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ABSTRACT

This is a case study, based on fieldwork
research carried out in 1980-1981 and 1986-1987 among the
inhabitants of Haouch Moussa ('Anjar) - a Lebanese
Armenian community in the Beka'a valley of Lebanon. The
study itself constitutes a reconstruction of the practices
and experiences (and their genesis) of the people in
guestion, as Lebanese and Armenians {and therefore, of my
own history as a Lebanese and an Armenian (and a woman)}.
The settlement itself was established in 1939 by Armenian
refugees deported from their original habitat in Mount
Moussa, the Sanjak of Iskandaroun (Turkey). When
relocated in the Central Beka'a, the inhabitants initiated
a collectivisation experiment. However, it was brought to
an end shortly after Lebanese Independence. During the
following decades, while the socialist ideology has
persisted the individual households have at first become
petty commodity producers for a regional, national and

international market, and later through the dynamics of
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petty commodity production, capitalism, and the effects
of the civil war in Lebanon further transformations have
occurred. This thesis examines these transformations and
attempts to translate the dynamics of the reality of the

inhabitants of 'Anjar into anthropological discourse.



RES UME

Cette étude est basée sur une recherche sur le
terrain effectuée en 1980-1981 et 1986-1987 auprés des
habitants de Haouch Moussa ('Anjar) - une communaute
libanaise arménienne de la plaine de Beka'a, au Liban.
L'étude est une reconstruction des pratiques et des
expériences (et leur origines) de 1la population en
gquestion, en tant que libanais et arméniens et, de 1la, de
ma propre histoire en tant que libanaise et arménienne (et
femme). La communauteé elle-méme a été établie en 1939,
par dec refugiés arméniens déportés de leur habitat
d'origine au Mont Moussa, dans le Sanjak d'Iskandaroun
(Turquie). Lors de leur relocalisation au Beka'a central,
les habitants ont adopté un systeme coullectiviste qu'ils
darent abandonner & 1l'indépendance du Liban. Durant les
décennies suivantes, alors que persistait 1'idéologie
soclaliste, les rapports sociaux sont devenus inégaux et
les unités domestiques sont d'abord devenues des petits

producteurs marchands pour un narche régional, national et
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international, puis a travers la dynamique méme de la
petite production marchande, du capitalisme et des effets
de 1la guerre civile au Liban, des transformations
subséquentes ont eu 1lieu. Ce these examine ces
transformations et essaie de traduire la dynamicité de 1la
réalité des habitants de ‘'Anjar en un discours

anthropologique.
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Map 2. Lebanon and its communities
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FOREWORD

This study is about the experiences of the
inhabitants of 'Anjar -~ Haouch Moussa, a Lebanese
Armenian community in the Beka'a valley of Lebanon. At
the same time it is also about my experience of their
conditions and way of life, and of the crisis in Lebanon.
Consequently, the study is alsc a product of both my own
"development", and of the practices (and experiences) of
the people in question and tcheir history as Armenians and
Lebanese, which is also part of my own history as a

Lebanese and Armenian.

In writing this thesis I came to realize the
limitations of "“writing", and 1in particular, of
expressing myself in another language, and in translating
experiences into academic discourse. This was problematic
for me not only because Erglish is my third language, but
more specifically, since in the process of rendering
practices and experiences into texts not only much of the
dynamicity of the situation is 1lost, their meaning is
likewise hard to translate into acadenic language.

Perhaps innovative approaches will one day transcend such




limitations and make the people subject (or object) to
anthropological (academic) discourse as "alive" as the
people ‘lepicted in creative writing and fiction. This
problem was also brought to my attention as a result of
the fact that the people whom I had undertaken to study
(and describe) or rather make subject in an
anthropological discourse have already been the focus of

numerous creative works (fiction) (prose and poetry).

In trying to produce this work I incurred many
debts - in the form of guidance and advice - from several
friends, relatives and teachers. I would 1like to take
this opportunity to acknowledge the support provided by
the members of my thesis committee: Professors Jérdme
Rousseau, Carmen Lambert, Lynne Phillips and lee Drummond.
I li:ke to thank in particular, my thesis supervisor,
Jérdéme Rousseau, who though he was on leave both at the
time of the preparation of my research proposal in spring
1984 ard during the writing stage of my thesis in 1987~
1928, devoted a considerable amount of time to my thesis.
I will remain forever grateful to him for his support,
theoretical guidance as well as organisational and
editorial comments. I would also 1like to express my
deepest gratitude to Carmen Lambert for her friendship and

support throughout my stay in the Ph.D. programme at the



Anthropology Department at McGill University. I would
have never survived in the academic environment without
her personal advice. During the writing stage of my
thesis I also benefited from the friendship, as well as
editorial and theoretical guidance of Lynne Phillips. In
addition, I also benefited from Lee Drummond's concern
with ethnographic writing. I am grateful to all. I
would also like to thank Colin Scott and the graduate

students in his seminar "Knowledge and Practice".

I would also like to express my warmest dgratitude
to Douglas Robbins for reproducing the maps.
Fuirthermore, I would like to take this opportunity to
express my gratitude to the Social Science Computing
Centre and the Computer laboratory of the Faculty of
Education, McGill University, through both of which I was
able to have access to a word processor. I would also
like to thank the secretaries of the Department of
Anthropology, McGill University, Rose Marie Stano, Betty
Dy~kow and Diane Mann for their services, that we as
students take for granted. Likewise, I would 1like to
thank professor Bruce Trigger, the Chair of the Graduate
Committee of the Department of Anthropology, McGill

University, for his support.
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I am also grateful to my parents Asdghig and
Arakel, and to my younger sister and brother Hera and
Viken, for bearing with me the agony of writing a Ph.D.
thesis as well as the frustrations resulting from post-

oraduate studies.

My warmest and deepest gratitude, however, goes
to the people of 'Anjar, without whom this thesis would
never have been produced. I am grateful to the many
people who shared with me not only their home, bread and
salt in a time of great economic recession, but also their
experiences, lives, and knowledge. I would like to thank
in particular the mayor Mr. Haroutyoun Cherbetjian for his
time and effort in "educating" me and opening up his home
for me. I would also like to express my gratitude to Mr.
Kevork Kazandjian for his invaluable insights and his
daughter Miss Hasmik Kazandjian for volunteering (and
finding time) to be my guide at times, driver at others,
and hostess most of the time in addition to her work as a
teacher in the Armenian National Haratch school. I am
also grateful to the members of the Youth organisation of
the Armenian Revolutionary Federation, to the members of
the Armenian Relief Cross, to the teachers, heads of
schools and churches, as well as to all the people who

allowed me to intrude into their lives.




I would also like to take this opportunity to
express my warmest gratitude to my friends at the American
University of Beirut, in particular, Adéle, Samir and

Prof. G. Obermeyer for their suppecrt and encouragement.

Last but not least, I gratefully acknowledge
McGill University for providing me with a Summer
Fellowship for the academic year 1985-1986 and the SSHRCC
for granting a Doctoral Fellowship for the academic year

1986-1987 to enable me to pursue my fieldwork in 'Anjar.




