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Abstract

France had been among the states that coveted Algeria since the
Napoleonic period. Napoleon aspired to transform the western
basin of the Mediterranean into a “French lake.” Throughout the
Ottoman presence in Algeria, France sought to conclude
agreements and treaties and to benefit from commercial privileges,
eventually reaching the wheat question and the debts attached to it.
These tensions led to the so-called fly-whisk incident, the naval
blockade, and finally military intervention. When the circumstances
of this occupation are examined, it becomes clear that most Western
and Arab historians alike have affirmed that French interest in
Algeria was not born in the nineteenth century. Rather, it was the
outcome of a colonial political project that had matured in the minds
of French kings and emperors. Its roots go back to King Louis IX
of France, who formulated a project to eliminate Maghrebi corsair
activity and occupy its principal centers: Tripoli, Tunis, and
Algiers. For the French, this constituted the beginning of the idea
of occupying Algeria. The acquisition of commercial privileges in
certain Algerian ports intensified the French desire to obtain
additional positions and resources. France therefore sent

Oz

Fransa, Napolyon doneminden itibaren Cezayir {izerinde hakimiyet
kurmak isteyen devletlerden biri olmustur. Napolyon, Akdeniz’in
bati havzasini bir “Fransiz gdliine” doniistiirmeyi amaglamistir.
Cezayir’deki Osmanli varligi boyunca Fransa, ¢esitli anlagmalar ve
antlagmalar imzalamaya ve kendisine taninan ticari ayricaliklardan
yararlanmaya ¢alismigtir. Bu iligkiler zamanla bugday meselesine
ve bu ticaretten kaynaklanan borglara kadar uzanmistir. Taraflar
arasinda ortaya ¢ikan gerilimler, sdzde yelpaze olayina, ardindan
deniz ablukasina ve nihayetinde Fransiz askeri miidahalesine yol
acmustir.

Isgalin ortaya ¢iktig1 kosullar incelendiginde, gerek Batili gerekse
Arap tarihgilerin ¢ogunun Fransa’nin Cezayir’e yonelik ilgisinin on
dokuzuncu yiizyilda baglamadigini kabul ettigi goriilmektedir. Bu
ilgi, Fransiz krallar1 ve imparatorlarinin diisiincelerinde zamanla
olgunlagan somiirgeci bir siyasi projenin sonucuydu. Projenin
kokleri, Magrip’teki korsanlik faaliyetlerini ortadan kaldirmay1 ve
Trablus, Tunus ve Cezayir gibi baslica merkezleri isgal etmeyi
planlayan Fransa Krali IX. Louis donemine kadar uzanmaktadir.
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exploratory missions and concluded agreements and treaties in
periods of both war and peace. Once the country’s strategic
importance became evident, the desire to possess this rich territory
was confirmed. France then began to fabricate numerous pretexts,
driven by several motives, and did not refrain from the occasional
use of force. It launched several campaigns that, after political and
military interventions, culminated in a successful naval landing and
then occupation. This research paper examines the political
backgrounds of French colonialism in Algeria. The occupation
emerged as the inevitable outcome of numerous causes, although it
was outwardly reduced to a single political cause. Yet anyone who
follows the history of the European presence in the western
Mediterranean, the internal developments experienced by the
French government, and France’s external international position
will see that the occupation represented a logical progression of
events experienced by both states during that period.

Keywords: France; Algeria; political backgrounds; military power;
occupation.

Fransizlar agisindan bu proje, Cezayir’i igsgal etme diislincesinin
baglangicini olugturmustur.

Fransa’nin bazi Cezayir limanlarinda ticari ayricaliklar elde etmesi,
tilkede daha fazla stratejik mevki ve ekonomik kaynak edinme
arzusunu giiclendirmistir. Bu nedenle Fransa, hem savag hem de
baris donemlerinde bolgeye kesif heyetleri gondermis ve farkli
anlagmalar  imzalamigtir.  Cezayir’in  stratejik  Oneminin
anlasilmasiyla birlikte Fransa’nin bu zengin topraklara sahip olma
istegi daha agik hale gelmistir. Fransa daha sonra ¢esitli gerekgeler
iretmeye baslamis ve hedeflerine ulagmak amaciyla zaman zaman
giic kullanmaktan ¢ekinmemistir. Gergeklestirilen siyasi ve askeri
miidahaleler, sonugta basarili bir deniz ¢ikarmasi ve ardindan
iilkenin iggaliyle neticelenmistir.

Bu calisma, Fransiz somiirgeciliginin Cezayir’deki siyasi arka
planini incelemektedir. Cezayir’in isgali, goriiniirde tek bir siyasi
nedene baglanmis olsa da gercekte cok sayida i¢ ve dig etkenin
kaginilmaz sonucu olarak ortaya ¢ikmustir. Bati Akdeniz’deki
Avrupa varliginin tarihsel gelisimini, Fransiz yonetiminin yasadig1

i¢ siyasi doniisimleri ve Fransa’nin uluslararast konumunu takip
eden bir aragtirmaci, iggalin her iki devletin s6z konusu déonemde
yasadigi gelismelerin asamali ve mantiksal bir sonucu oldugunu
gorebilir. Bu nedenle isgal, yalnizca yelpaze olay1 gibi dogrudan bir
gerekgeyle degil, uzun vadeli siyasi, ekonomik, stratejik ve
sOmiirgeci hedefler baglaminda degerlendirilmelidir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Fransa, Cezayir, siyasi arka plan, askeri giig,
isgal.

