


AMERICAN UNIVERSITY OF BEIRUT

THE EFFECT OF INTER-SECTARIAN CONTACT AMONG
LEBANESE CITIZENS ON COLLECTIVE ACTION
TENDENCIES FOR A CIVIL STATE

by
MORTADA ALI AL-AMINE

A thesis
submitted in partial fulfillment of the requirements
for the degree of Master of Arts
to the Department of Psychology
of the Faculty of Arts and Sciences
at the American University of Beirut

Beirut, Lebanon
October 2020



AMERICAN UNIVERSITY OF BEIRUT

THE EFFECT OF INTER-SECTARIAN CONTACT AMONG
LEBANESE CITIZENS ON COLLECTIVE ACTION
TENDENCIES FOR A CIVIL STATE

by
MORTADA ALI AL-AMINE

Approved by:

T

Dr. Rim Saab, Assistant Professor Advisor
Department of Psychology

%&/@dl VW
Dr. Charles Harb, Professor Member of Committee
Department of Psychology
vl
7 [Signature]

Dr. Pia Zeinoun, Assistant Professor Member of Committee
Department of Psychology

Date of thesis defense: [October 19, 2020]



AMERICAN UNIVERSITY OF BEIRUT

THESIS RELEASE FORM

Student Name: __ Al-Amine Mortada Ali
Last First Middle

| authorize the American University of Beirut, to: (a) reproduce hard or electronic
copies of my thesis; (b) include such copies in the archives and digital repositories of
the University; and (c) make freely available such copies to third parties for research or
educational purposes:

X As of the date of submission

[] One year from the date of submission of my thesis.

[] Two years from the date of submission of my thesis.

[_] Three years from the date of submission of my thesis.

i % 29/Jan/2021

Signature Date




ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

This thesis would not have been possible without the help and support of several
individuals to whom | owe immeasurable gratitude and appreciation. A few words from
the heart might not be enough to express the impact they had on me but nothing can
express it better than a few words from the heart.

First and foremost, | would like to thank my advisor Dr. Rim Saab for her trust in me,
not only through our work on this thesis but throughout multiple stages of my academic
journey. I’m grateful for having you as a teacher, an advisor and a mentor. | appreciate
your relentless mindset, your compassion, and hard work. Thank you for your
investment in me and for persistently pushing me to grow both as a scholar and a
person. You supported and motivated me throughout it all, and for all that and much
much more | am eternally grateful.

| would also like to extend my gratitude to my thesis committee member and mentor Dr.
Charles Harb. You have always been someone that | can look up to as a principled
person and a passionate scholar. | thank you for your support when it was mostly
needed and for leaving your door open to listen and provide practical advice in both
academic and non-academic affairs. Without you | would be less sure of where 1I’'m
headed, and to that all 1 am eternally grateful. My gratitude also goes to my other thesis
committee member Dr. Pia Zeinoun for whom | have the highest regards. | thank you
for believing in my abilities and skills and for providing me with my first work
experience in psychological research. Since that time, | found in you a source of support
and motivation. | appreciate you being part of my thesis committee and for the valuable
and critical feedback you provided and for all that | am eternally grateful.

| would also love to show a bit of appreciation to my friends who | have met along the
way and who stuck with me throughout the whole journey, you all have contributed to
this thesis in your own unique ways. Thank you Ghina for witnessing it all, you have
been an amazing colleague, coworker, companion, and a friend whom | will always
appreciate. Without you things would have been a bit less fun. | would also like to thank
Aya for always knowing how to lift my spirit up, Lynn for critiquing my presentation
skills, Salam for the doughnuts, and Myriam for being a dear friend and a better data
collector. 1 would also like to thank the amazing group of motivated students and
friends who helped me in the data collection process. You all kept me going in
distributing surveys on the streets of Beirut and without you it wouldn’t have been
possible.

Last but not least, | am grateful to my parents for allowing me to pursue what | want. |
hope this makes you proud.



ABSTRACT
OF THE THESIS OF

Mortada Ali Al-Amine for Master of Arts
Major: General Psychology

Title: The Effect of Inter-Sectarian Contact among Lebanese citizens on
Collective Action Tendencies for a Civil State.

Over the last decade, there has been a growing debate in social psychology on whether
inter-group contact and collective action are compatible models of social change.
Research on these two models has led to a recognition of some ‘sedative’ effects that
prejudice reduction interventions have on collective action tendencies of disadvantaged
groups.

To help address this debate, the present research argues that the effects of inter-group
contact on collective action depend on the nature and the context of intergroup relations.
As such the current research proposes that in some contexts positive intergroup contact
between members of conflicting groups can motivate collective action against a common
oppressive system through reducing sectarian in-group bias.

Using an online survey, we collected data from 333 Lebanese citizens from different
sects. We tested a moderated mediation model with frequent intergroup contact between
friends from different sects as the independent variable, sectarianism as mediator,
political partisanship as a moderator, and collective action intentions for a civil state in
Lebanon as the dependent variable.

The results confirmed the proposed model by showing a significant indirect effect of
frequent positive intergroup contact between Lebanese citizens from different sects on
collective action intentions for a civil state through the reduction of sectarianism. This
indirect effect was also found to be significantly conditional upon political partisanship
such that the relationship between contact and sectarianism was found to be stronger
among partisans compared to non-partisans

This study further advances the research on prejudice reduction and collective action
models of social change by presenting yet additional evidence of the compatibility of
these two models in challenging systems of inequality in particular contexts. Overall,
these results indirectly suggest that segregation of regions along sectarian lines is
associated with the maintenance of the sectarian political system in Lebanon. As such,
creating and protecting opportunities and spaces in which inter-sectarian friendships can



develop could help in reducing sectarian biases and could, on the long-run, eventually
feed into collective attempts to challenge the sectarian political system.
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CHAPTER |

INTRODUCTION

Lebanon is the most religiously diverse country in the Arab world, characterized
by the presence of eighteen different religious sects and the fact that no sect constitutes
a majority group. Despite its adoption of a political power-sharing system between the
sects known as confessionalism, this system has not prevented the country from
witnessing several periods of internal armed conflict throughout its modern history
which have been framed along sectarian lines. The key to resolving sectarian tensions in
the country has long been argued by some to require (among other measures) the
abolishment of the confessional political system, that is, the removal of sectarian quotas
and the sectarian restrictions allocated to political positions, and the creation of a
secular political system. Such demands calling for the overthrow of the sectarian system
have been repeatedly echoed in social movements demanding political change, most
notably in the recent uprising that erupted in 2019. The current study draws on the
social psychological literature on intergroup relations in order to examine some of the
factors that may affect Lebanese citizens’ collective action tendencies for abolishing
sectarian quotas in Lebanon and transitioning into a civil state.

The study of social change in social psychology usually focuses on the
improvement of relations between conflicting groups (Dixon, Tropp, Durrheim, &
Tredoux, 2010). Two psychological models of social change, namely prejudice
reduction and collective action, propose different ways of improving intergroup
relations (Dixon, Levine, Reicher, & Durrheim, 2012). The first model relies primarily

on creating positive intergroup contact between members of conflicting groups in order



to achieve prejudice reduction and therefore a reduction of discrimination and better
conditions for conflict resolution. The second model relies on collective action,
typically led by the disadvantaged group, which aims to reclaim power from the
advantaged group. While these two routes may intuitively seem complementary in
decreasing intergroup disparities and achieving equality, the harmony attained through
prejudice reduction interventions is considered to maintain inequalities, especially when
applied in historically unequal societies- e.g. Blacks and Whites in post-apartheid South
Africa as well as Arabs and Israelis (Dixon et al., 2010).

Accordingly, it has been argued that prejudice reduction interventions, have a
sedative effect on collective action tendencies among disadvantaged groups (Reicher,
2007). Intergroup contact represents a prejudice reduction intervention that its effects on
collective action tendencies have been widely debated in the literature. However, we
argue that these sedative effects depend, to a great extent, on the nature and the context
of intergroup relations. More specifically, we argue that positive intergroup contact
between members of conflicting groups can actually motivate collective action against a
common oppressive system through promoting solidarity when: 1) the groups are of
relatively equal status or share a history of reciprocal victimization and 2) the conflict is
actually fueled or exacerbated by a larger political system or ruling elite.

Hence, the first aim of the present research is to examine whether positive
intergroup contact between Lebanese citizens from different sects can, through the
reduction of sectarianism, help promote collective action towards a civil state. The
second aim was to examine whether the mobilizing effect of positive intergroup contact
depends on members’ political partisanship. In other words, we propose to nvestigate

if positive inter-sectarian contact among Lebanese citizens can emerge as a positive
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predictor of collective action (tendencies) that calls for a civil state in Lebanon. We
hypothesize this effect to be mediated by sectarian in-group bias and explore if it is
moderated by political partisanship.

In the following literature review, we first introduce our research context by
describing the Lebanese sectarian system and the ways in which the sectarian political
system has been challenged through collective action with a focus on the October 17
uprising. We then present two social psychological models of social change which have
typically been viewed in opposition to each other, namely prejudice reduction through
intergroup contact and collective action. We then argue from a contextualist perspective
of social change (Dixon & Durrheim, 2016), that in our research context both models
can be reconciled for the ultimate aim of reducing intergroup disparities and resolving
intergroup conflict. We subsequently discuss the effect of contact on sectarianism, the
effect of sectarianism on collective action, and the role of political partisanship in

moderating the effects of contact on sectarianism.
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CHAPTER I

THE LEBANESE CONTEXT

Following its independence in 1943, Lebanon was governed by a power sharing
system among its religious communities known as consociational democracy (Makdisi
& Khalil, 2013). Under this system, the leaders of the independence movement agreed
upon a national pact that entails that the three highest governmental positions were each
reserved to one of the three major religious groups in Lebanon. The presidential post
was reserved to Christian Maronites, the prime minister to Muslim Sunnis, and the
speaker of the parliament to Muslim Shiites (Traboulsi, 2012). The pact also specified a
division of parliamentary seats between Christians and Muslims based on a 6:5 ratio in
favor of Christians (Makdisi & Khalil, 2013). The primary motive behind implementing
a consociational democracy was to maintain a balance of power between the religious
communities to reduce conflict and preserve coexistence by requiring political
consensus during the decision making process (Lijphart, 1969).

Although this system produced economic growth and domestic stability during
the 1950s and 1960s, the eruption of the civil war in 1975 exposed the limits of this
system in preserving social order (Traboulsi, 2012). The outbreak of the civil war was
caused by a mixture of external (e.g. Israeli-Palestinian conflict) and domestic factors.
The domestic factors were largely influenced by the power sharing sectarian system
among the Maronites, Sunnis, and Shiites. Muslim political leaders started calling for
equal power sharing and migration increased from rural to urban centers causing a rapid
growth of poor suburbs due to the uneven development across Lebanese regions and

wide income disparities among the Lebanese (Makdisi & Khalil, 2013). This
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combination of domestic and external pressures polarized sectarian groups so that
political consensus was no longer attainable, state institutions were paralyzed, and an
armed conflict ensued between sectarian militias and primarily between Christians and
Muslims (Traboulsi, 2012).

Following fifteen years of civil war (1975-1990), external pressures were
successful in settling the civil war in Lebanon with the Ta’if accord. The Ta’if accord
reaffirmed the sectarian power sharing system by establishing equal representation of
Christians and Muslims in the parliament and transferring some of the privileges linked
to the Maronite presidential post to the Sunni prime minister’s post and the government
as a whole, in an attempt to create a greater power balance in governance among the
major religious groups (Makdisi & Khalil, 2013). Although the Ta’if agreement
included abolishing confessionalism as a national goal, it did not set any timeline for the
implementation of this goal (Krayem, 1997). However, according to Traboulsi (2012),
political factions have consistently avoided the full implementation ofthe Ta’if accord
for fear that such institutional reform would alter the power balance among the different
sectarian-political groups. The author adds that since the abolition of sectarianism is
still faced with clear opposition from some Christian political leaders and a tacit
opposition from some of the other sectarian leaders, sectarian considerations remain
crucial to political life in the country. These sectarian considerations in political life are
maintained and reinforced through basing electoral laws on sectarian identities, dividing
electoral districts so that each represents a religious community, assigning
governmental posts according to sectarian quotas and most importantly giving religious

sects exclusive jurisdiction over personal status laws.
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In a critical article about the study of sectarianism in Lebanon, Majed (2016)
argued that internal conflicts in Lebanon have always been framed and dealt with as
problems of power-sharing and sectarian representation. According to the author, all
episodes of violent clashes (e.g. civil war, May 2008 violence) were settled by
agreements mediated by foreign powers and a reshaping of the balance of power
between the sectarian communities (i.c. National Pact, Ta’if accord, Doha agreement).
The author contended that each round of internal conflict shifted the salience of
sectarianism in Lebanon by strengthening sectarian identities in an oppositional manner
such that political polarizations were formed across sectarian lines. For instance, under
the Ottoman rule, Mount Lebanon was characterized by a Maronite-Druze division and
under greater Lebanon it transformed into a Maronite-Sunni hegemony. Furthermore,
the division was reshaped as a conflict between Christians and Muslims during the civil
war era and finally it was characterized by a split between Sunni and Shia after the
assassination of former prime minister Rafik Al Hariri in 2005 (Majed, 2016).

The assassination of Rafik Al Hariri in 2005 was originally widely blamed on
the Syrian regime and led to a popular revolt against the Syrian state’s control over
Lebanon, leading to the withdrawal of Syrian armed forces. A new political
polarization emerged as the country was split between two major political coalitions;
the anti-Syrian coalition March 14 consisting mainly (though not exclusively) of
Christian, Druze, and Muslim Sunni communities and the pro-Syrian March 8 alliance
comprised of a majority of Shias supporting Hezbollah and Amal movement (Harris,
2006), along with other parties representing some sectors of the Sunni, Druze and

Christian communities.
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While the two political coalitions continue to have contending relations-
particularly regarding regional allegiances, the power-sharing model allowed both
coalitions to have some control over governmental institutions. To maintain their
power, the ruling politico-sectarian parties consistently exploited sectarian identities and
intergroup tensions. An essential component of post-war Lebanon is the economic
dependency on sectarian parties for services, whereby the ruling class maintains a
clientelist relation with their supporters (Cammet, 2011). Such conditions, characterized
by high levels of mismanagement and corruption, have led Lebanon to have the third
highest debt to GDP ratio in the world and ultimately resulted in an unprecedented
economic collapse in the country (Youssef, 2020). This nation-wide collapse resulted in
dire economic conditions across sects, where the country has recently witnessed
overwhelming inflation rates coupled with an 80% drop in the local currency value, and
projected unemployment rates of more than 50% (Information International, 2020).

Having fleshed out the nature of the socioeconomic and political scene in
Lebanon, we consider that the relation between the different sects does not easily fall
under the advantaged-disadvantaged or dominant-subordinate dichotomy that
characterizes most of the intergroup relations studied in the prejudice reduction-
collective action literature. None of the sects in Lebanon can necessarily be classified as
suffering from a continuously historically disadvantaged status in Lebanon (in terms of
having both low social status and low power). This balance has been rendered more
evident in light of the recent economic collapse that affected all individuals residing in
Lebanon, regardless of sectarian identity. Therefore in the present research we move
away from the study of historically advantaged-disadvantaged inter-group conflicts and

propose that in contexts where there is conflict between groups of relatively equal
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status-a conflict fueled by a political elite- intergroup contact might facilitate collective
action that attempts to redress shared inequalities imposed by a political system.

The Lebanese political landscape has never been free of voices demanding
major changes in the political system. In fact, according to a 2010 poll by Information
International, 58% of the Lebanese people were “in favor of abolishing the confessional
system” whereas only 22% were against abolishing confessionalism (Information
International, 2010). During the period prior to the civil war and throughout the post-
civil war era, Lebanese activists have called for secular reforms. The main demands
included the creation of either universal or optional civic personal status laws as well as
calling for abolishing of sectarian quotas from governmental posts (Bray-Collins, 2013).
However, movements calling for such demands have not succeeded until our day, as
they were constantly opposed by counter-movements of sectarian elites and religious
figures supported by fractions of the Lebanese society (Bray-Collins, 2013). Over the
past decade there have been several grassroots campaigns and protests organized by
civil society activists calling for similar demands such as the Lebanese Laique pride in
2010, the Isqat al Nizam al Ta’ifi (Overthrow the Sectarian System) campaign in 2011,
and “al-hirak al-madani” (the Civil Society movement) in 2015 (Bahlawan, 2014;
Khneisser, 2018). All these campaigns revolved around the belief that a secular form of
governance is necessary for ensuring equal rights for all citizens regardless of sect as
well as promoting accountability and social and political stability in the country. These
campaigns also tend to blame the ruling political elite across sects for Lebanon’s

regressive social, economic and political status quo.

However, all these movements were mostly centralized in Lebanon’s capital

Beirut and they were not successful in mobilizing people across all the Lebanese
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regions. The uprising that erupted on October 17, 2019 was different. Triggered by
exceptional political and economic developments such as the looming devaluation of
the Lebanese Lira and newly introduced taxes, the Lebanese had to react to the threats
against their livelihoods (Kraidy, 2019). Hundreds of thousands of protesters took to the
streets all over Lebanon for several weeks, calling for the ruling political class to leave
and for the removal of the existing system/regime. While promising to many at first, the
movement has yet to achieve many of its demands and the sectarian political system in
Lebanon remains resistant to change.

The protests were generally targeting the Lebanese ruling class as one entity,
and repeatedly referred to political party representatives in government as agents of
corruption and theft (Bou Khater & Majed, 2020). Importantly, while divisions in the
Lebanese political scene were framed along sectarian lines, a re-categorization of
intergroup conflict was emphasized in light of the October uprising pitting the
supporters of the uprising against the political parties in power. The country was facing
an unavoidable reality: the sectarian system that governed Lebanon particularly in the
last thirty years cannot be sustained. A necessary change in the Lebanese sectarian
regime was perceived as the only path to reform. As such, protesters demanded an end
to the existing sectarian regime. Among other demands, there were multiple calls for the
abolishment of sectarian quotas from all governmental bodies in addition to the
instatement of unified civil status laws to weaken the grip of sectarian institutions over
Lebanese citizens’ private affairs. Calls for the transition into a civil state were not only
restricted to protesters. Many, if not all political parties, voiced the need for such a

transition to a civil state, but without showing any concrete intention to implement this.
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By the time we launched our data collection, the country had undergone several
economic, political, and social calamities that are believed to have changed the country
in ways that were unimaginable a year ago. First, the limitations in liquidity of dollars
caused banks to gradually impose restrictions on withdrawal of dollars (Youssef, 2020).
These restrictions have caused the exchange rate of the Lebanese currency to the dollar
to almost double at that time reaching almost 3,000 LBP to the dollar. The currency
devaluation was expected to get worse. It has indeed gotten worse and it continues to be
expected to worsen at the time of this writing (September 2020). Due to the decreased
availability of liquid dollars in the Lebanese market and bank restrictions on
withdrawals, the Lebanese depositors had lost over 50% of their savings in the
Lebanese banks (Youssef, 2020). In addition to these economic tragedies, the political
landscape had also undergone dramatic changes.