INTRODUCTION

This thesis is the result of a study of a specific
community - 'Anjar - Haouch Moussa, a Lebanese Armenian
community in the Beka'a valley of Lebanon. The study
itself is a reconstruction of the socioeconomic history

and current conditions of 'Anjar and its inhabitants.

When founded in 1939, the community represented an
exp.riment in collectivisation of agriculture. The
assumptions behind +the planned socialisation of
agriculture were manifold. It was argued that not only
would such a move bring forth rapid and tangible results
in agricultural productivity, but it would also generate
attitudinal changes and the adoption of egalitarian
principles and practices by the participants. However,
collectivisation was brought to an end shortly after the
declaration of Lebanese Independence. During the
following decades, while the socialist ideology has

persisted, individual households have become petty



commodity producers for a regional, national and
international market. The outcome of the structural
dynamics and contradictions of this inccrporation has
been the formation of classes, whose existence is denied
by the prevalent ideology. It is the intention of this
study to reconstruct the conditions as well as external

and internal factors involved in this transformation.

The project, then, 1is a case study of the
experiences of a specific group of people who have
attempted to achieve classlessness. As such, this study
has to deal with the problem of the transition from
classless to class society or more precisely, with the re-
appearance of stratification and classes 1in a society
which had tried to abulish them. Consequently, the study
involves an attempt to come to an understanding of the
notion of class itself, the structural preconditions for
the appearance of classes and their continuation,
disappearance and re-appearance. This introduces the
problem of structural conceptualisations of
transformations and their application to concrete

instances.

In the following pages, after the theoretical

framework of the thesis is clarified, the research




methodology is presented. Subsequent chapters follow the
historical sequence of the experiences of the "habitus"
(following Bourdieu's understanding of the term) of the
inhabitants. The experiment in collectivisation marks at
least three periods in the history of the inhabitants of
Haouch Moussa: the period preceding the collectivisation;
the experiment itself; and the era after the
collectivisation was brought to an end. After describing
and analysing the pre-1939 socioeconomic and political
conditions, and presenting the 1939-1943 situation during
which collectivisation was carried out, the effects of ‘the
privatisation in 1943 are discussed and the current
socioeconomic situation is reconstructed. Moreover, the
community is put in its context, i.e. the relations with
the '"outside" are analysed and the effects of the events
and socioceconomic conditions in the region are presented.
The study begins with a descriptive account of the
setting and the people and then proceeds to reconstruct
the social and economic formation and the context in which
history is made by the individual actors involved. This
focus on history was, it is to be noted, suggested by the
people under study themselves, as they re-live historical
experience through everyday 1life and rituals. One
should note here why, unlike most ethnographies, this
study is not written in the present tense: The situation

observed during fieldwork no longer obtains, as the



community - and Lebanon as a whole - have been undergoing
rapid change. Since Spring 1975, the region in which
'Anjar is situated has been under political, military,
socio-economic and ideological crisis. The crisis has
taken diverse forms ranging from armed struggles,
bombardment of residential quarters, invasion by
neighbouring armies to the cutting of food and fuel
supplies to keep the local population as hostages. At
the *ime of my second field work, the crisis had taken a
new phase, characterised by an economic recession and an
escalating inflation rate. To give an example from my
own experience, when I reached the fieldsite in mid-July
1986 the exchange rate for the Canadian dollar was 28
Lebanese Liras (Pounds); by November 1986 the exchange
rate had reached one hundred Liras. These experiences
themselves influenced not only the fieldwork process

itself, but also the writing of my ethnography.1

1In this study I follow some of the critiques expressed by
Clifford concerning ethnographic writing. Moreover,
although 7T accept his comment that: "The making of
ethnography is artisanal, tied to the worldly work of
writing" (1986: 6), I also believe that the ethnography is
the product of the writer's "development" as well as the
reconstruction of the practices of the people described in
it, in addition to being a reflection of the dialogical
character of the ethnographic research.




The Approach

This study aims to examine the experiences of the
inhabitants of 'Anjar and to reconstruct their history.
This history can be described through a re-construction
of modes of production and social relations of production
which they experienced. A question is pertinent here:
what should the "unit of analysis" be ? Should the
analysis proceed with the people as individuals or a
collectivity or "a network of social relationships" or
rather should the "experiences" themselves be the point

of departure, and how would each be conceptualised ?

The "type" of ethnography and anthropology
produced depends on the "unit of study". As John L.
Comaroff points out, the guestion of the "unit of
analysis" is "a consequential theoretical matter" (1982:
144). It involves our assumptions about the "real®" world,
economy, society and culture. The assumptions and
suppositions behind this study derive from diverse
approaches that may at a first glance appear

contradictory. It involves a combination of Marxist
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notions of praxis (practice theory) with modes of
production analysis and their articulation with the World
economy. The current dominant mode of production in the
world is capitalisnm, articulated with local modes of
production. One way to resolve the problem of the unit of

analysis would be to focus on the experiences of ¢the

specific collectivity in question "put into the context"

of the totality (and the experiences of this totality).
In addition, this approach, as a theory of society is also
a theory of '"history" as well since, as John L. Comarotf
argues, "A theory of society which is not also a theory of
history, or vice versa is hardly a theory at all" (1982:

144).

A problem arises here. As Hindess and Hirst have
shown, '"history is not a given, that 1is an object
constituted within knowledge" (1975: 308). Only "the

current situation" exists:

"It 1is not the 'present', what the past has vouchsafed
to allow us, but the 'currznt situation' which it is
the object of Marxist theory *to elucidate and of
Marxist political practice to act upon. All Marxist
theory, however abstract it may be, however general its
field of application, exists to make possible the
analysis of the current situation" (Hindess and Hirst
1975: 312).

11




However, contrary to Hindess and Hirst's claim, Marxist
practice or praxis has always a notion of time in it. The
time element has to be re-introduced to any "theoretical
representation of practice" in order to "restore to

practice its practical truth" (Bourdieu 1977: 8).

Marx's notion of practice itself, as depicted in

The Eighteenth Brumaire of Louis Bonaparte takes into

account "history" and the past:

" (human beings] make their own history, but they do
not make it just as they please; they do not make it
under circumstances chosen by themselves, but under
circumstances directly encountered, given and
transmitted from the past" (Marx 1980: 96).

