
Introduction
The Algerian civil war that began in 1992 has
gained notoriety for several reasons. It origi-
nated in a democratic process that came to an
abrupt halt and had massacres of civilians that
were shocking in their scale and atrocity. The
government received significant amounts of ex-
ternal support despite accusations of widespread
abuses relating to its prosecution of the conflict,
and many recognized the possibility that Algeria
represented another foothold for "radical Islam."

In part because analysts often choose to in-
vestigate puzzles pertaining to one or another of
these attention-catching aspects, research on the
conflict has generated a number of seemingly
competing perspectives, each with its own con-
clusions about the causes of the war and the
logic of its conduct. Approaching Algeria from a
comparative perspective on civil wars allows a
synthesis of the insights of previous research
and a comprehensive understanding of the war.
Attention to the details of the Algerian civil war
also offers a promising opportunity to refine
theories of civil war. War duration as a conse-
quence of the interaction between governments
and insurgents rather than of determining
structural factors, the role of diasporal commu-
nities defined on the basis of factors other than
national identity, and the nature of opportunity
costs to war emerge as important areas of future
inquiry.

Country Background
Algeria’s war for independence from France,
fought between 1954 and 1962, brought to a
close more than one hundred years of colonial
rule. Power struggles within the Front de Libéra-
tion Nationale (FLN), which—along with its
military organization the Armeé de Libération
Nationale (ALN)—was the force behind the
struggle for independence, continued during the
conflict.

By the time Algeria gained its independence
on July 2, 1962, the confrontation between the
general staff of the armed forces and the provi-
sional government had grown particularly in-
tense as forces loyal to each group fought for
control. This period is coded as a civil war (Doyle
and Sambanis 2000; Fearon and Laitin 2003). In
August, the provisional government offered to
surrender, but the military faction continued to
press the fight, successfully taking Algiers by Sep-
tember 8. Ahmed Ben Bella was chosen as presi-
dent of the republic and Ferhat Abbas as presi-
dent of the National Assembly in the elections
that followed on September 20, 1962 (Laremont
2000). Ben Bella thus took control of what was,
through a referendum on proposals for the con-
stitution, a one-party state in which the executive
and the FLN had exclusive power, the National
Assembly standing without any functions of con-
sequence. In the years following independence,
Ben Bella worked to consolidate his power, and
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by September 13, 1963, he held the offices of
commander-in-chief of the military and prime
minister in addition to his original presidential
portfolio.

Ben Bella was opposed by other personalities
from the war of decolonization, who founded
the Front des Forces Socialistes (FFS) later in the
month. The FFS carried out attacks in early
1964, even attempting to assassinate Ben Bella.
Although the FFS did not successfully mount its
challenge to Ben Bella’s government, late in 1964
Houari Boumedienne, formerly head of the
ALN and the minister of war under Ben Bella,
carried out a military coup against Ben Bella on
June 19, 1965. Boumedienne’s rule lasted for
thirteen years until his death in 1978. He was
succeeded by Colonel Chadli Bendjedid, who
was nominated by a FLN party congress and
won 94 percent of votes in a referendum on Feb-
ruary 7, 1979. Bendjedid’s rule was similarly
long lived, and he remained in office until 1992.
Although economic and political liberalization
occurred at various points in the period follow-
ing independence, Algeria remained firmly a
dictatorship throughout the period.

Algeria’s economy at independence faced a
grave problem: The departure of Algerians of
French descent left the country without quali-
fied administrators or professionals in many
fields. Unemployment at independence stood at
approximately 45 percent. Ben Bella began a
process similar to nationalization, under which
workers attained self-management but were for
all intents and purposes employed by the state
because of the institutional arrangements used.
Ben Bella did not, however, address moderniza-
tion of the agricultural sector. Industrialization
became a key priority during Boumedienne’s
presidency, along with redistribution of land
and continued nationalization. The 1973 oil
price increases by OPEC facilitated the plans for
“state-led development” (Entelis 2000).

Although progress was made in carrying out
Boumedienne’s economic plans, agriculture
continued to get little governmental attention.
And, although some of the progress carried over

to the early years of Benjedid’s presidency, that
period saw a general worsening of the economic
situation. Increasing unemployment, particu-
larly problematic for young, well-educated Alge-
rians, encouraged participation in the informal
economy (known as trabendo). As the global
prices of oil and gas fell through the mid-1980s,
dramatically reducing the revenue available to it
from these sectors, the government under Bend-
jedid realized the importance of moving away
from a centrally planned, socialist economy to-
ward a market economy. The government was
no longer able to sustain its provision of social
welfare to the public—which up to that point
had been part of an implicit deal between the
government and the public, the public con-
tributing its support or at least lack of demands
on the government. In the face of these changes,
the government drew up plans to encourage pri-
vate sector growth and participation in develop-
ment and foreign investment. Interestingly, the
gradual opening of Algeria’s economy that
began during this period ended up playing an
important role in generating additional rev-
enues for the government and in increasing
funds available to the insurgents once conflict
broke out (as elaborated later in this article). Di-
rectly prior to the war, Algeria’s real gross do-
mestic product (GDP) per capita was US $4,902.

Conflict Background
Algeria’s war of independence from France is
often taken as a reference point for those analyz-
ing the conflict that began in the 1990s. The
form of the opposition insurgent organizations
in both wars is seen as similar: the FLN in the
war of independence, like the Front Islamique
du Salut (FIS), served to unify the diverse inter-
ests against the incumbent government; the
Armée Islamique du Salut (AIS), viewed as a
military force serving the goals of the FIS, may
thus perform a function akin to that of the ALN,
the military wing of the FLN. The two wars have
also both served as examples of the violent na-
ture of insurgency, owing to the behavior of the
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insurgent groups and the repressive apparatus
brought to bear against them by the govern-
ment. And, although the current conflict is not a
war for independence, similarities persist, too, in
the type of conflict. Although some researchers
code the war that began in 1992 as an “ethnic/re-
ligious/identity conflict” (Doyle and Sambanis
2000), it is not clear that the conflict can be un-
derstood within this framework. The insurgent
groups in Algeria clearly professed a religious
agenda at a superficial level—they discussed the
role of religion in governance, used religious ter-
minology to discuss the situation in Algeria, and
incorporated the word Islam into the names of
their organizations. However, the extent to
which the conflict itself concerned the role of re-
ligion is more ambiguous. Even supporters of
the insurgents who emphasized the importance
of the groups’ religious stance characterized
their reasons for supporting the insurgents in
terms of the changes they wanted to see in the
form of governance provided by the regime and

the distributional arrangements extant in the
economy. If the vocabulary used to describe this
position happened to be religious, or even if
these supporters understood their stance as a re-
ligious one, it does not follow that the conflict it-
self was of a religious nature. Similarly, although
supporters of the government and the govern-
ment itself couched their opposition to the Is-
lamists in terms of their perception of the Is-
lamist platform as an extreme one, this
perspective was often used to discredit the Is-
lamists and gain support for the government
from outside powers (mainly France and the
United States). Thus it is not entirely a true char-
acterization of the nature of the conflict itself.

