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ABSTRACT
Despite low productivity in Lebanon’s agricultural economy,
neglected for finance and service sectors, land and labor
potential are very high. Literature on agrarian and food crises in
Lebanon remains sparse in agrarian studies journals and retains a
neoliberal developmentalist emphasis on food security rather
than food sovereignty. Using the framework of food regime
analysis, we analyze the historical developmental trajectory of the
West-Beqaa village of Machgara, and how Lebanese family
farmers are impacted by adverse incorporation into global
capitalism. Placing farmer testimonies in the context of greater
macro-historical chronologies, we see how reflections highlight
patterns of commodification of land, labor and food.
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Introduction

In 2016, Lebanese Central Bank, Banque du Liban (BdL) chairman Riyadh Salameh pursued
financial engineering mechanisms to increase Lebanon’s stalling and dwindling foreign
reserves. This involved swapping government debt for local cash. Since 2011, Lebanon has
facedadrop in its foreign reservesbywhich it is highlydependent,with thesefinancial engin-
eering methods generating huge profits for Lebanon’s commercial banks, while also secur-
ing the BdL with those dollars in the end. Financial engineering has brought in $5 billion in
from commercial banks to the BdL. This had an effect and implications on the massive
amounts of currency reserves Lebanon needs to maintain its peg. By early 2019, not only
did we see the capital inflows decreasing, as was observed first in 2011, a result of the neigh-
boringwar in Syria and souring relationswithWestern andGulf donor nations, but therewas
also a $3 billion dollar outflow of cash from the country observable in the first three quarters
of that year.1 Compounded by increased austerity measures introduced in the Lebanese
budget throughout 2019, which culminated to the WhatsApp tax, Lebanon first witnessed
its currency break from its artificially maintained peg and dive into free fall in August 2019.
By mid-2020, the 23-year-long exchange rate that put 1,500 Lebanese Lira (LL) to the
dollar plummeted to nearly 9000 LL to the dollar by July of that year. Depositors in small
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bank accounts across Lebanonhad lost access to their savings after strict capital controls pre-
vented people from accessing dollars in banks. At the same time, dollars became less acces-
sible and large depositors weremoving an estimated $16 billion in the first 10months of the
capital control ban, out of the country, severely affecting the nation’s dollar backed currency.
Additional austerity policies, pushedby the IMF earlier that year andpresented in the formof
the 6 cent ‘WhatsApp tax,’ along with the increasing prices of tobacco and fuel, sparked the
protests that began 17October 2019. Protestsmostly emerged in the cities articulating a cri-
tique of the political elites by focusing on issues of corruption, soaring inflation, youth unem-
ployment. Largely absent in the discourses of the movement were issues of land, food, and
agriculture, and the voices of farmers, especially those from the rural Lebanese fabric. Nowa-
days, the contributions of family farmers are neglected in the Lebanese political economy.
While farmers make up around 20–25% of the labor force in Lebanon as a whole (down
from nearly 50% in 1971), with up to 80% in the poorer regions, their labor makes up only
around 3% of GDP, as opposed to the early 1970s when agriculture comprised around
20% of GDP (Sadr 1971; UNDP 2018). In Lebanon’s poorest rural regions of Akkar, the North-
ern Beqaa, as well as in the South, up to 80 percent of the local GDP comes from agriculture.
The productive sector makes up just 16 percent of total GDP, while the service sector makes
up around 75 percent of GDP and industry around 21 percent (McKinsey Co 2018).

Military conflicts in the region historically contributed to destruction of the agricultural
sector and severing of regional inter-Arab trade networks (Kadri 2016). The agricultural
crisis in the MENA is the result of decades of economic neo-liberalization, environmental
destruction, and war, which massively affected land access and livelihood strategies of
family farmers (Bush 2016). These effects are the outcomes of a historical trajectory of
colonialism and post-colonial transition into neoliberal economic dependency. Some
scholars have linked the crisis in the agricultural sector in Lebanon to the regional war,
a significant impediment to agricultural development given that Syria represented Leba-
non’s main trading partner (Zurayk, Eckart Woert, and Bahn 2018). The effects of the war
on Syria, a country that had been rural Lebanon’s closest regional agrarian trade partner,
plummeted regional exports in this region to around 10%, whereas it had been about
30% prior to 2014 (Atlas of Lebanon 2019). This is especially significant given rural
West Beqaa’s reliance on Syria as a primary agricultural market for trade and exports.

Mainstream discourse of development agencies interpret crisis as resulting from lack of
adequate technologies,malfunctioningvalue chains, informal land tenure regimes andscar-
city of arable landandwater availability, corruption, lack of entrepreneurial or business skills,
or farmers’ resistance to innovation by technocrats (FAO 2020). These arguments only
provide surface level technical explanations (and solutions) ignoring historically driven pol-
itical and economic structures that have contributed to shaping the character of agriculture.
Particularly, they neglect the role of financialization on the Lebanese economy, ignore the
atrophy of the external markets and food import dependency, and the inequalities of land
control and access, all elements which are connected to historical process of the integration
of Lebanon into the world capitalist system.

The paper contributes to the current debates about the crisis of agriculture and family
farming in Lebanon interrogating the macroeconomic drivers of the agrarian crisis from a
historical perspective and exploring the socio-economic implications of this crisis on
small-scale family farmers. It adopts the lens of food regimes analysis elaborated by Fried-
mann and McMichael (1989), placing particular emphasis on the ways in which Lebanon’s
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historical integration in the international food regime shaped land distribution and
access, agrarian social relations and rural livelihoods. We combine the macro-historical
and politico-economic perspective ‘from above’, which is typical of food regime analysis,
with qualitative, place-based empirical research based on fieldwork in the rural commu-
nity of Machgara and semi-structured qualitative interviews with a dozen of local family
farmers, in order to provide a view ‘from below’ and offer an understanding on the ways in
which food regime dynamics affect rural livelihoods in a specific locality.

Machgara is situated in the West Beqaa, historically part of the Jabal ‘Amil region,
which has corresponded to the Southern Lebanon mountainous region from Saida at
its easternmost border, the Qaroun lake at its uppermost boundary to the west and
encompassing everything south of that. While Machgara is highly agrarian dependent,
it does not suffer from the poverty of Akkar or the northern Beqaa. This is most likely
due to the high number of expats in the village, which brings the population up to a
total of nearly 14,000 from its year-round population of 8000 (Khalaf 2019).

