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Extràet : from: Dll SOI!S-DEVEI.OpPEftlENT EN t.I·GERIE: 

,. ·Essa j BilE 1 es 1 jmj tee -du_ 
. : . :· .. · ! ,.. ~ ~ ( f ; ' 

dével q_ppement . dJJ çapj ta] j sme . 18~so:...)962 '' 

Abdellatif Benachenb.Gu 

CHliPTER I 

The Algerian social formation on the eve of colonization 

an analysis of the Algerian social formatiop in · 1830 poses t~o 

types of problems: 

- That of identifying the dominant economie system within that 

social form~tion. 

- ThRt of relating that social formation to the international 

economie circuits of capitalism in full expansion. 

SECTION I The dominant economie system· in the Algerian socinl 

formation. 

lm economie system is dominant when i t sub.ordina.tes . to i ts 

own logic . of . extended reproduction the· other economie ·systems with which 
0 ' 0 0' 0 0 0 0 ' • M 0 - •• : ·, _ ,, o O • 0 

i t is interlink·ed in the social forMation. · 

As we know, the principal identifica.tiori ~f an ec~nomic system 

involves the analysis of the ownership relation which ~haractériz~s its, 

and bence the answer to the two following questions: 

Who allocates the means of producti~~ --~~~~- t-~e ~roducts? 

. 'How are the rneans of prodl,lction and 'tite pro'duc.:ts a.iloëàted~ 
--- . ! . " t · 

Thus we identify successive ly the~· and the ~ of owner-

ship (1). 

(1) For Rll these concepts, see 11. Benachenhou: Introduction à l•iinalyse 
Economique • . 
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. In precolonial Algcria the means of production were the land and 

the tnat~uocnts . f~Ï·· · wô"ïkfritf-thè s·6-tl -in· the coufl.t.ryside; .. the urba.n means 

of p#r.~d~~Î"ion ·~-o~·s-L;te(f ·~ ·f n~ndëra:ft ·'-tools-; thè public workshops, and a 

few ueans of production in manufactures. 

1. Who owns the land? 

This concerna the real ownership 1 i.e. the capacity to allocate 

the means of production and the products·• .:·.Here we must iamediately bring 

in the ideological factor, the Moslem religion. In an Ielamic country, the 
. ~ . . . · .. 

land belongs only to God ~nd secondarl.ly to the ~7oslem commun'! ty. There-

fore the head of the Uoslem community exerciscs a right of eminent domain 

over all ~~-nd . iii : aD Islamic country. : 

In precolonial Algeria, this Moslem community was administercd by 

the Bey, representative of the Sublime Porte, a Mo~lem dynasty. 

Under this ideological fiction, did the Bey of Algiers and his 
: '· 

administration actually have the capacity to allocate the means of produc

tion and the products? 
.' 1 • . 

. . . . ... .. . ··-· ·· ' ~ ... . 

We must distinguish here between severa! categories of .land cor

responding to se~eral ievels of irttensity of ownership by the Regency (1) 

1.. TH:::: LANDS OF THE .BEYLIK 

These were generally good lnnds around garrison villages. They 
. ; 

were cultivated by me~ns of -corv&es or labour service (Touizias) impose d 

on the neighbouring tribes, or directly by Yhammes who received from the 

State ploughs, beas~s . of burden, . seed& _and, as remuneration for thel~ ~ork, 

1/5 of the product. 

( 1)· Our analysis is based m?-inly . on the books by A. NOùSHI 
Enquête •••. (copy), Y. LACOSTÈ •••• (copy). See esp~cially chaps IV 
and--v.: written by. . . a. PRENt..NT. .. 

• • 
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The production was subsequently centralized by the Regency in 

public stores and silos (1) • . 

On this catégory·· oT: laiia~ · ·i t .. -wiis· in · ·f&et ::a;n economie syste~ wi t h 

real ownership by the Regency, a system of productive forces . and a syste~ . .. 
of relations of produciirin dominate~; by it~ 

~- ... r; ~ ' .J - · ~ : -~ ·J ... _. .. n· ~ ;· . : .. · ~. ·: . : ~ ' ' . 

B, THE AZEL Lù.NDS 

'· ·f : ' 1 . .. ·: . ,, ..... . . .. . 

These were lands confiscated or bought from the tribes by t he 

Be;r. T.hey were conc.eded ei th er to: 

High d:i.gnit~·~ies or· the Regency who bad them cultivated by a. 

clientèle of peasants. 

Or ~o ·tiibes called hzelas who agreed to raise troops for t he 

Bey orto ~we~r rillegiance. Thq latter paid over part ,of the product but 

lesa than the part :pàid by other tribes. 

Orto individual tenant farmers who paid dues in kindo 

It is· obvious that the "eminent.~' owDe.r of :the ~and no longer h.::. d 

the right to ailoeate the means of pro~uction .and the product. Ne~~rth e-.. . . ' . 

less he rètained over these lands ,:!:\' rigil~ pt ~ID:i .nent domain which .harn;pered 
~ . . . . . 

the alloèation of the means of production by the real owners: they coul d 

be aliefiated by cession for example • . . 

t:That was the nature of the ·minership ·of these lands? If )fe 

exclude the azelas tribes, this was clearly ·a privat~ ownershi.p of the 

land (since both the dignitarics an~ the tenant farmers used exploited 

direct producers) and .the allocation of the means of proauction and of 

the product wae 11lade : to the ir advantage. It was o:t · c'ourse u.ristable ' owner-
h. • . .· . . 

s .. 1p, s1nce the eminent owner could in certain circumstanèes put an end 

to it. The social contradiction opposed the exploited and ' th~ explrii-

t ers (2). 

