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Coloénialism and Ciass Formation in ALG.ERIA

1- Colo:é‘nial Capitalism and Working Class Formation

In ithis paper we intend to consider some of the pri.ncipal
.clernentsé that constitute the historical background to the present -
day A]geﬁrian'soc_ial formation. It is not meant to be a history of the
development of colonial Algeria, but an attempt to retrace
significafnt processes.'and economy. Our focal point will be the
process (?)f proletarianization which has so profoundly altered the
social Stl'é.lCtUl‘C of the Algerian society from 1830 to 1962.

Thtfi paper will be divided into three sections. The first deals
with thelzprocesses of socio-economic transformaiton associated
with the i@.ometime violent process of expropriation, resulting in the
.destructiion'_ of traditional forms of property and relations of
producti(i)n in both agricultural and non-agrichltural activities. We
will a’rgufe that these movements lead to coexistence of the old and
cmcrgenté types of class relations. Special attention will be paid to
the formz;tion of these new forms of class relations, particularly the

emergence of an incipient working class.
|

. Th<:=, second section will be devoted to the analysis of the
historicai conditions leéding to the development -of the labour
movcmer%lt. Of partidular interest here was the role played by the
mctropolgitan labour confederations,. especially the "confederation
Générale du travail” (C. G. T.). Of special historical interest was
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between 1880 and 1900, "the colonial authorities d1str1buted to
French settlers 687. 000 hectares of the best agricultural land and
constructed some 700 villages. In parallel a process of free
colonization began with pnvate settlers acquiring about one' m11110n
hectares of land in the perlod between 1871 and 1900. This
consututed a major break with the early years when settlers had
held only 481.000 hectares.”) . By the turn of the century,
therefore, a whole process of land expropriation on a lar ge scale
had been achieved, with the inevitable tra’nsformat:ion of
socio-economic structures. Various forms of property owfnership
and relations of production, partly communal, partly qtlasi—feleal
such as the Khamumest system(ﬁ) were . either t1ansf01med into

capitalist forms or subjugated to its logic of operation.

Land expropriation and violent destruction of ex1st1ng
eommumtles caused successive series of mass movements of the
population to arid and mountainous areas. Population plessure on
cultivable land, already apparent in the pre-colonial peuod was

accelerated to an unprecedented degree” .

The development of agrarian capitalism was essentially an

‘uneven process resulting in the development of two d13tmct1ve yet
 related socio-economic structures. The traditional sector, largely
dominated by the local peasantry, represented a subs?lstence
economy, while the modern sector, dominated by the Emi'opeans
was a cash-crop export-oriented economy. However, this wds by no
means a s1mple dual economy. Their apparent sepmatlon as
measured by their different modes of or gamzatlon and level of
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' productive forces, concealed their fundamental interdependence.
The two sectors were performing different but complementary roles
in an e¢mergent system of capitalist division of labour and

accumuléationcg) .

Tlfc contrast between the two sectors and their charactcn'stic
commumnes was bound to be pr ofoundly marked. The last decade

of colonlal domination (1952 - 1962) witnessed a high degrec of

land cox;cen_tratmn in the cash-crop sector, more than 2.700.000.
hectareSé of the best cultivable land were in the hands of some
22.000 I:E_lumpeans. This represented a quarter of all agricultural
land and; 40% of effectively cultivated land® . Thus, the situation
-of the Algeriaﬁpcasantry was dramatically transformed. By the
1930's tlée disparity between Algerian land owners and settlers was
marked.-%the settlers held an average of 120 hectares ds against 11
hectares by Algcrians(lq) .

;Table 2. 1: Structure of land ownership in 1930

Categ.| No. of | . No.of |-
of hol | E'pean Ave.| Total | g | Arjan [ Ave.| Total | g
in ha. owners Prop. land GWners Prop. land |

-10 | 8,877 | 47| 42534 434,537 411,738,806 23
10-50 | 7,140 | 292 | 216,787 140,010 18.8]2,635,275| 35
50-100] 4,725 | 77.1 | 364366 15| 35962 43.1§1,595,398| 21
+100 $,411 318 | 1,721,979] 74| 7.035| 198.3| 1,593,398 21

O

Source : BENACHENHOU A., Formation du Sous-developgment en Algérie
OPU Alger, 1976, P. 283 .
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In the specific context of colonial rule this outcome was achleved '
mainly through two measures. First, land exproprlatlon and
concentration which led to the breaking of old communal p1pperty
into-a mass of small holdings increasingly unable to mekt the
subsistence needs of the pcasantry(m . It also led to greater
differentiation and concentration of property withiné local
communities as the traditional norms of indivisibility, colfective
cultivation and heritage were replaced by new legal norms
transforming land into a commodity which could be prlvately
purchased a.nd owned. The natural corollary of this process was a
relative increase in the numbers of the small peasants and landless
~ labourers. Secondly, the generalization of commodity relatmns of

'money and extension of market mechanisms through the systemauc
- use of taxes on property and people, all precipitated mgmﬁcant
changes in the socio-economic structures which can be secn from

table 2.3.(0

Table 2. 3 ;: Evolution and structure of the Algeriané
rural population (1911 - 54)

: | Pop. liv- Rural Ac- Land |
Year | Tot.Pop. |ingonag-| g |tivePop. |owners all| ¢
: ricul. categs. |
1911 | 4252474 3423722804 - e
1948 | 7,579,531 | 5,884,286 | 77.7| 2,755,532 | 571,141 | [20.7
1954 | 8455000 |5,825,000| 68.91 2,573,504 503,728 | [15.6

Source : Compiled from Barbé, OP. Cit, Part 1, PP. 21 - 22
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Con31denng the period 1948 - 1954, three important remarks
should be made. First, while total population increased by almost
one rnﬂllon the agricultural population declined by nearly 9%. The
dechne in the agricultural populaiton was directly linked to the
acceleratmn over the same period of labour migration to urban
centres as well as emigration to France!®) Secondly, the already
noted concentranon of land ownership was creatin g greater
socio- economlc inequalities within the Algerian community itself.
Also by this time the major acts of land expropriation and land
pulchase by the settlers had been completed. Each of these
Pr ocesses was associated with or led to pauperization of particular -
sectlons of the peasantry. The rise in the number of the
economicélly active populatien coupled with the steady decrease of
landowners was expressed in the relative increase in the category of
landless "peasants". These either joined the ranks of wage labourers -
or shale -croppers (khammes), further expanding the unemployed,
or embarked on metropolitan migration.

Of pamcular interest to us is the possibility that we are
observngg here a process of proletarianization. This could be
suggestegd from the simple numerical expansion of the category of
landless laboulers whether these were effectively transformed into
a wage ldbour force (permanent or seasonal, in Algeria or in
France), or took the form of a relative sur.plus population. It
cei'tainlyé is the case that due to the failure of capitalist agriculture
to absorb this growing labour force (partly as a result of
mechaniiation) a great majority of the active p_opulation in the rural |

13
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Colonialism and Class Formation in ALGERIA

economlcally exploited, socially and culturally disoriented(zo) The
profound transformation of the rural areas can acquire thelr real
significance When seen in perspective against a s1m11ar process
taking place in the nop-agricultural, urban areas. To these we shall

turn now.

1. 3 - Limited and extroverted industrialization

French capitalism could be said to have followed the classical
strategies of early imperialist expansion. Algeria was essentlally a
source of raw material, cheap labour and an outlet for the surplus
production of metropolitan industries. Algeria's emergent; industrial
sector was consequently not only very weak, but heavily giependent
on the forms and pace of development in the metropolitan :economy,
a fact well reco gmzed and documentd by the metropohtan
authorities, despite attempts 10 remedy the sitnation®" Industry had -
no possibility of autonomous development. The two. occaswns when
such autonomous development became a practical poss1b1hty were.
the recession of 1929 and during the Second World Warm) These
windows of opportunity were short-lived, however, . and little
exploited by local capital. 1t is not surprising therefore that colomal ‘
Algeria had no industrial base worthy of the name The
non-agricultural cconomy was dominated by the serv1ceS| sector and
commerce. Even the extractive industry and consumer goods

B producuon were very limited.

During the whole of the colonial perlod the only serious

attempt to industrialize was made in the last decade before

16
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indepeédence. In 1958, in the context of escalation of the national
liberatiion war, the French government addpted the "Plan de
Constaﬁtjne" This five-year plan had two main objectives®> : first,
lifting | the rural society and economy from their crisis and
stagnauon through a number of limited reforms such as land
dlsmbqtlon to the poor section of the peasantry; the extension of
irrigatién systems and building of dams; the construction of one
thousand rural villages; the activation of agricultural service
coopera:tives (Societes Agricoles de Prevoyance - S. A. P.) and the
'extensi(é)n of health care. A second set of objectives involved the
rcalizatiion of a programime of industrialization based on the idea of
”poles iof growth" That is the cocentration of investments in
s'electeci industries and locations situated in Northern Algeria. The
branc‘heés were selected on the basis of valorization of local raw
materials (iron ore, phosphate, and oil). The plan contained a steel
comple}ii in Annaba, an oil refinery in Arsew, an oil pipeline from
the fields of Hassi - Messaoud to the port of Bejaia, and a gas
pipelinef from the field of Hassi R'Mel to the port of Arzew. Other
less im?ortant projects were also planned in textiles, Ieathef,

construction materials, etc.

Tlile underlying logic of the }ﬂhn was to provide a
socio—ecf:onomic base which would undermine the Front de
Liberation Nationale (F. L. N.} in its struggle for independence. In
practicai terms, however, the plan made little immediate impact

and wasg abandoﬁed(24) .

17
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1. 3. 1- Evolution and structure of industrial enterprisés

Information regarding industrial and comh‘lercial
development in the period before World War Two i both scarce
and contradictory. Ageron, for example, claims that 1n 1918

"industrial enterprises numbered 716 and employed some 23.000
workers. In 1939 the number of industrial workers totallcd 40.000
only one-third of whom Algerians. The overall developmem of
wage labour was very slow. Thus, in 1924, wage earners, 11101ud1ng
those working in construction and public works totalled 164 000. In
1954 this figure had reached 264,000, of which 117, 800 were
employed in construction and public works™® . These fi gules are of
limited value given the absence of reliable sources. Neve1ﬂ1eless,
they indicate the slow pace in the expansion of wage 1ab0111 among
the Algerian population. they also indicate the 11m1ted level of

economic development in this period.

The number of enterprises (including commerce, tgransport,
construction and services) developed in an uneven and cimtingent
manner over the years after World War IL In 1947 it was estlmatcd
'that there were 28,681 enterprises employing a total workfmce of
267,916 and in 1956 they were estimated at 37,302 enterptises with
a workforce of 431, 682(26) _ The labour force was split between
their concentration in a small number of large entelpnsea, and the
great majority who worked in very small craft cnterpnses This
characteristic reflected another important feature, that of capital

concentlanon expressed in the increase in the numbel of large
entelpuses employing more than 100. From 1950 to 1955 this

L

18
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| category expanded by 50%, those employing between 21 - 100
increased only by 25% while the smaller enterprises grew at an

even slower pace™” .

