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ABSTRACT

OCCUPATION AND THE COLONIZATION OF ALGERIA
FROM 1830 TO 1870:
A STRUGGLE FOR DOMINANCE

Canan Halaggu
M.S., Middle East Studies

Advisor: Prof. Dr. Recep Boztemur

September 2013, 86 pages

The occupation and the colonization of Algeria leadpecial place in French
history and politics, from the onset to the indeferce, and continue to be so.
Understanding the mentality of the colonization #melinteraction between peoples are
as important as covering the series of events. rizdtion of a territory brings with
itself power struggles, changes in social and igalitstructures, and turmoil in all areas
of social life; and all these were present in FheAtgeria. This thesis focuses on these
more general aspects of the colonization of Algémesn 1830 to 1870, bearing the
relation between the mentality and the events imdmand dealing with the issue under

the topics of occupation, colonization and resistan an international context.

Keywords: French Algeria, Ottoman Algeria, Frenalloaial history, Algerian

resistance, settlers in Algeria
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1830-1870 YILLARI ARASINDA CEZAYIRIN ISGALI VE
SOMURGELBETIRILMESI: HAKIMIYET iCIN BIR MUCADELE

Halac@lu, Canan
Yuksek Lisans, Orta Oxu Arastirmalari

Tez Yoneticisi: Prof. Dr. Recep Boztemur

Eylil 2013, 86 sayfa

Cezayir'in sgali ve somurgelgiriimesi konusu, Fransiz tarihinde ve politikasand
isgalin bglangicindan Cezayir'in @amsizlgina kadar énemli bir yere sahip olgtwr
ve hala da olmaya devam etmektedir. Somusgjateenin zihniyetini ve topluluklar
arasindaki iletimi anlamak, olaylar zincirinden bahsetmek kadarerihdir. Bir
bdlgenin sémurgedgiriimesi gi¢c ¢agmalarini, politik ve sosyal yapilarda gigmleri
ve sosyal hayatin her kesiminde @n karmaay! da beraberinde getirir ve butiin bunlar
Fransiz Cezayirinde de mevcuttu. Bu tggal, somurgelgirme ve direnj olmak Uzere
u¢c konu balg altinda, konuyu 1830 ve 1870 arasinda sinirlanak; Cezayir'in
somurgelgtiriimesinin bu daha genel ydnlerini zihniyetin vaaylarin birbiriyle

ili skisini g6z 6nunde tutarak uluslararasi biglaan icerisinde incelemektedir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Fransiz Cezayiri, Osmanli Cedayransiz somurgecilik

tarihi, Cezayir direni, Cezayir'deki yerlgimciler
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CHAPTER |

INTRODUCTION

The colonization and the occupation of Algeria ¢bated an important part in
French history; the fact that Algeria was no longeen as a colony but as a part of
France after 1848 is an example how this country gieen a special treatment by
the French politicians. This thesis aims to seartswers to the question of how and
why France occupied and colonized Algeria in aarimational context. The focus of
the thesis is materialized in the bureaucratic etgtons of France and the local
resistance to these expectations between 1830&#@ wntil the end of the Second
Empire in France and the beginning of the Kabytiaurrection in Algeria. This
thesis will also analyze the relationship betwels® ©ttoman Empire and France
with regard to the French occupation of Algeriad @me Ottoman attitude, reaction
and passivity that the occupation created. Howether, Ottoman attitude and its
relations with France in this matter do not congtitthe main problem of the thesis
and was mentioned only to put the events into destnand it was seen that the
Ottoman Empire stood in a position between an matigonal context and a domestic
level. The thesis will try to answer such sub-quest as well; what the motivation
was behind the French occupation, what effect®ticepation created in Algeria and
in Istanbul, what the consequences of the occupatim the French rule in Algeria

were.

The nineteenth century witnessed rivalries amongof@an countries to
acquire lands which they could colonize and beffiefin their resources. Britain and
France were the two most important players in tfasme. However, Britain had
begun the competition in a more advantageous pasifihe developments in the
British ships and maritime activities starting frahe seventeenth century had given
Britain a better chance to obtain colonies oversBatain had taken a key position
in Mediterranean; Gibraltar, in the 1702-1713 Wdrtle Spanish Succession.
Moreover, in the Treaty of Paris in 1763 after B®&ven Years’ War, the British

Empire took possession of the whole India, removieg French forces from there.
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Furthermore, the Industrial Revolution was anotiaetor in finding colonies; this
way, raw materials would let her produce more aad dbundant products would

find markets to flow.

Therefore, the British Empire has been expandingdha and after the
Napoleonic Wars and the Congress of Vienna in 181dained the upper hand in
the international community, being the most imparfanancer and organizer of the
struggle against Napoleon. Now, France had to Wags to cope with this power;
thus, she started to search for colonies in her ale@ad. Her first attempt was the
invasion of Egypt in 1798 during the Napoleonic, e@equiring Egypt would provide
France a substantial position in the Mediterrangach cut the ties between Britain
and India. Even though Napoleon’s plans went furthan that, France had to face

with defeat.

After the defeat in Egypt, France had to look ftihes lands to colonize to
block the way of England to her colonies, as wslt@develop financially. One of
them would be Algeria where France had plenty asoas to occupy. First of all,
France had relations with Algeria since the fiftibecentury, yet after Britain proved
to be the dominant power in the Mediterranean; Atgkria, which had good
relations with France, started to lean on Britkirgnce started to shift to the idea of
controlling Algeria through conquest. Algeria was a strategic position in the
Mediterranean Sea being close to Gibraltar angatsntial of being a door to the
Mediterranean Sea and Africa. Consolidating her ggom Algeria, France had
thought of expanding in the Maghreb and in the lseurt parts of Africa. Moreover,
Algeria was the closest land for France to colanizegeographical closeness made
many French politicians think Algeria as an intégdapart of France. However,
colonizing Algeria was hardly an enterprise thas baen planned thoroughly in a
long span of time. There have been many reasong,fget the events occurred

rather spontaneously.

In 1827, the area which is now called Algeria wad defined with clear
boundaries and it was a province of the Ottoman iEanmmmedCezayir-i Garb It
was an autonomous province and enjoyed self-adiratien extending even to
signing treaties with other countries when the Ehemvaded. The province was

famous for being a nest of piracy which owed italeto the collecting of revenues
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from those who wished to cross its seas. It was alsome for nomads, the Kabyles,
the Berbers —the original inhabitants of the courdind sedentary people; the Arabs
as well as the Jews from Spain. The Turkish aditnatien which imposed heavy
revenues upon the population led to economic hgdstwvhich gave way to
rebellions. Aside from the Turks, there were theauléaghlis, who descended from
Turkish men —mostly from Janissaries- and local eopand they enjoyed a better
status in the society, yet the local people hadrigbt to take place in the
administrative structure. On the other hand, thevipce was still a part of the
Ottoman Empire and the system seemed to be worklog. could the little event
that erupted between tldeyand French consul turn the whole system of thergu

upside down and led it to be colonized for appratety 130 years?

The controversy between Pierre Deval, who was thendh consul, and
Huseyin Deywho had the highest authority in Algiers, staited827 and served as
a pretext of the conquest and the colonization lgieAa in 1830. It was simple as
follows: In the Napoleonic era, between 1793 an#él8lFrance had bought wheat
from Algeria on credit through two Jewish merchéanilies, namely Bakri and
Bushnaq. However, France did not pay its debts.atinears were amounted eight
million francs in 1798.For years, when théeydemanded the merchants to pay their
debts to the Algerian government, they respondeghthnesly, remarking that until
France paid its debts to these merchants, it wapassible to make payments to the
Regency. On the other hand, wheneverdiginsisted France to pay its debts to the
merchants, his demands were somehow always negjldateally, in 29 April 1827,
thedeylost his temper and hit the French consul witlyaWatter in the face. Then
a chain of events followed one another leadindnéocblonization.

Yet the reasons behind the colonization surely ggohd that; this was a last
straw and a pretext. Regarding this debt issuemasjar cause would be the same as
presenting the murder of Archduke Franz FerdinanAustria by a Serbian as the
major reason of the World War I. As was pointed loefore, both countries had
their own historical backgrounds which affected ttwmurse of events and the

responses of groups of people in each side, andrthgs that existed in-between,

! Abun-Nasr, Jamil MA History of the Maghrib in the Islamic Perio@ambridge University Press,
1987, p.249
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such as the Arab OfficeB(reaux Arabés These historical backgrounds, such as
the French Revolution as well as the Restoratiosiogeand the position and the state
of Algeria as a part of the Ottoman Empire are ialuto understand why these
events took place in the first place in this pafac area, Algeria, a colony, which
proved to be more important for France from the oésts colonies in the course of

time.

In searching for an answer to the question of had why France occupied
and colonized Algeria, this thesis recognizes thatfirst stage of the colonization
starts from 1827 to end in 1848. Even though theahcolonization has taken place
in June 1830, the controversy betw&arayir-i Garband France that gave the latter
the opportunity of an expedition to the former t&drin 1827. As for the reason why
the year 1848 is chosen, it is the date of a cudtion of events which marks a shift
to another stage of colonization. First of thesenéw are the fall of Constantine and
the breakdown of the opposition lead by Ahmed Be$837. The second is the fall
of the reign of Abd-el Kader in the western partderia in 1847, a leader who had
gained the respect of his enemies. Moreover, 184f7d official date when Ottoman
Empire recognized th&ezayir-i Garbwas no longer a part of the Ottoman Empire.
Furthermore, 1848 corresponds to the fall of Ld&thdippe and the beginning of the
Second Republic era in France, after which Algems no longer seen as a colony,
but as an integral part of France, which represkatsignificant shift in the policies

on Algeria.

The Second Republic (1848-1851) and then the SeEompire (1852-1870)
turned the colonization process into somethingrciea concrete. Until 1848, there
was not a consensus of how to proceed in Algedajeswere in favor of limited
occupation which proposed that France would noerektbeyond the coastlines,
while some were defending full colonization. Aftershort period of indecision, a
middle way was found. France would stay in the proes she occupied, yet she
would not touch the southern parts and some coaitstal areas such as the Kabylia,
where some Berber tribes have been living witraditional autonomy for centuries.
In this period, the country went through a struafwwhange with the creation of
French départemerst in Algiers, Oran and Constantine. The militarystldts

dominance in these areas initially, but during 8exond Empire, its prominence
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raised once again until 1870, except between 18881860, when the Ministry of
Algeria and the Colonies was operative. The thedisnot go beyond 1870, when
the Third Republic is established, the seeds oK#igylia Revolt —the last prominent
resistance against the French- started to growmifigary rule was toppled down
and was replaced with the settler representativeke ihe governor-general was no

longer from military but a civilian.

The actual beginning of colonization, from 183 tanding of the French on
Algerian soil, to 1870, involved the first encoustdetween the two peoples, who
were both prejudiced to and distrustful of eacteotbr their own reasons. It is also a
time of the consolidation of power of France, tgyidifferent strategies, some of
which failed or had dire consequences such asadirgnthe native people of Algeria
completely. On the other hand, it would not be wiseegard the people of France
and Algeria as two separate homogenous groups vetidd against each other. On
the contrary, the evidence shows that althouglewfft separate units was combined
under one roof in certain aspects, the differermm@eng various segments of the
French and the Algerian society respectfully amarkable, which this thesis will

try to put forward.

The relations between the Ottoman Empire and Fraegarding Algeria is
also included in this thesis, as Algeria was odigi Ottoman territory until 1847 and
the empire’s claim of rights upon Algeria affectbdth the Algerian resistance,
particularly Ahmed Bey and his forces in Constamtand the legitimacy of the
French rule in the eyes of Algerian people. Furtiee, the correspondence between
Ottoman Empire and France sheds light upon difteespects of the expedition,
such as the French attitude toward the issue,vbete and resistance in Algeria, the
relations and nexus between Algerian notables attn@n Empire and the

legitimacy of Ottoman Empire in Algeria.

This thesis is composed of five chapters. Followthg introduction, the
second chapter entitled as “Occupation” is dividad three parts. The aim of the
first part “Influence of International Relationbet Mentality and the French Political
History on the Expedition to Algeria in 1830 and the Colonization”, is to give a
picture of France regarding the colonization ofeklg in order to explore the context

and mentality of the colonization in general, withavhich the whole issue would be
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nothing more than a chain of events. In this pitwe, evolution of the colonization
issue in France will be dealt with, as well as dierences in the opinions of the
politicians upon Algeria. This way, the colonizeitlwot be a blurry subject who is
depicted as an unknown power that exists with d@tslyactions; understanding the
motivations and the political situation of Franci#l Wwelp give the thesis to find the
context it is searching for. The second part offitst chapter, | focus on the changes
in the political organization of Algeria. In thisag, | tried to put forward the old and
the new structures in order to point out the défees occurred in them. The part
will also deal with new solutions and methods foumy France to ensure her
dominance on the colony such as Bweeaux ArabesThe last part of the chapter is
about the Ottoman response on the issue and thored between France and the

Ottoman Empire, and the echo of the events in lstian

The third chapter deals with the colonization, tlsathe settlers, confiscations
and distribution of lands, and general strategfeBrance in order to gain from the
resources of the country and dominate its inhatstaifhe frictions between the
settler populations and the military as well as thether country will also be

mentioned.

The fourth chapter is allocated for the resistasfadbe Algerians. However, the
focus will be on the resistance of Ahmed Bey andl AbKader, because these were
prominent as both occurred in strategic points\aace more powerful and effective
than the others. The other resistances will alsonkbationed, yet not with detalil,

because of limited time and space.

| tried to shed light upon the general contexthaf ccupation and colonization
more than the material facts in these chaptersn,Timethe conclusion part, | will
derive conclusions from these chapters and théécef and consequences both in

Algeria and France, as well as its long term cousages in the international arena.

Apart from the secondary sources, which can be sed¢he bibliography, |
have also used primary sources in this thesis. Amthem is the report of
Tocqueville of 1837 which | used in order to undensl the strategies of France
upon Algeria. In order to have an idea on the vieWthe military upon the issue, |

used the books that were written by the figures Wwhas played prominent roles in
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Algeria such asNouvelles Observations de M. Le Maréchal Clauzet, &
Colonisation d’Algerwritten by Clauzel in 1833 anédiger: Cri de la Population
Civile written by D. J. Montagne in 1847, who was a mambiethe Algerian
Commission. | tried to reach the settlers’ opinidhsough their observations and
petitions they presented to the Chamber of Commartéarseille in 1833 and to the
Chamber of Deputies in 1834. In order to viBureaux Arabedrom the French
point of view, | used the bodkes Bureaux Arabes en Algémegitten by Foucher in
1858. | have also made research in the Archivesohiaes d’Outre Mer and could
reach to the correspondences of Breaux Arabesas well as the decrees of
Napoleon Ill on Algeria. Finally, | have also madsearch in the Ottoman Archives

in order to study the relations between the Ottomiapire and France.

| also tried in this thesis to avoid too much deb&icause detailed books like
Un siecle de Passions Algériennes: Une histoiréAlgérie Coloniale (1830-1940)
by Pierre Darmon, deals with the Algerian occupatio such a way that causes the
reader to miss some of the most important aspddiseossue. On the other hand,
general books on Maghreb and Arab world suclA dsstory of the Maghrib in the
Islamic periodby Abun-Nasr and\ History of Arab Peopleby Hourani do not put
the issue in an international context and soletbu$oon events. This thesis will be
different by its focus on the mentality issue, loaad international contexts and
events at the same time by covering them not stegparaut only in relation with
each other. In fact, the main contribution of ttiiesis will be the fact that it deals
with the issue both in a domestic level and inraarnational level. These two layers
of the issue are not separated from each otheth@wcontrary, they fed each other;
and they merged in a middle way: the Ottoman Em@ddye understanding the
mentality of the occupation and the colonizatior gqoutting the issue in such a
context will help the colonization of Algeria antd importance to be seen from a
broader perspective, which will make it easier wib ghe colonization of Algeria in a
general history of colonization in the nineteenéimtary as a key study. This thesis
will also try to put the studies together which dscon different aspects of the
colonization of Algeria; for examplémnperial Identities: Stereotyping, prejudice and
race in colonial Algeriaby Lorcin deals with identity issu€olonial Memory and
Postcolonial Europe: Maltese Settlers in AlgeriadalRranceby Smith deals with

Maltese settlers;Rebel and Saint: Muslim notables, populist protesijonial
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encounters (Algeria and Tunisia, 1800-1904)Clancy-Smith deals with the effects
and structures of religion on the Algerian popwlatiandArabs of the Jewish faith:
The civilizing mission in colonial Algeriy Schreier sheds light upon the situation
of the Jewish population of Algeria. This thesidlwie also different from other
studies because of a methodological aspect; thavesy researcher have a different
background and even though one is careful in e¢rgaéin objective study, it is
recognized that some level of subjectivity in eveegearch is inevitable. Different
backgrounds of the researches have variable eftecthe studies they create; from
the choice of documents to grasping the naturehef issue, here, the colonial
situation. Therefore, this study will put forward peculiar interpretation of the

colonial situation of Algeria.