Outside these analytical understandings of
the conflict are harsh facts about what it actually
meant for Algeria and Algerians. The conflict it-
self is ongoing and has so far taken the lives of as
many as 150,000 people, mostly civilians (Stone
1997; Martinez 2004). If this figure is correct, it
represents the death of more than 4 percent of
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the prewar population. Approximately 40,000
people either have left the country or have been
internally displaced. A large percentage of Algeri-
ans also participated in the conflict: the Algerian
armed forces numbered approximately 130,000
in the mid-1990s, and at their height armed in-
surgent groups may have had as many as 40,000
members (Stone 1997; Martinez 2000). These fig-
ures, of course, say nothing of the effects that
death, migration, or participation in the conflict
have had on the social networks of the victims,
immigrants, or participants. Finally, although one
of the main insurgent groups, the Armée Is-
lamique du Salut (AIS), signed a truce in 1997
and ultimately surrendered in January 2000, po-
litical violence has by no means vanished from
Algeria. The Groupes Islamiques Armées (GIA)

and perhaps other small insurgent groups remain
active, though on a smaller scale compared to the
mid-1990s. Even as of 2005, violence persists.

The Insurgents
Armed insurgency against the Algerian govern-
ment began in earnest following the military
coup that deposed President Chadli Bendjedid
on January 11, 1992. The previous three years
had seen demonstrations and riots leading to
the first multiparty elections in Algerian history;
a significant victory by the FIS, an umbrella or-
ganization of Islamist groups that opposed the
government; further demonstrations against
government interference with the elections re-
sults and, following these, the institution of
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Table 1: Civil War in Algeria

War MIA, AIS, MEI, GIA, GSPC and other groups vs. the Government of Algeria 
Dates 1992–present
Casualties 150,000
Regime type prior to war –2 [ranging from –10 (authoritarian) to 10 (democracy)]
Regime type after war Not applicable; from 1/1992–11/1995: –7; 11/1995–: –3
GDP/capita year war began US$4,902 [constant 1996]
GDP/capita 5 years after war Not applicable
Insurgents Armed Islamic Movement (MIA), Islamic Army of Salvation (AIS), Movement

for the Islamic State (MEI), Islamic Armed Groups (GIA), Salafi Group for
Preaching and Combat (GSPC), Islamic Front of Jihad in Algeria (FIDA),
Salafi Combatant Group (GSC), Salafi Group for the Jihad (GSPD), Guardians
of the Salafi Call (HDS), and Islamic League for Preaching and Jihad (LIDD).

Issue Failed liberalization of governance 
Rebel funding Import–export companies, extortion of individuals and businesses, illegal

automobile imports, diaspora and sympathizers
Role of geography Insurgents established bases in mountainous interior; government used

prisons in southern desert and was able to isolate and protect the hydrocarbon
sector, a main source of revenue in that area.

Role of resources Hydrocarbon sector and investment in it was a large source of revenue for the
government

Immediate outcome Ongoing
Outcome after 5 years Not applicable
Role of UN None 
Role of regional organization None
Refugees 40,000 (including internally displaced persons)
Prospects for peace Favorable

Sources: Doyle and Sambanis 2000; Economist Intelligence Unit Algeria Profile and Algeria Report, various years; Hafez 2000;
Heston, Summers, and Aten 2002; International Crisis Group 2004; Lowi 2005; Marshall, Jaggers, and Gurr 2004;
Martinez 2000, 2004; Stone 1997.
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martial law; and a final round of elections,
which the FIS seemed poised to win. In short,
prior to the coup, Algeria was on a rapid course
toward fundamental changes in the distribution
of power in society through the increasing
power of the FIS in government. When the army
stepped in to end this process by seizing control
of the government from President Bendjedid
and canceling the election results, armed Is-
lamist groups that existed even prior to these de-
velopments saw an opportunity to mount a di-
rect challenge to the government. As the army
consolidated its power and attempted to repress
the Islamists, declaring a state of emergency in
February 1992 and banning the FIS in March
1992, these groups began to attack the govern-
ment and security forces and to assert control
over areas sympathetic to the FIS. As the conflict
continued, new groups formed, bringing new
goals and new tactics to the conflict.

The insurgents can be grouped according to
their political orientation, following Martinez
(2000): groups that sought to force the govern-
ment to reinstate the political process through
which the FIS had been gaining power prior to
the military coup, and revolutionary groups em-
phasizing jihad, which sought the complete
overthrow of the state. To these may be added a
third category: local groups acting in the context
of civil war whose principal purpose was to take
advantage of the economic opportunities cre-
ated by the war.

The groups that sought to force the return of
the political process that would have brought the
FIS to power were active principally at the be-
ginning of the conflict. The first of these, the
Mouvement Islamique Armé (MIA) had origi-
nally been active between 1982 and 1987. In
1990, the MIA began preparations for insur-
gency, establishing infrastructure and training
camps in the Blida Atlas mountains. Although it
agreed with the FIS not to interfere with the
elections, the MIA’s preparations for war intensi-
fied as the government’s repression of the FIS in-
creased, with MIA members withdrawing from
the cities to the mountains after the arrests of

FIS leaders in June 1991. With the repression of
the FIS in 1992, the MIA and other armed
groups took the opportunity to bring a military
confrontation with the government to the fore,
the electoral approach of the FIS having been
discredited in light of the government’s re-
sponse. MIA was selective in its recruitment
process and explicitly did not allow perhaps
thousands of eager volunteers to join it, particu-
larly out of fear that the Securite Militaire would
infiltrate it. In 1992, the MIA had approximately
2,000 members but by 1993 was thought to have
grown to 22,000. Initially, it competed with
smaller groups such as Takfir wa-l Hijra, also es-
tablished before the military coup, but of these
groups the MIA alone was able to survive the
counteroffensives of the government’s security
forces, making it the center of the insurgency. By
1994, however, the MIA was considerably
weaker and was seen as unsuccessful in challeng-
ing the government.