( . : 

( 1)"The State, budg.et .,expentli ture goe~ ·ma.inty · to pay; the janiss~ries, t o 
equ.~p t hem, · ;a.n ~l also t~ s ·ustairt their fideli ty an-d the s ubmission of 
the peoples amongst whom they are ericamped" r~ •. NOUSHI, Y L1~COSTE 
and ~ . PRENANT, op. cit p. 144-5 

(2) We shall see that the owners of these lands pay a texte the State, but 
it is small: it is the simple hokos or ground rent. 
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.C. THE TRIBAL OR VILL.AGÉ LANDS 

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

Noushi: "the rnembers of the tJ'ibe. feel tbernselves linked to each other:they 

haYe a oertain territory ta co•mon within wblch they con•uct their activt
ties; herding, shifting or fixed agriculture, achaba; all the work and the 

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

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

within the 11perimeter" 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 familf heads according to their ability to . have it culti

vated. The size was proportidnal to the ploughing capacity, and the pe

riodic redistributions h~d' :that capaci ty as a cri teri on. It can be con

sidered here that the ownership was collective as regards the allocation 

of the means of production, en•d:):Cà'lttly ownership as regards the allocation 

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

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 ~i i~J t~lbe .. bet~~e 

.. stratified. 

(1) NOUSHIJ Espace et vie politique au Maghreb. ' . . . 

(2) A. tiARNER wrote "The communal lands of the tribes are so vast in 
relation to the population they carry, tnat it is rare for an in
~rease in the p~pulation to neces~~tate a further gener~l di~ision 
on a narrower basis" quoted by A. NOQSHI op. cit~ p. 149. 



• 

: 
REPRODUCTIQN/001-78 

Page 5 

We will see later the modalities ~f ' that stratification~ 

. { 3- When. the tribe was destroyed or dispersed. _ In the valleys or 

foothills, in Mitidja or ~abylia, on the "Arch" lande of the tribes, tri-
.. 

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

indlvidual ownership. 

The plots· there were a~tually 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 

gift. 
. . . . 

Nevertheless this family o~ne~~hlp was liniited in two respects. 

Firstly, the institu·tfon of joint ownership operated wi thin the family. 

This is a rule Qf inheri tance i .n 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 propèrty in the wide sense. 

Of course this institution involves a prodigious interweaving of ownership 

rights over real estate, so that no _ individual can alienate the land 

becau.se i t rernains in indi visum. 

Secondly, . the ownership of land was limited by ·-the r.ights of 

the tribal fraction, or tribe, to which the family belonged. The tribes 

could êxercise a right of pre-emption in case ~f alieilat~()n of the proper

ty by the famjly. · This is the ~aw of cheffAa (1). 

In the las·t analysis there was -' an ul timate ownership by the tri be but 
' ,. 

which had largely deteriorated through the mechanisms of family holding. 

(1) 

~- -\."' . ,._ . 

') . . 

:'~hô ·.cbeffSa ;is a mechanism of ftOslern law: wh_ich ensures the survi val 
of t .lie cornmunity and i ts supè\.s'tructures :' i t : ai ms 'at' exclu ding out
siders. The cheffAa is by definition contrary to the spiri~ of the 
code Napoléon. It excludes the free circulation of the land. The 
e~allenging . of the eheftla law was to constitute the weapon of cap i t a
lism against the communities or the familles. 
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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 ownership of the land. The 

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

-Nevertheless the mechanisrns of inheritence could entail a de 

facto exclusion of certain joint owners. 

For example, on the occasion ~f an inheritance. Somo people 

became holders of means of production. They organized the prod~ction 

process, but the allocation of the product 'was still determined by the 

type of ownership, since every co-owner retained rights over the product 

which were in proportion to his joint ownership rights. But the develop-

ment of the holding induced sorne co-owners to huy out the other co-owners 
. . . 

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

(1) · ll.s PRENANT writes: "The melk, a family appropriation, which avoided 
the danger of fragmentation with the maintenance of inheritance in 
indivisum, did not ·indeed exclude the tutelary intervention of the 
arch when the soc~al .ties bad not been broken up by the 11feudal 11 do
m;rrï', in connexion with work on community facilities, the regulation 
of -irrigations, or in case of ~iffic11,lties (food shortages) the ef
fects of which were also mi tigated". :Op. ci t p. 122. 

(2) l~s Marx wri tes: "The individuel notes as a prior datum that he is 
a member of a family, of a communei ·of a tribe etc. As a nataral 
member of the commune, he participates in the collective ownership ond 
pssesses his ·own part 9f it; : k~e property 1 that is the rel~tionship 
to the prior natural condition& of his pro~uction as being~ his own, 
is mediatized by his capaci~y !iS a natural member of a coin9'une 11 • ... 

• 
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one's rights. This separation bet~eén ownership and actual holding wa~ 
.. 

an i~portant factor in the emergehce of social antagonism~ between those 

concerned. It was subsequently used to faveur the individualizati0D of 

ownership. 

Can we try to identify the economie syat~m on the trib~l lands ? 