CHAPTER I

OCCUPATION

France embarked upon the colonization of Algeyidamding on the coast of
Sidi-Ferruch in 13 June 1830, which was just in the east @figkk. According to
Benjamin Stora, after this first landing, everytihiwent rather fast: First, Algiers was
occupied, then on the $4f JuneSidi Khalef on the 26, 27 and ?8the plateau of
Chapelleand on 29 of June the plateau of el-Biar was conquered.h@ndt of July
Bordj Sultan Kalassfell and on the ¥ of July thedeyhad to leave his po$twith
the Convention of 5 July 1830, the surrendeHakseinDey was negotiated and it
was when France “first made its claim to sovergignt Algeria, announced in
ambiguous terms a new rule based on just laws ginogeproperty and promoting
cultural respect®. On the other hand, the just laws and protectirapenrty would
prove to be applicable only to the settlers. Durihg occupation of Algeria, the
cities were sacked, the traditional life was degtth and the lands were confiscated.
The epidemics and war caused a dramatic fall inrtheaber of the indigenous
population of Algeria. There were 2439 births antB% deaths in the native
population of Algiers, Oran and Constanfinehich shows the striking imbalance

between the birth and death rates in the population

2 Stora, BenjamirHistoire de I’Algérie Coloniale (1830-195®aris: La Decouverte, 2004, p.14.

% Brower, Benjamin C.A Desert Named Peace: The violence of France’s emipirtae Algerian
Sahara, 1844-1902New York: Colombia University Press, 2009, p.11.

“ Darmon, Pierreln siécle de Passions Algériennes: Une histoiréAlgérie coloniale (1830-1940)
Paris: Fayard, 2009, p.129.



2.1. Influence of International Relations, the Menality and the French Political

History on the Expedition to Algeria in 1830 and orthe Colonization

The decision about the occupation of Algeria watuémced by two main
variables: International rivalries and domesticsoss. These two variables were in
relation with each other; the rivalries in colorsal and in economic and political
dominance especially with Britain as well as thebpems outside the country
necessitated an effective way of legitimization anchanifestation of power; while
the problems at the domestic level forced Francestiow her power to the

international community by a conquest.

The influence of international rivalry on the ocatipn of Algeria was based
mainly on the relations between France and thesBriEmpire. In the eighteenth
century, Holland, France and Britain were the weed#t countries, and in
comparison to the situation of an average Frentlesty a British was visibly in a
better economic conditichMoreover, the wages of the British labor force was
higher than that of the FrenfThe reason why France was overshadowed politically
and economically by Britain was a result of a seaewars, industrial developments
and effective diplomatic relations with other caied on the part of Britain. First of
all, Seven Years’ War had disastrous effects ondaashe lost most of her colonies
to Britain, including French Canada, her tradingtpan India, and several other
colonies and trading posts in America and Africawi\ after all the humiliating
defeats at sea and loss of colonies, France hfidda way to restore her power
against Britain. The opportunity arose when the Acag colonies revolted against
the British! However, helping the rebels could only worsen ¢tenomy of the
French. Then, the revolution and the Napoleonicsyaven though they provided a
short term of influence, did not bring France tlawdrable circumstances in the

® Deane, Phyllis/lk Sanayiinkilaby, trans. Tevfik Giiran. Ankara : Tirk Tarih Kurumasmevi,
2000, p.8.

® |bid, p.132.

" Treasure, GeoffreyThe Making of Modern Europe 1648-17&®ndon and New York: Routledge,
1985, pp.310-311.
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international arena, and worse, alienated thenaternal community, creating many
enemies. On the other hand, France had other distayes which left her behind,
such as economy policies. Unlike British and Dutdmpanies, French companies
suffered from subordination to the state’s econgpoiicy and from the fact that the
state chose diplomats and soldiers over merchamds sailors in its strategic
objectives as was traditionlYet France still could compete with other courstriie
commerce, and she was doing well economically betwé&689 and 1789;
nevertheless, wrong strategic decisions and inctenpefficials in India led her to
lose her dominance in India, and “[i]f the Fren@dlsecured their position in India,
their future would have been bright indeéd{aving failed to capture Gibraltar from
Britain during the American War of Independemneih the help of the Spanish,
France turned to Algeria to make it a starting pdor her domination in the
Mediterranean and for acquiring colonies to bo@stdconomy. Colonizing Algeria
would also give France the prestige of a peaceglmgncountry which was in favor
of the international trade, because the privatgerm the Mediterranean was a
problem for all European countries and Algeria Waes basis of the problem. After
the Vienna Congress, Britain who stood out amohthal other European countries
because of her successful and active role in theolanic Wars, bombarded the
coast of Algiers as a warning to this privateenqmgblem in the Mediterranean Sea,
which made occupying Algeria easier on the paifraince with a claim of bringing
peace. For this reason, when the Ottoman Empiréegienl the occupation and
sought the help of Britain, the latter could onty to solve the problem with

ineffective diplomatic contacts with France.

Looking at all these developments, it can be undeds that France was
obliged to find colonies, develop her finances amtlstry, regain her prestige in
Europe, and cope with the formidable power of Bmitar she would have to play the
game according to the rules she was given. On tier thand, in her condition, it
would not be easy to acquire a colony overseaskitig about the strong British
navy which she did not want to confront. The edsiesy to regain her dominance

would be by establishing settlements in Algeriajovhwas very close to France,

8 |bid, p.86.

° |bid, p.87.
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therefore easy to protect, it would be less costiich proved to be wrong- and it
was in a strategic point where France could hopeige in order to be more

influential in the Mediterranean.

Apart from the influence of international relatioribere was also a domestic
level of the events. The colonization of Algerigaalhad its roots in the political
history of France as well as in a mentality whiatidved in French superiority
especially over the non-European people which gchirance its assumed role of
bringing civilization to the other parts of the WbrThis assumed superiority on the
part of France is evident in the strategies follduwethe attempt to “domesticate” the
Arabs and Berbers. For example, Alexis de Tocqleevih his Second Letter on

Algeria (Deuxieme Lettre sur I'Algérjesays that

Because it is better to imagine a powerful andlized nation like ours, by the mere
fact of its superior knowledge has an almost intilecinfluence on small tribes which
are more or less barbaric and because it is bettirce them to incorporate into it,
the nation just has to be able to establish lasétagionships with thertf.

These words, which at first glance may lead onéittk as a manifestation of a
thought which is willing to establish a better telaship between France and the
indigenous people in order to strengthen Francedsvep, they also hide an
assumption of the superiority of the French over itidigenous people, labelling
them as “more or less barbaric” and contrastingrtteach as civilized and equipped
with superior knowledge. According to this textetfact that those native people
were “barbarians” and French people were “civilizaths enough of a reason of
establishing a relationship with Algerians, to inmmrate them into “civilization”.
Another example of how the French saw themselvesuagrior than the native
people can be seen in an article published in 1849t has not been sufficiently

remarked in France what zeal and dexterity it ttmkransform the Barbary cities

% The original text : « Car il faut bien s'imagineu’un peuple puissant et civilisé comme le nétre
exerce par le seul fait de la supériorité de sesdies une influence presque invincible sur detgeti
peuplades a peu prés barbares; et que, pour foelies-ci a s’'incorporer a lui, il lui suffit de peoir
établir des rapports durables avec elles. »Toctiegilexis de,Deuxieme Lettre sur I'Algérjel837,
pp. 15-16.

1 Citation from Darmon, PierreUn siécle de Passions Algérienne : Une histoire 'éddgérie
coloniale (1830-1940Q)Paris: Fayard, 2009, p.101: « On n'a pas asseargué en France ce qu'il a
fallu de zéle et de dextérité pour transformendiles barbaresques en cités européens » Revue des
Deux Mondes, 1849, p.924).
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into European cities.” Why would French want tag@®rm the cities of Algeria into
“European” cities and not to the “French” cities@rél can be seen a stereotype of a
European city, which was expected to be in the sstaredards even if they have no

relation at all, an indication of an imagined Ewgap community.

It is not surprising that many people had suchsdedter all, it was common
for the Europeans to think themselves as supdram the rest of the peoples of the
world in the nineteenth century, and this statusth&f colonized as well as the
colonizer in general cannot be limited in Franoeonization of Algeria. In fact,
colonialism and its negative effects on colonizedgle and their countries have
been researched thoroughly by many scholars. Hawtwese researches cannot be
free from Eurocentric prejudices which rest uporceatain kind of worldview
emerged with the discovery of the new world anchwite confrontations with its
peoplé? because of the fact that Euro-centrism has seefp doots in the minds of
the people that it is hard to notice let aloneftallenge it. Nevertheless, postcolonial
thinkers like Spivak, Chakrabarty and Prakash wsy®o think about these taken-for-
granted views about the world and encourage ushttergtand from which point
these views should be questioned and try to sheghtaupon possible solutions to

the problems arisen from the colonial discourse.

The bookThe Colonizer and the Colonizedritten by Albert Memmi is a
contribution to this quest of understanding theondl situation. However, Albert
Memmi can escape neither from recreating dichotema from following the trend
of Enlightenment in the sense that he believeslinear flow of history and in the
necessity and naturalness of progress as well #geiscientific rationality. On the
other hand, he gives insight about in what waysctiienizer accepts his colonizer
status and coming from a colonized country himsddfut the fight within his mind
and lifestyle to legitimize this stance, and hedrio show that the colonizer is not
homogenous. This heterogeneity is also presertarhistory of the colonization of
Algeria. It will be seen that although there arengn&rench people who support the
colonization of Algeria, there are also many wh@age it. Moreover, even the

supporters of this venture are divided within thelwss. Therefore, while the events

12 See Quijano, Anibal, “Coloniality of Power, Eurotgsm and Latin America’Neplantla: Views
from South1(3), pp.533-580.
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are covered, it should be remembered that theseteweay not represent all the
French society, but the results of the actions pdwaerful section of it.

Understanding the mentality of superiority is caldo comprehend the context
of the actions of the French bureaucracy and they aegarding Algeria. Bringing
civilization to the so-called barbaric peoples wad the primary reason of the
initiative, yet it was still a crucial component tife legitimization process for the
settlers and military officers, as well as Frenatogle in the mother country.
Believing in the equality of the citizens, they sAlgerians uncivilized and barbaric,
not deserving the rights of French citizenship;ref@e unequal. This inequality
could legitimize confiscations, brutal ways of deglwith the native people, giving
them no rights and surrounding them with a feebhmferiority. This understanding

showed its first signs with the French Revolutiod she French Restoration.

Therefore, in order to understand the colonizabbriAlgeria, it is of utmost
importance that one should also have backgroundviedge on these two events
which shaped the course of actions France tookthedambitions it followed in
Algeria. The French Revolution was a result of chémination of mercantilism and
capitalism evolving in France since the middle agésnnoune says that “[t]he
French Revolution is the archetype of a bourgeatdent revolution directed against
the feudal nobility, who not only hampered but alsieatened the irresistible drive
towards the development of a capitalist economyitngolitical corollary, liberal or
parliamentary democracl” The revolution had brought an ideology: liberty,
equality, fraternity. The meanings of these wordsenideally extended to the whole
of the French people, yet practically, it was tbergeoisie who benefited from them
the most while the lower classes had to be cordentith the ideal meanings of these
words. In the relations between the settler comtresiiand native population in
Algeria it was the same thing; the settler popatativould be free, equal and in
solidarity, with the ease of their sense of belaggio their imagined community
where the indigenous people of Algeria were newmeluded. It was this ideology
that allowed the colonization of Algeria throughivate companies, even after

'3 Bennoune, MahfoudThe Making of Contemporary Algeria, 1830-1987: Qs upheavals and
post-independence developmer€@ambridge, New York, Port Chester, Melbourne, rigyd
Cambridge University Press, 1988, p.15
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Napoleon Il put an end to the Ministry of Algeaad the Colonies, in 26 November
1860, and let the military, the governor-generat] thebureaux arabegovern the
country again. On the other hand, in order to ettraore serious settlers, “free
concessions were abolished in December 1864 irufavbsales at a fixed prick”
and most of the land on offer were bought mostlyFbgnch companies. The great
private companies were also sought for establisl@ognomic infrastructure, for
example, for the construction of grand public wdidkswhich they acquired lands of
the state and yet they did not always fulfil thedntract®®. This transition from free
concessions of land for settlers to the large-e&pitvning private companies also
shows how the bourgeois character of the Frencblugon started to be more

apparent in the following years.

Another influential factor was the French RestamtiThe restoration did not
affect solely the way France acted towards Algenafact, it is one of the very
reasons why France ever attacked there. After ¢éoeside defeat of the Napoleon in
Waterloo in 1815, the Bourbons were restored wiité help of other European
powers but it was a constitutional monarchy thimeti The first king of the
restoration period was Louis XVIII who died in 183A4d he was succeeded by his
brother Charles X. Louis Xlll was more moderate diral compared to his
successor; he had "embraced pragmatism and equntipbut his brother, Charles X,
came to power in 1824 determined to roll back teedRtion''®.Charles X was the
head of the Ultra-royalists of the Chamber, a grolo@t wanted to restore the
absolute monarchy, and his actions made him unpopeltich eventually led to his

downfall.

Fierce opposition to his rule made Charles X tadedor ways to direct the
public opinion to the outside of France. Ahluwadtates that “Algeria came under
French rule in 1830 as a way to recover lost pade to gain national glory when

Algiers was forcibly seized from the Ottomans. Hrench monarchy of Charles X

Y“Ageron, Charles and RobeNlodern Algeria: A history from 1830 to the presefitans. Michael
Brett. London: Hurst & Company, 1991, p.43

YIbid., p.43
*Brower, Benjamin C., p.9
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was in disarray and an invasion of Algiers was wm®red as an effective means to
bolster a monarchy in crisis” Ageron argues that “The expedition of Algiers was
not connected with the colonial policy of the Restion Bourbon Monarchy?®.
However, thinking of all the venture towards Algewas only to appease the interior
problems of France would narrow down the problengrés states that the
government of Poligndt also aimed at the renewal of the glorious times of
Napoleon, consolidation of the power of Francehia western Mediterranean, and

opening markets for the new-born industry of Frafice

Even though Ageron’s statement would thus redueeithportance of the
colonial policy, in addition to the benefits of oalzing this strategic land situated in
the western part of the Mediterranean, so closthéoGibraltar, it is true that the
conquest was also seen as a perfect decoy to ldeagsinst the revolutionaries to
prevent them to revolt again, or so thought ChaXlesle thought that his endeavour
could only be effective if he conquered Algeria,iethwould enable him to make a
claim on nationalism and gain support. "Cultivatisgntiments of militarism and
national chauvinism -legacies of the Revolution &lapoleonic era valuable for all
forms of modern politics- helped the strugglingineg create a climate useful to the

modern state.?!

On the other hand, because Charles X's enemiesiwé&mance itself, he did
not think about the conquest of Algeria thoroughtyactual fact, the military plan
that would be used in conquering Algiers originated808, and they were the plans
of Napoleon who thought of landing théfeMoreover, the language used was the

same language Napoleon used in the Egypt expedwiuich stressed the good

YAhluwalia, Pal and Davinder P. SOut of Africa: Post-structuralism’s colonial rogtébingdon,
Oxon, England; New York: Routledge, 2010, p.22

8ageron, Charles and Robert., p.5

Jules de Polignac (1780-1847) was an ultra-roygdditician who was appointed as the prime
minister by Charles X.

“Stora, Benjamin, p.13
“Brower, Benjamin C., p.10

“bid., p.10
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intentions of France who merely wanted to resceep&ople from the tyranny of

their rulers.

According to John and Muriel Lough, this expeditibelped the fall of the
regime of Charles X despite his contrary hopesabee the troops sent to Algeria
were not in disposal for the king against the gowent’s attempt of a coup d'état
The expedition to Algeria indeed stirred the popataup, people were generally
excited about the invasion of Algeria, yet the pléor the protection of the authority
of the king proved to be useless as the BourbonoRe®n was ended by the July
Revolution in 30 July 1830.

The July Revolution ended up with the July Monarcagd Louis Philippe
became the new king. Like Charles X, Louis Philigigo saw the occupation of
Algeria as an opportunity to strengthen his pditistance. On the other hand, after
the fall of the regime of Charles X in 1830, thes&s a period when France could not
decide what to do with Algeria. Two contradictoates of affairs furthered the
hesitation of the July Monarchy. On the one hahd,ntew government did not want
to disappoint its English allies; on the other hamdvas unwilling to attract the
wrath of the army which would not let go off itseg?* The supporters of the
occupation and the colonization argued that the laeal acquired in Algeria would
solve the overpopulation and unemployment problamsFrance. The newly
developing industry of France and the surplus frmproductions would find new
markets. France would reach more raw materials emad benefit from the
agricultural products of Algeria. The last and o least, the reputation of France
would rise in the eyes of other countries. Thers algo a group which opposed the
occupation of Algeria in the Chamber of Deputiésré were many who thought of
the venture as a waste of time and resources. @ihersaries of the occupation
pointed out the immense expenditures of Francelamthck of a way to compensate
it, even with victories in Algeria. They also stsed that this would be an
unnecessary endeavor while France had so manygpnstdoth inside and outside of
the country. As Brower says, these politicians aasentinental, not a colonial future

% ough, John and MurielAn Introduction to Nineteenth Century Frandsndon: Longman, 1978,
p.62

#Darmon, Pierre, p.45
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in France and the resentments about the on-goimghag started in 1830 driven by
the disastrous experiences from the Napoleonicramdlutionary eras. Moreover,
using the resources poured for the Algerian wamfodernizing and industrializing
France and focusing on free trade for the goodsdikgarcane and fibres seemed to
be a better road to choose for many, such as tlomiabcritic Amédée des Jobert
who believed in liberalism and saw colonialism asiechaic metho® These groups
also complained that luxury commodities like sugerd cotton could not be
produced in Algeria, and the climate was too udlét for a profitable colonization
of the land. They also claimed that there wereemtugh markets and the venture
seemed to be an endless adventti@uring these controversies, in June 1831, the
Prime Minister Casimir Périer had announced thaén€m occupation should

continue to extend to the whole Algeria, but naactvas taken until 1834.