_ "IZ‘able 2. 5 : Evolution of enterprises by size (1950 - 55)

Y:
Sf;“er 1950 | 1951 | 1952 | 1953 | 1954 | 1955

1+5 23,600 | 24,578 | 25,779 | 27,160 | 29,036 [ 28,608

6-20 6,165 6,343 6,341 | 6,366 | 6,007! 6,527
21-100 1,843 1,987 2,106 [ 2,068 | 2,171} 2,300

+1§00 449 557 615 605 626 671

Source:: Barbé, Op.. Cit., Pt. IT, P. 37.

’iI‘he instability of the industrial base was associated with
existc@ce of small enterprises with a very limited capacity for wage
emplo?yment. At the other end of the spectrum, however, were the
large ;enterprises (671) employing 41% of all non-agricultural
wage—Zlabour. The top 50 of these enterprises each with 500 + wage
_emplogyees had a total wage-labour force of 50,000 or one-seventh
of_tc')tél wage—labourag) . This bipolar structure distinguished the
varioys branches of industrial and commercial activity. Simple
comm?odity production, retail commerce and services were the
specif:ic activities of the small enterprises. Activities such as the
cxtrac:tive and manufacturing industries, wholesale commerce and
servic;es were monopolized by large enterprises; essentially
men'of::olitan copmanies and their local subsidiarics and to a lesser

extent, settlers’ private enterprises.
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The division of society on ethnic grounds, ndﬁceiable in
agriculture, was also a principal element in the social structme of
urban society. The seemingly large number of enterprises owned by
Algerians exaggerated their real economic and social impertance.
In 1948, of 70,000 such enterprises only 2% were not conisidered
craft workshops. For the European sector the ratilo was

'dis_pi‘oportionately many times higher; of 30,000 enterprises, 24%

were not considered craft shops. In 1954, the same Stl’L'lCtl:.lI'C was
sustained and developed further. Thus, of 100,000 Ailgerian
enterprises less than 10% were employing wage labour witlﬁ a total
capacity of 30,000 employees. Of the 65, 000 European entcrpmses,
more than 30% employed wage labour with a total capa01ty of
320,000 employces(“g) .

Another interesting characteristic of colonial infdustrial
development, not unrelated to the structure outlined abovc; was its
geographic imbalance. Areas with greater density of settler
poulation had the greatest number of entcrpnses Some have argued
that this expressed the underlying familial nature of these
enterpxlses(30) But it seems to us that there was more t6 it than

. that, as large enterprises hardly escaped this rule. The ovellap
‘between location of enterprises and settler population was most

probably a function of the quest of capital for profitable : ‘markets
and favourable conditions of operation. Thus areas of concennated
settler populauon represented two necessary condltlons for
oper atmn of capital reinforcing the overall dlscrlmmatmy
framewmk of colonial domlnanon First, there existed a malket for
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its material production and services and secondly, it was able to

draw tépon a qualified and skilled labour force. These two factors

could gonly be satisfied by the European community with high
incomés and quasi-monopoly of education and training. As for the
unski]léed workforce, it was made up of Algerian workers who were
attracte;:d to the urban areas where they could find employment.

Table 2. 6 : Distribution of a sample of enterpnses by
region and actmty :

Source :

; . Bldg

: - Paper .
Branch| Food | = | Metall- [Lea. | = | & Constr | and, T
Region | Proc Wood urgy | text Chems priting material | Pub. | Tot.
. ) WEks. |
Conter | 173 | 45 | 137 |105| 102 | 43 | 57 |11 773
West | 137 | 28 61 20| 24 51 11 2| 288
East | (61 | 54 18 41 30 4 39 1] 211
Towal | 371 | 127 | 216 | 129 156 | 52 [ 107 | 114 [1272

Co?mpiled from Taleb, Op., Cit.,, P. 5 14.

As we have mentioned, the disparity between the three
geographical regions in relation to the number of industrial
enerpriscs was paralleled by the unequal distribution of population.

‘The Cenua] region of Algiers with the highest number of

entelpnscs had a population of 402,614 Europeans and 2,656, 285
Algeuans Oran and its Western region had a population of 385,149
Eur opeans and 1,767,277 Algerians. The Eastern 1eg10n of
Constantme with d1st1nct1ve1y the lowest number of enterprises had
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the lowest European population of 183,304, and the glcatest
Algerian population of 3,220, 07591 _ '

1.3, 2 - Wage labour and the industrial proletariat :

The inability of Algerian emergent agrarian capitalﬁism to
absorb the growing mass of the labour force coupled with a weak
industrial base had important consequences for the social stluctute
and in particular for our problem of working class formation. One
significant result was the acceleration of both internal and extemal
migratory movements of the population. The first of these
processes had the effect of increasing the mass of wage labour and
the unemployed and under-employed in urban areas thus
constituting a potential base for the future wmkmg
class-in-formation. The second 1cp1esented the creation of a

"proletariat in exile."” Writing of the former process in 1950 M.

Lamaude noted :

part of the peasant families who also lost their lands 1efused
to search for a subsistence in the countryside and migr ated since a

quarter of a century to the suburbs and cities; an urban pmletauat,
whlch was nonexistent in 1914, was thus constituted. The last war

has only aggravated the situation .. The population of Almels and
its suburban municipalities increased by 42% between 1936 and
1948, that of Oran and its suburbs by 33%. This considerable
increase resulted, most probably, from the influx ?of the

Muslims. n(32) :
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Given the destructive impact of settler colonialism on
traditional socio-economic structures, value systems and
(jfganiézations it was not surprising that these population
movéﬁents were so massively evident. The modern malaise of
masseé of disoriented, and deprived people sinking into the
depnved conditions of the shanty-towns around major cities and
ports was an early experience in Algeria. It is notable that even
w1thoqt marked industrialisation Algeria's rural population fell
from SD% to 68% of total population in less than 50 years (1911 -
1954)(:33 ) | The result was one million urban unemployed. In the
peuod between 1936 and 1948 alone more than half a million
pcople migrated to the urban areas. The regions exhlbmng hlgh
rates of out flow were, not unexpectedly, those where agrarian
cap1ta11sm was strongly established. Thus, from 1948 to 1954 the
popula‘aon of Tiaret dropped by 8.4%, that of Medea by 4.8%, Setif
by 3. 4%, Constantine by 6.9% and Tlemcen by 7. 2%(34)

Table 2.7 : Evolution of urban wage labour (1911 54)

. ‘ Europeans Algerians
Categiory 1911 | 1948 1954 1911 1948 1954
Wagei lab |
(includ.

Junempl.) | 135,285 | 225,500 [253,311" {109,546 |312.154 463,187°

Workers | 84.524 | 91,260 [ 84.951 | 64,163 [212,723) 241649

Source : Compiled from Barbé, Op., Cit., Pt., II, PP. 29, 32, 33, 35.
Notes i 1- the figure included 14,131 unemployed
. 2- including 84,000 partially unemployed and 133,110, totally unem-

ployed.

.23




Colonialism and Class Formation in ALGERIA

Despite these migratory movements leading to the rapid

growth of the urban population, the evolution of wage laboul(35)

was slow. As will be seen in Table 2. 7 settlers compnsed a major

-palt of wage labour in the period 1911 to 1954. In the case of the

Algerian community access to wage employment was fa1 more
restricted during the same period. Access began to expand
significantly only after the second war, a period characterifzed by
the relative expansion of industrial activities. When we distinguish
manual workers from wage labour generally it will be seen that
while the number of Eurobean workers declined-in absoluite and
relative terms-representing only 32% of all European wage—flabour
in 1954, the number of Algerian workers steadily rose durixilg this
period representing more than 60% in 1954, Unemploymelglt,- was
concentrated among Algerians 23% of the wage-labour for(i:e was
totally unemployed in 1954. This rate was even higher whfen the
partially unemployed were added. The figures being based oinly on
those who had previously worked do not include the chror:ﬁcally

unemployed.

Looking more closely at the structure of the wage-:labour
during the last decade of colonial rule reveals further char actélistics
of the Algerian wmkmg class-in-formation. The structure of urban
wage-labour (table 2, 8) continued to faithfully reflect the low
status of the Algerians. The table shows the composition ;0f the
working class in terms of ethnicity, skill and qualifications.
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Table 2. 8 : Evolution and structure of wage labour by
5 skill (1948/54)

Skill | Europeans Algerians

Category [ 1948 | 1954 | 1948 % | 1954 | %

Senior |
staff &
technicia- , '

ns i [ 45,676 | 56,289 10,395 18.5 0,725 14.7

Employee
s. inel.
junior | _
staff | | 56,846 | 56,164 | 29421 51.7 15204 | 21.3

Skilled | -
Workers | 38,755 | 50,629 | 24,551 39.8 | 39443 | 43.8

Semi | -
skilled !

unskilled
workers | 11,714 | 7217 | 128,783 917 | 141,395 95.1

Source : Barbé, Op., Cit., Pt., II, P. 38.
Notes : The category of employees was underestimated in 1954,
It was probably due to different methods used in the two censuses.

: Thie table indicates that European wagé'-labour was
dis'propc;rtionately concentrated in non-manual higher status
OCCLlpatité)nS, as well as the skilled positions within the category of
manual jlabour. European workers could be seen, therefore to
represen'ic a labour.aristocracy(%) . Among Algerian workers the
tendencyi was reversed very few achieved non-manual occupations,
and onlyi a tiny minority entered skilled manual occupations. The
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emergent Algerian working class exhibits a peculiar stlucture and

‘composition; reflecting a combination of capitalist explou:atmn

alienation and colonial domination. Such cha1actcr1stlcs, it is
argued, would have serious and lasting effects on the development

of the labour movement and the futule role of the wmkmg class in

the later period.

Table 2. 9 : Population and employment 1954

Category Europeans | Algerians T%)tal
Total population 1,000,000 | 8455000 | 9455000
Active population 354510 | 3,157.424 | 3,511,934
Salaried employees ,

& wage workers 262,260 | 1035265 | 1,297,525
workers (including
unemployed) 106,102 038,690 | 1 044 792

Source : Compiled from I L. O.. Yearbook of Labour Stau-;ncs, 1966 and tables -

4& 7 of this section.

Conclusion :

If we accept official statistics offered in table 2.9 we would
“conclude that the working class in the restrictive sense of manual
labour, represented 80.5% of all wage labour, and 29. 7% of total
active population in 1954. However, these figures are def1c1ent ina
number of ways. First, the census of 1954 undelesumated the

active Algerian po};)u]::mon(3 ) . Secondly, the figures f01 workers
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included; the unemployed and under-employed in both agriculture
and nor:l—agricultural activties, around 400,000 and 200,000

respectively.

Ddspite these various deficiencies the discussion above
would léad us to the following conclusions and hypotheses which
will pro&ide one of the starting points in posing the question, is

there an @Algerian working class ?

1- The colonial period was important in shaping the peculiar
strucéture and experience of the embryonic working class,
"consisting of agrarian wage labour and the urban workers and

the ufnemploycd.

2- The s:jize of these groupings, particularly that of urban, indusiial
workforce was low during the colonial period. Nevertheless,

their experience was socially significant.

3- Paraidoxically, this slow growth was the product of low
indu:stria]isation but a high level of mechanization in

agriculture.