After the uprising had successfully forced the government to resign, the goal
was to form a new government that is independent of the sectarian ruling factions.
Hopes were on such government to mitigate the economic consequences of the crisis,
implement necessary reforms, and ultimately set the ground for a transition into a civil
state. Such government never saw the light. On the contrary, the ruling factions were
successful again in forming a government that was not truly independent of the ruling
political parties and thus did not represent the hopes of the protesters. On the social
level, and aside from the impact of the aforementioned conditions, Lebanon had
recorded its first few cases of the COVID-19 and a wide national lockdown was
looming in the near future. The lockdown was enforced two weeks after launching our
survey, which coincided with the uprising’s loss of momentum. Our survey was

launched against the backdrop of these difficult circumstances.
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CHAPTER Il

MODELS OF SOCIAL CHANGE

A. The Prejudice Reduction Model: Contact Hypothesis

The idea that intergroup prejudice can be reduced via intergroup contact was
first proposed by Gordon Allport (1954) in his book The Nature of Prejudice, a
publication that had a major influence on prejudice research and policy making
(Hewstone, Cairns, Voci, Hamberger, & Neins, 2006). The basic premise of the contact
hypothesis as proposed by Allport (1954) is that contact or interaction between
members of conflicting groups can reduce prejudice between them. Allport (1954)
proposed favorable conditions for contact to yield optimal results, such as equal status
between the groups, common goals that require intergroup cooperation and institutional
support for the intervention. Although many studies that tested the contact hypothesis
found that achieving Allport’s optimal conditions predicted stronger effects of contact
on prejudice, these conditions were not found to be essential for achieving positive
results (Pettigrew et al, 2011). Thus even in the absence of Allport’s optimal conditions,
contact and prejudice reduction were found to be significantly related but to a lesser
extent due to a reduced effect size (Pettigrew & Tropp, 2006). Pettigrew and Tropp
(2006) conducted a meta-analysis of 515 studies on intergroup contact theory and found
that intergroup contact typically reduces prejudice with a mean effect size of (r = -.215).
This inverse effect between inter-group contact and prejudice was observed in 94% of
these studies and was found to generalize to the entire out-group. Yet it was found that
contact effects were greater among majorities compared to minority group members

(Pettigrew etal., 2011).
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In their review of the measures of inter-group contact, Lolliot etal. (2015)
indicated that the relationship between contact and intergroup prejudice is strongest
when the contact is more intimate. The authors pointed to previous research findings
that showed that cross-group friendships, an intimate form of inter-group contact, is
more strongly associated with prejudice reduction compared to more general forms of
contact such as contact quantity and quality. They considered that cross-group
friendship measures are particularly beneficial because they include both contact
quantity and contact quality.

Moreover, meta-analytic findings on the effects of cross-group friendship on
inter-group attitudes showed significantly stronger negative relationships between
measures of cross-group friendships and inter-group prejudice (Davies et al. 2011).
Across the different measures of cross-group friendship, the meta-analysis showed that
time spent with and self-disclosure to out-group friends had greater associations with
prejudicial attitudes. As such, in the current study, we opted for time spent with out-

group friends as our main measure of inter-group contact.

B. The Collective Action Model

Prejudice reduction as mentioned earlier is one route to social change, but it is
not the only one. Psychologists, political scientists and sociologists among others have
long been engaged in another model of social change. This model is guided by the
assumption that dominant groups in societies do not easily let go of their privileges but
build powerful systems that maintain the hierarchy and status differentials. It is only

through the mass mobilization of subordinates and the direct conflict with those in
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power that these systems could be dismantled and social justice could be reached
(Dixon et al, 2012).

The evidence for the effectiveness of collective action in reducing intergroup
disparities and achieving intergroup equality is not mainly rooted in psychological
research and laboratory experiments. However, this evidence comes from reviewing
numerous historical struggles that many oppressed groups have gone through to achieve
basic rights and to put an end to discriminatory systems (Louis, 2009). Struggles to
achieve racial equality in modern history such as the civil rights movement in the
United States and the abolition of the apartheid in South Africa illustrate how collective
action is necessary to achieve progressive social change (Dixon et al., 2012). More
recently, the Arab region has also witnessed several uprisings in different countries. The
fundamental aim of these movements was to achieve social justice and better economic
conditions through toppling down dictatorships and oppressive political systems

(Fakhoury 2019).
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CHAPTER IV

INTERGROUP CONTACT VS. COLLECTIVE ACTION

Research on these two models of social change has led to a recognition of some
potentially paradoxical effects that prejudice reduction interventions have on the
collective action tendencies of the disadvantaged (Wright, 2001). In a paper discussing
these paradoxical effects, Wright and Lubensky (2009) argued that these contradictory
effects stem from the different focus of these two models. For instance, they explain
that prejudice reduction targets negative intergroup attitudes. They also suggest that
understanding why people hold negative attitudes toward outgroup members and
finding ways to change them is important in preventing or reducing conflict and
discrimination. However, according to the authors, the collective action model takes
another route in the study of social change, a route that focuses on how subordinate
groups react to their disadvantaged position in society and the action they might engage
in to enhance their social status.

Although both models can be considered complementary given their common
goal of reducing inter-group disparities and achieving social justice, some researchers
have argued that interventions such as intergroup contact which aim at reducing
prejudice may have sedative effects on the psychology of the disadvantaged by
decreasing the intensity of perceived injustice which consequently reduces their
tendencies to partake in collective action that aims at reducing inequalities (Dixon et al.,
2012).

Moreover, a careful inspection of the processes and the mechanisms the two

models address reveals how their approaches to social change are fundamentally
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contradictory (Wright & Lubensky, 2009). Wright and Lubensky (2009) argued that the
underlying psychological mechanism required by these two models puts them in direct
conflict with each other. First, they focus on different levels of analysis as prejudice
reduction research focuses on a micro-level analysis by giving attention to processes
within the individual such as emotions, thoughts, and predispositions, whereas studies
of collective action usually involve a macro-level analysis through their focus on
thoughts and feelings that are considered to reflect the individual’s understanding of
social hierarchies and structural discrimination. They also add that the two models
target different populations. On one hand, collective action research mainly focuses on
the psychological processes of members of disadvantaged groups by investigating the
factors associated with collective action among those members. On the other hand,
prejudice research mostly targets advantaged group members and aims at understanding
the reasons for discriminatory behavior and designing interventions for the purpose of
decreasing negative attitudes toward the subordinate outgroup.

To draw a clearer picture of how prejudice reduction interventions can
undermine collective action tendencies among disadvantaged groups we ought to
uncover the contradictions between the psychological processes that reinforce prejudice
reduction and those that promote collective action participation. For example, the two
models show opposite orientations when it comes to emotions toward the out-group and
collective identification. As Wright and Lubensky (2009) argue, prejudice reduction
interventions aim at improving intergroup relations by targeting negative emotions
toward the outgroup and creating positive characterizations of them. However, negative
characterizations of the out-group (e.g. perceived injustice) and resulting negative

emotions (i.e. anger) toward the out-group are some of the most important antecedents
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of collective action among the disadvantaged (van Zomeren et al., 2008). Furthermore,
the prejudice reduction model aims to highlight common identities between conflicting
groups, whereas a strong in-group identity is central for achieving social change

through collective action (van Zomeren et al., 2008).

A. The Sedative Effect of Intergroup Contact on Collective Action

Several studies have found a sedative effect of intergroup contact on collective
action tendencies in different contexts among disadvantaged groups. For example, the
effect was tested in interracial contexts between Whites and Blacks in South Africa
(Dixon et al., 2010a; Cakal, Hewstone, Shwar, & Heath, 2011), in interethnic contexts
between Latino Americans and White Americans in the United States (Tausch, Saguy,
& Bryson 2015), Palestinians and Israeli settlers in occupied Palestine (Saguy, Tausch,
Dovidio, & Pratto, 2009), and finally between Lebanese citizens and Syrian refugees in
Lebanon (Saab, Harb & Moughalian, 2017).

Cakal et al. (2011) found that among Black South African university students,
positive interaction with White South Africans negatively predicted collective action
tendencies and support for policies that favor the in-group. Moreover, Tausch et al.
(2015) tested the effect of positive inter-group contact on collective action tendencies in
the context of relations between Latino and White Americans. The authors found a
significant negative relationship between positive contact with White Americans and
collective action among Latino Americans. The authors argue that this negative
relationship emerged because positive intergroup contact was found to negatively
predict two factors that are considered important predictors of collective action, namely

identification with the in-group and anger toward injustice by the outgroup.
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Furthermore, Saab et al., (2017) sought to examine the link between positive
intergroup contact and collective action in the context of the Syrian refugee crisis in
Lebanon and particularly between Syrian refugees (disadvantaged group) and Lebanese
citizens (advantaged group). They also aimed at extending previous findings by
investigating the effect of positive contact on two types of collective action; violent and
non-violent. Their results provided further evidence of the negative relationship
between positive intergroup contact and collective action tendencies among the
disadvantaged. Particularly, positive intergroup contact between Lebanese citizens and
Syrian refugees negatively predicted intentions for violent and non-violent collective

action among Syrian refugees.

B. Intergroup Contact as a Positive Predictor of Collective Action

Importantly, the emerging research on the paradoxical effects of intergroup
contact on collective action is typically conducted in dyadic contexts pitting two groups
with a long history of conflict (e.g. Saguy et al., 2009) or with an unbalanced power
dynamic (e.g. Cakal etal., 2011) against each other. In such cases, the injustices faced
by the subordinate group are perceived to be caused by the dominant group. However,
the sedative effects of intergroup contact on collective action may not be generalizable
to non-dyadic intergroup contexts. For example, it may be that in contexts where
conflict exists between disadvantaged groups or between groups oppressed by the same
system, prejudice reduction interventions- such as positive contact- can set grounds for
possible solidarity and increased collective action against a common oppressor, rather
than against the outgroup. In such cases, we suggest that contact between the groups

could have a mobilizing effect against the oppressive system. We presume that in the
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context of sectarian relations in Lebanon, positive intergroup contact could have
positive effects on collective action intentions against the sectarian political system
among the different sects.

Positive intergroup contact could have a mobilizing effect in this case because it
may create opportunities for all groups to recognize common or shared experiences of
disadvantage caused by the existing political system, which might encourage the
realization of common inequality and shared grievances (Dixon etal., 2016). In
addition, such realizations might lead individuals to reattribute the cause of their
grievances to the political system and those benefiting from it (the entire political elite)
rather than to the out-groups. Borrowing from literature on the common in-group
identity model (Gaertner, Dovidio, Anastasio, Bachman, & Rust, 1993), positive
intergroup contact is believed to promote identification with the other group under a
common identity, thus transforming the participants’ perceptions of themselves and
others as “us” vs “them” to a more inclusive category “we” (Gaertner et al., 2000).
When positive intergroup contact can promote a common in-group identity through the
recognition of shared grievances and a common out-group that is seen as the cause for
the grievances, intergroup contact can help promote collective action against the
oppressive system.

This process of realization of shared grievances and of an out-group causing
them can be seen in the case of secular movements in Lebanon. The loss of faith in the
ruling elite due to their corruption and indifference to the public interest have led in
recent years to a rise of grassroots anti-sectarian movements that have attempted to
challenge the sectarian system e.g. Beirut Madinati municipal election campaign and

the various groups of Al-Hirak Al-Madani (Khneisser, 2018). It has been argued that
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the support these movements garnered is attributed to a shared sense of frustration with
the country’s situation that transcends sectarian and regional lines (Issa, 2017). The
accumulation of these grievances led to the eruption of a popular uprising that
attempted to overthrow the regime represented by the sectarian political parties in
power.

More recent studies on intergroup contact and collective action have contributed
to the debate by focusing on alternative processes through which intergroup contact can
promote social change (Dixon et al., 2015; Dixon et al., 2017). Instead of investigating
contexts with historically dominant-subordinate groups, they tested the effect of contact
between communities that share a history of disadvantage on their collective action
intentions to reduce shared inequalities.

For instance, Dixon etal. (2015) explored relations between disadvantaged
communities (Indian and Black South African communities, both historically
disadvantaged by White South Africans) in Northdale in South Africa. The aim of the
study was to investigate the political, social and psychological consequences of the
interaction between two disadvantaged communities that were previously segregated
but that now live in the same residential neighborhood. More specifically, the authors
were interested in testing the effects of intergroup contact with Black South Africans
among Indian South Africans on possibilities of political solidarity between both two
communities, as they were both victims of multiple discriminatory laws and policies
under the apartheid system. The research was conducted at a time when Black African
residents were mobilizing against the local municipality and police demanding water
and electricity after an attempt by the municipality to cut off “illegal” electricity lines in

their community. As such, the collective action measure in this study assessed Indian
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South African residents’ intentions to participate in actions in solidarity with residents
of informal settlements which are predominantly occupied by Black South Africans to
improve their living conditions. The findings suggested that greater positive interactions
between members of both communities were associated with greater willingness among
Indian participants to participate in collective action in solidarity with residents of
informal settlements, in addition to increased support for policies designed to enhance
the living conditions of Black residents.

Moreover, Dixon et al. (2017) explored how intergroup contact between
members of historically disadvantaged communities in India can facilitate political
solidarity between them and promote collective action intentions to challenge the
inequalities imposed on them. They found that Muslim students (Muslims are a
minority in India) who reported more interactions with members of disadvantaged
groups were more willing to engage in collective action that tackles inequalities faced
by disadvantaged groups in India. This relationship was mediated by increased
collective efficacy and acknowledgment of shared grievances between the two groups.
Although both studies shed light on the potential for intergroup contact to promote
progressive social change efforts, they both had several limitations. First, both studies
failed to test how interactions shape the appraisals and behaviors of all the parties
involved in the intergroup contact as they only focused on responses of members from
one of the disadvantaged groups. Dixon et al., (2015) and Dixon et al., (2017) only
surveyed one group out of the two involved in the intergroup contact; Indian South
Africans and Indian Muslims respectively. Such limitations restrict conclusions about
the effects of intergroup contact between disadvantaged groups on their collective

action tendencies as similar findings might not emerge among both groups. More
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importantly, prejudicial attitudes between the groups under investigation in both studies
were not measured. This limits our conclusions about the role of prejudice in promoting
or preventing collective action in contexts similar to sectarian relations in Lebanon,
where groups are seen to be in conflict with one another. The present study aims to
address these limitations and to explore: a) if positive intergroup contact between
groups that appear to be in conflict with each other but that are also oppressed by the
same political system, could lead to collective action against this political system, and
b) if the effect of intergroup contact on collective action is mediated by reduced in-
group bias (sectarianism) and c) if the effect of intergroup contact on Sectarianism is

moderated by political partisanship.
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CHAPTER V

INTERGROUP CONTACT, SECTARIANISM, POLITICAL
PARTISANSHIP, AND COLLECTIVE ACTION

A. Intergroup Contact and Sectarianism

The geographical distribution of the Lebanese population is largely based on
sectarian divisions due to historical factors and to massive displacements that took place
during and after the 1975-1990 civil war. Most Lebanese districts are characterized by a
majority of residents belonging to a specific sect. For example, most areas in southern
Lebanon are populated by a Shia majority, northern Lebanon has a majority of Sunni
population, and Mount Lebanon has a Christian majority. Such sectarian geographical
division led to the formation of relatively homogenous sectarian populations and social
networks in neighborhoods, schools, and universities. This relative absence of largely
mixed sectarian communities in Lebanon has led to limited intergroup contact across
sects, which is thought to ultimately contribute in maintaining sectarian attitudes
(Moaddel et al., 2012).

A large body of research has established that positive inter-group contact is
effective in improving intergroup attitudes (Pettigrew et al., 2011). Harb (2010) defines
sectarianism as in-group bias based on affiliation with a certain sect and considers it
similar to racism. High levels of sectarianism have been found to be associated with
prejudice toward other sects between Catholics and Protestants in Northern Ireland
(Cairns, Kenworthy, Campbell, & Hewstone, 2006). The effect of positive intergroup
contact on sectarian prejudice has been demonstrated across different contexts. Positive

intergroup contact between Catholics and Protestants in Northern Ireland was found to be
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positively associated with reduced sectarian prejudice between the two groups (Hewstone
et al., 2006). This relationship was also demonstrated in Lebanon between different
members of different sects, as contact emerged as a positive predictor of more favorable
inter-sectarian attitudes for all the religious sects (Shia, Sunni, Christians, and Druze)
(Saab, 2007). Therefore, in the present research we predict that positive intergroup
contact with members of other religious sects in Lebanon would be associated with lower

levels of sectarianism.

B. Sectarianism as a Predictor of Collective Action

Based on data from a World Values Survey conducted in Lebanon in 2008,
Moaddel et al. (2012) examined the social correlates of sectarianism among the three
major sects in Lebanon; Sunnis, Shias, and Christians. The authors evaluated the extent
to which attitudes toward sectarianism are related to inter-confessional trust and support
for secular politics. Attitudes toward sectarianism were measured through a single item
“Lebanon will be a better place if people treat one another as Lebanese rather than on
the basis of their confession,” while support for secular politics was measured using two
items; whether “Lebanon would be a better place if religion and politics were separated”
and “if it would be good to have a government where Islamic/Christian religious
authorities have absolute power” (the question varied depending on the respondent’s
religion and was reverse-coded).

Inter-confessional trust among Sunnis, Shiites, and Maronites was found to be
low, whereby all groups reported higher levels of trust for members of their own sect
compared to members of other sects. In addition, nosignificant differences were found

between Sunnis, Shiites and Maronites on support for secular politics. The authors
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concluded that attitudes toward the sectarian system in Lebanon are shaped by the
levels of trust between sects, such that low levels of trust lead to more support for the
sectarian system. However the authors did not provide any empirical test for that
assumption. While the results of this study need to be treated with caution due to the
poor measures used, it offers a comparison between Sunnis, Shiites, and Christians on
different constructs related to sectarian relations and political attitudes related to secular
politics and sectarianism in Lebanon. Although it does not tap into measures of
collective action it does address the relationship between sectarian attitudes and support
for secular politics which might be understood as an antecedent for engaging in
collective action against the confessional system.

In a study investigating the social psychological profiles of the Lebanese youth,
Harb (2010) surveyed a nationally representative sample of 1200 Lebanese youths
between the ages of 18-25and found that the overall sample scored above the midpoint
(3.78 over 5) on a sectarianism measure and found no differences based on their
confession, region, or gender.

