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Abdellatif Benachenhou

CHAPTER I

The Algerian social formation on the eve of colomization

An analysis of the Algeriah social formation in'1830 poses two
types of problems: ‘

- Thét of identifying the dominant economic system within that
sécial formation.

- That of relating that social formation to the internpational
economic circuits of capitalism in full expansion.

SECTION I The dominant economic system in the Llgerian socinl
formation. v

an economic system is dominant when it subordinates.to its

own logic of extended reproduction the other economic systems with which

it is interlinked in the social formation.

As we know, the principal identification of an economic systen
involves the =nalysis of the ownership relation which characterizes its,
and hence the answer to the two following questions:

Whe allocates the means of production and the produzts? -

How are the mesns of production and the products alliocated?
Thus we identify succeséivcly the type and the form of owner-

ship (1).

(1) For all these concepts, see 4. Benachenhou: Introduction & 1‘'inalyse
Economique,
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The production was subsequently centralized By'the'Regency in
public stores and silos (1).

On this categonyhcfuland,~it wg§miqwf§cﬁ'an econcmic systen with
real cwnership by the Regeﬁcy} a system of groduc{i;e forces and a systen
‘of relations of ﬁroduction dominated by it.

s

v ~ "
P

B. TER AZEL LLNDS

These were lands confiscated or bought from the tribes by the

Bey. They were concéded either to:

High: dignitaries of the Regency who had them cﬁltivatedvby‘a
clientéle of peasants, |

Cr to tribes called Lzelas who agreed to raise ireops for the
dey or to swear allegiance. [The latter paid over part of the product but
" less than the part paid by other tribes. -

Gr te individual tenant farmers who naid dues in kind.

It is obvious that the Meminent" ovner of the land no longer Ah=d
the right te allocate the means of procduction and the product. Neverthe-~
less he retained over these landslg r;ght of eminent doma1n which hampcred
the allocatior of the means of productlon by the real owners:  they ceculd

be alienated by cession for example.

that was the nature of the ownership of these lands? .if_we
exclude the azcles tribes, this was clearly.a private ownershir of the
land (since both the dignitarics and the tenant farmers used exploited
direct producers) and ihe allocation of the means of producticn and of
the product was made tc their advantage. It was of course unstabls owner-
ship, since the eminént owner could in certain circumstances put an end
to it. The social contradiction opposed the exploited and the exploie

ters (2).

¢
.

(1)"The State buﬂgpt expenditure goes mainly to pay the Janzcsar1ew, to
equip them, and also to. sustain their fidelity and the subsission of
the peOples amongst whom they arc encamped" L. NOUSHI, Y L.CUSTE
and L. TREMINT, op. cit p. 144-5 ’

(2) We shall see that the owners of these lands pay a texte the State,
it is small: it is the simplce hokos or grecund rent.

[«
g
.
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C. THE TRIBAL OR VILLAGE LANDS

Let us take a minimum definition of the tribe taken from ..
Noushi: '"'the members of the tribe feel themselves linked to each other:they
have a oertain territory ism common within which they conduct their activi-
tiesj herding, shifting or fixed agricqlture, achabaj; all the work and the
displacements take place within a given.éfea.;; the lines or zones are
not crossed except for good reasons (raids, war)" (1) Apart from that,
within the "perimeter" the ownership of the land was exercized differently

depending on the geographical environments.

On the high plateaux for example, the capacity to allocate the
means of production fell to the tribal chiefs. The latter distributed
the land to the family heads according to their ability to have it culti-
vated. The sizc was proportional to the ploughing capacity, and the pe-
riodic redistributions had that capacity as a criterion. It can be con-
sidered here that the owneréhip was collective as regards the allocation
of the means of production, aﬁd'fﬁmily ownership as regards the allocation
of the pfoduct. In no case can one speak of private ownership, since the
workers were not excluded from ownership of the means of production.

