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Extra ct from: FOiifiiJ,TION Dll SŒJS-DEVELÛPPk-:r;F.WT EN fel.G K11 TE.: . 

F.ssai aur les limites rl u déyeloppeffient du capitalisme· 18~?0-)962 

Abdellatif . Benachenb~u 

CHilPTER I 

The 1llge rian social formation on the eve of col,onizatiou 

lm analysis of the l:.lgerian social format ion in 1830 po s es two 

types o f p roblems: 

- Tha t of i dentifyi ng the domihant economie system witb in that 

social form a tion. 

- That of relating tha t social form a tion to the internat i onal 

economie circuits of capital ism i n full expansion. 

SECTION I The dominant economie system in the Algerian soci n l 

forma ti on. 

à n economie system is dominant when i t subordinates to its 

o\m log ic of extended r e produ.cti·o·n t he othei ·e·cononiic systems wi th w li ch 

it i s interlinked i n the soc ial formation. 

As we knm", the princi pa l i dentification o f an econom ie sys t er~ 

involves the a rialys i s of the ownership r e l a tion wh ich characterizcs i ts , 

and hence th e a nswer to t he two fo llowing questions: 

' . ( '1). S!llp 

Who allocates the means of production ·an,d the pro d.uc:ts? .: ···: 

t:ow are the mee.ns ' of production ·and ,t ;he prtlducts <:'.llo c a t e d? 

Thus we identify success.iv t?ly the~ and the ~ o f owner-

( 1) For Rll these concepts, see A. Benachenhou: Introducti on i !•Analys e 
Economique. 
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In p r e coloni a l Al g c ri a t h e means of p roductio n we r e t h e l ~nd and 

the instrum er~ts. for work i ng the soil i n the countryside; the urb a.n mean,s 
• • • ~ • • •• ._ " 4 • 4 • • 

of l~ ~.oqJ,.l c .tton .. c?I~?.~.S.t ~d :.o~ handcraft tools, the ptibl:i:c worksho ps, .:wd <' • 
.... . 

few n e ans of pro duction in manufactu r es. 

1 . · Wb'O owns the .land? 

This co n cerna the rea l owners hip 1 i.e. the capecity t o al lo cate 

t h e me a n s of p ro ductio n and the products. Here we mu s t imme d i ately b ri ng 

in the i deolog ical f a c t or, th e Mo s l em r e ii gl6n. In an l ei ~ : ~ ~ c~~ t~y, the 

land be longs only .. to p od an d secondarily to the Moslem community. The r e 

fore the h e ad of the Hosle m communi ty ex'e rcises a r i r~ht of em ine nt doDa in 

over a ll land in an Islamic country. 

In p recolonial Al g eria, this Mosl em community was a dmi n iste rcd h y 

the Bey, r epresenta tive of the Sublime Porte, a Mosl e m· dynast~. 

Under t h i s i deolog ical fiction, did t he Bey ~f Algi e rs a n d hi s 

a dministration actually h:ave the capaci ty to alloca.te the me a n s of p roduc

tion anG the products? 

We must distingui s h here betwe en s e veral ca:t~g9rt~.ê . of l a n d c or

r e sponding to severa l l evels of intensity of owne rshi p b y the . Regc ncy ( 1 ) 

1.. TIC l liJIJDS OF THE BEYLIK 

These we re g en e r a lly good l an~s a round garrison villag e s . They 

we r e cultiva t e d by m e~ns of c~rv&es or l a bour servie~ (To uizi ~s ) i mpo s ed 

on th e nei g hb o uring triheis 1 or dire ctly b y r hammes t'l'h o recci v ed f r om t he 

State plo u ghs, beasts 0 f burden, s e eds a n d , as remune r a tion for their work , 

1/5 of t h e product. 

(1) Our a nalys is is base d n a inly on t h e books b y A. NOUSHI 
Enquête... ( copy ): , Yo Lf,COSTB. o. o ( c opy). See es pe e i all y cha:p s I V 
a n d V wri tt e n by li. . P-RE~Jl'.NT· . 
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The production was subsequently centrAlized ti ' th~ ~egency i n 

public stores and silos (1). 

On t h i s c a t ego r..y._.of .. .la!ld , . it - ~-~~ - - i· ~--~~c-~ --- ~n economie systec '" i th 

real own~ra . ip by the Regenc y , a system of productive f o rces an d a syste~ 
, ; .. . 

of re lati ons of prp duction dominat ed by .it. 
. . 
. ··. ·! . 'ir . 

1 ~ - 1 . ..... 
.. 

B. ' ' T'HE liEt LJJ.NDS .. 
- ; 

·.··.•· . ' • .. .. -· .. ·: ,, 

These we r e lands -confiscated or bought from the tribes by t he 

8ey. They we r e conc ~d~d e ithe r to: 

Hi gh: ·di g ni taries of · the Regency wl;w had · them cul ti vated by a 

c lientèl e of peasants. 

Cr t o tribes called ~zelas who agreed to r a ise troops for t he 

Bey or to $wea r allegiance . The latter paid over par~ of the product but 

less than the par t pa id b~other tribcs. 

Or to indivi~ual tena nt f a r mers who paid dues in k i nd . 

It i9 obvious . that t he " eminent '' owner of the land no longer h~d 

the right to allocate the me ans of pr oduction and the product. Neverth c

less he reta ined over t hese land~ . ~ right of eminent domain w~ i c h hamp ereŒ 
. r . . 

th e -allocat ion of tho means of p ro duction by the real owners: · they ccul ~ 

be alienated by cessi on for example~ 

Tih~t was the nature of the owne r s hip of the~e l ands? I f wc 

exclude the aze les tribes , this was cl early~ a private ownershi p of the 

land ( s ince both the digni t a ri es and the tena nt f a rmers used exploited 

direct pro duc e rs) and the a l lo cati on of the means of prDduc tion and of 

the p:roduc' ~l\fi _ mad e t o the ir a dvantage . It was: ot- course lbnstabl e O\vner

sh. i p , sinc e the eminent owner coÎüd in certain circumstarl,.c es pu t an end 

to it. The soc ial contra diction opposed t he exploited and the -eX]l loi

t e rs (2). 
.. 