~4- The qOInpositi011 of these occupational groupings was distroted

along lines of ethnic division and discrimination with the’

Europeans representing a landowning class and a labour
aristocracy, subjectively conscious of its privileges and eager to
sustain them. '

5--The embryonic Algerian working class was subject to high

levels of un-and under-employment and urban marginalization.
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In this sense the exploited experience of the urban and rural
workers was similar. The question arises to what extenti did the
weight of colonial oppression and ethnic dlscrlmmauon
reinforce traditional structures and values despite the fact that in

many cases their objective base was violently disrupted ?

2- The labour movement under colonial domination

The identification of a working class requires that we not
only consider the objective factors-as above-but also the question
of action and subjectivity. In the consideration of such questlons in
the context of colonialism it is also impostant to ask if such a study
can be limited to trade unionism and its organization ;mto, or
alliance with, political parties 7 The answer must be negatiéve in so

- far as workers' practices and struggies may assume mziny and

diverse forms. Their grievances, claims and actions could be
articulated in a variety of ways, from the most spontaneous; popular

manifestations to established forms of communal associations,
clubs and cooperatives. This fact must be borne in mind in the

context of what was a particularly oppressive form of ;colonial'
domination. That is to say Algerians were, for much of the ‘colonial
period, denied any right to formal organization arid even
spontaneous actions were severely suppressed. |

Another important feature in the developmcnt of the Algerian
labour movement has been its ploblematlc relationship to pohtlcal
parties (communist and nationalist). Throughout the coloma.l period
it Could be said that a conflictive cooperation existed betwecn the
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developing trade union movement and the political parties. The line
of demarcation between the trade union movement, the communist
party arid the nationalist movement in the later years was, and is

%) The crucial historical moments of

still, very difficult to' draw
labour unrest were, for example, more often than not also moments
of political agitation and nationalist resistance to colonial rule.

These cross-cutting ties were a result of the fact that colonial

' capitalisfm was experienced in its dual effects of politico-cultural

oppression and socio-economic exploitation and discrimination.
Approacé:hes that assumed an a priori essentialist incompatibility
between the two movements, or privileged the nationalist political
r.novemént at the expense of the labour movement and dismissed

this latter as a foreign and imported phenomenon are both

silnpl,isdc and 1nisleading(39).

It 1s therefore, important to grasp the full complexity of the

_ context :of the labour movement; the nature of the cleavages and

al_liancefs, tactical or strategic, between different groupings and

‘political trends. The heterogeneous composition of the embryonic

wcjrking class, reflecting the ethnic division of society, sustained
and devfelopcd to its dramatic expression in the national liberation
war, It 1s also important to note that both ethnic communities were
intemalfy divided along political, religious and regional lines. This
hybrid Qlelposition has been a rock against which trade unions and
politicali parties have continually stumbled. Both trade unions and
politicalj.‘par'ties have grown out of, and to some extent, reproduced

that divéision. Thus the communist party was largely European,
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while the nationalist parties were Algerians. Neither had the
excluswe loyalty of a particular community however. Both rooted
their legmmacy, in different ways, in their 1ep1esentauon of the

interests of the Algerian nation and the unified working class.

Given this complex historical context, the iﬁ]portant
questions are what were the objectives and forms of or gamzauon
adopted by the labour movement and what was the natme of the
suuggles and constraints it faced ? In answering, the focuq will be
on the trade unions. While we are aware that the labour movement
was made up of more than the trade unions the near unppsmblhty
of documenting other forms of the labour struggle, prac?tices and
organization leaves us with no choice. Even in the area of trade
unions there are great difficulties, such research has proglcssed

very slowly and much is yet to be done™? .

In the following discussion of trade unionism we w;ill divide
the period into three stages; the early years before the First World
War which saw the emergence of the first trade unions; the period
between the two wars; and finally, the post-war period, leadm gto
independence. This division is significant in a number: cof ways.
First, the quality of the data varies enor mously, becomlng
reasonably rich only in the final period. Second, the Uade union
‘movement itself underwent significant nansfounatlon in each
peuod either in terms of organization, structure, composmon and
politico-ideological orientation, of in its 1eldt1onsh1p with the

metropolitan trade union movement and political pameq
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2. ;1 - Early trade unionism

The emergence and development of trade unions in
Algcria—?given its ,chaujacter and status as a settler colony-was a slow
and une?v_en process. Initially, it represented a simple extension of
metrop@litan organizations,. not only in terms of their
organizational and structural aspects, but also in their objectives
and doc?:rlne. Existing documents suggest 1880 as the year in which -
the first trade union brariches were founded. The first workers to
or gamze were the printing operatives in Constantine. Four years
later thc whole of this occupation was organized. By 1901, the bulk
of the §x1stmg occupatlons were unionized even though their
membership was very small and reserved for Europeans workers

only(‘“): )

Dmmg the war years (1914 - 18) union activities (strikes,
ag1tat10n publications) were suspended. Nevertheless, workers
continued to engage such activity, especially in the Western 1eg10ns.
of 01a11 Mostaghanem, Mascara and Bel- Abbes™? | The racial
character of unions in these years not only limited their size and
successi, but had a large impact on their future development. In the
Oran region, for example, there were only two Algerian union
menibeis in 1892. This exclusiveness also encouraged the creation
of rival unions, founded on a racial basis, as was the case of the
Union of Algerian Indlgcnous Dockers at the turn of the century.
Colomal legislation which prohibited the launching of specifically
Algeudn organizations and associations was relaxed in the early

years of this century. However, Algerians continted to be legally
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banned from holding positions of responsibility wi;thin the

unions‘®,

In the early years trade unionism was characterizéd by its
uneven and disparate development. It was strongest in the central
and the Western region of the country (the Algiers aind Oran
regions). The Eastern region, by contrast, was the least org?mized, a
disparity that can be explained, as we have already noticed, by the
concentration of both industrial enterprises and settler population in
these regions. These were arcas of intensive and sygstematic
colonization. It is interesting to note that even the naitionalist 7
independent union of later years exhibited the same patté1‘n. This
fact overruled any simple explanation of this tendency on the basis
of an inherent contradiction and antagonism between the union
movement and the nationalist movement. While thie union
movement was strongest in the West the nationalist mfovement
gained its early strength in the East. The Central And %Western .
regions had a larger peﬁnaﬁent agricultural wage labour as they were
regions of intensive agricultural production and had mo;st of the
capitalist-‘ plantations of vineyards, fruits and vegetables. The Eastern
region was mainly one of cereal agriculture which reguired seasonal
labour and rapidly developed into a capital-intensive acti-vitj.

The slow emergéncc of unionism in these early yefars was,
however, lal'gcly related to the absence of any real industr:ial base,
and the limited spread of wage labour agriculture, 1‘e§gionally
disparate and dominated by seasonal labour, which was spécifically

difficult to mobilize.
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'Union organization was also inhibited by the ethnic divisions
as wellé as the legal prohibition of any popular forms of
mobilizaftion and organization among Algerians. This latter was -
achieveci through enforcement of special laws under the name of

"Le code de 'Indigenat”, lasting from 1881to the turn of the
centuw(""")

2. 2 - The Trade Union Movement Between The Two Wars

The First World War represented a turning point in the
history of the union movement. A great number of Algerians

“served in this war™®) as well as in metropolitan economy. They

cohsequently came into close contact with the metropolitan
ploletarlat and its union organizations. Immigrant workers were
genelally affiliated to the "Confederation Générale du Travail
Unlflce,iC. G. T. U which had a radical and communist
orientation. In the aftermath of the war Algerian union membership
rose sharply resuming. the activities which were suspended in the
war timeé In the Algiers region union membership doubled while in.
Oran it tr1pled(46)

The national, or the colonial questions as it was called -
constituted the main issue of debate in the trade union movement as
well as Ethc radical political _partiesf, including 'thc French
Communist party .(P.‘ C. F.) and its Algerian section. The strength
of the upi01ls in the early inter-war period (1919 - 23) was
short-Iive;:d failing to overcome their main handicap, communal
divi‘éionsf. European workers largely continued to identify .
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themselves in ethnic terms, as did the Algerians. Eu‘rop‘ean dock
- workers did not hesitate in 1919, to demand higher wages than
those paid to Algenans(‘m Neveltheless such sectional demands
"did not entirely inhibit the unions from strengthening _sohdarlty
across the communal divisions, in the case, for example, of the
© wave of strikes that swept the Oran region in (1919). |

Other example of such solidarity included the forlénation, in
that same year, of "Committees against high living costs”, and the
refusal of dockers to handle the shipment of expensive | ;consumer
goods destined for the metropolitan market™® . This was also the
significance of the help given to women in the Bastos tobacco
factories by the secretary of the bakeries union dunng their
bargaining with employers in 1921. Union solidarity was shown in
later years also. For example, in 1936 - 37 a wave of stnkes by
agricultural workers in the Oran region led to posmon of
negotiating assistance from the local school teachcrs union“® .
Strikes were an important feature of the union act1on in the
inter-war perlod as Table 2. 10 indicates. :

The occasional acts of solidarity did not, however, 1esolve the
deep mala1se of communal division and its repelcussmns for the
union movement The divisions were exploited by the colonial
authorities and the employers who had been gravely d1stu1bed by
the militancy of unions in the aftermath of the First World War.
Workers were commonly used against each other to blei:ak strikes
and weaken the union movement. In 1919 - 1920, fo1? example,
both unemployed Spaniards and Algerians were used to break the
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_ Table 2. 10 : Evolution of strikes (1919 - 1934)

YeaIE‘ 1919 | 1920 | 1921 | 1922 | 1923 | 1924 | 1925 | 1926

Strikes 53| 28] o7f 16| 13| 15| o09f 18
Workers | 7836 | 6250| 371] 1294 | 3100 | 114 | 458 | 2124

Year | 1927 [1928 | 1929 | 1930 1931 |1932 {1933 |1934

Strikes o7t 201 22| o04] 03| --| o04] 04
Worke;rs 897 | 1817 2210] 391 | 675 -~ | 267| 635

Source : Table. A. B. "Some Characteristics of the Algetian Union Movement
! during the Colonial Period”, in Reyolution & Labour. Specml Issue,
Nov 1984, P. 56, (Arabic edition).

'stlikeé of railway workers in the Western region (mostly
Eu1opeans) In 1921 a strike in the mines of Beni-Saf was broken
- after eleven days when European workers were pelsuaded to
defect? leaving behind their Algerian and Moroccan comrades®? .