However, there were three possibilities of separating the workers from

their means of production:

1- In a case where the increase in the population was not re-
flected in a proportional redistribution of the land. (2)

2- A case where the political leadership'af ‘the tribe bechme
«~stratified,

(1) NOUSHI3 Espace et vic politique au Maghreb.

(2) A. ULRNER wrote "The communal lands of the tribes are so vast in
relation to the population they carry, that it is rare for an in-
crease in the population to necessitate a further general division
on a-narrower basis" quoted by 4. NCUSHI op. cite p. 149.
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We will see later the modalities of that stratification.

3~ Yhen .-the tribe was destroyed or dispersed. In the valleys cor
foothills, in Mitidja or Fabylia, on the "Arch" lande of the tribes, tri-
bal ownership seemed less‘effective, to the advantage.of.familf but not

individual ownership.

The plots there were actually separated by low walls, for example
in Kabylia. The right of ownership was legally certified by the Tolbas,
men of religion and of law. The land was transmitted by inheritance and
giftn

Neverthéless this family dkneréhiﬁ was limited in two respects.
Firstly, the institution of joint ownérShip operated within the family.
This is a rule of inheritance ir Moslem law which lays down the perpetui-
ty of read estate in the case of the death of the titular owner. Hence

individual ownership never appears within family property in the wide sense.

Of coursc this instituticn involves a prodigious interweaving of ownership
rights over real estate, so that no individual can alienate the land

because it remains in indivisume.

Secondly, the ownership of land was limited by the rights of
the tribal fréction, or'tribe, té which the famil& belonged. The tribes
could exercise a right of pre-cmption in case of alienation of the proper-
ty by the family. This is the law.of cheff8a (1).

" In the last analysis there was an ultimate ownership by the tribe but

which had largely deterioratéd‘through‘the mechanisms of family holdinge.

1

(1) The:cheff8a is a mechanism of Moslem law which ensures the survival
of the community and its supergtructures: it nims at excluding out-
siders. The chefffia is by definition contrary to the spirit of the
code Napoléon. It excludes the free circulation of the land. The
ekallenging  of the »'=tf%2 law was to constitute the weapon of capita-
lism against the communities or the families.
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There was no redistribufioﬁ of»lénd (1).
However two important factors should Bé‘noteﬁy

-the ownership of land was linked to the work of the direct pro-~
ducer. In that sense there was no private ownership of the land. " The
:direct producer was not sepgrated from his means of production (2).

-Nevertheless the mechanisms of inhéritence could e#téil a gg
facto exclusion of certain joint owners.

For exampley on the occasion ¢f an inheritance. Some people
became holders of meanslgf produétion.v>Theyvorganized the prcduction
process, but the allocation of the product was still determined by the
type of owne}ship, since every co-owner retained rights overAthe“product
which were. in ﬁroportiqn fo his:joint ownership rights., PRPut the develorn-
ment of the holding induced some co-owners to buy out the other co-owners

provisionally, by means of a rent in kind calculated in proportion to ezch

(1) As PRENLNT writes: "The melk, a family appropriation, which avoided
the danger of fregmentation with the maintenance of inheritance in
indivisum, déid not indeed exclude the tutelary interventicn of the
arch when the social ties had not been broken -up by the "feudal do-
mainy in connexion with work on community facilities, the regulotion
of irrigations, or in casé of difficulties (food shortages) the ef-
fects of which were also mitigated". ‘Op. cit p. 122,

(2) Ls Karx writes: "The individuzl notes as a prior datum that he is
a member of a family, of a ccemmune, of a tribe etc. As 2 natural
menber of the commune, he partlclwates in the collective ownershir ond
pssesses his own part of it] lie- property, that is the relationship
'to the prior natural condltlons of his production as being his own,
is mediatized by his capacity as a natural menber of a communc',

e
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and social consolidation‘of the owner, and the other based on non-
exclusive ownership of the means of production and geared to the satis-
faction of the nceds of the producers? This is to overlock the fact that
these two systems are interlinked in a social formation whose reproduc-

tion produces disterting effects on both of them.