üne wo~~d· be inclin~tl to suggest the: concept o:f a commpnal economie systes .. 

l;! e ca~ ~ompare this system to what tiarx :wr·ote c.oncerning l,abour :in comrn on 
. .. t 

or directly associated labour: "In the patriarchal: industri,es of i't peasant 

family . .. ifHt.t pr:o?uée_~_ corn, cattle, yarn, linen and · clothing for home use, 

these different articles .are, as. regards the ·family~ so· many "prÔducts of 
... - . .. ··-· --

i ts 'labour, but as between themselves,. they arc Ïto·t - 'ëoîilinôdî ttes . .. · Thé 

different k~_n_ds of _l_t\.h.our, sucb _as tillage, cattle tending1 spinning, 
. . ~ < . ~ J 

wea~iftg and making clothes, which result in the various products, are in 

themselYes, and such as they arc, direct social functions, because r~nc

. tions of the family ••• (in its own) division of ~abour. The distribu

tion of work within the family, and the regulation of the labour-time of 
• . " . '1 . . 

the several members, depend as well upon differen,ces of ag~ and sex as 

upon natural conditions varying with the seasons. The labour-power of each 

individuel, by its very nat~re, operates in this ~ase merely as à definite 

portionof the whole labour-powet_' .of the family, and therefore, the meas urc 

of the expenditure of individual . labour-pf1Wer _by its duration, appears 

here by its •ery nature as a social charaçter of their labour". ••• '~he 

total product vf a community is a social product. One portion serves as 

fresh means of production and· r'ëmains '· .. social. ·-- But another portion is con-

sumed by the members as a moans o~ subsistance. 

portion amongst them is consequently necessa:ry. 

4 distribution of this 

The ~ode of thi s distri-. . ' ': . ~ 

but ion will vary wi th the productive organization of ~he ç_~mmuni ty, and 

the degr~e :·Jj hist6rï'caf develdpment attai.ned by the producers." ( 1) 
; ; .:J' . ~ . . 

.. ,T.h,is J>,ei~g _so, _can we immediately say that · tbêre are' two eco-

nomie syste~,.,, one ._ b~se~ on ' th~ ~ri~ate 'ci~nèrship -of thé ·meàn:& of 
: _1 ' . ; . ·• , . ". ~ • • • 

production, and allocation of the prÇJ~~ct for the put-pose of . political 
... . '···· ....... .. . ..... . ~ . ..... - ., .. --·--- ~-- -·--



R8FRODUCTI ON/G01-78 

Page 8. 

and social consolidation of the owner, and the ether bas€d on non-· 

ex~lu~ive ownership of the means of production and geared to the s a. tis

faction .of the , needs of the producers? This is to overlook the fact tha t 

these two systems are interlinked in a social formation whose reproduc

tion producea distorting effects on beth of them. 

To understand this interlinking, we must analyse where it deve

lops, i • . e. the machinery of tax collection organiz'ed by ·-the Turkish 

administratio,n in Algeria. 

1 2. 'Turkish taxation an.d the conditions of dominance of the state 

economie system over the communal economi~ srstem. 

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

Algiers as heads of the Moslem community bad a right of eminent domain 

over all land in the countries of Islam. This eminent o~nership , ir1 'the 

case of tribal landst does not mean the allocation of the means of pro-

.. duction and of . the product. The Turkish stat,e did not intei-vene in the 

organizatio·n of production. It could not even oblige the tri bes to pro

duce certain types of crops. It.s intervention was connected wi th the a l

location of the p:roduct, through the levying of a fraction of the product 

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

mus t analyse ·the categories ;of taxes, their volume and the'forms in which 

they were enforced so as ulti~ately to analyse_ the possibility by this 

means ot one ecortomic system dominanting another or their relative balance . 

A. The C~TEGORIES OF TAXES 

. The. main types of taxes ( 1) paid by ·the tribes to the Turkish 

State were the following: 

1- The tax on harvest 

T4is was mainly the Djabri: it was a composition tax ·on the 

land; a certain proportion was paid by each producer. Thnt tax was r e,.Ié

ced rnund 1830 by 'tho ~chour, tnx proportional to the hnrvest ~nd not 

t~ the number of producers. Its rate was negotiated between the members 

(1) A. NCUSRI Enqu&te p. 96 - 116. 

• 

::: 
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of the tribe 'aidd the officials of the Beylik, although :the Bey retained 

.the possibilliy '~f an ·arbi'tratic>n, a.lways to further his interests. The 

Gharama was also ,{ tax on products levied on :the nomadic or less accessi-

ble tribes, arid paid in head 'of cattle. 

to the fires or the tents~ · .. . 

But it was a ta~ in propo~tion 

2- The tax on cattle : . ,· 

This was ~ainly the Zekkat levied on the herds. 

3- The tax on land 

Thi~ ·is m~inlfthe Hok6~ paid by the Azelians but also by .the 

tribes in whicii' the deterioration oftribalownership was not advanoed. 

4- The ·ta.x· on ' market· transact'ions 

this was a form of tax intended to siphon .off a part of pro

ducts of tri'bes di ffi cult to 'coerce, auch as the .mounta;in or Saharan tri'1:)es. 

It should be noted tha:t most of these taxes .were levied in kind: 

"the people who pay them do not have the impression of being impoYerished 

because the -t:ax -d$p.e.nds .on ... .tl.l~ _h_a_rve.st àlid the co~t, which ~re eminently ... .•. ~ - ·- ... ··- -. . . .. .. . . .... ~.. . .. ..... . . .... .... . 

natural factors". 
. a f • 

_ .. ___ _ • ;.::_:__ J -~ ~ --

T~is beiri~ the cà~ei vas thié taxation or . levy on the produce 

a heavy burden? i.ccording to il• ·Noushi, "The .taxation of ~he beylik w~s 

much less burdenso.me than. has sometimes becn . tltm,•ght; logicall,y i t could 

not be too heavy beca.use if he cru·shed' the ,pea.sant, the Be;r .. would have 

ruined the sourc·e : of his · iricomes and the; lllain agent o.f_ ec.on(l!llic e:cti:vi ty" • 

. B. THE MÛDALITIES OF TAJCCOLLECTION· . . ,' 

These modali ti~s· m~st be nre'cis~-!~Y described~ b'ecause they e:re 

the locus of the interrelation between tlio· .. ecori.orniç·_ §Y~.t~~-~- ~nfi .. ~he .. c a use 

of thè di~tor'tio·n ·of the dominated ~co-~omic S!Ystem . b.y the dominant e cono

mie systéni. 