Moreover, these "given circumstances" transmittcd from
the past are themselves "the consolidation of what [human
beings] produce by means of their practice ( Larrain
1979: 42). There is a dialectical relationship between
practices and the product of past practices; our current
practices produce social conditions that Dbecome
independent of ourselves and this "determines the

constitution of social reality as a contradictory reality"

i2



(Larrain 1979: 45). This reality, however, is "masked" by
ideology, which could only be overcome through "solving
the real contradictionss which give rise to it".
Consequently, revolutionary practice remains the only
solution to these contradictions (Larrain 1979: 47).
These two notions of practice give Marxism a unique
character in which theory becomes concerned with not only
"knowing the world", but with relating the cognitive
aspects to political practice and '"the attempt to change
the world" (Craib 1984: 123). This study can itself be
considered the product of several practices: my own
practice as a socialist interested in attempts at
collectivisation experiments and as a Marxist who views
history as the history of class struggles and the
abolition of classes, "the obverse or end-product of class
struggle, that is the wultimate objective of the
revolutionary" praxis (Wood 1983: 239), as well as the
practices of the people under study. Bourdieu's notion of
"habitus" 1is introduced here as a way to resolve the

problem created with Marx's notion of the historically

transmitted "given circumstances", discussed above, in
relation to practice or praxis. In Bourdieu's thesis, as
Bidet points out, "structures produce habitus which

determine practices, which reproduce structure" (1979:

203):
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"Through the habitus, the structure which has produced
it governs practice, not by the processes of a
mechanical determinism, but through the mediation of
orientations and 1limits it assigns to the habitus’'s
operations of invention" (Bourdieu 1977: 95).

concerns for reconstructing the practices (and
experiences) cf the inhabitants of 'Anjar - Haouch Moussa
into an academic discourse in which the constructed
reality of the people will give a sense of the dynamics
involved, led me to adopt the aforementioned
theoretical framework in which history and structure are

not opposed to one another (see Sahlins 1981).2

The study, therefore, begins through the analysis
and re-construction of the experiences and practices of
the inhabitants of ‘'Anjar through the analytical
constructs of modes of production, social and economic

formation, social relations of production etc. at

-

°The use of historical material in anthropology has
created a controversy throughout the development of the
discipline. This is closely related to the acceptance or
rejection of the evolutionary perspective. Thus, the
ahistorical approach characteristic of British social
anthropology or structural-functionalism was nothing more
than a reaction against the early evolutionary
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the same time attempt to contexualise these constructs.3

These notions, however, "have been subject to divergent

anthropology. Service, for instance, argues that "because
'‘conjectural history' and the uses of ‘culture' were so
characteristic of, and necessary to, nineteenth-century
evolutionism, they were abolished or diminished, and
correlatively the kinds of questions that interested the
nineteenth~century anthropologists were felt to be
inappropriate" (1964: 198). Though the broad schemes of
evolutionary theory were rejected, nevertheless they are
an illustration of the use of historical and documentary
material along with the comparative theory, in the
understanding of particular sequences of social and
cultural change (Cohn 1968: 441-448). The last decades,
however, have witnessed a growing trend in the use of
historical material in anthropology. This interest in the
use of historical research has been considered to be a
"reaction to the exploding mass of available documentation
about all societies"™ (Pitt 1972: 3), along with the
growing dissatisfaction with functional analysis and a

redefinition of the task of anthropologists. An early
example of this movement is Evans-Pritichard's study of
the Sanusi of Cyrenaica (1949). The volume of essays on

history and social anthropology, edited by Lewis (1968) is
another example of this movement. Another plea for the re-
discovery of history within anthropology has come from

Eric Wolf. However, Wolf's sense of the term history is
rather different. For Wolf anthropology needs to discover
analytic history, "a history that could account for the

ways in which the social system of the modern world came
into being, and that would strive to make analytic sense
of all societies, including our own" (1982: ix). In any
case, problems of social, economic or political
transformation (and crisis) such as, the concerns of thisg
study could have only been in terms of history, as Evans-
Pritchard had suggested (1952: 60). However, the notion
of history has been introduced in this study through
Bourdieu's concept of the "habitus" (1977: 82).

3 fThe approach followed in this study represents a
controversial position in anthropological discourse. This
is so, because it involves the synthesis of otherwise
diverse and perhaps incompatible approaches: Structural
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theoretical interpretation in contemporary Marxist
analysis" (Legros, Hunderfund and Shapiro 1979: 243).
In what follows an attempt will be made to clarify the
sense in which these concepts will be employed; in the

next section th: methodology will be presented.

Marxism, dependency or World systems theory, praxis theory

and history. It involves the combination of notions of
the structure of ideas (Leach 1976: 5) with an
examination of the socio-economic structure; it also
involves the introduction of history into the concept

of structure (see Scholte 1973: 648 for the anti-
historicism of structuralism and Lévi-Strauss' defense in
a Joint discussion on history, with Augé and Godelier
1975). (For a discussion of French Marxist anthropology
see Kahn and Llobera 1980; Aiden Foster—-Carter 1978;
Clammer 1975: 208-228; for a critique of the Althusserian
approach and its attack against empiricism see Thompson
1978: 194; for the theoretical anti-humanism evident
within Structural Marxism see Markus 1978: 1-2). This
study follows the attempts of the Comaroffs, Sahlins
(1981}, and Bourdieu (1977) to incorporate history,
structure and practice, as well as the modes of production
analysis of Codelier (1977), Terray (1975; 1979), Rey and
Kahn's attempt to introduce the arguments of World svstem
theory into modes of production analysis. ’
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The analysis will begin at the level of social
and economic formation. The concept of social formation
is only a theoretical construct, The notion of social
formation 1is "a concept which functions in theoretical
discourse in the formation of other concepts and in the
specification of determinate objects of
discourse" ( Hindess and Hirst 1977: 48). In this study,
the concept of social formation is employed to refer "to a
complex whole" (Legros, Hunderfund and Shapiro 1979: 248).
The structure of social formations is formed by the
combination of modes of production (Terray 1975: 90-91) -
that is to say, by totalities "composed of (1) an economic
base and (2) the superstructural apparatuses required for
the replication over time of the economic base" (Legros,
Hunderfund and Shapiro 1979: 248). The notion of economic
base refers to '"the economic structure as something that
is both a technical and and a social structure" (Legros,
Hunderfund and Shapiro 1979: 248). The concept o¢f mode
of production signifies a combination of means, forces and
social :elations of production. It also signifies a
combination of elements necessary in the econonmic
process: the labourer, the means of production and the
non-labourer, combined in terms of relations of property
and appropriation, and therefore under the dominance of

social relations of production (Balibar 1967: 204-209).
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The Methodology: Collection of Data

Research methodology refers to the structure of
procedural rules, including concepts and definitions, by
which evidence of observations, as well as information
which has already been gathered by others, are transformed
into generalisations about phenomena (Pelto 1970: 4). The
problem of the researcher is how to convert data obtained
t*rough observation or historical material and documents
into conceptual structures. In order to bring about a
unification in the theory and methods of research, Galtung
has introduced the concept of the data matrix. The units
and variables to be explored, with the concept of the data
matrix, are given by the particular research strategy.
Data collection thus becomes an effort to fill the cells
of the data matrix with values, one for each combination
of unit and variable. The primary task of the researcher
remains the identification of the units to be dealt with
(Galtung 1969: 40) . In this study the analytical concepts

employed are social classes, modes of production, a social
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formation, a dominant mode of production, and the social

reproduction of the dominant mode of production.