To understand this interlinking, we must analyse where it deve-
leps, i.e« the machirery of tax collection organized by the Turkish

administration in Algeria.

&€ 2. Turkish taxation and the conditions of dominance of the state

economic system over the communal economic systeme.

It has been mentioned that the Turkish State and the Regency of

" Algiers as hcads of the Moslem community had a right of eminent domain

over all land in the countries of Islam. This eminent ownership, in the
' case of tribal lands, dces not mean the allocation of the means of pro-
ducticn and of the product. The Turkish state did not intervemne in the
‘organization of production. It could not even oblige the tribes to pro-
duce certain types of crops. Its intervention wak connected with the 2i-
location of the product, through the levying of a‘fraction of the nroduct
in the form of a tax, mainly in kind. It is in this connexion that we
nust analyse the catégories of taxes, their volume and the ferms in which
they were enforced so as ultiﬁately to analysé the possibility by this

means of one economic system dominanting another or their relative balancc.

iA. The CLTEGGRIES OF TAXES

The naln types of taxes (1) paid by the tribes to the Turkish
State were the f0110w1ng.
1~ The tax on harvest
This was wmainly the Djabri: it was a composition tax on the
land; a certain proportlon ‘was paid by e§ch preducer. Thbat tax was ropla~-

ced round 1830 by the .ichour, tax rroportional to the harvest and nnt

tc the number of producers. Its rate was negotiated between the members

(1) 4. NCUSHI Enqudte p.. 96 .~ 1i6. - e
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of the tribe and the officials of the Beylik, althcugh the Dey retained
the possibiiify‘of an-arbitration, always to further his interesﬁs. The
Gharama was also a tax on products levied on the nomadic or less accessi-
ble tribes, a2nd paid in head cf cattle. 2ut it was a téx in proportion

to the fires or the tents.

2- The tax on cattle
This was mainly the Zekkat levied on the herds.
3~ The tax on land : ‘
This is mainly the Hokop paid by the Azelians bﬁt alsc by the
tribes ir which the deterioration of tribal ownership was not advanecd.
4- The tax on market transactions .
this was a form of tax intended to siphon off a part of pro-
ducts of tribes difficult to coerce, such as the mountain or Saharan triles.
It should be noted that most of these taxes were levied in kinds
"the people who pay them do not have the impression of being impoveriéhed
becavse the tax dependg,qnwthe‘harvesp and the cost, which are eminently

natural factors'.

This being the case, was this faxation or levy on the produce
a heavy burden? lLccording to L. Noushi, '"The taxation of the teylik weos
much less burdenscme than hzs sometimes heen thoughts logically it ﬁoulﬂ
not be too heavy because if he crushed the peasant, the Bey would have

ruined the sourcc of his incomes and the main agent of econcmic activity'.

‘B, THEE M'DKLITIES GF TAY. COLLECTION

These medalities must be nrecisery described because they sro
the lccus of the intcrrelation between two economic systems and the cause
of the distortion of the dominated economic system by the dominant econo-

mic system,

e

~ There were fwo wayé of levying taxes: the first involved the
‘agedts of the Turkish Siate; the second involved the political authoritics

of the tribes themselves.
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1. Levying by the Turkish admnistration. %5}l1 the observers (1)
of Llgeria during the Turkish period stressed the venal nature of public
offices: the officials paid their tax quotas to the sovereign and recei-
ved in exchange & domain attached to that function. 4 fraction of the pro-
" ceeds of the’levi was then retainmed for their own needs and the rest gran-
ted to the higher level and so up to the Dey of Algiers.- COne essential
feature must be noted: the tax farming offices were not hereditary and
in that way a minimum of centralization of the fiscal power of the Turkish

state was ensured.

2. Levying by the political authorities of the tribe. In this
case the tribal chiefs were empowered. to collect taxes for the Turkish
authorities. Similarly certein tribes were, as such empowered to collect
taxes, This gave some tribal chiefs or tribes an opportunity for enrich-
" ment at the expense of others. Tax-collecting was a source of social
stratification either within the tribe to the advantage of the "big tents"

or between tribes, some of which thereby became dominant.