(t)'' The State bndge t expe?~iture goes mainly -to pay the j~nisseri~s, t o 
e qui p t hem, an d also to sustain their . fidelity and th~ subOission of 
the peoples ,_ ;:tmop.gst ~;hom ' they are enc am.ped" L . NOUSHI , Y L:_C ûSTE 
and ~ . PREN~NT , op . ci t p. 144-5 . . . . 

( 2 ) We shall see t hat the owne r s of these lands pay a texte the Sta tc, b&t 
it is smal l: i t i s the simpl e hokos or ground r ent. 
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.c. 
. . . . . 

THE TRIBAL OR VILU1GE LANDS 

Let us take a minimum definition of the tribe taken fro m A. 

Noushi: "the rnembers of t he .t ·J:'ibe f e el themselves linked to each other: t hey 

have a oertain territory iD common within wbich they conduct their activl

ties; herding, shifting or fixed ag~iculture, a~haba; all the work an d the 

displacements take place within a given area... the lines or zones arc 

not crossed except for good reasons (raids, war)" (1) Apart from that, 

within the 11 perimeter'' the ownership of the land was exercized diff~rently 

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 c ulti

vated. The sizc was proportio~al to the ploughing capacity, and the pe

riodic redistributions h~d that capacity as a criterion. It can be con

sidered here that the ownersh1p was collective as regards the allocation 

of the mea.ns of production, a~~r-: fi'imily ownership as regards the allocation 

of the product. In no case can one speak of private ownership, sincc t he 

workers were not excluded from ownership of the means of production • . 

However, there were three possibilitie~ of separating the workers from 

their mea.ns of production: 

1- In a case where the increase in the population was not re

flected in a proportional ~edistribution of the \a~d. (2) 

2-_ A ~ase where the poli tical leadership ~f Yb'~ 'tri be' bcc âme 

• :stratified. 

(1) NOUSHI; Espace et vie politique au Maghreb. ' . . 

(2) A. l1ARNER wrote "The communal h.nda of the tribea are so vas t in 
relation to the population they carry, that it is ~are fo~ ~h in
crease in the population to necessitate a further gen~ral division 
on a · narrower basis" quoted by :-. . NOUSHI op. ci t~ p. 149. 
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tie will see later the modali tics of that stratification~ 

3- When :the tribe was destroyed or dispersed. In the vall eys or 

foothillt?, in Mitidja or J~abylia, Qn the "Arch" lande of the tribes, tri

bal ownership seerned less effective, to the advantage of family but not 

individuel ownership. 

The ~lot~ there were actually separated by low wells, for exa~ple 

in Kabylia. The right of ownership was legally certified by tpe Tolbas, 

men of religion and of law. The land was transmitted by inheritance and 

gift. 

Nevertheless this family ownership was limited in two respects. 

Firstly 1 the institution of joint ownership operated within the family. 

This is a rule of inheritance in Moslem law which lays down the perpetui

ty of read estate in the case of the death of the titular owner. Hence 

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

Of course this institution invoives a prodigious interweaving of ownership 

rights over real estate, so that no .individuel can alienate the land 

because it rernains in indivisum. 

Secondly, :the ownership of land was limitéd by the rights of 

the tribal fraction, or tr~be 1 to whi~h the family belonged. The tribes 

could exercise a right of pre-emption in case ot alienatio~ Qf the proper

ty by the famiJy. This is the law of cheffaa. {1). 

In the las't analysis there was an ultimate owne.rship! by the ·tribe but 

which had largely deteriorated through the mechanisms ~f family holding. 

( 1) Tha, ieheff&a is a mechanism of .)"'110slem law which ensures the survi val 
of the communi ty and i ts :supers'fructures: i .t aims at exèluding out
siders. The cheff&a is by definition contrary to the spirit of the 
code Napoléon. It excludes the free circulation of the land. The 
~knllengin~ of the ~! ~~rf~& law was to constitute the wea pon of capita 
lism against the communities or the families. 
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There was no redistribution of land (1). 
. : ' 

However two important factors should be noted: 

-the ownership of land was linked · to the work of the direct pro-

ducer. In that sense there was no private ownershi~ of the land. The 

direct producer was not separated from his means of production (2). 

-Nev~rtheless the mechanisms of inheritence could entail a de 

facto exclusion of certain joint owners. 

For example 1 on the ~ccasion ~f an inhoritance. Somo people 
. . 

becarne holders of means of production. They organized the production · ' 

process, but the allocation. of ~he product was still determined by t he 
. . . 

type of owne~ship~ sirice every co-owner retained rights over the pr oduc t 

which were . in proportion to his _joint ownership rights. But th~ ~evelop-

ment of the holding induced sorne co-owners to buy out the othe~ c c -owners 

provis;ion:ally, by means .of a rent in kind calculated in proporti on to eP..c h 

( 1) t.s PRENANT wri tes: · "The melk, a family appropriation, which avoi dc d 
the dang~r of fregmentation with the. maintenan~e of inheritance in 
indivisum, did not indeed exclude the tutelary interventi on of t he 
arch when the social ties had not be·en broken ·Up by ·the 11feu dal 11 dc 
nu;In, in connexion wi th wo.rk -on communi ty facili ti es, the regul Dti on 
of irrig~iion~, o~ i~ ~~s~ · 6r ·difficult~es (~ood short~~es) the e f
fects of which were also mi tigated" ~ :op. ci t p. 122 .• 

(2) J,s ~~arx writes: "The individuc.l not.es. __ as a prior datum that he i s 
a m~;:mber of a farpily, of a commune, of a tribe etc. As a.' na tura·l 
memb~r of ~he com~~ne, ' he p~rtièipates in the collective owncrshi p on d 
pas~ss es his own . pa~t nf itj ·hie ~roperty, that is the relationship 
t ·o the prior naturel condi tioùi;, cf his production as t>eing his own 1 

is mediatized by his ce.paci ty as a natural mer.1ber of a commune" • ...... 