There were two ways of levying taxës: the. ,first ·involved the 
:! ~1 . \. . ' ~ .. . : ..... • .. . ~, .. : : . . ~ 

c.gents of the Turkish 51 'lte; tbe set:ond inv·olved ·the· poli tical authori t ics 

of the tribes themselvês.:' ::•· ·· 
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1. Levying by the Turkish admnistration. All the observera (1) : 

of Algeria during the Turkish period stressed the venal nature of public 

offices: the officialspaid their tax quotas to the sovereign and recei-

ved in exchange a 'domain attached to that function. A fraction of the pro

ceeds of the levy :was- then retain~d for their own needs and the rest gran

ted to the higher leve! and so up to the Dey of Algiers. One essential 

feature must be noted: the tax farming offices were not heredit~ry and 

in that way a minimum of centralization of the fiscal vower of the Turkish 
·' 

state was eneured. 

2. Levying by the political authorities of the tr,be. In this 

casè the tribal chiefs were empower~d - to collect taxes for the Turkish 
'. • ' . ' 

aut~orities. Similarly certain tribes were, as auch empowered to collect 

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

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

stratification ei ther wi thin the tri,be to the advantage of the "big tents" 

or between tribes, sorne of whieh thereby became dominant. 
1'. 

C - THE DOMINANCE OF THE STJLTE ECONO!t1IC SYSTEff,i OVER THE 

COP.lEUNUNAL ECONOMIC SYSTEM 

An economie system dominates another system when the first sys

tem manages to subordinate the second to its own logic Qf reproduction 

and extension of the relations of production. The decisive question is 

therefore whether the reproduction of . the state econ.omic system func

tioned through ' an extension of the basis of private ow~ership of the 

means of production .or · not. t •. This _question can be answered by considering 

the contracïi'è't()Ï:y~ p;oëèïsëï'()i ':.tlinf·repro·ductiono; ···. · 

1. The economie ~ontradiction 

· According to A. Prenant, the exercise by the Turkish State of 

its right of eminent domain over the lands, through the leyyin~_of taxes, 

was reflected in an expansion of "feudal" relations within the .âlgeri.'ln 

social structure. This assertion, like others to which we shall return, 
. .. : .·.:· . . ·. : j : ; . ' . . . : . . 

------------------------------- . . '·' ; 

(1) See ~. Prenant, op. cit. p. 146 et suiv~ntes. 
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stems from ignorance of the economie contradictions underlying that social 

formation. 

Firstly, the Turkish power did not control, either dir~ctly or 

indirectly, all the tribes located on the territory. Just as there was 

a Maghzen 11bl~d'' (hinterland) subject to taxation, there was a Siba bled 
. · .. ·: 

which was not taxed. The decisive criterion of .the subjection consisted 

of armed force. · Either the Beylik and its agents ~ad the possibility of 

subjectiD~ the tribes or they did not. From this point of view, as Y. 

Lacoste recalls: "Far more than in Europe and in a large part of.the Mid

dle East, most of the men in the ~Jaghreb, especially those of the "bled", 

ha\?a more or less remained warriors ••• The warlike aptitudes of ali the 

~.populations reinforce the tribal structures and prevent the armyleaders 

from extending their authority, which they could have done over a dis~r

med population". (1). 

Hence it is not surprising to note that, where the military 

power stopped, the pose.ibility of extracting the product also stopped. 

"It has never been easy for the Bey of Constantine to collect 

contributions from the part of the population called Cabails ••• nothing 

can be obtained... except by force, ruse, surprise or the yataghan 

( sword) 11 ·c 2) 

Because of this contradiction, therefore, the dominance of the 

state economie system of which the tendency was to turn all the tribes 
. · , ' . ~ ' . 

into direct producers separeted 

becdm~ng gradti~lly established, 
. ). . . ' ' 

from their means of produc·t'ion; far f.rom 

was unstable. But the·. fiis~âl51Tïty· . of the 

( 1) Y.; 'Lacostè: Hm Khaldoum, naissance de 1 'histoire, .: paséé · du Tiers 
t!Jonde p. 33-4. 

(2) A. Turkish official quoted by A~ Noushi, op. cit p.too. · Indeed, a 
fraction of Algerian territory constituted what was called "bled siba", 
dissident territory. 
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do•inance did not exclude the dominance itself. The latter was not meni

fested by ' • . g~adual 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 di•tortion, itself contradictory, 

was rnànifested, ~t three: levels: 

- at the economie level, i t brought e.bout a weakening ·of the 

economie base of the tribes. The historians show how the tribes, in order , . 
' . 

to escape the excessive extortions of 't .he Turkish administration or its 
. . 

agents, frequently abandoned their fnrmlands and enga:ged in ari~rnal hus-

bandry, where it was easier to avoid tax assessment. This led to an ex

.tention of the land directly administered by the Beylik and harice to e.n 

increase in the private ownership of là.nd toits advantage ·(t). . r . · 

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

within the tribes. The very machinery of the levy led to the emergence 

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

the tribal fractions ' and who cotild thus appropriate a ; share of the pro

ceeds, so aggravating if not creating the inequality in levels of · livinge 

In view of thïs:, can one speak of a movement towards private ownership of 

the means· of production, in the sense that the producers would no. longe r 

control the allocatio·n of the mean,s of production an~ the product? To 

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

drawn our attention. 