Introduction

During the nineteenth century, Europe constituted the center of gravity of international relations through its political and
economic leadership of the world. It dominated the fate of peoples through a broad colonial movement. Following the outcomes
of the Congress of Aix-la-Chapelle, which reinforced colonial rivalry, France hastened to implement the project it had long
planned: the occupation of Algeria. To achieve this, the French had to collect, investigate, and sort all published and
unpublished information related to Algeria, and then construct colonial projects that finally enabled a successful military
intervention in 1830 CE.

In fact, Napoleon Bonaparte was interested in all the North African regencies to the extent that he aspired to control them.
However, he was particularly interested in Algeria because it contained important markets that could help develop French
industry. It also possessed powerful fortifications that could become a rival force to Britain in the Mediterranean basin. For this
reason, he sent his brother Jérome in 1805 CE on a military mission against Algeria, one result of which was the release of 231
captives.

Reducing France’s interest in Algeria to Napoleon’s plans alone is a way of linking political events to the visible backgrounds
of the French colonial project. Yet historical events show that this interest was much older, even if the conditions necessary for
its realization were not yet available. Anyone who follows the many failed campaigns launched by most European states, with
France at their forefront, will realize that Algeria, viewed by them as a stubborn enemy, troubled Europe through its authority
and sovereignty at sea. France, whose strength had repeatedly collided with Algeria in more than one historical episode, was
also the most covetous of its territory and merely waited for the appropriate opportunity. It therefore initiated political,
economic, and social interventions, among others, with the aim of learning everything that this country contained. This study
focuses only on political backgrounds because they constituted the direct cause of the occupation.

The following research problem is therefore posed: What were the political backgrounds on which France relied in occupying
Algeria, and were they sufficient to justify military intervention?

To answer this question, this study addresses several axes: the political backgrounds of French colonialism in the Maghreb; an
analytical reading of the apparent motives for the French occupation of Algeria; an analytical reading of the hidden motives;
and, finally, the French campaign against the city of Algiers. The paper concludes with a general inference and a set of
recommendations.
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The objective of this study is to shed light, in particular, on the political backgrounds that drove France to occupy Algeria,
which it perceived as its greatest and most formidable adversary, before moving on to the remaining countries of North Africa.
These backgrounds are often denied in European narratives on the grounds that the military intervention was merely the
inevitable result of restoring honor after the alleged insult suffered by the French consul, and of preserving the dignity and
honor of France.

Methodology
Research Design

This study employs a qualitative historical research design to examine the political background of the French occupation of
Algeria in 1830. It combines historical-documentary analysis, source criticism, chronological reconstruction, and comparative
interpretation. This design is appropriate because the study seeks to explain how long-term French political and colonial
ambitions developed, how they interacted with immediate diplomatic disputes, and how these factors were subsequently used
to justify military intervention.

The study does not treat the occupation as an isolated consequence of the 1827 fly-whisk incident. Instead, it investigates the
relationship between the publicly declared causes of the intervention and the longer-term political, strategic, economic,
financial, and ideological objectives reflected in the historical record.

Research Questions

The analysis is guided by the following questions:

What long-term political developments shaped French interest in Algeria?

Which reasons were publicly presented to justify the 1830 military intervention?

Which strategic, economic, financial, and ideological objectives existed behind those public justifications?

To what extent did the fly-whisk incident constitute a principal cause rather than an immediate pretext?

How did exploratory missions, diplomatic relations, commercial disputes, and military planning contribute to the
preparation of the occupation?

Temporal and Geographical Scope

The principal geographical focus is Algeria within the wider political environment of the western Mediterranean and the
Maghreb. France is examined as the principal external actor, while the Ottoman connection, European competition, and
Mediterranean power relations are considered where they clarify French policy toward Algeria.

The core chronological focus extends from the late eighteenth century to the French landing at Sidi Ferruch in June 1830.
Earlier developments are included selectively to trace the historical origins of French and European interest in Algeria.
Particular attention is given to the French Revolution, the Napoleonic period, the Franco-Algerian debt dispute, the 1827
diplomatic crisis, the naval blockade, and the preparation and execution of the 1830 campaign.

Source Base and Selection Criteria

The research is based on a purposively selected body of Arabic- and French-language historical sources. The source corpus
includes contemporary or near-contemporary travel accounts, military and political writings, historical narratives, published
official texts, academic books, journal articles, theses, and studies of French-Algerian relations.

Particular evidentiary importance is assigned to sources associated with individuals who observed, investigated, or participated
in the political and military environment preceding the occupation. These include Thomas Shaw’s account of the Regency of
Algiers, Vincent-Yves Boutin’s military and topographical work, Hamdan Khodja’s contemporary interpretation, and French
writings concerning the 1830 expedition. Later Algerian and international scholarship is used to contextualize, compare, and
critically evaluate the claims contained in these earlier sources.

Sources were included when they met at least one of the following criteria: they documented French political or military
planning; addressed diplomatic relations between France and Algeria; discussed commercial privileges, grain transactions, or
the debt dispute; described intelligence gathering or exploratory missions; analyzed the fly-whisk incident and naval blockade;
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or provided evidence concerning the strategic and ideological objectives of the 1830 intervention. Sources without a clear
connection to these questions were excluded from the central analysis.

The study relies on the published materials identified in the reference list. Where a publication reproduces or discusses an
official document, the distinction between the original record and the later published interpretation is maintained. The article
does not claim direct consultation of archival collections unless the relevant archival repository and reference number can be
documented.

Source Criticism

The sources were evaluated through external and internal criticism. External criticism considered authorship, date, publication
context, source type, proximity to the events, and the relationship between the author and the institutions involved. Internal
criticism examined the purpose, intended audience, terminology, political position, factual consistency, and possible bias of
each text.

French military, political, travel, and colonial writings were not treated as neutral descriptions. Many were produced within an
environment that sought to collect strategic information, justify intervention, or portray Algeria through a European colonial
framework. Their language was therefore analyzed as evidence of French political perceptions and legitimizing strategies as
well as for the factual information they contained.