Despite the oppositions against the colonizatiorAlgferia in France, Louis
Philippe persisted in continuing the efforts of thecupation because he could not
risk this valuable asset which would serve for lgggtimization of his power. Since
Algeria was a shelter for pirates and created problfor every state which traded in
the Mediterranean —even though they had agreensewts as receiving taxes and
gifts in return for guaranteeing safer sea rouadthough the province did not keep
its promise all the time - France was not regarae@n aggressive imperial power
but rather as a power dedicated to bring peacelikesEngland was viewed when
she bombarded the Algerian coast to put an enditacyp after the Vienna
Convention of 1815.

After a few years of hesitation, in 1834, a finalcsion was made: Algeria
would be conquered by France. Until July 1834, mpstple thought that the
invasion should be limited to some coastal citieshsas Alger, Oran, Béne and
Bougie as well as the areas around these ¢itiés.1834, the colonization was

limited with the Mitidja Valley and the coast of dgiérs, as well as the Plain of

“Brower, Benjamin C., pp.12-13.
*Darmon, Pierre, p.141
“’Peyroulou Jean-Pierre, Tengour Ouanassa S. andailhéBylvie, 1830-1880: La Conquéte

Coloniale et la Résistance des AlgériendHistoire de L'Algérie a la Période Coloniale (183962)
Paris et Alger : La Découverte et Barzakh, 20127 p.
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Seybouse in Borfeand the coastal parts of Oran. These territori®wdministered

not by the Parliament but by the Ministry of Warainigh a governor-general, which
was created in 22 July 1834. Yet the idea of “ta@hquest” could only bear its
fruits after the defeat of Abd el-Kader in 1847.

The conquest had started with brutality and cowriihto be so. France’s harsh
attacks and its retaliations and vice versa, lefihd itself many deaths. Some
people chose to migrate; sometimes to the deatbyder to escape war or taxes
levied by the French. War and migration, as welthramisands of deaths caused a
dramatic fall in the number of people in the citisswell as in the rural are&sEor
example, General Savary, the governor general wheed from December 1831 to
April 1833, “tyrannised the townspeople of Algieeterminated the Al ‘Quffia
tribe, and executed Arab chiefs who were lured tgieks by promises of safe-
conduct”*® Policies such as these make it understandable thdaypopulation in
Algeria had no faith or trust in the French promisend goodwill. The adverse
effects of Savary’s devastating policies lastedafdong time, and doubled by other
similar incidents, finding a nest in the minds o focal people.

Lustick says that France’s decision to establidbrges in Algeria and instate
settlers there was originated from the “image ofjehla as an unincorporated
extension of France™ In fact, Algeria’s place in France’s colonial pessions was
special. According to Ahluwalia, the importanceAdferia, among the colonies of
France can be thought as the equivalent of Indiajortance for the Britaiff The
assimilation policies are directly linked to thiea of integration. According to Said,

assimilation has started as early as 1830:

In Algeria, however inconsistent the policy of Fekngovernments since
1830, the inexorable process went on to make Adgérench. First the land

Bbid., p.27
Ibid., p.26
*Ageron, Charles and Robert, p.11

%11 ustick, lan,State-Building Failure in British Ireland and Fremdlgeria Berkeley: University of
California, 1985, p.7

#Ahluwalia, Pal and Davinder P. S., p.26
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was taken from the natives and their buildings waseupied; then French

settlers gained control of the cork oak forestsraimeral depositsq’.3

There were two views about how to assimilate Akyerpeople: one was to
force them to assimilation and the other was tosfia@m them slowly. Tocqueville’s
view can be classified into the latter. He belietedt it would be wrong to try to
change the former political system of Algerian®ittie highly bureaucratic system
of France. Instead he argued that it was necessargnform to their rules at first
and after the legitimization of the state is assuresubtly transform them into the

French customs:

[A]ls much as our civilization permits, rather thatarting to substitute our
administrative customs for theirs in the placeh# vanquished, for a period of time
we should yield to theirs, maintain political deliations, give the agents of the

deposed government salary, tolerate their traditeord keep their used

In this passage he advises that France should &etedade “for a period of
time”, which means “after a period of time”, that after France consolidated her
power in Algeria, she could safely continue heliges$ of assimilation.

The revolution of 1848, which brought about theiadiion of Louis Philippe
and the declaration of the Second Republic in Feameade the colonization of
Algeria a controversial subject once again. The d848 was important for Algeria,
because on this date, Algeria was officially redngd as French territory in the
constitution. Thus, the universal suffrage for Etercitizens and the division of
départementsvere to be extended to Algeria. The map below shbow Algeria

was divided into departments:

#said, Edward, W., Culture and Imperialism, New Ydrkntage Books, 1993, p.171

**The original text: « [A]utant que notre civilisatide permet, a la place des vaincus ; que loin de
vouloir en commengant substituer nos usages admaitiis aux leurs, il fallait pour un temps vy plier
les nobtres, conserver les délimitations politiquegndre a notre solde les agents du gouvernement
déchu, admettre ses traditions et garder ses usagaxqueville, Alexis deDeuxieéme Lettre sur
I'Algérie, 1837 p.12.
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Divisions and principal towns of French Algéria

:/‘

. Aléiers

DEPARTMENT

During this time, the controversy was based upan dbnflict between the
reformist ideology of the February Revolution irafce in 1848 and the viewpoints
that feed upon conservatism. According to Amossei@mple, Leonce de Lavergne
who was an elected deputy and an official at theeiga Ministry believed that the
pursuit of Algeria should be revised. Bugeaud, Wwhad been a governor general in
Algeria from 1840 to 1847, on the other hand, egphim indirectly that the solution
of the social problems of France lied in the camith colonization of Algeri&’.
Amoss stresses that “The implicit dialogue betwkawergne and Bugeaud on the
subject of colonialism -a historical argument inievhthe colonized land and its
indigenous inhabitants remain offstage, projeatiedined, and made sense of only to
the extent that they intersect with the intere$tthe metropole...*’. This exclusion
of the Algerian on the subject of Algeria can belenstood with the viewpoints of
these two figures that is explained by Amoss; hgs ghat Lavergne, who was
sympathetic to revolutionary ideals, believed thaance should make social and
political reforms in herself and export their seed® Algeria. He believed that

Algeria would be the place of “a prototype of thexfpct society that would nourish

%Smith, Andrea L.,Colonial Memory and Postcolonial Europe: Maltesdtlees in Algeria and
France,Bloomington, Indianapolis: Indiana University Pre2806, p.69

%Amoss, Benjamin McRae, The Revolution of 1848 atgeAa, The French Reviewol. 75, No. 4
(Mar., 2002), p. 745

*Ibid., p.745
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France's own utopian dreams™His thinking was similar to that of the colonistho

had settled in America; the colonists of Americsodbelieved that the new country
would be the manifestation of their ideals. Accogdio Amoss, however, Bugeaud
did not feel the need of exporting the French isiéalAlgeria, but was determined to
send her workers struggling with unemployment. K& Algeria as a means to

overcome the social problems created by the Revoltt

Another problem raised by the party of Lavergneha Assembly was the
same old problem of the cost of the occupation lgeAia® In spite of stating that
the colonization was a failure, Lavergne did noggmest France to withdraw
completely. Instead, he argued that French and riglgepeople should live in
Algeria side by side, forming a partnership. Thastpership would be based on the
trade of these two peoples: “the Arabs will supplg land, the labor, the livestock;
the Europeans, the equipment and the outlets ddett', and the Europeans would
live in the cities and the native population wollleét in the country, which was an
order already existent in Algeria in the eyes oférmgne?? On the other hand, Amoss
clarifies that these idealistic and optimistic aygmhes brought by the February
Revolution changed its spirit with the bloody eweimt June Days; this time people
were moving to Algeria out of despair and lack of ather destinatiof? While
there were many disputes upon the colonizationlgéa, there was a new emperor

arising in France.

Prince Louis Napoleon, who was elected as the geasiduring the Second
Republic era, marked the beginning of the Secongitemwith his declaration of his
emperorship. His first action over Algeria was tppgress the office of Governor-

General and to entrust the government of Algeriaisacousin, the prince Napoleon-

Bbid., p.745
Fbid., p. 748
“O1bid., p.746
“ICitation from Amoss, Benjamin McRae, p.747
“Abid., p.747
“bid., p.751
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Jerdme, who was appointed Minister for Algeria #mel Colonied” The documents
sent by Napoleon 11l shows that the prince was aped for the Ministry of Algeria

and the Colonies by the decree of 29 July 185&ade seen in Appendix A-1, A-2
and A-3%* Even though the prince resigned a year after leeappointed to this post,
the Ministry continued to operate until 1860, whidgeria came through a civilian

rule*® After this year, the post of Governor General gdigignificance once again.

After his visits to Algeria Napoleon was very distent about how the
colonization was proceeding. In various decreesidutared that Algerians were also
the subjects of France and that their rights waéllgrotected, yet, with th8enatus
Consulteof 1865, it was recognized that the Algerian Musliand Jews had to give
up their rights to be judged by Muslim or Jewislvdaand had to abide by the French
law in order to be able to gain French citizensApwill be seen in the next chapter,
this meant for many Algerians as a proposal foraah of infidelity and many

responded the offer negatively.

2.2. Changes in the Political Organization of Algea

Algeria was first conquered by corsairs named HReis, who was later
started to be called as Barbaros Hayreddin, an@irbitier Orug Reis. In 1516, Orug
Reis captured Algiers, and after he died, Barb&tagreddin became the sole ruler
of the city?*’Ruedy says that “[i]n order to secure those viemrKhayr al-Din had in

1519 sought moral and material reinforcement of pasition by offering his

“Brett, Michael, Legislating for Inequality in Alger The Senatus-Consulte of 14 July 18B6lletin
of the School of Oriental and African Studigsiversity of London, Vol. 51, No. 3 (1988), p.446

“*Archives Nationales D’Outre-Mer, Ministére de I'Adde et des Colonies (FR ANOM GGA 1F/3)

“6 Brett, Michael, “Legislating for Inequality in Adgia: The Senatus-Consulte of 14 July 1865",
Bulletin of the School of Oriental and African SaglUniversity of London, Vol. 51, No. 3 (1988),
p.446

4" Kuran, ErciimentCezayirin Fransizlar Tarafindafygali Karsisinda Osmanli Siyaseti (1827-1847)
Istanbul: Yenilik Basimevi, 1957,p.3
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submission to the Sublime Port&After that, a series of events and campaigns

directed by different pashas resulted in the Ottosantrol over Algeria.

The Ottoman conquest helped Algeria to becometa. sthe Ottomans built a
political structure which laid down its foundatiand created an identity. The
Ottomans helped to the creation of this Algeriaeniity by separating the country
from Tunis and Morocco and by letting an autonomgpostical organization to
flourish.* After Barbaros Hayreddin captured Algiers, the tias been ruled by a
beylerbey with the help of janissaries, appointed by thdte®uand the rest of
Algeria came under Turkish rule in tim&ln fact, it was after Kili¢ Ali Pasha died in
1587 that allGarp Ocaklariwere divided and &eylerbeywas appointed to each
province; and like the other provinces in Northiédr, the administration of Algeria
were given to deylerbey Thebeylerbeysvho were appointed were to be replaced
with another in every three years in order to pnéwbem to become excessively
powerful; nevertheless, this method was provecdetodeless, as theylerbeysften
used their position only to get richer during thsiay in the province while the
janissary corps gained more and more pcawdthe result was the seizure of the
administration by the janissary corps which turtieslbeylerbeyinto a puppet under
the agha of the janissaries. Lapidus says thatdjima of Algiers gave himself the
title of Dey, however, according to Erciment Kuran, it was essalt of the revolt of
the corsairs in 1671 that the agedys started?® The Deys continued to govern

Algeria until the French occupation in 1830.

According to Erciment Kuran, it was in the agedef/sthe structure of the
province was settledAside from the Beylerbey the diwan functioned as a
consultative assembly. The province had thsarcakswhich were thebeyliks of
Sark, CenupandGarp, with abeyon each one, who paid taxes to Beylerbeybut

“8Ruedy, JohnModern Algeria: The origins and development of &ora Bloomington, Indianapolis:
Indiana University Press, 1992, p.17

“‘Peyroulou Jean-Pierre, Tengour Ouanassa S. analhéBylvie, p.19

*%Lapidus, Ira M. A History of Islamic SocietieSecond Edition, Cambridge University Press, 2002,
p.325

*Kuran, Erciiment, pp.5-6

*?Kuran, Erciiment, p.6
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were autonomous in directing their own affairs. Btwrer,sancaksvere divided into
kaidliks and kaidliks were made ofeyhliks Most of the Janissaries were in the
center but there were also ones who served irsaheaks® In time some changes
occurred in the political structure, however, tltegecunderstanding of the system
remained intact; just before the occupation of Algeon the top of the political
organization of Algeria, stood tlteywho descended from the Janissary corps. After
him came theliwan a consul composed of five members; each one megge of a
prominent position; the treasury, army, navy, puldffairs and registration and
property. The regency was composed of foeyliks,the Dar es-Sultanwas situated
in Algiers and its whereabouts, as well as in thiddja Valley. The othetbeyliks
were in Oran, Titteri and Constantine. Thésgswere responsible for maintaining

order and collecting revenues.

According to Kuran, the piracy was one of the miogportant incomes of
Algeria, and theulufe of the janissaries were given by means of its rdaa
However, the piracy started to decline in paraltelthe strengthening of the sea
forces of European countries. England seemed edlyeancomfortable with the
issue, as it had interests in the safety of theitdednean. As a result, following of a
treaty among England, Austria and Prussia in 1&hgland sent a fleet in front of
Algiers in 1816, which made Algeria to comply wibme conditions in the end.
This was the start of a solid pressure over thacgiof Algeria. Aside from piracy,
the population of Algeria also gained their incorfrem manufacturing and
agriculture. Algeria was an agricultural country esda grains and stock raising

played a prominent role.

On the other hand, even if this picture may lead tnthink that the Ottoman
system in Algeria was quite centred, most of thettey was controlled by using the
tribes against each other and having control dvemtthrough various means, such
as exemption from taxes for some of them. The mevesof pastoralists were
controlled by the government by “manipulating theg of grain and levying a tax
on each camel load”; however, still, Kabyle, Auréilse Sahara and some other

*3bid. p.7
*Ibid., p.8
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districts were fully autonomous. Then, the control of the Ottomans over the
province was not limitless. In Algeria, especiatiythe south, there were many rural
communities that belonged to various tribes whiatrevpractically independent.
When the piracy in the Mediterranean was still pdwein the sixteenth and
seventeenth centuries, this issue was solved wmdl grofessional armies, paid by
the revenues acquired from piracy. Yet the relatgn between the tribes and the
Sufi orders, and the government was not alwaysragilé: From the sixteenth
century on, Algeria was practically ruled with tb@laboration of the janissaries, the
tribal leaders and the Sufis who used their infageon their supporters by kinship
and religious loyalty® Nonetheless, the decline in piracy, dispersionmaidern
weapons to a wider mass, the reduction of recifuitsm Anatolia as well as the
decline of the credibility of the administration asesult of too much dependence on
Jewish, English and French merchants caused thesttio become out of hand

increasingly’’

Tocqueville frequently stresses how the Ottomanrsctikd the tribes skillfully.
However, as the tribal revolts before the Frenatupation show, some of the tribes
and orders had already started to become restieSstoaman Algeria. For example,
between 1800 and 1830, Algeria witnessed Sufi-kaklfions; the Dargawa, the
Qadiriya and The Tijania orders were among thelliebs groups. On the other
hand, because the orders were not dispersed aodgeel to a particular region, no
united opposition could emerg®.Even so, all these rebellions showed that the
Turkish administration was losing control of AlgeriYet it seems that this was still

not known widely.

After the collapse of the Ottoman power in Algetile tribes gained their
freedom of action. Especially during the intervél1830-1834, there was turmoil
and disorder in all over Algeria; Ageron says tHah the western province of the

Oranais, the tribes attacked the Turkish or Kouldiugarrisons while the Moroccan

*Lapidus, Ira M., p.326
*%bid., p.586
*"Ibid., p.326

*8_apidus, Ira M., p.326
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sultan attempted to win recognition of his suzdsdii. He adds that the tribes also
started to fight each other, thus, there was lhjtino serious opposition to the

French invaders.

On the other hand, it is evident that, even thoD¢foman system had started
to lose control of the tribes, it had never expereal a strategic failure on them like
France did. The Ottomans had always known that fi@wver should be in control
and should be directed strategically, which mehat the tribal leaders should be
included into the system. In fact, the tribal chibhd so much power that they came
after thebey of the area in terms of influence, because they tha&dpower of
subjugating the tribe¥. For this reason, the administrators had to beoimdgterms
with them. If the Turks could be in control of timerior parts of Algeria, it was due
to some grand families who negotiated their supporreturn for financial or
political privileges®® This can explain why the French could not exercisgtrol
over the interior parts of the country. During thecupation and the colonization,
France had done everything in her power —althougthwillingly- to alienate the
tribal chiefs. Their traditional lands were conéised, they were trapped and killed
when they were called for negotiation and theiditranal and autonomous society
was not respected. Religious differences between dblonizers and the local

population worsened the troublesome relations.