- the first is poli tical. i;.ccording to A. Noushi "One nevcr 

sees the land tenure position increase in relation to the role of the 
. ! 

(1) Seè A~ Prenant, op. cit: this m9vement illustrates the idea of 
Gallissot . according to whom "on the basis .. of .the .tow.n there . . was a 
graduai dissolution of communal forms, a detribalizatiori" in le · 
Feodalisme, CERM 1 p. 238-239. 

• 
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Beylik representative. 1 have rather the impression that it is all the 

more difficult ·tor the :chiefs of ~the Makhz~n tribes t~ aggrandize their 

rural position be.cause: they are under the eye of. the ·B~ylik and easy avai-

lable to it: th'eir situation ·does · not· seem to undergo any - cha~g~" ( 1). 

\!le m'ust not ' fo·rget that ·the priva te economie 2lYstem .is ; at t~e same time 
' -.. ' . ' 

astate on~ ln that ~its ddminant class reproduces it~~lf ,at the political 

level: no 6.ereditary p~blic offices, appointrpen~~ mainly . ~ong the Turks 
• . . ' • . • . :_ ~ 1 •· 

ete ••• · Now, from the point of view of this ·Tiirkis.h · dominant class, priva-. . . . . . . 

e ownership of the means" ot· production: in t~e bands . of the Makhz.en tribal 

chiefs or· others is · ruled out beeause lt does· n~t correspond. toits logic 

of class domination. No •dominant class delibera-tely commi ts suicide (2). 

- The seoond faet .relat.es to the tribal ·organization. The tra

ditions of egalitarianism arid independence; defended by foree of arms, 

prevented·· the -tribal ehiefs from establishing a =base of individual private 

land tenure. Aecording . to .. A •. No.u.slli 1 what seem to be Yast landed esta tes 
•••• • • • > • • • • · - 1 • 

do not really correspond to fiefs of the European type but rather to .. 'i:m 

occupation of vaeant . lands under the ·leadership of valorious chiefs. 

, . 
In sum, the state tr1butary economie system does not inexorably 

tend to dominate and to eliminate the communal economie system• · In c. 
' 

.. Bette·lheim '.s words, there is reproductior1 domination and. not dissDlut.ion-

domination (3).. And that does not exclude economie struggles • . This being 

so, we must now examine the nature 'ot thé urban econom'ic l:!ystem .and its . : .. '; >t : __ ... f_' .·~ - - ~ . :- . 

intërret'é.tio-~·--i,nli_:'tlie system we -h~ve · idenU.fied • .... "' 

(t) 
(2) 

(3) 
(4) 

§ 3. ~conooie---stilige;i~s ·and sociel .. syatem~. · .. ' __ .;_: __ : ::.:. ____ . _ .. ..: __ : ______ __ 

. U~r~· WA ~hould ~Qcnll &e)'f4• position (') 

A. NOUSHI in, , le . Maghr~b pr~c.ol.on !il, CERM, PP• 183 184~ 
Indeed .the p,oli tical activi ty of that c"las's · ·eonsisted in perpetually 
set ting tribé' agaüist . tri be and maraboutic s.e,ct . ~t~.in'?t their aects. 
Se·e A. Prenant.· '··· · ~ .: 
p.p. Rey, les allinnc~s de claâse'!' . . :P• t94. Maspél'O ' 1973 

:; ~.,.,~ ·-~ .: ·· · ~ .. ·-- ~ -- -·· · · ..... ' ~ ·~· .. 
: : '.. 
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"In the feudnl societies . and in the var.ious forms of ".âsiatic" 

systems, the economie struggles always directly t -ake a poli ti cal and mi li

tary form; this .is becatlsè · the process of reproduction does not take place 

i~s~ 4e the economie . sphere.' The direct workers have no . . :possibili ty of 

hal ting reproduction momentarily·: at the leve! of circulation by refusing 

tq sell their l~bour power. ·tt they halt the ·reproduction, they are 

i.{llmedi~tely cai~i~g into question· a political an-4 -legal relation. And the 

domin~nt. class cann~t ~e~pond ei ther· by a -·lock-out or by negotiation at 

the level of circulation: it always responds by force of arms" •. 
~ . . . . 

It bas in fact ·to be accepted that in precolonial Algeria~ this 

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

An additional proof · of the unstable dominance ·of the state tri

butary economie system is provi~ed by the fact that t~e ideolo~ical edu

cational apparatus remained in the J\ahds of the tribes: at the t~me of 

the conquest, the tribes an(f ·the towns bad a completely autonomous educa-. . 
tional system, not controlled by the Turks; m~intained by the mortmain 

property of the religious foundations (zaouiat), th~s system was remarka-

bly effiçient because abolit 4<$ . of the male population could read and 
: ' } ~ . . ' . 

. wri te • 
. 1 ,< 

It was estimated that at- th~ same time there were 2 1 000 to 3,000 

pupils pu~suing " secondary etudies in each province and 600 to 800 atten-
. : .~ < 

ding courses of ' Law and Tbeolog_y ( 1) 

§ 4 The corpgrative (guild) economie system and the conditions 

of its domination b.j .the dominant economie system. 
( . ·. . . ' . , . . ... ·-~ · · · .;,, •· - . ...... ' . •. . ' 

In precolonial . :âlger.i~;t.._ l!Ccordirig 'to .. the authors, the urban ... - ~ . ' .. 