• 
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on e 's rights. This separation between ownership and act~al holding was 

an important facto r in the emergence of social antagoni~m~ _ betw~en thosc 

c o ncerned. It ~~s subseq~ ently u~ed to f a vour - the individuali zati o n o f 

O\~nership. 

.. 
Can we try t o identif~ the economie system on the tri bal l a nds? 

Cne w6uld be iriclin~d to suggcst the concept of a com~unal e conomie sys te~ . 

\J e CaO compare' this sy'stem to w'ha t J,•;arx wrote concern~ng l8'.bo ur ,in COlJ!il'Cln 

or directly associated labour: ''In the patr~archal industries of a p e a s 0nt 
1 • •• ' 

. fa..r.:i _~y, . ~hat _ pr_oduces .corn,. cat_tle, yarn, linen and clothing for home use, 

the se different article~ ~~e~ · ·a.s ···:r·ëga.rds ·the Tanlily, so many :·pr bducts o f 

i ts labour, but as between then;seives·, - ·-rh"ey ·at•e no·t · commodi·tie s • . The. 

di~fe~ent kinds of labour, such as tillage, cattle t~nding, spinning, 

weaving and making clothes, which rcsult in the various prodÛcts, ~re i n 

thems e lves, and such _as they arc, direct social tunctions, because r une

tian~ of the family ••• (in its own) division of ~abour. The d i s tribu

tion of work wi thin the family, an,d the reg-ulation of the labour-time o f 

the se~eral members, depend as wel~ upon differences ot a~e and s e x ae 

upon natural conditions varying with the seasons. The labour-powe r of eac h 

individual, by its very nature, operate~ i~ t~is case merely as a d ofini to 

portion of the whole labour-power of the family, and thereforc , the measurc 

of the expehditure of individual . labour-p?wer by its duration, eppears 

here by its very• nature as . a social çharacte r of their labour''• ••• '~h e 

total product uf a community is a social product. One portion sé rv c s as 

fresh means of production and rernain~ social • . ~ But . another portion is c on -

sumed by the members as a m,;ans of subsistance. 

portion amongst them is consequently necess~ry~ 

A distribution o f thi s 

The .mocle of thi s distri-
··: .· ·, . ; ., ; ., ~ . . 

bution will vary with the productive organization of the community, an d 
..... ;-

the deg ree ~j hi~t6ric~ l dê~el6prnent attained by the producers.'' (1) 
'' j . ... ... 

This b e ing so, can we imm ediately say that there a re two e c o -
; . : r . i ' ~ . . : ., . r . : . ~· . ·. . ··f 

nomic system~, one based on th~ private ~ dwnership·ot 'thé ~eans of 

producti on, and allo cati on ·Ci f the pro'duct for the purpose of ~o li ti cal 

(1). Earl k arx, Capital. Vol I p·. 82.:3, Lnwrenêe & .l.if i'shart·. H 
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and social consolidati on of the owner, and the other based on non- . 

exclusive . ownership of the means of production and geared to th~ satis

faction of the needs of the producers? This is to ovcrlook the fact that 

these two systems are intorlinked in a social formation whose. reproduc

tion producee distcrting effects on bath ~f them. 

To understand this interlinking, we must ana1yse; where it deve

lops, i.e. the machinery of tax collection organized by the Turkish 

administration in Algeria. 

§ 2. Turkish taxation and the conditions of dominance of the state 

economie system over the communal economie system. 

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

Iilgiers as hcads of the Moslem communi ty had a right of em'inent doma'in 

over all land .in the countries of Islam. This eminent ownershi p , in the 

case of trib~l lands, does not mean the allocation of the means cf pro

duction and of the product. The Turkish state did not intervene in the 

organization ot production~ It could hot even oblige the t~ibes to pro

duce certain types o! crops~ Its intervention wa~ tonnected with the al 

location of the produ~t, through the levying of a frbction of the product 
,. 

in the form of a tax, mainly in kind. It is in this connexion that we 

must analyse the categories of taxes, their volume and the forms in whic h 

they wure enforced so as ultimately to analys~ the possibility by this 

rneans of one economie system dominanting anothe~ or their rel a tive bala nc 8 . 

à. The ChTEGORIES OF TAXES 

The ~ain types of taxes (1) paid by the tribes to the Turki s h 

State were the followihg: 

1- The tax on ha~ve~t 

This was mainly the Djabri: it was a composition tax on the 

land; a certa:î.n proportion was paid by each pr~ducer. Tb.nt tax was re :pol ~; -. . . 

cc r~ r (~ und 1830 by tho _;.chour, to.x rroportionztl to the hr,rvest l.tfl(~ nnt 

to the number of producers. Its rate was negotiated between the members .. 
(1) A. NCUSili Enquête p. :. 9.6 .- 116. 

.. : 
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of t he tribe · ~da t he off ic i ais o f the Beylik , al t ho ugh •the Bey r e tained 

the possihdi ty ·' à f -an· arbi treti c•n , a.lways t o further hi s interests o 'l'he 
. . . 

Gharam a was al so ri tax on products l evied onthe nomadi q or l ess a ccessi -

ble · trib~s, a nd paid in head ·o f cattle. But it vas a tax in proporti o~ 

t o the fi res o r t he tents. 