In a recent article, Tullio Maranhao divides "the
anthropological enterprise" into three domains, a.
socidlogical theorising, b. interpretation in the
encounter between ethnographer and informant, c. and
social philosophising about different sociocualtural
traditions. The second realm, 1i.e. the situation
resulting from fieldwork or "participant observation", is
found to be the most difficult and interpretive, rendering
anthropology a hermeneutic discipline (Maranhao 1986:
293). Critical anthropologists have resolved this
problem by accepting the existential dimension of
fieldwork. The anthropologist in the field struggles
against reducing both himself/herself and the native into

"ciphers in a scientific experiment" (Scholte 1981: 160).

It is worth mentioning here that fieldwork or
participant observation is not only one of the most
outstanding features of anthropology, but it is a
requisite of the discipline. Maranhao summarises the

anthropological experience as follows:
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"The outstanding characteristic of the anthropologist's
metier 1is data collection in the field. The
anthropologist theorises about society, culture, and
man's nature, Jjust 1like a sociologist, or a
philosopher, but he gathers his data in the unique
experience of fieldwork, through a method that is
loosely dubbed ‘'participant observation®. While the
sociologists, with few exceptions, process data from
records, archives, written sources, numerical accounts,
statistical regularities and tendencies, observations,
intuitions and inclinations, the anthropologists, in
addition to using these sources, interview informants
and interpret the meanings xrather than document
regularities" (1986:291).
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The methodology of this study

This study is Dbased on fieldwork
conducted in 'Anjar - Haouch Moussa, a Lebanese-Armenian
community in the Beka'a wvalley of Lebanon. Though I have
been in contact with 'Anjar since my childhood, mny
research interests in the community started with a field-
project from July 6, 1980 until September 20, 1980,
followed by weekend visits during October and November
1980 and two visits from December 10, 1980 until January
18, 1981, and from April 3, 1981 until September 23, 1981;
finally I returned to the region from July 13, 1986 to

February 26, 1987,

My original research interest in 'Anjar is closely
related to my own praxis. As a member of the Student
Association of the Armenian Revolutionary Federation

(A.R.F) I was interested in concrete experiments in

socialism and collectivisation of agriculture. ‘Anjer
represented such an experience. Consequently, I was
21
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confronted with the problem of the "detached" researcher,
and the fact that in this case the researcher was very

much a part of the object of study, in more ways than the

usual anthropological research. Anthropology has
predominantly been the study of "other cultures"; This
is not the case here. For me, the problem - to which I

will return, could only be resolved through Marx's notion
of praxis - a notion that brings about a break in the

dichotomisation of objectivity and subjectivity.

Within anthropology, as James Boon notes in his

introductory section in Other tribes, other scribes, this

idea of other cultures has been correlated with the
anthropological method of fieldwork. Further, the data
obtained in fieldwork is often used to support our
"cultural generalisations that accentuate the exotic"
(Boon 1982: 5). The mark of anthropology has thus become
the interest in the exotic and the fetishisation of
fieldwork. I remember when I first entered into the
domain of anthropology in 1980-1981 at the American
University of Beirut, I was given a course on fieldwork

under the co-ordination of Chris Eccel.? Unlike most

41t is perhaps worth noting here that the course on
fieldwork did not attempt to provide us with
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anthropologists, however, +the students in that course
were not interested in the exotic. We were all interested
in our own cultures, and not in the "other". Thus, for
instance, while as a Lebanese and an Armenian I set up to
study 'Anjar, my classmate Marilyne Farhat conducted her
fieldwork in Insar, the village of her ancestors. In

addition, none of us ended up using the fieldwork data for

our Master's thesis. We were too concerned at the time
about "exposing' to "outsiders", i.e. the academic world,
the lives of people dear to us. Such concerns had led me

to write my M.A. thesis on The kingdom of Biaina in early

Armenia (first millennium B.C.): The appearance and the

disappearance of the state. When I enrolled in the Ph.D.

programme at the Anthropology Department of McGill
University in 1983-1984, I was still questioning the

ethics of conducting fieldwork (and perhaps I still do).

guidelines on how "to go about doing it", nor did it de-
mystify the experience. What Diane Bell had discovered in
her experience in Australia can apply to my own experience
in fieldwork. Indeed in such courses one is never shown
beyond "how to operate a camera, rethread a reel-to-reel
recorder" or "to keep duplicate notes" {Bell 1983: 9). We
were left on our own.
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My "introduction" to 'Anjar was a relatively
easy process. I had already many friends among the
inhabitants. During my childhood I had spent several
summers within the community and had many playmates among
the inhabitants through both visits with my family and
through the Armenian Scouts organisation. Much later, I
met some of my old playmates at the Armenian Souren Khan-
Amirian College (1977), the American University of Beirut
(Spring 1978 - Spring 1983), and through my membership in
the A.R.F. 2Zavarian Student Association (1978-1981). I
also continued to encounter other members of the community
through my membership in the Social Affairs Committee of
the Regional Administration of the Armenian Relief Cross
(1981-1983) as well through my membership in the Armenian

Cultural Association "Hamazkain".

Throughout my childhood I had shown an interest in
the people of 'Anjar, in particular in their historical
experiences depicted in the various literary works that
were available in my parents' house. I also learned the
dialect of 'Anjar as a child. I had neither language
difficulties nor problems of establishing a bond with the
people. We could converse naturally and without any

inhibitions. Both in 1980-~1981 as well as in 1986-1987
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the people were greatly interested in "providing me with
data", as they expressed it. They were also curious to
know what would I write about 'Anjar and themselves. They
also asked me to send them a copy of my thesis once it is
written, and hoped and wished mny work (which they also
considered to be their product) would be published and
perhaps translated into Armenian. In addition, both in
1980-1981 and 1986-1987 we shared and experienced the
effects of the war in Lebanon together. However, I must
admit in spite of this closeness, 1 was always reminded
that I was an "outsider". Furthermore, in spite of the
fact that in my Lebanese Identity Card, my birthplace had
been changed from Damascus to Haouch Moussa at the

5

outbreak of the war in Lebanon, I was not considered to

be a resident of the community in question (Andjartza),
nor did the inhabitants ever want me to become a member of
“"their community". They wanted me, in fact, to have "a

broader horizon", as they expressed it.

5During the early stage of the civil war, some militias
used to question the authenticity of "Lebaneseness" of
people passing by their checkpoints. An Identity Card
which had "Damascus" as birthplace would have been highly
suspicious, hence, the above mentioned change was made by
the Lebanese government.
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I would also 1like to note here that my
relationship with the inhabitants of 'Anjar led me to
reflect on relatively recent remarks made by some
anthropologists such as Diane Bell, concerning the
relationship of the ethnographer's identity to the
outcome of the research (and nature of the data
collected). Access to information may sometimes be
closely related to the ethnographer's gender, race, ethnic
identity, class background, relationship to the people

under study and other factors.