Algerian and later anti-colonial interpretations were also assessed critically. Although they provide essential counter-
perspectives, their conclusions were compared with contemporary evidence and other scholarly accounts. No source was
considered conclusive solely because of its national, political, or institutional origin.

Analytical Framework

The study employs a cause—pretext-motive framework. This framework distinguishes among structural conditions, publicly
declared reasons, and underlying objectives.

Structural conditions refer to long-term developments that made occupation increasingly possible, including changes in
European power relations, French expansionism, competition in the Mediterranean, and Algeria’s strategic significance.
Apparent causes refer to the reasons publicly invoked by French officials, especially the fly-whisk incident, the claim that
French national honor had been violated, and the diplomatic breakdown that preceded the naval blockade. Hidden or underlying
motives refer to longer-term objectives involving Mediterranean dominance, commercial access, debt avoidance, economic
resources, the Algerian treasury, domestic political considerations, and ideological legitimation.

These categories are used as analytical tools rather than as assumptions established in advance. A factor is classified according
to its chronology, documentary support, relationship to official discourse, and demonstrated role in French decision-making.
This prevents all contributing conditions from being treated as equivalent causes.

Analytical Procedure

The analysis was conducted in four stages. First, the relevant events were reconstructed chronologically, beginning with the
development of French interest in Algeria and ending with the 1830 landing. Second, statements concerning the causes and
objectives of intervention were extracted from the selected sources. Third, these statements were coded according to political,
diplomatic, strategic, economic, financial, military, and ideological themes. Finally, the themes were compared to identify the
relationship between long-term plans and immediate events.

Evidence of continuity was sought across different periods. For example, Napoleonic intelligence gathering and military
planning were compared with the preparations preceding the 1830 expedition. Similarly, the public emphasis on diplomatic
honor was considered alongside evidence concerning debts, markets, strategic geography, military reconnaissance, and the
state treasury.

The study also differentiates between documented historical facts, contemporary political claims, and the authors’
interpretations. A statement by a French official is not automatically treated as proof of the stated motive; it is examined in
relation to the official’s position, audience, historical context, and consistency with other evidence.

Credibility and Triangulation
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Credibility was strengthened through source triangulation. Claims were compared across different languages, periods, genres,
and political perspectives. Contemporary European accounts were assessed alongside Algerian historical interpretations and
modern academic research. Greater evidentiary weight was assigned to claims supported by multiple independent sources or
by a combination of contemporary documentation and later critical scholarship.

Chronological plausibility was also used as a validity check. Plans or interests documented before the fly-whisk incident were
treated as evidence that French ambitions preceded the immediate diplomatic crisis. However, the existence of an earlier
proposal was not automatically interpreted as proof of a continuous and unchanged policy. Continuity was inferred only where
later decisions, preparations, or actions showed a demonstrable connection with earlier projects.

Ethical Considerations

The study uses historical documents and published scholarly sources and does not involve living participants, personal data,
interviews, surveys, or experimental procedures. Institutional ethics approval and informed consent were therefore not required.
All borrowed ideas, interpretations, and historical evidence are attributed to their respective sources.

Methodological Limitations

The study is limited by the uneven nature of the available historical record. Some sources were written by officials, soldiers,
travelers, or colonial commentators whose accounts reflect institutional interests and ideological assumptions. Other materials
are accessible through later publications rather than original archival copies, which restricts verification of their documentary
context.

The distinction between apparent causes and hidden motives also requires interpretive caution. Political decision-making rarely
results from a single objective, and motives may overlap or change over time. The study therefore does not claim that every
French actor pursued an identical plan or that all contributing factors had equal influence.

Finally, the research focuses principally on political backgrounds. Although economic, religious, financial, and military
considerations are discussed, they are examined insofar as they contributed to the political preparation or justification of
occupation. The conclusions should consequently be understood as a historically grounded interpretation of political causation
rather than a complete account of every dimension of the French conquest of Algeria.

First Axis: The Political Backgrounds of French Colonialism in the Maghreb

During the nineteenth century, North African countries were exposed to one of the most dangerous colonial phases. This was
due to several internal factors, represented by military weakness and cultural and scientific underdevelopment, and external
factors, represented by repeated European attempts to acquire the countries of North Africa, exploit their resources, and search
for new markets. These factors led to a renewed colonial tendency.

France’s project to occupy Algeria formed part of its broader expansionist project directed toward the Maghreb and Africa as
a whole. Occupying Algeria would facilitate the transformation of the Mediterranean into a French lake. It would also
compensate France for the colonies it had lost in Europe, secure economic resources for its population and factories, and provide
markets capable of reviving, developing, and strengthening its economy in competition with other European states. Within this
older colonial project, France directed several plans toward the Mediterranean basin and treated Algeria as a vital base because
of its important strategic location at the center of the Maghreb and as a gateway to Africa (Aamiraoui, 2003, p. 11).

Political backgrounds were among the earliest causes of collision between European states and the Maghrebi countries,
especially in the context of the Reconquista and the pursuit of Andalusian Muslims. On this basis, a conflict emerged between
Western European states and the Maghrebi countries under the name of a holy war. Outwardly, this appeared to have a religious
background; in reality, however, the cause was purely political. European countries had begun to experience the Renaissance
and its transformations, whereas North Africa, and the Islamic Maghreb in particular, suffered from political weakness,
fragmentation, and social unrest. Its connection to the Ottoman state made it appear to Europe as an unconquerable competitor
(Anonymous, 1913, p. 35).

