
aganda device produced to appeal to Western, not 
to local, audiences. 

Lebanese “communities,” then, are nations. They 
have their own home regions, heroes, economic 
functions, foreign allies, and domestic 6lites-and ‘ 
their own political goals. Lebanon’s political struc- 
ture, although badly in need of reform, made sense 
in this context: balancing off the communities, allow- 
ing them to maintain some internal autonomy while 
providing rules for coexistence. Present options are 
to reform this system by giving Muslims their fair 
share of power or for the Muslims to conquer the 
Christians with all the oppression that would entail. 

A second prevalent myth is that the war is be- 
tween “leftist Muslims” and “rightist Christians.” 
This describes neither the composition (Muslims 
versus Christians) nor the ideologies (left versus 
right) of the combatants. 

There are actually three forces in Lebanon: Mus- 
lim Arab nationalists, Christian Lebanese 
nationalists, and the “secular” left. This last group is 
drawn mostly from the smaller Christian groups- 
primarily Eastern Orthodox and Protestant 
intellectuals-and now from the Druses as well. This 
“third force” has been allied with the Muslim camp, 
although neither the Muslim nationalist leadership 
nor the Syrians have any intention of ever letting 
them take over. The Christian-dominated leftist 
groups within the PLO support this Lebanese left, 
not because they desire social change in Lebanon, 
but because they want to use that country more 
freely as a base for terrorist attacks into Israel. The 
Muslim-Syrian-Arafat wing of this coalition is, how- 
ever, the inevitable senior partner. 

Further, the “left” is not so leftist, nor the “right” 
so rightist. The key party of the “Muslim left” is the 
Progressive Socialist Party (PSP), which, as one 
commentator put it, is neither progressive, socialist, 
nor a party. The PSP is primarily based among 
Druse mountaineers who follow Kemal Jumblatt as 
the hereditary feudal leader of one of their clans. 
Jumblatt himself was educated in Jesuit schools. 
His political philosophy is a peculiar combination of 
humanism, pacifism, and European democratic 
socialism, sometimes coupled with fierce “anti- 
imperialist” rhetoric on international issues. For two 
decades Jumblatt tried to develop a party cutting 
across Lebanese religious lines, but he has failed to 
do so. 

The leading Christian party, the Phalangist (Al- 
Kata’eb), is usually described as being extremely 
reactionary, but it too draws heavily on French 
liberal and social democratic thinking. It fought with 
determination against French colonialism in the 
1930’s and 19403, and has often backed social 
reform programs. Although strongly Christian 
nationalist, it is no more fascist than the PSP is 
Communist. 

The third myth is that the struggle is a class 
conflict between rich and poor. Actually it is a conflict 
between national groups-both led by traditional 
6lites. The issues at stake have been mainly over 

foreign policy-relations to the PLO and the Arab 
world-rather than over differing stands on social 
change. The extremists in the Muslim camp are 
extreme in terms of their nationalism, not in terms of 
the left-right spectrum familiar to the West. The kind 
of peace settlement advocated by the Syrians and 
the urban Sunni Muslim elite they support illustrates 
the primacy of national issues: a 50-50 division of 
Parliament between Christians and Muslims, 
strengthening the Muslim premier, opening up the 
army to more Muslim officers, and so forth. 

A main feature of international politics in recent 
history is the growth of nationalistic feelings. Previ- 
ously, it had been conventional wisdom to expect 
the imminent withering away of such sentiments and 
their replacement by new loyalties along humanistic 
or class lines. That expectation has been around for 
a long time. In his “Admonition to Prayer Against the 
Turk” (1541) Martin Luther warned that poor Euro- 
pean peasants, oppressed by greedy princes, land- 
lords, and burghers, might prefer Muslim to Chris- 
tian rulers. Now, as then, there is no evidence of this 
happening. In Lebanon, even those Christians allied 
with the Muslims have taken this position on the 
basis of their own communal identity, with a program 
seeking to avoid Muslim domination. 

The increasing gaps between national groups in 
the Middle East in no way contradicts moderniza- 
tion. Samuel Huntington writes: “Modernization 
means that all groups, old as well as new, traditional 
as well as modern, become increasingly aware of 
themselves as groups and of their interests and 
claims in relation to other groups.” Protection of 
minorities within countries and regions should be 
one of the highest priorities of those concerned with 
human rights today. In the Middle East this means 
opposition to Muslim Arab attempts to subjugate 
blacks in southern Sudan, Kurds in Iraq, and to 
destroy the Jewish nation, Israel. 

Without a compromise settlement events in 
Lebanon also could move toward permanent subju- 
gation and even destruction. Only Western support 
for responsible Lebanese leaders can prevent this 
further tragedy. 

Barry Rubin is a doctoral candidate in Middle East 
history and a journalist specializing in international 
affairs. 