2- The tax on cattle 

This wa s ~ ainly the Zekka t levied on the herds. 

3- The tax on lahd · 

This is mainli the Hokor paid by the Azel ians but. a l s o by t he 

tri bee Ü! wh ich t he d-e t e rioration of tri bal ownershi p was not adv . .anc ed . 

4- :The t ax ·on market transactions 

this wris a form of tax intended to siphon off a par t of pro

~ucts of tribes difficult to 'coercei such as the mountain or Sabaran tr i ~es . 

It s hould be no t e d that most of t hese t axes_ were l evi ed in k i n d : 

''the people who pay t hem do not have the impress ion o f being i mpovcri shed 

because the tax dep.en.d§ . Q~ .... the hanre_st a nd the cost, which are em in f: n tly 
. . .. . , . .. :..· ..... - . . 

natu r al f actors". 

This be ing ' t he case , was thi s faxation or levy on t he pr oduce 

a heavy burden? · J.ccor di ng to Il . Noushi , "The taxation of t he beylik WD.B 

rouch less bu~de~some t ha n . ha~ somet imes been . thought; lo gically it cou l ~ 

not be too hea:vy bec a.use if he crushed the peasant, the Bey wou l d hé".V 0 

ruined the sourc e o f hi 's incom e·s an d the ma i n agen t of econom ie a c ti vi ty". 

Bo THE f.'l0D1H-ITIES OF TAX COLLEC-TION 

Thesc modal iti ~s must be or~ci se!y described because t hey ~ re 

t he locus of the inte rrelat i on between two écof1omic syst,~m~ anf,! the . caus (~ 

of the di s tbrtion of t he ~ominated e conomi e system by the dominant e cono-
~ ~ : . 

mi e systëin • 

The r e we re two ways of levyihg taxes: the first . ~ nvolved t he 

4-geots of the 1-'{.rkish s·-i 'lte-; the second involved thE; poH,tical authorit:l cs 
...... 

of the tri bes them sel v e~S,• : , . - -- ------ ...... -- ~ ··--····. 
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1. Levying by the Turkish admnistration. ~Il the observe ra (1) 

of Algeria during the Turkish pe riod strcssed the venal nature of p~;b l ic 

offic~s: the otficials paid their tax quotas to the . sove~ei gn a nd r ecei

ve d in exchange a domain attached to t .hat .func:tion. A fraction of the pro-

, ceèds of the 'levy' was 'thén retained for thei.r own needs and the re~ t gran.-

ted to the hfgh~r level and so up to the Dey ·of ALgiers. One es f) e ntial . . 

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 

càse the tribal chiefs were empowene~ , to collect taxes for the Turkish 

authorities. Similarly certain : tribes were, as such empowered to collect 

taxes. This gave sorne tribal chiefs or tribes an opportunity for enrich

rnent at the expense of others. Tax-collecting was a source of social 

stratification either within the tr~be to the advantage of the "big tents" 

or b'ètween tribes, sorne of which thereby became dominant • 
. ~ : 
.• ' l. 

C - THE DOMINANCE OF THE ST.àTE ECONO.tri.IC SYSTEF>'·i OVER THE 

COf~iHUNUNAL ECONOMIC SYSTEM 

An economie 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 ~he reproduction of the state economie system func

tioned through an extension of the basis of private ownership of t he 

means of production or not~ < This question can be answered by cons ide ri ng 
~-' . :·· .-.- ~- ' .. -: ~ • . . .. :: _· .. ....;, .... :.. _ _. - !~~-_. - ... ... . . 

the contradictory process of this reproduction. 

1. Th~ economie contradiction 

According to A. Prenant, the exercise by the Turkish Sta t e o f 

its right of eminent domain over the lands, through the levying of t ax es, 

was reflected in an ex:pansion o·f "feudal" relations wi thin the slge r i.').n 

social s truc·ture. .This assertion, like o;thers tp~ ,wJlicb we shall r c t ur n , 

(1) See A. Prenant, op. cit. p. 146 et sui ; ~ntes. 
• 
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stems from ignorance of th e e conomie cbn tradictions underlying tha t social 
' . 

formation .. 

Firstly, the'Turkish power di~no~ cont~ol, either dir~ctly or 

indirectly, ali the tribes located on the territory. Just as t here ~as 

a ~Jaghzen "bled" (hinterland) subject to taxation, therc was a Siba bled 

which .was· not taxed. The d e ci s ive cri terion of the subjection c.onsisted 
. ~' . 

of a:rmed force.; . Either the Beylik and its a g ents had the possibility of 

subjectio~ the tribes or t hey did not. From this point of view, a s Y. 
- 1 • ~ ' • 

La coste r ecalls : "Far more than in Europe and in a larg~ part of the DUd

dle East, most of the men i n the f,iaghreb 1 cspecially those of the "b led" , 

t~vo more or l ess r emainéd warriors ••• • The warlike aptitudes of a li the 

populations r e inforc e th e tribal struc tures and prev e nt the armyleaders 

from extendi ng their au thority, wb ich t hey could have done over a dis~r

med po pu l a tion". ( 1). 

Ren e e it is not surprising to note that, where the military 

powe r stopped 1 the poss ibility of extracting the product also stopped. 

"It has never be e n easy for the Bey of Constantine to collect 

contribut ions from the part of the population call ed Cabails ••• nothing 

can be obtained... except by ~oice, ruse, surprise or the yata g han 

( sword )" ( 2 ) 

Becausc of this contradiction, therefore 9 the dominanc e of t h e 

state ecoqpmic .system .of which the t e ndency was to turn all the tribes 

into dire ct p roduc ero separeted from the ir means of produc ~ io n~ ~ f~i fro m 

bec~ming iro4u~lly established ; was unstable. 
. ····-· .. ·--·----···-. .. . .. __ ... ' ··-· ~ .. .. . . 