In my case, for instance, during my 1980-1981
fieldwork, my membership in the A.R.F. - the dominant and
only political organisation in 'Anjar - provided me with

access to historical and socio-economic information on
the community in gquestion that would not have been
possible to obtain otherwise. During my 1986-1987
fieldwork, however, I was treated more as an outsider than
ever before. This was so, not only for the reason that I
was no longer a member of the A.R.F., but the fact that
I no longer resided in Lebanon (I had become an emigreé)
had an even greater effect. However, my relationship to

the Montreal Armenian community - the fact that the
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inhabitants of 'Anjar had heard of my involvement in the
Armenian Community Centre in Montréal and participation in
"April 24" demonstrations, my membership in the Montréal
chapter of the Armenian Cultural Association "Hamazkain",
as well as my young brother's leadership position in the
youth wing of the A.R.F. in Canada, and his membership in
the editorial board of "Horizon" - the Armenian weekly
published in Canada - was of considerable assistance in

gaining the confidence of the inhabitants of ?Anjar.

The people of 'Anjar had a lot to say about the
methodology or the data collection process as well as
about the types of questions and concerns that this thesis
came to express. As such then, this thesis represents an
attempt to make ethnographic writing more than "our own
constructions of other people's constructions of what they
and their compatriots are up to" (Geertz 1973: 9).
Throughout the research, I followed the suggestions of
the inhabitants of 'Anjar and attempted to reconstruct
their reality the way in which they wanted their reality
to be depicted (or reconstructed). Each and everyone of
the people I met wanted me to base the study on
"documentary evidence", published material and interviews.

Above all their concern was to "inform" me of their
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"historical experiences". As a result, aside from
participant observation, the following techniques were
also used in data collection: the historical approach, in-

depth interviews and a survey.

The historical method was employed to form a
general notion of the case studied. Historical
information for the early period of the settlement was
collected from the archives of the municipality, the
various associations and political organisations, the
schools, the churches, and through interviews with older
members of the community. The local newspapers were also

consulted.

The preliminary stage of the study consisted of
identifying the physical and demographic features of the
settlement. The next stage consisted 1in a survey of the
sources of Xkey resources and political power. In
addition, the specific policies and projects affecting the
community were identified and examined in the light of an
overview of Lebanese agriculture. A demographic survey
was also carried out. Special attention was given to

rural-urban migration.
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The social structure was reconstructed through
participant observation, a sociological survey and
interviews. The plan of the settlement was used to

draw a random sample.6

Through interviews conducted both during 1980~
1981 and 1986-1987, information on the following
socioeconomic elements was collected: income, occupation,
level of education, access to the irrigation canal,
ownership of wells, access to agricultural machinery, the
conditions of the dwelling or housing unit, access to
means of transportation - ownership of cars -
relationship to the leccal political party or organisation,
membership in the municipal coungil, participation in
voluntary organisations, membership in the sub-committee

of water management.

Two sociological surveys were also carried out

(one in 1980-1981 and another 1in 1986-1987). During

6The fact that the dwellings are numbered facilitated
this endeavor. See map 5.
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both surveys I attempted to cover approximately thirty
percent of the residential units’ and the following

items:

1. Backgrouvnd information (reiigious affiliation:;
family status, list of family members,
relationship to head of household).

Number of working members, their occupation and
attitudes towards their occupations.

Total income of family.

Self-perception of class position.

Housing facilities.

. Ownership of land-plots; number of land-plots
owned.

ownership of domesticated animals.

Ownership of wells and access to irrigation
system.

y 9. Membership in political organisations.

. 10. Membership in sub-committees, committees,

8
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councils, neighbourhood associations, voluntary

associations, cultural associations etc.

11. The position of the family in the pre-1939
situation.

12. Political attitudes. Attitude towards political
organisation(s). Opinion on the situation in
'*Anjar and in Lebanon as a whole.

The questions were asked in a group-setting in
an informal manner. Though the most common household type

consisted of the conjugal family composed of a married

7225 households were interviewed during the former study
and 300 households during the second period.
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couple and their offspring, there were also household
units consisting of three-generation extended families,
families composed of unmarried aunts and uncles 1living
with the offspring of a married brother or sister and
other types of 1living arrangements. Questions were
directed to all present. In general, the parti—cipants
were friendly towards me as a researcher, and they were
familiar with interview settings. Other researchers and
journalists had passed by to study their 1lives, their
present and history. However, they had only encountered
one other participant observer other than myself, a
Master's student in agriculture at the American University
of Beirut (Garo lovhannessian). The gquestion dealing with
income produced difficulties. Income 1is a highly
sensitive issue among all ILebanese, as indeed in much of
the world. The inhabitants, just like the researcher, try
to make estimates of each other's income. In any case,
for salaried and wage workers it is fairly easy to make
such estimates, since there are government-legislated

salaries and wages for all occupations.

In the anthropological tradition, the tendency

is to focus on relatively small units of analysis, because
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of research techniques. As Kahn points out, even though
most anthropological monographs start with a holistic
approach, after an introductory note about the "total
social whole in which the village is embedded", and "the
importance of extra-local ties", "the total social
structure is ignored in favour of detailed analyses of
purely local phenomena" (1980: 2). This study will
attempt to overcome this bias by focussing on the
relationship of the community with other communities in
the Beka'a valley, and the effects of the on-going civil
war in Lebanon on the region as a whole. The community
will always appear as a part in a whole, and the
researcher is always a part of what he/she is studying.
This last point raises the issue of the interpretive

nature of anthropoiogical research once again.

The source of the problem lies in "participant
observation". Can an anthropologist engaged in
participant observation achieve detachment and therefore
objectivity, being aware that the scientist, whether
he/she is aware of it or not, is related to the subject of

his/her study ?

Historically, two tendencies have existed

within the social sciences in general, and in anthropology
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in particular. One of these tendencies reduces the social
sciences to the natural sciences, the other considers them
to be part of the humanities, arguing that the subjective
character of the human experience is irreducible. The
former, known as the naturalistic approach, has found
expression in the works of the positivists and British
structural~-functionalists. Thus, we see in Comte's works
a stress on reasoning and observation analogous to the
natural sciences. However, here the notion of a
completely detached social scientist is absent {see Comte
1853: 20-21). In Durkheim too this stress on scientific
objectivity is coupled with a belief in the intervention
n¥ the scientist, as part of his moral obligation, in the
public scene (see Coser 1971: 148-149). The epistemology
of both the positivists and structural-functionalists
(notably Radcliffe-Brown) stressed the separation of the
anthropologists - the subjects, from the objects of study
- the ethnography. Rejection of these naturalistic and
realistic theories as well as of the humanistic schools
has come from two German sociologists: Georg Simmel and
Max Weber. In reaction to both the idealistic schools
which viewed natural science and the human sciences as
gualitatively different, and Comtean positivism, Simmel
came to define society as the name for a number of
individuals connected by interaction (see Wolff 1950: 10-

11).
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Similarly, Weber's standpoint was formulated
out of a rejection of materialistic and idealistic

interpretations «f history.