However, France was in search for ways to estabbsh effective
administration of the tribes and the indigenouspteafter the vacuum left with the
fall of the Turkish regency in Algiers. Perkins sahat “[e]ffective expansion into
the interior necessitated armed forces capableubtiieng hostile tribes and an
organization able to administer these same triffeShe Bureaux ArabegArab
Offices) were designed with this intention. As Toeuille said in hisDeuxieme
Lettre sur Algérig1837), the knowledge of the French on the pomradf Algeria

**Ageron, Charles and Robert., p.9
®Ppeyroulou Jean-Pierre, Tengour Ouanassa S. ancllhéBylvie, p.22
*bid., p. 22

®%perkins, Kenneth P., Pressure and Persuasion Pdiiees of the French Military in Colonial North
Africa, Military Affairs, Vol. 40, No. 2 (Apr., 1976), p.74
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with whom they had to live with was very scarceei@diore,Bureaux Arabesvere
also a means to study and understand the indigepeosle in order to establish
better relations with Algerians and thus to helghviihe colonial project. On the other
hand, the name chosen for the offices shows howcEréailed to use this institution
as effective as it could. “[N]ot all tribesmen wekeabs nor all Arabs tribesmeli”
and the name disregarded the Berbers and the JBws. again unfurls the
inadequate knowledge of France on Algeria andlisisy handling of affairs in the
country. Nevertheless, even if its potential waghbkr than it could benefit, the
offices were successful in terms of establishirsgetion of the society which stands
in-between, that is, as a bridge between the seitled the indigenous people. The
officers were not only from the French but alsonfréhe original inhabitants of
Algeria. TheBureaux Arabegproved to be able to provide a defense for thalloc
people against the settler groups who were strivargmore and more lands and

rights, while they were clearly supporters of tbéaization.

The firstbureau arabevas established in Algiers, yet establishing is\wat an
immediate decision but a process. This processnaasferred by Foucher in 1838
He says that from the beginning of the French oatiap, France recognized the
necessity of establishing an Arab government, thessystem ofghalik was re-
established in Algiers with the decree of 18 Felyru831. On 10 March, twelve
Arabs were given to the disposition of thgha two of which was responsible for
the usual correspondence with the tribal leadeyscker continues that in 1834, with

a decree in 10 November, the attributions of tlglkaawere defined and under the

3bid, p.74

%« Dés notre entrée a Alger, on reconnut la nééedsipourvoir au gouvernement des Arabes, moins
pour ceux de l'intérieur et pour les tribus quirseivaient dans la plaine. Un arrété du 18 févik31
rétablissant la fonction d'agha qu'on avait di samr (1) , en investit le grand prévot de I'arméa
autre arrété du 10 mars mit a sa disposition déuabes montés, dont deux chefs, tant pour guider
les colonnes que pour le service habituel de leespondance avec les chefs des tribus. En1834, un
arrété du 10 novembre vint déterminer les attrimgide cet agha, chargé sous la direction immédiate
du gouvernement général, des rapports avec lassteb de la police du territoire, de recevoir les
plaintes et d'assurer, par tous les moyens en@ovop, la souveraineté francaise, la paix publigtie
I'exécution des ordres du gouverneur général. B&7,18n arrété du 22 avril supprima l'agha et créa
une direction des bureaux arabes ; cet arrétéirfist motivé : « Considérant que cette institution a
pour but de faciliter et d'étudier nos rapportscales tribus de l'intérieur, de les attirer sousrao
domination en respectant leurs usages, en proté¢mas intéréts, en leur faisant rendre bonne et
exacte justice, en maintenant parmi elles l'ordita paix...»

La direction des affaires arabes fut elle-méme sope en 1839, et ses attributions conférée sa-I'ét
major général, pour étre rétablie par arrété ddeMmaréchal Bugeaud, en date du 16 aolt 1841. »
Foucher, 1858, pp. 11-12
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supervision of the governor general, he was noveiaffy responsible for directing
the relations with the tribes and the police in thgion, receiving the complaints,
and as much as his power permits, assuring theeignéy of the French, the public
peace and the execution of the orders of the goveeneral. Foucher continues that
in 1837 with the decree of 22 April, the systemaghalikwas repealed and in its
place thebureaux arabesvere established. The motivation for the establiestinof
the offices was to facilitate and study the relagidetween the tribes in the interior
parts of the Algeria and the French, to lure thiees into French domination by
respecting their customs, protecting their intexeddy providing justice and
maintaining order and peace among them. He saysntlis®839 theBureaux Arabes
were repealed but in 1841, with the order of therdflal Bugeaud, it was re-

established®

The struggle of the French to assure her dominaiapparent in this text. She
tried to lure the tribes into her domination thrbygstice, respect and understanding.
In fact, these offices were recognized as the adtilers of the country by the native
population because of its more moderate actionsveder, they were not free in
creating the environment it was expected of theh® pressure of the settler
population and their strong connections with thétip@ns limited their freedom.
Moreover, as Tocqueville had said in 1837, thetetnaof creating peace among the
tribes worked against the French domination; uniilee Turks who played the tribes
against each other, France provided them the apmbtytto revolt against her by
creating a peaceful environment among themselvesveMer, the tribes failed to

create a strong united rebellion even though tfeigistances could be supportive.

2.3. The Response of the Ottoman Empire

When the response of the Ottoman Empire is resedy¢hcould be seen that

the empire could not come up with an effective stasice to the occupation. This

®Foucher, M. Victor,Les Bureaux Arabes en AlgériBaris : Imprimerie de Schiller Aine, 1858,
pp.11-13
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lack of effectiveness materialized in the effodsprotect the empire’s prestige by
nominal acts. In fact, Arma&tu says that the Ottoman Empire could not do angthi
about the occupation of Algeria except for protegstFrance, by declaring that it
does not recognize the occupation and by strivingreiceive help from other

countries, especially from Britaff:.

Algeria had been a province of the Ottoman Empicgietheless, as mentioned
before, it had almost been like a sovereign couritrgould declare war and peace,
and could manage its own economy. One of the fakslithat connected the
province to the Ottoman Empire was the revenues teethe latter. According to
Benjamin Stora, the European countries and eveJthieed States sent to Algeria
permanent diplomatic agefitswhich unfurls the extent of Algeria’s autonomyn O
the other hand, the province was still thmilk (property) of the sultan and its
population was his subjects.

Moreover, when France sent troops to Algiers, ttter@an Empire had plenty
of other interior and exterior problems. The deatwsy effects of the Greek
Uprising, the Battle of Navarino in 1827 and thetdgction of the Ottoman fleet as a
result of the battle; and the Ottoman-Russian Wat828-1829 had prepared the
ground for the passivity of the Ottoman Empireha incident. The Greek Uprising,
which continued for almost a decade, starting frlt821, had forced Ottomans to
pour resources into that area and to be shaketicpdii, financially and militarily.
Moreover, Sultan Mahmut Il, who could finally alsdli the Janissaries and raise a
new army calledAsakir-i Mansure-i Muhammediy@ad to cope with the Ottoman-
Russian War of 1828-1829. The war had devastatfiegte on the Ottoman Empire,
partly because the new army had not been readsufdr a war yet. With the Treaty
of Adrianople, signed in 1829, Ottoman Empire retpgd the autonomy of Serbia,
the independence of Greece and had to allow Russiaccupy Moldavia and
Wallachia, all of which resulted in the loss ofdarfrom where the empire extracted
a prominent amount of wealth. Furthermore, the nmaiées of the war worsened the
already ruined economy of the empire. Besides, whth Battle of Navarino, the

%8 Armacglu, Fahir,19. Yiizyil Siyasi Tarihi (1789-191#nkara: Tiirk Tarih Kurumu Basimevi, 1999,
p.191

®’Stora, Benjamintistoire de I'Algérie Coloniale (1830-1954paris: La Decouverte, 2004, p.12
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whole Ottoman Armada was burned and this made ffleetee resistance to the
occupation of Algeria difficult.

Under these circumstances, that is, without a feEed with a devastated
economy and defeated army there had been littkeQktaman Empire could do in
order to protect Algeria effectively. Instead, @utd only hope to bring a halt to the
occupation with its diplomatic skills.

According to Erciment Kuran, the Ottomans learnsabathe plans of France
to occupyCezayir-i Garbin 1827 with a notification handed over to themc&ese
Ottoman Empire was so busy with dealing with tHeeteon in Morea and had lost
its fleet in Navarino, it was decided that the emghould act as if it is interfering in
the controversy between France and deg whereas in reality, it left the problem
unresolved?

Just before and during the occupation of the pa®jinntense diplomatic
relations between the Ottoman Empire and France wénessed upon the issue.
However, even though the Ottoman Empire did trg@suade both sides in 1829 for
maintaining peace, it could not succeed in any v@jtain was also against the
occupation of Algeria by France and tried to prévemy diplomatic contacts and
she even sent two warships in front of Algiers. Té&son why Britain was worried
about the conduct of France was she saw the odoopas a threat to her own
presence in the Mediterranean and the potentiaep&nance would get in the sea by
means of the occupation, threatening the British reeite to India as well as her
other possessions in Mediterranean, namely GiloyaMalta and Korf&®. Besides
trying to acquire the help of Britain, the Ottomampire also attempted to seek the
help of the European countries in general on thigeisFor example, as can be seen in
E, in 19 Sevval 1253(16 January 1838fter the city of Constantine fell to the
French, it was proposed that the Ottoman Empiraulshprotest the occupation
saying that France has no rights to invade thesiéotées, and distribute this protest
to other European countries. It was thought thét e help of the other countries

France would be expelled from Algeria. Neverthelesdk these acts of Ottoman

% uran, Erciiment, pp.14-17

*Ibid., p.21
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Empire and Britain did not go beyond a protest;l@sy as France used her
diplomatic skills and diversion tactics, the rotdeAlgeria was open and clear.

From 1830 to 1847, the diplomatic correspondenmastinued intensely
between the Ottoman Empire and France, howeverag soon understood that
France aimed not to negotiate but to create dieessiwhile she continues her
actions.

Ahmed Bey, thebey of Constantine, had hoped that the Ottoman Empire
would send help; indeed, after the Ottoman EmpisslenTripoli a directly-ruled
province, dispatching a fleet there gave the chaacegend help. In fact, Istanbul
wanted to send a fleet in two occasions; in 18361887, however, it was prevented
by the threats of Fran¢@ Ahmed Bey, who was loved by his subjects becafibiso
just rule had also requested from the Empire te givn the title ofpashaand make
him thewali of Algeria. As can be seen in Appendix F, whicked29 Zilkade 1252
(7 March 1837), all other means of help other thasing the beythese titles was
seen unreasonable. It was argued that if the Otidamapire sends help to Ahmed
Bey, it will be prevented by France just like TaR&sha was prevented to enter the
seas of Algeria, and if help was sent from TunisisMdn spies who work for France
would notice. Moreover, it was also stressed irs tthocument that sending help
would cost too much for the Ottoman Empire, esplgciahen there was a chance
that France would give the province back to the Eenp the end. It was argued that
France was in hesitation about her venture in Adgleecause of the costs and before
she decided and prepare the funds, the OttomanrEmjais ought to act and give
Ahmed Bey the titles which he wanted, so that held/dave more legitimization
and support in his fight. However, the Ottoman Bmpould neither give theeythe
title of pasha officially, a title which was givan him by the inhabitants of the
population loyal to him, nor the title efali because of the fear of deteriorating the
relations with Francé&* Finally, in 1847, the Sultan gave up his rightsAdgeria by
means of not adding theezayir-i Garbto the list of the Provinces of the empire in

the Salnameindirectly accepting France’s rights on Algeria.

Cayci, Abdurrahman,Biiyik Sahra’da Tirk-Fransiz Rekabeti (1858-191Bnkara: Tirk
TarihKurumuYayinlari, 1995, p.15

"Kuran, Erciment, pp. 44-48
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In this chapter, it was seen how French politicd #re occupation of Algeria
was intermingled with each other. Then, the oldtjal structure of was focused on,
than the methods of France to establish a simitartrol mechanism over the
population was discussed, and in the last partattizide of the Ottoman Empire
toward the occupation was mentioned. The next ehaptll be about how this
occupation brought about the colonization of Algeri
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CHAPTER IlI

COLONIZATION

3.1. Installation of theColons

The occupation of Algeria meant colonizing and a&sting resources from the
territory; after all, the immense expenses andlaks of people for the occupation
had to be compensated with considerable profiterdaty to the general opinion of
French politicians. Likewise, according to the puldpinion, the most important
thing was to know whether a new colony would sdorethe enrichment of France

or not’?

This enrichment via colonization could only be pbleswith the installation of
settlers, orcolons, as the French called them, who would representRitsach
culture, own and cultivate the land, and make thleny a part of France. Finding
people who were willing to volunteer and to enirstorder to settle in Algeria was
not a hard objective to accomplish: Going and figda new life in Algeria was a
profitable opportunity for many French and otherdpean people. Most of these
candidates for being settlers were peasant farorenad working-class origirs.As
a result, most settlers did not have bright lividgcumstances in their mother
country whereas in Algeria they had the chancewn land and start things over as
well as to gain a better status in the society.dviggrro verbalize this situation as
follows: “[T]he expenses incurred by the Statetdbnted to the enrichment of the
citizens turned colonists who, in the mother cogntvould not have enjoyed the
same advantages and would not have increasedwelth in the same mannéf.”
Sending especially young people and a sectionefttiety which is in economic

hardships; that is, people who were potential elslited the interests of the state as

7,2Yacono, X.,Histoire de L’Algérie de la Fin de la Régence Twrga L'insurrection de 1954
Editions de L'Atlanthrope, 1993, p.70.

"Ahluwalia, P.Out of Africa: Post-structuralism’s colonial rootRoutledge, 2010, p.25

"Ferro, MarcColonization : A Global HistoryLondon and New York: Routledge, 1997, p.68.
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well as of the new bourgeois ideology which hadr@aking point in the French
Revolution and continued to develop in the follogvoentury:

The colonization of Algeria, offering an immensetlet) an active existence and a
wealthy and easy future to the younger generationksto the poorer classes ... will calm
what is feverish and abnormal in these agitatiahthe same time it will open a vast field to
the application of theoretical speculations andesys that concern advanced minds.

Among the people sent to Algeria were also the rgesis and political
prisoners who had taken part in the June Days logrigust before the July
Revolution. Of these insurgents 15.000 were takéoper yet most of them were
released soon. In 1850, the government decidedrnd the remaining 459 prisoners
to Algeria and as a punishment they were going ackwhe lands. However, after
three years of working, they were going to be dbleeceive a land, a provisional

title and a dwelling®

With the support of state policies, this enthusidsnenlist for settling in this
new colony materialized in the dramatic rise in thenbers of settlers and their
acquisition of lands in a short notice. For insggnaround 1837 and 1838, France
strengthened her position in Algeria: There wer®@8 European settlers then, and a
new port called Philippeville was built and the kexgation of the Mitidja Valley had
started’” Then, after the regulations of 24 March 1843 ahdl@y 1846, immense
amount of lands were confiscated: 200.000 hectairéend changed hands of which
168.000 hectares was in the Algiers, 55.000 hextafat passed to the European
settlers, 95.000 hectares of the land passed tsttie and only 32.000 hectares
stayed in the hands of the indigenous pe&piEable in the below shows how the

settler population increased compared to yearsartbe seen from this table that the

"The original text: « La colonisation d'Alger, erfraint un immense débouché, une existence active
et un avenir de fortune ou d’aisance aux jeunegmgéions et aux classes pauvres, ... apaisera de qu'i
y a de fébrile et d'anormal dans ces agitationsméme temps qu’elle ouvrira un champ vaste a
I'application des spéculations théoriques et destésyes qui préoccupent les esprits avancés ... »
Pétition des Colons d’Alger a la Chambres des DEp8uivie de Celle de Négocian]t]s de Marseille
et des Délibérations du Conseil Municipal et deClaambre de Commerce de la Méme Ville,
Marseille, 1834, p.10.

®Amoss, Benjamin McRae, “The Revolution of 1848 atgeria”, The French Reviewol. 75, No.
4 (Mar., 2002), p.751

""Darmon, PierrelUn siécle de Passions Algériennes : Une histoirel’Aigérie coloniale (1830-
1940) Paris: Fayard, 2009, p.66

bid., p.146
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total sum of non-French settlers were relativelghler than the numbers of French
settlers until around 1845. As the following figusbows, only after 1850s the

French settler population started to outweigh esettirom other European countries.