popula-tion -fonn'ed, p% ,t~ - 1.0% .of the .. total. pop~lation·~ Th·ey note that this 

pop~lation ~as regr'esgïng. · -Th·e to~ns ~~-~~- -place~ of _gatrniortS-,_- ·trade. and 

handcrafts.' '. Ii it . is ~cceptëd ' thàt the ,Turkish administration , in th~ 
, _ 

wide sense bad 'no' reason · to.,vary in number, i t must also be accepted that 

(1) From Y. Turin: Affrontements culturels en Algérie, 183o-t880 

Naepéro 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 politicl;ll , class over the. ~orpo~at1ve · economie system. · 

A. THE CORPORùTIVE ECONO~iiC SYSTEM 
--~ t ~ . : 

In the towns, the artisans were .o~ganized in "corporations" 

(guilds). There ·were gtJilds of tannera, sho~..l.aker,, harneee-makers and 
_ .. : ~ . . ' 

:saddiers, ·weavers of wool, cotton and s~lll; çoopers, carpenters, joiners, 
• • • 0 • 

furniture makers, blacksmi ths, guns~i ths, jewellers eml:-1-.~i .derers eté ••• . 

·-The artisans were organized in guilds. That organization was 

· rather similar to that of Mediaev-al Europe: the master cr•ftsman supervi~ 

sed the work pr'ocess . and ini tiated the journey-men . or trade apprenti ces. 

The 'riumber of masters · was fixed by the guild according to cri teri a of skill, 

senid:l"Îty, ·ancl the aize of the . market. It was a simple c01nmodi ty system 

of production. However, the _production ~ntended for è:xchange wàs only a 
' 

production of use values. Hence the development of that system was bound 

up with the _extent of the markets, which determincd the humbêr of ' master 
... .. ~ .... ~ . . : ~ 

craftsmëïi;··-·~--::..: ' . . . .. ' .... ' .. - . r ,, 

' , : , • ' . ·. , ' ~ ', ' \ ' O, • 

0 

• • ' o P • , . L - , .. , ,< , 

; .. - . ··'· .B.· .. · THE. CONDI'.J.'JONSOF DEVELOPM.ENT OF THE SYSTEP~ 

The craft guilds arose for the needs of the political class which 

dominated the càuntryside, . ei ~lu"r d~rectly or through tax-collecting • 
.. 

Moreover the cra-ftsrn~I.t . wer.e able to provide the tribal communi tt es 

wi th the goods which .they could not- acquire directly or through exchange. 
' .•· ' ·· 1 ; ; , : ~- . . . :. • • . . . 

Therefo~e we must. fi,rst analyse the conditions of development of the urban 
' ' ~ . ~ . '· 

. ·market. They were mllinly related to thé 'aize of the levy on the produce 

of the land. The ~ost prosperous cr~ft guilds · ~ère connected with the 

most important beylik estates. 

However, two important · factors hainpered the 'expansion of· the 

urban ma:rket. Firstly, the dominant class bad for 'a long time been able 

to obtafn _by corsair operations (capture of enemy merchani ships) a whole 

series of goods · which it required. Renee 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, from the 17th century, Algeria bad been importing ·· 

European goods. These imports slowed down the expS:nsion of the urbari mar

kets for the crafsmen of the to~ns and werc the reason for their decline. 

The rural markets for their part did not . flourish greatly. The 

tribal commÜnitfé~ · wèr~ ~èil~sufficient entities: for they all engaged 

in n~n-agricul .tural aét.ivi t:i.és~ ~ich met·: the t\eetls ·for housing, clothing, 

domesti.c and ;:-a·g~1~~itural implem~rits. Local markets enabled the tribes 

to exchange th~ir ' products. The basie of the exchange was use-value and 

not the acquisl. ti on of money. This abili ty of the tribes to satisfy the ir 

own .needs, together with the bad stafe of the roads, hampered the cxten

tion of -the rural markets. Moreover imported goods seemed to be prefer

redby the tribes: sugar, tea, cloth, arme, haberdashery, jellery~ 

Jewish pedlars brought to the tribes the products of the emergent capita

lism in Europe. 

C. THE DOMINANCE OF THE TURKISH POLITICAL CLASS 
OVER THE CORPORaTIVE ECON~IC SYSTEM. 

The stagnation is not decline of the market• brought about a 

stagnation or even regression of the guild system. This stagnation was 

also reflected in a drop in the numbers of craftsmen in the case of a 

growth of labour productivitt within that system. 
·.. ~ 

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

the effect of the eco~omic and political dominance of ihe Turkish ·adminis

trative class. That dominance hampered the extention of the markets in 

severa! respects. 

- · firstly, the corsair booty and the trade agreements concluded 

by the Turkish state with the European 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 i ts financial base and bence i ts poli tical powe r • 

... secondly:t _the form ~f th~ Turkish domination over the tribes 

was, as we have s~id, unstable; so the markets depended on the level' of 
· ' · rl · , ···:; •. • r ,: ·-)" - 1 • • ; ••• ; ·t · ; " • 

exploitation of the trib-~s :and _o·'n n·o·~'' ra'r' that ~xpl()itatioii ~e!s rion... .~ , 
• "' . • t i; . . • . 

commercial i.n form. 'fhe tribes only marketed a smali part of .the product 
~ . -··:_··:: a; .:t · -~ . q ~~ ;~. r ~ - - ·-~ ·< :·. ~ . t. f . 

and _paid their taxes in kind. 
. : . . 

This was not conducive to an éxtention of the markets. 

- thi rdly' thè system was dorilinated by ' the .levying of part. of 

the output for "the needs of the Beylik". . .. ; : . . ! ; -· , i ; : ~ . .. 

On this point a more qu~lified stand is tak.€m by Lu·ceite Valensi 

who, after demonstrating the emergenc~ of a~ "tndigenous capitalism" in 

. Tunis, confines herself to thinking that "th'a flourish.ing textile indus

tries of Algeria or Morocco wer~ probably or' the same 'type as the Tun1si an 

headgear industry", but the au thor acknowledges further on that at the' . 