Against the positivists Weber argued that
human beings in contrast to things, could be understood
not only in external terms, but also in terms of
motivations. Against the idealists, he argued that the
method of science always proceeds by abstraction and
generalisation. He was thus attacking their .deographic
approach to history. Furthermore, against both
approaches, he stressed the value-bound problem choices
of the investigator and the value-neutral methods of
social research. The social sciences, 1like other
sciences, are selective in approach. What is considered
"worthy to be known" depends upon the perspective of the
inquiring scholar. Thus, for Weber, there 1is an
inevitable element of value entering into the selection of
the problem an investigator chooses to study. Selection
depends on the subjectivity of the investigator.
However, this value relevance touches upon the selection
of the problem and not upon the interpretation of the

phenomena (see Schills and Finch 1949: 72; and Huff 1984).
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The structuralists claim to have brought about
the break with this dichotomy between objectivity and
subjectivity. This seems to be so, since Lévi-Strauss
makes it possible to set the study of human institutions
on a genuinely scientific foundation by redefining the
object of human sciences, and isolating an autonomous
order of reality which exists in the unconscious. It is
this unconscious which creates the dual illusions of

reality and subjectivity (1972: 202-203}).

However, it is only with Marxism that a real
break with this dichotomy has been achieved, and this with
the concept of praxis and the theory of dialectics. The
dichotomy between subjectivity and objectivity, as Sartre

puts it, 1is a result of falling into idealism: He says,

"There are two ways to fall into idealism: The one
consists in dissolving the real into subjectivity; the
other in denying all real subjectivity in the
interests of objectivity. The truth 1is that

subjectivity is neither everything nor nothing; it
represents a moment in the objective process (that in
which externality is internalised), and this moment is
perpetually eliminated only to be perpetually reborn"
(1963: 32-33).




Like Sartre we cannot but agree that the
researcher 1is part of the object of study. In
anthropology, "the questioner, the gquestion and the
guestioned are one" (see Scholte 1981: 148-184). In
conducting field work in 'Anjar other issues related to
knowledge and practice were also encountered. One such
problem was created by my personal relation to the
community in gquestion. During my first field work in
1980-1981, as already mentioned, I had introduced myself
as a member of the Student Association of the Armenian
Revolutiocnary Federation (A.R.F.) which was and continues
to be the dominant political organisation in 'Anjar. My
special status had placed me in a privileged position to
the eyes of the 1local population. I was 1immediately
given access to statistical and qualitative information on
'Anjar. During my second field work in 1986-1987,
however, when it had become known to the local population
that I no longer was a member of the A.R.F., I was denied
access to statistical information and to the results of
the annual sociological surveys conducted by the A.R.F.
On the other hand, during this second stay I was able to
have access to alternative viewpoints and discourses to

the dominant A.R.F. discourse.

36




Throughout the fieldwork, both in 1980-1981 and
1986-~-1987, my interaction with the people was
dialectical: I allowed myself to be %"tamed" or

"apprivoisée" (Saint-Exupéry 1971: 80) by the 1local

population and attempt to "pass" to them my own ideas and
notions about matters that concerned us all. As a result,
for me the people in question have become more than the
subject or an object of an ethnography. For me they are

like the rose of Antoine de Saint-Exupéry's Little Prince.
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'ANJAR - HAOUCH MOUSSA AND ITS INHABITANTS

Ecology and Geography

Located in the Central Beka'a valley, about
sixty kilometers east of Beirut, 'Anjar - as the
inhabitants of the region call it, or Haouch Moussa - as

it is officially designated, is a relatively recent

settlement of Armenian refugees.

'‘Anjar is near the Beirut-Damascus
international highway and the frontier-post of Masna'a
(see maps 1 and 3), on the foothills of the eastern
Lebanese mountains, near Ain Ghazayel - one of the sources
of the Litani river. The total area of its territory is
about twenty square kilometers (see map 4). Its altitude
varies between 875 and 951 meters above sea level. The

area c¢f the settlement itself 1is divided into the
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the following zones: the residential district near the
foothills of the mountain-chain at the highest altitude of
the area; the agricultural zone; and the industrial zone

(see plan 4).

The site has been inhabited since the
Paleolithic, and gained importance during the Roman
period. During the subsequent eras 'Anjar became an
important caravan city. The reconstituted remains of a
fortified rectangular city, near the present-day
settlement, dates from the reign of the Ommayad Caliph,

Walid son of abd al-Malik (700 A.D.).

Unlike coastal Lebanon which has a moderate
Mediterranean climate, the Beka'a valley has a relatively
cold winter and dry hot summer. Falling between two
mountain ranges, Mount Lebanon and the eastern Lebanese
mountains, the Beka'a valley is a semi-isolated basin. As
result of this isolation the wvalley receives relatively
little precipitation. According to the climatic reports
of the Ksara station and Majdal Anjar report, the average

annual rainfall is 535 mm. Table 1 gives the details of
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the frequency of snowfall and amount of rainfall for each
month. The weather varies from year to vyear. In
addition, there are frequent changes in weather during a
season, The sharp changes 1in weather have a negative
effect on agriculture. The severest blow to agriculture
is brought about by the Spring warm current of desert air,

known to the Lebanese as Khamsin winds.

Agriculture, after the Spring season, cannot
exist without artificial irrigation. All natural
vegetation disappears after June or July at the latest.
The present-day inhabitants, like their predecessors,

depend on the source (see Map 4) to irrigate their land.

Geographically, the community is located at an
important conjuncture between east and west. The
international Beirut-Damascus highway plays an important
role not only for this particular community but for the
region as a whole. In addition, the local road passing
through the source serves to connect the communities to
the north east of 'Anjar with the Beirut-Damascus highway
and with communities lying south of it. In general, the
means of transportation for villagers who go through the

local road are mules and donkeys. Agricultural machines
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and tractors can also be seen traversing the Beirut-
Damascus highway creating a traffic problem for the urban
and local commuters with modern vehicles. The inhabitants
of 'Anjar themselves rarely use the traditional
domesticated animals as a means of transportation. 1In any
case, when they do make use of such animals it is
specifically restricted to agricultural transportation -
going back and forth to the fields and vineyards and for
gathering food for the cattle. The usual means of
transportation even 1in the agricultural realm are

imported vehicles.

The region has been under Syrian control since
late 1976. At the time of the fieldwork in 1986-1987,
there was a Syrian checkpoint at the main entrance to the
community. In addition, the other entry-routes were

closed to motor vehicles.