But th~ insta t i l ity i of th e 

( 1) Y~ · La coste : Ibn Khald.oum ; naissance de 1 'histoir~, : : pa·ssé · du Ti e rs 
Mond e p . 33-4. 

( 2 ) .à. Turkish offici a l quoted by A. Noushi, op. cit p.100. Indeed, a 
fraction of Jilgeri an terri tory cons ti tuted ·vJhat was c al led " bled s i br " , 
dissident territory. 
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• 

domin~nce did not exclude the dominance itself. The latter was not œani

fested by · a graduai separation of the producers from their means of pro

duction (increasing private ownership of land) but by a distortion in 

the log ic of their reproduction. This diPtortion, itself contradictory, 

was rnanifested, at three levels: 

- at the economie level, it brought about a weakening of the 

economie base . of the tribes • . ,,.The historians ~how how the tribes, in ord<:.'r 

to · escape the excessive extortions of the Turkish administration or ï 'ts 

agents~ frcquently abandoned their farmlands and engaged in d~iQal hus-

bandry, where it was easicr to avoid tax assessment. an ex-

tention of the land directly administered by the Beylik and h'a.nce to e.. n 

increase in the private own e rship of land to its advantage (1). 

at the political level, there was greater social stratific~•ion 

within the tribes. The very machinery of the levy led to the emergenc e 

of a social category whose role was to distribute the tax burden among 

the tribal fraction~ and who could thus appropriate a share of the pro

ceeds, so aggravating if not creating the inequality in levels or' living. 
In view of this, c a n one speak of a movement towards private ownershi p of 

the me~ns of production, in the sense that the producers would rio longer 

control the allocation of the means of production and the product? To 

suppose that is to overlook two fundamental facts to which ~ . Noushi ha~ 

drawn our attention. 

- the first is poli ti,cal. J~ ccording to A. Noush.i "On€ nevc :

sees the land tenure position increase in ~elation to the rol e nf t he 

(1) Se~ A ~ Prenant, op. cit: this moveroerit illustrates the idea of 
Gallissot according to whom 11 on the basis of ·-the t-own. there · was .. a 
gradual dissolution of . communal forms, a detribalization" in le 
Feodalisme, CEID'l , p. 238-239. .. 
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Beylik representative. 1 have rather the impression that it is all the 
. . . 

more di ffi cult for the chiefs of · the ll.lakhzen tribes to aggrandize their 

r~ral ~ositlon becaus~ ~hey arti ~ under the eye of the Beylik and easy avai

lable to it: ·their situation -does not seem to undergo any change" (1). 

\lie must not fdrget that the p:ri~ate economie system is at the same time 

astate one in that · its dom'inant class reproduces itselfat the political 

level: no heredi tary public offices, a·ppointrnents mainly arn:ong the Turks 

etc... Nowt from the point of view of this Titrkisli dominant .êl .;lss, pri:va

e ownership of the means ot productiori în the bands of the Makbzcn ·tribal 

chiefs or others is ruled out because i t does not correspond .to i ts logic 

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

- The seo0nd 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 secm · t~ be _vast landed estates 

do not really correspond to fiefs of the European type but . rather to an 

occupation of vacant lands under the leadership of valorious chiefs. 

In sum, the state tributary economie system does not inexorably 

tend to dominate and to eliminate the communal economie system~ In C. 

Bettelheim'~ words, there is reproductiori domination and not ·dissolution

domination (3). ~nd that does not exclude economie struggles. This being 

so 1 w.e must now -examine the nature of the urban economie system and i ts 

iniërrêlation' ~i th ""the syst-em "we "have ·· identifi:e(h ~- · 
§ 3. Econoo. ic ··'P.truggles and socïpi slstem8.-

• 1 • ~ • 

• . t . 
. ~ .. · -~ - ·---- ·····-·- ·-· 

Ucre w~ ehould rgcnll ~:~ii~ position (4) 

( 1) Ji. NOUSHI in · . le .Maghreb précolon · al, CERM, PP• ~83 - 184. . 
(2) Indee9 .1be ,political activity of that c1~ss consis~~d in pe~p~tually 

set ting tri be against tri be and marabout1c sect · ~gt1. 1ns;t thc-1·r . s.ects. 
(3) See A. Prenant. 
(4) P•P• Rey, les alliances de classes_ Pt · .194 • . -~J~e;.k~-~~- --~_?.~3 

~· .. : 
. . • 
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"In the feudnl societie~and in the various forms of "Asiatic" 

systems,, the economie struggles always directly take a poli tical and rnili

tàry form; . this . is because the process of reproduction does not take place 

inside the economie sphere. The direct workers have no ,possibility of 
·. ~ 

halting reproduction momentarily at the level of circulation by refusing 

to sell their labour p6wer~ · · If they halt the reproduction, they ate · 
. ' . 

~mmediately calling into question a poli tical . al)d legal relation. ;lind the 

dominant ~lass cannot respond either by a lock-out or by neg6tiatiqn at 

the leve! of cireula.tion: · i t al ways res ponds by force of arms". 

It has ·' fn · fact t'o be accepted that in precolonial Algeria, . ;this 

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

An additiona l proof of the unstable dominance of the state tri

butary economie system is pr6vided by the fact that the ideological edu

cet.tional apparatus remained in the hands of the tribes: at . th'e time of 

the conquest, the tribes and the towns bad a completely auttinomous educa

tional system, not controlled by the Turks; maintained by the mortmain 

property of the religious foundations (zaouiat), this system was remark.a

bly efficient because about 40% of the male population could read and 

write. · It ' was esti~ated that at the same time there were 2,000 to 3,000 

pupils pursuing secondary studies in each province arid 600 to- 800 atten

ding courses of Law and The~logy (1) 

§ 4 The corporative (guild) economie system and the conditions 
' 

of its domination px the dominant economie system. 
, ,. ·-··· :. 