In another study that used the same measure of sectarianism on a sample of
Lebanese university students, similar results emerged as the sectarianism score was
above the midpoint (3.39 over 5) (Kobeissi, 2013). Moreover, Moughalian (2015) found
that sectarianism among Lebanese university students was negatively linked to
collective action tendencies for abolishing sectarian quotas (as applied to political
positions in the parliament, presidency and the ministry), suggesting that interventions
that aim at reducing sectarianism can be effective in mobilizing people against the

Lebanese confessional system.
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We argue that sectarianism would predict collective action intentions that calls
for a civil state in Lebanon because individuals high on sectarianism would be driven to
promote the interests of their sect by guaranteeing its representation in governmental
positions. A secular system on the other hand could be seen to pose a threat to the
power allocated to each sect by removing sectarian quotas from governmental positions
and de-institutionalizing the role of sectarian identity in political affairs. Thus we
contend that sectarian considerations among the Lebanese help in maintaining the
current status quo and stand against the establishment of a strong political movement
that aims at changing the sectarian system. Consequently, we expect sectarianism to

mediate the effect of contact on collective action among both groups.

C. Political Partisanship as a Moderator of the effects of Inter-group Contact on
Sectarianism

Since it has been well established that intergroup contact breeds more positive
intergroup attitudes, more recent research has begun exploring the role of political
ideology in influencing the effects of intergroup contact on prejudice. One line of research
has examined if positive intergroup contact may have limited success in reducing
prejudice among individuals who hold conservative or hierarchy-enhancing political
ideologies (political ideology as a moderator). Most studies have focused on indirect
measures of political ideology, namely measures of ideological tendencies: social
dominance orientation (SDO; Pratto, Sidanius, Stallworth, & Malle, 1994), defined as the
individual’s level of preference for equality between groups, and right wing
authoritarianism (RWA,; Altemeyer, 1981), characterized by submission to authorities,

conventionalism and authoritarian aggression (Hoskin, Thomas, & McGarty,
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2018;Shook, Hopkins, & Koech, 2016; Dhont, Van Heil, & Hewstone, 2014). Note that
scoring high on SDO or RWA is linked to support for more conservative or right-wing
political parties (Hiel & Mervielde, 2002).

In what follows, we focus on a stream of research that explored how the effects of
contact on prejudice may depend on individuals’ SDO and RWA, thus treating these two
variables as moderators. There are two competing hypotheses that explain how intergroup
contact can reduce prejudice among authoritarian or prejudice prone individuals (Dhont &
Van Heil 2009). The first one was highlighted by Allport (1954) who stated that contact
cannot always overcome people’s ideological beliefs. This translates to a moderation
effect of authoritarianism on the relationship between contact and prejudice such that
contact would not be as effective in reducing prejudice among high scoring authoritarians
or prejudice-prone individuals (Dhont & Van Heil 2009).

The second hypothesis is based on findings from a more recent study by Hodson
(2008) that tested the moderating effect of SDO on the relationship between contact and
prejudice among inmates in two British prisons. In two cross-sectional studies, Hodson
(2008) surveyed two samples constituting 35 and 50 White inmates and measured their
SDO levels and frequency of positive contact with black inmates. The author found that
positive intergroup contact was more effective in reducing prejudice for high SDO
inmates compared to low SDO inmates who had similar experiences. The difference in
the effectiveness of intergroup contact can be attributed to the difference in prejudice
scores, as those low in SDO already exhibited lower prejudice scores thus contact
appeared less effective in reducing their levels of prejudice. Also, due to the small size of
both samples and the unique environment they come from, the findings may have limited

generalizability to other settings, particularly since previous research has found that
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settings where participants have limited choice in engaging in contact (e.g. experimental
designs that create the opportunity for contact, school settings) result in larger effects
compared to contexts that provide choice (Pettigrew & Tropp, 2006).

Absrock, Christ, Duckitt, and Sibley (2011) argued that RWA and SDO represent
different psychological constructs and thus would have differential moderation effects on
contact and prejudice. They stated that “SDO is based on the perception of the world as a
competitive jungle and expresses a competitive driven motivation for dominance,
superiority, and power. People high in SDO are especially prejudiced against groups
perceived as socially subordinate and low in status as well as those challenging
established social hierarchies” (Absrock et al., 2011, p.479). On the other hand they
claimed that “RWA is based on a perception of the world as a dangerous place and
expresses the threat-driven motivational goal of maintaining and establishing social order
and stability. People high in RWA are especially prejudiced in particular toward groups
perceived as disrupting social order, cohesion, stability, and security” (Absrock et al.,
2011, p.479). Given the different underlying motivations of SDO and RWA, the authors
proposed that the effect of contact on prejudice would differ among individuals high on
SDO and RWA (Absrock et al., 2011).

The results of a longitudinal study were in line with the proposed hypotheses.
Consistent with previous findings, the results suggested that positive inter-group contact
with immigrants among German adults was linked to reduced prejudice only for
individuals high in RWA and not for those high on SDO. Drawing on Social Dominance
theory (Pratto et al., 1994), the authors argued that the results imply that high SDO
individuals did not diverge from their motivation to enhance hierarchies after engaging in

contact with immigrants as they continued to use prejudice as a hierarchy legitimizing
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myth-an ideology that legitimizes discrimination and enhances inequalities. Thus they
conclude that high SDO individuals do not benefit from contact experiences even when
they befriend out-group members.

Finally, in a more recent longitudinal study, Hoskin et al. (2018) tested the
moderation effect of SDO on the relationship between positive inter-group contact
between Australian citizens (advantaged group) and people from developing countries
(disadvantaged groups) and the formation of a common opinion based social identity, a
common identity that was proposed to increase solidarity based collective action among
Australian citizens that aims at reducing global poverty. The authors found that positive
intergroup contact between Australian participants and people from developing countries
promoted collective action intentions amongst advantaged group members (Australians)
through strengthening their social identification as supporters of efforts to reduce global
poverty, but only among individuals low on SDO (Hoskin et al. 2018).

In the context of the present research, we take political partisanship as a proxy for
political ideology and argue that it should emerge as an important moderator of the
relationship between contact and sectarianism. We define partisanship as support for or
neutrality! to at least one of the six main sectarian Lebanese political parties (seen to be
major players in the sectarian political system) and non-partisanship as opposition to all
these political parties. The underlying rationale behind this distinction is that sectarian
political parties benefit from upholding the sectarian system as it guarantees them
monopoly over different kinds of resources which increases people’s dependence on them

by considering them the main welfare providers (Cammet, 2011). Moreover, we contend

Lnitially, we did notintend to treat neutrality as support. However, when transforming our continuous
measure of partisanship to a categorical measure we considered neutrality towards one of the political
parties the equivalent of support. The rationale is further explained in the method section.
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that these political parties contribute to the perpetuation of the sectarian system as
evidenced by the absence of any serious decision to change the sectarian quota system
(EFKotob, 2011) and their direct opposition to movements calling for the abolishment of
the sectarian system (Hajjar, 2015).

Although some of these parties were very supportive of the Lebanese uprising and
engaged in it, they were overall more concerned with maintaining their power in the
politico-sectarian system rather than changing it. Therefore, we suggest that support for
these political parties signifies a stronger commitment to their political discourses and to
the status quo that is characterized by sectarian considerations in social and political life.
Conversely, an anti-sectarian or secularist ideology would be more likely to be adopted
by those who are unaligned with any of the six political parties. Thus the distinction we
make between partisans and non-partisans reflects the likelihood of the adoption of
sectarian and anti-sectarian political ideologies.

Among all four sects (Sunnis, Shiites, Christians, and Druze), partisans are
considered those who support or are neutral towards at least one of the main ruling
political parties. These six parties represent the 8 March alliance (Hezbollah, Amal
Movement, and the Free Patriotic Movement) and the 14 March Alliance (Future
Movement, Lebanese Forces, and Progressive Socialist Party). These parties are
considered the main constituencies of the 8 March and 14 March alliances that ruled the
country from 2005 till now. We operationalized partisanship as support or neutrality
towards one of these parties because they were all represented in the government that
resigned after the October 17 uprising and remain the major parties in power (through
their representation in the parliament even if to differing degrees) and their control over

various institutions in the country.
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CHAPTER VI

AIMS AND HYPOTHESES

Figure 1 Conceptual Model

Partisanship

Sectarianism
Time spent h‘i Collective action
with friends intentions

In sum, the current research aims to test the hypothesis that positive inter-group
contact (measured as amount of time spent with friends from different sects) between
Lebanese citizens from different sects will be positively associated with willingness to
participate in collective action that calls for a civil state. This research contributes to one
of the popular debates in social psychology: whether intergroup contact and collective
action are complementary models for promoting social change. The research aims to
move away from investigating these two models in a context of historically advantaged-
disadvantaged groups, as we aim to advance the literature by exploring the potential
effects of positive intergroup contact between groups that are seemingly in conflict with
each other on their intentions to act in solidarity against an oppressive political system.
We propose that in such contexts, both models of social change can be reconciled and

achieve the necessary antecedent conditions for progressive political change in Lebanon.
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To our knowledge, no such research has undertaken this approach in addressing the
tensions between intergroup contact and collective action as models of social change.

As depicted in the model (Figure 1) we hypothesize that the relationship between
intergroup contact (measured as time spent with friends from different sects) and
collective action would be mediated by sectarianism such that intergroup contact would
lead to increased collective action intentions through reducing sectarianism. By including
sectarianism (measured as in-group bias toward one’s sect) as a predictor of collective
action intentions and as a mediator of the effect of positive intergroup contact on
collective action, we expand on the repertoire of variables that are found to mediate the
link between contact and collective action such as efficacy, identity, and shared
grievances (Dixon et al., 2017; Hoskin et al., 2018).

To hypothesize the effects of political partisanship, we draw on the literature
investigating the role of SDO and RWA in the effect of contact on prejudice. Specifically,
we make the case that, because Lebanon’s confessional system pits the different parties in
an ongoing competition over various kinds of resources, political partisanship might well
mimic SDO scores. In other words, we expect that partisanship will operate in similar
ways to SDO, making partisans psychologically equivalent to those high in SDO, and we
formulate its hypotheses based on that literature. Since the literature presents conflicting
findings on the role of political ideology in moderating the effect of contact on prejudice,
we propose two competing hypotheses: (1) Positive inter-group contact would be more
effective in reducing levels of sectarianism among non-partisans than among partisans
(partisanship acts as an inhibitor for the effect of intergroup contact). (2) Positive inter-
group contact would be more effective in reducing sectarianism for partisans, because

non-partisans would consistently display lower level of sectarianism (partisanship acts as
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a facilitator for the effect of intergroup contact). Therefore we expect political
partisanship to moderate the relationship between positive intergroup contact and
sectarianism, but we test two competing hypotheses about the size of the effect among
partisans and non-partisans. In sum, we hypothesize the following:

H1: Frequent intergroup contact between friends from different sects will be associated
with lower levels of sectarianism.

H2: Sectarianism will be negatively associated with collective action intention for a civil
state

H3: Sectarianism will mediate the relationship between frequent intergroup contact
between friends from different sects and collective action.

H4a: Political partisanship would moderate the relationship between frequent intergroup
contact among friends from different sect and sectarianism, such that the relationship
between contact and sectarianism would become weaker among partisans compared to
non-partisans.

H4b: Political partisanship would moderate the relationship between frequent intergroup
contact among friends from different sects and sectarianism, such that the relationship
between contact and sectarianism would become stronger among partisans compared to

non-partisans.
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CHAPTER VII

METHODOLOGY

A. Participants

Six hundred forty three individuals participated in the online survey. Of those,
only 367 submitted the survey by going through all the survey questions and reaching the
debriefing form page?. The data collection was conducted between 5/March/2020 and

19/June/2020.

B. Research Designand Procedure
This study used a cross-sectional online survey design. The predictor variables
were time spent with friends from different sects, partisanship, and sectarianism. The

outcome variable was collective action intentions for a civil state in Lebanon.

C. Instruments
The survey included many other scales and questions (see Appendix D for the
full questionnaire). In this section, we only explain the instruments that were used for

the purpose of this study.

2 The total number of participants (643) includes any individual who clicked onthe survey link and
moved beyond the consent form page. Many of those exited the survey without filling any question,
others only answered a small number of the survey questions. We also included on the top of the first
page of the survey a note reminding participants of the inclusion criteria: Lebanese citizens who are 18
years or older and currently residing in Lebanon. We also requested anyone who does not fit this criteria
to exit the survey. The final sample (367) included those who went through all the survey reaching the
debriefing form regardless of how many questions they answered.
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1. Cross-group friendship

Cross-group friendship was measured by asking participants about the time they
spend and communicate with friends from four different sects including their own
(Shiites, Sunnis, Christians, and Druze). This measure of cross-group friendship was
adapted from Turner, Hewstone, Voci (2007). Time spent with friends from different
sects included four items on a five-point response scale asking about the time spent with
friends from each of the four sects: “How often do you spend time with friends who are
Lebanese Sunni?” (1 = All the time, 2 = Quite a lot, 3= Sometimes, 4 = Occasionally, 5
= Never). We also included an additional answer option “I don’t know” in case
participants were ignorant of their friends’ religious sect. For each participant,
depending on his/her sect, an aggregate score was calculated by computing the mean of
the three items measuring time spent with friends from the other three sects. Therefore,
the final score for time spent with friends from different sects combined different items

for each participant depending on his/her sect.

2. Sectarianism
This measure was adopted from Harb (2010). The initial scale consisted of five
Likert scale items (1 = Strongly agree, 2 = Agree, 3 = Neutral, 4 = Disagree, 5=
Strongly disagree). Examples include “I am proud to belong to my sect” and “Any
governing authority needs to take the interests of my sect into consideration”. An
additional item adapted from Faour (1998) and Moughalian (2015) was also used,
which states: “My sect is superior to all other sects”. This sixth item was added to go

beyond assessing positive attitudes towards one's own sect by measuring perceptions of
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the superiority and desire for dominance of one's own sect over other sects. The six item

scale had high reliability in our sample, Cronbach’s a=0.92 (Table 2).

3. Partisanship

We included two measures of partisanship in our study, a categorical measure
and a continuous measure. For the categorical measure, we asked participants to
indicate, from a list of 13 Lebanese political parties, which party or parties they support
or feel the closest to in terms of their political opinions. The options also included
“None” and “Other” (see Appendix D for list of political parties). The continuous
measure consisted of six items measuring support for six political ruling parties in
Lebanon: Hezbollah, Amal Movement, Future Movement, Free Patriotic Movement,
Progressive Socialist Party, and the Lebanese Forces. 3Each item was a five point scale
ranging from 1to 5 (1 = strongly support, 2 = support, 3 = neutral, 4 = oppose, 5=
strongly oppose). In order to transform the measure of partisanship into a single
categorical measure*, we created an index score in which non-partisans were
participants who stated that they either opposed or strongly opposed all the parties

whereas partisans where those who supported, strongly supported or were neutral

3 Initially, the continuous measure of partisanship included an additional item measuring support for the
Lebanese Phalanges Party. The seven political parties have been the main political actors in the country.
However, in recent years, the Lebanese Phalanges Party has been less influential due to their small
representation in the parliament and their resignation from the government in 2015 and refusal to take
part in the successive governments since then. Therefore, we excluded them from the categorical index
score of partisanship.

4We did nottreat partisanship as a single continuous measure by averaging the scores of participants on
all six items because supporting one party does not entail support for other parties. On the contrary,
support for one party e.g. Free Patriotic Movement is associated with strong opposition to other parties
e.g. the Lebanese Forces. This was further confirmed by performing a factor analysis of the items
measuring support for the six political parties thatyielded two factors.
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toward at least one of the political parties®. For our moderator, we used the categorical
index measure of partisanship because it clearly defines the difference between
partisans and non-partisans. This construct distinguishes between individuals who
clearly oppose all the main ruling political (non-partisans) and those who do not

(partisans).

4. Collective action intentions

This measure consisted of four Likert scale items (1 = Strongly agree, 2 =
Agree, 3 = Neutral, 4 = Disagree, 5 = Strongly disagree). The items measured intentions
to participate in four different non-violent collective action strategies that call for a civil
state in Lebanon: signing a petition, participating in a protest, participating in a strike,
and joining a group that advocates for that goal. We defined a civil state as a civil non-
sectarian state that is primarily based on two elements (1) abolishing sectarian quotas
from all political positions in Lebanon and (2) approving civil personal status laws

(laws Civil for marriage, divorce, child custody, inheritance).

D. Translation

The questionnaire was administered strictly in the formal Arabic language. All
originally English items were translated to Arabic by two professional translators. We
followed a double translation procedure (Grisay, 2003) which included two independent
translations from the source language (English) and reconciliation by a third party.

More specifically, two professional translators each produced a translated Arabic

5 Among partisans, 82 participants (46.6%) indicated support or strong support for at least one political
party and 15 participants (8.5%) were neutral towards all political parties. Among non-partisans, 79
participants (44.9%) were neutral towards at least one party and opposed orstrongly oppos ed the others.
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version of the questionnaire from the original English version. After that, the two
versions were assessed in comparison with each other by the two investigators and the
two translators in order to produce a more equivalent Arabic version of the

questionnaire.

1. Pilot Study

After receiving approval from the institutional review board, a pilot study was
conducted prior to the main study on a sample of 12 Lebanese individuals from
different sectarian backgrounds. The purpose of the pilot study was to ensure that all
items were comprehensible and relevant to both males and females and to members of
different sects. In addition, the pilot study aimed to specify the time it takes to complete
the questionnaire. After participants completed the questionnaire, they were asked to
report survey completion time and identify any unclear items as well as items that they
experienced difficulties in answering. The participants were also asked to provide
advice on ways that the measures could be improved. The majority of participants in the
pilot study reported that the questionnaire was long, taking longer than 20 minutes to
complete it. Asaresult the survey was shortened to allow completion within 15 to 20

minutes.

1. Demographic Information
Demographics included gender, age, sect, family income, marital status,
educational background, occupation, residency and number of years lived in Lebanon.
All scores were reversed so that higher numbers reflected more time spent with friends

from different sects, higher sectarianism, higher social status and political power,
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greater support for political parties, and greater intentions to participate in collective

action.

2. Main Study

Participants in the main study were recruited via an online survey hosted on
Lime Survey, a statistical survey web application. The link for the online survey was
posted on multiple social media platforms such as Facebook, Instagram, and Twitter
(see Appendix B). In order to ensure that the same person could not complete the survey
more than once, participants were only allowed to complete the survey once per device.
In addition the length of the survey, which required 20 minutes to complete, restricted
attempts of duplication. Participant recruitment involved snowball sampling where the
investigators and group of graduate and undergraduate students at AUB who
volunteered to assist in the research, sent the survey to people in their social networks
through emails and WhatsApp and subsequently asked them to similarly disseminate

the survey in their social networks.
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CHAPTER VIII
RESULTS

A. Preliminary Analysis

1. Missing value analysis

Out of the total completed 367 surveys, six cases were deleted because the
submitted surveys were empty. Moreover, an additional eleven cases were deleted
because they did not identify their sect, a demographic measure that is necessary for the
main independent variable in the study. Furthermore, an additional seventeen cases
were deleted because they had missing values or “I don’t know” responses on all items
of at least one of the main scales: time spent with friends from different sects,
sectarianism, partisanship, and collective action intentions. Therefore all these cases
(34) were excluded from further analysis, and the final sample size was 333.