Dr. Shaw states in Voyage dans la Régence d’Alger that no single nation could eliminate them alone; rather, the European
powers would have to unite in a universal league and cooperate in a plan for their destruction. He argued that, if such plans
were carried out with harmony and intelligence and if the attack were simultaneous, resistance would probably be weak or even
absent. He further suggested that occupied peoples, unable to save themselves, would submit to their predestined masters and
would remember with affection the unforgettable era of what he called a righteous conquest (Shaw, 1830, pp. 213, 215).

5
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Second Axis: An Analytical Reading of the Apparent Motives for the French Occupation of Algeria

The question of European seizure and control of Algeria did not, in its overall logic, change across three centuries, despite the
technological development experienced by European states. The primary desire remained the acquisition of this strategically
located region and the control of the Dey’s government stores. At the beginning of the nineteenth century, as international
conditions changed, French envoys arrived on exploratory missions with a diplomatic but clearly espionage-oriented character
from the outset. Their purpose was intelligence gathering and the preparation of expansionist colonial projects. For this reason,
they were officers, engineers, geographers, orientalists, and others, relying on developments in modern geography as well as
on knowledge derived from earlier journeys.

France, in particular, had many motives that directed its attention toward Algeria and made it seriously consider occupying the
country. Some were apparent motives, discernible to anyone following the poor political, social, and economic circumstances
through which France was passing. Algeria appeared as one of the possible solutions through which France could avert internal
and external difficulties and problems.

1. The French Revolution

Immediately after its outbreak in 1789 CE, the French Revolution overturned the balance of political and social power and
produced new philosophical concepts and ideas. While most of the population suffered poverty and hunger, the aristocracy
became excessively wealthy in many respects. Because the French were not isolated from the New World and its turbulent
events, France was influenced by developments in the American colonies, particularly by Britain, which directed its attention
toward purchasing French colonies in order to secure and expand its own possessions in the New World (Ibrahim & Hajim,
2018, pp. 2491-2492).

One of the results of the Revolution was that France emerged as one of the strongest powers alongside England and managed
to control large parts of Europe. During the revolutionary events, and amid pressure from conservative regimes, the French
governing system drew closer to the government of Algeria in order to obtain the grain, meat, leather, olives, and other supplies
it needed (Aamiraoui, 1987, p. 22). Algeria also provided financial loans to help France emerge from the crisis. This
rapprochement alarmed Britain, which asked the Dey of Algeria to stop providing assistance; however, the Dey continued to
provide it while entirely disregarding the English proposals (Al-Khudari, 2013, p. 114).

2. The Debt Problem

French debts to the government of Algeria reached approximately thirteen and a half million French francs. Strangely, France
did not seek to repay them. Instead, it pursued a more damaging course by continually submitting complaints to the Sublime
Porte against Algeria through its ambassador, who did not hesitate to distort the image of Algerians before Ottoman sultans
and ministers. One of the strongest motives behind the French military campaign was therefore to escape payment of the
remaining debts. The debt question may be summarized through the suspicious relationship connecting the Jewish merchants
Bacri and Busnach with the French consul Deval (Bouhouche, 2008, p. 87; Sidi Mohammed, 2018, p. 183). Officer Boutin
acknowledged their involvement, affirming that Jews had always exerted significant influence in the country and that the
misunderstanding between Algeria and France was not unrelated to them (Boutin, 1830, p. 8).

As noted earlier, the cause lay in the crisis France experienced, which produced its rapprochement with the Syrian/Algerian
government. Despite the instability that marked this cooperation, relations were strengthened during the French Revolution.
Algeria recognized the revolutionary government, opened commercial markets to French trade, granted financial loans to help
France overcome its crisis, and supplied it with grain, especially wheat. Wheat played an important role in provisioning many
regions, alleviating famine, and contributing to the French economy because of its high quality (Daachi, 2017, p. 149).

In the words of Leonard Mason (1913-2005), the establishment of French institutions in eastern Algeria for coral fishing was
only a pretext; the real objective was the acquisition of wheat (Ben Saidan, 2012, p. 107).

3. The Fly-Whisk Incident

Many historians give the impression in their works that the official pretext offered by the French authorities for invading Algeria
was the famous diplomatic incident known as the “fly-whisk blow,” which occurred between Dey Hussein (1764—1838) and
the French consul in Algeria, Deval, on 30 April 1827 CE (Bouhouche, 2008, p. 80). According to what was published in a
Paris journal in 1831 concerning the Dey’s account of the incident, he stated that he wanted to silence the consul, but the latter
persisted; he then told him to leave, and when Deval did not obey, the Dey struck him with the fly-whisk. This, according to
the Dey, was the truth of the matter (Doudou, 1975, p. 29; Kaddache, 2017, p. 20).
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French newspapers, from the time of the incident until the beginning of 1829, blamed the French government for its slowness
and hesitation in responding to the insult allegedly inflicted by the Dey on Consul Deval. Consequently, the military campaign
was presented as necessary for restoring prestige and achieving justice. After centuries of patience and repeated failures by all
powers, France alone was said to have been left to accomplish this dangerous mission victoriously. André Larané commented
on the French landing in Algeria on 14 April 1830 by stating that French troops had undertaken a small punitive expedition to
restore state prestige after a trivial impasse (Bonafont, 1880, p. 11).

The blockade began on 11 June 1827 CE. From its beginning, French intelligence services monitored the movements of
Algerian ships, gathered information about them from various sources, including reports, letters, memoirs, and travel writings,
and adopted military measures intended to prevent those ships from leaving or returning to the port of Algiers (Hammach,
2021, p. 95).

Third Axis: An Analytical Reading of the Hidden Motives for the French Occupation of Algeria
1. Napoleon Bonaparte’s Project

The plan to occupy Algeria, and then North Africa, had matured in Napoleon’s mind as early as 1801 CE. This plan would
allow France to impose its control over the entire western basin of the Mediterranean. In order to make his colonial project
executable, Napoleon asked all French citizens who had knowledge of foreign affairs, or who had lived in Algeria, to provide
him with any information they possessed.