In preé.olonial - l:. Ïg;;r~a, according to· the authtn·.St the urban 
. . ·. :.; .· -

population formed 5% to 10% of the total population. ; They note that this . ' 
population was regressing,. The townsr were ·places of · garrisons·, . tra<!~ and 

.. ' 

handcrafts: Il' it is àccepted that the Turkish àdministration in the 

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

--~------------------------~·-·---- ' 

(1) From Y. Turin: Affrontements culturels en Algérie~ 1830~1880 

tiiu~péro P. 127 et suivantes. 
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the decline in the urban population was related to the decline of hand

crafts and trade. ~hat decline was the effect of the dominance of the 

Turkish polit~cal class over the corporative economie system. 
. ..· ~-, 

A. THE CORPORù TIVE .. OCONOf"iiC SYSTEM 

In the towns, the artisans were ·organized in "corporations" .· 

(guilds). Therewereguilds of tannera, shoe-~a}ter~, h~rneae-makers and 

saddl~ré, weaver• of wool, eotton and : s114f ~~opers, çarp~nterst joiners, 

furni tur'J rnak~rs, blacksïni ths, . gunsmi ths, jewellers em:=raicterc rs etc ••• 
~ . . 

The artisans were organize.d in guilds. That organization was 

rather similai' to that of Mediaeval Europe: the master craftsman supervi

sed the work opro-ces·s and ini ~iated the journey_-men or trade apprenti ces. 

Tbe 'number of 'masters was fixed by the guild according to cri teri a of skill, 

s·eniori ty, arid the sizè of the market. It was ~ simple colllmodi ty system 

of productio~. 1 Howevert the.production intcnded for e~change was only a 

~r6duction of use values. Hence the developmen~ of that system was bound 

up with the extent of the markets, which determincd the number of master 

craftsmen. 

-- a • . THE -CüNDI.T-IONS .. OF .DEVEL.QP.~:)EJJ:F. OF 1'HE SYS'l'E~~ 

The craft· ·gü{lds -ar-OSe:. ~for . the need~ .9f. _ .:the poli ti cal class which 

domi'nated the 'èoun:t ·ryside, ei ther d;-ir~ctly or :thro,ugh_ tax-collecting • 

. · ·· Mo~eove'r tha = c:nafts~e.n :wer:e able to prQ_vi_de th_e triba,l: communi ti es 

wi th the goods 'whi'ch •they ·.could n.ot .a .~uir.e directly or through, _ exchange. . · . . ·: ' . ; ·' . . ·: .. 

Therefore we must first analyse the conditions.of development of the urban . . . . ~ . . ' : ~ . . . . . . 

market. They were _ mai~ly _ r~lated to the size of the levy on the produce 
. ·: . . 

of the land. The most prosperous craft guilds w~re connect~d with the 

most important beylik eatates. 

However, two important factors hampered the -expàn-sion of the 

urban market. Firstly, the dominant class bad for a long time been able 

to obtain ~y corsair ' operations (capture of enemy mérchant ships) a whole 

series of g?ods which it required. Hence it did not constitute a market 

for the urban artisan class which was created for it; secondly it must not 
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be forgottcn that, fro~ the 17th century, Algeria had been importing 

European goods. These imports ~lowed down the expansion of the· urban mar

kets for the crafsmen of the towns ~rid werc the reason for their decline . 

The rural, mar'ke•ts . for their pR.rt did not . flourish greatly. The 
. . . . . : 

tribal comrnunities w~re seli-sufficierit entities~ fo~ , they all engaged 
( ... 

in non~agricultural activities l ~hich rn~t the needs fo~ . housing,~ ~lbthing , 

domestic and agricul tural implementa~ · Local markets enabled the tribes 

to exchange their products. The basis of the exchange, was use-value and 

not the acquisition of money. This abili ty of the .. tribe,s ~o s a tisfy the ir 

own needs, together with the bad state of the roads, harnpered . t he exten

tion of the rural markets. Moreover imported goods ~eemed to .be prefer

red by the tribes: sugar, tea, cloth, arma, haberdashex·y·~·.,.. jelJ. .9 ry~ 

Jewish pedlars brought to the tribe~· the products of the emergent capi ta

lism in Europe. 

C. THE DOMINANCE OF THE TURKISH POLITIC.\L CL.&SS 

OVER THE CORPORl .. TIVg F.CONOJ;IC SYSTE~:. 

The stagnation is not decline of the rnarkets _brought a bout a 

stagnation or even regression of the guild syst~m • . , This st~gnation was 
'• 

also reflected in a dr~p in the numbcrs of craftsmen ! in th~ case of a 

growth of labour ·productivit:;r within that systêm. _ 

It must be noted that this stagnation of the markets was merely 

the effect of · the economie and political dominance of the Turkish adminis

trative class. That dominance hampered the exten·tion of . the · markets in 

severa! respects. 

- firstly, the corsair booty and the trade agreements concludcd 

by the Turkish sta.te with the ·Europe.an powers entailed the dominnnce of 

the Turkish administration. The former for obvious reasons, and the latt~r 

• 

• 
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because they enabled the dominant class to acquire concession and export 

duties which conso)..idated i ts financial base and bence i ts poli tical powe r. 

: ... se~ondly;, : the form of the Turkish domination over the tribes 

was, as w:~ ,_~e.v.~ saip,_ ~nst!!ble; so ~he markets depended on thé l eval o'f 
. ~ .. . 

exploitation .o.t:. ·the. tribe.s .and o'n' 'how far tha t expl~i tatîon was ilon-

commerçial in .t()\m• T~~ ~1~bes only ma.rketed ~ smali part of the product 

ancl paid their taxes in kind. 

This was not conducive to an extention of the markets • . 