Given the large numbers of people eager to
participate in the insurgency, the creation of ad-
ditional armed groups was possible, and in 1994
the AIS was established. The AIS did not have
the first-mover advantage that the MIA had in
attracting recruits, but it benefited substantially
from the release of prisoners from prison camps
in the south in 1993 and 1994, and estimates put
its membership in 1994 at 40,000. The AIS con-
tinued the MIA’s focus on insurgency to reinsti-
tute the political process, concentrating on at-
tacking the government and security forces.
However, its assessment was that the war could
not be won in the quick and limited fashion that
many thought possible . Thus, the AIS sought to
work on a much broader scale than the MIA,
and it planned for a long conflict with the Alger-
ian government.

Radical groups emerged in 1993 that chal-
lenged the idea, taken up by the MIA and the
AIS, of returning to the political process and, to
that end, of focusing on targeting the govern-
ment. Established in 1991, the Mouvement pour
l’Etat Islamique (MEI)focused on taking the bat-
tle to the people of Algeria. Rather than viewing
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the conflict as one between the elite of the MIA
against the government—the MEI hoped to win
over the people of Algeria and, in so doing, de-
prive the government of any support. With this
outlook, the MEI accepted all those who wished
to fight for it. The GIA took a similar approach
to the MEI, which divided civilians into “enemies
of Islam” and “supporters of the jihad,” the for-
mer being legitimate targets. Targeting civilians
forced them to choose between supporting the
government or the Islamists. The GIA’s strategy
in the war is understood as one of “total war,” the
destruction of the ruling regime by eliminating
all bases of social support for it. In contrast to the
MIA and AIS, the GIA was active for the most
part in urban settings, whereas the MIA and the
AIS were firmly established in and conducted
operations from mountainous areas. From 1998
on, the GIA and a splinter group from it, the
Groupe Salafi pour la Predication et le Combat
(GSPC), as well as other groups related to the
GSPC have been active.

Despite the clear ideologies of the different
insurgent groups, it is not possible to extend
the understanding of these ideologies to their
actual behavior. It is here that the role of local
organizations and leaders, often mentioned in
detailed accounts of the conflict, emerges.
First, given the secret nature of the groups, it is
not possible to judge the degree of organiza-
tion with which they operated and the degree
to which decisions were made centrally. The
MIA and the AIS exhibited a higher degree of
control in this regard than the GIA, which al-
lowed the leaders of local groups to act in its
name without hesitation. Second, local armed
groups, extremely active in the suburbs of Al-
giers, played a significant role in the conflict in
its day-to day-conduct. Although these may
have operated in the name of one of the larger
players, often the considerations that drove
their conduct were purely local.

A final caveat concerns the role of the govern-
ment in the development of the armed groups.
It is clear that the government repression in re-
sponse to the challenge of the insurgents played

a key role in the development of the conflict—a
process noted by many observers of political vi-
olence outside the Algerian context (della Porta
1995; White 1989). However, an often-men-
tioned and more controversial possibility is that
the government played an active role in the de-
velopment of the armed groups—for example,
by carrying out atrocities and then blaming the
GIA, or by infiltrating the GIA and encouraging
massacres and killings of public figures in an ef-
fort to turn public opinion against the Islamists.
These allegations are difficult to assess; although
there seems to have been an incentive for the
government to act this way, firsthand accounts
report that those carrying out the attacks were
indeed members of the groups that the govern-
ment blamed. Still, it is important to understand
the role of the government in a more complex
way that goes beyond its own official statements
on the conflict. Martinez (2004) provides an ex-
ample of such an analysis, noting that the gov-
ernment’s war-fighting strategy may have been
indirectly responsible for the massacres of civil-
ians during mid-1990s. Unable to occupy the
territory needed to wrest control from the insur-
gents with its own forces, the government cre-
ated local militias as a surrogate force. Although
the militias were a successful tool in combating
the insurgency, it is possible that through milita-
rizing the population they generated a retalia-
tory dynamic in which insurgents attacked civil-
ians to punish them for participating in the
conflict through the militias.

Financing
As mentioned earlier, the local dynamics of the
conflict were extremely important, nowhere
more so than in its financing. In areas directly
under their control, the armed groups acted as a
parallel government, essentially collecting taxes
from the populace and carrying out administra-
tive functions. In contested areas, the armed
groups put together finances through extortion
of business owners and collection of bribes
from operators in the transit sector in return for
allowing them to continue to operate. Through

108 | ALGERIA (1992–PRESENT)

05 CIWAWO1C algeria.qxd  12/6/06  2:21 PM  Page 108



supporters and their own members, the groups
also drew in large amounts of revenue from the
often-informal import–export sector of the
economy. At times, this revenue stream was
linked to illegal activity, as when leaders of the
armed groups were able to obtain revenue
through illicit imports of cars from France
using the networks established for the drug
trade from Morocco. Finally, the groups re-
ceived funding from the Algerian diaspora in
Europe. The effects of financing can be seen in
the patterns of activity of the armed groups
throughout the conflict. Most active in the
southern suburbs of Algiers, home to relatively
wealthy businessmen, the groups did not oper-
ate in the more central, poorer areas of Algiers,
even though these were areas that had strongly

supported the FIS and continued to remain a
base of support for the Islamists.

Geography
As in the war for independence, the mountains
of Algeria played a key role in the current civil
war. They provided a base of operations for
groups such as the MIA and AIS, which estab-
lished themselves securely there and then carried
out operations elsewhere in the country. The re-
lationship between terrain and the conflict ex-
tends beyond the basic idea of safe havens. The
mountains of Algeria proved to be an important
element in the development of the conflict par-
ticularly because some, like the Blida Atlas, were
located close to important areas of operations
for the insurgents. Thus, the MIA and the AIS
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could operate in the southern suburbs of Al-
giers, important for their revenues and symboli-
cally in that they were part of the capital, and
then retreat to the mountains. Forest cover may
also have served a similar function, though in a
less extensive manner.