At the same time, he sent intelligence-oriented exploratory missions to Algeria in order to identify more precisely the country’s
economic, social, and political conditions, as well as its defensive and military strength. He required those sent to draw
topographical maps and prepare projects for a successful invasion (Hilal, 2016, p. 38; Aamiraoui, n.d., p. 22). To succeed in
his plan, he needed both pretexts and alliances. Napoleon therefore called on European states more than once to fight the
countries of North Africa and eliminate the corsair activity that had flourished during the European wars between 1792 and
1815 CE. In one example, he sent a letter to Tsar Alexander I of Russia (1777-1825) inciting him to act, arguing that it was
shameful for European states to remain silent about Maghrebi corsair activity. He also presented inaction as a shameful failure
to restore the glory of the Roman Empire, claiming that North Africa had been Roman territory and that Europeans had always
aspired to retain it, whereas it did not belong to the current powers there (Revue des études Napoléoniennes, 1918, p. 5).

When the Treaty of Tilsit was signed on 9 July 1807 CE, the continental war ended and peace returned to Europe. Napoleon
again showed interest in Algeria within the secret agreement he concluded with Tsar Alexander I concerning the division of
the world (Aamiraoui, 2003, p. 13). As a result of this stability and proposed division, he believed that the new situation had
secured the conditions necessary to realize his old dream of building a vast empire on the southern shore of the Mediterranean.
Thus, in 1808 CE, Napoleon once again turned his attention toward Algeria, considering that the territories under his rule no
longer required protection from Algeria and that he would not accept that they continue paying tribute to it (Shaw, 1830, pp.
305-306; Bennour, 2009, p. 333).

Another reason was that Napoleon viewed Algeria as one of the most important external markets for developing the French
economy. At the same time, he regarded it as one of the strongest fortresses capable of competing with Britain. This explains
his premeditated conviction that Algeria had to become one of France’s possessions (Aamiraoui, 2003, p. 29). He even sent a
threat to Dey Mustapha, stating: “I will land eighty thousand men on your coasts, and I will destroy your country.”

Because of the conflicts threatening Napoleon and his army, he did not have enough time to implement this threat. Nevertheless,
he asked the French Minister of War and Colonies, Decres, to prepare a precise military plan for occupying Algeria. Decres
gathered most of what had been written about Algeria and placed it at the disposal of Officer Boutin. He asked him to undertake
an exploratory mission and prepare a colonial plan through which a military campaign could be successfully carried out under
the best conditions and at the lowest possible cost (Hilal, 2016, p. 40). Through the extensive information provided to him and
the field visit during which he received assistance from many parties, including access to areas prohibited to foreigners, Boutin
was able to present France with a comprehensive work that became one of the sources relied upon by the organizers of the
1830 campaign.

2. The Sovereignty of the Christian Religion

Islam was treated as a “problem” by many colonial European historians because it was viewed as having caused the
disappearance of Christianity in North Africa. Edward Said described this problem as the “European problematic attitude
toward Islam,” because the Islamic world was the only one that confronted and challenged Europe politically, intellectually,
and economically. As the missionary Lawrence Brown (1940-2018), one of the leading figures of global Christian missionary
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activity, stated: “The real danger lies in the system of Islam and in its power of subjugation; it is the only wall standing in the
face of European colonialism.”

The Islamic sphere was also always geographically close to Europe and represented a threat in both its Arab and Ottoman forms
from the end of the seventh century until the Battle of Lepanto in 1571 CE (Fekair, 2011, p. 416). Historical resentments were
therefore mobilized by Western writers to attack Islam, and the effects left by the Crusades played an important role in that
hostility (Mouzou, 2008, p. 22).

Thus, in European colonialism, the religious motive constituted a central foundation for advancing colonial objectives. In part
of an article by the researcher Zehor Zizi, she discusses the importance of Dr. Shaw’s long visit to North African countries.
According to her, these lands did not arouse his curiosity as much as they served the mission entrusted to him; he was driven
by a religious motive rooted in the belief that these were Christian lands seized by Muslim Arabs (Zizi, 2010, p. 22). Dr. Shaw
himself included a direct comment in Voyage dans la Régence d’Alger concerning his firm belief in the sovereignty of
Christianity over the world. He claimed that Muslims also believed this, and that for this reason they closed the city on Fridays
from ten in the morning until noon for fear of the occurrence of such a catastrophe (Shaw, 1830, p. 143).

In the report of the Minister of War, Clermont de Tonnerre (1749—1830), the religious motive is affirmed as the reason why
the son of Saint Louis would avenge religion and humanity in the hope of civilizing and Christianizing the indigenous
population. He described the campaign as a crusade prepared by divine providence for execution by the French king (Saadallah,
1998, p. 62). Likewise, King Charles X of France declared in March 1830 CE that the decisive compensation he sought, while
avenging the honor of France, would, with God’s assistance, be turned to the benefit of Christianity. This was the same report
submitted by the French Minister of War on 14 October 1827 CE (Bouhouche, 2008, p. 80).

3. The State Treasury

The treasury of Algeria was located in one of the rooms attached to the Janina Palace and contained large sums of money and
precious objects. The rulers who succeeded one another in governing Algeria were careful not to spend from it except in rare
and urgent cases. Even after it was transferred to the upper city by order of Dey Ali Khodja, it continued to contain immense
wealth that was difficult to estimate. After the occupation, the French government estimated it at 150 million francs, though
this estimate remains doubtful because much of its content had been stolen.