The colonial employers and authorities had systematically
pursued a policy of divide and rule. This was justified by the aim of
keepmg unions weak and without credibility. wage differentiation
between Algerian and Buropean workers was justified in
teleologlcal terms; that is to preserve an essentially discriminatory
1ea11ty, it was argued that the needs of each community varied
gleatly(sn The suppression of the union movement was, however,
carried out regardless of ethnicity. Political and ideological
affinities overshadowed the ethnic divisions. Trade unionists and
political leaders whether communists or nationalists, Europeans or
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Algerlans were under close suwelliance and their act1v1t1es

monitored in detail as comprehensive police reports testrfied(sz) '

The inter-war perlod wrtnessed a number of s1gn1f1cant gvents

affectlng the union movement. Three events were of part1cular

importance : first, the economic crisis of 1929 - 30; secondly, the

launching in France of the Popular Front in 1934; and thn'dly, the o
rise and’ estabhshment of modern Algeuan nationalism. The crisis '_ -
- of 1929 30 fmther weakened the aheady fragile union rnovement :

after a brief recovery in the aftermath of the first war. W1despread
unemployment greatly undernuned the Sp].l‘lt of solldarlty that

seemed to be developmg The rise of the Popular Front brought one
- new element to the scene; the unification of the two largest labour
confederations in France, the C.G.T. U. and the C. G. T. with a -
_membershlp of mostly Europeans and a reformlst 1deoiogy The .
overndmg concerns of the Algerian union movement after this K
'change was to contam the effects of the cnsrs, to preserve its
| membershlp and to play a*leadlng role in the ant1-fasc1st struggle '
The radical and revolutionary tendencies of the oldC.G. T. U.:
-were cornpronnsed and with them interest in the. natlonal quesuon'

~and the 1ndependence of the colony

The confedelatmn both the C.G.T. and the C. F. T. C. (a- "

Christian Union) sought to expand their influence thloughout the

colonies. The doctrine of "Colonial Socrallsm“ G developed by.

some commumsts in the eaﬂy twennes found a new 1mpetus in the "'_ =
" anti-fascist struggle on the eve of the Second Wa1 The nanonahst - '
asplratlons of Algertans which- earlier’ roused the sympathy and:'
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recognition of sections of European workers suffered a setback.

The hostility was particularly clear in the non-communist unions

and political parties both in Algeria and in France. At this time the
Communist Party and the C. G. T. had a confused and hesitant
attitude lfes‘ulting' in a series of contradictory and ambiguous

policies towards the national question and the role of the union
54)
1€

Desp1te the setbacks this period witnessed not only a growing
number of Algcrlan unionists who also played a more prominent
role. Successful strikes were also carried out during this time, those

by agricultura_l workers leading to the creation of their first union in

1936, whlch achieved a membership of 40,000 Algcnan workers

‘only one year later(55)

The rise of modern Algerian nationalism was the third most

'1mportant event of this period. It was particularly significant that

this movement originated among emigrant Algerian workels and
was closely associated with the communist movement in France.

Despltc contmumg controversies about the orlgms of the nationalist
movement, thc creation of the "Etoile Nord-Africaine" (E. N. A)in
March 1926 was seen as‘the first national political formation with a
clear and coherent nationalist doctrine in the modern sense of the
term. In its programme of 1933 a number of fundamental points
were spemflcd a total and complete national independence,

constructlon of a democratic state, nationatization of major assets
and natulal resources under state control, and socio-economic
reforms 'such as free education, and agrarian 1ef0rm(56) The
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pationalist ideology of the E. N. A. becoming later (1936) the
"Parti du Peuple Algerian” (P. P. A.) had considerable influénce on
the attitudes of Algerian workers, or ganized iin the
communist-oriented C. G. T. The conflict that developed between
the nationalist and communist political parties was celtamly
responsible for the frustrations leading to nationalist br eakaway
from the C. G. T. and the formation of the national mdependent

union.

2.3 - Towards an independént union movement

‘The communist-oriented C. G. T. was always the stérongest
union organization in colonial Algeria despite the emergénce of
other organizations such as C. F. T. C. and "Force Quvriere" (F. O.)
after 1947. Most Algerian workers, whether in France or in

Algeria, were affiliated to branches ofthe C. G. T. In 1945 the C

G. T. claimed membership of 250,000. But union success in the
specific context of colonialism was highly unstable. Thus, after the
May events of 194567 the C. G. T. suffered a sharp drop in its
membership mainly because of the withdrawal of Algerian workers
and of the breakaway of the F. O. in 1947 leading to defcctmn of
great numbers of European workers. By late 1940, the C. G. T.'s
membership was estimated at around 80,000 of which over 60%
were Algenans(ss) In June 1954, the metropolitan C. G. T. had
finally accepted the principle of an autonoumous Algeuau labour
confederation, leading to the transformation of its local br anch into
the "Umgn Générale des syndicats Algériens” (U. G. S. A) The
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membership of the new autonomous union was estimated at
100,000, dlstrlbuted between the three regions as follows : Algiers,
40,000; Oran 40,000; and Constantine, 20,000. However, labour
hlstouans such as Gallissot, think this was an over-estimation that
should be reduced by 25% bringing the figure to around 70,000. At
the samc time F. O. unions claimed a membership of 125,000. ‘The
real flgure however, was around 60,000, most of them

Eur opeans(sg)

The division of the ‘union movement along ethnic lines
concealed the important fact of its division on ideological grounds
The U. G S. A. retained snong links with the metropolitan C. G.T.
and the P C. F. Its members were also members or sympathizers of
the Algerlan Communist Party (P. C. A.) created in 1936©% | or the -
11at10na1;st party (P. P. A-M. T. L. D.). Other unions, C. F, T. C.
and F. O., were under the imfluence of the reformist and
social-democrat ideologies on the Christian and Socialist parties.
The 1noét important elements dividing the union movement were
the various position on the national question. While U. G. §8. A. had
always 1ecognlzed at least in principle, the right to national
1ndependence and considered colonialism to be a fundamental
obstacle to the emancipation of the Algerian masses, other unions
Were openly hostile and resisted such a possibility. But the stand of
the U. G S. A. and the Communists, both in France and Algeria,
howcvel radical it may have seemed to non- commumst Europeans,
remained fundamentally conservative in the eyes of Algerian
nationalists.
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This can be seen from the status of local unions and their
relationship to metroplitan confederations. Both the Algerian C. G.
T., and later the U. G. S. A.and Communist Party were lll‘fltil very
late in their histories simple sections or branches of the
metropolitan organizations. The P. C. A, received its independence |
formally in 1936, and the unions almost twenty years lateri (1954).
‘Even then, this autonomy was formal rather than real. The
metropolitan unions always resisted attempts to create indeiﬁendcnt
national unions. The classical case in the Maghreb being the
rejection of the Union Générale des Travailleurs Tunisiens (U. G.
T. T.), a nationalist breakaway from the C. G. T. in the niidé—forties.
The attitudes and reactions of metropolitan union leadership clearly
betrayed' deep-rooted colonial prejudices. As one of the C G. T
leaders remarked in relation to Tunisia at the time : :

"Accepting the unions' autonomy means prejudging tlfle
future political situation, because it means clearly
accepting the breakaway of Tunisia from the Frencfh

“Community"®9 |

In the case of Algeria autonomy was resisted until 1954 and ‘
then it was granted as a tactical move rather than as the résult of
‘genuine concern. By that time formal autonomy was too? late to
forestall the irresistible process towards the split in the U, G S, A
The formal character of the autonomy granted was betrayed by the
Statutes of its creation. In the last article (No. 20) it was stateé,d that:
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"U. G. S. A. (C. G. T.) assumes the permanent link
beftween the Confederation Generale du Travail (C. G.
T) and Algerian trade unions. C. G. T,, in matters of
‘d'njectives, decisions, programmes of demands and
: ori;entatiori fixed by the supreme bodies of the C. G. T,,
anf:l- their application with adaptation to the Algerian
situation and particularites. The Secretary of U. G. 8. A.

_ is its representative to C. G. T."®?

As this formal autonomy was insufficient to heal the rift in
the uniofn and the growing disaffection of Algerian nationlists, the
U. G. S. A. took the decisive step in the summer of 1956,
proclaifr:ling itself an independent national union, deleting from its
statutes all reference to. the C. G. T. and claiming direct affiliation
to the W,orld Federation of Trade Unions (Federation Mondiale des
Syndicais - F. M. 8.)%3) | This was, however, its last act as it was
banned five months later, in November 1956. The proclamation of-
independence also came after the formation of two Algerian
naﬁo;malist unions in February 1956%* . Until it was banned, the u.
G. S. A. had branches in most occupations and sectors of economic
activity, grouping the dock workers union, the miners union,
municip;al workers union, construction and public workers, railway
men's a:nd post office employees. Membership at that tifne,
however, was only 15;000. After its ban, the P. C. A. recommended
in Noveinber 1956 its members to join the nationalist union (U. G.
T. A6,
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After the Second War and until its transformation inté U. G.
S. A. the C. G. T. maintained a relatively radical and militaxit stand
compared to C. F. T. C. and F. O. and continued to do so %u'ntil it
was banned in 1957. While other unions were favoured by, and
cooperatéd with, colonial authorities, (66) the U. G. S. A. w:as seen
as an active ally of the nationalist movement led by the F. L N. Its

programmes and demands stressed the urgency of 1ad1cc11 social

reforms including wages, agrarian reform, unemployment,. dnd $0

- on. A]though the: question of colonialism was seen as thg: main

obstacle to real emancipation, this was always addresfsed in
equivocal terms, coming last in the list of union demands.é In the
last two years of its existence the U. G. 5. A. maintained ilés spirit
of militancy despite repressive measures and 'organized a great
number of strikes and other actions. Tl_ms, in Decembegr 1954
popular protests against unemployment were organized m many
cities and towns. In that same month 1,200 dock workers in oran
refused to unload armaments and were locked out by the
authorities. This movement later spread to the port of Algiers.

In 1955 strike actions multiplied, spreading to such areas as

gas, electricity and water supplies, the railways, manufacturing

industries, mining and services. The dock workers were very

frequently involved in strikes and lock-outs. Agricultural workers,
especially in the Oran region, were also involved in popular actions
and strikes during.the summer of 1954, Against this backgréund of
labour unrest and nationalist armed str uggle the C(i)lonial

authorities stepped up repressive measures. Union mllltants and
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leaders wére harassed and imprisoned, union offices closed down
and their |pub11cat10ns suspended. This process culminated in the
bannmg of the U. G. S. A., in November 1956 ©7

2. 4:- The special character of the Algerian unich movement

Given the socio-economic characteristics of this peculiar
colonial context, and the radical transformation to which Algerian
society and economy were to be subjected, it is not suprising that
the laboul movement and in particular the trade unions were
1endeled a somewhat marginal phenomenon. If we consider the
year 1954 in which the liberation war was launched by the F. L. N.,
trade umon membership did not exceed 150,000 (C.G.T.and F. O.
combmed) This represented a small fraction of the mass of
wage- 1abom estimated at around 650,000. If we add the 400,000
seasonal: agucultmal workers, and the 1.5 millions in process of
proletanamzatlon as the economically active population stood at

more than 2 5 millions, the unionized fraction was, therefore, a
tiny mmonty in a mass of disinterested, pauperized and oppressed
people. It is also significant that the majority of the union
memberslnp was to be found in the services sector, and a minority

in the latge industrial enter pns_es(és)

“This limited success of the unions and the consequent
weakness of the working class in process of its formation, were
mutually reinforcing elements. A number of conditions represent
real and; objective constraints on such developments. The first set.
of conditions were those arising from the specific context of an
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oppressive colonial capitalist system. The second, were the nature N

and characteristics of the unions, as a product of this specific

context,

~In considering the first set of conditions, we are forced to
appreciate the colossal task faced by unions in a situation of high
and chronic unemployment and under-employment. The 12'elative
surplus population produced and sustained by colonial capitalism
was very high thloughout this period (50% of the: active
population). The charactcnsucally weak and extroverted econormc '.
base coupled with discriminatory policies had plgfound
consequences for the formation of the working class. First, the
mass of unemployed and undcr-cmployed Algerians were, By their

very status, 1naccesszblc to unionization. Secondly, the largc part of
‘the wage- _labour force was dispersed among a great number of

small enterprises, thus complicating further any attempt to mobilize

'and. organize workers. Thirdly, Europeans, disproporticjmately,

represented the urban wage-labourers. They were, conccnt!rated in
sectors of activity with relatively high material and moral secunty
(administration, services, and transport). They were palthlllally ,

accessible to union mobilization and organization. This parucular
‘fact had serious and lasting effects on the orientation of th; union

movement.