Related to the control armed groups could
exert, the existence of a small number of impor-
tant highway routes for commerce allowed the
groups to use a system of checkpoints to demar-
cate territory as well as to draw revenues. As for
the GIA and local armed groups, the city’s ter-
rain facilitated their operations in urban areas.
The absence of an urban plan privileged local
knowledge of the layout of the neighborhood in
battles with the security forces, and this worked
to the insurgents’ advantage.

Nevertheless, it would be too simplistic to
view terrain in Algeria as solely benefiting the
insurgents or proving a direct asset to them. The
government made extensive use of desert prison
camps in the south, allowing it to effectively re-
move large numbers of suspected combatants
and sympathizers to a location remote from the
theater of operations. Even the terrain of use to
the insurgents was by no means a secure tool for
them. The government was able to defeat insur-
gents in the mountains by using air power and
local militias, and it also developed security
forces specializing in counterinsurgent opera-
tions in the urban areas. The conclusion drawn
by Fearon and Laitin (2003)—that rough terrain
is a risk factor for civil war—seems to hold in
Algeria on its surface: The insurgents did indeed
make use of the mountains in developing their
organizations at the beginning of the conflict.
Had it not been for the mountains, the MIA and
the AIS might have faced severe challenges in
mounting an armed assault on the government
and may not have attempted it. However, Algeria
demonstrates that the role of terrain may be
more appropriately considered in its interaction
with the strength of the government. In this
analysis, terrain was beneficial to the insurgents
when the government’s repressive apparatus was
insufficiently developed to deal with their chal-

lenge. The government’s subsequent defeat of
insurgent forces in the mountains, coming as it
did after an extensive overhaul and reconstruc-
tion of the security forces, is not surprising in
this view.

Tactics
The brutality of the Algerian civil war, as evi-
denced by the massacres of civilians in the mid-
to late 1990s, was one of the most notorious fea-
tures of the conflict. The vast majority of ob-
servers understood this violence as “irrational,”
but in fact patterns of violence have been related
to the dynamics of control used by the combat-
ants (Kalyvas, 1999). Although ultimately an ex-
planation of the intertemporal and spatial varia-
tion in the violence is desirable, it is instructive
to understand the ideology of the armed groups
as it relates to the tactics they pursued in the war
and the resulting patterns of violence, and key
aspects of the interaction between the govern-
ment and the insurgents that also shaped the vi-
olence. Finally, related to these questions is the
puzzle of why the insurgents appeared not to at-
tempt to strike at the Algerian government di-
rectly in order to depose it.

As discussed above, the MIA and the AIS fo-
cused almost exclusively on attacking security
forces and government officials, while the GIA
and the MEI put civilians squarely in the middle
of the conflict. The decision to target civilians
came largely out of the GIA and MEI radical
perspective on the conflict as a “total war,” one in
which civilians would need to choose sides and
one that would be won by winning the populace,
not be eliminating the security forces in a war of
attrition, a strategy more akin to that of the MIA
and AIS. Even more specific targeting decisions
may be attributed to the radical perspective,
which held that the entire order supporting the
current regime would need to be destroyed.
Thus, the competition between Francophones
and Arabic speakers in the economic arena car-
ried over to the armed conflict itself, and armed
groups threatened and killed journalists from
French-language media outlets.
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The widespread involvement of civilians and
their deaths can also be attributed to the exigen-
cies of fighting that the insurgents and the gov-
ernment faced. Both tried to force civilians to
choose a side by employing violent tactics, such
that violence became a recruiting tool. Both
sides also involved the civilian populace in pro-
viding financial and logistical support. This re-
sulted in civilian deaths either as part of the es-
tablishment of the authority of a group or due
to competition between groups, including the
government, a dynamic explored in depth by
Kalyvas (1999). As noted earlier, the govern-
ment’s tactic of establishing civilian militias may
also have accentuated these dynamics by making
civilians more direct participants in the conflict
and thereby subject to retaliatory actions by the
insurgents (Martinez 2004). Overall, these char-
acteristics of the war in Algeria fit within the
theoretical perspective proposed by Azam and
Hoeffler (2002)—that civilians become targets
either because of the extortive activities of the
parties to the conflict or because targeting civil-
ians serves a direct military purpose.

At another level is the question of why the in-
surgent groups, when attacking the government
and the security forces, focused throughout the
conflict on sabotage, assassination, and more pe-
ripheral attacks than any all-out attempt to
wrest control directly from the entire govern-
ment. The guerrilla war fought by the insurgent
groups can be attributed largely to the resources
available to them. Numerically far fewer than the
government’s security forces and without the
heavy weaponry and air support available to the
government, the insurgents likely focused on ac-
tions in which they could succeed. Nevertheless,
this led to frustration among civilians, who
questioned why the violence seemed always to
be that of a war of attrition played out at the
local level rather than a direct confrontation
with the power center of the government (Mar-
tinez 2000). Still, although resource constraints
may have been behind the tactical choices of in-
surgents, these choices have not been explored
in detail by analysts of the conflict. They merit

further attention, given that an explanation
would illuminate the motivations of the insur-
gent groups and would therefore validate
broader claims about the nature of the conflict,
some of which are discussed below.

Causes of the War
Analysts of the Algerian civil war commonly at-
tribute it to a combination of the economic and
social crises the country experienced in the
1980s, the failure of the regime to address these
crises, and the military’s refusal to allow the elec-
toral process bringing the Islamists into power
to continue (see Testas [2001] for a development
of the economic perspective and a summary of
other arguments; see also Martinez [2000] for a
summary of the standard arguments). A related
analysis that probes the mechanisms of this
process suggests that that the Algerian govern-
ment, as a rentier state, was unable to address
persistent conflicts in Algerian society (see for
example Joffé [2002] and Lowi [2004]). Mar-
tinez disputes such perspectives as flawed in that
economic and social inequality cannot on their
own account for the war, as their persistence
during the entire postindependence period (if
not at a constant level) demonstrates, nor can
problems of governance. Rather, the opportuni-
ties available through war, combined with these
factors, provided the basis for the war. This
analysis places understanding the Algerian civil
war squarely in the middle of an ongoing debate
in the literature on civil war onset: Do griev-
ances or opportunities explain conflict? The
causes of the Algerian civil war can be further il-
luminated by taking an overview of this debate
and highlighting where these accounts validate
extant understandings of the war in Algeria or
suggest new avenues of analysis. Finally, the na-
ture of the war in Algeria suggests areas in which
these theories can be refined, specified with
greater detail, or perhaps rejected.