- thirdly, the s ystem was dominated · by the levying of part of 
-

the output for "the needs of the Beylik". 
' . : . ·: ? ~ j' • . ~ 

· ·.· On this point a more . qualified stand is taken bY Lucc.tto ValenB i 

who, after der.wnstrating the emergence of an "lndig'en•ous capi talism" in 

Turiis, confines herself to thinkin.g that ' "the fl~urishing textile indus 

tries of il.lgeria or Morocco were probably of thé same type as the Turii s i ?<~ 

headgear industry", but the author aèknowledges further on that ·at the 

beginning of the 19th century the trade was insufficient to create a power.

ful industrial or merchant bourgeoisie (1). 

That is why it seems to us that the corporative system had lit

tle chance of developing into a manufacturing system through the factory 

system avd the intervention of merchant capital. According to Galliss ot: 

"The workshops are practically controlled by the merchant bourgeoisie, it 

is the factory system. The wholesaler provides the supplies, he buys th B 

wool and hence controls the peasants' sales; he becomes in a way the mid-

d!eman between the town and the countryside. 

extcnded by the marketing of the output'!, (~) -~ 

This commanding position was 

.. •-. r -- ._ .... - - - ~ • -••• - ~ . , .-
• " · - · ' •• • ..:.-.., . ~ ... ' '"> a::. :· 

( 1) ' '! • . : .Valensi;: 
p. 60. 

,le tJ~aghreb avant la prise d'Alger.· · Flammarrïon, 1969, 

~ • 1 

(2) on feudalism op~ · ~it ~- · ~35. 
· . .... 
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'1. "·~""~~~ .. 

Nevertheless, as we have seen, the economie base of this "bour-

geoisie" could not be. extended. As Nouohi notes "this bourgeoisi e only 

hnd n weak influence . thoughtom. "' ~geria ••• ! t.biuk that is connected wi th 
the existence of a poorly developed communications network... and also 

with the mediocre quality of Algerian ~andcrafte and comaerce'' (2). 

• 

In this controversy, we have to side with Noushi against Gallis~ot 

Galissot. The l~tter under-estimatee the political class domination of 

the Turkish administratiom: for nnly a political alliance between local 

commercial capital a~d the Turkish dominant class could have managed to 

proiect the markets, to transform r ent in kind into money rent etc. (2)n 

Mow, for reasons of political hcgemony, we witness ori the contrary an 

alliance between the dominant Turkish class and European merchant capita l. 

This is what we shoul~ now consider. 

• ,: .. . 1,' 

; • • • . 1 

( 1) · Ibid. p. 185 • . 1 . 

(2) this would have implied a European-type class alli~n~e bringing 
about a transition to capitalism. On this point see A. Benachenhou, 
op. ci t. es p. chapter 11 la Genèse du ca}>ital.1' •• 

• 
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kt the tim é of the Turkish domination in li lgeria 1 th e transi ti on 

to capitalisrn in F~ance and En~land was considerably advanced, in thG sense 

that tht; ... :(::6-fit'rtd1ctions of the feUda.l social formation had brought about 

the presuppositions of Capital. ble have scen elsewhere that this realize.

tion of the presuppositions of Capital required an expansion of the export 

markets of the European capitalis~ countries and an increase in the sour

ces of supply of raw materials and focdstuffs. From t~e point of vj~w of Eu
ropean capi talism, the ~lgerian soci1\l . formation, lik• otherP.(Latio~. Am e r~_ e n , 

India) was the place where the presuppositions of Capital were manifested: 

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

The question which arises is whcther this dominant class within 

this social form~~ion is 1 f~om the p6int of view of the bo~rgeoisie 1 an 

ally for the extension of the sphere of circulation or whether Ure class 

&lliance (1) is im possible. Ve can sec quite quickly why this class 

alliance was ephemeral .,by analy;sing the forms of Algeria 1 s f oreign trnde. 

§ 1. The forms of àlgeria's foreign trade. 

There are two e~sential characteristics of foreign trade which 

r oveal -the eph~meral nature of the -class alliance~ •'Firstly, Algerien 

for e ign tradc was adrninistered. The Turkish domimant clàss g r anted c onmer-
' · 

cial concessions to European comme rcial capital. Thus the Marseill e rs 

ma rchant Thomas LENCHE obtained in .1520 the monopoly of the maritime trade 

(t) · We refer to P.P REY'~ .. analysis of the class alliance which, in 
Europe, accelerated thetransition to capitalism. He writes: "But 
t h e contradiction between landowners and capitalists was throughout 
this period quite secondary with re~pect to the primary con~ergence 
of their interests. For the expulsion of the rural population opera .. 
ted by the landlotds Mas the condition sine qua non of the reeruitmeot 
of a labour force by the cap italist class. Symmetrically, the increa
se in · the vol~me of iridustriril bu~iness and the number of work c rs to 
be f e d r e quiredg.. an increase in the total. quanti~y of agricul tural 
p roducts going tbrough the market and, . con~equentJy 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 Const~ntinoss. In exchange for a duc paid to the Dey, he obtaine d 

the monopoly of the imports ~~d exports for the region~ The Ma-r-s.ai.l.le.s ... 

merchants obtained1 throughout the 17th cpntury 1 the establishment of a 

large number of trading posts on the East coast. That trade concessi on 

culminated in 1700 in . the establishment of the Compagnie a•.&~fl'ique. 

That form of trade was the foundation of an objective class 

allh.nce: the Turkish domin~nt class increased, throught i ts export du

ti es and royal~ies, its financial basis and its political supremacy in 

the social formation. For thcir part, the merchant capitalists found 
-~ .' l , ; 

there an opportunity for ·fruitful operations, and more generally, cap ita-

lism found there the bases of its dcvelopment. As Marx noted, the adap
tation between the scale at which the goods of "the most diverse modes 

of production'' arè produced artd the scale at which these goods are consu

med by the capitalist system is ensured by 11merchant or commercial 

capital". 