After deleting these cases, a missing value analysis (MVVA) was run to determine
the percentage of missing values in the data set. All of the variables had missing values
less than 5% of the total sample. Furthermore, Little MCAR'’s test was not significa nt
(p=0.065) indicating that the data was missing completely at random. The data missing
at random was replaced using the expectation maximization algorithm (Tabachnick &

Fidell, 2013).

2. Psychometrics
a. Factor analyses

Separate exploratory factor analyses was performed on the sectarianism and
collective action intentions scales using the principal component extraction method

(PCA) with an Oblimin rotation without specifying the number of factors. Time spent
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with friends from different sects, was not included in the factor analysis, because the
items used to calculate its aggregate average score were different depending on the
sect of the participant. In general, there were no issues of multicollinearity or
singularity, none of the correlations in the matrix were above 0.80. Moreover,
Bartlett’s test of sphericity was significant for all scales which means that correlations
between the items of the scales were sufficiently large for Principle Component
Analysis (PCA). Furthermore, Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin (KMO) values were well above
the minimum  criterion .50 (Fields, 2013), indicating that the sample size is well
adequate for factor analysis. The analysis extracted a single factor for each variable
with an eigenvalue above Kaiser’s criterion of 1 (Fields, 2013). Table 1 shows a

summary of the factor analysis diagnostics and results.

Table 1 FA Criteria of Scales

Scale Barttlet’s Test of Sphericity KMO % of Variance Explained
Sectarianism x2(15)=1406.178,p<.001  0.866 70.34
Collective action x2(6)=764.366, p<.001 0.817 74.46

b. Reliability analysis

Reliability analyses was conducted for all scales. Prior to the analysis, all items
were reverse coded so that higher numbers would represent higher scores on the

construct. Cronbach’s alpha for all scales is represented in Table 2.

Table 2 Reliability Coefficients of Scales per Sample

Scale Number of ltems Cronbach’s a
Sectarianism 6 0.91
Collective action 4 0.86

c. Outliers
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After conducting the reliability analysis, items representing a single construct
were averaged together to create separate scales. Univariate outliers were inspected
through obtaining z scores for all non-categorical variables (time spent with friends,
sectarianism, and collective action) and through inspection of the boxplots.
Univariate outliers were defined as those crossing the mark of [3.29| as this
represents the standard deviation marker where scores are said to be too far from the
mean to be acceptable (Field, 2013). Four cases had a score greater than |3.29|on
collective action intentions for civil state. No other univariate outliers were detected.
Cases were not deleted before the inspection of multivariate outliers.

To check for multivariate outliers, Mahalanobis distance values were saved
by running a regression with gender as DV and time spent with friends, sectarianism,
partisanship, collective action, age, and sect as predictors. According to the chi
square table (Tabachnik & Fidell, 2013) the critical value of the chi squared test for 6
variables ata p <.001 significance level is y2 =22.46. After computing the
probability of Mahalanobis distances, we found that there was only one case below
0.001. Further inspection of cook’s distance showed that none of the values exceed
1.00 indicating that none of these cases had undue influence on regression

coefficients. Accordingly these cases were not deleted.

3. Normality tests

To test for normality of the variables, we inspected the Z-skewness and Z-
kurtosis of all the variables (see Table 3). Significant skewness and Kurtosis were
concluded if the Z scores exceeded |3.29|. No significant deviation from normality

was detected among the predictors. However the Z-score values for the DV
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(collective action) was greater than |3.29|. Since the DV is not necessarily expected

to be normally distributed, no transformations were conducted (Hayes, 2015).

Table 3 Skeweness and Kurtosis Scores

Variable Skewness Std. Error  z- Kurtosis  Std. Error  z-
of Skewness of Kurtosis
Skewness Kurtosis
Number of friends -0.08 0.13 -0.59 -0.86 0.27 -3.23
Time spent with -0.36 0.13 -2.71 -0.33 0.27 -1.26
friends
Sectarianism 0.339 0.13 2.53 -0.78 0.27 -2.95
Collective action -1.07 0.134 -7.99 1.34 0.27 5.02

B. Sample Descriptives

The final sample included 333 Lebanese participants and was predominantly
female with 214 female participants (64.3%) and 119 males (35.7%). The average age
of the sample was 33.44 years old (SD = 13.33) ranging from 18 to 72 years with 28
years as the median age. In terms of marital status, of the total sample, 196 (58.9%)
were single, 116 (34.8%) were married, 15 (4.5%) were divorced, and 5 (1.5%) were
widowed. This indicates that the majority of the sample are youthful since most are
single and below the age of 30 years (55.8%).

The sectarian distribution was as follows: 139 Shiites (41.7%), 94 Sunnis
(28.2%), 38 Maronites (11.4%), 30 Druze (9%), 21 Orthodox (6.3%), 6 Catholic
(1.8%), 2 protestants (0.6%), 1 Armenian Orthodox (0.3%), 1 Armenian Catholic
(0.3%), and one indicating that he removed his sect from official records (originally

Shiite) (0.3%). © In the absence of census information in the country, it is difficult to

6 Lebanese citizens have their sects indicated on their individual civil registry record (Ikhraj Qaid). The
process to eliminate the sect from one’s record poses legal and bureaucratic complications and entails
repercussions on some civic rights (e.g. participating in elections, holding public office positions). While
this process remains uncommon, some individuals managed to remove their sect from their official
records despite its implications on their civic rights.
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assess the representativeness of this sample, since the last official census having taken
place in 1932 (Diss & Steffen, 2017). A recent demographic report published by
Information International (2018) suggested that Sunnis, Shias and Christians each
constitute about a third of the population [Shiites (31.6%), Sunnis (31.3%), Christians
(30.6%), and Druze (5.3%)]. Accordingly, one could conclude our sample has an over-
representation of Shiites (41.7%) and Druze (9%), and an under-representation of
Sunnis (28.2%) and Christians (20.7%).

Overall, the sample was highly educated as 95.5% of the sample reached
university level education whereas only 3.6% indicated secondary education as their
highest level and 0.9% had vocational education. In terms of family income, 122
(36.6%) respondents indicated that the family’s income covers their needs and they save
from it, 140 (42%) indicated that the income covers their needs and they do not save
from it whereas 45 (13.5%) indicated that there family income does not cover their
needs. These numbers indicate that the majority of our sample has enough income to
cover their needs. According to a recent report by Information International (2020), due
to the economic crisis and the COVID-19 pandemic, the unemployment rate in Lebanon
has passed the 30% mark and is expected to rise to 65% by the end of the year. In
comparison to the rest of the population, our sample might be of a higher economic and
social class given that a very high percentage of the participants had a university level
education. In terms of years lived in Lebanon, 237 respondents (71.2%) indicated that
they lived all their lives in Lebanon, and 94 (28.2%) indicated that they lived one or
more years abroad. Finally, the majority of our sample were residents of Mount
Lebanon (38.7%) and Beirut (38.1%) districts while the rest were distributed across all

the other six districts (see Table 4).
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Table 4 Residency and Official Districts

Residency district Official district

N Percentage N Percentage
Akkar 2 0.6 9 2.7
Baalback-Hermel 2 0.6 7 2.1
Beirut 127 38.1 67 20.1
Bekaa 7 2.1 20 6
Mount Lebanon 129 38.7 78 234
Nabatieh 16 4.8 58 17.4
North 17 51 30 9
South 33 9.9 61 18.3

In terms of political support, 12.6% (N = 42) of the participants indicated
support for the 8 March alliance and 7.2% (N = 24) indicated support for 14 March
alliance whereas 79.3% (N = 264) did not support either of the alliances. The high
percentage of opposition towards the two major political alliances in Lebanon can be
interpreted in various ways. First, it might indicate that the sample predominantly
represents a political view that is influenced by the October 17 uprising particularly in
its rejection of the traditional political alliances. This may be related to the sampling
technique that was adopted. The snowball sampling mostly occurred in networks that
tend to be more secular and opposed to the ruling sectarian parties. Second, this result
might instead indicate that the March 8t and March 14t" alliances are no longer relevant
in Lebanese politics, even for partisans, as they were more politically relevant in the
period after the assassination of ex-prime minister Rafik El-Hariri.

Moreover, the categorical measure of partisanship showed that around half of
the sample 171 (51.4 %) did not support any political party while support among the
rest of the participants was distributed among 14 political parties (see Table 5). Among

those who indicated support for a party and among the major political parties in power,
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Hezbollah had the highest support (11.4%), followed by the Free Patriotic Movement
(5.7%), and Amal Movement (4.5%). Nevertheless, the highest support was for
“Mouwatinoun wa Mouwatinat fi Dawla” party (20.4%) and considerable support was
given to the Lebanese Communist Party (7.2%). Note that the latter two parties have not
been part of any government in Lebanon’s recent history and were involved in the
October 17 uprising. The high rate of support to these parties can also be attributable to
the snowball sampling technique that was followed. The distribution of political support
in our sample suggest that there has been an oversampling from certain networks and
social circles that support parties that are vocal in their opposition to the ruling political

parties and the sectarian political system as a whole.

Table 5 Support for Political Parties: Categorical Measure

N* Percentage
Amal Movement 15 4.5
Marada Party 8 2.4
Free Patriotic Movement 19 5.7
Future Movement 9 2.7
Hezbollah 38 114
Islamic group 1 0.3
Lebanese Communist Party 24 7.2
Lebanese Forces 8 2.4
Phalanges Party 7 2.1
Popular Nasserist Party 4 1.2
Progressive Socialist Party 2 0.6
Syrian Social Nationalist Party 7 2.1
Mowatinoun wa Mowatinat fi Dawla 68 20.4
National Bloc 2 0.6
None of the parties 171 51.4

*Participants can indicate support formore than one party
Partisanship was also assessed using a continuous measure of support for the

main six ruling political parties in Lebanon. Out of these six parties, on average,

Hezbollah was the least opposed with a mean of 2.04/5, whereas the mean support for
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all other parties was approximately the same as it ranged between 1.57 for the Amal
Movement and 1.75 for the Lebanese forces (see table 6). After transforming the six
continuous measures of partisanship into a single categorical measure (as described in
the method section) the sample was almost divided equally between partisans 176 (52.9

%) and non-partisans 157 (47.1%).

Table 6 Means and Standard Deviations for Support for Six Political

Parties

Mean (SD)
Hezbollah 2.04 (1.24)
Lebanese Forces 1.75(0.95)
Progressive Socialist Party 1.70(0.88)
Future Movement 1.69 (0.89)
Free Patriotic Movement 1.68 (1.02)
Amal Movement 1.57 (0.93)

Table 7 Means and Standard Deviations for Support for Six Political
Parties Among Partisans

Mean (SD)
Hezbollah 2.76 (1.29)
Lebanese Forces 2.18 (1.06)
Progressive Socialist Party 2.14(0.96)
Future Movement 2.12(0.99)
Free Patriotic Movement 2.16(1.18)
Amal Movement 1.97 (1.09)

Table 8 Means and Standard Deviations for Support for Six Political
Parties Among Non-partisans

Mean (SD)
Hezbollah 1.23(0.42)
Lebanese Forces 1.27 (0.45)
Progressive Socialist Party 1.20(0.40)
Future Movement 1.21(0.41)

54



Free Patriotic Movement 1.15(0.36)
Amal Movement 1.13(0.33)

Compared to other studies (Harb, 2010; Moughalian, 2015; Badaan, Richa, &
Jost, 2020), this sample was relatively low on sectarianism as the sectarianism score
was below the midpoint (M= 2.36, SD= 1.01) and high on collective action tendencies
for a civil state (M= 4.05, SD= 0.90) (above the midpoint). The low level of
sectarianism and high level of collective action tendencies in the sample could be due to
the context in which the data was collected i.e. the October 17 uprising and the large
representation of the supporters of the uprising in the sample. One of the main demands
of the uprising as previously explained was changing the sectarian system (Bou Khater
& Majed, 2020). The sample was also relatively high on cross-group friendship
measures such as time spent with friends from different sects (5 point scale) (M= 3.60,
SD= 0.93). This indicates that, on average, participants spent some to much of their time

with friends that belong to different sects.

Table 9 General Sample Descriptives

N Mean (SD)
Time spent with friends 333 3.59 (.93)
Sectarianism 333 2.36 (1.01)
Collective action 333 4.05 (.90)

Inspection of the correlation matrix (Table 10) of the variables included in the
model revealed a significant medium to large negative correlation between time spent
with friends from different sects and sectarianism (r=-0.42, p<0.001). Time spent with
friends from different sects also had a medium positive correlation with collective

action intentions for a civil state (r=0.36, p<0.001). A significant negative medium to

55



strong correlation also emerged between sectarianism and collective action intentions
(r=-0.48, p<0.001). The correlation matrix is also provided for partisans and non-

partisans in Tables 11 and 12.

Table 10 General Inter-correlation Matrix

Time spent with  Sectarianis  Partisanshi

friends m p Collective action
Time spent with 1
friends
Sectarianism -.415™ 1
Partisanship -.286™ 449" 1
Collective action 353" -.483™ -.356™"

**_Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).

Table 11 Correlations: Non partisan

Time spent with Sectarianis
friends m Collective action
Time spent with 1
friends
Sectarianism -.212™ 1
Collective action .298™" -.327"

**_Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).

Table 12 Correlations: Partisans

Time spent with

friends Sectarianism Collective action
Time spent with friends 1
Sectarianism -.416™ 1
Collective action .268™" -.425™"

**_Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
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C. Main Analysis

Figure 2 Statistical model

W

In order to test the effects of time spent with friends from different sects on
collective action intentions through sectarianism amongst partisans and non-partisans,
we conducted tests of moderated mediation using Hayes (2013) Process Model 8 with
10000 bootstrap samples. We tested a moderated mediation model of whether
partisanship moderates the effect of time spent with friends on the mediator
sectarianism as well as the direct effect of time spent with friends on collective action
intentions after controlling for sect of participant. In other words we tested the direct
and indirect effects of time spent with friends on collective action intentions and
whether these are moderated by partisanship.  The model is represented in conceptual
form in Figure 1, and in the form of a path diagram in Figure 2. We included sect as a
covariate (U). The covariate is not depicted in the conceptual model (Figure 1) nor the
statistical model (Figure 2). We included sect as a covariate because a one-way analysis
of variance (ANOVA) revealed significant differences between the four sects (Shiites,
Sunnis, Christians, and Druze) on the main outcome variable (collective action

intentions) F (3,329) = 2.89, p < 0.05. Given the unequal sample sizes of the sects in our
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sample, we conducted the Dunnett’s C test for post hoc comparisons of collective action
intentions among the four sects. The test revealed that Druze participants, on average,
were significantly more inclined toward collective action for a civil state (M = 4.39)
compared to Shiites (M =3.94), p < 0.05. In order to include sect as a covariate in our
model, we created three dummy variables for Sunnis, Christians, and Druze and treated
Shiites as the baseline group.

We used the Process Macro by Andrew F. Hayes specifying model number 8
which depicts mediation of the effect of X (time spent with friends) on Y (collective
action intentions) through M (sectarianism) with both the direct and indirect effects of
X moderated by W (partisanship) (Hayes, 2015) . According to Hayes (2015), an
indirect effect in such a model is the product of the effect of X on M and the effect of M
on Y controlling for X, and the direct effect is the effect of X on Y controlling for M.
Both of these effects are moderated by W and are conditional upon it (Hayes, 2015).
However, according to Hayes (2015), it is not enough to inspect interaction effects. The
interaction effect presents only an estimation of the moderation of the effect of X on M
by W. In order to establish whether the indirect effect depends on the moderator, we
need to conduct a formal test of moderated mediation to examine the relationship
between the moderator and the size of the indirect effect. This relationship is quantified
by the index of moderated mediation. “The index of moderated mediation is a direct
quantification of the linear association between the indirect effect and the putative
moderator of that effect (Hayes, 2015, p. 3).”

Following Hayes’s (2015) recommendation, we used the bootstrap confidence
intervals using the percentile method for the index of moderated mediation based on

10,000 bootstrap samples. The extremities of the 95% confidence interval represent the
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two values of the index in the distribution of k values (in this case 10,000) that define
the 2.5th and 97.5th percentiles of the distribution. According to Hayes (2015) if the
confidence interval includes zero, then there would be no definitive evidence for the
moderation of the mediation. However, if the confidence interval does not include zero,

then we can infer that a significant moderated mediation effect exists.

Table 13 Model Coefficients for the Conditional Process Model

Sectarianism (M) Collective action intentions
(Y)
Coe SE P 95% CI Coe SE P 95% CI
ff. ff.
Time spent with a - 0.0 <0 -.390,- c 020 0.0 <0 .046,
friends (X) 1 027 8 1 .063 1 8 5 345
Sectarianism (M) b -32 0.0 <0 -420,-
5 01 223
Partisanship (W) a 157 04 <0 .776, c .08 37 .82 -.648,
2 0 01 2.361 2 816
X*W a - 0.1 <0 -431,- ¢ -10 .10 32 -.287,
3 022 1 5 011 3 .095
Constant 2.62 33 <0 1.965, 415 0.3 <0 3.502,
01 3.278 3 01 4795
R’= 3120 R’= 2951
F(6,326)=24.64p <.001 F(7,325)=19.43 p <.001

The resulting model coefficients, standard errors, confidence intervals, p-values
and model summary information for the process model can be found in table 13. As can
be seen in the table, the direct effect of time spent with friends from other sects on
collective action intentions (c1) (while controlling for the moderator and the mediator,
partisanship and sectarianism) was positive and significant (b = 0.20, 95% CI = 0.05 to
0.35, p <.05). The moderation effect of partisanship on the direct effect of time spent
with friends on collective action is represented in the interaction term cs. The interaction

effect between time spent with friends and partisanship on collective action was not
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significant (b =-0.10, 95% CI =-0.291t0 0.10, p = .32). Thus, the direct effect of time
spent with friends on collective action intentions does not depend on partisanship.

Furthermore, time spent with friends had a significant negative effect on
sectarianism (a1) (b =-0.27, 95% CI =-0.39 to -0.06, p < .01) indicating that more time
spent with friends from different sects is associated with lower sectarianism. Moreover,
sectarianism was found to have a significant negative effect on collective action
intentions (b) (b =-0.32, 95% CI = -0.421t0 -0.22, p <.001) indicating that lower levels
of sectarianism are associated with greater intentions to participate in collective action
for a civil state.