Machgara is endowed with historically abundant aquifers, good soil, and forestry.
Over 30% of the land’s area is agricultural, with an estimated 2250 households depen-
dent on agriculture as a primary source of income (UNDP 2018). This amounts to
around a quarter of the village’s year-round population and signals a locale that still
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practices family farming. In what follows the paper provides: (1) an exploration of the
current debates and analytical usefulness of the food regime theoretical framework,
with a particular reference to its application to the Middle East, a region whose
dynamics of land and agrarian change are comparatively under-researched; (2) an his-
torical periodization of the different phases of incorporation of Lebanon’s agriculture
within the international food regime with an emphasis on changes in land tenure
and use, and rural livelihoods; (3) an analysis of the main drivers and implications of
the current agrarian crisis from farmers perspectives under current neoliberal corporate
food regime.

Case studies in uneven incorporation

Debates on agrarian questions in Lebanon (and the MENA region at large) in most jour-
nals on peasant studies and agrarian change are rare (Ajl 2020). The Arab world in specific
is often excluded from conventional studies and analysis of Global South political
economy (Baumann 2015). Furthermore, where this literature is present, questions of
imperialism and the broader set of geo-political relationship between the global north
and global south economies are omitted from the analysis (Ajl 2020). Similarly, the exist-
ing literature on agriculture in Lebanon fails to place its impacts in the context of US
financial hegemony .

Food regime analysis offers an historically informed macroeconomic framework on the
relationship between political hegemonies and the patterns of agricultural production,
circulation and consumption on a global scale. It points to the power asymmetries and
wealth inequalities which consolidated relations of (inter)dependence between northern
and southern countries starting from the structuring of the first food regime pivoted
around the import of food products from settler colonies like United States, Canada,
New Zealand and Australia towards Europe (McMichael and Friedmann 1989). Food
regime theory highlights shifts in the dynamics of industry and agriculture in the
context of a global transnational economy, where the internationalization of agribusiness
undermines the role of the state in agriculture. In Global South nations particularly, pro-
letarianization of farmers and import dependency are among the most defining, and dis-
astrous, features of this dynamic (McMichael and Friedmann 1989, 105). More specifically,
food regime theory spearheads analysis of

the international state system; international divisions of labor and patterns of trade; the ‘rules’
and discursive (ideological) legitimations of different food regimes; relations between agricul-
ture and industry, including technical and environmental change in farming; dominant forms
of capital and their modalities of accumulation; social forces (other than capitals and states);
the tensions and contradictions of specific food regimes; and transitions between food
regimes. (Bernstein 2016, 611)

A popular criticism of food regime analysis is that it fails to account for local trajectories
of change and is, as a framework, reductive (Henderson 2017; Goodman and Watts 1994;
1997). Furthermore, the theoretical shortcomings of food regime theory’s application to
local social conditions have been raised by contemporary scholars of peasant studies
within the framework itself. Tilzey, for example, argues that Friedmann and McMichael
overlook local class relations in their analysis and definitions of capitalism and the relation
of capital to the state is ‘undertheorized’ (Tilzey 2017). Bernstein (2016) also raises the
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critical question of the absence of peasants in the analysis of the first two food regimes,
which analytically appear only in the Third Food Regime.

Several scholars have extended food regime analysis to the Arab world. Woertz (2013),
for example, pointed to the centrality of the ‘food for oil’ geopolitics in shaping the
relationship between Western and Arab countries. Martiniello and Bush (2017) linked
the incorporation of the MENA region in the international food system to the colonial
and post-colonial agrarian modernizations and the contemporary patterns of food depen-
dency. Similarly, Ayeb and Bush connected neoliberal agrarian reforms in the Western-
backed regimes of Hosni Mubarak, former president of Egypt, and Zine el Abideen Ben
Ali of Tunisia, as the catalyst for small farmer landlessness, rural poverty, and land frag-
mentation in the countryside (Ayeb and Bush 2019).

Applying food regime analysis to Egypt, Henderson notes how Gulf finance capital
shaped Egypt’s corporate food system and agribusiness, acting as a regional hegemon
in exporting capital while simultaneously ensuring access to imported food from
poorer countries in the Arab world (2017). Countries have abandoned national strategies
of food security under neoliberal reforms to concentrate on exporting agricultural com-
modities produced on a large-scale to the Gulf while importing cheap food, especially
cereals and meat (Martiniello and Riachi 2019). This model of capitalist agribusiness press-
ures poorer Arab nations with high productivity demands of capital-intensive inputs and
technologies (generally coming from high-income countries), working to the advantage
of the core countries as the GCC acts as a reliable arbitrator between Western finance
capital and political hegemony in the Arab World. Instrumental to the consolidation of
this agro-industrial capital-intensive export-oriented model, it is the notion of market-
based or trade-based food security, which, pushed by International Financial Institutions
(IFIs), contributes to the adverse integration of the region into the circuits of the global
capitalist economy (Martiniello and Riachi 2019). This emphasis on food security has
been instrumental in undermining the need, rather, for food sovereignty, with food sover-
eignty being the most effective challenge to the global food regime. The construction of
the postwar Lebanese economy around investment and market orientation, in turn,
shaped a definition of food security characterized by the ability to purchase food on
the global markets. This paradigm predisposes the nation to high food costs and food
import dependency (Martiniello and Bush 2017, 194–195).

Methodologically, we draw upon Philip McMichael’s (1990, 2000) notion of incorpor-
ated comparison. Incorporated comparison is an analytical procedure in which theory
is constructed through history rather than having concepts and social categories con-
structed purely in abstraction. Against the idea of a preconceived totality in which the
parts are subordinated to the whole through a causal relationship (Tilly 1984), McMichael
(1990) constructs the idea of an emergent totality where the parts are relational cat-
egories that reveal and realize the changing whole. This methodological strategy analyses
cases relationally, as constitutive of an evolving macro historical process. The aim here is
to grapple with historical specificity and geographical particularity while simultaneously
considering the macro forces and processes in which the region is embedded. In this
sense, we propose an iterative method by putting at the center of the analysis the political
history of Lebanon’s incorporation within the world capitalist system as a constitutive
element in the determination of the character of its integration and the associated trajec-
tories of economic and social change.
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Lebanon’s integration into the international food regime: Machgara in
the long duree

The first food regime (1870s to 1930s) involved the raising of taxes through agricultural
production and maintenance of the expansive and consuming Ottoman empire (Marti-
nello and Riachi 2019; Woertz 2013; Sadr 1971). Three quarters of the Lebanese popu-
lation resided in the countryside, drawing their living from the land (Quataert 2001,
44). The agricultural composition of the area during this time was primarily grain
based, with about 80% of lands cultivated for cereals (Issawi 1988, 271).