'Anjar consists of 1059 separate dwellings
each comprising an area of 400 sg. meters. The settlement
is divided into two major districts, each of which in turn

consists of three sub-divisions (see map 9). These are,
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from the north-east: Bitias, Yoghoun Oluk, Keboussieh,
Haji-Habibli, Khudr Beg, and Wagf. The distribution of

the houses in each neighbourhood is as follows:

Neighbourhood Number of houses
Bitias 173
Yoghoun Oluk 225
Keboussieh 165
Haji-Hakibli 207
Khudr Beg 194
Wakf 95
TOTAL 1l 059

Table 1: Distribution of houses per neighbourhood

At the time of my rescarch in 1980-1981 only 800 of these
residential units were inhabited year round.8 The rest
of the dwellings were either summer resorts for urbanites

or occupied by the Syrian peace-keeping forces (gquouat ar-

rada') . Besides these 1059 dwellings, additional houses

8In 1986-1987 this number had decreased to approximately
740 dwellings.




were built during the 1970s outside the main
reéidential zone in the nearby vineyards. These houses
were used either by local inhabitants who had recently
married, or by outsiders who had chosen 'Anjar as their
summer resort or permanent home. There are also public
buildings. These are the three churches with their
respective schools and various cultural-sportive

complexes. Specifically these buildings are: the Sourp

Boghos (faint Paul) Hay Arakelakan Yekedghetsi (the

Armenian Gregorian or Orthodox church), with its
Armenian National "Haratch" School and Kindergarten and
Gulbenkian College; the Armenian Evangelical Church and
High School; the Catholic Church, the intermediate level
school of the Immaculate Conception Sisters, and the
Aghadjanian orphanage; the A.R.F. Babgen Siuni Club; the
Homenetmen - Armenian Physical-Educational General Union;
the Hamazkain - the Armenian cultural association; the
Armenian Relief Cross; the Karageusian Institute:; the co-
operatives; the Municipality building and its resorts;

the governmental fishery, and others (see map 5).
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The inhabitants

The population of 'Anjar is the only non-Arabic
speaking rural group in the region. Although there are
Armenians living in the Central Beka'a valley, unlike the
inhabitants of 'Anjar they are urbanites and live side-by-

side with the Arabic-speaking populations.

Made famous by Franz Werfel in his semi-

historical novel Die Vierzig Tage des Musa Dagh (1934)

(see annex 2), the inhabitants cf 'Anjar were originally
inhabitants of six villages located on the foothills of
Mount Moussa (1000m above sea level) (between Mount
Moussa to the West of Antioch, and the Orontes river -
'Assi, near the ruins of the Selucian port-city on the
eastern Mediterranean), in the Sanjak of Alexandretta -

Iskandaroun (see map 6). (Prior to 1939, the Sanjak of

Iskandaroun was a province of Syria, and until 1918 Syria

was under Ottoman domination).
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In the summer of 1915 the total population of
the six wvillages of Mount Moussa amounted to 6811

2 During the Turkish deportations of the

inhabitants.
Armenian population, 2580 people obeying the orders
left, and 4231 staved to fight the Turkish troops.
Those who stayed and fought were rescued by the French
navy and taken to Port-Sa'yid in Egypt (see annex 1).
After the first World War, they were returned to their
homeland, only to be deported after twenty years, with the
outbreak of the second World War, as a result of the
annexation of the Sanjak of Alexandretta to Turkey, by

France - who then had mandatory power over dgreater Syria

and Lebanon, to safeguard the neutrality of Turkey.

In 1939 the French brought to the Beka'a valley
1068 families of the wvillages of Mount Moussa and settled
them on land purchased from the feudal lord Rushdi beg.
The forthcoming chapters will examine the existence and

nature of classes in this new settlement, focusing on the

2 1915 is the most studied year in the history of the
villages of Mount Moussa.
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determinants for the formation of classes. As such then,
the study necessitates an approach whereby history is
incorporated into the analysis. Hence, an outline of the
periodisation of the settlers' history has to be made and
each historical epoch dealt with separately.

The uprooting of the inhabitants of ‘'Anjar
from their wvillages in Mount Moussa is taken as a marker
of periodisation. It will serve as the means of
reference in reconstructing the economic, political,
social and ideological structures in order to examine the
appearance of new functions for the present structures.
The past is not only reflected in the present, but it
siezes the present. The daily existence of the
inhabitants is a drama and a ritual to recapture the past.
Consequently, it is more than '"the key to the
understanding of the present" (Carr 1961: 29). The past

is part of the everyday discourse as well as practice.

It is through my own field work experience that
I felt the need to learn about the history of the
inhabitants. Several events triggered my curiosity to
inqguire about the history of the socio-economic conditions
of the people in question. For instance, a man kept

insisting that he was different from the rest of the



population because he was of an agha family. He
constantly engaged in gquarrels with all pedestrians and

vehicles which used the street that passed near his house

and he even complained to the 1local political
organisation and to the heads of the local schools. His
argument was that his peace was being disturbed. He

considered that the street was his street even though it
is a public street. In fact, there are no private streets
in 'Anjar. Comments about engagement and marriage
announcements provided me with further interest in the
previous socio-economic and ideological structures of the
inhabitants. Whenever a couple announced their plans to
be engaged, pecple began to talk about the descent and
family histories of the two parties. People usuallv say:
"Well, had we been in our homeland this marriage would
not have occurred. The boy comes from an agha family and
the girl is of a kradija family". Or in some cases the
girl would be discussed to be of a family of barins and

the boy of a family who were marabu to an agha.10

101n the pre-1939 situation, as we shall see in the
fcllowing sections, the inhabitants of Mount Moussa had
structured their social reality into the following
"strata" (the Arabic word tabagat 1is used by the
people): aghas were the highest in status followed by
barins.
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In addition, the issue cf the pre-1939 status
system was brought up several times throughout
interviews. For instance, in discussions about social
classes, the pre-1939 social categories were brought into
the analyses. Marriages between people of different pre-
1939 backgrounds are still rare and represent a challenge
to the established practices, as a woman involved in such

4 marriage put it:

"In accepting my husband's proposal to marry him, I was

defying the established order of things. We were of
different backgrounds. Our family was of a higher
position than that of my husband's. I would not call

this difference a class difference. We were as poor as
his family was at the time. It has more to do with the
position of the family in the original homeland. My
relatives were also opposed to the marriage for a very
good reason: my huspand was the only supporter for his
mother and his sister I was going to 1live 1in a
traditicnal manner. ?ccepted that challenge - for it
is a great challenge".l

Both aghas and barinc were considered to be aristocrats.
Marabus were the hereditary overseers of the estates of
aghas and barins. Kradjas were hereditary transporters of
the commodities of agahas and barins to cities.

1lthis is an extract from my interview of the family of
S.T., consisting of S.T., the head of the household, his
wife, their three children, and his unmarried sister and

widowed mother. He has control over all 1land and
property-holdings of the family. His occupation is to
take care of the family orchard - apple grove, he also

has rented semi-arid land plots (from local members of the
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Such attitudes and instances led me to develop an interest
in the past. I also felt a need to come to an
understanding of what these people meant. This study thus
begins with the reconstruction of the history of its

people prior to their uprootedness.

community who are no longer interested in agriculture) and
cultivates seasonal vegetables on them. He also owns his
agricultural machinery and works for wages in the service
of other members of the community who do not have such
machinery. His wife does not engage in any farm-work nor
in any wage-work, but is strictly a housewife. The
interview was conducted with all the members of the
household present, and everyone participated in the
discussions, with the exception of the children.
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CHAPTER ONE

THE "HABITUS" OF THE INHABITANTS OF

'ANJAR - HAOUCH MOUSSA:

THE PRE-1939 SOCIO-ECONOMIC AND POLITICAL CONDITIONS

The pre-1939 situation: Background Information

Many Armenians and some historians trace the
history of the inhabitants of 'Anjar to the first
millennium B.C. - the period in which Armenians spread
from the Armenian highland into ancient northern Syria,
where Mount Moussa - the homeland of the people in
gquestion - was located. However, there seems to be no
consensus regarding the origin of this population. There
are at least three different possible explanations: Some
argue that the inhabitants of Mount Moussa and the
vicinity settled in that area after the downfall of
Cilician Armenia in 1375 A.D. (i.e. the inhabitants of

Mount Moussa have been considered to be refugees from
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Cilician Armenia); others argue that these Armenian
populations pre-date the establishment of the first
Armenian State during the first millennium B.C.; and
finally, still others argue that the inhabitants in
question have immigrated from historical Armenia (see map
7) (see Andriassian 1967: 291-293). Basing his study on
linguistic analyses, Andriassian shows that the
inhabitants of Mount Moussa had migrated from the
Zankezour-Gharabagh region of Armenia during either the
reign of Tigran the Great (1st century B.C.) or around
539 A.D., when falling under Persian rule, some Armenian
populations were deported from their original homeland
communities and resettled in the region of Antioch (1967:

351) .