C -~ THE DCOMINANCE OF THE STATE ECCNOMIC SYSTENM OVER THE

COMMUNUNAL ECONCMIC SYSTEM

An economic system dominates another system when the first sys-

tem manages to subordinate the second to its own logic of reproduction
and extension of the relations of production. The decisive question is
therefore whether the reproduction of the state ecomomic system func-
tioned through an extensior of the basis of private ownership of the
means of p;oduct%on or note ' This question can be answered by considering
the contradictéry'ﬁr&ée;éwofrfﬁié.féﬁfoductioh.

1. The economic contradiction .

According to A. Prenant, the exercise by the Turkish State of
its right of eminent domain over the lands, through the levying of taxes,
was reflected in an expansion of "feudal" relations within the Algerinn

social structure. This assertion, like others to which we shall return,

(1) See 4. Prenant, op. cit. p. 146 et sui:-.ntes.
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domin~nce did not exclude the dominance itself. The latter was not mani-
fested by a gradual separation of the producers from their means of pro-
duction (increasing private ownership of land) but by a distortion in
the logic of their reproduction. This distortion, itself contradictory,

was manifested, at three levels:

- at thé economic levél, it brought about a weakéning of the
economic base of the tribes. The historians show how the trxues, in order
to escapp the excessive extortions of the Turkish adninlstratlon or its
agents, frequently abandoned their farmlands and engaged in an1na1 hus~
bandry, where it was eas1er to avoid tax assessment. Th1s led to an ex~
“tention of the land directly adninistered by the Beylik and hance to an

increase in the private ownership of land to its advantage'(l).

- at the political level, there was greater social stratificnéion
within the tribes. The very machinery 6f the levy led to the emergence
of a social category whose role was to distribute‘the tax burden among
the tribal fractions:and who could thus appropriate a2 share of the pro-
ceeds, so aggravaiing if not creéting the inéquality in 1evelé of liVing.
In view of this, can one speak of a movement towards private ownership of
the means of production, in the sense that thc producers would no longer
control the allocation of the means of production and the product? To
suppose that is to overlook two fundamental facts to which L. MNoushi has
drawn our attention.

~ the first is polltlcal. ikccording to A. Noushi "One never

sees the land tenure position increase in relation to the roic of the

(1) See 4. Prenant, op. cit: this movement illustrates the idea of
Gallissot according to whom "on the basis of -the town there was =
gradual dissclution of communal forms, a detr1ba11zat10n" in le
Feodalisme, CERM, p. 238-239.
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Beylik representative, I have rather the impression that it is all the
more difficult for the chiefs of the Makhzen tribes to aggrandize their
rural position because they are under the eye of the Beylik and easy avai-
lable to it: their situation does not seem to undergo any change" (1).

Ve must not'fdrget'that the private economic system is at the same time

a state one in that its dominant class reproduces itself at the political
level: no hereditary public offices, appointments mainly among the Turks
etc... Now, from the point of view of this Turkish dominant class, priva-
e ownership of the means of production in the hands of the Makhzen tribal
chiefs or others is ruled out because it does not correspond.to its logic

of class domination. No dominant class deliberately commits suicide (2).

- The second fact relates to the tribal organization. The ~ tra-
ditions of egalitarianism and independence, defended by force of arms,
prevented the tribal chiefs from establishing a base of individual private
land tenure. According to A. Noushi, what seem to be vast landed estates
do not really correspond to fiefs of the European type but rather tdnan

occupation of vacant lands under the leadership of valorious chiefs.

In sum, the sfate tributary economic system does not inexorably
tend to dominate and to eliminate the communal economic systeﬁ; In C,
Bettelheim's words, fhere is reproductidh domination and not dissolution-
domination (3). A4nd that does not exclude economic struggles. This being
so, we must now examine the nature of ‘the urban economic system and its
interrelation with “the ‘system we have’ identifieds -~

£ 3. Econor1c'?truggles and social systems. B S

dere wa s!ou d recall eyt position (4)

(1) 4. NOUSHI in- le Maghreb précolon al, CERM, pp. 183 - 184,

(2) Indeed the political activity of that class consisted in perpetually
settlng tribe against tribe and maraboutic se¢t mgrinst their mects.