The transition from agriculture being the locus of fueling Ottoman military expan-
sion to private property was a feature in the lead up to the Ottoman Empire’s
decline, when the emergence of private landownership came with the transfer of taxa-
tion power to localized wealthy notables in Lebanon (Woertz 2013). The main tax-col-
lecting feudal families in Machgara at this time were the Christian Traboulsis and Rizks,
whose influence consolidated especially following the transitory period of land refor-
mation of 1858–1861 (Traboulsi 2004, 53). The land laws of 1858 were foundational
in legalizing private property of land and orienting land cultivation and organization
towards export (Beinin 2001, 51). These laws, as Beinin explains, had an effect of
reaffirming state authority over tax-farmed lands, organize tax-collection, and reinforce
patrilineage.

Before the Second World War, the Middle East was a net grain exporter, and low
economic activity in the Western world during the Great Depression and into the
Second World War left, for the Middle East, an absence of foreign competition and
that coincided with an increase in inter-regional trade in the Arab World increasing
from 7 percent to 33 percent in 1938 (Wilmington 1952). Import substitution industri-
alization policies began to take off throughout the 1940s and 1950s in the Arab World,
encouraged by the British-based Middle Eastern Supply Centre (MESC), as nationalist
and socialist policies of land redistribution sought to address hindered productivity
in the countryside and bolster national development (Woertz 2013, 13). The US occu-
pation of Lebanon in 1958 sought to cement US-allies in the Middle East, ensure
support for the Baghdad Pact and crush the potential of both Nasserite and Soviet sen-
timents in the region, as a continuation of the effort to sever Lebanon from Syria and
integrate Beirut fully into the Western orbit. Without similar nationalist land reforms,
local landlords that had gained authority in the transfer of political power from the
Ottoman Empire to the French Mandate reaped the most from agriculture’s brief
boom in the 1950s and 1960s, where rural poverty by those that worked land but
owned little to no land themselves increased (FAO 2016). The historical relationship
Lebanon had to colonial powers was vested in perpetuating the dispossession and
capture of resources (Kadri 2014, 32). This continued over to the post-independence
age as Lebanon turned into an intermediary of finance-capital exchange between
the Gulf and the West. Lebanon, a free market island amidst nationalist and socialist
Syria, Iraq, and Egypt, was seen as a prime opportunity for the US to make economic
incursions, which would further divorce Lebanon from both the agrarian and political
economy of neighboring Syria. Public Law 480 flooded Lebanon with 65,000 tons of US
wheat under the pretext of drought season relief. It was part of the United States’
‘Food for Peace’ program, which enabled ‘friendly countries’ that were also ‘food
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deficit’ to purchase grain from the US at preferential prices.2 These exports were sup-
ported by grain subsidies given to US farmers met with reduced loan rates, incentiviz-
ing the mass export of cheaply made US grain that, in outcompeting the world market,
were an effective mechanism of establishing political and economic dominance (Ramey
2014, 486). Public Law 480 was critical in transforming many countries of the global
south into grain importers, which also allowed the US to sell off surplus stocks of
wheat bolstered by its domestic subsidy policies.

Land taxes on uncultivated land was repealed in 1959, thereby encouraging more rural
families to practice agriculture (Clerc 2013). However, efforts at redistributing land and
wealth, reforming land tenure, or protecting farmers were little to none. A Soviet source
counted 20 workers strikes in one month of 1960 alone (Issawi 1964). Peasants continued
nationwide revolts against agribusinessmonopolies, and tobacco farmers, unable to sell at
fair and higher prices, refused to deliver their product (Traboulsi 2007, 146–147).

Though the Lebanese Directorate of Cooperatives at one time had provided the insti-
tutional capacity for local, agricultural cooperatives to provide inputs and resources to
small family farmers, these institutions have, as many of the farmers described, no
longer served or fulfilled their intended function. This has occurred in line with the
general trend of state decay in Lebanon further fragmented by war, where even the foun-
dation of social welfare infrastructure is absent. Plagued by a weak economy whose short-
lived institutional and industrial bases had been compromised by chronic colonial rule,
resources are reaccumulated to the benefit of powers in the Global North and their
regional compradors, while depriving local working classes of the means of accessing
and benefitting from domestic means of production (Kadri 2014). In post war Lebanon,
this relationship was furthered by the rentier regime and unequal exchange and austerity
policies that undervalued labor and production. After 1990, a year that marked the insti-
tutions’ integration into the Lebanese Ministry of Agriculture, the cooperative sector had
also, in a fractured free market, come to represent the interests of capital over the inter-
ests of organized labor. Given that Lebanon had never rebounded its productive capacity
from repeated war, the prolonged perpetuation of state and institutional fragmentation
compounded historical trajectories of classist sectarianism that upheld the rule of confes-
sional merchant classes, that, in turn, stripped the Lebanese peasant class of ownership
over their resources and labor (Amel 1986; Kadri 2014, 33). The distribution of resources
and funds digressed from a formerly autonomous to one on a ‘clientelist and political
affiliation basis,’ funded mostly by international NGO donorship (Hamade 2019). The
role of these mainly inactive cooperatives largely became relegated to the distribution
of pesticides and fertilizers by large suppliers through international donors – a pattern
that began as early as the 1950s with the early proliferation of additional cooperatives
– further encouraging the use of these inputs on farms (Ghadban 2013). The farmers’
role, too, vis a vis the cooperative, would be little more than clients of political parties
or private agencies rather than as citizens, matching the reproduction of ‘Arab bourgeoise
hegemony’ institutionally that relegated social infrastructure such as cooperatives to fac-
tional tools upholding the continued unequal accumulation of private capital rather than

2Congress, U.S., 1954 Hearings before Subcommittee of House Committee on Appropriations, Consisting of Messrs.
Bingham, Gillett, Brick, Livingston, and Burleson. Charge of the Legislative, Executive, and Judicial Appropriation Bill
for 1909.
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operating as civil institutional mechanisms protecting organized labor. In this case, the
role of the cooperative, normatively a tool for the farmer to market their labor, became
a mechanism for Western petrochemical distribution.