The region of Mount Moussa 1is rich with
archaeological remnants (or historical sites). 1n her
study of the legends of the inhabitants, Sonia Zeitlian
gives the description of several archaeological sites
(1973: 17-18). These remnants show that the inhabitants
had been living in the region of Mount Moussa at 1least

since the tenth century A.D.




In his unpublished memoirs, the late Serop
Cherbetjian traces the origin of some of the families to
seventeenth century Gharabagh - now a province of
Azerbaidjan SSR, and that of others to various regions of
the Armenian Cilicia. Most families 1living in 'Anjar at
present, however, trace their origin to the city of Ourfa
- Ethessia, while others trace their descent to Armenian
families from the various regions of cCilicia. (The
Abadjians and Kazandjians, for instance, trace their
descent to oOurfa. The Iskandarians of Haji Habibli, on
the other hand trace their background to Kiliss. Still
other families, such as the Stamboulians and the Filians
of Bitias trace their origin to a fission from the
village of Haji Habibli). The language spoken by the
inhabitants of Mount Moussa is an Armenian dialect which
has a strong resemblance to fifth century A.D. ancient
grabar (classical Armenian) in both its grammatical and
phonetic structure and form, along with some Arabic,
Persian-Iranian, Greek, French, English, Latin and Turkish

words (see Andriassian 1967: 307, 320-321).
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The earliest reference to the inhabitants of
Mount Moussa is found in a report from a certain father
Boghos Mihirian to the French consul in Bilan in 1773.
The inhabitants are said to have led an independent and
autonomous existence in their secluded mountain region
until the second half of the nineteenth century, when they
came into contact with other Armenians and the various

institutions of the Ottoman state (Koushakjian 1970: 46).




The villages of Mount Moussa

The history of the region can be divided into
the following periods: Antiquity - Phoenicean, Greek and
Roman epochs (Enfrey 1930), and a brief period in which
the region fell under the rule of the Armenian Xking,
Tigran the Great; the Middle Ages, which include the
period of the Arab conquest, the epsch of the Crusaders
and that of the Mamlouks (1252-1516); and finally, the

period starting after the Ottcman conquest.

After the Ottoman conquest in 1516 A.D. a re-
division of the region took place. The territory was
divided into Pachaliks or Wilayvets (states) each
comprising a group of Sanjaks (provinces). The villages
of Mount Moussa belonged to the sub-division of Souedieh,
in the Sanjak of Alexandretta (Iskandaroun) of the Wilayet

of Alep in Northern Syria.
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There were, originally, three villages in the

Mount Moussa region: These were a. Haji-Habibli, b.
Souretmehl or Yoghoun Oluk, the Keigh (lit. the

Village), and c. Keboussieh (Cherbetjian, S. Memoirs).

The territory of the Village is near the tenth
century Saint Thomas monastery, where in mid-September
pilgrims would crowd for a sacrificial meal (harissa) to
celebrate the recovery of the Cross by Queen Helen.
Overlooking the eastern Mediterranean seashore and 276
meters above it, the Village had, prior to the first Wworld
War, a population of 1233 inhabitants forming 255
families (Boursalian 1953: 5-6). Scarcity of water had
led to the decrease of its population. In search of water
many of its families had moved to the nearby relatively
more fertile regions and the result was the establishment

ot two additional villages: Wagqf and Iddeir or Khudr Beg.

The offshoot villages of Khudr Beg and Wagf had
a population of 145 families or 1149 inhabitants and 82

families or 470 inhabitants respectively (Boursalian 1953:

1 This is the term by which the Armenian name Sourp (lit.,
Saint) Thomas is recorded 1in the Ottoman archives,
according to Serop Cherbetjian's memoirs as well as
Koushakjian and Madourian 1970.
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12, 18). Khudr Beg (Kheder Beg or Bek), as its second
name, Iddeir - (Arabic deir means a monastery or a
shrine), suggests, was a holy place. It had a very

ancient and large tree, where the inhabitants used to burn

candles at night.

Haji-Habibli, located on the main route to
Antioch and Alep (Aleppo) had around 300 families or about
1300 inhabitants. Its inhabitants were mostly masons
famous for their construction of houses (stone buildings)

and water-canals. Oout of a fission of Haji-Habibli

another village, Bitias, was established about 200 years
ago. It had a population of 1050 inhabitants or 195
families in 1915. Bitias was the center for the worship

of the rain-prophet, Elias or Yeghia. On the Western end
of the mountain and on the ruins of the Seleucid port-city
was located Keboussieh and the shrine of Saint Sarkiss.
This last village had also scarcity of water. Its
inhabitants numbered 1125 people forming 251 families

(fcharkhoudian 1978 (Aztaq daily, April 3): 5).
In all villages, houses were constructed of
stones brought from the mountain, with wooden ceilings and

brick roofs. Houses were connected by narrow unpaved
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roads. Only the major roads joining the villages to major
cities were paved. On the latter, motor vehicles have
been used since the early twentieth century. Various
forms of sea-vessels were also used as means of

transportation.

Recollections of life in the villages of Mount
Moussa for the period covering the end of the nineteenth
and the beginning of the twentieth centuries tend to
present the.: as semi-autonomous, almost self-sufficient

communities. Indeed, each village had its own irrigated

land - though there was a scarcity of water in some
villages, and each had land for dry cultivation (for
vines, melons, figs, wheat, etc.). In addition, within

each village there were various industries, such as the
silk-industry, blacksmithing, <charcoal production,
weaving, making of wooden spoons, other utensils, combs,

pottery, etc. There were also mills.

Prior to the first World War the six villages
of Mount Moussa had a resident population of around 7000
inhabitants. Each village was semi-autonomous. Each had
its church, school, shops, coffee shops, fields, orchards,
craft-industries, etc. as well as political,

administrative officials and elected representatives.



An outline of the economy: the pre-1939 situation

Dburing the second half of the nineteenth
century and the first four decades of the twentieth
century, the inhabitants of Mount Moussa engaged both in
production for use-value, 1i.e. production for immediate
consumption, and production for exchange-v