Settler Population in Algeria from 1833 to 1872

According to Victor Demontese Peuple algérierkssais de démographie
algérienne, Alger, 1906, p.620

Etrangers
Année Frangais = Popu.l?tlon
européenne
Anglo-Mal-  Autres
Espagnols  Italiens tais nationalités Total
européennes
1833 3478 1291 1122 1213 708 4334 7812
1836 5485 4592 1845 1802 837 9076 14 561
1841 16 677 9 748 3258 3795 3 896 20 797 37 374

1845 46 339 | 25335 7738 8 047 7 862 48 982 95321
1851 66 050 | 41558 7 555 7 507 8813 65233 | 131283
1856 92750 | 42218 9472 7114 9244 68 048 | 160 798
1861 112229 | 48145 11 815 9378 11179 80417 | 192 646
1866 122119 | 58510 16 655 10 627 10 079 95980 | 217099
1872 129 601 |- 71 366 18 351 11512 14287 | 115516 | 245117

" « L'évolution de la population européenne de 1838872 » Table c.f. Yacono, Xistoire de
L’Algérie de la Fin de la Régence Turque a L'ingation de 1954Editions de L'Atlanthrope, 1993,
p.144.
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Figure: Evolution of the Numbers of French and kpréSettlers in Algerig
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Whether French or non-French, the rise in the nusnbethe settlers was not
surprising because of the potential opportunitids ttte colonization of this
promising, vast land; these opportunities even ntadeolonists fierce supporters of
the venture, since the beginning of the instaltatad the settlers in Algeria; an
example is the petition they sent collectively e Chamber of Deputies in 18%4.
In this petition, thecolons requested four basic regulations to be enforcethén
colony by the government, which were summarizedtha last section of the

document:

1. The adoption of a law that leaves no doubt aboaitothinership and the colonization of
Algeria, which finally determines the position dfig country in respect of the mother
country;

8«L’évolution de la population européenne de 183B%4(en milliers d’habitants) » Figure from
Yacono, X., Histoire de L'Algérie de la Fin de l&dence Turque a L'insurrection de 1954, Editions
de L'Atlanthrope, 1993, pp.145.

81 pgtition des Colons d’Alger & la Chambres des B¥pBuivie de Celle de Négocian[t]s de

Marseille et des Délibérations du Conseil Municipalde la Chambre de Commerce de la Méme
Ville, Marseille, 1834.
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2. Choosing a legislation adapted to the needs atttktparticular position of diverse
populations in this country which establishes teeassary independence between
the civil power, the judiciary and the army, andgant finally all the guarantees of
property rights , industry and trade;

3. The organization of a trading system that favodsigtrial and agricultural products
of France on the markets of the Colony, and pravige effective protection for
our merchant navy;

4. The establishment of a military defense system whan provide a more efficient
protection to the settlers than they have obtaioetl now with the current
system‘?2

This petition is an important document to underdtédme motivations of the
settlers in general at the beginning of the colatn because it was sent
collectively and includes many insights about theughts of theseolonsabout the
colonial venture. Having been printed in Marsejlles doubt it has also influenced
the public opinion in France, making the examinatad the document even more
necessary. In this list of four basic requestss d@pparent that the uncertainty of the
position of France in the new colony worried th#lees. At that time, the Ottoman
Empire still had not given up its rights on thisritery, and officially it was still a
part of the Empire. Moreover, even though Francghed to colonize this territory,
she did not have a decisive opinion about whabtwith the country, and the British
pressure was making this process harder. A lawvibatd define and recognize the
state of Algeria was very important for the seftler safeguard their interests. Trade,
property rights and military protection were otlimportant requests of the settlers.
Yet, even though the apparent requests were fbesaegulations, throughout the
text, one can also detect an appreciation of th@ortance of the colonization of
Algeria and the benefits it would bring to Franetjch was stressed repetitively and

in different ways. For example, it was pointed ¢t Algeria was the highest

8 The original text:

« 1. L'adoption d'une loi qui ne laisse plus audaute sur la possession et la colonisation d’Alger,
qui regle définitivement la position de ce pay&®gdrd de la métropole ;

2. Le choix d’'une législation adaptée aux besoirisla position particuliére des diverses poputetio
de ce pays, qui établisse I'indépendance nécessaire le pouvoir civil, la magistrature et 'armée
présent enfin toutes les garanties de droit adprgté, a I'industrie et au commerce ;

3. L'organisation d'un systéme commercial qui faserles produits industriels et agricoles de la
France sur les marchés de la Colonie, et accorel@naiection efficace a notre marine marchande;

4. L'établissement d'un systeme de défense miditgini puisse offrir aux colons une protection plus
efficace que celle qu'ils ont obtenue jusqu’a ag jde systeme actuel. » Pétition des Colons dAlge
a la Chambres des Députes Suivie de Celle de N&Ettisi de Marseille et des Délibérations du
Conseil Municipal et de la Chambre de Commerceadd@me Ville, Marseille, 1834, pp.31-32
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preoccupation of the politicians and with everyspag day, it was better understood
how important it was to preserve this coldfiythe petition is more like an effort to
persuade the politicians to give more importancartd continue the colonization,
and finance it better, emphasizing its benefitgl @rapparently coincides with the

period of hesitation about the issue after the Rdyolution:

...[W]hich politician has not researched and meastieddegree of predominance
which will be given to France by a vast and ricloay, populated by her children,
which is two days of her ports, with an area of008. square miles, and with a
development of 280 miles of coastline? Which seagvowould not acquire our
homeland through ports and anchorages such as Mens;el-Kebir, Sidi Ferruch,
Algiers, Bougie, Stora and Bonne, parts so cloaewte could say that they were in
the waters of the metropolis; maritime positionsialuhcontrol from the Strait of
Gibraltar to as far as Malta, and the progresshefdteamship navigation make it
accessible at all times and in every possible hg®is of war. Undoubtedly, our
power will be great on this sea which bathes thastsoof France and those of
Algiers, like the rest of the coasts, it is suitabdr the nation which has the largest
market of the Mediterranean ... the Mediterranearn beél a French lake ... there
will be peace, protection for the commercial atiéag and progress for the riparian
nations®*

In this text, the benefits France would get fromlonizing Algeria were
stressed, exactly when Algeria did not fulfil theaincial expectations in France. For
example, in 1831, the imports were composed oftle lamount of wool, yellow
wax, olive oil, copper and 50.000 leeches, whichenmnsidered rather insignificant

and disappointed even the supporters of the catiniz®® The text also stresses that

8 «Alger a pris la haute place que son importandéeassignait. Nulle question aujourd’hui ne
préoccupe aussi vivement les hommes politiquede mih une portée aussi vaste. Chaque jour la
France le comprend mieux, et témoigne une sollieitplus jalouse pour la conservation de notre
colonie. », Pétition des Colons d’Alger a la Chaeshdes Députes Suivie de Celle de Négocian[t]s de
Marseille et des Délibérations du Conseil Municipalde la Chambre de Commerce de la Méme
Ville, Marseille, 1834, p.6.

8 The original text: « D’abord, quel est 'lhomme ifiqlie qui n'a recherché et mesuré le degré de
prépondérance que donnera a la France une vadthetColonie, peuplée de ses enfan[t]s, a deux
journées de ses ports, avec un territoire de 1k tidlues carres, et un développement de 280 lieues
de cbtes ? Quelle puissance maritime n’acquernat poire patrie par des ports et des mouillages tel
gu’'Oran, Mers-el-Kébir, Sidi-Ferruch, Alger, Bougigtora et Bonne, parts si rapprochés qu’'on a pu
dire gu'ils étaient dans les eaux de la métropglesitions maritimes qui commandent depuis le
Détroit de Gibraltar jusqu’'a Malte, et que les pesgde la navigation a vapeur rendent accessibles
dans tous les temps, et dans toute hypothese possitguerre. Sans nul doute notre puissance sera
grande sur cette mer qui baigne les cotes de Fetrumdles d’Alger, telle, au reste, qu'il conviénla
nation qui a le plus grand marché de la Méditegané la Méditerranée sera un lac frangais. ... il y
aura paix, protection commerciale, et progrées pesinations riveraines.lbid., pp.9-10

%yacono, X., p.83.
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if France do not occupy these lands which are gsecto the country, another sea
power, possibly thinking of England or Spain, wvainquer them instead, thus, the
lands that could be so profitable for France wid b threatening factor. The
ambitiousness of the petitions goes as far as tigithat Mediterranean will be a
French lake, because Algeria was seen as a step fayger venture such as this,
proven by the occupation of Tunisia in 1881. Fiait was pointed out that the

Mediterranean will be a safe sea for trade as tivateering will end.

Even though there were some disappointed suppoaotfetbe colonization,
there existed also supporters who often pointedtio@itimmense amount of land
Algeria possessed. The amount of land meant theuaihnaf potential wealth for
them, and it made Algeria the most important coJdrgcause it had the vastest land
among all the other colonies. Marshal Clauzel, wbo/ed as a governor general in
Algeria and had an important role in its coloniaatidrew attention to the striking
difference in the amounts of lands between Algema the sum of lands from
France’s three colonies, in a table shown in AppeBd® In this table, it can be seen
that the total amount of land that three coloniésFmance named Martinique,
Guadeloupe and Bourbon was in possession was 78dd@res. In turn, the total
sum of sugar produced in these colonies was 7&00&kilograms and the amount
of coffee that was produced was 3.595.000 kilograrhen, he shows that Algiers
and its hinterland had 590.000 hectares of land, lenreasons that it will provide

much more than the other colonies, if cultivated.

However, Algeria did not possess a climate for pneduction of sugar or
coffee. Even though for most people Algeria becameolony for which France
poured resources and people yet gained littleturmeat least for the beginning, there
were several reasons why the colonization couldtimoa. Of these, three are
emphasized by Yacofio First of all, the spontaneous influx of immigrsuiitom all
origins from Europe, including people who were dgafe to find a way of living as

well as large property owners and aristocrats whatwo Algeria to establish model

#Clauzel,Nouvelles Observations de M. Le Maréchal Clauzela€olonization d’Alger, Adressées
a M. le Maréchal, Ministre de la Guerre, Présideht Conseil Paris : Imprimerie Selligue, 1833,
p.22

8yacono, X., pp.83-84.
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exploitations, wishing to continue good relationghwthe indigenous people, led
influential people such as Clauzel to the ideaushihg Algeria into a European
colony similar to that in North America. Another eorwas the attitude of the
government: It did not intervene in the immigratiohpeople; on the contrary, it
facilitated it. Finally, the actions of the auth@s in Algeria made the colony

durable.

Thus the colonization continued, but without enodigiancial aid from the
government. Initially, when France did not declhez intentions on Algeria firmly,
settlers and the authorities often complained that government escaped from
making expenses in the new colony and tried touyaels the government, which can
be traced in the petition that the settlers sethéoChamber of Deputies in 1834 as
well as in the report sent to the Chamber of Conemeaf Marseille written by
Dervieu who was a merchant, town councillor anddtamner in Algiers, for the
Chamber to send his report to the Investigative @@sion in 1833. In this text,

Dervieu presents a similar attitude toward the pation:

Never before the metropolis had owned, from susmall distance of its continental
territory, a colony so vast, so productive and lmatws; never before such a good
opportunity presented itself to France for the cengation of the loss of her former
positions in the overseas. The government shouwdd é&ss recoil from the necessary
expenses for this occupation and the first estaoiént costs, since it is a vast and
fertile field which will soon compensate the expéunes for which will be made with
hundredfold®
The proximity and accessibility of Algeria, whiclashhbeen mentioned in the
nineteenth-century texts so often, just as this was one of the reasons why France
was so eager to see this colony as an integralgbdrer. Yet another reason why
Algeria was special to be made an integral paRrahce was the fact that there were
a very large group of settlers and French armyciai. However, the army had

opposed to this policy, because it did not wishog® its power in this territory and

8 The original text: « Jamais métropole n'a possé&déne aussi faible distance de son territoire
continental une colonie aussi vaste, aussi progeigi aussi salubre ; jamais occasion aussi belle n
s'est présentée pour indemniser la France de ke pler ses anciennes positions d’outre-mer. Le
gouvernement doit d’autant moins reculer devantdiésenses nécessaires pour cette occupation et
pour les premiéres frais d'établissement, qu'igd’a’'un champ vaste et fertile qui lui rendra hién

au centuple les dépenses qu'il y aura faites. »viBer Observations Présentée a la Chambre de
Commerce de Marseille, sur sa Demande, Pour SewwirMémoire qu’elle Doit Adresser a la
Commission D’enquéte sur la Colonie d’Algbtarseille : Imprimerie de Marius Olive, 1833, p.6
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continue to govern Algeria with the help of tBereaux Arabesind because the civil
settler population had always thrived for configsmatof more lands, which raised

tensions between the local population and Frenfitiadt.

Whatever the opinions of the army officials wertterathe declaration of the
Second Republic in 12 November 1848, Algeria wasggrized as a French territory
in the constitution, and it was to be organizedruiiee model that was in France; that
is, it was now divided intalépartementsvhich in themselves also divided into
districts and communes. Now, Algeria had three imne®es each of which had three
territories: civils, arabs —under the military adistration- and the mixel. As
expected, theolonsreceived this decision very positively. It wasietary for them
in their struggle against the reign of the milit&hEspecially after the brutal reign of
Bugeaud from 1841 to 1847; which extended evemaostttler population, as will

be mentioned in the next part of this chapter.

3.2. TheColons and the Local People

The immigrants from all over Europe necessitatadbdishing relations with
the indigenous population; and most of these weiatiwere characterized with
tension. The general sentiment of the indigenoupleetoward the newcomers was
anger, because they lost both their lands and greminence in the society to the
immigrants and they felt threatened by their cealtand religion. The fact that the
convention between thaey of Algiers where the commanding general guaranteed
the freedom of religion in the fifth article wastnenough to gain the trust of the
people: “The exercise of the Mohammedan religiol v@main free, freedom of
inhabitants of all classes, their religion, thewgerties, their commerce and industry,
will not receive any damage, their women will bspected; the commanding general

takes the commitment on hondl."The fact that little of those guarantees were

#Peyroulou Jean-Pierre, Tengour Ouanassa S. ancilhéBylvie, p.33
“lbid., p.34

L The original text: «L'exercice de la religion mat&iane restera libre; la liberté de toutes leseks
d'inhabitants, leur religion, leurs propriétés,rl@@mmerce et leur industrie, ne recevront aucune
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actually respected may explain why; cruel expedgi@f Bugeaud and the rush
toward the best lands of the country are few ofak@mples. France also alienated
people by allowing the religious endowments to badht and sold with the decree
of 1843: this act was a serious blow to the alreaaly-existent trust of the Muslim
natives of Algeria. Goldschmidt summarizes the adian by saying “[ijn North
Africa, the French treated Algeria as an integraift pf France. European settlers
held most of the cultivable land, dominated pdditiife, and controlled Algiers and
the other major cities. The Algerian Muslims, mgiderber but including many

Arabs, had no political rights..*

Thus, putting aside the land confiscations, thigrdeation of social status was
especially visible after Algeria was divided indépartementén 1840, after which
the settler population started to hold local gowegnts of their own, while the
indigenous notables who had a prominent role asrnmdiaries between the
government and the population for many centuriesy riwere reduced to the
position of subordinate officials® In the areas where colonization had not expanded
yet, military rule was persistent, yet as Houraayss it was getting smaller and
smaller. Moreover, the settlers were advocatesooéll governments where they
could exercise considerable influence, especiallgugh their connections with the
politicians in France to further their interestghie colony, and they saw the military
as a threat to these interests, especially with Boeeaux Arabessometimes

protecting the rights of the indigenous people.

As a result, Algerian society was devastated with tolonization: Most
families had drowned in high revenues just befbeedccupation, now; they had lost
their traditional lands as well. In this countryheve most people depended on
agriculture to make their living, only a small port of Muslim landowners could

atteinte; leurs femmes seront respectées; le dérgma chef en prend l'engagement sur
I'nonneur. » Henri Jean Francois Edmond PellissieReynaudAnnales Algériennes : par Pelissier
E, Capitaine d’état-Major, Chef du Bureau des Agala Alger en 1833 et 183Fome Premier,
Paris : Anselin et Gaultier-Laguionie, 1836, p.74.

2Goldschmidt, Arthur Jr.The Historical Contexin Understanding the Contemporary Middle East,
ed. Deborah J. Gerner, Boulder, London: Lynne Reeublishers, 2000, p. 61.

*Hourani, Albert, A History of Arab PeoplesCambridge, Massachusetts: The Belknap Press of
Harvard University Press, 2002, p.271
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“move from subsistence to a market economy”; howetre rest of the land-owner
population had such a small amount of land thay treed to offer their labor for the
large landowners, in order to make a liviign Edward Said’s words, “after 1830
“booty capital” ran the economy, the native popolatdecreased, and settler groups

increased. ... Algerians were relegated to marginalid poverty.*®

This forced marginality was accompanied by a sgwat® lure the original
inhabitants of the country toward the Sahara, leathe most productive lands to the
colons However, this strategy proved to be inoperatiad the French
administration tried to stress the differences leetwArabs and Berbers to create a
segmented population to control and assimilate thebasically a divide and rule
strategy. This segmentation full of stereotypes mast visible between the Kabyles,
Berber people living in the area called Kabylidhe north of Algeria and the Arabs.
In this respect, the Kabyles were regarded as ersupgace than the Arabs and they
could be assimilated easily and had the poterdibkt “civilized” because they were
seen as modern people who had similar characterisith the European model. The
Berbers were defined as sedentary, monogamous sainthfferent to the religion,
open spirited, and having democratic institutiomghieir communities; whereas the
Arabs were seen as a nomad, polygamous, fanastyaat, unintelligent, fierce and
lazy community. This differentiation was also sugipd with moral and physical
differences between the two people.

Contrary to the policies towards the native popoigtFrance had to assimilate
the settler populations into one homogenous pojpulat she wanted Algeria to be a
truly integral part of the homeland. As can be sieehable |, thecolonshad many
different backgrounds, and the majority of themeavErench, Spanish, Maltese and
Italians. Regarding the assimilation policies taivétese non-French settlers, there

were two fractions in France: One of them suppatiedidea of assimilation and the

Y apidus, Ira M., p.588
*3aid, Edward, W., Culture and Imperialism, New Ydrintage Books, 1993, p.171.