(3) See A. Prenant.

(4) p.p. Rey, les alliances de classes Pe 194. haspero 1973
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"In the feudnl societies and in the various forms of "isiatic"
syste@s, the economic struggles always directly take a political and mili-
tafy form; this is because the process of reproduction does not take place
inside the economic sphere. The direct workers have no.possibility of
halting reproduction momentarily at the level of circulgtion by refusing
to sell their labour power. If they halt the reproduction, they are
;mmediately calling into question a political and legal relation. .ind the
dominant élass cannot respond either by a lock-out or by negétiation at
the quel of circulation: it always responds by force of arms“.
| It has in fact to be accepted that invprecolonial ilgeria, this

domination was unstable and bound up with the result of armed force.

in additional proof of the unstable dominance of'the state tri-

butary economic system is provided by the fact that the ideological edu-

cational apparatus remained in the hands of the tribes: at the time of

the conquest, the tribes and the towns had a completely autonomous educa-
tional system, not controlled by the Turks; maintained by the mortmain
property of the rcligious foundations (zaouiat), this system was remarka-
bly efficient because ahout 40% of the male population could read and
write. It was estimated that at the same time there were 2,000 to 3,0CG
pupils pursuing sccondary studies in each province and 600 to 800 atten-
ding courses of Law and Theology (1)

§ 4 The corporative (guild) economic system and the conditions

of its domination Qy the dom1nant economic sxstem.

In precolonial nlgerla, accordlng to. the authors, the urban
population formed 5% to 10% of the total population. : They note that this
populat1on was regressxng. The towns were places of garrisens,. trade and
handcrafts. If it is accepted that the Turkish administration in the

wide sense had no reason to vary in nuﬁber, it must also be accepted that

(1) From Y. Turin: Affrontements culturels en Algérie, 1830-1880
Haspéro P, 127 et suivantes.
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the decline in the urban population was related to the decline of hand~-
crafts and trade. That decline was the effect of the dominance of the

Turkish political class over the corporative ecconomic system.

A, TEE CCRPORATIVE. ECCNOMIC SYSTEM

In the toﬁns, the artisans were organized in "corporations'".
(guilds). There were guilds of tanners, shoe-makers, harnesse-makers and
saddlers, weavers of wool, cotton and sili§ coopers, carpenters, joine;s,
furniture makers, blacksmiths, gunsmiths, jewellers embruidercfs‘qtc..;

The artisans were organized in guilds. That organizatioﬁ was
rather similar to that of Mediaeval Europe: the master craftsman‘supervi—
sed the work process and initiated the journey-men or trade apprentices.

The number of masters was fixed by the guild according to cfitefia of skill,

seniority, and the size of the market. It was a simple commodify system

of production.. However, the production intcnded for e;change was only a
”préductidn of use values. Hence the development of that system was bound
up with the extent of the markets, which determined the number of master
craftsmen. .

= ~B. THE CONDITIONS. OF DEVELQPMENT OF THE SYSTEN

The crafthuiIds:éroseﬁ¥or.theuneed§_g£ the political class which

dominated the countryside, either directly or ‘through tax-collecting.

" Moreover the craftsmen .were able to provide the tribgl communities
with the goods which ‘they could not acquire directly‘on.thrqugh exchange.
Therefore we must first analyse the conditions.of deyelopment 6f the urkan
market. They were mainly related to the‘Size of the 1ev§ on the produce
of the land, The most pfosperous créft gﬁilds‘éére connected with the
most important beylik estates. | ‘_ '

However, two important factors hampefed thé'expansion of the
urban market. Firstly, the dominant class had for a long time been able
to obtain by corsair operations (capture of enemy merchant ships) a whole
series of goods which it required. Kence it did not constitute a market

for the urban artisan class which was created for its secondiy it must not
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be forgotten that, from the 17th century, ilgeria had been importing
Buropean goods. Thesé imports slowed down the expansion of the urban mar-

kets for the crafsmen of the towns and were the reason for their decline.