Current work on civil wars and civil war onset
follows a rational choice approach, examining
the decision calculus of would-be insurgents and
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weighing the factors that might prompt them to
launch an insurgency against the deterrent that
the current government can mount. In itself, this
framework allows the possibility of the effect of
both grievances and opportunities. However,
cross-national studies of civil war have found
that opportunities (rather than grievances) ap-
pear to be the significant factor in predicting civil
war onset (Fearon and Laitin 2003; Collier and
Hoeffler 2002). Chief among the predictors of
civil war onset are thought to be per capita in-
come (negatively related), whether a state was
new (positively related), mountainous terrain
(positively related), population (positively re-
lated), and fossil fuel exports (positively related)
(Fearon and Laitin 2003; Collier and Hoeffler
2002; see also Hegre and Sambanis 2006 for an
evaluation of robustness of results in the empiri-
cal literature). Miguel, Satyanath, and Sergenti
(2004) call into question the specific variables
posited as significant in previous studies, using a
more appropriate estimation strategy in their
work on civil wars in sub-Saharan Africa. Their
principal findings were that GDP growth is nega-
tively related to incidence of civil war and that
the effect of income shocks on the incidence of
civil war appears not to vary with other factors
previously thought important (for example,
GDP and oil exports). These findings are consis-
tent with views that draw connections between
civil war and opportunities.

The perspective just outlined is instructive in
the case of the Algerian civil war. It incorporates
the focus of Martinez (2000) on the opportuni-
ties available in Algeria through war but also ar-
ticulates how the opportunity structure that po-
tential combatants face can determine whether
or not they act to address any extant political,
social, or economic problems through conflict.
The calculation of the armed groups to begin an
insurgency against the government after the
cancellation of elections in January 1992 may be
seen as a careful evaluation of their prospects for
survival and success in a war against the govern-
ment, and as an evaluation of the opportunities
available to them under the government at the

time or under an alternative regime of their
choosing. This view stands in contrast to other
evaluations of the conflict as stemming from
mounting grievances against and frustration
with the government, touched off by the repres-
sive actions of the army. Potential financial re-
sources through informal trade, extortion, and
external sources, combined with the refuge of
the mountains close to areas in which they
might wish to operate and the dire financial sit-
uation of the government, may well have con-
vinced the armed groups of the possibility of
their survival—and perhaps even succeed—
against the government. The opportunity to
profit from conflict, as well as the ability to re-
distribute economic wealth to their supporters,
may also have motivated both the insurgents
and the government to take steps that led to
conflict, particularly in the context of a economy
that was on the decline.

Outcome
Conflict Status
The Algerian civil war has lasted approximately
fourteen years and is ongoing. Recent cross-na-
tional data sets of civil wars code the war as on-
going through 1999 (Sambanis 2004; Fearon
2004; Fearon and Laitin 2003). Since that point,
although it is clear that the level of conflict has
been decreasing steadily, violence continues.
President Boutleflika, who took office in 1999,
quickly extended an amnesty offer to insurgents,
provided that they surrendered. The AIS re-
ceived a full amnesty for its members on January
13, 2000, leading to what amounted to its sur-
render. In addition to an estimated 3,000 AIS
fighters thereby removed from the conflict, per-
haps 2,000 to 3,000 other insurgents surren-
dered under the amnesty.

The GIA and the GSPC rejected the amnesty
and continued their activities, the GIA in the
west (Tipaazza, Chlef and Ain Delfa provinces)
and in areas to the south of Algiers, and the
GSPC in portions of the east and Kabylia. In
2000, an estimated 1,500 to 3,000 insurgents
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continued to operate, with civilian deaths and
deaths on both sides of the conflict occurring on
a weekly basis, totaling perhaps 200 deaths per
month in 2000. As the GSPC “avoid[es] target-
ing civilians,” civilian deaths are attributed to the
GIA (Economist Intelligence Unit 2004). From
January through July 2001, approximately 1,300
people lost their lives in the conflict, whereas the
GIA appeared to bring the conflict back into
urban areas after an explosion in the Casbah of
Algiers in August, an attack on a resort near Al-
giers, and a bomb that was planted in a market
but later defused. The government struck the
GIA by killing its leader, Antar Zoubri, in Febru-

ary 2002, although with little perceptible effect
on the group. During 2002, GIA violence con-
tinued against towns and smaller villages in its
areas of operation, and GSPC violence contin-
ued against government personnel. Algiers saw a
series of explosions, but these did not cause
much damage.

By 2004, infighting had broken out in the
GSPC; its leader, Hassan Hattab, who apparently
opposed creating better ties with al-Qaeda, was
killed. The government pressed its campaign
against insurgents and in June “claimed to have
killed [the GSPC’s] new leader,” Nabil Sahraoui.
Still, this appeared not to affect the GSPC, which
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Kabylia: A Second Conflict
Most histories of Algeria mention the “Berber Question” close to the outset. This chapter is an
anomaly in that respect. The current conflict in Algeria, however, is unrelated, at least in a direct
way, to problems surrounding the role of Berber identity in Algeria. Rather, conflict over Berber
identity is more related to efforts to reform the government and reconceptualize the Algerian na-
tion. Violent conflict in Kabylia related to these issues, both in the early 1980s and after 2000, rep-
resents a focal point for opposition to the government, if limited in the movement’s support outside
the region.

Berbers represent about 20 percent of the Algerian population. Most Algerians are of Berber
origin, as the Berbers were indigenous to Algeria prior to the Arab invasion in the seventh century.
In contemporary Algeria, however, linguistic affiliation defines Berber identity, and advancing
Tamazight, the Berber language, has been a key part of demands made by Berber political move-
ments. Two Algerian political parties, the Front of Socialist Forces (Front des Forces Socialistes
[FFS]), founded in 1962, and the Rally for Culture and Democracy (Rassemblement pour la Cul-
ture et la Démocratie [RCD]) are Berber parties.