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

fu! industrial or merchant bourgeoisie (1). 

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

tle chance of developing into a rnanufacturing system through the factory 

system a~d the intervention of merchant capital. According to Gallissot: 

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

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

wool and bence controle 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"Ja)._ .. . 
.. • - • • • ... r ~ • _. • ' • 

( 1) . 1. . : Valensi: le Mag~reb avant 
p. 60 

... ; .-. 

. ' ' 
.. . 

la prise d'Alger. · ·Flammarion, 1969, 
. ,• ~ : .. . '· 

(2) on fetidalism op • .. oit p-. 235:. 
~· . 

•• • : '1 
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Nevertheless, as we have seen, c base of this "bour-

geoisie" could not be extended • . it.s Nouahi notes "this bC?ur.,l~~lsie only 

bad a weak influence ·thoughtout .llgeri!l ••• I tbink hat is connected wi th 
the existence of a poor!y developed communications etwork... and also 

wi th the mediocre quali ty of l•lgerian handcratte • d co••erce" (2) • . 

In this controversy, we have to side wit Noushi against Gal~is~ot 

Galissot. The latter under-estimatea the politica c~ass domi~ation of 

the Turkish administratioa: for only a political a liance .,between local 

commercial capital aQd the Turkish dominant class ould have managed to 

protect the markets., to transform rent in kind tnt money rent etc. (3) .. 

Now, for reasons of political hegemony, we witness on the coritrary an 

alliance between.the dominant Turkish class and Eu 

This is. what we should now consider. 

( 1) Ibid. p. 185. 

. ' 
. •• 1 

: . 

merchant capital. 

. . ' 

(2) this would have implied a European-type class alliance br~nging · · 
about a transition to capitalism. On this point see A. Benachenhou, 
op. cit. esp. chapter "la Genèse du capital"•· 

• 
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THE FO~.S OF INTEGRATION -OF -LiLGERL'l INTO CI.PITLLIST \10RLD . TRADE 

~t the time of t~e Turkish . domination in hlgeria; thé transition 

to capi.t.il:.J.J~~in~F.~~nce aJtd England wa~ conslderably advanc_ed, . in ~he _ sense 

that the contradictions of the feudal social formation bad brought . about 

th_~ presuppositio~s of · Ca.pi tal. \Te have seen · eisewhere that this realiza

tion of the presupposi_tionf:l of CapÙ;al required an expansion of tbe export 

markets o,f the European capi talist countrîes and an l :noréase' in the sour-: . . . 

ces of supply of raw materials and f"oodstuffs. Fro11 t ·he :pofn:t of Vîiew o{: Eu-
. . \ . , 
r<;>pe.an capi talism, the .Algerïan . social fon:iatio'ri, lik• others{Latio·n Amer.icn, 

, 
India) was the _place where the p~esupposi tfo~s of Capital were lii'ani'fes;ted: 

. ' . ' ' 

first the extension of the market~ of' .the - ~phere of circulation. 

·The questio~ which ar~ses ~s whcther this dominant cl~ss within 

this social formation is, from the point of view of the bourgeoisie,- an 

ally for the extension of the sphcre of circulation or whether th~ class . . . 

alliance ( 1) is impossible._ \:Je can see qui te quickly why this class 
• . . ! . 

alliance was ephemeral by analysing the forme of Àlgeria 'a : fore,ign trade. 

§ 1. The fonns of l!lgeria' s foreign tr'ade·. 

TherEi tire two e'ssential characteristics of. foreign trade which 
r 

reveal the epl:iem·e-râ1 natul'e <>f the ·-class ·allian~e • . · .Fi.:rstly, Alger_i,an 

foreign trade w'es adminiatered• ·The Tùrkish domimant .class granted commer-. .. : . ·.· .. · 
cial concessions · to European commercial capital •. · Thus the Marseille.r~ 

mcrchant Thomas LENCHE obtained in -1520 the .monopoly of the maritime 1:rade 

(1) We refer to p~p · REY~s - analysis of -the class alliance which, in 
lvrope, accelerated the transi ti on to çal>i talism. He wri téé·': · "But 
the contradiction between landowners and capitaliste was thr6ughout 

· this period qhite se~ondary with respect to · the . primary convergence 
of their intercsts. For the expulsion of the rural population opera
ted by the landlords: was the condition sine qua nt>n t>f the :recrult•eDt 
of a l :abour :force by· the: capitalis·t class • . , Symmetrically, th,e incre~
se in the volume of industrial business and the number o·f· · workcf"S to 

1>}, be fed required... an increase in . tïiè · t~'tâT ·qûahttty-of- agrieul-tural 
products going through the marke't and, cori;se'ql.iently in the total . abso
lu tc 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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ot the Constantinoss. In exchange for a duc paid to the Dey, he obtained 

the monopoly. ot: . ·~the . importe. . f).Dd .exporta. fo.~ ~he . r~giotJ • ... J..l!.~ fo!~_r.~ei_!.!~~ 
~- ~ . ' . . " . . . 

me~chants obtained, throughout the 17th ccntury, the establishment of a 

large number of trading J)osts on the East coast. That trade concession 

culminated in 1700 in the establishment of the Compagnie a•~tr1qae. 

That form of trade was the foundation of an objective class 
. . ' . . . 

alliance: the ,Turkish domin.ant class increased, - throught i ts export du-

tics and royalties, .its financial basis and its political suprcmacy i~ 

the S()Cial formation. F.o~r their part, the m~rchant capi talists found 

-th:ere an opport:\Uli t.Y'. r~or, _ .fr;':litful opera ti on~, and more . generally, ca pi ta-

. lism found there the bases of it~ 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 consu

med by the capi ·bilist system is ensured by "merchant or commercial 

capital". 