Evidence for the moderation of the effect of time spent with friends on
sectarianism by partisanship can be seen in the product term (as) in table 13. The test of
moderation was significant, indicating that the effect of time spent with friends on
sectarianism was dependent on partisanship (b =-0.22, 95% CI =-0.43t0 -0.01, p <
.05). More specifically, the effect of time spent with friends on sectarianism was
stronger for partisans (b =-0.45, 95% CI =-0.58 to -0.31, p <.001) than for non-
partisans (b =-0.23, 95% CI =-0.39t0 -0.06, p < .01). To visualize this interaction
effect, we plotted the two-way interaction effect of time spent with friends and
partisanship on sectarianism. Examination of the interaction plot (figure 3) showed that
as time spent with friends from different sects increased, sectarianism decreased for
both partisans and non-partisans. This effect appeared to be stronger among partisans as
the slope was steeper compared to non-partisans. However, sectarianism among non-

partisans remained lower atall levels of the predictor.
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Figure 3 The two way interaction of time spent with friends and partisanship on
sectarianism
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In order to examine whether the indirect effect of X (time spent with friends) on
Y (collective action intentions) through M (sectarianism) depends on W (partisanship),
we generated using the PROCESS Macro a bootstrap confidence interval for the index
of moderated mediation. The index of moderated mediation was significantly different
from zero since the 95% confidence intervals did not include zero (b =0.07,95% CI =
0.002 to 0.15). This indicates that the indirect effect of time spent with friends on
collective action intentions through sectarianism is moderated by partisanship. More
specifically, we found a significant positive indirect effect of time spent with friends on
collective action through sectarianism among partisans and non-partisans. This effect
was stronger for partisans (b = 0.14, 95% CI = 0.08 to 0.22) compared to non-partisans
(b =0.07, 95% CI =0.02 to 0.14). Accordingly, we conclude that spending time with
friends from different sects is associated with stronger collective action intentions for a
civil state in Lebanon through the reduction of sectarian in-group bias among both

partisans and non-partisans. This indirect effect is stronger for partisans compared to
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non-partisans, as time spent with friends from different sects was associated with a
greater decrease in partisans’ sectarianism. However, compared to partisans, non-
partisans demonstrate lower levels of sectarianism and higher collective action

intentions across all levels of the predictor.
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CHAPTER IX

DISCUSSION

A. Review of Results

This study examined the effect of frequent intergroup contact between friends
from different sects on intentions of collective action for establishing a civil state in
Lebanon. Specifically, the study aimed at investigating whether this relationship is
mediated by sectarianism. In addition, the study explored whether the effect of
intergroup contact on sectarianism is moderated by political partisanship. As discussed
earlier, research on models of social change have suggested an incompatibility between
prejudice reduction and collective action models of social change (Van Zomeren, 2018).
To elaborate, previous findings proposed that prejudice reduction interventions can
have negative impacts such as maintaining systems of inequality. The literature
suggested that positive intergroup contact between advantaged and disadvantaged
groups reduces disadvantaged group members’ motivations to challenge the status quo
(Wright & Lubensky, 2009).

We argued that most of these studies are typically conducted in dyadic contexts
pitting groups with a long history of conflict (e.g. Saguy et al., 2009) or with
unbalanced power dynamics (e.g. Cakal et al., 2011). By contrast, we aimed to examine
whether prejudice reduction and collective action models can be compatible in
achieving social change (1) when they are examined between groups of relatively equal
status and (2) where the conflict between them is actually fueled or exacerbated by a
larger political system or ruling elite. In the context of a popular uprising that aimed to

challenge a sectarian political system that has pushed the country into an unprecedented
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economic crisis, we tested whether frequent intergroup contact between friends from
different sects in Lebanon might motivate Lebanese citizens to engage in collective
action that calls for a civil state.

Our first hypothesis was that frequent intergroup contact, measured as time
spent with friends from different sects, will be associated with lower levels of
sectarianism across the whole sample. Our findings confirmed this hypothesis where
more time spent with friends from different sects was associated with lower levels of
sectarianism. This finding was in line with previous research on the ability of intergroup
contact in reducing prejudice between conflicting groups (Pettigrew et al, 2011).

Perhaps the medium to large negative correlation found between frequent
contact between friends from different sects and sectarianism can be attributed to the
measure of time spent with friends. First, Pettigrew et al. (2011) pointed to the potency
of cross-group friendship measures in reducing prejudice. Second, in their meta-analysis
of studies that employed cross-group friendship measures as predictors of attitudes,
Davies et al. (2011) found that time spent with friends and self-disclosure to friends
resulted in significantly stronger associations with attitudes compared to other
friendship measures. According to the authors, time spent with friends yields larger
effect sizes because it implies a certain level of engagement on behalf of the outgroup.
In other words, the construct of time spent with friends indicates a behavioral
investment that members of both groups are engaging in. Furthermore, spending time
with friends is more likely to occur in active friendships (Davies etal., 2011).
According to Davies et al. (2011) inactive friendships might have a reduced impact on
intergroup attitudes because of the slower development of concern and empathy

between cross-group friends.
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Given that our study was conducted against the backdrop of a popular uprising
in the country, it is important to highlight that the data collection was conducted in a
context characterized by a popular rejection of sectarianism- both at the individual and
structural levels. The level of sectarianism in our study was remarkably lower compared
to other studies that were conducted with nationally representative samples prior to the
uprising (e.g. Harb, 2010 with a youth sample; Badaan et al., 2020 with a nationally
representative sample from 2016). However, our sample was not representative, which
undermines comparisons with studies that used nationally representative samples.

In addition, among our sample, sectarianism negatively predicted collective
action intentions confirming our second hypothesis. This means that lower bias toward
one’s sect is associated with greater motivation for participation in collective action for
a civil state in Lebanon. This finding is in line with previous research investigating the
link between sectarianism and support for the Lebanese confessional system. For
instance, Moughalian (2015) found that lower levels of sectarianism among university
students predicted collective action intentions to abolish sectarian quotas in
governmental positions. In addition, in recently published study, Badaan etal., (2020)
found a significant association between sectarianism and justification of the Lebanese
sectarian system.

Our results also showed a medium to large positive correlation between frequent
inter-group contact and collective action intentions. In addition, our model also
confirmed a significant positive direct effect of contact on collective action intentions.
That is, the more time Lebanese citizens spent with their friends from different sects the
more they were motivated to participate in future action calling for a civil state in

Lebanon. This finding is in line with other research findings that found a positive
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association between positive contact among historically disadvantaged groups in South
Africa (Dixon et al., 2015) and India (Dixon et al., 2017) and solidarity based collective
action intentions. These findings show that prejudice reduction and collective action
models can be compatible in achieving social change when tested between groups that
do not fall into the classic dominant/subordinate categories.

Additionally, our study sheds light on the potential social psychological process
that may explain the relationship between intergroup contact and collective action. We
hypothesized that sectarianism will mediate the relationship between frequent
intergroup contact between friends from different sects and collective action. The
results confirmed our third hypothesis by showing that the relationship between
intergroup contact and collective action is mediated by the reduction in sectarianism. To
elaborate, spending time with friends from different sects was associated with lower
levels of sectarianism among participants. This reduction in sectarianism was also
associated with increased intentions to partake in different types of collective actions
demanding a transition to a civil state.

We tested two competing hypotheses about the role of political partisanship in
moderating the effect of frequent intergroup contact on sectarianism. Both hypotheses
predicted that political partisanship will emerge as a significant moderator however they
differed in whether political partisanship inhibits or facilitates the effect of contact on
sectarianism. Hd4a stated that the relationship between contact and sectarianism would
become weaker among partisans compared to non-partisans (buffering effect of political
partisanship). Conwversely, H4b stated that the relationship between contact and
sectarianism would become stronger among partisans compared to non-partisans

(facilitating effect of political partisanship).
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The findings supported the latter hypothesis (H4b). Onone hand, political
partisanship emerged as a significant moderator of the relationship between frequent
intergroup contact and sectarianism. On the other hand, the effect of contact on
sectarianism was stronger for partisans compared to non-partisans. Among partisans,
more time spent with friends from different sects was associated with a greater decrease
in sectarianism levels. However, levels of sectarianism were overall higher for partisans
compared to non-partisans.

Perhaps the difference in the effectiveness of intergroup contact is dependent on
the initial levels of sectarianism among partisans and non-partisans. For non-partisans,
intergroup contact appeared less effective because they already had low levels of
sectarianism. However, since partisans exhibited higher levels of sectarianism, they had
more to gain from the intergroup contact experience. This interpretation echoes
Hudson’s (2008) finding which showed that contact was more effective in reducing
racism for inmates high on SDO compared to those low on SDO. Such congruence in
the results corroborates our conceptualization of political partisanship in that it mimics

SDO scores.

B. Limitations Practical Implications, and Future Direction

Our study had several limitations. First, we used snowball sampling as our main
sampling procedure. This procedure enabled a networking effect that impacted the
diversity and representativeness of our sample. As we mentioned in the methods
section, the investigators along with a group of research assistants disseminated the
survey in their social networks. Given that the majority of those were educated, young,

had positive attitudes toward the uprising, and were politically unaffiliated, we had a
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larger representation of participants with those characteristics. Future research should
adopt sampling strategies that do not include network effects, so that the collected data
would not be biased by the characteristics of the researchers.

Second, the sample bias had an impact on our political partisanship construct.
Although we tried to disseminate the survey in groups and networks that are known to
be supportive of the ruling parties, we were not able to collect enough responses from
partisans. In order to mitigate this limitation, we operationalized political partisanship
as support or neutrality towards any of the six main ruling parties in the country.
Moreover, the networking effect also resulted in an unequal and unrepresentative
distribution of sects in our study. Initially, we intended to test our model separately for
each sect. However, the low sample size of the sub-groups did not allow us to have
enough power to test the model per sect. As such, we resorted to testing the model on
the whole sample without conducting subgroup analyses.

Third, we originally conceptualized our measure of political partisanship as a
proxy measure for political ideology and linked it to measures of ideological tendencies
such as SDO and RWA. More specifically, we assumed that political partisanship
would mimic SDO scores such that partisans would be higher on SDO compared to
non-partisans and we drew our hypotheses based on this association. Although our
results echo those of SDO’s moderating effect on the link between intergroup contact
and racism (Hudson, 2008), our study does not provide empirical evidence on the link
between SDO and political partisanship. More critically, although political partisanship
in Lebanon can be motivated by political ideologies such as right wing nationalist
ideologies, pan Arabism, and anti-imperialism, it remains mostly determined by

sectarian group membership. Therefore our measure of political partisanship qualifies
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more as a measure of political group membership rather than political ideology, which
further blurs the link we drew between political partisanship and SDO. Future research
should therefore test the link between the two and also use other measures of political
ideology.

Fourth, the cross-sectional design of the study does not allow us to draw causal
inferences about the relationships between our variables. For instance, some research
(Herek & Capitanio, 1996) has suggested other explanations for the relationship
between contact and prejudice, namely that prejudiced individuals avoid contact with
out-groups. Nonetheless, a meta-analysis that included both longitudinal and cross-
sectional studies examining this association has shown that the path from contact to
prejudice was generally found to be much stronger than the reverse path (Pettigrew &
Tropp, 2006). The path from collective action intentions to lower sectarianism could
also be plausible. Individuals might demand a civil state in Lebanon regardless of their
sectarianism levels, but that intention could later lead to lower levels of sectarianism.
Also, participation in collective action against the political system could be a behavior
that lead to attitudinal changes, namely, reduced sectarian in-group bias.

Fifth, we were not able to assess the internal consistency for the measure of time
spent with friends from different sects. The measure was calculated by averaging the
scores of three items measuring time spent with friends from three different sects. Thus,
for each sect, the final aggregate score was based on different items. It would have only
been possible to assess the internal consistency of the measure for each sect. Since we
did not conduct sub-group analysis, we used the measure without assessing its internal
reliability. To address the limitation in the measure of time spent with friends from

different sects, future studies can either increase the sample size to be able to conduct
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sub-group analysis, or use a measure in which its items are the same for all participants.
For example, the measure could ask about time spent with friends from different sects
across different contexts such as university, neighborhood and work.

Sixth, it is important to note that this study was conducted in a context of
heightened intentions for change. Although data was collected during a national
lockdown enforced as part of the COVID-19 precautionary regulations, the factors that
preceded the eruption of the uprising were still relevant. Due to that context, the sample
exhibited very high intentions to engage in collective action that aims to change a
system that many believed had caused the economic crisis. Therefore, the results of our
study should be interpreted in light of this context and may not be generalizable to
contexts with political and economic stability.

In addition, our measure of collective action intentions of a civil state in
Lebanon also had some limitations. First, this measure was negatively skewed in our
sample. The high willingness to partake in different forms of collective action might be
due to the low investment required by the behavioral measures we included. Most of
our participants had already participated in at least one form of collective action during
the uprising and had witnessed a wide range of both violent and non-violent forms of
mobilization and dissent. Indicating an intention to sign a petition, participate in a
protest, join a strike, or join a group that advocates for a civil state in Lebanon might
have seemed to require low effort and little cost compared to behaviors participants had
previously engaged in or at least witnessed in the context of the uprising. As such, the
measure can be improved through increasing the perceived effort and the cost
associated with partaking in the collective action behavior. This can be done through

specifying a longer time frame for behavioral engagement such as participating in
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protests until demands are achieved. The measure could also include specific behavioral
aspects that would require absence from work or university for a set period of time such
as blocking roads, occupying spaces, or long-term strike.

Finally, our working definition of civil state might have also biased responses on
the collective action intention measure. In Lebanon, and particularly during the
uprising, there have been different political conceptions of a civil state. Our definition
of civil state included only two characteristics. (1) The abolishment of sectarian quotas
from governmental positions and (2) the instatement of unified personal civil status
laws. This definition is only one of different notions that the Lebanese hold concerning
the civil state. For example, whether the personal civil status laws are mandatory or
voluntary represent one major point of contention. Also, many have argued that, in line
with the Ta’if accord, the abolishment of sectarian quotas from governmental posts
should be followed by the creation of a senate that ensures the representation of sects.
Such disagreement on the notion of a civil state might have influenced participants’
reported intentions to engage in collective action under our conceptualization of a civil
state. If we had provided more details in our definition of civil state, the sample might
have reported lower collective action intentions.

In sum, our research suggests that future theorizations about the compatibility of
prejudice reduction and collective action models of social change should take the
context of the intergroup conflict being examined into account. Research on these two
models have found varying results depending on several factors including but not
limited to: the power dynamics between the conflicting groups (Saguy et al., 2009), the
source of the injustice, the dynamics of the intergroup contact experience (Becker et al.,

2013; Droogendyk et al., 2016), and the ultimate aim of the collective action (Dixon et
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al., 2017). Variations in these factors could alter the association between prejudice
reduction and collective action.

The practical implications of this study are mainly concerned with the role of
inter-sectarian contact in challenging the sectarian political system in Lebanon. While
taking into account that our data is cross-sectional our results show that one way to
challenge the sectarian system would be through increasing opportunities of inter-
sectarian contact specifically those in which friendships can develop. We previously
mentioned how Lebanon is geographically divided along sectarian lines, a division that
predominantly limits interactions in the community to people of the same sect with the
exception of more diversified areas such as the capital, Beirut. Still, even in such areas
with greater sectarian diversity, imagined sectarian fault lines remain present across
neighborhoods. The ruling elite benefit from maintaining such divisions as they
reinforce sectarian belonging through blurring the lines between communal and
sectarian relations, in a way that one’s community becomes his/her sect. Our results
shed light on the mechanism through which the political system can be empowered
through segregating communities along sectarian lines because there would be less
opportunities for inter-sectarian friendships to emerge, less opportunities for
sectarianism to reduce, and consequently limited prospects of transitioning into a civil
state. Of course, friendships take time to emerge and therefore they cannot constitute an
immediate facilitating factor for the emergence of revolutionary anti-sectarian collective
action. Instead, our study illustrates how inter-sectarian friendships and bonds can
potentially be associated with long-term effects on anti-sectarian collective action.

Naturally, there remains many other psychological, social, economic, and political

72



dimensions that need to be taken into account to understand more fully the predictors of
anti-sectarian collective actions.

Relatedly, this study focused only on one narrow framework of prejudice
reduction model as a social change model, namely the contact hypothesis. Other useful
frameworks to understand anti-sectarian collective action involve social categorization
and specifically the common in-group identity model (Gaertner et al, 1993). Processes
such as re-categorization and crossed categorizations would have been particularly
beneficial in explaining shifts in sectarian or secular, partisan, and national identities.

It is important for future research to identify the mechanisms through which
contact affects collective action, particularly at the level of identities. Identifying such
mechanisms would allow us to understand how inter-group contact shapes social
categorization and in turn determine the social identities that can promote collective
action in a specific context. These mechanisms can be understood through social
categorization strategies such as re-categorization, de-categorization, crossed
categorization and integration (Paluck & Green, 2009). Studies that adopt the re-
categorization techniques aim to examine the process that motivates individuals that
belong to conflicting groups to think of themselves as part of one group (Gaertner &
Dovidio, 2009). For example, instead of thinking of themselves as members of religious
sects, Lebanese individuals can be encouraged to think of themselves as citizens of the
same nation that share similar grievances and aspirations. It is likely that crossed
categorization (Paluck & Green, 2009), which enables members of opposing groups to
be aware of their membership in a common third group, can lead members of different
sects to unite under a common identity based on social class or citizenry against the

political elite. This form of social categorization could be the most likely to prompt
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revolutionary collective action against the sectarian system. It is therefore important to
investigate the role of crossed categorization in prompting revolutionary collective
action in similar contexts.

In this regard, if cross-category identities can encourage mobilization against the
sectarian system, it is important to question how crucial intergroup contact is on its own
for the creation of such cross-category identities. It is possible, for example, that the
mere awareness of shared grievances may be sufficient for the emergence of such cross-
category identities and for people to unite against the system as they did in the October
17t revolution despite the sectarian groups being geographically segregated and
opportunities for contact being potentially limited for many. It is also possible,
however, that a stronger opposition emerges against the system when the two groups
have already developed stronger bonds and solid social networks, e.g. through
intergroup contact. .

Regarding the Lebanese context, the perception of the conflict as strictly
sectarian in nature overshadows many of the structural factors that maintained the
political system. Instead of framing the conflict as purely sectarian, researchers should
aim to explore group differences based on geographical and socio-economic factors
rather than focusing purely on sectarian identities. Our research falls short in addressing
such intersections as well as other structural factors that seem to govern and determine
Lebanese citizens’ relationship with each other, their sects, and political parties. Instead,
we strictly investigate sectarianism and intentions to challenge the political system
based on interpersonal relationships between members of different sects.

Besides the general research approach, future studies could improve some of the

measures used in our study. For instance, instead of measuring intergroup contact as
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time spent with friends, contact could also be assessed through the opportunities of
contact that participants have had and by measuring extended and indirect contact
through social media platforms and traditional media outlets. Measuring opportunity for
contact adds an extra nuance that enables us to distinguish between whether

participants’ intergroup contact experiences or the lack thereof are intentional or due to
external factors. In this day and age, social media and television news represent
important outlets that grant individuals expansive exposure to people from various
cultural, social, and political backgrounds. Evidently, social media played a key role in
the proliferation of popular uprisings such as those of the Arab Spring (Gerbaudo, 2012)
and more recent social movements such as Black Lives Matter (Mundt, Ross, &
Burnett, 2018). Future studies could look into the role of indirect and extended contact
in promoting solidarity and engagement in collective action. In addition, future studies
could include behavioral measures of sectarianism rather than attitudinal ones. It might
be possible that the Lebanese people do not consider themselves sectarian and thus
score low on attitudinal measures of sectarianism while engaging in both implicit and
explicit forms of sectarian behavior.