The rural markets for the1r part did not flourish greatly. The
tribal communltles were self—suff1c1ent entities? for,tpey all engaged
in non-agricultural activities' which met the needs forxho;sing{;elbthing,
domestic and‘agriEultural implements. - Local markets enabied the tribes
to exchange their products. The basis of the exchange was use-value and
not the acquiéition of money. This ability of the-tribes to satisfy their
own needs, together with the bad state of the roads, haﬁﬁefed the exten=
tion of the rural markets., Moreover imported goocds seemed to be prefer—
red by the tribes: sugar, tea, cloth, arms, haberdashery, jellzry.
Jewish pedlars brought to the tribes the products of the emergent capita-

lism in Europe.

C. THE DOMINASNCE OF THE TURKISH POLITICAL CLASS
OVER THE CORPORLTIVE FCCONOMIC SYSTEM.

The stagnation is not decline of the markets brought about a
stagnation or even regression of the guild system.. This étagnation was
also reflected in a drop in the numbers of craftsmen, 1n the cage of a

growth of labour productivity within that system. -

It must be noted that this stagnation of the markets was merely
the effect of the economic and political dominance of the Turkish adminis-
trative class. That dominance hampered the extention of the markets in
several respects.

- firstly, the corsair booty and the trade agreements concluded
by the Turkish state with the Europcan powers entailed the dominance of

the Turkish administration. The former for obvious reasons, and the latter
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because they enabled the dominant class to acquire concession and export
duties which consolidated its financial base and hence its political power.
- secondly, the form of the Turkish domination over the tribes
was, as we'pgyg'said,_9n$tab1e;.so the markets depended on the level of
exploitation,of the tribésjandAoﬁ'ﬂbw far that exploitation was non-
commercial in form. The Ef%bgs:only markefed a small part of the product
and paid their taxes in kind.
This was not conducive to an éxtention of the markets.
-~ thirdly, the syétem was dominated by the levying of part of

the output for "the needs of.the Beylik", ve e s

. On this point a more qualified stand is taken by Lucettc Valensi
who, after demonstrating the emergencé of an "indigenous capitalism" in
Tunis, confines herself to thinkidg that "the flourishing textile induse
tries of Algeria or Morocco were probébly of the same type as the Tunisinr
headgear industry", but the author acknowledges further on that at the
beginning of the 19th century the trade wes insufficient to create a power—

ful industrial or merchant bourgeoisie (1).

That is why it ceems to us that the corporative system had lit-
tle chance of developing into a manufacturing system through the factory
system ard the intervention of merchant capital. According to Gallissot:
"The workshops are practically controlled by the merchant bourgecisie, it
is the factory system. The wholesaler provides the supplies, he buys the
wool and hence controls the peasants' sales; he becomes in a way the mid-
dleman between the town and the countryside. This commanding position was

extended by the marketing of the output" (2).

I N

(1) * I. - Valensit le Maghreb avant la prise d'ilger. Flammarion, 1969,
be 60 noav Ao :

(2) on feudalism opes'cit p. 235,
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Nevertheless, as we have seen, the economic base of this "bour-
geoisie”" could not be extended. As Noushi notes "this bourgeoisiec only
had a weak influence thoughtou. I geris... ¥ think that is connected with
the existence of a poorly developed communications network... and alsc

with the mediccre quality cof Llgerian handerafts énd commerce" (2).

In this controversy, we have to side with Noushi against Gallissot
Galissot. The latter under-estimates the political class dcmination of
the Turkish administrationm: for only a political alliahce between local
commercial capital and the Turkish dominant class could have managed to
protect the markets, to transform rent ih kind into money rent etc. (3).
How, for reasons of political hegemony, we witnecss on the contrary an.
alliance between the dominant Turkish class and European merchant capital.