The goods exported were commodities ~uch as cereals, wool, wa~~ 

and coral; among those imported were sugar, co~fee, iron, paper, Sedan 

cloth hats and Lyons silk:s, and German cloth. 

A. PRENLNT, _regretting the absence of a specifically Al gerian 

commercial capital,. analysis this objective class alliance: "Thus a E: s mi

colonial control b~ the !Sreat capi talist p·owers, ·made possible by the 

defence of the s e lfish . interests of the feudal ruling class with the sup-. . . . , : 

port of the independant Je,,<~ish financier~, .was . a constant fa~~or in the 

decadence · of Algerià, and a temptatoion . for these powe·r,s to ensure this 

domination more . completely" . ( 1). 

Indeed this class alliance between the Turkish ~iistociracy an~ 

commercial capital . was ephemeral because trade , being administered, was • 

· negotiated. Involved here were the rivelries between the differ~nt powers 

(1) ~ndre Prenant, op. cit ~~ 191. 
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wh ich made this form of trade highly unstable ( 1 ). Similarly, be cause o f 

the contradi ctions 

Wi t.h in the i.lgerian .social. forma tion, the v.o l u!lle of trade was 

limited : t he r ent extrac~ed from the communiti es was s till fairl y small -

access .t c t he ma r ke ts o,:t: t .he t:ribes .w,as geographically di ffi cult - and 

eco~om ic~l ly : li?ite~ ·by .the handcraft .production in the communitie~ t hem

selves . The Turkish . d.om inant class did no t permit a social r e lationship .. . ' ' .. . . . ~ . :': 

. conducive t o the pe~etrat i on of c apita li sm in the ~lgerian c ount ryside ; 

t he class all iance was impossible. 

§ 2 . The c lass s truggle and the mili tary conquest. 

From the po int of vi ew of capital ism, the Turk i sh dominant c l ass 

was not functi one.l. The uns t ab le f orm o f i ts dominance in t he Ll ger ian 

soc i a l f orma tion ~as inadequa te to achi eve the expansioti 

of the sphere of circulat ion wi thin t hat social formation . Thé r e W r-:·. 8 th.en 

a c lass s truggle f or the destruct ion of t hat unstableform of dcminant::e . 

That l e t to coloni zation . As A. Prenant notes: "the rnercanti l i s t cir-

c les ~n d particularly those of Marseill es were to g~eatly i nfluence t he 

orientation of th e e;ov ernment". 

Simi larly , As ~ . Noushi remin ds us hiong befb re the t aking rif 

Co nstantine (not till 1837 ), the Cons tantinois h~d giv~n ris~ tri many bo

~es i n Fr ench comm~rcial circles. The çbuntry had ~ proverbi a l r eputa

ti on f or ~rosperity and it was exp~cted that cer~als , fodder, an i mais , 

wo ol and ail woü l d s upp ly large ·quotas to JF' rench trade 1 not t o s pcak of 

( 1) We must nO'te fo'r · ~x'amp l e tha t the -products of the indus try of Central 
Europ..e. .. and Engl an_d c ame .. t9 ;-..l g~~ia thr <;mgh· Mo rocco and above aU 
T~ni~:;ia a t th e very . tim e whe:n thè trad(:) balah~e wi tÇ Franc e . showe è. 
a surplus. That si t 'ua.tion contradic t ed the principles whi ch POL!GN~:.C 
expounded for the Me di t e rranean a s -early- e.s 1834.,- .·:( 182.4.) ·-in connexio n 
with the expedi tian against the B-arbary · at:a'tess· ; "It can bring to 
Franc e , if she conducts this . expedition skilf'ully, · imm ens e c ommerc i a l 
r esources , and open for her one day the road to Egypt. The la t t er 
point i s worthy of part i cula r attention; a number of motives indu c e 
us to f orm es tablishments in 1..frica." quoted by ch. Ro ux , Fr anc e e t 
Afrique du No r d avant 1830. Paris 1832 1 p. 502. 
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coral, a traditional export. Later, in the "Report on the Customs" by 

the Commission d'Afrique, instituted by an Ordinance of the king on 12 

December 1833,_ we find in an official record: "For France, the main 
.. 

goal in colonizing a part of nortliern Jlfrica, is to open up markèts for 

our manufactures, to seek new resources for our trade and our merchant 
... ' . . - . . 

flect; it would _be going against that goal and !etting foreign competi-

tion outstrip us if we allowed it free access to our African possessions 

without reserving sorne advantages there for our flag, the products of our 

soil and our industry" (1) 

On this·-objective bàsis · i t ·· ·is clear · that the Turkish dominant 

class coüld not offer serious guarantees to capitalism. 

Conclusion: the contrad ictions wi thin the Algerian 'so:Cial formation. 

On the eve of colonization, . three essential aspects characte

rized the .àlgerian social formation. 

Firstly, within the communal economie system, access to the 

means of production (particularly the land) through money was practi

cally impossible, because the reproduction of that ~ystem excluded indi

. vidual or collective alienation of land. 

Secondly, that cc~nomic s ystem was only dominated in an unsta

ble way bi ·the st~te tributary economie system. Decause of this, t he 

Turkish dominant class did .not complctely control the means of p roduct i on 

of the dominated economie system. Consequen~ly, the de~~~u~li~~ of th~t 

dominant cla~s did not~pso farito ;éntail access to all the means -of pro

duction~ Th~ F~enc~ - -~o{~~ize~s , took fifty years to achieve th~ t. 
·. : . . 

(1) Q.uoted by li~ Ndnshï: -:Enquete ••. • p. 186. The author is referring to 

a note on ihe 6~~upa~i6n of ~lgiers • 
.. ,._ 

• 
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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. 