Finally, although our results show that sectarianism mediates the relationship
between contact and collective action, future studies can test other variables that could
explain this relationship. The Lebanese citizens did not only demand the fall of the
regime because they felt less sectarian, but it was also because their livelihoods and
future in the country was threatened. Furthermore, the solidarity between the citizens
across different regions in Lebanon cannot be only understood through positive
emotions toward other sects but it can also be explained through their realization of

their shared grievances, common fate, and that only through their unity would they be
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able to enforce change. Therefore, future studies should investigate factors that have
been found to predict collective action such as social identity, shared grievances, and
efficacy (Van Zomeran et al., 2008) as potential mediators of the relationship between

contact and collective action.
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CHAPTER X

CONCLUSION

In summary, this study tested the compatibility of prejudice reduction and
collective action models of social change in a novel context. While most research has
traditionally investigated prejudice reduction and collective action models of social
change between groups with a long history of conflict and unbalanced power dynamics,
the present study explored these models in a context is characterized by groups that do
not fall into the classical dominant/subordinate distinction and a conflict among them
that is fueled by an unjust political system and a ruling elite. In particular, we examined
whether frequent intergroup contact between friends from different sects in Lebanon
would lead to greater collective action intentions for a civil state in Lebanon. In
addition, the study tested whether this relationship would be mediated by sectarianism
and moderated by political partisanship. First, the results showed a significant positive
relationship between intergroup contact measured as time spent with friends form
different sects and collective action intentions. Second the study also found that more
contact with friends from different sects was associated with lower levels of
sectarianism. Third, sectarianism was found to be a significant mediator of the effect of
intergroup contact on collective action intentions. And finally, the relationship between
intergroup contact and sectarianism was significantly moderated by political
partisanship such that partisans exhibited a larger reduction in sectarianism compared to
non-partisans. Therefore, the study shows that prejudice reduction and collective action
can be compatible in achieving social change depending on the context they are tested

in.
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END NOTE

This research project has undergone several changes due to the circumstances
that occurred in the past year. We state these in the present thesis because we deem it
interesting to document examples of the difficulties encountered when conducting
social and political psychological research in politically unstable and challenging
settings such as Lebanon, in addition to the difficulties brought about by the COVID-19
pandemic. The main proposal of this research was submitted during February 2019. The
initial aim of the research was to address the debate about the compatibility of collective
action and prejudice reduction models of social change in the Lebanese context. At that
time Lebanon was witnessing a period of relative political and social stability. It was
only a year after the parliamentary elections and almost a month after the formation of a
new government that represented all the main political parties. During that period, the
Lebanese social and political landscape was characterized by a lack of political
engagement and oppositional social movements. We had originally aimed to test the
same model among Sunnis and Shiites only due to the framing of the sectarian conflict
in Lebanon’s recent past. We restricted our field data collection to two main regions in
Beirut, Tarik Al Jdideh and the Southern Suburb; two areas that are mostly populated
by Sunnis and Shiites respectively and known to be the strongholds of the two most
powerful Sunni and Shiite political parties, Future Movement and Hezbollah
respectively.

Our data collection was delayed for two months due to the push back we
received from gatekeepers of the areas we wanted to collect data in, specifically in

Beirut’s southern Suburb. After receiving preliminary approval from the gatekeepers,
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we collected data in the southern suburb October 14 and 15 2019, two days prior to the
eruption of the October 17 uprising.

The first three days of the uprising were exceptionally chaotic, all roads in
Beirut were closed by burning tires and dumpsters and all stores were closed. People
were either in their houses or on the street protesting. Under such circumstances, the
data collection had to be put on hold until the situation would go back to normal.
However, things escalated at a very fast pace as the country entered an unprecedented
economic crisis and the demonstrations did not stop. Almost a month into the uprising,
we realized that the data collection had to be completely stopped for two reasons. First,
the major changes in the political and social scene had to be addressed in our study.
Second the data that we had already collected was not enough to test our model (we
barely had any data from Shiites and data from Sunnis was less than 100 participants).
Therefore, we decided to rethink our study to fit the context of the uprising.
Consequently, the questionnaire was updated and we resorted to online data collection
instead of on the field paper-based surveys. This update in the study required a
resubmission to the institutional review board.

After getting the approval we launched the survey on the 5th of March 2020. At
that time, a new government had formed after the resignation of the previous one under
the pressure of the uprising. Although the uprising had lost most of its momentum on
the ground, protest and feelings of anger toward the system were still part of Lebanon’s
daily life. Two weeks after we launched our survey, a nationwide lockdown was
enforced in order to counter the spread of the COVID-19. That decision represented
another setback to our data collection. Although the survey remained open and online,

we could not maintain the same rate of disseminating the survey during the early stages
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of the lockdown due to the disruptions it caused. Due to the pandemic and the length of
the survey we were not able to collect the number of responses that we had initially
hoped for. Eventually we decided to stop the data collection after almost three month

and a half on June 19th 2020.
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APPENDIX A
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APPENDIX B
Advertisement for the Study

1. Email Announcement for Snowball Sampling

Consent to participate in an Online Research Study

This notice is for an AUB-IRB Approved Research Study
for Dr. Rim Saab and Mortada Al-Amine at AUB.
*It is not an Official Message from AUB*

You are invited to participate in a research study about the social and political
attitudes of Lebanese citizens. The purpose of this study is to investigate the social
relations between Lebanese citizens, their perception of the Lebanese political
systemand attitudes toward various aspects of the October 17 uprising. This study
is conducted by Dr. Rim Saab and Mortada Al-Amine, Faculty of Arts and
Sciences at the American University of Beirut.

PROCEDURES
This message invites you to:

1. Read the consent document and consider whether you want to be involved in
the study.

And to note:

e Participation iscompletely voluntary.

e Completing the questionnaire will take around 15 minutes.

e Onlythedata you provide in the questionnaire will be collected and analyzed.
The research team will not have access to your name or contact details.

o The results of the survey will be published in Master’s thesis available in
printed form and electronically from AUB libraries.

e You are eligible for participating in this study if you are a Lebanese citizen,
able to complete the survey on your own, and you are 18 years old or more..

e Thisstudy will sample 400 Lebanese citizens from different Lebanese regions.

e Participants will be recruited through two different strategies; they will either
be approached by the research team to fill out a paper based survey or they will
be sent an email inviting themto fill out an online survey.

POTENTIAL BENEFITS TO SUBJECTS AND/OR TO SOCIETY

You will not receive payment for participation in this study.
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The results of the study will enhance our understanding of factors that play a
significant role in bringing about social change

POTENTIAL RISKS TO SUBJECTS AND/OR SOCIETY

No conceivable risks above those associated with everyday living are involved
CONFIDENTIALITY

The collected data will remain confidential and anonymous.

Records will be monitored and may be audited by the IRB while assuring
confidentiality.

PARTICIPATION AND WITHDRAWAL

If you voluntarily consent to take part in this study, you can change your mind and
withdraw at any time without consequences of any kind.

Refusal to participate or withdrawal from the study will involve no penalty or loss
of benefits to which the subject is otherwise entitled, and neither will it affect their
relationship_with their organization _and AUB/AUBMC.

QUESTIONS ABOUT THE STUDY
If you have any questions about the study, you can contact the research team at:

Dr. Rim Saab, Assistant Professor of Psychology
Department of Psychology, American University of Beirut
rs147@aub.edu.lb

01-350000 Ext. 4367

Mortada Al-Amine, Graduate Student in General Psychology
Department_of Psychology, American University of Beirut
maa233@mail.aub.edu

+961 71164015

ACCESS TO THE SURVEY

If after reading the consent document and having your questions answered, you
voluntarily agree to take part in the study; you can access the survey by clicking
on the following link. The survey is hosted on lime survey.

Also, if you know other individuals who might be interested in this survey, please
forward this email to them!
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CONCERNS OR QUESTIONS ABOUT YOUR RIGHTS

If you have concerns about the study or questions about your rights as a participant, you
can contact the AUB IRB Office:

irb@aub.edu.lb

01-350000 Ext. 5454/5445

2. Social Media Post: English
We ivite you to participate in an online survey for aresearch study called “social and

political attitudes Lebanese citizens.” We would be very grateful if you could participate.
The purpose of this study is to investigate the social relations between Lebanese citizens,
their perception of the Lebanese political system and attitudes toward various aspects of
the October 17 uprising. The survey will take about 15 to 20 minutes to complete. If you
participate in this study, you will be asked to respond to some questionnaires. You are
eligible for participating in this study if you are a Lebanese citizen, able to complete the

survey onyour own, and you are 18 years old or more. A link to the survey is provided

below. Your participation incurs no costs and there are no monetary incentives. There are
no risks and no direct benefits associated with participation in this study. However, the
potential benefit is that participation in the study will enhance our understanding of

factors that play a significant role in bringing about social change in Lebanon.

If you have any questions before participating, you can contact Dr. Rim Saab at
rs147@aub.edu.lb; telephone: 01350000 Ext. 4367

If you have any complaints, or if you feel you have been placed at risk, you can contact
IRB at AUB: 01- 350 000 ext. 5445 or 5454 or irb@aub.edu.lb.If after reading the
consent document and having your questions answered, you voluntarily agree to take part
in the study; you can access the survey by clicking on the following link. The survey is
hosted on lime survey.

Also, if you know other individuals who might be interested in this survey, please share it
with them!

3. Social Media Post: Arabic
Mol ida) gall duelaia g Aulial) CaBl gl (o) giay Al jal A5 yiH B Hlatn) (A4S HLil oS s
) gally Adleiall dpelainyl s Apudill ol gall & Cond) ) Al ) 038 Cargd oSES L aa (piiae ) sSi
slad agdl) g0 any g agin Lad BN Al jo ) ALY bl e dag pal dslpnad) 5 e laiall o) )Y
L6 A8 15 JVsa oS jlie (3 paain 3V (5 17 duali)
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(B)csh) 9o () sS O g & hay Slaia) JuaS) Ao (3) o () usS O g Al all o3a 8 AS LAl
e dluls o LY e Callai Al all 038 L34S HLially L1181, S of A 18 & e (B) Al
Gl ¥V Al 53 ol (&S o et VGl jlie JauY) & i sies lainYl Galall Ll Il Ay
Gecl agh N Jsa gl 8 Cpfialill el 48 5Lial (1 J ) yall 38 4S jLialls yilue X8 5l halae
Laga 1553 anli () ol gall Liagd 3 38 (A ALaYU canslpnd) s dpelain}) agl sa s Guilialll Gp Bl
e a8 5l g Jeal sl WSiSay AS LEall Ji g (51 oSl (IS 1Y Apelaia) il i Giaa) A
Jda 8 .(4367 :laldl & 5)) 01350000 :wailedl e i rs147@aub.edu.lb s Sy 2o dDa
daalal) 8 Claal yall dial pe doal i) Sy /e LS S8 gia ol Al )l CLEMAT Jsa clbaadlae d5a s
&) 01350000 ke cailedl 3 o sl irh@aub.edulh 55 5KY) 2l e g (b3S )

(5445 1A
Lacall Ja ges jlainl) ) Jsea sl Sy @il gl puen Slo cual s 280 5l jlain) i 8 8 S 13
TN

(Lime Survey) s a¥ zeli e datias 4355 5SIY15 jlaiuy) o3
) 13a Jla ) Glia s i cdd Hall oda 8 ASHLialL () saign 8 cp Al Lalddl s jai <€ 1Y (Lal
1S
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APPENDIX C
DEBRIEFING FORM

1. Debriefing Form: English

If you are interested in learning about the outcomes of the study (note that individual
results cannot be provided) please contact Dr. Rim Saab (telephone: 01350000 Ext.
4367). If you have any questions about your rights as a research participant, or to report
a complaint, you may call: IRB, AUB: 01-350000 Ext. 5445 or 5454 Please make sure
to save the contact information, if you wish to contact the researcher or the IRB.

This study examines the relation between a sample of Lebanese citizens, their
perceptions of other sects in Lebanon as well as their attitudes toward the Lebanese
political system, particularly the application of sectarian quotas in governmental
positions and absence of civil laws regarding personal status affairs. In addition, the
study investigates the social psychological factors that predicts attitudes toward the
October 17 uprising. This study is part of a Masters student’s thesis project. The
research investigates how the relationship an individual has with individuals from other
sects and his/her attitudes toward them is related to a wide range of political and social
attitudes and perceptions. A summary of this research project, and of its results once
completed, will be available upon request. To request a summary, please feel free to
contact Dr. Rim Saab (rs147@aub.edu.lb). Finally, if you have questions about your
rights as a participant in this research project, or if you feel that you have been placed at
risk, then you may contact the AUB Social & Behavioral Sciences Institutional review
Board (SBSIRB) at AUB: 01- 350 000 ext. 5445 or 5454 or irb@aub.edu.b.

2. Debriefing Form: Arabic
Au )l o2 8 GliS jliad 158

@j\)ﬁ&\ .Jg).\j\d}; (e Qa ﬁ)ﬁ)}ﬁﬂ\&d@\jﬂ\&&g ‘h\)ﬂ\o&cﬁ\i\:\ﬂﬂé(’é)eﬁ@.« U_\.\S\J‘\
(4367 A3\ &8 1) 01350000 wailedl e s rs147 @aub.edu.lb

M ALRYL dliall s Lo laia¥) aghl )l (ans 5 aedil sl alida Cpililll (0 28300 A4 jall oda Ciag
Al Garas Ganadh Gl Ley 1asd g S wbual) oUaill ot agdl ga 5 aml aginns olat agdll 5
Sl gall Al 3 ) ay) d all o328 Cangd Anadiill J) a5 jlay duine (il 8 e g Al Cualial)
IV Cppi 17 Aaliis] ol a8 gally Adbaial) (il pelaial) s Al

il gl ) oy saity 3 il Gadil Ae A Caaddl Al al) Cangd | prinala a g yhal e e a8 Al oda
plda e LAY Cangd Auelan S a3 B AS JLiall pa dhamis] 5 e LY s Fansland) pgil go o a il 5 Ailids
ol AU Y e g Al AdUadl) ) Al YL sl dacaladl)

G 28 58 e ol 51l i€y ¢ pmilall il Ll g Lgaili s Tl yall o3 (e mile (il Ui
(4367 131l & ))) 01350000 ilell e 5l rs147 @aub.edu.lb s S 2 S35 e
M@Mﬁ\ﬂ‘&i@‘(ﬁ)é)%ﬁ#}\h\)ﬂ‘ LAl d}; QLJ:;?)\.Q A};}d\; @461_\;;“_1

e il P e ) irb@aub.edu.lb s A a sl e G A4S e daalal) 8 CEAY)
(5445 ah5) 01 350000
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APPENDIX D
INSTRUMENTS

1. Instruments: English (only those used in this study)

1. How oftendoyouspend Neve | Occasion | someti | Quitea Allthe
time withfriendswhoare | r ally mes lot time
Lebanese Shia?

2. How often do you spend | Neve| Occasion | someti | Quitea Allthe
time with friends who r ally mes lot time
are Lebanese Sunni?

3. How often do you spend | Neve| Occasion | someti | Quitea Allthe
time with friends who r ally mes lot time
are Lebanese Christians

4. How often do you spend | Neve| Occasion | someti | Quitea All the
time with friends who r ally mes lot time
are Lebanese Druze

1 2 3 4 5

Strongly | Disagree Neutral | Agree | Strongly

disagree Agree
| am proud to belongto my sect. 112 |3 (4]5
My sect can serve Lebanon betterthan any othersect. 112 |3 ]|4]|5
Any governing authority needs to take the interests of my 112 (3|45
sectinto consideration.
| have a strong connection to my sect. 1 ({2 |3 4 |5
My sectshould have a larger proportion/quota of 112 (3|45
government.
My sectissuperiorto all other sects 112 (3|45

In the following question, we would like to know about which political party you
support. By support we do not necessarily mean that you are a member of that party; we
are interested in which party you feel closest to in your political opinions.

Amal Movement

El Marada

Free Patriotic Movement

Future Movement

Hezbollah

Islamic group

Lebanese Communist Party

Lebanese Forces

Lebanese Phalange Party

O O OO OO O O O
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Popular Nasserite Organization
Progressive Socialist Party
Syrian Social Nationalist Party
Sabaa Party
Mouwatinoun wa Mouwatinat fi Dawla
None
o Other
To what extent do you support or oppose the following political parties?

O O O O O O

1 2 3 4 5

Strongly oppose oppose Neutral Support SSJL%r;ng%/
1. Hezbollah 112 (3 [4 |5
2. Amal Movement 112 (3 [4 |5
3. Future Movement 1 12 (3 [4 |5
4. Free Patriotic Movement 112 1|3 (4 |5
5. The Lebanese Forces 112 1|3 (4 |5
6. The Lebanese Phalanges Party 1 (2|3 (4|5
7. Progressive Socialist party 1 (2|3 |4 |5

We are interested in the following question to the extent of your willingness, to
participate in peaceful movements within the framework of the current uprising to
demand the establishment of a civil, non-sectarian state based ontwo elements: (1)
abolishing sectarian quotas from all political positions in Lebanon and (2) approving
civil personal status laws (laws Civil for marriage, divorce, child custody, inheritance).

I am ready to participate in the following activities with the aim of establishing a civil,
non-sectarian state...