The collapse of Bretton Woods, beginning in 1971 had ushered in a balance-of-pay-
ments surplus for the US that projected it into a global campaign to sell off as many of
its assets as possible (Hudson 2003). This required the use of global south export
markets, which included agricultural surpluses. The United States landed a prime agricul-
tural import market in Lebanon after 1974. That year, the value of US agricultural exports
boomed from $25 million in fiscal year 1973 to $57 million by 1974, the latter year
marking around the end of the collapse of the Bretton Woods System (Kurtzig 1974).
The post-Bretton Woods institutional arrangement after 1974, coinciding with the fall
out of the Vietnam war, drove the US into finding export markets for excess capital,
vested in protecting US industrial and agricultural exports at the expense of agricultural
and industrial sovereignty and prosperity in the periphery (Hudson 2003, 187). To elimin-
ate all export competition from global south agro-economies, the World Bank and IMF
had designed their programs to facilitate the sustaining of large-scale exports that
required the undermining of local industrial and agricultural sectors (Hudson 2003,
185). At the same time by 1975, the year that marked the start of the 15-year-long Leba-
nese civil war, several foreign NGOs began to dominate the rural sphere in Lebanon, capi-
talizing off the weakened state institutional capacity that civil war had added into an
already laissez faire economic sphere (Saadeh 2020).

By the late 1970s, these external price shocks in the market, which the agribusiness
cash-crop economy became highly tied to, negatively affected farmers. The state con-
tinued to neglect ensuring protection for farmers, especially as the state moved from ‘a
civil service to a self-service mentality’ (Saadeh 2020). The struggling aspects of the
agricultural sector and the existing inequalities in wealth and land that were increas-
ingly pronounced during the Golden Age would further be devastated by the Civil
War and the Zionist occupation. Machgara was under occupation from 1982 to 1985.
The start of the civil war had already displaced many family farmers, landowners,
and fellahin to outmigration for either economic reasons or due to occupation. The
agrarian market became paralyzed by the closure of roads, the halting of transport
routes, and the occupation and destruction of Lebanese farmland and villages. The
sharp uptake in inflation accompanied the sharp and drastic decline in Gross National
Product for agriculture post 1986.

By 1986, the effects of occupation had made agriculture a heavily disenfranchised and
deprived sector. As one farmer added:

There was no freedom of movement for the farmers, and challenges in movement meant
farmers can’t drive to Beirut to sell in the markets. They cut off the roads of access
between their farms and Beirut. There became a lot of challenges from this. Prices fell a
lot, lower and much lower than now. Agriculturalists lost everything and people lost their
farms in the tons. (Local Farmer Interview 2020).

The lira plummeted, and Lebanon faced a stark inflation; though the inflation rate
hovered around 10% to 20% between 1981 and 1984, in 1985 it shot up to 95% (Boustany
1987). The political crisis intersected with economic crisis, and the culmination of both
was felt very strongly in the countryside. The relations of laborers to land had been
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severed by occupation, and, in turn, the ability to produce from land was hampered by
macroeconomic problems.

The post-1991 period occurred within the neoliberal (and third) corporate food regime
of high exports of capital from the Western world that pushed export-oriented agribusi-
ness further in the Global South. The collapse of the post-Bretton Woods global and
financial institutional arrangement resulted in a proliferation of neoliberal economic
and political regimes worldwide throughout the 1970–1980s. In Lebanon, the prolifer-
ation of neoliberalism took root in the post-war reconstruction era in the throes of
Hariri’s neoliberal economic regime. International spending from petroleum exports
both expanded the regional and international integration of the Gulf economies into
US finance dominated global markets (Baumann 2012, 59). Rafic Hariri, who amassed
his wealth as a contractor in Saudi Arabia before ascending to the position as Lebanese
prime minister first in 1992 post-war, launched a neoliberal reconstruction program and
shaped an economy defined by the rentier politics. After the civil war, economic growth
had fallen over 12 percent between 1991 and 1995 (FAO 2016). Patronage in the Lebanese
institutional framework had followed the rise of corruption as the ‘slow dismantling of
state institutions’ gave way for less regulation and rule of law, economically and admin-
istratively (Saadeh 2020). An emphasis on rebuilding the Lebanese economy around
rentier sectors and the attraction of investment from abroad accompanied this structural
defunding of productive sectors (Baroudi 2002). In the 14 years after 1991, the Ministry of
Agriculture received an average of just 0.87 percent of the total state budget yearly
(Ghadban 2013). Offering little to no funds and resources going to farmers, or to well-
managed institutions that can best manage and assist farmer livelihoods and rural com-
munity development, shows how, as one respondent said, ‘the Lebanese government
killed agriculture.’

The 1997 peg, overvaluing the Lebanese lira at 1507 lira to the dollar, guaranteed an
import-advantage from the US and EU at the expense of local products and industries.
Agricultural growth and development, sidelined by these economic policies centered
around the rentier economy, further suffered from free trade agreements signed in
1997 with the Arab League Free Trade Agreement (GAFTA), the European Union in
2005, and Syria in 2000, which had begun to enter in its own neoliberal and free
market transformation that year (FAO 2016, 60). In the last couple of decades, family
farmers in Lebanon have been made exceptionally vulnerable to unfair competition,
uneven landholding, climate change, inaccessible inputs, price shocks and lack of assist-
ance, (FAO 2016); and from long-term land tenure insecurity (Sadr 1971). With the
absence of state intervention – a byproduct of lack of state sovereignty – to ensure plan-
ning and provision for small-scale family farmers, Lebanon’s integration into the neolib-
eral food regime coincides with livelihood deterioration for family farmers, powerless
against Washington’s internationally-dictated food regime.

In Lebanon, agricultural land (suitable for crops and grazing) as a percentage of total
land area increased from 54% in 1964 to 66% in 2006 (World Bank 2021). At the same time,
arable land decreased from its 1971 peak at 23.46% to a low of just 11% in 2011.3 The
rapid development and cultivation of this land, occurring over a course of decades that
saw family farmers leaving agriculture, shows the predominance of agribusiness in the

3Land abandoned because of shifting cultivation is excluded. World Bank 2021. Arable land (% of land area).

THE JOURNAL OF PEASANT STUDIES 9



Lebanese agro-economy in consumption, increasing yield, and agricultural profit while
underutilizing and undervaluing local labor reserves. Agribusiness, favoring those with
larger landholdings and greater access to capital-intensive inputs was pushed by devel-
opment agencies, such as USAID, which pushes profit-driven sales of high value and
water intensive produce and flowers through supporting expensive, high-technology
strategies for farms that that have access to those resources (Bush 2016, 9). Of the rec-
ommendations by UNDP in 2016 were to ‘enhance agricultural marketing (FAO 2016)
with techniques that would integrate technology, research, and public-private partner-
ships in the agricultural sector’ (UNDP 2016).