It was also noteworthy that agricultural workers w;elfe not
organized until 1936, and even then they were the lc;)cus of
suspicion simply because in their great majority, they were
Algerians. It was one of the aspects on which Algerian membership
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in the C ‘G. T. and P. C. A. were very critical of union policy They
- even saw in it a policy of deliberate neglect of those: workers and
clear expression of deep-rooted hostility and apprehension. For the
“mobilization of agricultural workers not only risks to disrupt the

colomal enterprise par excellence, but also had a clear nationalist
dlmensxon A question which the labour movement (unions and
p011t1cal parties) sought to avoid and towards which they adopted

1ncon31stent and equivocal attitudes®” .

Tlns combination of conditions lent the union movement its
spec1flc character. First, it was essentially a European movement

,whethe1 assessed in its composition or attitudes and policies. This

tendency changed little even when Algerian wor kers joined in great
numbels Secondly, the unions were directly linked to, and strictly
contr olled from, the metropolis. Their structural and doctrinal

‘dependence explained, in part at least, their failure to overcome the

congemtal weakness of their operation in Algeria. Thirdly, the
colomal context, with its various discriminatory measures and

'stlucu.ues, ensured that the unions were dominated by an

anstocracy recruited from the most accessible sectors of the

economy, and the more privileged sectors of wage-labour, i. €,
u1opear1 workels and some Algerian skilled and professional

WOor kers

The fact that the union movement retained its European

chalacter for so long can then be explained by the historical

" socio-economic stluctules and politico-legal systems of colonial
dom_matlon. In historical terms, the labour force 1ep1csented a
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segment of the metropolitan proletariat which both the unions and
political parties sought to mobilize and organize in accorc?lance with
the political struggles and class conflict in the mctropoli,s;. This was
especially clear in times of economic recession and political
upheavals, in 1930, 1934 and during and after the Sec{)nd World
War. Algcrians were, for a long time, excluded from the Eunions for

" political reasons, including the policy not to contest \évhich was

anchored in the submission of Algerians. This exclusion realized
two important aims. It confined Algerian workers in a position of

second class subjects. Secondly, it assured colonial capitalism a -

stable market for cheap labour, thus limiting the strength and
challenge of a potentially organized and united working class. This
explains the fact that the settler encouraged the promotion of

special legislation throughout most of the colonial period. The

ethnic division of society had its objective reasons in the logic of
colonial domination and the union movement as a produ;ct of those
same conditions could not but sustain this division and reproduce it.

The dependence of the union movement vista-vis the
metropolitan labour organizations and political partiesé was, 10 a
large extent, the corollary of the conditions discussed eflbove.-We
have alréady mentioned resistance of metropolitan union leadership
to any acknowledgemeni of the autonomy of lqéal union
61'ganizations. In fact, local union leadership reﬂ(:ected and
reinforced this attitude. From the metropolitan view the d;ependence
was justified by a number of reasons. First, Algerians, it vsizas argued,
still lacked skilled and trained militants to run their o@vn unions.
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‘Second autonomy would put unions in a very weak position

vis-a- v1s colonial authorities. They would both lose their legal

- status and legitimate cover and protection against repression. From

the vie\fvpoint of local union leadership autonomy would certainly
mean thc loss of their active role in policy-making structures at the
entelprlse and government levels. Second, autonomy was
associated with a tendency towards weakening the already fragile
unity of the local working class whose divisions along ethnic lines
would be enhanced by such a plocess(m) There was also a strong

sense of the need to preserve the relationship and solidarity of

WOrkelg‘s both in the colony and in the metropolis. Years of
traditional ties and doctrinal influence produced and sustained the
illusion that the liberation of colonized peoples could be achieved
only th;rough the liberation of the metropolitan proletariat.

The local unions were also elitist in character. This was by no

‘means! inherent feature of the union movement as such, but the

ploduct of the specific objective conditions we have outlined. The
social and occupational origin and background of union leadership
reflected the structur al conditions of unionization. They were

mostly Europeans, but the Algerians shared in the general pattern.
of recruitment from such occupations as junior and medium level

employees of public transport and other services, teachers and

foremcnm) .

Thcse were the type of people who invariably assumed the
leadelslup positions of different unions. The general compositions
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of uhion.membership and, in particular, their leadership, was
_relatéd_'tb their depéndent status vis-a-vis the metropolitan’ unions.
It might also explain the hesitant and equivocal attitude} of the
union movement towards the national question, being gé:ncrally
rooted in a cultural compatibility with the méﬂ‘opolitan Ieadéership.

However, the point - we made about the social origin's of the

-union leadership had a significance that extended beyond the

colonial situation. A similar pattern can be found in the

post-independence period characterized by the continuingi impact

of general socio-economic imbalance. It was striking how. similar

the. attitudes of rank and file workers to the union Iqajdership
-continucd to be. M. Launay recorded the following statement made

by an agricultural worker at the close of the colonlal per 1od and i mn

some respects it was still relevant :

"They would come once or twice a year, tatk well aﬂd
do nothing for us .. If we had a union card we would lé)c
thrown at the gates and starve to death, the union would
" do nothing. If yo'u break a plough you will be thrown at
the gates. You can go to the court, but you lose. evei‘y
time. And we still do not know who is the big boss of
the unidn"m) |

One of the major difficulties faced by the umons in all
Dcpcndent Social Formations, whether in the coloplal or
post-colonial periods is that associated with the high instability of
wage-labour. Workers were largely from a recent peasant
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background, in many cases, preserving strong ties with their rural

communities, thus forming a mass of what was termed "target
'workers”é. Consequently, unions experienced great fluctuations in
their membership. In the case of colonial Algeria this was true, to a
limited extent, about union membership but not the character of
wage-labbur. Studies of the colonial period have revealed a striking
degree of fixity ‘in relation to wage-labour. Limited chances of
employment offered by the colonial economy left no choice for
workersbut to develop attituders of "target workers" on a large

(73) | Bourdieu, for example,

scale as observed elsewhere in Africa
made this point very clear in his study of work and workers'

attitudes on the eve of political independence.

“In urban society, the sharpest cleavage is that .
sep:arating worker's into two groups, those who are
sta_t;ale.and they are extremely so, and those who are
uns?table {one in three) and they are also extremely so.

_ Thé chosen instability constitutes a luxury“m) ;

At this stage, we might conclude that the labour movement -

had little impact on the process of social transformation. This
argument; has not been a denial of its importance or relevance, but a
1'ecognitibn of the specifi_cally‘ difficult and complex context in
which it:emerged, developed and carried out its struggles. The
colonial barrier, the weight of the colonial bourgeoisie and the

colonial state was too much to allow for full and real expressions of

class divisions and conflicts. Instead, communal divisions on

ethnic, réligious and cultural grounds deeply rooted in h'ig'hly
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unequal socio-economic conditions and political oppression and
subordination gave rise to other forms of social solidal‘ity. The
future development of the union movement itself would bear clear

imprints of this transformation, dislocation of social conflicts and

antagonisms.

3 - Nationalism and the labour movement

3, 1 - The roots of the independent union movemeﬁt

Attempts to create a labour confederation which was both

nationalist and independent from the control and ihﬂuence of

menopohtan unions dated back to 1947. However, the general
socio-economic and pohncal conditions as well as the divisions

within the nationalist movement delayed its effective realization.

- The idea was taken up again in 1953 during the second.;congress of

the nationalist party (M. T. L. D.). This time a commission of
labour affairs headed by a union militant- A1ssat Idir-was
established™ . '

Some historians have suggested that union committees at the
wilaya level (provincial) as well as committees for the unemployed
were created, and a national conference of the unemployed was

“held in the period 1953 - 5479

These early attempts and their failure reflected the instability
of both the labour and nationalist movements. For the former, they

clearly signalled the deep-rooted dissatisfaction i'with, and

antagonisms within, the existing union organizations. For the latter,
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they reflected its inability to develop viable structures and forms of
organization to mobilize specific sections of the Algerian
-populaition. This may well be a particular feature of a nationalist

moventent with strong populist overtones.

The lauaching of the national liberation war in November

1954 l'épl'esented a turning point, not only in the history of the

nationalist movement with its various political formations, but also-

the labour movement and its organization, the trade unions. This
event ﬁas exacerbated the contradictions inside both movements,
especially accelerating the process of division inside the union
movenéent. This was mainly due to the fact that the F. L. N. had,
for the first time, posed the national question, not in terms of a
probabile event, but in concrete and practical terms. The unions and
the poliitical formations were forced to take practical stands and
choose: sides, rather than merely express preferences or reflect on a
theoret:ically possible event. The union movement failed to develop
a consistent attitude and a coherent programme in relation to the
hationaﬁ liberation, dashing the last illusions of the nationalist
militants. This confirmed them in their conviction that not even the
U. G S, A let alone the other unions, the C. F. T. C. and F. O,
was ﬁtndalnentally interested in the question of national

independence, continuing to pursue its economic demands only.

" 3,2. The creation of the U. S. T. A.

T;he Union Syndicale des Travailleurs Algeriens (U. 8. T. A))
was th?e first independent nationalist union. It was launched by
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Messali's Movement National Algerien (M. N. A.)' 0121 the 20th
February 195617 | 1ts creation was viewed favourably by colonial

authorities because it reinforced rivalry and bloody opposition that -

had developed between the F. L. N. and M. N. A. However, U. S.
T. A. had very little success in Algeria. Its membership, amounted

to a few thousands (5,000 by its own claims, this was coiisidered an

over-estimation of its strength). Its membership was limited to few

employment sectors as the composition of its first secretariat
suggested. Of the ten members of this secretariat, six were from
urban transport in the Algiers region, three from electricity and gas
services, and one was a hospital employee. By contrast,j its branch
in France was relatively successful, perhaps due to the élegacy and
inﬂuendé of Messali's previous political organizations (E.N. A., P.
P.'A., M. T. L. D.). Its strongholds were in the E’astern and
Northern regions of Flance In the aftermath of its first congleqs in
France in 1957, it claimed a membership of 75 000. But
independent sources suggested a figure of 15,000 membexs for its
metropolitan section'’® | There is little record of its doctrine or
programmes of action. However, a strong anti- commumst feeling

was said to have been its dominant orientation.

