/////

RO by, up o
osllimle 33 RS A )

RSB0 e Jyabl o e
//\;J\ o ;@\3

oS adl 3l
& | (o i

PERY 2 V£V



oaldiall

oSall Lalal (he aaa dawi e usall ayeaiall (Al (e SEI Cralll B
Al ot ade o L o Wi Tesn a0 Jgall ans B cddabd) i
Lelasy) bl dhal & aUaill 13s aizers o Consociational System ) sl
Ahayly dadenilly L pdill CV sl (8 Lelia lacay oaSally ddaludl 8 Conddl dabal)
sl Hga e ity diles Buaie Gl pealic aUaill 13g] cuygls a8 Gl ks
) BdeY) Sa 82018 Wl Al Al talaall Gans e 2y gAY) Al
) g laaYU ASall Jie Al 3 clle gaa3 o] tsabe Lellasads . Majority Role
zswal ( Mutual Veto ) doliadl (i) fae 40 i 53l ¢ Consensus Role
) Ll fasad g ( Power Sharing ) Adalall aulis lase aasid WS L ddbad) bl
( Segmental Autonomy ) A PlEsy) slae] e Suzé ( Proportionality
) Ul cble gaat foaluall sda Gkl DA (e LAdliSa) delaay) il
geend bl 3 Aol Aeles ASLe o e s bhien oS Al A
Agie gl e sl Jegh pac g il
Ghialdl 8 e cilialieYly Sl e SN Jodll ans 6 Hlaill 1 ula B S
Sl el el gw @Sl Jall B Lee ddaabid)l il G cpeacadid
Laliy 4l spaleall Claakall o ajall 2Uail) 138 agds cdld o ae )l ey duiaylaag
Al 5 A sl dde Gl o Lolacing b due L) cilebudi] G s 1 Jsall 3
Ly
ol e s e oAl b sl GUall gaiase Jl Aag kY1 oda cilsla 6,
e Baelud) dalsall Glug e G sy Al madagiy 4 cipaill el Al dylal
A Gays ) Gl Gme DA e ade @i ) bl Joli e Sl sl
L ek S peally DKV salad) 3 Joill dacw & LS Lol g Sl 250l
il 4uSan Lag og ylaie oy i Lo DIA (pe allaill 138
5 s Lupall Gl b Al Ll Byealea) kil ey dag ) caugs LS
Al Gl e Legds s iy sl (nld Al olaall a3 5 3 Bl
ole b Aiaaiall Al Claslaall (ayes Glldy L leg Gulall dimdla (5305 ilsil
Ll o LB saag o lall alall 4kl Y e Ll (s (lay ol



il b e lany) wilslly bl Ul Aegda Lgiaedle (5305 ¢Aleliy Byine Aidaliass
Lol gl

IS AUl gl lay 3) oy WAl sl Ul aledl ile ks skl S
Banlel) Y it gt (g0 Al gl slgn Loy YLy Tagums €T ot s
pasaill wimy e Rl Slaglly 6AY) il i Lug calal Gkl
; B2 G (53 o Gulaill adage duysiadl)

Jana o el sy T gl Glail) juslic (mas A8 (B S8 Gal) (3 Ul
b Aalal) dnanl) Blaal @y aga Ay LYeeo gias Jl el bl Sl
S| gy caillliiag gl sl G\ 3aas A paiil] ASBIL a4l WS (@)l
i) dalledl oo Smd ¢ landally andil) (gindll o JLuadill Gulill auase
o el bl Uil pdly 8 Canadl ) B AU pealial d85ally §puinall
e @i b Blage tg Bl e Aabiw Slales (K



ABSTRACT - A-

ABSTRACT
THE CONSOCIATIONAL SYSTEM IN GOVERNANCE

It emerged in the second half of the last century, to talk about a new style
of governance patterns and the distribution of power, in some countries, which
includes diverse ethnically, religiously or ideologically, it was known as the
Consociational System. Under this system the different social groups of people
share in power and governance, and ensure their representation in the
legislative, executive and administrative different scopes. Therefore a distinct
element of this system appeared that made it different from other political
systems, and away from some traditional principles of democracy, most
notably the rule of maijority principle, and replaced by other principles that
achieved the purposes of this system such as the Consensus rule, and the
principle of mutual veto, which granted to the various social groups. It also
used the principle of power sharing in accordance with the principle of
proportionality as well as the adoption of segmental autonomy of different
social groups. The application of these principles will achieve the goals of the
consociational system through establishing a stable democratic government
based on the collective participation in power for all divisions and do not
marginalize or isolate any of them.

The application of this system in some countries had raised a lot of cr|t|C|sm
and objections from specialists in political systems, which sparked theoretical
argument between supporters and opponents of the consociational system. In
spite of that, this system is witnessing more of contemporary applications,
particularly in countries that suffer from social divisions in their societies on
ethnic, religious, cultural and other bases.

This thesis tried to deal with the subject of the consociational system in
governance through the presentation of its theoretical foundations, by defining
it and clarify its foundations and distinguish it from other concepts and indicate
the factors contributing to its success, as well as arguing the negatives of this
system by presenting the criticism it faced and the responses made by its
supporters. As has been the extension in the manifestations, forms and images
that appear out of the consociational system through what its theorists
determined and reflected in its applications.

This thesis also examined some of the contemporary applications of the
consociational system in the Arab countries like Lebanon and Irag. It analyzed
the political systems of these two countries and the extent of their adopting of
the foundations of the theory of the consociational system, and its suitability for
the application of the two countries. By offering the consociational practices
that were achieved in these two countries and the extent of conformity with the
theoretical foundations of the consociational system, and their ability to
establish a stable and effective democracy, and its suitability to the nature of
the political system and social reality in these two countries.
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