1 2 3 4 5

Strongly Disagree | Neutral | Agree | Strongly

Disagree Agree
1. Signingapetition 1(2] 34| 5
2. Participatinginapeaceful protest 1234|565
3. Goonastrike 112345
4. Joinagroup that advocates forthat goal 1234|565

Demographic Information:

What is your gender?

e Male
e Female
Age:
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What is the highest level of education you completed?
e Primary/Elementary school (e.g. Brevet)
e Secondary School (i.e. Baccalaureate)
e Bachelor's Degree
e Master's Degree
e Advanced Graduate work or Ph.D.
e Vocational or Technical Diploma
e Other (please specify)

Marital status:
e Single
e Married
e Divorced
e Widow
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What is your religious sect (based on what is written on your official documents:
the extract of civil registry (Ikhraj Kaid)):

Muslim Sunni

Muslim Shia
Maronite

Orthodox

Catholic

Druze

Other (please specify):

O O OO0 O OO0

Which of these statements best describes your family income?
o The family income covers our expenses well, and we can save from it
o Family income covers the expenses of our needs and we can’t save from it
o Household income does not cover the expenses of our needs and we have
difficulties in covering them
o Idon’t know
What is your current residence area?
o Governorate
e Beirut Governorate
e Mount Lebanon Governorate.
e North Lebanon Governorate.
e Governorate of South Lebanon.
e Bekaa governorate.
e Nabatieh Governorate.
e Governorate of Baalbek Hermel.
e Akkar governorate
o Locality/city/village
Where are you originally from?
o Governorate
e Beirut Governorate
e Mount Lebanon Governorate.
e North Lebanon Governorate.
e Governorate of South Lebanon.
e Bekaa governorate.
e Nabatieh Governorate.
e Governorate of Baalbek Hermel.
e Akkar governorate
o Locality/city/village
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2. Instruments: Arabic (full survey)
Juabl JSy usat ) el L5 el aa) o) J) gead) Cpanda i) g ALinY) pazaa o L) sla )

Al glatl | ) g Ay ) g JS Be) 8 pla 1) Glidlia g Slils LB

S i) ga A3 i pla ) A laiaY) g Auad dl) el gy (3la AN ALLY) (pe d3e ol ()25 1
o) B 5)s8he gl Aueailly Tan Aagea 438 AU () () s S 1Y o) By g8 el clidl) IS

Mo A il Layaiela )
certs 122 Blg Bl (gl

wae!
XA

C
b

oa

g

&gl

a8

A

5

N

N

AT

ga‘léu\

‘é.ul#d\ S

.s wl 0

(b A

(il

QL

G o o o O O O

I R R RS

W W W W W W W W W

NN DN DNN N NN

i) allad)

— ] e ] ] -] -

;43; cb‘)..jé

b e ) B G gl L sla ) 2

1)

YE -
F

il
oS 3

i )
fan us

1

Adalide lic jae cilS 3a ) ) 1
oLk

1

adalida dlivala (@ils) & ) J) .2
fldida

1

Al dlas sl A 8.3
Tldis Jalis,

4

3

1

A Al dhas & g1 ] 4
Tl Jalid,

Led () Sl 5 (1) 5 il geAdlise il gha ) (ppaial) cliBaa) asny Adate 40 ALind) ds gara

YLy
Lranu ) B) yof B3 oS3l bt ) paddy Adl) AL (B "eliditla” mlbuaa & ) oliR) 2

128l 7) Al

¥ | 75- | 50- | 50% | 25- | 0-25% 3
oei | 100% | 75% 50%

Cpiill) AilBaal dd A L 1

i R A ! © i 1) 3

Caidall) Liltaa) dud (A L2

5 4 3 2 1 Sttty () (y patly Cydl

92



plel Y e S uﬂw S s ads 4
P : FEASEA o3
d s $ yde A
4 3 2 1 ¢ Ai) Cpilill) diBaal s oS 4
4 3 2 1 ¢ dagdd) Cpuilill) idaa) 2 oS 2
Gl Al e S 3
4 3 2 1 € gl
4 3 2 1 99 Ol dliaal 3 aS 4
Tolai | v | duai | Er | S S
als) v B OlaY)
L (Gl s (A Bl (A L1
5 4 3 2 1 (o) Adlita Ciif gh (pa (ilid ¢lBaal pa
(o Sy (O)adt o) (Cn)nT
CBg (O)paai ) (Cn)laai (of) Adlida i) gha (o £ LBMa) pa g () Jeal 5 AN 3ol & La 6
= (e
Ty iy . - I QET 3
) IJ | Ulal e L)
5 4 3 2 1 A il slaal
5 4 3 2 1 Ayl Gl ¢ Bl |2
5 4 3 2 1 O (il o2l |3
5 4 3 2 1 3908 Ol s Baal 4
alef Y N axi 7
2 1 felic Adlide (il gh cra el B il A 3

QL (8 Al Cle ganall Gy &l A g (i glall g (pally Ablatial) ALicus) (pa 23 0L ()30
=30 & jlat) S e SL188) ga ps o) CLisd) ga da 0 yaniela ) 8

u.aJLQ‘ . & ok @‘J‘
S 3] La [ gl s
53, o)) & @y 5
5 4 3 2 1 Uil Ladds (i jie) 1
3 el Cpa iKl) daday cpal) |
c 4 3 5 1 @2 oY) (e sl HL{L
- ‘;J:.
dﬂ‘éﬁ‘@ﬂ\@ﬁ g:\-“g,\éﬂﬂ 3
5 4 3 2 1 5 3
daagd) Ao Al
uall 8 s L) s LA () el |,
5 4 3 2 1 « o 4
Gl (e pa)

Lo 1) Bl gl (B B gSdal) clifiths ) gy AU ALY (B " 0" mlbae Gi ) oli) 2 p

93

) 71 Al



DAL ) jlad) (e S Ao ) ga axe g GLIBE) o dn 0 paaiela ) 9

oae) R e &
53, valel | i | (@Y il
5 4 3 2 1 A el AR )
Jy olid dadd e 308 ki 2
> 4 3 2 1 s al Ak o] (v Ju
BE o e e 51 S &Y .3
S 4 3 2 1 JLEe Y Gy Al mllas
5 4 3 2 1 gﬁ.‘il.h:\‘éﬁhl..ﬂj cf-ﬂ 4
5 4 3 5 1 XS paas Jo Sl Juasd o) @y 5
a3 gl gﬁ bl cualial) (ra
5 4 3 2 1 s AY) il ghall asaa (e Ju2d) a6

Q) oSy cilita el ) ¢ B U b i ghall abal) 358 (8 UigliSellia () (uldl) (lany Sy 10
?wwdﬁc@j&hgaﬁﬂwﬁw\&bw\ il dliCs j

P YT
eI | pban b
s T
5 4 3 2 1 Tl A1
5 4 3 2 1 ) 2
5 4 3 2 1 4jlgd 3
5 4 3 2 1 oS358 a9y 4
5 4 3 2 1 digflsag, 5
5 4 3 2 1 BYSING

OGSy (Ulida el ) o8 B U b il ghll Ae LadaY) AlSall b gl ellia & (ull) Glany S5y 11

flgubinaifigdial cisd lgal) dlhima 3k cuay LU cile sanal) Ciiual disa)
Ta FETH B
iy | Lol Lol
dixia e
5 4 3 2 1 T A
5 4 3 2 1 Al 2
5 4 3 2 1 Omapal) 3
5 4 3 2 1 Sagigl agy 4
5 4 3 2 1 diglsag, 5
5 4 3 2 1 Jeod) 6
€ g Sl 95 ¢ LA N Aaga AU bl gall (C) S s2a 5T ()12
i e (B)elil) 0680 68 o)
aaly | il [l gl | s s ) s
[K¥ by L TN IS
9 Aslaiay) dih 1
5 4 3 2 1 i
5 4 3 2 1 i Gl (10 2
5 4 3 2 1 idith (i (e .3

94



A dibhaia 8 AU ) gaY) clagian sda gl ) chaa S ) JEEN) @) B Ja B 13

BaTY [ NEal [ AT Nzl [ &
I | hwds | Leds | pSds | 1 ps i
L@C}Aw* i) ol GsSa ) A
i (e ABhial) OlSw alira 98 0 2
5 4 3 2 1 L
e, X \ .lSM N B ,‘
5 4 3 5 1 i (e Alhaial) ahﬁu&%uaf
1
LlaBM) g Lpibpuad) paia) gal) (lany ol eli) L Allatiall ALY e de gana olidl ()2
SN ) gaYL clalaia) s Lo 14
BT [ @l [ @l [ JAaal | S sda
Iy | i | Lk S £
dubiad) ]
5 4 3 2 1 alaal)
5 4 3 2 1 A gall 9 ety Aibd) 2
A0 s sally (O) s > 6l N .15
: i ) ; S A
1 vl . »S a Jaa
5 4 3 2 1 Al s Lzl g
5 4 3 2 1 A Y s 82
5 4 3 2 1 el haad) 3
5 4 3 2 1 sS4
5 4 3 2 1 djladl) 5
e Y Slaiin g Cinai LiS 16
S ) ga) ) gout) Jinall Jad) i,
uJ.m uél,\s d.\bdﬁ'ﬂ\ eb‘g.“g :GJGA A
5 3 2 1 A 2
Ol 2
5 3 2 1 A J8 gl Slaiagy 4 j8a 2
) gl Qo P2y Jia i |z, veai A7
s ) gt} e St | 0K Juad)
2y gdhaity) dady 55 @S 1
5 4 3 2 1 ) ey A

95



salsi e i a2 A8
oy el i @3y Sk
Unalina & LlaiBy) cldg dl) o)) .1
5 4 3 2 1 s LlaB) clubw oo Aailia i)
die
plai dla (580 Jadl e g 2
5 4 3 2 1 ) anad Ada jhall 39 Al iy (5 luadl
AY) Ganll aBaal) jadl) g
Ay da Al Bile) ) Liraiaa zlisy 3
5 4 3 2 1 O JadIaal) A A o) B g Al et
o)
s Unaina (2 Gy gl (o o 4
5 4 3 2 1 JA (g odl dpai Al gall Lt il puia
JJJMM
el L L a9 19
5 4 3 2 1| O O O (A Oadad) Gkl sall )1
ol sk S Laga Agiliia dpdima JSLiia
o Gshugie Opililll slas 31 anea O 2
5 4 3 2 1 A gal) Cllw'sa B (g1 5 oubanad) SLuadl
pedil sh LS Laga
: 4 3 5 L ALud e dadl Adlal) dala®y) da N ()
Ll sSa JS5 Aaslall 4ty
1S a0 g Glal ) (A i) (el (o S 20
oae] - iy &l
. i La ) gl )
s, > )) == &y S
5 4 3 2 1 A dial) Adubaeadl @ A e Jia3 2
aldan) 4
5 4 3 2 1 Lidida 43 g8/ panan 3
5 4 3 2 1 Ll Ligsfpaan 4

il wlpead) Jialll il CiS el g o Alal ) AU cpe Adilal) Gawaal) elad) & Ja B 21

rell ) sl 108N £ 0a A

P B IV RIS ol NPT
N - I P s
Cra dadithal) Qanaal) elad) o) atic)
6 5 4 3 2 1 b . -
Jaadll (e
(dilal Jlad) (ailaad)

96



Ol ) b Algend) aabial) ) iy Al ALiaa) b " Alan cusbia gellaacae i 1) oV 2 22

A sgand) Al da gSall g
wae) et <& @l
aliadl  Lauadd g:.u,g 44 el 1
5 4 3 2 1| M)l a2 il 3 land U g Aualpead)
(Aidall ¢laiiBl
Ladl 2 dadith %
5 4 3 2 1 | & s e papads 2
Jde & el dbpud)
5 4 3 5 1 aliall gﬁ il jaws (aueds 3
5 4 3 5 1 aliall gﬁ il jaws awads 4
Gl (b i) shal) Gy aLealN 5 dalpaad)
caliall e Additall Jawsl) ¢l 5
5 4 3 2 1 Cppmalpead) AR J)aind () (5 s Apualpnad)
oo B AL Callal)
sate] . e a8l gf 23
s 18 g () 68 G (el ) Ao a1
5 4 3 2 1| afd ae Qajlal clls o A cadl)
Al pa gualll
5 4 3 2 1 Uil go el Juad UM 2B a2
5 4 3 2 1 A @l il Gkl gall 098 (O s .3
OUd (A Al Z) 930 i)
Gally 0 sl ¢ gl sal) aialy o) i .4
5 4 3 2 1 Gasar duaddll aglisal By Ll A
JdlaY) Al ¢ (53Ul ¢ ) g 301) Aiaa (i) 6B
cee R O ) asal) ol ) 24
":::’ V| Lased s | a3l | sl gyl
5 4 3 2 TR Y 3 Ao 1
P | &g 25
b Lo La Igf -
s34 o) ICE &R e
"y B glsall Sl ST Jaad) Lide .
5 4 3 5 1 O ) bl Gadl S) Jand) Udle iy 1
3 pall g Ja N
o A8 aa) 58 pall 0% O g 2
5 4 3 2 1 T i
) el s QU (2 G i8R O} @9 .3
5 4 3 2 1 e 93! Acilill) djudal) sl Ly 4530

Lkl 5

97



Ul (o Aoyl ol a8y ol i) STy (o paigen O el ba

O Bogpally (i Y B pualiall (i) sl Ananad) o 3aY) e ol g o) 393 ¢ AN J)gead) B 26
Sl LAN Joa B g Dlpedd) lilga g8l BY) qially ¢ galiga ¢ cqiall ) gl () 0sSS

ui u,wﬁ"
elaia¥) agdll g Hsudl 3l 9 NP A A ) Jaidl HLs 1
Shalll e il sl 10 L) dclaall 6 & a2
Al ol @l s 11 S easill el 7 dal 485 3
Al sl s 12 da 0 8 s all s 4
Aaa‘ojz\b o) ;U}JA;QUL\}A}O}'\L\}A e) Ay o
(W) g g5 ) B W et i a8 Alpead) AN (e 61,27
»iY o W14 o I8 o
AN Lalpaad) ) AN (CR)oatad o) (On)uss 3 gl ) .28
walsl o e
e oasel | g &) iy gl
5 4 3 2 1 Jathewal) L8 1
5 4 3 2 1 A @ 2
5 4 3 2 1 Jel s a3
5 4 3 2 1 Al bl 4
5 4 3 2 1 S <8 s 5
5 4 3 2 1 il e .6
5 4 3 2 1 S| A adill) 3l 7
Ay | ) Y .29
b 3353 gal) Abad) 1 3aY) ) G gee b el clal Ja 1
eadalo)
9 Omlla o155 ) QIBiaa ABSgADle o el 8l bl Ja 2
Ol

Jeaall AU ol a a8 3 Cpadpualal) ALLAN <) giad) A el puud g ] casdiina) La 13 a2 1,30

T =

Jas Aoy ABrlua ]

Alla Baelsa 2

(Gl 3 ) Gl 35 Las 3

98



Toan s 4

ik Slelua 5

i gi8 b B cielus 6

3580 530 Lo el s G (b Bl 3250 bl i) B 530 A ) ) (pny Sy 31

Cald) Al (B ) 3aY) o2 (e JS

ATy PHE P
5 4 3 2 1 Jiltlaad) 5 1
5 4 3 2 1 A a2
5 4 3 2 1 Jl s a3
5 4 3 2 1 Al bl G 4
5 4 3 2 1 A <8 s 5
5 4 3 2 1 il s .6
5 4 3 2 1 S A adlil) il 7
Lgod S JLéia (gda g AlMal) Al slad dle ) b ¢ saliga (S (ohila gé
o1y gha oafel [ 32
@ Aaldily) e ) difge g L 1
4 3 2 1 I
st B AU Aland) s adld dals s e .33
ale) . : v ot
oL | oasel | sta | s | saa gy
5 3 2 1 daghailal) o plfiea Jaf 8 giC5 da gSa 1
dasial) ducbaa)
5 3 2 1 58 Al CLIASY jwaadl) 2
5 4 3 2 1 ikl adl) 7z A cllal) o) ) L3
5 1 sladl) 40080 38a5 4
1 S
5 3 2 1 A giall ) sa¥) N3 yin) 6

99

OIS i OIS e ()4 34
a0
¥ o



AN clpad ) ) o Ul G JA ol g OIS g IS ek edy b 35

3

2
BYTIKN

LS,)-'_)A-“ Az
Llis 2l
Ose Jline

BINENTEN

Jraall el
iy

O O O O O OO0 O O°

w
»

Qalu S jad A AS Liall daia) g 1
Adlal) L) ) e

llae (3885 Gadlll) A0lals eyl 2
e laa s i PA e Aaliiy)

Lalu cils i 84S Ll cdalanial A 3y AN I ) B () gaign (2,37
fan (e iilal) duamalaal) alad pladly AdUaall Adlat) ALUEDY) JUa) Cpana

Gl B Agubsad) Guualial

L) unaliall gan (ha dgdilhal) Fuawalaall Al plid) cisgs A0 cilsLadl) B AS jLaall i) gl

Y A

sats] . e a8 g
oy oastsl | s | 38y e
5 4 3 2 1 day e o bl 1
5 4 3 2 1 Lalea 5 a8 S Liall 2
5 4 3 2 1 ple G pual A4S Lial) 3
g8t S Laal
5 4 | 3| 2 ]| 1O Jeite sl plead) 4
aagl
Lalus cils i 8 48 Ll cdalanial A 3y AN I gl B () gaiga (25,38
e S Al Y e g0 e LAl Aduaall Adal) LU Ja) peua
i (A D) ualial) aran (o Ldilal) daialaall allai elil) (1) 10n pais
ddliaa ¢ (Ul ¢ ) g0 Asine il ¢B) Aine Aadd J) gad il 8 UIB) (2)
(Sl ¢ JuikYy)
e OL B A Y ASiae A g0 £ LA Chagy A1) cillaladl) A4S Linell daiu) (o
oa_ke] s . 8 gl
Shﬂe ua e (,,5"11.‘5 ‘_93‘3\ Slﬁ‘g‘
5 4 3 2 1 iy o Ao adgl) 1
5 4 2 1 Lalu B jalaa B AS Lial) 2
5 4 2 1 ple i pal A4S Lial) 3

100



38 "ulcdm@\gmuﬂel.uaﬁ\ A4
aagl

I L) 82019 Jof ¢ pdid 17 I Le S L O s S .39

ueuSJMJ\Mj‘,JG uﬁ\gh)ghﬂ\dbﬂ\d&u\ .\a\uﬁus L 1
uuuﬁmw\ ualiadl (e u.hl.h!\ daalaall ‘aLh.a‘UUY (DJM.EA

‘;QSJLHJ\ Mjuis ua{g).u)gch,d\dbd\ Jdé) Aa\gauSJLu 2
¢ Elail Luisa ol 5) HA (B Aaa uadl J) sl ol sy S () (58 U
(Sl pad) ¢ JUbY) LiLas ¢ b

£2019 Js Cpsid 17 (o #1400 AN b alall o of B oS LS Qb .40

el-l [ ]
Y e
o 3‘*"‘“‘3; “"‘Sj“ ) i b | ALY L | &L 41
R s ASAE |
K A s AL A
4 3 2 1 <l paUaally Lgd

Aol (s JHS) JLAA) liSay AUV OIS ubia JS4 yaadpla il 42
<l paliae BAS Lia o
CUES g el 3o cﬂbwé PO
clalad) b cildliig ol palaa 84S Laall
Slaiay) dal i) Sl g JUA (e ao )
B jh addb
@38 sl (Uil i ucna plal Ul
dalal) dJLAAﬂ ‘aLA‘ ﬁw‘
(At il 55 calads) i jaURAL) (b (S Jliiall a0 Luva (B da L)
il ada oo g LAY

O OO O O O O O O O

ALl 84S L Lime Lubp de gaa ) i d 43

a0
¥ o
RSN B L i s ) AT G 44
a0
¥ o
2018 4l (8 Al A (A oy guailly il o 45
Y o a0

101



S el painall g Cotiienall (o Lgndd pa apad AaD oy puailly cuad 2 cand il g2 (S ) .46

M=o
¥ o
IS

Ol b Liald) 31a yant ela )1 47

e dish e
CJ\AJ\@J:\S\J\MMQ °

fhpdlall Guadd) ci gidl J)gh Ui b cde Ja 48

(vd °
Y e
ioind) 49
S o S o
:axd) 50
el 5 ial) 51
¢ o eSS o sl P o
IT_JS:U_L»U.J o G""“\A O %< O

D) e S LS dliSe) ) dles dagh s 52
(al_'mi ) dei o
saldl gl 4 o

e\;d\ &Uasl\ @ @)
»de o
(al_'mi ) Jesi¥ o
died o
dasdl e (3)dble o
('B)A&:Gfm o
()l o
Aa o e O

Sl pual J33 ciear gl G 1 il jlad) 038 (e (51 .53

die it o galid g edia JS8 Lilalga) clan a5 Y1 J30
die i Y s Lilalial cilis aay s ud) Jao

Leidaa & iy gmam 4 i g Lilalia) colans iy ¥ 5 Y Jo
c.b_piy

O O O O

102



¢ (2 EIA) Q) bl L 54

Byl o il o a6
BYBY e dslsl a5l o oS35 asll o

s ‘ngﬂ wlda o

Q38 7) Al A Ul libith 12 ddils ) s LN (0s) 0l Jo 55
2l 7l jA) b Al il Y elaiYl a8l o
ailda gl Jelayy 231 o

il 71 8) (e Lgidad o bl (g)e® B .56

Y o
Lkl aai o
( Ji (e Qe CilS) L e caad o
fAdidal) (i ) a5 b 57
P 2 INe)
cpatdall s Y o
Yoo
o

‘ syl aagll 58
()l o ()sts o ()csie o ()il o

PR (pudl ) ingfdla gy @l AT A ((B)afie G Ja b 59

a0
cpatdall s Y o

gl Ashia A L .61 a3l sy ddhia 4 L 60

adladll o abdladl o
g yn s o Gig oy ibhilae o
OBl dis Akise o oid daas dbdlae o
il il dkilae o il gl dbilae o
sl il ddlae o il il dlilae o
RN AV PO N A S PO
Al dadlas o Al dhilae o
Gaogll dlilay dkilaa o Joodd il 3ilaa o
e dkilae o e dbkilae o

A Al fiuadiidaa) o A Al A /s o

103



REFERENCES

Allport, G. W. 1897-1967. (1954). The nature of prejudice. Cambridge, Mass.:
Addison-Wesley Pub. Co.