Both the creation and role of the U. S. T. A. and M. N. A. are
still very problematic. It is known that in 1956, U. S. T A. played
an active role in breaking strikes called by U. G. S A. Most
seriously, Gailissot has pointed to police and other government
archives suggesting that this union was at certain moments used by

and / or cooperated with colonial and metropolitan authouues(m)
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Whatevel may have been the reasons behind its creation, this union

had little 1111pact among Algerian workers, especially in Algeria.

3. 3 U.G.T. A. from its creahon to its exile

The Union Générale des Travailleurs Algeuens, (U. G. T.
A.), was c1eated just four days after the U.S. T. A. on February 24,
1956. In 1ts structure it reflected the strong influence of the French
union models especially the C. G. T., and U. G. S. A. from which
its Jeadets came. It was presented as an independent nationalist
labour confederatlon of various occupation-based unions. It had a
hlelalchwally centralized structure composed of an executive
comlmttee of 21 members, which elected an executive bureau of 12
mcmbms, and this in turn chose a secretariat of five members.
Horizontally, it was or ganized in three regional unions (Algiers,
Oran and Biida) and two local unions in Algiers itself. [n addition
to these, U G. T. A. had a special commission of control with five
membels All the decisions were to be taken by the congress held

- every two years. The first occupational unions to join the U. G. T.
A. were, the railways union, post office employees, dock workers,

dgrlcultural workers, and later the teachers union. According to
union clalms its membership rose very rapidly achieving 110,000
one yeal after its creation, distributed among 72 sections (the basic
union structurc) Its implantation in the Eastern region, however,
was very weak, if not absent due mainly to the intensification of the
war in this part of the country. In February 1957 the U. G.T. A
extended its activities to Algerian emigrant workers through the
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creation of the "Amicale Générale des Travailleurs Algérielils” (A.
G. T. A.). This was conceived as an association of emi g_rant!s and a
mouth-piece of the union and the F. L. N. Algerian workcfs were
encouraged to join French unions, especially C. G. T., whi le the A.
G. T. A. played a more prominent role in civic and p'olit'ical
matters, representing emigrants interests at the highest levels and
- mobilizing support for the national questlon( 0, ’

Tn terms of objectives, U. G. T. A. defined its aims in a
classical trade unionist manner. These were made explicit in the

declaration of its first national secretariat®l :

- to give workers' struggles a new and revolutionary orientation,

congl uent with their profound aspirations.

- to help workers acquire a class consciousness enablmg them to

fight al} exploiters without distinction.

- to eradicate all forms Qf discrimination in the defencc§ of the

working class.
- t0 estabhsh real and effective democracy within the umom

- to realize the unity of the Algerian W01k1ng class by ]omm g one
- International Trade Union Confederation. S

The U. G. T. A. was conceived as universal, that is, ;Opell to
all workers without distinction of race, religion or pi:)litical
convictions. But the repeated calls to European workers sélggests
that these were not attracted to join despite the recommendation
made by the P. C. A. to its members and sympathizers aftei' the
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banning ofithe U. G. 8. A. The U. G. T. A's leadership stressed

that their strategic aim was :

"the construction of a democratic Algeria against the
1mpel:1ahs_ts and feudalists .. Only the U. G. T. A. can
represent the class consciousness of all the Algerian

o 2
prolctanat”(g') .
The attempt to cross ethnic lines was also expressed in the
call made ih an open letter to European workers

M"We ale democrats. We would not accept to live under

a feudal, monarchial or theocratic 1eg1me“(8 ),

In it§ first and only year of legal existence U. G.T. A. was
actively mvolved in a number of economic and political strikes. Its
members and leaders were subjected to all sorts of harassment and

(84)  One of its first shows of suength was its

- repression
participation in the election of enterprises’ committees of the 30th
April, 1956 U. G. T. A. delegates took 72% (12 of 18) of the seats
contested. But the Gove11101 General declared these results
unacceptable and offered the seats to other unions, mamly the F. O.
‘Examples of repression which U. G. T. A. militants had to endure
are too many to enumerate and we have given just two of them
here. In May 1956, U. G. T. A. offices were stormed by police who
seized documents and arrested 150 members including all its
leaders. In June 1956, union offices wete again searched after a
bomb explosion, documents were seized and 700 members .

arrested. It was only too significant that U. G. T. A. in the first
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months of 1957 had already had its seventh National Sccrqtariat(gs).

The wave of strikes, whether economic or political, fstartcd in
1956 by a political general strike successfully followecj in both
Algeria and France. This led to new arrests in the union ranks and
in reaction to the repression a new strike was called in August
1956. In November 1956 a general strike was called, thigs time in
collaboration with the Moroccan U. M. T. and the Tunis?ian U.G.
T. T., in commemoration of the second anniversary of the
liberation war. In J anuary 1957 a strike by railwayi workers
developéd into a strike of dock workers, and 74 union officers were
arrested. The longest and most successful strike was the general
strike of 26th January, 1957. This was called to show .su'pport for
the F. L. N., as the United Nations General Assembly. was debating
the Algerian question for the first time. The strike was obéerved by
all Algerians and lasted more than a week: The repression
' following this event was even greater than before with 1583 union
‘officers imprisoned _while" a number were .either killcd or
disappeared. By mid-1957 U. G. T. A. could no longer withstand
the systematic repression, and went underground with 1its lezzadership
posted to Tunisia where the F. L. N. had its hca'd.quarters(i%) . This
event represented a major turning point in the developmfent of U.
G. T. A. Its activities in' Algeria dropped 'dIamaticalIyi, and its
political involvement in the first year, coupled with the! growing
need to coordinate its clandestine activity, led to its subordination
to the F. L. N. |
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Asi_a result most of its efforts became concentrated outside
the cou{ntry. The unions new role involved two specific
missions®”. First, there was a diplomatic task aimed at gaining the
-1ecogmt10n of the International Congress of Free Trade Unionism.
This also involved intensive activity to gather support for the F. L.
N. Second, the U. G. T. A. became more concerned with training
and educating trade union officers and plannin g for the future role
it would play when political independence was eventually
achieveq. In this period also the U. G. T. A. intensified its activities
in Franc';e through A.G.T. A. until the latter was banned by French
n1étropolit3n authorities in August, 1958 as a result of its political

activity.

3.4 - Nationalism and trade unionism : U. G. T. A.and F. L. N.

A1;1 interesting question that historians of the Algerian labour
‘movement have 110t'cxplicitly formulated was why the final split
_of the U G. S. A. and the creation of an independent national union
only occf:un‘ed one and a half year after the liberation war had been
launcheél 9 We believe the answer to this question is to be found in .
both thé weakness and divisions within the nationalist movement,
on the one haid, and the 1elat1ve1y strong influence of U. G. S. A.~
among Algenan workers, on the other. The first point can be seen
from the; reaction of all Algerian political formations : the M. T. L.
D., the P C. A., the Association of Ulema and the M. N. A. These
were without exception, suspicious, if not openly hostile to the
armed sitruggle and its leaders. With respect to the second point, the
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existing union 01‘ganization (U. G. S. A.) despite its internal
divisions, seemed at least temporarily, mere comforting in the
context of the confusion affecting the political scene. :

The lapse of time between the outbreak of war in November
1954 and the creation of the U. G. T. A. in 1956, had a double
function. It confirmed the F. L. N. as an authentic nationali;st and
popular force leading a liberation war, and not a moméntary
uprising. -Second, it also confirmed the equivocal and hesitant of
the U. G. S. A. towards the question of national indepenélence,
including the impossibility of taking an independent stand from the
metropolitan confederation. These two significant events ceftainly
convinced Algerian militants in U. G. S. A. of the ueceséity to

create their own independent union organization.

We have to raise this question because it is also associated
with an important claim : that the U. G. T. A. was a creation;of the
F. L. N. 8 This could be seen to have within it an explanation of
the delay in the split of U. G. S. A. and the creation of U. G T. A.
However, there is no historical evidence to support such a blaim.

Quite the contrary. Documents from the period, whether issued by

F. L. N. or U. G. T. A., suggest that no links of direct
orgarizational subordination existed. Their relationship pr;ior to
1958 appears to have been through individual militants whc} were
affiliated to both organizations. The institutionalization of closer
links came as a result of a number of elements, not least the
increasing repression to which both were subjected. Thef most
important element was certainly their specifically'11ati(:)na1is_t

- 58




Arab Economic Journal - 571396

ideology. Theu nationalism in distinction to that propagated by the
P. C. A. and plactlscd by the U. G. S. A., "the nation in the
making", iwas firmly nostalgic. For them, the nation had already
been in e{(istence with all its spiritual, cultural and soc io-political
elements. ?What it needed was a resurrection, reaffirmation of all

that was suppressed, distorted and violated.

It was, however, of utmost importance to note the existence
of some 1deolog1cal and political differences between F. L. N. and
U.G. T. A The former never considered the working class an

;n1po1ta11; social force in the revolutionary liberation and

transformation of Algerian society. Rather, it saw the working class

as a potentially conservative force. Such an attitude may be
explaineci by the social origins of the F. L. N. leadership (petite
boulgemsm) and its claimed base in the peasaniry. In its first
elabomte ideologico-political programme, the Soummam

declaration of 1956, the F. L. N. leadership exalted the peasantry -

and was, to some extent, critical of the workers. Nevertheless, it
recognized their distinctive role and weight in strengthening the

liberation movement :

"The working class can and must bring a more dynamic
contribution, giving impetus to the rapid evolution of

the revolution, its power and final success"® .

As :Gallissot has rightly argued, the complexity and, indeed,
confusmn characterizing the relationship between the F. L. N. and
the umon movement was the product of the specific conditions of
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the liberation struggle. These necessitated close lin;ks and
coordination of actions leading to the subordination of

socio-economic concerns and objectives of the union to the

‘political aims of the F. L. N. and its strategy of national liberation.

This subordination was reflected, in the period after 1958 by the
organic domination of F. L. N. apparatuses over the U. G.; T.A. It
is also important to note that this institutional and 1deologlca1
hegcmony had a specific class content. The F. L. N., despite its
heterogeneous social compesition was in its early phase doiminated

" by a radical grouping of the petite-bourgeoisie. ‘Later ‘on, the
' predommancc of this fraction was weakened, through a pr ocess of

the accommodation of other political tendencies 1cplescntmg

different- groups of the rural-and urban bOul!IeOISIC(() ) The

hegemony of the F. L. N. over the U. G. T. A. was not, thelefore,

simple contingency plan dictated by conjunctural condmons but
reflected a latent process of class hegemony in the makmg The
working class and its independent or ganization would celtamly
represent the main threat to the alliance that emerged between the
bourgeoisie and the petite-bourgeoisie, and its subordina;ﬁon 'and

control represented one of the main tasks of this alliance.

Colonial suppression and exploitation was a : genelal
phenomenon, though different classes or groupings of clabses did
not experience it in the same way and were affected in; varying
degrees. In effect, however, the principal contradicti%on, that
between. the colonial order and the indigenous society, to some
extent overlaid, its internal divisions and antagonisms. Thfc aim of
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national independence was the overriding goal on which all social
forces could agree, but nothing beyond that. Algerian workers and

their uhions were no exccption as this statement clearly suggested :

"We ought to be clearly understood, in the present

Stage, the principal enemies of the Algerian people. and
: 1e workers in particular, is French colonialism. That is
why each worker must understand that the U. G. T. A.
1s closer to any Algerian industrialist imprisoned for his
pdtllOtlSlTl than to Mr. Zittel, the former C. G. T.
Sec1etaly of Algiers Municipal W01kels who defends
the slavish policy applied by the former unionist

lacoste“(91)-.