% Kateb, KemalEuropéens, “Indigénes” et Juifs en Algérie (1830629 Représentations et Réalités
des PopulationsRaris : INED (Institut National D’études Démograptes), 2001, p.185

" Kateb, Kemal, p.206
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other one suggested the autonomy of Algeria, amd different elements were
tolerated. The supporters of the assimilation whveled into themselves, with the
advocates of immediate and complete assimilatioth partisans of progressive

assimilatior™®

The theory of assimilation not only encompasdea rion-French
settlers but also the colonized people and thetigalli judicial and economic
structure of Algeria to be assimilated into Frewatture and structures; however, by
the end of the nineteenth century, this policyatélt assimilation was viewed as an

unsuccessful and unreasonable ende3vor.

On the other hand, in the nineteenth-century Fratiee colonial theory not
only included the doctrine of assimilation but atee doctrine of autonomy, which
was linked with the theory of association and redization, although there was no
definite and clear transition from one policy ta#rer. According to the association
policy, France was ought to associate with the rigbxl and respect their
institutions*?® The institution oBureaux Arabesan be given as an example for the
association policy. Yet even with the help of Buweaux Arabesthe Muslim Arabs
were seen as the hardest to naturalize by the Iraathorities because of their
religion and customs as well as prejudices, andBimders, as has been mentioned

before, seemed to have more chance to “civilize”.

Besides, native population was not only composellaglims; there was also
a significant portion of a Jewish population présenAlgeria for centuries. This
population shared the language, dress codes amdl otistoms with the Muslim
population, and some French Jews who came toAligdria was shocked with their
living standards and they dedicated themselvesfesm them:** However, the most
important reason why assimilation or naturalizatipolicies over the Jewish
population were taken seriously was because thayodstrated a powerful

demographic and economic presence in Algeria. Thesteve Jews had also

% |bid. p.206

*Lorcin, Patricia M. E.mperial Identities: Stereotyping, prejudice andceain colonial Algeria,
London, New York: I.B. Tauris Publishers, 1995, p.7

Opid., p.7

1015 mith, Andrea L.,Colonial Memory and Postcolonial Europe: Maltesdtlses in Algeria and
France,Bloomington, Indianapolis: Indiana University Pse2006, p.91
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significant local, trans-Mediterranean and trankgBan commercial contacts, and
this reality caused some conservative militaryceffs to fear that they will keep the
local economic activities in local hands; their rfeeven went to the point of
suggesting to expel them out of Algeria or to s#rem to Francé®® However, the

naturalization policy over the Algerian Jewish pigpion outweighed.

Naturalization policies over the Jews of Algierarstd as soon as 10 August
1834, with the an ordinance which took away thategf the rabbis to hear anything
that French authorities saw as a crime, and whioltdd their jurisdiction to the
cases related to marriage and divaf€eBut the first general attempt to naturalize
Jews came with the law calle®Dfdonnance portant sur I'organisation du culte
israélite en Algérie”in November 9, 1845 under King Louis-Philippe, twihe
purpose of organizing Jew¥' According to this law, provincial consistories weo
be formed in Algiers, Oran and Constantine; thesesistories were going to control
the budget of the Jewish community and maintaireioid synagogues, suppress
religious assemblies which were not authorized, ibindcessary, they were going to
prevent local religious leaders to perform theirviees ®® Naturalization of Jews
also meant that they would have to give up thdigimus laws which permitted
them, just like the Muslim law, polygamy and diverevhether these were actually
exercised or not. The religious laws of the botmownities, that is, of the Muslims
and of the Jews, and especially these permissibmpolggamy and divorce were

accepted as the major reasons why they were nenginy citizenship right§®

The Senatus Consultef 1865 decreed by Napoleon was also related aith
naturalization policy over the native populationAlferia, the Jews as well as the
Muslims. According to it, all the native Algeriampulation would be recognized as
French because they were living in Algeria whicls\waaFrench territory, however it

1925chreier, JoshuaArabs of the Jewish Faith: The civilizing mission Colonial Algeria, New
Brunswick, New Jersey and London: Rutgers UniveRiess, 2010, p.2 and pp.25-29

193Brett, Michael, “Legislating for Inequality in Algie: The Senatus-Consulte of 14 July 1865”,
Bulletin of the School of Oriental and African SaglUniversity of London, Vol. 51, No. 3 (1988),
p.441

1%Schreier, Joshua, , p.23

1%pid., pp.23-24

1%pid., pp.79-80
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was also made clear that they were not Frencheasibut French subjects. This was
mainly because both the Jews and the Muslims uUs&id éwn laws and accepted
their rights to divorce and practice polygamy eifeihey do not exercise them and
this was not compatible with the French civil code.was reasoned that this
incompatibility and the rejection of the Frenchilcoode went against the very basis
of the notion of citizenship in France, that ispality before the law®’ However,
the Muslims and the Jews were also given an optibrthey abandoned their
religious laws and accept the French legislatidreytcould be French citizens.
Nevertheless, for the Arabs and the Jews, it medntosing between equal
legislation and citizenship, and the membershiph&r own religious communities,
because for both of them abiding from their religidegislation meant heresy. The
response to this contradiction was clear: Onlya Jews and Muslims gave up their
religious legislation. According to Schreier, “betsn 1865 and 1870, a mere 142 out
of Algeria’s 33.000 Jews were naturalized” and y[li]878, only 435 Muslims had
accepted citizenship out of more than 3 milltffi"these striking numbers show that

the Senatus Consultef 1865 solidified inequality rather than overcomit.

Even though it promoted inequality, the settlersemeery displeased with this
decree as well as they were with the other deaedkmpoleon Il preceding it. The
reason was the fact that after his visits to Algé@tapoleon Il criticized the “French
settlement as uneconomic, the French military preseas excessive, and the
treatment of the natives as unjd&t’and he made clear that as their Emperor he was
going to protect his Arab subjects. Indeed, heaoedlly bring an end to the further
acquisition of lands by the settlé?S.However, his acts could not bring equality:
Algerian Jews were recognized as French citizetts the Crimieux Decree of 1870;
however, for the Muslim population, ttf&enatus Consultef 1865 continued to be
effective until the end of the Second World WHr.

19%Brett, Michael, pp.453-454
185 chreier, Joshua, p.173.
19%Brett, Michael, p.453
"9bid., p.453

Mipid., p.441
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As for the non-French settlers, the French goventrheped to impose French
culture on this population. As early as 1847, radization of non-French settlers

was being discussed:

It should be noted that the Spaniards, Iltaliansahdrs are fixed in Algeria as stable
as the French, they are also engaged in the saoupatons, especially Spaniards;
they devoted themselves to agriculture and theyiesd) properties there; but their
position is wrong, because national feelings emflabh boundary which is worth

erasing more and moté?

The boundaries between the settler communities regnirom different
backgrounds were to be erased. However, Se@atus Consult®f 1865, also
included foreign immigrants, and not only Muslimlalews. In the Article 3, it was
pointed out that “The foreigner who can prove thyears of residency in Algeria
can be admitted to enjoy all the rights of Frenitizenship”'** Comparing to all the
hardships that native Algerians had to go throughthe citizenship rights, this
article show how easy was this for the non-Frerettiess. It was perhaps because
creating a homogenous settler society was a pulitty high potential as the settlers
shared a kind of solidarity, proven by collectiventhnds on the colony, as many
thought that they were coming from the “civilizeBurope and they had to bear the
same difficulties; this shared identity was patatleby a shared colonial racism:
“Another instructive indication of the aristocratic pseudo-aristocratic derivation of
colonial racism was the typical ‘solidarity amondites,” which linked colonial
rulers from different national metropoles, whatevkeir internal rivalries and

conflicts.”** This assessment of Anderson seems to be alscalpielito Algeria.

Aside from legal assaults, military tactics of Fgann general further alienated

the native population in Algeria from France. Hysthe brutal war policies of

112 The original text: « Il est & remarquer que lepdgmols, les ltaliens et autres se sont fixes en
Algérie d’'une maniéere aussi stable que les Frangksy exercent également les mémes professions,
les Espagnols surtout se sont livrés a agriculilgey ont acquis des propriétés ; mais leur pasit
est fausse, parce que le sentiment de nationaditdittune ligne de démarcation qu'il est intéressa
d’effacer de plus en plus. » Montagne, D.Alger 1847, Cri de la Population Civildanvier 1848,
p.82

13 schreier, Joshua, , p.169

114 Anderson, Benedictmagined Communities: Reflections on the origin aptead of nationalism
London, New York: Verso, 1991, pp. 152-153
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France during the period from 1835 to 1836 affedtes] relations between native
population and settler population adversely. Thha policy of the restricted
occupation was followed between 1837 and 1840, hwvias more moderate and less
ambitious, it was when France limited her possesswith Bone, Algiers and Oran,
that is, the coastal cities and their hinterlatiswever, the loss of too much wealth
and people during the war with Ahmed Bey and theupation of Constantine,
which was not a coastal city, forced France to gbkaher policy to the *“total
conquest”, which let France to conquer Algeria talgahe southern parts, as shown

in the map below:

Stages in the French conquest of AlgEria

B 1830-1840 Mediterranean Sea
[ 1841-1848 .
1849-1870 Algiers

1871-1907 =

Oran

Ghardaia o

 SOUTHERN TERRITORIES Bl o b e

This change of policies resulted in wiping out dpposition for once and all
by Bugeaud, who was brought to the post of govegeoreral for this purpose; it was
when the relations between the native populatiod Brance were devastated.
Following brutal policies, he “cut down orchardsyrieed crops, and destroyed

peoples and villages. Great numbers of people kdexl as a result of war and

"%From Smith, Andrea LColonial Memory and Postcolonial Europe: Maltestlses in Algeria and
France,Bloomington, Indianapolis: Indiana University Pse2006, p.67
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famine. Algerian tribes were confined to specifistidcts or removed and resettled in
the south to make way for Frenchlons”**® His policy of raids, that is attacking,
damaging, and ravaging all the territory that Feadid not possess in order to pacify
these lands ended with the suffering and hostilftyhe native people. It may have
won Bugeaud a short time of pacification, but ie@ted the people so much that in
the long run any chance of making Algeria a permamart of France with the
support of its native people was ruined. Theseleathpolicies not only alienated the
Algerian population from French officials but al&wen more from the settler
population, rather than breaking their oppositidarshal Bugeaud’'s comments were
parallel to his military tactics: For example, hrguwed in Chamber of Deputies that
“wherever good water and fertile land are foundtless must be installed without

questioning whose land it may bg”.

The harsh policies of Bugeaud were not limited He hative population of
Algeria. He was also against the freedom of spestheducation for he believed
that laborers, whether they were natives or Eunogpeshould not waste their time
and focus on their work as much as possible. H&aed to Thiers that “The nation
can live only by means of hard toil which leaves &borer in the fields or the mill-
worker neither the time nor strength for studié$"He was such a conservative that
he believed that whoever did not accept the idea sbciety is composed of four
pillars of work, family, fatherland and religionaiid be eliminated*®

Another issue that alienated the local populatias the fact that even in the
distribution of the lands to the indigenous peaene ownership problems existed.
In the conquered lands where France brought areliffeorder, the property rights
sometimes commingled. For example, in 10 Januaip 18&fter Constantine fell to
the French powers, a former lieutenant of $iygahisof Constantine who had served
under Ahmed Bey and whose father was killed by hid@manded from French
authorities that the properties taken from his farby Ahmed Bey and given to

118 apidus, Ira M., p.587.

YAhluwalia, P. p.26
Y“8Citation from Ferro, Marc, p.77.

"% erro, Marc, p.77.
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other Arabs who had no ownership rights on therheaetrieved to him?° In the

document in Appendix C, one can see how Frenclostigs approached the matter
seriously. Therefore, with the arrival of the Frerauthorities, while some people
were deprived from their properties, some otherddcgeize an opportunity, which

created segmentations and discontent among thegioou

In this chapter where the colonization of Algeriasifexamined, the installation
of settlers, the settlers’ views upon the colonarabf Algeria and the interactions
between the settlers and the native populationmergtioned. It was also seen how
the native population was differentiated from tb#lsr population and how they
were alienated by several political, legal andtamli policies that were imposed
upon them. However, the oppression did not pabiéyrtative population; instead it
caused rebellions and resistance movements. Thehapgter will deal with these

movements.

120Archives Nationales d’Outre Mer, Gouvernement, @ROM, GGA, 1K/1).
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CHAPTER VI

RESISTANCE

4.1. People, the Religion and the Resistance

It is common in historiography to disregard the gdeoor the folk in major
events. This is mostly because there is scarceereedon them and they usually do
not leave written material. Nevertheless, the fhett the prominent figures who
stand out in evidences, does not decrease the tamoer of the role of the masses,
because these masses were sometimes the actuslofitkee events. Therefore, it is
of utmost importance to try to understand themruheo to grasp the context of the

events.

Most of the local population in Algeria lived inlkges or led a nomadic
lifestyle. Therefore, they had the most powerfukeff in the resistance against the
French colonization. There were certainly leadiggres, but the leaders themselves
were most of the time came from the same origirth wieir followers, moreover,
rather than dictating themselves as leaders, thewe whosen by the population.
Therefore, the people who lived in villages andlistant oases in Algeria were not
tools to be used against the French nor were thainuing their lives as they had
been doing before; even though it is hard to hear woices, they were conscious of
what was happening. Clancy-Smith says that altharlgal and village folk seemed
distant, they were painfully aware of the widergttening forces around them and
that their mentality was shaped by the continuoutsfittered flow of information
from the “outside®**. She also complains that world-system theory ofjenred the
people living in the hinterland as victims who wegrorant of what was happening
or who had an insignificant influence. However, staepeople were not passive

subjects of their rulers; on the contrary, theyfoamed and sometimes attempted to

2IClancy-Smith, Julia A., Rebel and Saint: Muslim &lgies, Populist Protest, Colonial Encounters
(Algeria and Tunisia, 1800-1904), Berkeley: Univigref California Press, 1994, p.2
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manipulate the outside forces to their advantdgerurthermore, they were
influential also in an indirect manner; in some esashey were the reason why
French overseers had to abide with the will ofgielis notables because the
common folk posed a confining and repressing tHrgdaheir mere numbers, thus, by

their force!?®

Whereas there was a sedentary population in @tdsvillages, there were also
many nomads who travelled from the desert to tHe-the coastal and fertile area in
the north of Algeria- semi-annually, as well asemnsnomadic people who raised
crops to make their living in addition to breedihgrds. These movements of
nomadic people influenced collective actions anpubar protests; and they had also
an important effect on the religious alliances fedrbetween the tribal groups and

religious orderg?*

Nomads in Algeria were dispersed in many areasefcountry: They were
“scattered all over the highland steppes and thighson slopes of the Tell Atlas” as
well as in “the littoral of Oran and Mostagane® However, sedentary people and
nomads did not always live in distinct geographig®re were transitional areas
where huts of sedentary people and the tents memggdher:?® After the French
colonization and especially after th®enatus Consulten 1863, the nomadic
population began to decrease in numbers; thes@ simeecamel herding people were
adversely affected by the confiscation of non-waliéd land$?’ This resulted in the
disruption of the demographic and economic strestubetween the nomadic
population and the sedentary people, which in furheconomic pressures on the

population. These economic pressures and chang#ee itraditional structures in

24bid. p.2.
Bpid., p.3
24bid., p.19

125Trautmann, Wolfgang, “The nomads of Algeria undegrieh rule: a study of social and economic
change” Journal of Historical Geography/ol.15, No.2 (Apr. 1989), p.126

pid., p.126

2bid., p.128
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their society formed one of the motivations forsgeople to rebel and support or
choose a leader among themselves, especially geewith a pious reputation.

Choosing or supporting a leader always includeeligious motivation. It was
because religion and religious authority has alwagsn important for these people,
even more than the political authority. As the ustinding of Islam differs from
region to region, Algerian people also had difféneerceptions about their religion.
There were two dimensions of Islam in Algeria: Quas called thevdjak and the
other one was called thearaka. The former was related to the Janissary corps,
which was the representation of the Ottoman Enmgoictits status as the defender of
Sunni Islam. Howeverbaraka was regarded as a more important aspect of the
religion: Baraka meant a blessing of the God acHaaisma that bestowed upon the
bearer a responsibility for thinad. To receive this blessing was no ordinary thing: i
meant that the bearer was chosen by God becausis gbod acts and character,
proven by various miraclé® This rather useful concept facilitated many rebed
leaders to legitimize their position in the sociegfore and after the occupation of
Algeria. If the profiles of the leading figures ihe rebellious acts are examined, it
can be seen that they could not easily obtain #epect and loyalty of their
supporters without these popular beliefs. Howeiterould be wrong to argue that
all these people who gained leadership in the liebslacts did not believe that they
were given such a mission themselves. For exantpleZian, the leader of the
rebellion of Zaatcha and an ally of Abd-el-Kaderowh the western parts of Algeria
earned himself considerable influence and powduadlg believed that he was the
Mehdi a figure that the Muslims believed will come andke Islam the victorious
religion in the world and right all the wrongs; aAd Zian even brought his family to
Zaatcha, believing that the rebellion will be viobois because of the miraculous
mission given to him by the God. With the suppdrth®e people, the rebels won
many small victories, but in the end, the rebelligas put an end by the French army
in a brutal way, by means of burning the oasis dawa killing all its inhabitants in
1849; then the family of Bu Zian was killed, anteathe was forced to see his family

2%4ardman, BenAmerican University Studies VII: Theology and ReligVolume 276 : Islam and
the Métropole : A Case Study of Religion and Rhetm Algeria. New York, NY, USA: Peter Lang,
2009.p.1
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die, he was executed by shooting. French army érlZaatcha to be rebuilt in order
to make it a symbol of the fate of the rebels whauld rise against the French
authorities. Instead it became the symbol of rasist for the people.