Unrest in Kabylia in 1980 began after a lecture on Berber poetry was banned. Protesters from
a wide range of backgrounds demanded recognition of Tamazight and Berber culture by the gov-
ernment, and organized against the government in March and April. Although the unrest that
started in 2001 generated some similar demands—the inclusion of Tamazight as an official lan-
guage in Algeria, for example—it began when a young man died in police custody in April. A series
of protests and government repression of protests followed. In the early days of the unrest, approx-
imately 80 protesters died. The protest movement focused on abuse of authority and exclusion by
the government of portions of the population, principally the young. A government concession
gave Tamazight “national” status but did little to appease protesters, as it did not make Tamazight
an official language (which would mandate its use in government documents and education).

The emphasis of the Kabylia protests on issues of governance gives them a national charac-
ter. This is in spite of the particularism of Kabylia, as even Berbers in other parts of the country
have not joined in the cultural and linguistic demands of the Kabylia protests. Demands for a more
accountable government and more inclusive policies resonate with Algerians outside Kabylia. The
dissatisfaction in this region indicates issues facing the country as a whole. Most recently, this was
seen in the low turnout for the referendum on the Charter for Peace and National Reconciliation in
Kabylia. This low turnout mimicked earlier low participation rates: the high observance of the FFS
and RCD boycott of the May 2002 parliamentary election and low turnout for the April 2004 presi-
dential election (International Crisis Group 2003; Quandt 2002; Roberts 2003; Stone 1997).

05 CIWAWO1C algeria.qxd  12/6/06  2:21 PM  Page 113



attacked a power station in Algiers, although
without success, and was seen by the govern-
ment as a potential threat to oil installations in
the south. As of 2005, the insurgents were
thought to be able to draw on external support-
ers, particularly in Europe, for resources, leading
analysts to note that the insurgency “is not over
and attacks on security personnel and civilians
are likely to continue for some time.” However,
the situation appears to have turned entirely in
favor of the government. Despite the external
support insurgents enjoy, they are thought to be
without significant support of within Algeria,
and the government has successfully regained
control over many parts of its territory formerly
controlled by the insurgents (Economist Intelli-
gence Unit 1996–2004, 2005).

Duration Tactics
Although the duration of the Algerian civil war
by 1999 (eight years) was below the mean dura-
tion for ongoing wars coded in a data set of 128
civil wars for the period 1945 to 1999 (almost
sixteen years), even then its duration was above
the mean duration for all civil wars in North
Africa and the Middle East (Fearon 2004). Work

on civil war emphasizing the possibility of bene-
fits accruing to participants during conflict rein-
forces analyses of Algeria suggesting that the dy-
namics of Algeria’s war economy are important
in explaining why the war has continued.

One perspective on civil war duration, which
takes into account the possibility that the rebels
benefit from the conflict during its conduct, not
solely upon its conclusion, seems to fit well with
accounts of the conflict in Algeria. Here, prof-
itability during conflict is crucial in explaining
conflict duration. Variables that influence the
ability of the insurgents to operate at a profit
and to hold out against the government are sig-
nificant in determining its duration but not sig-
nificantly related to the initiation of conflict,
and variables significantly related to its initia-
tion tend not to influence its duration.

This stands in contrast with predominant ex-
planations that have examined the relative mili-
tary capabilities of the warring parties, and par-
ticularly their expected postconflict benefits, as
crucial in determining the duration of the war
(see Grossman 1991, 1995; and Collier and Hoef-
fler 1998). It also contrasts with the opportunities
account of civil war initiation in that, although
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The September 2005 Referendum
Algerian voters approved the Charter for Peace and National Reconciliation on September 29,
2005, by more than 97 percent. The charter absolves government forces of their role in the vio-
lence, contains an amnesty for Islamist fighters except those responsible for “massacres, rapes or
bomb attacks in public places,” and provides for reparations to families of victims, including those
who disappeared during the civil war. Turnout, taken by some as an indication of the unanimity of
the referendum result, varied significantly across Algiera, even as the turnout rate nationally was
almost 80 percent. Tizi-Ouzou and Bejaia in Kabylia, for example, had turnout of about 11 percent.

President Bouteflika has billed the charter, which was drafted by his office without outside par-
ticipation, as facilitating a process of national reconciliation that will prevent the recurrence of con-
flict. The charter certainly stands in contrast to reconciliation in South Africa, El Salvador, and other
post-conflict countries, where the process is based on a public debate on the conflict and examina-
tion of responsibility for crimes and atrocities committed during it. Critics object that the Algerian
referendum and charter are merely an exercise in forgetting the atrocities of the war and a way for
Bouteflika to “consolidate his power.” Still, opinion is divided. Some see the referendum as provid-
ing a way to begin debate about the conflict, even despite the criticism of it. Others call into ques-
tion even the relevance of reconciliation, pointing out the economic problems still prominent in the
lives of many Algerians (Associated Press 2005; Slackman, September 26 and 30, 2005).

The text of the charter is available in French at www.el-mouradia.dz/francais/reconciliation/
Charte/PROJETCHARTE.pdf
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opportunity-related variables influence the initial
outbreak of conflict, they are thought to be unre-
lated to the duration because once the insurgents
establish themselves, initially making use of op-
portunity variables, it is their ability to protect
their initial setup or to adapt it and hold out
against the government that determines duration
(Collier, et al. 2004).

Turning to the Algerian civil war, then, we
should expect variation in financial support for
the government and the insurgents to have a
large effect on the duration of the conflict. In-
deed, financial support for the government, as
explained in the “External Intervention” section,
may have caused the war to last for a long time.
Had the government been unable to finance its
repressive activities against the insurgents, it
may have been forced to come to some accom-
modation with them in the mid-1990s, rather
than pursuing, as it did, an “eradicationist” ap-
proach throughout the period. Financial sup-
port for the government is also likely to have en-
larged the financial stake of the security services
in the ongoing conflict such that there may be a
disincentive for the government to decisively de-
feat the insurgents or pursue a settlement. The
persistence of the “eradicationist” perspective in
the government through the 1990s, and the gov-
ernment’s continued refusal to negotiate with
the insurgents (see “Conflict-Management Ef-
forts”), reflect the possibility that the war was
proceeding in this way. Looking to the insur-
gents, financial support from sympathizers and
the Algerian diaspora abroad, and increased rev-
enues from the import–export trade stimulated
by the International Monetary Fund’s Structural
Adjustment Package (SAP) in 1994, likely in-
creased the ability of the insurgents to resist the
security services during the period. Finally,
much as they did for the government, rents
available to the insurgents as a result of the con-
flict may have provided an incentive to pursue
the conflict for financial gain rather than con-
clude any sort of agreement.

