the nation’s technologies that were linked to the cultural and economic exchange which 

have played a fundamental role in its commencement.  
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However, the difficulty or the jeopardy is not in the issue of globalization itself  

as an idea or process, but rather in how it is faithfully applied. Globalization is f acing a 

very strong resistance in various regions of the world, especially in  the developing 

countries such as Lebanon as it has had an absolute negative influence on the potential 

for the growth of the local economies in the absence of balance between the developed 

and the poor countries. Foucault (2004) captures the fact that the state, any state, has it 

no essence, cannot stand strong without the influence of other state’s interference; he 

admits that “is not a universal, is not an autonomous source of power. Instead, it is an 

emergent and changeable effect of incessant transactions, multiple governmentalities, 

and perpetual statizations” (p.79) 

Many have accused globalization of dissolving the local cultures and granting the 

world to serve the powerful. The world has become more intertwined, but it does not 

necessarily mean that it has become more similar. There is no doubt that the new 

technologies have contributed to increasing the frequency of overlapping relations at the 

level of the whole world, and there are still great differences in terms of differentials in  

the field of the environment and the social and cultural control systems of decisive 

significance. In spite of the increasing influence of economic globalization and the 

integration of national economies, it is necessary to emphasize the need to distinguish 

between national and international economies. In addition, political considerations have 

been distinguishing the economic activities of one country from another.  

Foucault (1979) defines power as “the moving substrate of force relations which, 

by virtue of their inequality, constantly engender states of power, but the latter are 
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always local and unstable. … Power is everywhere; not because it embraces everything, 

but because it comes from everywhere” (p. 92-3). The powerful states are trying to  use 

their power in order to influence economic activities and direct them as far as possible to 

their economic and political interests, and this is against state sovereignty. It is a lack of  

sovereignty that allows the interference of other states in determining the fate of the poor 

and developing states and their citizens. The dominating states becomes the 

representative of the weak one, which is on the way of losing its sovereignty, where they 

represent the weak state's people and decide in their name and on their behalf.  

In light of globalization, a state like Lebanon is no longer free hand in exercising 

many aspects of true sovereignty. Developments, especially in its political dimension, 

have led to a reduction in the state’s sovereignty. Moreover, in light of this situation, 

other powerful states have acquired very important roles in the authority for building the 

international system. The shock of globalization has been violent on many states, and the 

Arab world was not an exception to this rule. The challenges of globalization for 

Lebanon, in particular, and for the rest of the Arab states, were severe in  many purely  

human aspects, but more powerfully in the political arena. Salibi (1993) declares that 

this situation is almost schizophrenic, and sarcastic says: 

Lebanon, one of the first state in the region that have attempted to resolve the 

question of national identity, continues to be torn over its identity, sovereignty 

and legitimacy…, while most other neighboring states have come to deal with 

their given state boundaries and structure and accept and develop their state 

national identity (pp. 31-32).          
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Globalization results in the abolition of the sovereignty of the states and in the violation 

of their borders and independence. In his article entitled “Globalization and the 

undermining of state sovereignty”, Nehmeh (2010) explains how globalization 

overwhelms sovereignty in the states. He says,  

In light with such explications, there is going to be a major impact of 

globalization on state behavior as it exhibits its sovereignty. Particularly so 

because of the dramatically increased efficiency of handling information, the 

integration of national economies into global financial markets, the increasing 

penetrations of borders, and the continuing expansion in the volume of 

international trade, all factors that make states progressively more interdependent 

(or dependent in some cases) upon forces and institutions outside their borders.  

Thus, weak and fragile states are not capable of being independent in shifting 

due to globalization. They lose their sovereignty due to a greater reliance on the global 

support. So, the state changes its nature forcefully and this is evidently applied throu gh 

using all kinds of economic and political interference in them and declaring hostility  to  

any state trying to defend its sovereignty or its national and national interests.  

The challenges of globalization in the Arab states, especially in Lebanon, were  

extremely momentous and on various political and humanitarian aspects and levels.  

Countries of the Arab regional system, whence economic, political and social interests, 

faced a number of challenges resulting from the phenomenon of globalization that 

crystallized as a result of the interaction between what is internal and external. The result 

is a weak and a fragile state that pays the price of external benefits from the gaps in  the 
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governmental and political system of the state. In his article, which tackles the problem 

of how globalization undermines the state sovereignty, taking Lebanon as a case study, 

Nehmeh (2010) declares: 

…in the same way, yet, with different magnitude to all states developed or 

developing, Lebanon’s sovereignty is undermined by a number of factors related 

to domestic, regional, international and the rapidly developing globalization 

process. The latter has been the concern of all governments of the world 

especially in Europe, USA and the Middle East at large. All governments are 

concerned with investigation to dwell into forces shaping the evolution of the 

nation-state within the new Global Trends.  

The question we raise again is: Can Lebanon, at any time and within all such 

difficult types of pressures, whether economic, political or social, become in the 

foreseeable future sovereign again?  There are a few debatable questions related to  the 

previous question about the influence of globalization on the sovereignty of the state and 

keeps the answers open. The questions are whether the concept of globalization is a 

deceptive neoliberal perspective that hides economic domination or not. Pieterse asked: 

“Is globalization is a recent or long-lasting process? Does globalization really exist or is 

it a myth or a rhetorical device? At its core globalization, is neoliberalism? Can the 

process of globalization be managed? (Pieterse, 2009, pp.7-8). 
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