The third food regime’s effect in rural Lebanon was given more of a chance to prolifer-
ate under the institutional vacuum brought on by the civil war. As both Dixon and Hen-
derson note, Gulf capital has played a pivotal role in shaping land control, facilitating
financialization, and driving agribusiness in Egypt and elsewhere in the Arab world (Hen-
derson 2017). Following 1992, the reconstruction era brought in an influx of capital into
Lebanon generated not by labor but by the exchange of financial assets reflected in the
investment into the real estate and tourism sectors as well as credit and finance. Finance
capital and biotechnology, particularly in the rural sphere, have been other mediums in
which US capital undermined the role of the state (Pechlaner and Otero 2008, 353). Fol-
lowing the onset of the civil war, two factors in agriculture would be the result of the com-
plete institutional collapse of the nation: the destruction of the export market and further
NGO-ization. The third food regime, bringing with it global corporate governance of food,
has contested the role of state systems in organizing resources and capital to their sub-
jects (Pechlaner and Otero 2008). No event can be more representative of international
finance capital’s cooptation of state institutions and other organizations where Lebanese
rural workers typically exercised their leverage over the means of production than the dis-
integration of coops and unions.

Smallholders marginalization in the neoliberal food regime

The 13 farmers included in this study, residents of the West Beqaa village of Machgara
either worked on or owned family land in the village proper or in the village periphery.
Their testimonies reveal key themes and consequences of the reality of agricultural degra-
dation and decline in Lebanon. All but one were men, older in age, and were longtime,
native habitants of the village with a near lifetime history and personal experience in agri-
culture. In what follows we identify key thematic areas which result from the synthesis of
semi-structured interviews with farmers and other key stakeholders.

Land inequalities, fragmentation and loss

The 2010 General Agricultural Census in Lebanon recorded 169,512 agricultural holdings
amounting to 2,309,942 dunums of farmland, a 7% reduction from 194,829 holdings total-
ing 2,479,896 dunums in 1998. According to the 2010 national agricultural census,
farming units holding less than 1 ha (Ha, equivalent to 10 dunum) represent 70% of
the total number in Lebanon. Yet large landholdings take a disproportionate share of
total land cultivation. Farms under 1 Ha (10 Dn) make up only 18.2 percent of the land
combined whereas the largest (farms of more than 500 Dn, or 50 Ha) which represent
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only 0.2% of farms take up 11.6% of total farming surface area (FAO 2016). All farmers sur-
veyed in Machgara held between 5 and 20 dunums of land, or half to 2 Ha, well below the
5-Ha upper limit of what is classified as a smallholder farm. Nine out of 13 farmers inter-
viewed held less than 1 ha of land, with one holding 1.2, in line with general statistics of
Lebanese landholdings that show that 75% of farmers own less than 1 ha (Bush 2016, 7).
This trend of agricultural land loss at the expenses of concrete expansion and the con-
struction boom which has broader spatial implications is confirmed in studies about
the spatial implications and drivers of agrarian change (Thomson, Gharios, and Zurayk
2023). Available farmland has been quickly lost to urban exploitation in many rural and
peri urban areas, and land fragmentation has rendered, in this environment, the costs
to farming exceptionally high. In line with farmer responses, the main reasons attributed
to the loss of this land were the ‘cessation of activity deemed unprofitable by inhabitants
of most remote areas’4 as well as encroachment of natural lands by urban exploitation.
This mainly was a result of the high costs of agriculture, where both production and
the monopoly on imported inputs are beneficial to large, agri-food producers with econ-
omic or political connections to governmental elites or with import monopolies. As
owners of capital, access to markets and resources in the corporate food regime has
aggravated disparities in land holdings; those with over 10 hectares, or 100 dunums, com-
prise only 20% of farmers but use up nearly a third of all arable farmland (Bush 2016, 7).5

War and conflict

According to the World Bank, Lebanon is classified among 35 of the most ‘fragile and
conflict affected countries in 2016. As Kadri argues, war is the vehicle of the Global
North’s creation and consolidation of surplus-value and power in the Arab region’
(Kadri 2014). Lebanon’s history of imperialist-driven conflict and war, from the 15-year-
long civil war to invasions from Israel, and, most recently, the consequences of war in
neighboring Syria, have kept family farming unsustainable and inaccessible. Conflict
affected countries, while accounting for 10.6% of global agricultural land, only contribute
0.95% to global GDP (Zurayk, Eckart Woert and Bahn 2018 ). The Lebanese family farmers
in our sample did not face the rural poverty that other conflict-affected countries in the
global south experience, mainly due to the lack of reliance on family farming as a primary
source of income. Factors such as reliance on remittances from family abroad and the
high degree of pluriactivity have allowed farmers to maintain their lands despite the prac-
tice no longer constituting a primary source of living. The aftermath of the civil war, which
had fragmented agricultural roads and routes, damaged the economy, and dissipated the
state, had contributed to the destruction of the agricultural economy, particularly dimin-
ishing the ability of family farming to take place, evidenced by many farmers indicating
the mid-1980s as the significant turning point to Lebanon’s agricultural decline. Most
recently, the prolonged Syrian crisis caused further disruption to Lebanese agriculture,
cutting off the Lebanese hinterland from the Damascus highway, its main eastern trade
route.

4FAO 2016, 11
510 hectares is technically speaking far from a ‘large scale farm.’ It falls within the lower end of the range of medium-scale
farms, typically categorized as those between 5 and 100 hectares.
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Financialization of the economy

The integration of smallholders within national and global agricultural value chains, has
been seen by global development agencies as the sine qua non for rural development
and poverty reduction. The financialization of the Lebanese economy undermined the
economic infrastructure for local production by reorienting the rentier economy away
from labor-intensive agriculture and industry. Machgara farmers have experienced
adverse incorporation (see Martiniello 2017) from integration as weak rings within
value chains placing them in a subordinate position vis a vis other more powerful
players along the chain (middleman, traders, private companies, monopolists). These
become aggravated by heavy dependence on external inputs and rising levels of indebt-
edness and political marginalization. Soaring costs of inputs, thanks to dollarization, have
been an astronomical burden for small-scale family farmers. Lebanon is the fourth heavi-
est user of NPK fertilizer in the Arab world, using 414 kg per hectare. It tops the Arab world
in the largest number of pesticides used per hectare at 5.5 kg/ha (Bashour, Tolba, and
Saab 2008, 140). The exhaustion of pesticides and fertilizers in the Lebanese countryside
is facilitated by the monopoly of private, Western distributive suppliers who control the
distribution and supply of pesticides that come into the country (Nasr 1978; Ghadban
2013, 109).