Changes in structural conditions in the econ-
omy and the society might also increase the du-

ration of the war by making the opportunities of
conflict relatively more attractive. Although eco-
nomic reforms from 1994 on resulted in macro-
economic improvements for Algeria, they have
been linked to large levels of unemployment,
particularly among those under 30 years of age,
and to higher levels of poverty (International
Crisis Group 2001; Joffé 2002). These changes
may have provided more potential recruits to in-
surgent groups. Additionally, they exacerbated
the conditions of social conflict that character-
ized Algeria prior to 1992 and that were not re-
solved by the military coup in 1992, thus
strengthening the basis of opposition to the Al-
gerian government.

External Military Intervention
There has been no clear external military inter-
vention in the Algerian civil war in the conven-
tional sense of use of force by a third party.
However, both sides have received assistance
from third parties that highlights the need for
deeper analysis of external interventions in civil
wars: Either the assistance was covert, and thus
our ability to recognize and measure it is se-
verely hampered, or the assistance may not have
been perceived at the time as being related to the
conflict but in fact had a concrete influence on
its course. It appears that external economic
support for the insurgents and the government
may have allowed the war to continue for a
longer period than would otherwise have been
possible. This fits well with the empirical results
of Regan (2002), who notes that external inter-
ventions, whether military or economic, tend to
increase the duration of civil wars.

The insurgents, coming out of the FIS’s Is-
lamist movement in Algeria, derived support
from third parties with an Islamist agenda. The
exact nature of this support remains unclear,
pointing to the need to deal properly with it in
cross-national analyses. Some support for the
insurgents appears to have come from states.
Stone (1997: 190) notes that Iran appears to
have officially supported the insurgents “as part
of its policy of exporting the Islamic revolution
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throughout the Muslim world.” Stone also states
that Iran was likely involved in the bombing of
the airport in Algiers in 1992, according to the
Algerian press, other activities supporting the
insurgents, including training of insurgents in
Hezbollah (or Hizb Allah, as it is translated from
the Arabic, meaning the “Party of God”) camps
in Lebanon. The Algerian government, in addi-
tion to denouncing Iranian involvement, also
pointed to Sudan, although Stone (1997) judges
that there was likely no Sudanese support for the
insurgents. The Algerian government’s position
was motivated by the general role the Sudanese
played in support of Islamist movements in the
region. Finally, officially acknowledged Saudi
support for the FIS prior to 1991 (Martinez
2000: 23) yet the fact that no link between the
Kingdom and Algerian armed groups after the
beginning of the civil war has been established
raises the possibility of (as yet undetected)
covert support for the insurgents.

External support for the insurgents has also
come from private citizens outside Algeria. The
Algerian government has demanded more coop-
eration from European governments in cracking
down on militant networks, likely composed
mostly of Algerian migrants, in their countries
(Economist Intelligence Unit 1996–1998, 2005).
The alleged support of the FIS by Saudi busi-
nessmen based in Jeddah (Economist Intelli-
gence Unit, December 1997) shows that private
support for the armed insurgent groups in Alge-
ria from sympathizers would have been all too
easy, yet decidedly hard to verify.

The external support that the Algerian gov-
ernment received likely dwarfs all possible sup-
port garnered by the insurgents from their sup-
porters in the government or private sector.
Through debt rescheduling and economic liber-
alization, additional foreign aid, and investment,
the Algerian government in essence was able to
obtain funds for its security operations against
the insurgents and was able to tie in supporters
economically to its success against the insur-
gents. Between 1993 and 1994, the Algerian gov-
ernment negotiated a debt program with the

IMF, as by 1993 Algeria, with its debt service of
$8 billion per year and annual revenue of only
$9 billion in 1993, was on the verge of bank-
ruptcy. Debt rescheduling and an SAP that in-
cluded privatization initiatives and trade liberal-
ization allowed the government to reverse its
financial situation. The government was able to
obtain some 40 billion francs (roughly at least
US $8.3 billion, taking the lowest exchange rate
for the period) “in the form of loans, credits,
gifts and other financial arrangements” from the
international community under the IMF’s SAP.
By 1995, its debt service amounted to 37 percent
of its earnings from exports, whereas in 1993
that figure had been 93 percent.

The government, through the revenue these
programs freed up in its own budget and what
they brought in, was able to finance an overhaul-
ing of its repressive apparatus. Thus, by 1995 the
Islamists, who at one point had “the electoral
capital of three million voters and an enemy in a
state of bankruptcy . . . lost their relative advan-
tage after three years of fighting” (Martinez
2000: 92–3, 238). Economic liberalization under
the SAP was also likely of benefit to the govern-
ment in a quite specific way: As army officers
were among the main beneficiaries of privatiza-
tion, it had effect of aligning their own personal
financial interests with the survival of the gov-
ernment (Martinez 2000: 125). It would be diffi-
cult to determine how much this affected the
government’s position, but it is likely that it
played a role in helping the government consoli-
date its advantage against the insurgents and
perhaps even in ensuring that a particularly
hard-line stance was adopted against them. Still,
it is important to note that liberalization, partic-
ularly in opening trade, also benefited the insur-
gents, who made use of import–export compa-
nies as additional revenue sources (Martinez
2000). Thus, although on the whole economic
assistance and policy changes by the government
likely worked in its favor, some doubt remains. A
conservative analysis, and indeed a skeptical
one, would suggest that external support, rather
than being linked to the ability of either side to
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prevail, has been more related to the duration of
the conflict and has prolonged it due to the fi-
nancial benefits both sides have gained as a re-
sult of it. As Martinez (2000: 168) suggests:

This consolidation of the armed forces, due
partly to the unconditional backing of Algeria’s
international political and economic partners,
nonetheless raises questions: does the
continuation of the “eradicating” policy not
conceal interests involved in a war economy that
ensures a hegemonic role for the army and
market openings in the private sector for the
army’s patronage networks? In short, are the
Islamist groups and the military not in the
process of becoming “complementary enemies”
finding in the violence of war the way to achieve
their aspirations?