Even the "revolutionary” character claimed by the union
movement was not foreign to-the F. L. N.'s populist ideology.
Indecqi, here we could find anothel convergence. The revolufion
was couched in general terms and associated with political
111dependence However, U. G. T. A. saw this latter as a necessary,
but suff101ent condition for the emanmpauon of the popular masses.
The soc1o -political project of a future society was something which
‘the F.L. N. ideology did not, most prabably intentionally, specify.
For the union movement there was a socio-political project,
howeve1 vague and lacking a clear social content. This was
spec1f1ed in general terms as nationalization of foreign assets, state
pr opelty of all material wealth, and costruction of a planned and

mdependent economy on the basis of industrialization.
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"It is not a secret for anyone : tomorrow's Algeria ﬁmst
be, will be-because this is the will of its peop]ﬁe— a
socialist Algeria .. What we want is to be totally free,

and there is no total freedom without economic: and
“social liberation. This is the essential : disappearance of
all exploitatioh .. We are not fighting to exchzﬁmge
masters, but in order not to have any, it mean;s to
become masters of ourselves. The condition of! this
freedom is socialism. It implies the distribution of
wealth, suppression of all forms of monopoly anfd all

the privileges, a planned economy"® |

Another key element in this socio-political project was
agrarian reform. Here as elsewhere, however, the lack of a specific
social content and definite plans for the future forms of

socio-economic organization was clear.

"With respect to the agrarian reform, it must be
complete .. : limitation of property, distribution of éland

.to those who work it, collective cultivation"® .

It was, therefore, not totally justifiable to claim, as some
scholars did, that the U. G. T. A. saw political independgnce as its
strategic and final aim and had no perspective beyond tha?t point, no
plans for the future, however vague and genera].(%) Ct \fvas a more
sefious charge to dismiss the revolutionary project of th;s U.G. T
A. as an independent nationalist union movement in the way
Gallissot did : |
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" "There is no need for a revolutionary programme for
the aftermath of political liberation, since the
suppression of the colonial status is sufficient. Does not
this revolutionary national trade unionism hide, behind
the term of national revolution, a reformism of simple

5001a1 piomotion(%)

It was undoubtedly true that the union movement was
dm‘rmiated by a particular stratum of the emergent working class;
.mainléy, non-manual employees and manual skilled workers. But
this was a product of the specific historical conditions in which the
Iaboui movement developed previously and within which U. G.T.
A. wzis created. The liberation war, the violent suppression during
the yci:ai's of its existence and the exile of its leadership had all
inflicted damaging consequences on the union movement which
must 1;10t underestimated. The U. G. T. A. problem, in our view, did
not 1ié in the absence of a revolutionary programme for the futuré,
but ra;ther in the absence of an objective base.

éSince 1957 when it went underground and its leadership was
cxileci the possibilities of a serious mobilization of workers was
gieatly compromised. Even before that the context of the war had
1mposed on the union a specific orientation for its actions, mainly
pohtlcal strikes and anti-colonial propaganda at the expense of
class- onented actions of mobilization and education of workers.
The contiasting example presented by emigrant workers in the
metropolis was significant in this sense. Only this group had, to

some extent, the chance and, indeed, the privilege of developing its
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class consciousness and ideology in the context of socializing

action of the metropolitan labour movement and the iéntensive

‘action of the A. G. T. A. But this group was as much in; exile as

were the U. G. T. A. and its leadership. The role pliayed by
emigrant workers in the formulation of U. G. T. A. idcoiogy and
programmes 1is difficult to overestimate, but more importaint is the
fact that this group represented inside the U. G. T. A., the potential
core, as against the non-manual service employees d011ﬁnéting the
union in Algeria. It is not our intention to claim that U. G T. A.
had an- unproblematic and revolutionary class ideoélogy or
programme, but to draw attenton to the specific naturé: of the

movement and the conditions within which it was developing, and
- consequently the potentially conflicting orientations resulting from

its status and role. The U. G. T. A. had and still has, both class and -

national aims objectives.
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Fo_ot Notes & references

(1) Land’ owned by the Bay (Turkish name for govemors ruling provinces
under the Ottoman Empire).

- (2) This mcluded communal land, habous and tribal property all of which

_ Were not considered as private property since they were not
' regisftered as such under the French legal system,

(3) Communal lands were common property for all members of a tribe.
Eve:ryone had a right to cultivate it, but could not claim its
ownership. It was inalienable; i. . could not be sold or exchanged.

(4) See, K. Farsoun, "State Capitalism in Algeria". Middle East Research
Information Project Reports (MERIP), Vol., 35, 1975, P. 3. o

See also Bennoune, M. "Origins of the Algerian Proletariat”. In
~ Dialectical Anthropology. Vol. 1, No. 3, 1976, PP, 201 - 224,

(5) RAFFINOT M. & JAQUEMOT, P., Le Capitalisme d' Etat en

. Algérie; Paris, Edition$ Maspero, 1977.

(6) A. System in which landlords lease their property to peasants in order
to cultivate it taking one - fifth of the crop as a remuneration for their
efforts.

(7) The population pressure on land in pre-colonial Algeria was the result
of both the steady growth of population and the development of
forms of unequal access to land. See J. C. Martens, Le¢ Model
Algérien de Développement; SNED, Alger, 1973, PP. 137 - 39.

(8) The:traditional sector and local communities provided means of

' subsistence and labour-power while the modern sector realized the
valorization of capital. They were also articulated through the subtle
mechamsms of market and commodu:y relations ensuring the transfer -
of both surplus labour and surplus value.

- (9) RAFFINOT & JAQUEMOT, Op.,, Cit., P. 29.

(10} Ibid, P. 29. '

an Barbé, T, "Les Classes Sociales en Algérie”; Economie et Politique,
Part 1, Sept., Oct., 1959, PP. 9 - 13.
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(12) Barbé, Op., Cit., P. 16. :

(13) Marx notes that the relative surplus population is directly linked to
changes in the process of capital accumulation and in its compositon.
These changes.are "always connected with violent fluctuations and
the temporary production of a surplus populaiton, whether ihis takes.
the more striking form of extrusion of workers already empoyed, or
the less evident, but not less real, form of a greater difficulty in
absorbing the additional working population through its customary
outlets”. Capital, Vol., 1, Penguin Books & N. L. R. (eds.), 1976, PP,

782 -3,

(14) This increased the 11umber of peasants searching for a:dditional
income, hence the growing number of potential wage—labéurers on
the labour market.

(15} Barbé points out that at least 90,000 units must be added {0 the
figure of active population in 1954. The 1954 census has used very
restrictive criteria in defining this category, a fact acknowledged by

-¢olonial authorities and not without significance in view of the
‘political context of that period in which the liberation Ewar was
launched. |

(16) Though the emigration to France started before 1914, lhlS movement
assumed unprecedented proportions after the Second Worild War :
35,000 departures in 1946; 80,000 in 1948; 142,000 in 1651, and
165,000 in the first nine months of 1954. The Algerian community in
France totalled 300,000 in 1954. The rural areas were ihe main
reservoir for this movement. In some regions 40 - 50% of ;the male
population was working in France. 90% of emigrants w{are wage

 labourers, and 80% of them came directly from the rural areas. 70%
of all emigrant workers were unskilled manual labourérs 22%
semi-skilled and generally employed in Construction and Public -
Works, and metallurgical and mechanjcal industries. Only 5% of
them - attained the category of skilled workers. 0. 1%5 that of
supervisors or foremen and 0.1% employed in office wérk. See.
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Charles-Robert Ageron : Hlstmre de 1'Algérie Contemporame Vol
L P. U. F., Paris, 1979, PP. 529 - 30.

(17) AGERON, C. R. Op,, Cit,, PP. 509, 514.

(18) The Algerian landed bourgeoisie constituted a small fraction of 4%
of all; Algerian landowners and had a share of one-third of all
agricuiltural production of the Algerian community including 31.5%
of cereals, 22.%% dry vegetables, 30% vineyard products and 27.8%
of industrial crops. See Barbé, Op., Cit,, P. 19.”

(19) Seasonal labour is a form barely distinguishable from total
‘unemployment, Labourers work on average 90 days a year for an
annual income of 20,000 to 25, 000 old Francs in 1954 which is
.underg subsistence level as colonial administrators. themselves
acknowleded. See, AGERON, C.R., Op,, Cit., PP. 511 - 512.

(20) AGERON, C.R,, Op., Cit., PP 215 - 21 & 510 - 517. ‘

(21) The architects of the Plan de Constantine - a five year plan (1959 -
63) - destined to industrialize the colony - acknowledged that :
" Algerian industry is composed of industrial enclaves technically and
ge'ogr;aphically‘ isolated from each other, multiplication or
accelc—:fration effects which follow from industrial development are, in

- the actual situation, quasi-absent .. The greal;esf part of commercial
networks find their point of departure in import or end in export, in
many! cases the interests of importers or exporiers constitute
obstacles to industrial development”,

Rapport Général du Plan de Constantine, P. 483, cited in T.
Benhouria; L'Economie Algérienne, Paris, Maspero, 1980, P. 224
See also AGERON, Op., Cit., PP. 500 .- 504. He partly rejects the
responsibilties attributed to metropolitan capital and authorities
putting the blame on the absence of an entrepreneurial class as well
as the geographical and socio-political constraints.

{22) In these two occasions the influence of metropolitan capllal declined

' provxdmg an opportunity for local investment to develop in the
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absence of metropolitan companies. However, the conversion of
local capital from agriculture and commerce into industry fa11ed fora
number of reasons. See Ageron, Op., Cit. -

(23) RAFFINOT & JAQUEMOT, Op,, Cit., P. 35. .

(24) The plan failed for two main reasons. First, errors of Judgement
inherent in the logic of the plan counting on greater involvement of
meteopolitan private capital and a local class of entrepreneunal
bourgeoisie. Both failed to react favourably - the first because of the

. unproﬁtablhty of the adventure and the risks it involved; the second,
mainly because of its weakness and to some extent uncertainty of
outcome. The second reason was the intensification of the war. See
RAFFINOT & JAQUEMOT, Op., Cit., PP. 37 - 38. ’ '

(25) AGERON Op., Cit., PP, 500 - 502. Such figures did niot include
those given by Barbé. In fact, different sources provide contradlctory
figures, hence their limited value. '

(26) Barbé, Op., Cit., Part IL, P. 36.

(27) Toid, P. 37.

(28) Ibid, P. 26.

(29) Barbé, Op., Cit., PP. 23 - 25, Algerian enterprises conmbuted 8% to
GDP and European 90%, three-quarters of this share was prov1ded
by the largest 1,000 enterprises.

(30) See Taleb, A., "Essai de recension des enterprises dans l‘Algéne
coloniale”; in m_ms___mt&lwmqw_—m
XX Siecles, Tome 1. Eds. L'Harmathan, 1983, P. 512. The author
points to the reliance of colonial industries on the European
population as their main market, but does not a.nalyse thlS
- relationship in any depth.