On 6 July 1830 CE, the commander-in-chief, at the headquarters in the Casbah, announced that the main aim of the campaign
was to seize the city of Algiers and destroy a country whose existence had exhausted Europe for three centuries. Twenty days
were indeed sufficient for this purpose, and the glory reflected upon the French name would largely compensate for the costs
of war through conquest and through the treasury that would enrich the French state treasury (de Bourbon, 1930, p. 193).

This is perhaps what Don Vinet Moreno intended in the passage cited earlier. Neither the destruction of the country that had
exhausted Europe nor Christianization alone constituted the cause; rather, the treasures in the treasury did as well. This explains
why the French dug into floors and demolished walls during the military campaign against Algeria in search of buried treasure
(Khodja, 1980, p. 264).

According to Joseph Cook’s introduction to Dr. Shaw’s journey, these accumulated treasures exceeded those of any other city
in the world (Shaw, 1830, p. 210). Greed for the Dey’s treasury was therefore one of the strongest demands behind the military
aggression. The claims concerning the dignity and honor of France and the destruction of the country that had exhausted Europe
were merely attempts to throw dust in the eyes.

Fourth Axis: The French Campaign Against the City of Algiers

On 31 January 1830 CE, the French Council of Ministers adopted a decision to undertake a punitive campaign against the Dey
of Algeria. King Charles X signed the order mobilizing the army and the fleet, and on 7 February 1830 CE issued a royal decree
appointing de Bourmont as commander of the campaign. From that date, preparations began and lasted approximately three
months.

The French fleet left the port of Toulon on 25 May 1830 CE toward the city of Algiers. Because of poor weather conditions, it
was forced to stop in the Balearic Islands. On 14 June of the same year, the landing took place at Sidi Ferruch. Boutin described
this gulf as a peninsula extending about two nautical miles. Its coastline had no natural projections or breaks. At the level of
the gulf there were two large basins, one to the west and the other to the east, both characterized by deep waters close to land,
which allowed ships and vessels to anchor, especially in summer. Under favorable weather conditions, the harbor was suitable
for naval disembarkation. The beach itself was sandy and did not favor the construction of fortifications or the movement of



AJESS Journal, 3, Article e24, 2026

carts and equipment. On the eastern side stood a mosque and the zawiya of the marabout, which the French campaign used as
a camp and command center.

The route between Sidi Ferruch and Algiers, even with the besieging force, did not present insurmountable obstacles. There
were no landward fortifications capable of resisting well-directed artillery attacks for more than three weeks. Preparations for
the expedition could be completed within six months, and from the day the fleet sailed, the conquest of Algiers would require
no more than two months, in accordance with the advice André Doria had given to Charles V.

Thus, the French succeeded in invading Algeria. Once the occupation had been achieved, the interest of other European states
in Algeria increased, as did that of non-European powers such as Russia and the United States. Campaigns then encouraged
migration to Algeria for the purpose of investing in it under the slogan: “Let the occupation be French, but let settlement be
something else.”

Jules Cambon (1845-1935), who headed the General Government in Algeria, argued that Algeria could not, according to the
model classification of colonies, be classified either with commercial colonies or with settler colonies. It was a colony of a
composite and mixed character: neither solely a settlement colony nor solely a colony of economic exploitation, but rather an
extension of France that had to receive the laws, governing institutions, and administrative methods of the colonizing country.

Conclusion

As noted above in the discussion of the political backgrounds of the French occupation of Algeria, the study reached several
findings, the most important of which are the following:

e FEuropean interest in North African countries was mainly rooted in the Reconquista and the pursuit of Andalusian
Muslims, in addition to the Renaissance and the scientific, technological, and maritime developments that followed
it, especially developments in navigation.

e The French occupation of Algeria was not caused by the fly-whisk incident. Its roots extended back to the sixteenth
century, as shown by the many agreements and treaties concluded between France and the government of Algeria, the
exploratory journeys that surveyed the land, collected information, and produced maps, and the secret relations
maintained with rulers under the various names adopted during the Ottoman period.

e The political background of the occupation of Algeria, which involved the restoration of France’s dignity and honor
after the alleged insult to its consul, was a fabricated pretext used to justify occupation, especially once France knew
with certainty that it was capable of penetrating the country and achieving a successful landing.

Recommendations

e It is necessary to highlight French colonial crimes by increasing conferences and seminars devoted to national
commemorations, including prestigious ones, as a means of restoring consideration to the sons and descendants of
martyrs and mujahidin, and of connecting history to present reality in order to strengthen the natural continuity
between past and present for a better future.

e Research projects and conferences documenting the severity of colonial crimes should be intensified, since such
crimes are crimes against humanity.

e Artificial intelligence techniques should be used to revive scenes, revolutions, and images so that historical
representation acquires deeper meaning and becomes more developed and modern.
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Genisletilmis Ozet
Giris

Fransa’nin 1830 yilinda Cezayir’i isgali, on dokuzuncu yiizy1l somiirgecilik tarihinin en 6énemli gelismelerinden biridir.
Fransiz resmi soyleminde bu askeri miidahale, cogunlukla Cezayir Dayis1 Hiiseyin Pasa ile Fransa Konsolosu Pierre Deval
arasinda 29 Nisan 1827 tarihinde meydana gelen ve “yelpaze olay1” olarak bilinen diplomatik anlagsmazligin sonucu seklinde
sunulmustur. Bununla birlikte iggal siirecinin tarihsel arka plani incelendiginde, Fransa’nin Cezayir’e yonelik ilgisinin bu
olaydan ve hatta on dokuzuncu yiizyildan ¢ok daha 6nce basladigi anlagilmaktadir.