The religious notables also played an importarg folshaping the mentality
and actions of the community in general in AlgeK@f. these, people who were
“saints” and sheikhs were the most prestigious affective. The local Turkish
rulers’ harsh taxation and behavior had an impomale in giving them more power
and prestige among the population, because thegseppto the Turkish measures
and used their influence upon the public opinios.aAresult, most of the local chiefs
were Sufis which gave political leaders a more pnemt status and respect, and the
religious authority most of the time coexisted wiitle political authority. They were
well aware that using religion would attract supps and strengthen their power.
Then, the notables in Algeria, especially after @goman system fell apart, had
almost in every case used a religious backgroursiatus. As will be seen later, the
prominent figures in rebellions used religion efifegly as well in order to gain the
support of their followers, which exhibits how pmal and religious life were

intermingled in Algeria.

Furthermore, before the French occupation, thgicels notables were treated
with respect and given prestigious posts suchagpadist ofSheikh al-Islamand they
were exempt from taxatioff which made them powerful both economically and
socially. In fact, the religious notables were efifee tools for the Turkish
administration, and by treating them with respégt building tombs and mosques,
and by giving them judicial positions, land and texenues, the zones the Regency
could not reach directly could be organized with tielp of these prominent figures’

influence on the peopfg®

Regardless of the respect given to them by the iSlurkdministration, their
power was nonetheless put under control. Beford=tkach occupation of Algeria,

the religious notables neither had an army of tbain nor the power to direct the

12%Clancy-Smith, Julia A., p.41

130 apidus, Ira M., p.326.
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public affairs as the Ottoman system did not pethem. This was also realized by
Tocqueville who wrote a report on Algeria in 1837:

The Turks had removed the religious aristocracmabs from the use of arms

and the management of public affairs. The Turkdrdgsd, we saw it almost

immediately become warlike and governing again. fdstest and most certain

effect of our conquest was to give back the martshtine political existence they

had lost. ... We have let the national aristociadyne Arabs revive; it remains for

us only to use it-3

Then, it can be derived from this text that Tocdle\blamed the French
policies for giving political power to religious tables, and for not following the
strategies that the former administration useds Tieans that with the new political
vacuum that was created with the fall of the Regenuwiltiple new series of power
centers have emerged and France proved to be utmalpeevent this. Because
France could not take these powers from these lestatow, she was ought to find
ways to use them to her own advantage. Indeedwhss an attainable objective;
even as early as 1833, it was seen that some afiltles supported the French army
and fought side by side with them and this factpedl Clauzel who served as
governor-general in Algeria to defend that Franoeld take the Arabs to her side,

against the anti-colonizers who believed that i$ @waostly war without an end:

The unfriendly measures of Arabs are easy to axpHiese barbarians hate us like
they hated the Turks, because, as the latter, wepgca country that is in their eyes
the heritage of their ancestors, and the hatredtties bear for us naturally increases
all the fervor of the religious prejudice. Butthere are some rapprochements. We
have influential partisans in the Regency, amorg fhllowers of Mohammed. In
Medea, and in different circumstances, have nofads fought under our flag? Do
we not count some tribes among our allfeé?

3The original text «Les Turcs avaient éloigné I'mitsatie religieuse des Arabes de l'usage des
armes et de la direction des affaires publiques. Tugrcs détruits, on la vit presque aussitot redieve
guerriere et gouvernante. L’effet le plus rapiddegplus certain de notre conquéte fut de rendre au
marabouts I'existence politique qu’ils avaient perd... Nous avons laissé renaitre I'aristocratie
nationale des Arabes, il ne nous reste plus quis rem servir. »Tocqueville, Alexis dBeuxieme
Lettre sur I'Algérie, 1837, p.10

132 The original text: “Les dispositions peu amicales Arabes sont faciles & expliquer. Ces barbares
nous détestent comme ils détestaient les Turcsepguwe, comme ces dérnieres, nous OCcCUPONs un
pays qui est a leur yeux le patrimoine des leuc£taes, et la haine qu'ils nous portent s’augmente
naturellement de toute la ferveur du préjugé religi Mais ... il y a cependant eu des
rapprochemen(t]s. Nous avons des partisans inflleenfans la Régence, parmi les sectateurs de
Mahomet. A Médéah, et dans d’autres circonstarbes,Arabes n’ont-ils pas combattu sous notre
drapeau ? N'avons-nous pas compté quelques trilaumipnos alliés ? » ClauzeNouvelles
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In addition to the supporters of the French octiopathere was also a group
that hoped that this occupation will bring opporties to Algeria. When the news of
the revolution of 11 August 1830 in France was tiéarAlgiers, some notables had
raised hopes of sharing the fate of Egypt, whicpdleon had occupied in 1798. The
occupation had resulted in “the isolation of Eglyptn the Ottoman Empire” and the
appearance of “new opportunities for the countspeeially for certain classes of
Egyptians™®® Yet, these Algerian notables were neither welcgmihe French
armies, nor wishing to see Algeria to be a colonyad-rench territory; they only
focused on the events they hoped to witness difésrleave. Furthermore, the French
support of the nationalist objectives of Poles, gkseand Belgians, furthered their

optimistic thoughts.

On the other hand, even if most religious notalokas be considered neutral,
there were also Sufi orders which were activelylugd in social upheavals against
the French control. There were several religioude® which supported the
rebellions whether by recruiting people to creatd arganize the fighting power or
by giving hope and courage to the insurgents. Tleders which revived in the
eighteenth century were the Qadiriyyah, the Rahyyahi, the Darqawiyyah and the
Tijaniyyah. Of these Rahmaniyyah had crucial infice in the uprisings; after 1794,
this religious order had strengthened in the JarjMountains, and then attracted
followers from the Kabylia and Algiers, the Eastdgeria, the Awras Mountains
and the pre-Sahara, and later from the bordersunfsia®** However, the fact that
the Rahmaniyyah order participated in the uprisidges not mean that religious
notables were actively seeking to resist agairstctilonial regime; on the contrary,
if popular demands did not exist, they would preferstay in the background,
allowing the French to rule as they please, oratamitating with them?® This is

another indication of the importance of the popdmands and power.

Observations de M. Le Maréchal Clauzel sur la Cadation d’Alger, Adressées a M. le Maréchal
Ministre de la Guerre, Président du Conseil, Pdrigorimerie Selligue, 1833, p.2

33Brower, Benjamin C., p.12
13%Clancy-Smith, Julia A., p.40-41

¥bid., pp.5-6
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It was seen that superstitions and facts oftendsamll with each other in the
resistance; it should also be noted that the riebsllleaders usually came from
humble backgrounds. For example, Bu Zian, who d@dirto be the Mehdi in 1849;
Muhammad b. Abdullah who also claimed to be the dil@hWargala between 1851
and 1855; and Lalla Fatman 'Soumer, a rebelliounavoleader who was revered as
a saint in Kabylia and fought starting from 184%ilushe was arrested in 1857, all
came from humble backgrounds. In southern Algéhiere were also rebellions by
camel-herding peoples from 1851 to 1855 and fronmill& 1872 “who were
attempting to protect the passages from the nortloases and to resist French
officials” and by sheep-herding peoples to asshear taccess to the markets and
protect their economic autonor}. However, there were also leaders who had more
prominent backgrounds: Sidi Sadok b. al-Haji, webelled in 1858, was a leader of
a Rahmaniyyalzawiyaand Bu Khertash, who rebelled in 1860, had a pnenti
family lineage. It should also be remembered thathie Ottoman era, it was the
Turks and the Kouloughlis who constituted the jpxditbureaucracy where the Arabs
and Berbers had no part. Since the Turks and thdokighlis were subjected to
hatred by the local population because of the iofasracts of the Turkish Regency,
the choice of leaders would be whether from religiootables or from people with

humble backgrounds with an earned respect fronsdhanunity.

There were even smaller rebellions which did st long, but which were
plenty; these can only be observed in archival demis but it does not mean that
they bore no significance. These minor rebellionsrevan example of general
discontent and they showed that people of Algeidandt accept the domination of
the colonizers over them in passivity, even if ¢h@rere not charismatic leaders
guiding them into rebellion. This point proves thia¢ resistance movement was a
collective action and not the action of a groupeaiders who manipulate the masses.
Thedocument in Appendix D is about the news of sugpoesof one of these small
rebellions in 24 January 1845. According to thiswduoent, the rebellion which took

place around Batna ended quickly; after an “indigant” resistance, people took

139 apidus, Ira M., p.588
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their wives and children to the mountains and abaad all their tents and places

they lived®’

Aside from the smaller rebellions, there were twajaon forms of resistance
which started in Constantine and Mascara that ¢favé-rench the hardest time and
effort, which affected the pace of the colonizatmmominently. The suppression of
these resistances resulted in the creation offerdift perception of Algeria. It meant
that there was no more hope for the Ottoman Entpiregain its province, and there
was no turning back for France after too much laispeople, money and energy.
After the suppression of these forms of resistgndégeria was recognized as an

integral part of France.

4.2. Resistance in Constantine and in Western Algeria

The first of these movements of resistance wasdaseConstantine. The
person who inspired and led people in this fighs wsdmed Bey, who was the
legitimatebeyof Constantine since 1826. When France startedd¢apy Algeria, he
was determined to bring a halt to this venture ased his prestige and power to
create an army to resist and defeat the invadingepp He believed in the
preservation of the links between the Ottoman Eengird Algeria, and he refused to
act like a sovereign in every circumstance. Bechaseas deyand because Algiers
had fallen, he claimed that he was the successtireafeyand he tried to negotiate
both with the Ottomans and the Frerdd¢hHowever, even though the Ottoman
Empire attempted to recognize this title, the Eemiould not dare to go against
France to the point of accepting his request. As&gotiating with France, he was
not willing to give any concessions, therefore tmegotiations usually had no
success. Ahmed Bey was a kouloughli and he bedefitam this status to gain

power. Tocqueville explains how he used his origanghis purpose:

3’Archives Nationales d’Outre Mer, Bureaux Arabes Qonstantinois (1830/1912) (FR  ANOM
GGA 1K/1)

1%8ageron, Charles and RobeMlodern Algeria: A history from 1830 to the presehians. Michael
Brett. London: Hurst &Company, 1991, p.12
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At the time when the French took Algiers, the pnoe of Constantine was governed
by a bey named Ahmed. This bey contrary to all tdmenmon practices was
kouloughli, that is to say, the son of a Turkishnnznd an Arab woman. It was a
singularly fortunate coincidence which enabled hirfiter the capture of Algiers, first
to be supported in Constantine with the help of gatmots of his father and later to

base his power on the surrounding tribes with #p bf the parents and friends of his

mother'3®

As Tocqueville noted, being laey with a kouloughli origin was no ordinary
thing; as has been noted befdkeuloughls could only serve in lower bureaucracy
according to the common practices. However, as U@dtle had said, it provided a
considerable assistance for the Ahmed Bey to ggpaters.

To defeat Ahmed Bey, France had to assure thahaoull attack from behind
when she is dealing with him. As a consequencer b defeated Abd-el-Kader in a
battle, Marshal Bugeaud signed the Treaty of TairZ0 May 1837, to make sure of
the peace between France and Abd el-Kader, whoratgsted French domination
and established himself as tamir of a large part of Western Algeria. The benefits
of this treaty for the kingdom of Abd el-Kader wemmarkable because two thirds
of Algeria would be ruled by Abd el-Kader in retufar his recognizing the
sovereignty of France in the other parts, such @ OMostaganem, Mazagranand
and Algiers. However, Bugeaud did not notice thet fhat the Arabic version of the
treaty recognized the authority of tBenir in the whole of Algerid?° so, both parties
broke the treaty because both had more ambitionsth® other hand, even if the
treaty did not have a long term effect, it gave tleace for France to attack

Constantine without worries.

Constantine was taken in 13 October 1837. Howdwamce could only take
the city with too much loss both in terms of peoptel money and with too many

hardships. This hard-won province affected Franpelkcy of limited occupation;

13% A I'époque ou les Francais prirent Alger, la jmoe de Constantine était gouvernée par un bey

nommé Achmet. Ce bey contrairement a tous les ssaigét coulougli, c'est-a-dire fils d'un Turc et
d'une Arabe. Ce fut un hasard singulierement heuqgi lui permit, apres la prise d'Alger, de se
soutenir d'abord dans Constantine avec l'appucdesatriotes de son pére et plus tard de fonder son
pouvoir sur les tribus environnantes a l'aide deemts et des amis de sa mere. » Tocqueville, &lexi
de,Deuxieme Lettre sur 'Algerjet 837, p.11

10 Ferro, Marc, p.77.
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according to this policy France would only occupgastal cities and their
hinterlands, and Constantine was in the interiortspaf Algeria. Yet giving

Constantine up would result in turmoil in Francel @nwould be seen as a blow to
the reputation of France in the international aréf@vever, the shift to the policy of

“total conquest” was not sooner than 1847, afterdéfeat of Abd el-Kader.

Ahmed Bey was the last representative of the damimaof the Ottoman
Empire in North Africa*’, and with his defeat, any chance of reestablisfitigman

control over Algeria was gone.

However, chances of establishing an independetg staAlgeria were still
present, thanks to a young man, who was a son reSpected marabout called
Mahiddin. Many tribal chiefs had called Mahiddindoect their affairs and to lead
them in theirjihad. However, Mahiddin rejected this offer saying thatis too old
for this and pointed out his son for this ventureus, Abd el-Kader was legitimized
by his piety -and his divine powers- as was comimohigeria,as well as his military
genius, which earned him the title @mir’. The rise of Abd al-Kader is portrayed by
Tocqueville as such:

To the west of the province of Algiers, near thedieos of the empire of Morocco, was
fixed long ago a family of famous marabouts. It whkescended from Muhammad
himself, and his name was revered throughout thgeR®y. When the French took
possession of the country, the head of the famidg w&n old man called Mahiddin.

Asan illustration of hisorigins, Mahiddin took haddl the advantage of being in Mecca
and having long and vigorously opposed the abubdiseoTurks. His Holiness was

highly honored and his skills were famous.Whengheounding tribes began to feel
this unbearable discomfort of lack of power, theyne find Mahiddin and proposed
him to take charge of their affairs. The old maaught them together all in a great
plain, there he told them that at his age he shoctdipy himself with the heaven and
not with the earth, that he refused their offer, e begged them to postpone their
vote on one of his youngest sons whom he pointda@bdnem%42

“IDarmon, Pierre, p.66.

“2The original text: « A I'ouest de la province d'Alg prés des frontiéres de I'empire du Maroc, était
fixée depuis longtemps une famille de marabouts d¢édebre. Elle descendait de Mahomet lui-méme,
et son nom était vénéré dans toute la Régence.d%nemt ou les Frangais prirent possession du pays,
le chef de cette famille était un vieillard app®l@hiddin. A Tillustration de la naissance, Mahiddi

joignit l'avantage d'avoir été a la Mecque et dires'longtemps et énergiquement opposé aux
exactions des Turcs. Sa sainteté était en grandelioret son habileté connue. Lorsque les tribus des
environs commencérent a sentir ce malaise insuglplertque cause aux hommes l'absence du
pouvoir, elles vinrent trouver Mahiddin et lui paggrent de prendre la direction de leurs affalres.
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After being recognized by these tribes like thigdAel-Kader proved that he
was to be one of the most prominent rebellious degsdwho in 1832 “declared
himself Commander of the Faithful and Sultan of th@abs, and made himself
responsible for applying Muslim holy law and forgirg war against the FrencH:®
He then made himself acknowledged by his enemids s successful organization
of his military powers and political structure o mew emirate.

The portrayal of Abd al-Kader by Tocqueville shdwesv the French respected
him and saw him as a prominent threat as well gsahin Algeria*’, which was
understandable considering the complex administrdtie built. What he organized
was an hierarchical administration with subordintalifas with financial, judicial
and military powers. Beneath them were aghas wheated taxes. Under thaghas
were thegadis who were the chiefs of the tribds Thus, he embedded the system of
the tribes into the administratifi so that the tribes would be under control, and

provide him the army he needed, an army readydtileb

Like every Algerian leader who vow to fight agairisé French occupation,
Abd el-Kader declared phad, a holy war against the infidels. He used thisaas
tactic to gain support from his followers and waoble followers, and he did not

hesitate to contradict with this declaration of,his a favorable circumstance

vieillard les réunit toutes dans une grande plailde il leur dit qu'a son age il fallait s'occuphr ciel

et non de la terre, qu'il refusait leur offre, mqisil les priait de reporter leur suffrage surdenses
plus jeunes fils qu'il leur montra. Il énuméra lapgent les titres de celui-ci a gouverner ses
compatriotes : sa piété précoce, son peélerinageLeuwx Saints, sa descendance du Prophete ; il fit
connaitre plusieurs indices frappants dont leéthit servi pour le désigner au milieu de seeéret

il prouva que toutes les anciennes prophéties muor@caient un libérateur aux Arabes s'appliquaient
manifestement a lui. Les tribus proclamerent d'ommun accord le fils de Mahiddin émir-el-
mouminin, c'est-a-dire chef des croyants.