(31) Populaton figures taken from the census of 1954 prov1ded by Barbé

, Op., Cit.
(32) M. Larnaude, "Algérie", P. 102; cited in Barbé, Pt 1P 21‘
(emphasis added). :
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(33) Barbé, Op., Cit., Pt. 1, P. 9 See also Table 2.3 above.

(34) Taking 1948 as index (100), Ageron notes that Algerian urban
p'opulfation increased from 66% to 131 from 1936 to 1954 while the
rural population increased in the same period from 87% to 115.

“ Ageron, Op., Cit., PP. 473 - 74. )

(35) ‘Thmjughout, we have made a distinction between wage labour

. comprising all those who sold their labour power for wage returms

" and wokers who, although part of this category, were distinct by their
position in the hierarchical system of authority and their direct
invoh}ement in the production process. '

(30)The szerag'e annual earnings of shilled European workers were
between 300,000 and 600,000 F. Algerians of the same category
eameﬁ between 300,000 and 400,000 F; Semi-skilled and unskilled

. Europeans, 250,000 F. For the Algerians the unskilled eamed 80,000
- F. and between 180,000 and 250,000 for the semi-skilled .

‘ Three fifths of Algenans workers were unskilled and an additional
133, 000 were. permanenlly unemployed, thus living under
subsistence levels: ' : : '

- See Barbé, Op., Cit., Pt. II PP. 44 - 45.

(37) One of the ways is the exclusion of all women on the ground that
they were not seeking employment.

(38) This was the case untill the liberalization of political life in Algeria
following the riots of October 5, 1988. '

(39) These approaches were also ideologically motivated in the sense that

. they expressed the viéwpoint of the national bourgeoisie and
petlte bourgeowle anxious to obliterate the internal division within

- the Algerian commumty See - F. Soufi, "Sources et Problémathues
de P'Histoire du Mouvement Ouvrier en Algérie"., CRIDSH,
Umversue d'Oran, H1st01re de lAlgéne : études,. sources et
documenlg, No., 9, 1983.P '

See also A. Koulakssis & G Meynier, "Sur le Mouvement Ouvner
et lesi Communists d'Algérie au lendemain de la premicre Guerre
o { i
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Mondiale™; in Le Mouvement Social, No. 130, Jan - Maréh 1985, P.
3. s

(40-) A mass of official government documents, party and uniqn records,
réports and publications are still unused and many are macjcessible o
researchers, scattered as they are in different places in Alg!eria and in
France. A great mass was destroyed during the war andé the panic
‘leading to independence. ' :

See F. Soufi, Op., Cit. :
(41) ‘Weiss, F.; Doctrine et Action Svndicale en Algérie. Parls Cujas,
© 1970, P. 17.

(42) Koulakssis & Meynier, Op., Cit., PP. 2 - 3,

(43) F. Soufi, Op., Cit.. PP. 20 - 24, :

(44) The "Code de l'indigenat” was promulgated since 1881 for a period
of seven years, renewed in 1888, and was suspended in p_rmc:1pa1 in

- 1896. Its objective was total control over the Algerian soc;iety in the -

* wake of the end of military rule and the introduction of civilian rule.

In its terms, 33 specific items were considered puniShablé offences,

~ ranging from verbal abuse of any form of colonial au;thority to

* unlicensed travel outside the municipality familial apd public

gatherinqs without permission - all of which were punishable by
imprisonment and fines. See C. R. Ageron, Op., cit., PP. 24, 25, 49.

(45) There are no exact figures but the number of Algerians who served
in the war was estimated between 120,000 and 150, 000. See Ageron.
Op.. Cit. '

(46) See Koulakssis & Meynier, Op., Cit.. P. 4., Figures for union
membership and composition in ethnic terms or occupatzions were
not available for those early years. However, unions Ewere still

' essentially European-based. 3

(47) See Soufi, F., op., Cit., P. 5.

{48) Koulakssis & Meynier, Op., Cit.. P. 5. :

(49) Soufi, P. 23. In this case a European teacher was dismissed by the
authorities for his involvment with workers. This refl:ectcd the
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influence the landed colonial bourgeocisie had over colonial
authorities and their determination to break any form of solidarity.

(50) Koulakssis & Meynier, Op., Cit., P, 27.

(51) Soufi, Op., Cit., P. 15.

(52) Ibid, PP. 16 - 18, Examples of widespread and systematic
suppression were numerous. We mention twb which reflected with
their ‘anecdotic character the type of atmosphere in which Unions
operated. In 1919, a shopkeeper was imprisoned for shouting "Vive
le Bolshevisme", and a union militant for raising the red flag.

(53) The aim was to spread socialist ideas in the colonies and prepare
them tor the eventual socialist revolution in the capitalist centre.

(54) Ageron, Op., Cit., PP. 379 - 389. The auther gives examples of
ambiguities of the position of communists tom between support for a
nationalist cause and the spirit of internationalism on a proletarian

‘ basis.f '

(55) Weiss, F., Op., Cit., P. 20.

Union membership and its distribution was not available in all '
documents consulted. Only fragmented information existed.

(56) For a detailed account of the rise of Algerian nationalism and its
different political expreSsions and organization and its relation to the
conm;lunist movement, see Ageron, Op., Cit.

(57) On the 8th May, popular demonstrations took to the streets of many
Algér;ian cities and towns especially in the Eastern region (Setif
Guelrina, Skikda, kharrata .. ). These demonstrations were instigated
by the naitonalist party P.P.A.-M. T. L.. D., claiming independence
for Algeria on the eve of the Allied victory in the Second War.
Colorflial authorities brutally suppressed these demonstrations leaving
thous?nds dead and injured, arhong them a number of Algerian
Unioxél militants. The C. G. T. and the communist party blamed the
nationalists and denounced them as 'agitators’,

(58) See R Gallissot, "Syndicalisme et Nationalisme : La fondation de
I'Union Générale des Travailleurs Algériens, ou du Syndicalisme C.
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G. T. ou Syndicalisme Algérien (1954 - 1956 - 1958)
Mouvément Social. Vol.; 66, Jan.,-March 1969, P. 9 & footnote 8.

(59) 1bid, P. 9. P

(60) This followed a decision by the International Communistaat its 7th
Congress held in Moscow in 1936. It was resisted by tradeunionists .
in the leadership of the P. C. F. and seen later by Algerian
communists as essentially negative because the party was denied any
real base as unions were still tied to the metropolitan C. G. T. and -~
consequently to the P. C. F. See Weiss, Op., Cit., P! 22, and
Ouzegane, A., Le Mielleur Combat, Julliard, Paris, 1963.

(61) A statement by L. Jouhaud, leader of the C. G. T. cited by F
Hached, founder of U. G. T. T,, cited by Weiss, Op., Cit., P, 21.

(62) Archives of C. G. T., Dossier : Organizations Algénennes C. G T.
Frangaise, cited by Gallissot, Op., Cit., P. 11. :

' (63) See Gallissot, Op., Cit., P. 24, :

(64) The two unions were :- Union des Syndicats de Travallleurs
Algériens (U. S. T. A.) and Union Générale des Travallleurs :
Algériens (U. G. T. A.). Both will be discussed in the next chapter

(65) Gallissot, Op., Cit., P. 25, footnote 75. :

(66) Weiss, Op., Cit,, PP.20-21.

(67) For a detailed discussion of the position of authorilies toward unions,
See Gallissot. R., Op., Cit., PP. 16 17 See also F. Weiss, Op Cit.

(68) Gallissot, R. Op., Cit., P: 18,

(69) Ouzegane, A., Le Meilleur Combat. Op., Cit., PP. 90 - 91

(70) See Weiss, Op Cit., P. 22 and Gallissot, P. 13.

(71) Gallissot; R., P. 14.

(72) M. Launay, Les Paysants Algériens Eds. Seuil, 1936, P. 140

(73) See R. Cohen and R. Sandbrook (eds.); The Develooment of an
African working class : studies in class formation d]’ld action;

. London, Longman, 1975.

(74) Bourdieu, P. et al. Travail et Travallleurs en Algén Parls et La

Haye, Mouton, 1963. Cited in Gallissot, Op., Cit., P. 34. :
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(75) See Weiss, Op., Cit., P. 30.

(76) Ageron, Op., Cit., PP. 592 - 93. - . A

an Messziali Hadj, a major political figure in the history of the nationalist '
movement, leader of E. N. A, P. P. A. - M. T. L. D., and when the
party gsplit in 1953, over the question of Messali’s leadership, into
loyalifsts and oppositoin to the F. L. N. as the liberation war was
1au1_1c1:1ed, and armed confrontation opposed militants of both parties
durin!g the war. :

(78) Sce_Weiss, Op. cit., P. 29, foomote No. 6 and Gallissot, Op., Cit., P.

(79 Ga]li?sot, Op., Cit., P. 20, footnote 53.

(80) Weiss, F. Op., Cit., PP. 30 - 32. ,

(81) The declaration of the National Secretariat appeared in LOuvrier
Algétien No. 1, of 6.4. 1956, reproduced in Weiss, Op., Cit., P. 321.

(82) Aissét Idir in "Conscience Maghrébine”, Cited by Weiss, P. 34.

(83) U. G. T. A, "Appel aux travailleurs Algériens d'origine
Européenne”; Jan 1957. See Weiss, Op., Cit., P. 322.

(84) Weiss, F. Op., Cit., P. 33. _

(85) SeeiWeiss, Op., Cit.,, PP. 33 - 34. Successive members of the

" National Secretariat were either jailed or went into exile in Tunisia
and Morocco. Aissat 1dir the founder and first secretary of the U. G.
T. A! died in prison in 1958 after being tortured for months.

(86)Weiss, F. Op., Cit., P. 36. '

(87) Weiss, Op., Cit., P. 37.

(88) See'Gallissot, Op., Cit., P. 38, where he points to some historical
evidence on the question of U. G. T. A. 's independence relying on
the téstimony of some early militants. ,

(89) F. L. N., Plate - forme de la Soummarn, cited by Gallissot, Op., Cit.,
P.39. _ :

(90) Thié changg in the balance of power was the result of other political
formations joining the F. L. N.in 1955 - 56, though as individuals.

The. composition of the Conseil National de la Revolution
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Algérienne, the supreme instance in F. L. N. apparatus rellected this :
17 of the members were from the early leaders, a radical splinter
group of the M. T. L. D. tive were from the "Centralist" tendency of
the M. T. L. D., two {rom the liberal "assimilationists", and: two from
the Association of the Ulema. Some of the "Centralists”, the
liberalists and the Ulema were all representative of different fractions
of the bourgeoisie (large landowners, traders, entrepreﬁeurs and
liberal professions). See Gallissot, Op., Cit. :

(91) I'Ouvrier Algérien No. 1, 6th April 1956. Cited in Galllssol P. 40,
original emphases.

See also M. Mashino, "Entreticn avec un syndicalist Algénen" in
Les Temps Modernes, Oct. - Nov. 1960, P. 527.

(92) See M. Mashino, Op., Cit., P. 525, original emphasis.

(93) Ibid, P. 525, -
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