Fransiz krallari, askeri yoneticileri ve devlet gorevlileri uzun bir donem boyunca Cezayir’in siyasi durumu, ekonomik
kaynaklari, kiyilari, limanlar1 ve savunma kapasitesi hakkinda bilgi toplamistir. Akdeniz’de giig iistiinliigii kurma istegi,
Afrika’ya agilma hedefi, ticari ayricaliklarin genigletilmesi ve Cezayir’in stratejik konumundan yararlanma diigiincesi,
Fransa’nin uzun vadeli planlarinda belirleyici olmustur. Napolyon Bonapart doneminde bu ilgi daha diizenli bir askeri
projeye doniismiis; kesif gorevleri, topografik incelemeler ve muhtemel bir ¢ikarma harekatina yonelik hazirliklar
gerceklestirilmigtir.

Calismanin temel problemi, Fransa’nin Cezayir’i isgal ederken dayandigi siyasi arka planlarin neler oldugunu ve kamuoyuna
sunulan gerekgelerin askeri miidahaleyi agiklamak i¢in yeterli olup olmadigini belirlemektir. Aragtirma, isgalin tek bir
diplomatik olayin sonucu olmadigini; siyasi, ekonomik, stratejik, mali, dini ve askeri amaclarin birlesmesiyle ortaya ¢ikan
uzun vadeli bir somiirge projesi oldugunu ileri siirmektedir.

Bu dogrultuda ¢alisma, Fransiz somiirgeciliginin Magrip’e yonelik siyasi arka planini, iggal i¢in agiklanan goriiniir
gerekgeleri, bunlarin arkasindaki ortiilii amaglari ve 1830 askeri harekatinin hazirlanisini incelemektedir. Boylece yelpaze
olayiyla baglayan dar agiklama gergevesinin 6tesine gegilerek Fransa’nin Cezayir’e yonelik politikasinin tarihsel siirekliligi
ortaya konulmaktadir.

Yontem

Aragtirmada nitel tarihsel arastirma yontemi benimsenmis; belge incelemesi, tarihsel kaynak elestirisi, karsilagtirmali
¢oziimleme ve kronolojik baglamlandirma tekniklerinden yararlanilmigtir. Calismanin kaynaklarini Arapca ve Fransizca tarih
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kitaplari, seyahatnameler, diplomatik anlatilar, askeri raporlar, akademik makaleler, lisansiistii tezler ve donemin siyasi
gelismelerini ele alan siireli yayinlar olusturmaktadir. Thomas Shaw, Vincent-Yves Boutin, Hamdan Khodja ve Fransiz
askeri yetkililerin eserleri, doneme yakin tanikliklar ve birincil nitelikte bilgiler icermeleri nedeniyle 6zellikle
degerlendirilmistir.

Kaynaklarin se¢iminde Fransa’nin Cezayir’e yonelik siyasi, askeri ve stratejik planlarini dogrudan ele almalart; Fransiz-
Cezayir iliskilerindeki anlagsma, borg, ticaret ve diplomatik krizlere iliskin bilgi sunmalari; kesif faaliyetleri veya 1830
harekatimin hazirlanmasi1 hakkinda kanit igermeleri 6l¢iit olarak kullanilmistir. Modern akademik ¢alismalar ise tarihsel
iddialarin karsilagtirilmast ve farkli tarih yazimi yaklagimlarinin belirlenmesi amaciyla incelemeye dahil edilmistir.

Analiz, goriiniirdeki nedenler ile ortiilii amaclar arasinda kurulan temel ayrim dogrultusunda yiiriitiilmiistiir. Fransiz
Devrimi’nin ardindan ortaya ¢ikan ig siyasi kosullar, borg sorunu, yelpaze olay1 ve Fransa’nin ulusal itibarini yeniden tesis
etme sdylemi goriiniirdeki gerekceler kapsaminda ele alinmistir. Napolyon’un Akdeniz projesi, Cezayir’in stratejik konumu,
ekonomik kaynaklara ve yeni pazarlara erisim istegi, devlet hazinesine yonelik beklentiler ve dini-siyasi sdylemler ise ortiilii
amaglar ¢ercevesinde incelenmistir.

Kaynaklar hazirlanma tarihleri, yazarlarmin konumlari, iiretildikleri siyasi ortam ve muhtemel amaglar1 dikkate alinarak
elestirel bicimde degerlendirilmistir. Fransiz somiirge s6ylemini yansitan eserlerdeki kavramlar arastirmacilarin goriisii
olarak benimsenmemis; bu ifadeler, iggali mesrulagtirmak i¢in kullanilan dénemin siyasi dili kapsaminda analiz edilmistir.
Farkli kaynaklardaki bilgiler karsilagtirilarak tarihsel olaylar arasindaki devamlilik belirlenmeye ¢alisilmistir. Arastirma,
mevcut yazilt kaynaklarin kapsamiyla smirlidir ve isgalin biitiin toplumsal ve ekonomik boyutlarini degil, esas olarak siyasi
arka planini ele almaktadir.

Bulgular ve Tartisma

Aragtirmanin bulgulari, Fransa’nin Cezayir’e yonelik somiirgeci ilgisinin 1827°deki yelpaze olaymdan ¢ok dnce ortaya
ciktigini gostermektedir. Bu ilginin kokleri, Avrupa devletlerinin Akdeniz ve Magrip iizerinde hakimiyet kurma projelerine
kadar uzanmaktadir. Fransa’nin Cezayir limanlarinda elde ettigi ticari ayricaliklar, bolge hakkinda yiiriittiigii kesif faaliyetleri
ve farkli donemlerde hazirladig1 askerd projeler, isgal diisiincesinin uzun siireli bir devlet politikas1 héline geldigini
gostermektedir.