Ce jeune homme qui n‘avait alors que vingt-cing etnstait d'une chétive apparence s'appelait Abd-
el-Kader.

Telle est l'origine de ce chef singulier : I'anagcfit naitre son pouvoir, l'anarchie I'a dévelogaés
cesse et, avec la grace de Dieu et la Nbtre, dyrasoir livré la province d'Oran et celle de €ity,

elle mettra entre ses mains Constantine et le aebi¥n plus puissant que ne le fut jamais le
gouvernement turc qu'il remplace. »Tocqueville,xddede Deuxiéme Lettre sur I'Algérjel837, pp.
10-11

3 apidus, Ira M., p.587.
1%4Tocqueville, Travail sur I'Algérie, 1841p.9, pp.12-16
19 apidus, Ira M., p.587.

“9bid., p.587.
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appeared. For example, he is known to negotiate hig enemies accepting their
sovereignty in certain parts of Algeria in retuor his rule in his domain. In the
treaty he signed with Demichels in 26 February 183ter a victorious military
campaign on his part, he accepted the favorabhestére was offered, for instance.
With this treaty, he gained an Arab Kingdom, whbeecould raise an army and
carry out his own affairs. His kingdom possessedrégion of Mascara and a part of
Oran and the port of Arzew. Darmon says that thg p@s so important and
strategic that Demischels had to hide from theaitibs the fact that he had to make
this concession to Abd el-Kad¥Y.

Emir Abd el-Kader strengthened his forces by opgnip factories in order to
produce arms in the French model for his army. k® a@reated a navy which
situated in Tenez and Rachgoun. Furthermore, hegettea diplomatic organization
and even sent an ambassador to Loriddhle subdued and took the support of the
tribal leaders. Nevertheless, contrary to his nhetde did not oppose the French
presence in Algeria; on the contrary, its existemeant trade and prosperity for his
kingdom, as well as a source for legitimization. e other hand, as Darmon says,
Abd el-Kader knew that soon or later he would haveconfront the French?
Perhaps this was the reason why he was so carefuéating a decent organization
and an army modeled on the French army. Yet tms/af his, being composed of
various tribes was not as dependable as he wishedbe. In fact, Abd el-Kader’s
real sovereignty did not extend beyond Oran, tiheroparts were hold with the help
of the tribal leaders who respected him, yet rels@done was not enough to
guarantee their loyalty in every way.

It was mentioned above that the Treaty of Tafnacwbrought a short term of
peace, did not last for a long time. After a twayperiod of truce, in 1839, Abd el-
Kader and the French army started to fight agaive governor-general Valée was
replaced with Bugeaud in 1841, who became a sugpoftthe total conquest and

who stayed in this post until September 1847.

“"Darmon, Pierre, p.59.
“Sbid., p.55
“Ibid., p.65
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In order to eliminate Abd el-Kader once and for Bligeaud followed harsh
policies. It was the period when Algerian peopleevmost alienated from French
forces. His soldiers were in full discipline, batreturn for that “he allowed them to
plunder, rape and have futt® Wherever his troops passed he showed no mercy to
the inhabitants. For example, “he had everythiognfiMiliana to Cherchell burnt ...
[He] used his authority to shield General Pélissibo killed a thousand Arabs by
smoking them out in the caves of Dahra in 18%5Yet, finally Bugeaud defeated
Abd el-Kader indefinitely. He also won over the s@rSultan of Morocco who had

come to the help of the emir with his army in tlagtle of Isly in 1844.

Consequently, the war with Abd el-Kader ended with total
conquest>However, it did not mean that the rebellions wereught to a halt
completely; the revolts of Bu Maza in the west dfjiérs in 1845, Bu Zian in
Zaatcha in 1849, Mohammed Ben Abdullah in Laghoirathe southern parts of
Algeria in 1852, a tribal leader named Bu Baghléhie western Algeria in 1850, the
members of Ouled Sidi Cheikh in southern Oran beead the humiliation of their
leader by the Bureaux Arabes in 1864 are someeoétamples>?

Even though all these resistance movements maded-go through hardships
both militarily and economically, they could notepent the domination of France
over Algeria, even though they had a limiting efffen the actions of France. If the
nature of the resistance movements is examinedant be noticed that these
movements were separate from each other and thesenat an attempt to unite all
the rebellions under one roof. The most organizesistance was under the
leadership of Abd el-Kader, who saw other powerghasats and tried to destroy
them, instead of uniting them. This lack of orgatian in general doomed Algerian

resistance from the very beginning into defeat.

*%erro, Marc, p.78.

lipid., p.78.

**ZJoly, Vincent, “Les Résistances a la conquéte, ZEERD”, in Histoire de I'Algérie & la Période
Coloniale,eds.Bouchéne, Peyroulou, Tengour and Thénaults BaAlger: Editions La Découverte et

Editions Barzakh, 2012, p.97

33bid., pp.98-99
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The resistance movements were also disadvantagderims of weapons
technology; “when France invaded Algiers in 183@&rijoyed little or no advantage
in weapons technology™yet they won many victories. Even though they could
never get superiority in weapons technology, th&gcévely used technologies
brought by France; that is “medicines, steamshipdways, telegraphs, and the
organizational capabilities of the industrial stat&

Yet, the resistance movements should not be ewluatly with victories and
defeats. Whether they were successful or not, thegted the people of Algeria an
opportunity to remark their opinions and seek thigjhts in a country they had no
right to do so. Even though these resistancesatithave a short term success, it can
be said that they were successful in a way that theated a tradition of resistance
and forced France to change her policies to incimdee and more people in the
structures she creates in the following years. ther Algerian people, the most
important benefit was this tradition of resistanedrich eventually led them into

emancipation even if they had to wait for 132 years

*%parker, John; Rathbone, Richard, p.97.

159bid., p.97
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CHAPTER V

CONCLUSION

In this thesis, | tried to look at the occupatiordahe colonization of Algeria
by France between 1830 and 1870 from a broad psrgpewhich covers the
French policy in the Mediterranean and the worlte Ottoman response to the
occupation and the status of Algeria and the Aigepeople. Therefore, | split the
subject into three categories: The occupation,chlenization and the resistance;
each were presented as different but stronglynmtegled dimensions of the subject.

Like in all the colonizer countries, in France ttlwg colonization of a country
was justified by a pattern of thought that had somt the Enlightenment, which
emphasized the superiority of the European racei@ndivilization. The French
Revolution, which solidified these perceptions ofightenment, added them the
notions of equality, fraternity and solidarity; btliese notions were practically
applicable only to an imagined community that wasated in the mind of the
colonizer; in which the colonized people did notédna place.

The mentality in the colonization of Algeria wags different from that in the
other places which were colonized whether by Fraoceby other European
countries. The civilizing mission of France obligeer to colonize these people; it
was soon believed that Jews and Berbers gave e dfdbeing civilizable, but the
Arabs had the least of the chances. These ciwlizattempts reflected in the
assimilation and naturalization policies; howetke real incentives of these policies
were the complete subjugation of these people atebhation of them into the
system, so that the colonization process would rheogh and France’s interests

would be protected.

However, as has been said, the civilizing missioAlgeria was only a tool
for legitimization; there were broader perspectigéshis venture of France. First of

all, France was searching ways to cope with thegpamd influence of the British
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Empire. Britain had acquired vast colonies from achhshe gained an immense
wealth, raw materials and markets. The industrialolution and France’s
incapability to develop her industry to the levéiraustry in Britain made the latter
a more prominent rival. After the Napoleonic wargd ahe dramatic rise of the
British influence as a result of her financing amdanization of the war, it became a
real problem for France. To secure her hold inNfegliterranean, France needed a
colony, which would be a starting point for heretxpand into the North Africa, and
preventing Britain to gain more power in the Med#&eean. In this respect, the
choice and the special place of Algeria came frtsnproximity to the homeland
which meant that the occupation and the proteaifdhe country would be easier.

Furthermore, during the French Restoration, ChaMehad problems to
secure his reign and influence over the politiciand the population, and he needed
a distraction that would turn the attention outstdance. A military victory would
win him reputation among his people and bring hiva ¢thance of consolidation of
his traditional role as a monarch. The easiesttwachieve that was to use the plans
of Napoleon to invade Algeria dating back to 18&&] without any other thoroughly
prepared plan, the occupation of Algeria started.

As soon as the news of the occupation was heard,Gttoman Empire
protested the occupation of Algeria; however thasgests could not solidify in an
action that would bring results. Its naval poweswastroyed in Navarino, and there
was no way to protect Algeria without any sea powkasreover, the Janissary corps
were just destroyed and the Ottoman Empire hadcpestted a new, inexperienced
army which stood no chance in a war with FrancenBmic problems were another
problem that forced the Empire’s hand, so it hadchoice but to resort to its
diplomatic skills. Firstly, the Empire sought thesetance of Britain against the
French occupation, but the British diplomatic etfodid not bring any results;
besides, Britain did not want to come into conflath France and was convinced
that France would not give back Algeria to the @tns. The Ottomans also tried to
negotiate with France from 1830 to 1847; howeveagnEe whether responded
negatively to the claims of Ottomans on Algeriagmored and delayed its demands.
Unable to find any other solution, the Ottoman BEmiad to give up its claims on

Algeria in 1847.
67



Meanwhile, after the overthrow of Charles X witietJuly Revolution, the
July Monarchy under Louis Philippe was declarede Tiist years of the July
Monarchy passed in hesitation about what to do Witderia. However, after this
period, France continued in her efforts to colonfdgeria in full force. At the
beginning of the occupation, France followed th&cyoof “restricted occupation”,
during which France occupied only the coastal pafrt&lgeria, such as Oran, Bone
and Algiers and their hinterlands. Then this polstgwly shifted to the policy of
“total conquest”, especially after the fall of Ctar#tine and Bugeaud’s war against
Abd el-Kader between 1840 and 1847.

Nonetheless, these decisions did not mean thatdlomization of Algeria
was supported unanimously in France. There welle fuqiporters and adversaries of
the colonization. It was the same for the nativgetilan population: While some of
the people resented, opposed and even rebelledetd-rench domination, some
fought under the French flag, which shows thatdaheere not clear boundaries
between the colonizer and the colonized. Moreotlegre were also non-French
settlers, who were a majority in the settler popafa at the beginning of the
colonization; and they constituted another variantAlgeria. They were only
accepted as French citizens with ®enatus Consultef 1865, if they could prove
that they had been residing in Algeria for at letisee years; and they were
sometimes viewed by the French as not fully trustalevertheless, the solidarity
between the non-French and French settlers in Klgeroved otherwise; their
common interests and their shared mentality abduaitBuropean superiority helped

them to be incorporated into the system and todberalized effectively.

With the Revolution of 1848 the July Monarchy waseeeded by the Second
Republic, which lasted until 1851. There were sommportant developments
regarding Algeria’s status during this short periofl time: Algeria was now
identified as an integral part of France and it wa® restructured according to the
organization of the motherland. For example, Algevas divided intalépartemerst
and there were local governments responsible tcCtieamber of Deputies in Paris.
However, this did not last for long; after the caliptat in 1851, Napoleon declared

himself the emperor in 1852, which marked the beigim of the Second Empire.
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As has been mentioned, from the beginning of teupation, France had
been installing settlers to the new colony. Thisameestablishing relations with the
local population and change in the structures eftthditional life of the natives.
Land confiscations and expulsion of the nomads ftbeir traditional pastures to
open new fields resulted in continuous alienatidmative Algerians. However,
France also tried to overcome the resentments ppdsdions for establishing better
relations with them; th&ureaux Arabeswvere formed with this intention. These
offices, which were directly linked to the officd the governor-general, were
responsible for understanding the traditions of ldwal population and direct their
affairs with this knowledge.

After France recognized Algeria as an integralt gavd not a colony,
assimilation and naturalization was seen as argatiobn to break down the fierce
opposition France came across by the local pedjple.Jews were first to deal with,
and then Muslims followed. However, no real solatwas found then. Then, during
the emperorship of Napoleon I, the naturalizatipolicies gained momentum.
Because Algeria was recognized as a French tefrénd not a colony since 1848,
all the population reside there were accepted esdhrby law. With several decrees,
and with especiallySenatus Consultef 1865, the Jewish and Muslim native
population of Algeria were also attempted to beauradized by giving them a chance
to be recognized as French citizens if they givetlgr religious legislations.
Nevertheless, these policies were hardly succedsfchuse according to the people
it was a choice between their religion and thezeitship; and most of them chose

their religion over the latter.

The Algerian people did not give in to the occugatind the colonization of
Algeria passively. There have been many rebellismall and wide in scope,
throughout the conquest. What was common in thelsellions was the fact that they
were all legitimized by religion and by the helptbé so-called supernatural powers
of a marabout who acted as a leader in each oreecétexistence of religion and
politics in these rebellions gave the power of dfelo these people, who were not
passive subjects of their leaders but the catadggionsible shaping these rebellions

and threatening the domination of France over Adgey their numbers.
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Among many forms of resistances, two stands océlee of their long term
effects. One of those was the resistance in Coms¢aled by Ahmed Bey. As the
last representer of the Ottoman Empire, the dedéathmed Bey and the fall of
Constantine gave an end to the hopes that the Emais going to save the people
from the French. Moreover, by occupying Constantiaecity which was in the
interior parts of Algeria, the beginning of the fshof policies toward the “total
occupation” was started because France would wetthe city up as it was gained

with too much loss.

With the defeat of the last representative of @teoman Empire, Abd el-
Kader was the most effective leader to create @nraltive state. In his leadership an
emirate with effective organization and an army i@sned, and his defeat was
accomplished with more difficulties than expected1847, Bugeaud could defeat
him only with excessive bloodshed and harm to iblel$ and oases, which resulted
in the alienation of the local population even md#er the defeat of Abd el-Kader
there was no prominent threat left against the dation of France until the Kabylia

rebellion in 1870, which was also suppressed.

In conclusion, the occupation and the colonizatidnAlgeria was not a
smooth operation on the part of France. It was m@twe full of disagreements,
indecision, change of policies and a failure t@lelsth just and good relations with
the native people. It was seen that France triednake use of the former
organization and policies of the Regency in cregagimew order, but was unable to
subjugate people like the former administrationldpinstead most of her policies
alienated them even more. It was also seen that 830 to 1870 the domestic
politics in France were not smooth either; thereemeoup d’états, revolutions, a
republic and an empire. All these changes werec@fte in the continuous chances
in policies in Algeria, which did not help the causf colonization. For the people of
Algeria, to be conquered by a Christian power weaesady a hard and shocking event
for both Jews and Muslims, and these continuousigdaf policies did not help
them to adapt a new order, because their world efasging constantly and
sometimes to the worse. It was also seen that whiemilitary was in control with
an effective governor general, the colonizationolagd brutal wars as seen in the

examples of the eras of Bugeaud and Clauzel, yegtbeed of more lands of the
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settler populations was forced to be more balan®Gedthe other hand, when settler
population were more powerful than the military adistration through local

governments, the colonization of the lands wereenadiective to the native people’s
disadvantage. In both cases, even when Napoleositdimpted to incorporate the
native population into France, the native peopkenéad the option to be equals and

were always in a disadvantageous position.

However, this was no ordinary thing; as in all mwies that were colonized
by colonizer countries, it was seen that the oalyimhabitants had suffered in
Algeria as well. Yet like most colonized countrigsyas seen that in Algeria too the
resistance movements flourished, even though theyewsuppressed. These
suppressions could only bring temporary victor@e§itance, because each defeat led
to the formation of new legends and miracles amtrese highly superstitious
people, as in the example of the oasis of Zaatahd;a spirit of resistance, which

would eventually end with the liberation of Algeria
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APPENDICES

APPENDIX A : ARCHIVES NATIONALES D'OUTRE-MER, MINIS TERE
DE L'ALGERIE ET DES COLONIES (FR ANOM GGA 1F/3)
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APPENDIX B : Clauzel,Nouvelles Observations de M. Le Maréchal Clauzelasu
Colonization d’Alger, Adressées a M. le Maréchainistre de la Guerre, Président
du Conseil Paris : Imprimerie Selligue, 1833, p.2
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APPENDIX G : TEZ FOTOKOP iSi iziN FORMU

TEZ FOTOKOP iSi iziN FORMU

ENSTITU

Fen Bilimleri Enstittisi

Sosyal Bilimler Enstitlisu

Uygulamali Matematik Enstitist

Enformatik Enstitisu

Deniz Bilimleri Enstittsi

YAZARIN

Soyadi : Halaggu

Adi : Canan

Bolumu : Orta D@u Arastirmalari

TEZIN ADI (ingilizce) : Occupation and the Colonization of Algédrom 1830 to

1870: A Struggle for Dominance

TEZIN TURU : Yiksek Lisans Doktora

1. Tezimin tamamindan kaynak gosterilmgktiyla fotokopi alinabilir.

2. Tezimin icindekiler sayfasi, 6zet, indeks sayfaldan ve/veya bir

boluminden kaynak gosteriime&rtiyla fotokopi alinabilir.

3. Tezimden bir (1) yil sireyle fotokopi alinamaz.

TEZIN KUTUPHANEYE TESL IM TAR IHI:
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