EXCURSUS 111 

Wilson Carey McWilliams on 
Conscription and Public Service 

Like so many of the once-trumpeted triumphs of the 
Nixon Administration, the “all-volunteer’’ military 
proves to be half conscious deception, half moral 
evasion. Washington researchers have informed 
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Congress that the “voluntary” system leaves the 
United States unprepared for any serious military 
emergency. Moreover, i f  economic recovery con- 
tinues and the job market improves, an already 
expensive military is likely to become inordinately 
costly-because military salaries would have to 
compete with the civilian economy-or face declin- 
ing enlistment and even greater military in- 
adequacies. Along with a number of palliatives, 
Congress is being urged to keep the Selective 
Service System in working order. 

These are not surprising discoveries. After all, the 
“all-volunteer’’ force was not established because it 
was a good military policy. It was designed to solve a 
domestic political problem by depriving the antiwar 
movement of an issue-the draft-that conveniently 
united the self-interest of male college students with 
their moral zeal. In that aim the “voluntary” army 
succeeded: Without the draft, .antiwar protests 
drifted into evanescence. The volunteer force was 
one of the Nixon Administration’s most successful 
attempts to manipulate public opinion. The only 
casualty was the military policy of the Republic. 

But the military inadequacies of the “voluntary” 
system may be less damning than its moral 
shortcomings. “Voluntary” is a greasy term in 
philosophy, raising all the old conundrums about 
what is meant by “free will.” Certainly, it is clear that 
the current American system is not based on the 
citizen-volunteer who rushes to the defense of his 
country or who elects to serve from motives of 
patriotism or the desire for honor. Cincinnatus is not 
the model on which the “all-volunteer’’ force is 
based. 

The recruitment policy of the contemporary mili- 
tary is based on economic incentives tailored to the 
conditions of the market. It. is a bourgeois system in 
the purest sense, nominally respectful of individual 
liberty, but disciplining that “freedom” by the 
“economic whip.” Our military policy does not aim at 
citizen-soldiers, and the term “voluntary” is a mis- 
nomer: the current military is intended to be merce- 

obligation and the recognition that political life is a 
common enterprise. 

In a vast, baffling state like the United States, 
citizens are bound to feel insignificant as individu- 
als. They have patriotic sentiments; they hope for 
the common good; most of all, they yearn for dignity, 
for a sense that theymatter, and for all but a few of us 
that requires collective endeavor for common aims. 
But in this gigantic Republic citizens are also fearful 
of being victimize6 anxious lest their idealism and 
devotion be turned against them, so that they sac- 
rifice while the self-interested profit. 

Conscription presumes that service is a public 
duty to be shared, and not military service only-we 
draft unwilling candidates as well as soldiers. 
Rightly administered, it is a guarantee that our 
public spirit will not give a “free ride” to the self- 
seeking. It also reminds the humble or the de- 
moralized that they too have a contribution to make 
to great purposes and the common life. The good 
citizen, Paine observed, is eager to serve, and for 
him !he call is “voluntary” in a true sense; it is no 
offense to make the bad citizen behave like a good 
one, if only because it encourages that great mass of 
us who will the common good feebly. Conscription is 
the application of the ideal of the citizen-volunteer to 
the conditions of the large state. 

Nor should we limit ourselves to soldiering and to 
service in war. In conservation, in city services, in 
dozens of public enterprises, worthwhile and even 
essential public goods are second-rate when more 
personnel could raise them a notch toward excel- 
lence. Conscription has never been rightly adminis- 
tered, because it has never been universal, never a 
truly public duty. The failure of “voluntary” mer- 
cenarism is an occasion to revive the idea of univer- 
sal service, and to give Machiavelli’s saying a mo.re 
peaceful cast: Where there is not good public ser- 
vice, there cannot be good laws. 

nary. 
Mercenary armies, of course, are not recruited 

solely by money. The new American military is not 
drawn exclusively from the lower classes (although 
those classes are disproportionately represented). 
Normally, mercenary wages are kept too low to 
make recruitment simply a matter of money. Mer- 
cenarism appeals to the alienated, especially in 
bourgeois society, where risk of life is not valued and 
violence is taboo. Mercenary armies draw from the 
estranged and the self-exiled, and even if they are 
composed of citizens in the legal sense, such armies 
are “foreign legions” morally and psychologically. 

“There cannot be good laws where there are not 
good armies,” Machiavelli wrote in his sibyline 
prose. The political dangers of mercenarism are 
obvious, and not only because mercenary forces 
increase the risk of direct military intervention in 
government. The subtler and more certain danger is 
the undermining of the sense of public duty and 

Peter L. Berger on 
The Theology of Invasion 

The following item will appear in the September, 
7984, issue of Worldview. In fidelity to our new 
motto (“Read Worldview-and be with-it before- 
it”) we are preprinting i t  here. 

The Conference of Latin American Bishops-in- 
Exile issued its long-awaited statement on July 26, 
1984. Already widely known as the Miami Declara- 
tion, it is being vigorously debated in this country, 
and some copies have been successfully smuggled 
into Latin America. An English version, with a com- 
mentary, has just been published by Orbis Books, 
and last week a group of North American theolo- 
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