Most farmers traced the introduction of pesticides to Machgara’s agriculture in line
with the proliferation of apple farming. These pesticides, imported from Sweden,
France, and Germany would play a transformative role in production in the short term,
with their environmental and economic implications appearing much later. This was a
consequence of what was essentially the ‘Western capitalist domination of Lebanese agri-
culture’ that facilitated the monopolization and increase of price of chemical inputs, and,
from price hikes, pesticide and petrochemical importers accumulated over 300% in
surplus profit (Nasr 1978).

Tinkering with agroecology

Agroecological techniques and alternative strategies were present, and among those
practiced included the substitution of pesticides and chemicals for manure-based
fertilizers:

Now the chemicals are expensive, but we farmers are starting to put fertilizer or mulch, which
is 5,000 LL a bag. Compare that with a half-liter of chemicals that’s 70,000 LL. And 70,000 LL.6

worth is going to do what? Not feed two trees! 50 kilos (of chemical) worth will cover about 10
trees only. (Local Farmer Interview, March 2020)

Additionally, crop diversification is another strategy employed by Machgara farmers,
especially in recent years. Because the tree crops Lebanese farmers are accustomed to
growing are petrochemical and water intensive and an increasingly unreliable source of
income, switching over to lower yield but more reliable staple and sustenance crops has
enabled farmers to plant for sustenance instead of agribusiness. One farmer reportedly
switching from high value, cash crop fruits to planting olives, a tree crop lower yields but
less pesticide-intensive and prone to crop failure. Though farmers retain a habitual

6At the time of interviewing, 5000 LBP was equivalent to $2, and 70,000 LBP about $25.
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dependence on pesticides and chemicals, the 2019/2020 growing season represented a
slight shift to lower-input growing (FAO 2020). Strategies of input substitution (fertilizers
or manures instead of other petrochemicals), crop rotation, crop diversification, or crop sub-
stitution weren’t necessarily conscious acts of sustainability, but cost-effective responses to
increasing costs and decreasing quality and access to inputs – i.e. the theft of labor value by
Western extortion of productions’ means. We find broader confirmation about the exist-
ence of these agricultural adaptation practices elsewhere in the Beqaa valley as farmers
adopt these strategies for economic rather than ecological reasons despite their more
direct confrontations with challenges of climate change (Al Dirani et al. 2021).

These strategies come as farmers incur high debts due to the rising costs of inputs,
especially during the currency crisis. According to farmers, the prices of inputs tripled
on average from mid-2019 to Spring 2020.7 As the LBP faced a devaluation from its 23-
year-long peg at 1507 LBP to the dollar, it lost over 85% of its value by July 2020, exchan-
ging on the black market over 9200 LBP to the dollar.8 Given Lebanon’s structural depen-
dency on imports, drastic shortages and prices that have doubled or tripled in markets
have had drastic effects on farmers, many who testified in concurrence with one
farmer’s claim that ‘the costs of inputs have increased by over 100%.’ Recent studies
have found Lebanon’s Consumer Price Index as increased accordingly, hiking up prices
of goods from an average of 25% to 75%, ‘threatening the livelihood of thousands of resi-
dents who make their income in LBP,’ a category which includes farmers (Oxfam; Abdo,
Abed, and Ayoub 2020, 11). During this time, the inflation rate soared from 11.4% in Feb-
ruary 2020–56.5% in May of that year (Central Administration of Statistics 2021). To
finance their continued use of the inputs they had grown so dependent on, the
farmers had to incur increasing costs of social production amidst decreasing revenue
and income from their product. Costs incurred from reliance and overdependence on
these inputs have driven farmers into debts. Sharecroppers recall struggling with
‘taking out debts’ of informal loans given by ‘stores, shops, where a [clerk] will give
another bottle or input needed and the farmer will sell his product and pay the [clerk]
back.’ The problem, unfortunately, in his words, is that ‘with apple prices so low, we
can’t even repay our debts’ (Local Farmer Interview, March 2020). Cash-crop and intensive
commercial agriculture have only increased since the early to mid-twentieth century, but
pest invasions and plant diseases in recent years were further testaments to the decreas-
ing quality of petro-chemicals. Yet despite the current price of pesticides and other pet-
rochemicals being the top grievance of farmers, farmers in Machgara nonetheless remain
highly reliant on petrochemicals. Whereas farmers reported using one pesticide, typically
the organophosphate DEMOL, in the past, now, cheaper ‘random chemicals’ are imported
without oversight and regard for quality: ‘if there is a chemical that is expired even the
date of expiration is changed. You come to remove the label as you’re in the middle of
the field’ (Local Farmer Interview, April 2020). Complaining of the ineffectiveness was a
sign of the extent of this dependency that did not see petrochemical use as the
problem, but a necessary component of family farming and successful agricultural yields.

7Two local farmer interviews testified to the tripling of prices for petrochemicals and tools such as farming shears due to
the import dependency, which has made input prices soar and output prices lower than ever. In addition to no longer
being able to sell their products on the market even pre-Covid, the level of hyperinflation in Lebanon reduced purchas-
ing power by half by April 2020 and down to nearly a sixth by fall 2020 (FAO 2020).

8As we speak (2023) the dollar hovers around 90,000 LPB.
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Pluriactivity and deagrarianization

The classification of family farming as a ‘unit of production’ involving a ‘transmission of
heritage’ and land, though in one sense has kept these small landholders tied to and
continuing to farm, has left little incentive for farming to be passed onto younger gen-
erations. It is true that in recent years, the primary stewards of family farmland were
older and retired family members farming recreationally, with their small plots cohabit-
ing bought off land that had since been built upon or abandoned. One farmer said that
a ‘personal love of land’ kept him farming, but ‘degraded terraces’ which correspond to
‘abandoned land’ were a common sight signaling areas in which the abandonment of
farmland due to tree crop farming’s unprofitability had taken place (Local Farmer
Interview, May 2020).

With the effects of adverse incorporation resulting in an inability to sustain family
farming as a source of living, farmers for decades have been primarily reliant on other
sources of income to supplement, if not substitute, farm labor. As one farmer, who com-
plains of ‘putting more into [the land] than you get out of it now’ says that while his family
continues to farm, it is just ‘a side activity,’ to his son and his wife’s’ full-time labor in the
city. In the past, urban labor brought supplemental capital into the countryside, yet, in
recent years, external sources of income and labor from younger, urban, and expat
family members to older farmers has become a primary, rather than supplemental,
source of sustenance:

Farming is still going on. To this day. It hasn’t gone away and we are still farming. Every
household and situation are different. One person has remittances from a family member
abroad, one works on a parallel market selling agricultural products while farming.
Another has a son or family member working as an employee that supplements the
income that way. (Local Farmer Interview, April 2020)

The dependency of Lebanese farmers on other sources of income, whether they be
from remittances, other labor, other family members’ income, or clientelist connections,
is also known as pluriactivity or ‘part-time-farming’ (Van der Ploeg 2016), in this case
resulting from endless de-agrarianization.