This is what we should now consider.

(1) Ibid., p. 185. - S

(2) this would have implied a European—type class alliance bringing
about a transition to capitalism., On this point see A. Benachenhou,
op. cit. esp. chapter "la Genése du capitall',,
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SECTION 2.

THE FORMS OF INTEGRATICH OF LLGERILA TINTO CALPITLLIST WCRLD TR.ADE

4t the time of the Turkish domiration in ilgeria, the transition
to capitalism in France and England was considerably advanced, in thc sense
that the*éohtrddictions of the feudal social formation had browght about
the presuppositions of Capital. ¥We have scen clsewhere that this rcalize-
tion of the presuppositions of Capital required an expansion of the export
markets of the European capitalist countries and an increase in the sour-~
ces of supply of raw materials and focdstuffs. From the point of view of Eu-
ropean capitalism, the ilgerian social formation, like others(Lation America,
India) was the place where the presuppositions of Capital were manifested:

first the ecxtension of the market, of the sphere of circulation.

The questioh which arises is whether this dominant class within
this sccial formation is, from the point of view of the beurgeoisie, an
ally for the extension of the sphere of circulation or whether the class
alliance (1) is impossible. Ye¢ can sece quite quickly why this class
alliance was ephemeral by analysing the forms of Algeria's foreign trade.

§ 1. The forms of ilgeria's foreign trade. |

There are two essential characteristics of foreign trade which

rcveal the cphemeral nature of the class alliance. Firstly, Algerian

foreign trade was administered. The Turkish domimant class granted commer-

cial concessions to European commercial capital. Thus the Mearseillers

merchant Thomas LENCHE obtained in 1520 the monopoly of the maritime trade

(1) Ye refer to P.P REY's analysis of the class alliance which, in
Burcpe, accelerated the transition to capitalism. He writes: "But
the contradiction between landowners and capitalists was throughout
this period quite secondary with respect to the primary convergence
of their interests. For the expulsion of the rural population operaw
ted by the landlords was the condition sine qua non of the pecruftment
of a labour force by the capitalist class. Symmetrically, the increca-
se in the volume of industrial business and the number of workers to
be fed required... an increase in the total guantity of agricultural
products going through the market and, .consequently in the total abso-
lute rent extorded by the landlords from the peasants and the small
tentant farmers.". P.P. REY, Les alliances de classes, p. 77-78.
Maspero 1973.
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of the Constantlnoss. In exchange for a due paid to the Dey, he obtained
the monopoly of the 1mports and exports for the region: The Marseilles .
merchants obtained, throughout the 17th century, the establishment of a
large number of trading posts on the East coast. That trade concession

culminated in 1700 in the establishment of the Compagnie 3%Afrique.

That form of-trade was the foundation ¢f an objective class
alliance: the Turkish dominant class increased, throught its export du-
ties and royalties, its financial basis and its political supremacy in
the ‘social fornatlon._ For thelr part, the merchant capitalists founc
there an opportun1ty for fru1tfu1 operations, and more generally, capita~
Ilism found there the bases of its development. As Marx noted, the adap-
tation between the scale at which the goods of "the most diverse modes
of production" are produced and the scale at which these goods are ccnsu-
med by the capitalist system is ensured by "merchant or commercial

capital’.

The goods exported were commodities such as cereals, wool, wax,
and coral; among those imported were sugar, coffee, iron, paper, Sedan

cloth hats and Lyons silks, and German cloth.

fie PRENLNT, regretting the absence of a specifically ilgerian

commercial capital, analysis this objective class alliance: "Thus a semi-
colonial control by the grcaf capitalist powers, made possible by the
defence of the selfish. 1nterests of the feudal ruling class with the sup-
port of the independent Jewish f1nanc1ers, was a constant factor in the
decadence of Algerla, ‘and a temptation for these powers to ensure fh1s
domination more completely" (1). B A '

