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Hezbollah’s Autonomy and the Lebanese State
Since its independence in 1943, the Lebanese state‟s authority has been continuously
challenged by different factors and actors. In light of these challenges and along with the
process of consolidating the state after the end of the civil war (1975-1990) and what has
been called the process of moving from „mini-states to the state‟ (Mennassa 2002), this
article will explore the extent to which Hezbollah, the party of God, considered by many
a „state-within-a-state‟ or at least as holding an autonomous status of its own (Sharara
2006), threatens the centrality of the state or not. Is Hezbollah completely autonomous
from the state, and if so, to what extent?
I would like to argue that Hezbollah has not only been legitimized by the Lebanese state
but also remains dependent on the state. All post Taëf governments including post 2005,
have agreed and granted the party the right to resist against Israel. At the same time the
party has always sought the official recognition of the government.
Building upon the concept of „governmentality‟ (Foucault 1978) and the fact that social
sciences tend nowadays to study and reaffirm the boundaries between the state and
society (Mitchell 1991) as a reaction to a pluralist approach (Almond 1988) in
contradiction to a statist approach (Evans et al. 1996), the paper will question the
autonomy of the state vis-à-vis society (Mann 1984; Migdal 1988). It will try to briefly
analyze the process of consolidation of the state in Lebanon as a „social engineer‟ (Picard
2006) in continuous negotiation with different „imagined communities‟ (Zubaida 1989).
The paper will thus empirically explore how Hezbollah was legitimized by successive
post-Taëf governments. It will analyze the process of power negotiation between the
Hariri project for the economy and Hezbollah‟s resistance project. It will closely examine
the ministerial statements and the behavior of both parties in parliament. I would like to
argue based on different incidents and facts (May 8th, recent withdrawal from the
government etc.) that Hezbollah needs the state and thus its power relies primarily on
the process of legitimization of the Lebanese state.
In conclusion, this article aims to elucidate the validity of the „state-within-a-state‟ in
today‟s Lebanon, and to question whether a model of state/resistance can be developed.
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