De-development of the state, abandonment of the countryside

The de-development of the Arab state through Lebanon’s incorporation into the US-
driven global capitalist system eroded the very institutions that guaranteed farmers’
ability to engage in social reproduction. Lebanese peasants and farmers did not have
the supports to the sector which existed in Nasser’s Egypt or Hafez al-Assad’s Syria,
states that rejected both political and economic subservience to the US. The initiatives
that characterized the state-building years in Lebanon post-World War II were reflected
in farmers’ responses as a semblance of a supportive state instituting mechanisms of
social reproduction in the farming sector, albeit in a Western-friendly, capitalist one,
still a far cry from the present neoliberal arrangement that had rendered such liveli-
hoods impossible. The social dichotomy that gives way to commodified land and
rural poverty is not defined by the relationship of a land-owning class exploiting pro-
letarianized workers, but the global capitalist world system using its global monopoly
of capital to not only proletarianize but completely sever farmers from social
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reproduction. In line with Amin’s theorizations of world systems analysis, and Kadri’s
understandings of imperialist incursion in the Arab world as a mechanism for
surplus-creation in the Global North, particularly evident in the aggressive underdeve-
lopment of the Arab world in the last 30 years, food regime theory can be situated in
the context of these theories that likewise recognize the maintenance of an inter-
national flow of accumulation maintained through imperialist incursion and coercion.
The effects of adverse incorporation into the global capitalist economy, a mechanism
of ensuring this accumulation, coincide with the lessened degree of institutions that
could be of credible support to small family farmers:

There are agricultural cooperatives, but they aren’t assisting farmers. In the past, long ago,
they used to. They would usually assist farmers through municipalities. If the [agricultural]
ministry would send anything or any assistance to farmers, they would do it through
the co-ops. We’d register through the municipality and then the co-ops would distribute
to the farmers, but that doesn’t regularly happen now. (Local Farmer Interview, March
2020)

A recent fact-finding mission also highlighted the additional complications on credit
facilities for agriculture, after which many agribusiness importers were no longer
able to operate. When imported petrochemical prices weren’t tripled for farmers,
they were made increasingly unavailable, as was credit for an economy quickly des-
cending into a purely cash-based situation. Many farmers, unable to keep up with
price hikes, can seldom provide the necessary cash up-front to purchase inputs (FAO
2020, 1).

Organizational institutions are a rare and sporadic presence in the Lebanese country-
side. Farmers complained that there were no organizations to be found, recollecting that
they had existed in the past to help with production costs and inputs. Given that the
Beqaa covers the most marginal cultivated land area of all the Lebanese provinces, and
thus a strong family-farm character, there was a particular perception of neglect aided
by the lack of private and NGO investment, channeled through state ministries, in the
region enjoyed by South Lebanon or Mount Lebanon.9 Existing projects of this nature
include developmentalist initiatives such as the ’Green Project,’ or Mashroua’a Akhdar.
However, as with all organizations, the main complaint remains that access to resources
through these intermediaries remains limited by one’s access to capital, bureaucratic
inefficiency, and wasta (connections):

‘There is the problem of applying for the programs, you have to pay for this and that,
and God willing you get access to something… there [also] needs to be some wasta…
say if you [also] have 200 dollars on hand, you can get access to something too’ (Local
Farmer Interview, March 2020). Thus, farmers felt little trust and recognized NGOs as
being of little material help, reflected in demands on the state to provide state or local
‘agricultural offices and centers in localities… to train youth on how to identify and
prevent diseased crops, funds to help directly support farmers,’ and ‘agricultural
engineers.’10

9The exploitation of land in the Beqaa covers 7% of surface area for agricultural exploitation, as opposed to 13% for
Baalbek/Hermel and the South each, 16% for Nabatiyeh and North Lebanon each, 17% for Akkar, and 18% for
Mount Lebanon (FAO 2016, 23).

10FAO 2016.
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Nearly all farmers reported the near absence of indigenous or local agricultural organ-
izations or assistance in Machgara; this included everything from state presence in the
rural sphere to cooperatives. Despite this, the World Bank and other development
agencies continue to view promotion of the private sector and divestment of funds
from farmer subsidies and support to ‘capital spending’ as a solution to the problems
of dysfunctional government institutions and a weak state. It even is the case that, as
many institutions have been coopted in Lebanon by privatization, coops followed suit
as being little more than dispensaries for petrochemicals. Organizations and cooperatives,
while present, turned into little more than middlemen for petrochemical distributors and
as entities that ‘sell you chemicals and don’t even do their jobs.’ If they are active, despite
being inactive in most cases, only operate ‘to take commissions and their product from
the laborers’.11 According to a recent FAO fact-finding mission, only 20 out of 1200 regis-
tered cooperatives are active (FAO 2020). The lack of organizational presence has left
‘every man for himself… everyone tak[ing] care of his own farm,’ even in comparison
to the little state assistance enjoyed decades prior. ‘In the past, organizations to the
state would come to subsidize tobacco, though the state [now] buys half their yield of
wheat as it did with tobacco from farmers’. Naturally, state institutions, from grassroots
to national, began to accommodate this change. Most farmers cited the local ministry
of agriculture or other localized government bureaucracies as being the sole or main pro-
vider of agricultural resources and inputs that have, at one time provided services and
support, but now have been ineffective in curtailing the effects of financialization in
the countryside. Local agricultural ministry presence has been reported as corrupt and
untrustworthy:

… the resources go to the big [guy] of the farm, of the area, and never reach the farmers.
Corruption. If any assistance goes, the money will go to an official (qa’im), like a local ministry
official, and they will eat up all the funds. It doesn’t go to the farmer. (Local Farmer Interview,
April 2020)

The influx of funds from NGOs and international donor aid has both provided an incen-
tive for endemic corruption to further seek after these funds, and, in turn, the worsening
social conditions that occur thanks to corruption are the pretext for more NGO and inter-
national development presence that, in acting as a circulation of international capital,
further undermines the role of the state responsibilities (Oxfam; Abdo, Abed, and
Ayoub 2020, 10). US imperialist and global capitalist causes have been identified by the
farmers as having destroyed the agricultural sector, leading to a failure in the state to
support the sector as a consequence, with one farmer saying quite verbatim that, ‘the
Lebanese [state] killed the agricultural industry.’ These sentiments, coinciding with
demands for state accountability, highlights that it is the lack of, rather than the presence,
of the state that is reflective of farmers’ grievances. The state’s role in providing resources
to farmers to maintain food sovereignty becomes ‘undercut’ by the ‘growing power of
capital in organizing and reorganizing agriculture’ (McMichael and Friedmann 1989).
Demands for ‘the state to do its job’ or demanding the state ‘help with medicines, chemi-
cals, fertilizers,’ to calls for more assistance in the export market: ‘the state is not helping
us sell our apples outside the country [export]’ (Local Farmer Interview, May 2020) and

11FAO 2016.
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‘the government is obliged to help us sell our products on the international markets’
(Local Farmer Interview, April 2020) represented the crucial role farmers expect of the
state in regulating prices, bringing down import costs, and implementing policy to maxi-
mize farmer income.