' Indeed this class alliance between the Turkish aristocracy an<
cdmﬁe}éial‘capital was ephemeral because trade, being administered, was

negotiated. Involved here were the rivelries between the different powers

(1) 4ndre Prenant, op. cit p. 191.
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which made this form of trade hlbhly unstable (1), Similarly, because of

the contradlctzons

Within the Llgerian social formation, fhe volume of trade was
limited: the rcnt extracted from the communities was stili'fairly small -
access tc the markets of thé tribes was gecgraphically difficult - and
ecopomically limited by the handcraft production in theﬁcommunities thom-
selves. The Turkish dominant class did rot permit a social relatinnship

-conducive te the penctration of capitalism ih_the Adlgerian countryside;b

the class alliance was impossible.

§ 2. The class struggle and the military conquest.

From the point of view of capitalism, the Turkish dominant class
was not functional. The unstable form of its dominance in the ilgerian
social formation was inadequate to achieve the expansion _
of the sphére of circglétion within that social formation. ~There wms ther
a class struggle for the destruction of that unstable form of deminance.
That lct to colonization. 4s 4. Prenant notes: '"the mercantilist cir-
cles nnd particularly those of Marseilles were to greatly influence the

orientation of the government!,

Similarly, 48 A. MNoushi reminds us "long before the taking of
Constantine (not till 1837), the Constantinois had given rise tc many hne
pes in French commercial circles. The country had a proverbial reputa-
tion for prosperity and it was expected that cereals, fodder, animals,

wool and o0il would supply large quotas to French trade, not to speak of

(1) We must note for example that the products of the industry of Cenirel

- Europe and Englend came to iLlperia through Morocco and above ali
Tunisia at the very time when the trade balance with France showe
a surplus. That situation contradicted the principles which POLI C?AC
expounded for the Mediterranean as early as 1834, (1824).-in connexion
with the expedition against the Barbary statess: "It can bring to
France, if she conducts this expedition skilfully, immense commercisl
resources, and open for her one day the road to Egypt. The latter
point is worthy of particular attention; & number of motives induce
us to form establishments in Lfrica.'" gquwoted by ch. Roux, France ¢t
fifrique du Nord avant 1830. Paris 1832, p. 502,
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. ir
coral, a traditional export; Later, in the "Report on the Customs" by
the Commission d'iAfrique, instituted by an Ordinance of the king on i2
December 1833, we find in an official record: "For France, the main
goal in colonizing a part of northern Africa, is to open up markets for
our manufactureé, to seck new resources fof our trade and our merchant
mfleet;'it would be going against that gdal and letting forecign competi-
tion outstrip us if we aliowed it free access to our 4Lfrican possessions
without résefving some advantages there for our flag, the products of our

s50il and our industry" (1)

On this objective basis it is clear that the Turkish dominant

class could not offer serious guarantees to capitalism.

Conclusion: the contradictions within the hAlgerian ‘social formation.

Cn the eve of colonization, three essential aspccts characte~

rized the ilgerian social formation.

Firstly, within the communal eccnomic system, access to the
means of production (particularly the land) through money was practi-
cally impossible, because the reproduction of that system excluded indie

.vidual or collective alienation of land.

Sccondly, that economic system was only dominated in an unsta-
ble way by ‘the state tributary economic system. Because of this, the
Turkish dominant .class did not completely control the means of produciion

of the dominated economic system. Consequently, the destruction of that

dominant class did not ipso facto ‘éntail access to all the means of pro-

duction. - The Frenchfébibhizefs;took fifty years to achieve that.
. . ,I' M

(1) Quoted by L. Naushif-Enquete... p. 186. The author is referring to
a note on the 6c6upaﬁi0n'6f dlgiers.

e
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Thirdly, the class alliance between capitalism and the Turkish
dominant class was ephemeral for the reasons analyzed. These three essen~
tial aspects, which were nothing but the effect of class contradictions
within that social formation, were to determine both the colonial phenome-

non and the formes of "primitive accumulation'" in Algeria.