Altemeyer, B. (1981). Right-wing authoritarianism. University of Manitoba press.

Asbrock, F., Christ, O., Duckitt, J., & Sibley, C. G. (2011). Differential effects of
intergroup contact for authoritarians and social dominators: A dual process
model perspective. Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, 38(4), 477-490.

Badaan, V., Richa, R., & Jost, J. T. (2020). Ideological justification of the sectarian
political system in Lebanon. Current opinion in psychology, 32, 138-145.

Bahlawan, N. (2014). Secularism as a national stance: Anti-sectarian campaign and the
development of a civil society movement in Lebanon. Hemispheres, 29(3), 27-
44,

Barlow, F. K., Paolini, S., Pedersen, A., Hornsey, M. J., Radke, H. R., Harwood, J., ... &
Sibley, C. G. (2012). The contact caveat: Negative contact predicts increased
prejudice more than positive contact predicts reduced prejudice. Personality and
Social Psychology Bulletin, 38(12), 1629-1643.

Becker, J. C., Wright, S. C., Lubensky, M. E., & Zhou, S.(2013). Friend or ally:
Whether cross-group contact undermines collective action depends on what
advantaged group members say (or don’t say). Personality and Social
Psychology Bulletin, 39(4), 442-455.

Bou Khater, L., Majed, R. (2020). Lebanon’s 2019 October Revolution: Who Mobilized
and Why? Asfari institute for civil society and citizenship.

Bray-Collins, E. (2013). State—society structures and the frustration of movements for

secular reforms in Lebanon. Secular states and religious diversity.

104



Cairns, E., Kenworthy, J., Campbell, A., & Hewstone, M. (2006). The role of ingroup
identification, religious group membership and intergroup conflict in moderating
in-group and out-group effect. British Journal of Social Psychology, 45, 701-
716. doi: 10.1348/014466605X69850.

Cakal, H., Hewstone, M., Schwar, G., & Heath, A. (2011). An investigation of the
social identity model of collective action and the ‘sedative’effect of intergroup
contact among Black and White students in South Africa. British Journal of
Social Psychology, 50(4), 606-627.

Cammett, M. C. (2011). Partisan activism and access to welfare in Lebanon. Studies in
Comparative International Development, 46(1), 70-97.

Chaitani, Y., & ESCWA, U (n.d). Lebanon in the Syrian Quagmire: Fault-Lines,
Resilience and Possible Futures.

Dalacoura, K. (2012). The 2011 uprisings in the Arab Middle East: political change and
geopolitical implications. International Affairs, 88(1), 63-79.

Davies, K., Tropp, L. R., Aron, A., Pettigrew, T. F., & Wright, S. C. (2011). Cross-
group friendships and intergroup attitudes: A meta-analytic review. Personality
and Social Psychology Review, 15(4), 332-351.

Dhont, K., & Van Hiel, A. (2009). We must not be enemies: Interracial contact and the
reduction of prejudice among authoritarians. Personality and Individual
Differences, 46(2), 172-177

Dhont, K., Van Hiel, A., & Hewstone, M. (2014). Changing the ideological roots of
prejudice: Longitudinal effects of ethnic intergroup contact on social dominance

orientation. Group Processes & Intergroup Relations, 17(1), 27-44.

105



Dixon,

Dixon,

Dixon,

Dixon,

Dixon,

J., Cakal, H., Khan, W., Osmany, M., Majumdar, S., & Hassan, M. (2017).
Contact, political solidarity and collective action: An Indian case study of
relations between historically disadvantaged communities. Journal of
Community & Applied Social Psychology, 27(1), 83-95.

J., Durrheim, K., Stevenson, C., & Cakal, H. (2016). From prejudice reduction
to collective action: Two psychological models of social change (and how to
reconcile them).

J., Durrheim, K., Thomae, M., Tredoux, C., Kerr, P., & Quayle, M. (2015).
Divide and rule, unite and resist: Contact, collective action and policy attitudes
among historically disadvantaged groups. Journal of Social Issues, 71(3), 576-
596.

J., Levine, M., Reicher, S., & Durrheim, K. (2012). Beyond prejudice: Are
negative evaluations the problem and is getting us to like one another more the
solution?. Behavioral and Brain Sciences, 35(6), 411-425.

J., Tropp, L. R., Durrheim, K., & Tredoux, C. (2010). “Let them eat harmony”
prejudice-reduction strategies and attitudes of historically disadvantaged

groups. Current Directions in Psychological Science, 19(2), 76-80.

Droogendyk, L., Wright, S. C., Lubensky, M., & Louis, W. R. (2016). Acting in

solidarity: Cross-group contact between disadvantaged group members and

advantaged group allies. Journal of Social Issues, 72(2), 315-334.

El-Kotob, H. (2011, March 24). Abolishing Confessionalism in Lebanon is Still

Farfetched. Beirut Observer. [Retreived from

https//www.beirutobserver.com/2011/03/kotob-31/]

106


https://www.beirutobserver.com/2011/03/kotob-31/

Fakhoury, T. (2019). Power-sharing after the Arab Spring? Insights from Lebanon’s
Political Transition. Nationalism and Ethnic Politics, 25(1), 9-26, DOI:
10.1080/13537113.2019.1565173

Field, A. P., & Field, A. P. (2018). Discovering statistics using IBM SPSS statistics.

Gaertner, S. L., & Dovidio, J. F. (2009). A common ingroup identity: A categorization-
based approach for reducing intergroup bias.

Gaertner, S. L., Dovidio, J. F., Anastasio, P. A., Bachman, B. A., & Rust, M. C. (1993).
The common ingroup identity model: Recategorization and the reduction of
intergroup bias. European review of social psychology, 4(1), 1-26.

Gaertner, S. L., Dovidio, J. F., Nier, J. A, Banker, B. S., Ward, C. M., Houlette, M., &
Loux, S. (2000). The Common Ingroup Identity Model for reducing intergroup
bias: Progress and challenges.

Gerbaudo, P. (2012;2015;). Tweets and the streets: Social media and contemporary
activism. London: Pluto. doi:10.2307/j.ctt183pdzs

Hajjar, G (2015, October 27). Lebanese Political Parties Against Change. Annahar.

[Retreived from https:/newspaper.annahar.com/article/278717-

%D8%A3%D8%AD%D8%B2%D8%A7%D8%A8-

%D9%84%D8%A8%D9%86%D8 %A7% D9%86-%D9%81% D9%8 A-

%D9%85%D9%88%D8%A7%D8 %AC%DI%87%D8% A9-

%D8%AT7%D9%84%D8%AA%D8%BA%D9%8 A%D9%8A%D8 %B1]

Harb, C. (2010). Describing the Lebanese youth: A national and psycho-social
survey. Issam Fares Institute for Public Policy and International Affairs,

Working Paper Series (1). Beirut: American University of Beirut.

107


https://newspaper.annahar.com/article/278717-%D8%A3%D8%AD%D8%B2%D8%A7%D8%A8-%D9%84%D8%A8%D9%86%D8%A7%D9%86-%D9%81%D9%8A-%D9%85%D9%88%D8%A7%D8%AC%D9%87%D8%A9-%D8%A7%D9%84%D8%AA%D8%BA%D9%8A%D9%8A%D8%B1
https://newspaper.annahar.com/article/278717-%D8%A3%D8%AD%D8%B2%D8%A7%D8%A8-%D9%84%D8%A8%D9%86%D8%A7%D9%86-%D9%81%D9%8A-%D9%85%D9%88%D8%A7%D8%AC%D9%87%D8%A9-%D8%A7%D9%84%D8%AA%D8%BA%D9%8A%D9%8A%D8%B1
https://newspaper.annahar.com/article/278717-%D8%A3%D8%AD%D8%B2%D8%A7%D8%A8-%D9%84%D8%A8%D9%86%D8%A7%D9%86-%D9%81%D9%8A-%D9%85%D9%88%D8%A7%D8%AC%D9%87%D8%A9-%D8%A7%D9%84%D8%AA%D8%BA%D9%8A%D9%8A%D8%B1
https://newspaper.annahar.com/article/278717-%D8%A3%D8%AD%D8%B2%D8%A7%D8%A8-%D9%84%D8%A8%D9%86%D8%A7%D9%86-%D9%81%D9%8A-%D9%85%D9%88%D8%A7%D8%AC%D9%87%D8%A9-%D8%A7%D9%84%D8%AA%D8%BA%D9%8A%D9%8A%D8%B1
https://newspaper.annahar.com/article/278717-%D8%A3%D8%AD%D8%B2%D8%A7%D8%A8-%D9%84%D8%A8%D9%86%D8%A7%D9%86-%D9%81%D9%8A-%D9%85%D9%88%D8%A7%D8%AC%D9%87%D8%A9-%D8%A7%D9%84%D8%AA%D8%BA%D9%8A%D9%8A%D8%B1

Harris, W. (2006). The New Face of Lebanon: History's revenge. Princeton: Markus
Wiener

Hayes, A. F. (2015). An index and test of linear moderated mediation. Multivariate
behavioral research, 50(1), 1-22, DOI: 10.1080/00273171.2014.962683

Hayes, A. F. (2017). Introduction to mediation, moderation, and conditional process
analysis: A regression-based approach. Guilford publications.

Herek, G. M., & Capitanio, J. P. (1996). "Some of My Best Friends™ Intergroup
Contact, Concealable Stigma, and Heterosexuals' Attitudes toward Gay Men and
Lesbians. Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, 22(4), 412-424.

Hewstone, M., Cairns, E., Voci, A., Hamberger, J., & Niens, U. (2006). Intergroup
contact, forgiveness, and experience of “The Troubles” in Northern
Ireland. Journal of Social Issues, 62(1), 99-120.

Hodson, G. (2008). Interracial prison contact: The pros for (socially dominant)
cons. British Journal of Social Psychology, 47(2), 325-351.

Hoskin, R. E., Thomas, E. F., & McGarty, C. (2018). Transnational contact and
challenging global poverty: Intergroup contact intensifies (the right kind of)
social identities to promote solidarity-based collective action for those low in
social dominance. Journal of Theoretical Social Psychology.

Information International (2010). Retrieved from https://bit. ly/36KgWEV

Information International (2019). Retrieved from https//bit.ly/3d5beOL

Information International (2020). Retrieved from https//bit.ly/217aAFn

Issa, A. (2017, March, 23). Lebanon’s Emerging Protest Movement. Middle East
Institute. [Retrieved from: https//www. mei.edu/publications/lebanons-

emerging-protest-movement]

108


https://bit.ly/36KgWEV
https://bit.ly/3d5beOL
https://bit.ly/2I7aAFn

Khneisser, M. (2018). The marketing of protest and antinomies of collective
organization in Lebanon. Critical Sociology, 0896920518792069.

Kobeissi, B. (2013). The effect of the Lebanese electoral law on sectarianism in a
student sample of the American University of Beirut (Master’s thesis). American
University of Beirut, Lebanon.

Kraidy, M. M. (2019). The Lebanese Rise Up Against a Failed System. Current
History, 118(812), 361-363.

Krayem, H. (1997). The Lebanese civil war and the Taif Agreement. Conflict resolution
in the Arab world: Selected essays, 411-436.

Lijphart, A. (1969). Consociational Democracy. World Politics, 21(2), 207-225.

Lolliot, S.,Fell, B., Schmid, K., Wolfer, R., Swart, H., Voci, A, ... & Hewstone, M.
(2015). Measures of intergroup contact. In Measures of personality and social
psychological constructs (pp. 652-683). Academic Press.

Louis, W. R. (2009). Collective action—and then what?. Journal of Social Issues, 65(4),
727-748.

Majed, R. (2016). The shifting salience of sectarianism in Lebanon, 2000-

2010 (Doctoral dissertation, University of Oxford).

Makdisi, S., & EFKhalil, Y. (2013). Lebanon: The legacy of sectarian
consociationalism and the transition to a fully-fledged democracy. Issam Fares
Institute for Public Policy and International Affairs.

Moaddel, M., Kors, J., & Garde, J. (2012). Sectarianism and counter-sectarianism in

Lebanon. Population Studies Center Research Report, 12-757.

109



Moughalian, C. (2015). Social Psychological Predictors of Revolutionary Collective
Action: Abolishing Sectarian Quotas in Lebanon (Master’s thesis). American
University of Beirut, Lebanon

Mundt, M., Ross, K., & Burnett, C. M. (2018). Scaling social movements through social
media: The case of black lives matter. Social Media + Society, 4(4),
205630511880791. doi:10.1177/2056305118807911

Paluck, E. L., & Green, D. P. (2009). Prejudice reduction: What works? A review and
assessment of research and practice. Annual review of psychology, 60, 339-367.

Pettigrew, T. F., & Tropp, L. R. (2006). A meta-analytic test of intergroup contact
theory. Journal of personality and social psychology, 90(5), 751.

Pettigrew, T. F., Tropp, L. R., Wagner, U., & Christ, O. (2011). Recent advances in
intergroup contact theory. International journal of intercultural relations, 35(3),
271-280.

Pratto, F., Sidanius, J., Stallworth, L. M., & Malle, B. F. (1994). Social dominance
orientation: A personality variable predicting social and political
attitudes. Journal of personality and social psychology, 67(4), 741.

Reicher, S. (2007). Rethinking the paradigm of prejudice. South African Journal of
Psychology, 37(4), 820-834.

Saab, R. (2007). Perceived Intergroup Threats, Contact and Sectarian Attitudes in the
Lebanese Context (Master’s thesis). University of Oxford, UK.

Saab, R., Harb, C., & Moughalian, C. (2017). Intergroup contact as a predictor of
violent and nonviolent collective action: Evidence from Syrian refugees and
Lebanese nationals. Peace and Conflict: Journal of Peace Psychology, 23(3),

297.

110



Saguy, T., Tausch, N., Dovidio, J. F., & Pratto, F. (2009). The irony of harmony:
Intergroup contact can produce false expectations for equality. Psychological
Science, 20(1), 114-121.

Schmid, K., Hewstone, M., Klpper, B., Zick, A., & Wagner, U. (2012). Secondary
transfer effects of intergroup contact: A cross-national comparison in
Europe. Social Psychology Quarterly, 75(1), 28-51.

Shook, N. J., Hopkins, P. D., & Koech, J. M. (2016). The effect of intergroup contact on
secondary group attitudes and social dominance orientation. Group Processes &
Intergroup Relations, 19(3), 328-342.

Sullivan, M. (2014). Hezbollah in Syria. Washington, DC: Institute for the Study of
War. Accessed on 30 July, 2014 from:

http://www.understandingwar.org/sites/default/files/Hezbollah Sullivan FIN

AL.pdf

Swart, H., Hewstone, M., Christ, O., & Voci, A. (2010). The impact of crossgroup
friendships in South Africa: Affective mediators and multigroup
comparisons. Journal of Social Issues, 66(2), 309-333.

Tabachnick, B. G., & Fidell, L. S. (2013). Using multivariate statistics. Boston: Pearson
Education.

Tabachnick, B., & Fidell, L. (2014). Using multivariate statistics: Pearson new
international edtition. International edition of sixth edition. ed: United Kingdom:
Pearson Education.

Tausch, N., Saguy, T., & Bryson, J. (2015). How does intergroup contact affect social
change? Its impact on collective action and individual mobility intentions among

members of a disadvantaged group. Journal of Social Issues, 71(3), 536-553.

111


http://www.understandingwar.org/sites/default/files/Hezbollah_Sullivan_FIN%20AL.pdf
http://www.understandingwar.org/sites/default/files/Hezbollah_Sullivan_FIN%20AL.pdf

Traboulsi, F. (2012). A history of modern Lebanon. Pluto Press.

Turner, R. N., Hewstone, M., & Voci, A. (2007). Reducing explicit and implicit
outgroup prejudice via direct and extended contact: The mediating role of self-
disclosure and intergroup anxiety. Journal of personality and social
psychology, 93(3), 369.

Van Zomeren, M. Spears, R., & Leach, C. W. (2008b). Exploring psychological
mechanisms of collective action: Does relevance of group identity influence how
people cope with collective disadvantage? British Journal of Social Psychology,
47, 353- 372.10.1348/014466607X231091.

Van Zomeren, M., Postmes, T., & Spears, R. (2008). Toward an integrative social
identity model of collective action: A quantitative research synthesis of three
socio-psychological perspectives. Psychological bulletin, 134(4), 504.

Wright, S. C., & Lubensky, M. E. (2009). The struggle for social equality: Collective
action versus prejudice reduction. Intergroup misunderstandings: Impact of
divergent social realities, 291-310.

Youssef, J. (2020). Economic Overview Lebanon. Available at SSRN 3519485.

112