Fransiz Devrimi sonrasinda Fransa’nin yasadigi siyasi ve ekonomik krizler, Cezayir ile iliskilerin dnemini artirmistir.
Cezayir, Fransa’ya 6zellikle tahil ve diger temel {iriinleri saglamis ve mali destek sunmustur. Buna ragmen Fransa’nin
Cezayir’e olan bor¢larin1 6dememesi, taraflar arasinda ciddi bir anlagsmazlik yaratmistir. Bor¢ meselesinin, yalnizca
diplomatik bir sorun olmadig1; Fransa’nin askeri miidahale yoluyla mali yiikiimliiliiklerinden kurtulma arzusuyla da iliskili
oldugu anlagilmaktadir.

Yelpaze olayi, isgalin temel nedeni olmaktan ¢ok, dnceden var olan sdmiirgeci hedefleri kamuoyuna sunmak i¢in kullanilan
dogrudan bir gerekge niteligindedir. Olaydan sonra uygulanan deniz ablukasi ve Fransiz basininda yiiriitiilen itibar soylemi,
askeri miidahaleye siyasi mesruiyet kazandirmistir. Fransa’nin “ulusal onurunu yeniden tesis etme” iddiasi, daha genis
stratejik ve ekonomik amaglarin goriinmez kilinmasina hizmet etmistir.

Napolyon’un projeleri, isgal hazirliklarinin sistemli karakterini ortaya koymaktadir. Cezayir’e gonderilen kesif gorevlileri;
iilkenin kiyilari, askeri savunmasi, yollar1 ve ¢ikarma yapilabilecek bolgeler hakkinda bilgi toplamistir. Boutin tarafindan
hazirlanan raporlarin 1830 seferinde kullanilmasi, askeri harekatin ani bir tepki olmadigini, uzun siireli bilgi toplama ve
planlama siirecine dayandigini dogrulamaktadir.

Cezayir’in devlet hazinesi, ticari kaynaklari, limanlari ve stratejik konumu da Fransa a¢isindan giiglii tesvikler olusturmustur.
Cezayir’in isgali, Fransa’nin Bat1 Akdeniz’deki niifuzunu gii¢lendirecek, Afrika’ya agilmasini kolaylastiracak ve yeni
ekonomik olanaklar saglayacakti. Bazi Fransiz siyasi ve askeri metinlerinde kullanilan dini sdylem ise iggale ahlaki ve
medeniyetci bir goriiniim kazandirmaya ¢aligmistir. Bulgular, bu sdylemin siyasi, askerl ve ekonomik ¢ikarlarla i¢ ice
gectigini gostermektedir.

Sonug¢ ve Oneriler

Caligsma, Fransa’nin Cezayir’i isgalinin tek bir diplomatik olayla agiklanamayacagi sonucuna ulagsmistir. Yelpaze olay1, askeri
miidahaleyi baslatan goriiniir gerekce olarak kullanilmig; ancak isgalin asil arka planini uzun vadeli sémiirgeci planlar,
Akdeniz’de iistiinliik kurma amaci, ekonomik kaynaklara erigim, bor¢ meselesi, i¢ siyasi sorunlar ve Cezayir’in stratejik
konumu olusturmustur.
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Fransa’nin Cezayir hakkinda yiiriittiigii bilgi toplama faaliyetleri, kesif gorevleri, topografik caligmalar ve askeri projeler,
1830 harekatinin dnceden hazirlandigini gostermektedir. Napolyon doneminde gelistirilen planlarin daha sonraki Fransiz
yonetimleri tarafindan siirdiiriilmesi, isgal diisiincesindeki siyasi devamliligt ortaya koymaktadir. Bu nedenle 1830 ¢ikarmasi,
ani bir diplomatik krize verilen siirh bir karsilik degil, sartlar uygun hale geldiginde uygulamaya konulan kapsamli bir
somiirge projesidir.

Arastirmanin sonuglari dogrultusunda Fransiz-Cezayir iligkilerini konu alan ¢aligmalarda resmi gerekgeler ile uzun vadeli
stratejik amaglar arasinda ag¢ik bir ayrim yapilmasi 6nerilmektedir. Diplomatik yazigmalar, askeri kesif raporlari, ticaret
kayitlari ve borg belgeleri farkli tilkelerin arsivlerinden karsilastirmali olarak incelenmelidir. Fransiz kaynaklarinin yani sira
Cezayir, Osmanl, Ingiliz ve diger Akdeniz devletlerine ait belgelerin kullanilmas1 daha dengeli bir tarihsel anlati
saglayabilir.

Gelecekteki ¢alismalar, Fransa’nin Cezayir’e yonelik planlarini Tunus, Fas ve diger Afrika bolgelerine yonelik somiirge
projeleriyle karsilastirabilir. Ayrica bor¢ meselesinin mali boyutu, Fransiz kamuoyunun hazirlanmasinda basiin roli, kesif
gorevlerinin askeri harekata etkisi ve iggal sonrasinda Cezayir hazinesinin durumu bagimsiz arastirmalara konu edilebilir.

Universitelerin ve arastirma merkezlerinin ilgili arsiv belgelerini dijitallestirmesi, agiklamali belge koleksiyonlar1 olusturmasi
ve geng aragtirmacilarin kullanimina sunmasi 6nem tagimaktadir. Yapay zeka ve dijital beseri bilimler yontemleri, yalnizca
dogrulanmus tarihsel verilere dayanmak ve tiretilen gorsel temsilleri agik bigimde etiketlemek sartiyla, haritalarin, sefer
rotalariin ve diplomatik iligkilerin egitim amaciyla agiklanmasinda kullanilabilir. Bununla birlikte dijital canlandirmalar
tarihsel kanitin yerine gegirilmemeli ve kurgusal unsurlar gergek belgelerden agik¢a ayrilmalidir.
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