Th~ gQods exported were commodities sucb as cereals, wool, wax, 
and coral; among those imported were sugar, coffee, iron, papèr, Sedan 

cloth bats and Lyons silks, and .German .cloth. 
1 •• • • 

11. PRENJ .. NT, regretting the absence of a specifically Algerian 

commercial capital, analyêié this objective class alliance: ''Thus a s emi

colonial control · by the great eapitalist p()~er~, m~de possible by the 

defence of the selfish inierests of the feudal ruling class with the sup

port of · the independent Jewish .· fiihm:ciers, wà.s à constant factor in the 

decade_~ce ~f Algeria~ arid a temptation for ih4t!ië . . powei~ ·to én.sl'irë " t~his-

domination more completely" (1) ~ ' 
· · i 

· Indeedthis class alliance between the Turkish aristocracy an d 
. . 

c~mme.rc.!i,al capital was ephemeral because trade, 'being admi.nistered, was 

negotiated- Invtilved here were the rivalries between the different powers 

. ( 1) Andre Prena.nt, op. ci t P• 191. 

.· 

• 
• 
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which made this fol'r.! of trade highly ,uns table ( 1). S.imilarly, beca.use of 

the .contradictions 

Wf.thfn the ~lgè.rian social formation, . the volume of :~rade w_as 

limitE;d: the rent extracted from the communities was still f.airly small -

access to the markets of the tribes · ~was geographically <;lif~icult - and 

e~~~o~ic~liy ~ lf~fted by ih~ - h~ndcraft 1 production ~ in the communities them

selves. The 'i'urkish . dorniliant class -did ~ot permit a social relationship 

conducive lo thé penet:ration ofcapitalism in the Algerian countryside; 

the class alliance was impossible. 

§ 2. The class struggle · and the ini·li tary ·conquest. 

From the point of view of capi talism, the .Turkish <laminant class 

was not functione.l. The unstable form of i ts dominance in the i~lgerian 

soc"lat formation .... . inadequate 'to achieve the e~pansion 

of :the sphere of circulation w:i."t.hin that social formation. There W10.s then 

a class struggle for the destruction of that unstable form of dominance. 
•.· ! . 

That let to colonization. As A. Prenant notes: "the mercantilist cir

c~es nnd particuiarly those of Mars~illes were to greatly influence the 

_orientation _of _the government". 

Similarly, .ü.s r... Noushi reminds us ").ong before the taking of 
·~ . . . . . . ~ 

. Constantine (not :till 1837), the Constantinois had given rise to many ho-

pes in French commerci~l circles. The. country bad a· proverbial reputa

tion for prosperity and ~t was expect~d th~t ce~e~ls, todder, animals1 

wool and .oil would stlpply large quotas to French tra:de, not to speak o-f 

· .. CU .. \fe must note for .example that . :the products of the industry of. Central 
Europ-~ and Englaiüf camé· to ·id ge ria through Morocco . . and. aJ?<jy-e ---~-~1 . 
1'unisia 'at the vefy time wlien the tradé ~balance w:ith France sl}owed 
a surplus. That si tua ti on contrad_i:_ç~_ed the principles whid}-- -POLIGN;.c 
expounded for the .~ed~ terranean as eari,y ~-as '1834, ·· ( 18"24·)-·-tn . connexion 
with the expedition against the.Barbary· atatus ' "It can bring ' td 
France, if she conducts this expedition skil:tully, j.mmense commercial 
resources, and open for her one day the road to Egypt. The latter 
point is worthy of particular attention; a number of motives induce 
us to form establishments in .i.frica." quoted by ch. Roux, France et 
.Afrique du Nord avant 1830. Paris 1832 1 P• 502. 
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coral, a tradi tional export;- Later; · in the ·,;Report on thé :Customs" by 

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

December 1833 1 we find in an official record: ·. "For Fra~ce1 the ma in 

goal in colonizing a part of northern· Africa 1 is to open up mark.cts for 

our manufactures 1 to seek new resources for our trade and our merchant 

flect~ it would be going against that goal and letting ·foreign competi-
- . 

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

wi thout reservi.ng sorne advantages there for our flag, the products of our 

soil and our industry" (1) 

On this .. objecti v.e .basi.s .lt ___ _is clear that . the Turkish dominant 

class could not offe~ serio~s g~arantees to capitalism. 

Conclusion: the 'contradictions within the Algeri.an. ::&ecial formation. 

On the eve of colonization, three essenti~l aspects characte

rized the Algerian social formation. 

Firstly, within the communal economie system, access to the 

means of production (particularly the l~_nd) through money was practi

cally impossible, becaus~ the r~production of that system excluded indi

vidual or collective alienation of land. 
' .. · 

Secondly., th.at economie system was onlJ dominated in an unsta

'ble wày by the state tributary economie system. Because of this, the 

Turkish dominant class did not complctely control the means of production 
. . ·· · ~ - . 

of the .domin,ated . ec_onomic system. Consequently,. ,the . . dest~uctic.>.n of that 
. • ! • : -

dominant class ·did . not . ipso fact.o entai 1 access to all the means of pro

duction. · The Ji'rench ' 
1
colonïzers took flfty• years to achieve that. 

( 1) Q.uoted by · 11~. ~~slli:~ . .Enquete ••• . p. 186. ... . · ·' ·· . • ' 
Thé author is ·referring to 

a note on ttie 'occupation of lt.lgi'el's. 

-: ·· 

;; 

• 
• 
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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. 