Unequal exchange: monopolization and unequal market access

The structuring of the Lebanese economy to prioritize import dependency and discard
labor has emboldened a comprador and merchant classes in its heavily finance capital
and import dependent structure. Oligopolies and monopolies that have had their share
of disproportionate influence over the country’s produce markets have only increased
since the 1970s (Gaspard 2003). Since 2003, half of Lebanon’s domestic markets are
monopolistic or oligopolistic. The control over the greater number of inputs by a few sup-
pliers, as articulated by farmers in their grievances against the distribution of inputs, par-
ticularly by local institutions beholden to monopoly interests. As a result of these
disparities in access, small-scale farmers face insurmountable barriers to market access
and competition with both large-scale agribusiness farmers and traders as well as
apple imports from a lack of protectionist policy. Poorer farmers, unfortunately, having
to pay ever increasing sunk costs for access to land and markets and for inputs like ferti-
lizers and pesticides, are not able to compete with larger monopolists and oligopolists.
This has been the case with potato farming in Akkar, where larger oligopolists with
access to these inputs have effectively shut out smaller farmers from access to these
markets. However, the situation of apple farming in the West Beqaa, which has provided
similar contentions between small family farmers and agribusiness growers with more
access to the chemical-intensive inputs tree crop farming demands, has rendered ‘the
small-scale farmer… the most immediate victim of an exploitative food chain’ (Wood
2020, 12).

Since 2007, a draft competition law was unable to be successfully passed by the
Lebanese parliament. These multiple draft measures discussed included measures
such as the implementation of a competition authority to ensure fair competition
amongst growers (Articles 25–31) and sellers as well as a ban on foreign importation
(Article 5) (Wood 2020, 13). Government action on importation and assistance selling
products domestically and internationally are among the key demands of Machgara
farmers. The lack of commitment to protectionist policy, as well as a lack of action
against curbing the power of monopolies that benefit from import dependency,
other than being barriers to market access for small farmers, represent major effects
of Lebanon’s colonial comprador structure that renders the imperial core the prime ben-
eficiaries, and Lebanese farmers primarily disadvantaged. The post-1992 phase of
imported agricultural inputs, seeds, fertilizers and pesticides and mechanization
systems were supported by the Lebanese banking system’s availability of credit to
these owners of agricultural capital. This also included a class of well-connected large
landowners that was the beneficiary to and have the easiest access to these inputs, con-
tributing in part to the control of 2/3 of agricultural land by just 10 percent of large
landowners (Hamade 2019).

Since the 1990s, the deepened ‘cheap food regime’ McMichael notes has been ‘insti-
tutionalized’ by NGOs furthered Northern ‘food dumping’ and resource intensive agro-

THE JOURNAL OF PEASANT STUDIES 17



food exporting from the global south (McMichael 2012, 696–697). This has incentivized
global land grabbing and agri-business, the interests both most able to afford mechani-
zation costs of agri-business and demonstrate the most competitive in the globalized
food system that has outcompeted national agriculture in the global south, rendering
family farmers obsolete and producing ‘farming without farmers’ (Ayeb and Bush
2014). An overwhelming majority of farm labor relative from the total availability of
land holdings comes from family farm labor even though the latter comprises little
more than 6 percent of GDP (FAO 2016, 6).

Conclusion

The aim of this paper was to understand Lebanon’s agrarian crisis in the context of
broader global and historical economic change and relate the global dynamics of capital-
ist transformation with their local consequences and effects in the countryside. We
accomplished this by situating Lebanon’s crisis in the methodological framework of
food regime analysis combined with a recent analysis of the trajectory of change in the
Lebanese countryside. Focusing on the cases of small family farmers in Machgara, we
seek to better grasp these changes on the ground by interviewing these farmers to ident-
ify the impact of Lebanon’s integration into the capitalist world system. In doing so, we
sought to examine how the neo liberalization of farmland, by global capital, managed
to cannibalize the Lebanese state infrastructure to the detriment of the Lebanese
countryside.

The responses from the farmers revealed different dimensions of insight into how the
economic impositions of finance capital globally manifest in a local Lebanese agrarian
context. We found that in Machgara, a high dependency on agribusiness frameworks
cohabited with the other negative implications of agribusiness that farmers similarly com-
plained of. The integration of the Lebanese agroscapes in the global capitalist world
system, occurring alongside Lebanon’s transition into a rentier economy, has sustained
the dynamics of unequal exchange and primitive accumulation, undervaluing and even
discarding national production and labor. These inputs, vital to Lebanon’s economic
sovereignty and prosperity, were dwarfed and endangered by the high cost of imported
manufactured goods. This was the result of a historically weak industrial base, fragmented
state institutions, the hallmarks of chronic underdevelopment spawning from chronic war
and conflict, the most recent being the war on neighboring Syria, and imperialist
intervention.

Our case study on the farmers revealed trends and processes characteristic of third
food regime conditions. The top complaint of farmers was the skyrocketing prices of
inputs, such as chemical fertilizers and pesticides, as well as an inability of local govern-
ance and institutions to adequately provide relief or assistance. The ever-increasing
input costs were a consequence of dollarized import-dependency and capital controls
imposed by exporters to Lebanon.

While this study further highlights the necessity of more agrarian research on Lebanon,
the trajectory of responses reveals the implications about the on-the-ground reality and
dynamics of Lebanon suspended in the latter stages of a corporate food regime, where
family farming has been compromised to multinational corporations, neoliberal import-
export policies, and labor migration. These impacts were aggravated by the context of
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crisis that occurred on the backdrop of the study’s fieldwork; the effects of global north
capital accumulation and its mechanisms of adverse incorporation that siphons wealth
from the global south by not only through the exploitation of labor and raw material
characteristic of capital accumulation in earlier stages of colonialism, but by doing
away with these inputs completely.
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