France also has played a large role in support-
ing the Algerian government during the conflict,
providing extensive financial backing (Martinez
2000). Its aid to Algeria nearly doubled between
1990 and 1994, and because of the leading role it
took in shaping European Union (EU) Algerian
policy, Algeria received US $40 million in EU de-
velopment aid in 1994, a fourfold increase from
1990. Particularly during the initial stages of the
conflict, EU members stayed behind French sup-
port of the Algerian government, at least tacitly,
despite the fact that this conflicted with the EU’s
emphasis on democratization during the period
(Olsen 1998). Finally, private companies invest-
ing in the hydrocarbon sector have provided ad-
ditional revenues to the Algerian government.
These companies have even taken part in the de-
fense of their own assets by employing merce-
naries. Having the industry protecting its own
interests alleviates some of the government’s se-
curity burden (Martinez 2000: 229–31).

Conflict Management Efforts
The Algerian civil war saw no conflict manage-
ment efforts from either the international com-
munity or specific third parties. The Rome talks
of 1994, probably the last attempt to achieve a
political solution to the conflict, were not at-
tended by the Algerian military and therefore

failed to involve the principal player in the con-
flict. Particularly after the horrific massacres of
the late 1990s, the international community, in-
cluding the United Nations and the EU, ex-
pressed a desire to become involved in settling
the conflict. However, the Algerian government
firmly rejected any mediation efforts, including
an offer extended by UN Secretary-General Kofi
Annan in September 1997 (Olsen 1998) perhaps
due to the prevalence of the “exterminator”
viewpoint within it or because of interest groups
that continued to benefit from the conflict.

The utter failure of mediation in the conflict
suggests a point of note for research on peace
settlements. Although in the Algerian case this
appears to have entirely prevented the institu-
tion of negotiations, it may well be that interests
in continued conflict, whether on the part of the
insurgents or the government, end up under-
mining efforts at a negotiated settlement. This
contrasts with a typical view taken in the litera-
ture on peace settlements that holds that failure
to achieve a settlement is typically a commit-
ment problem, and that means of overcoming
this problem, such as third-party security guar-
antees, can be effective in obtaining and secur-
ing a peace settlement (For this view, see Walter
2002)

Conclusion
The Algerian civil war indicates several avenues
of research worth pursuing to elaborate the dy-
namics of civil wars that are not adequately
captured in the literature on civil wars, even
though this literature informs a balanced un-
derstanding of the war itself. Analysts have neg-
lected to address the interaction between the
government’s forces and the insurgents as hav-
ing a critical effect on the duration of the con-
flict. Although contraband financing, as in
Fearon (2004), is likely to allow an insurgent
organization to function for a longer period of
time, the economic dynamics of the conflict in
Algeria demonstrate that financial benefits ac-
cruing to the government may lead to strategies
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that prolong the conflict if parties within the
government have financial interests in the con-
flict itself.

Second, the researchers must cast a wider em-
pirical net in examining the financing of insur-
gent groups. Fearon (2004) notes that contra-
band financing of insurgent groups is associated
with longer-lasting conflicts. Yet a binary coding
of whether the insurgents made use of income
from illicit sources (in Fearon, production or
trafficking in narcotics or gems) is surely a blunt
instrument. Such a coding misses the sources of
income for insurgents not involved in contra-
band financing that may prove just as potent, or
at least potent enough, in sustaining the insur-
gency. As Algeria illustrates, insurgents derived
income by playing off of the structure of the
economy using both licit and illicit trade and ex-
torting rents from civilians. These tactics are not
unique to the Algerian case. The complex role of
the government in the Algerian war economy
also underscores the obscure nature of the
causal relationship of contraband financing to
war duration. Rather than simply providing a
source of income to insurgents, contraband may
very well involve the government in profitable
activities possible only under the conditions of
conflict.

The role of diaspora support, cited as a po-
tential factor in Collier et al. (2004), can also be
drawn out in future empirical work. Fearon
(2004) does not even address the issue of dias-
pora support for insurgent organizations. And,
although Collier et al. attempt to estimate the
role of diaspora support on conflict duration,
albeit unsuccessfully due to lack of data, their
operationalization of it is confined to co-na-
tionals living abroad. Not only was the Algerian
diaspora in Europe a source of funding for in-
surgent groups, but it appears that parties sym-
pathetic to the insurgent groups, whether indi-
viduals or states, also played an important role
in providing finances and perhaps even other
support. The Islamist networks that may very
well have been utilized by the Algerian insur-
gents suggest that external support and financ-

ing for insurgents should be investigated more
broadly, and not confined in a strict sense to na-
tional diasporas. Instead, it is likely that com-
munities of sympathizers abroad play an im-
portant role. Private, external support of the
insurgents could then be operationalized as the
presence of persons who sympathize with the
insurgents and share their preferences for polit-
ical change (Schulhofer-Wohl 2004). Attention
to such detail would be instructive not only in
uncovering the role of external support for in-
surgent organizations but also in casting light
on the tactics of insurgents. Pursuing the idea of
sympathetic communities financing the insur-
gents in Algeria, it may be that Algerian insur-
gents continued to use Islamist rhetoric and
even modified the type and targets of violence
they used in order to gain external supporters
or to maintain current relationships.

Finally, the analysts’ emphasis of the Algerian
civil war on the role of lucrative opportunities in
a war economy in explaining the occurrence and
duration of war underscore the need for a fully
thought-out concept of opportunity costs in the
context of war. Henderson (2005), in his study
of mobilization of individuals in Connecticut
during the American Revolution, develops the
idea that individuals may have opportunities
available to them through warfare that are un-
available in peacetime. Even though it may ap-
pear that the opportunity costs of war are high
for these individuals because of relatively high
levels of income or perhaps educational attain-
ment, in fact the opportunities available through
war that have no corollary in peacetime make
war a desirable activity. In the Algerian civil war,
unresolved puzzles relating to the opportunity
costs of the participants remain. A theory like
Henderson’s might help sort out why violence
developed precisely when it did following the
1992 coup, and why and how the conflict has
persisted, particularly after the disintegration of
the large insurgent groups in the late 1990s.

Refining the characterization of opportunity
costs, diasporal communities, and the dynamics
of the interaction between governments and in-
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surgents as it relates to duration may at times
seem to be a rather arcane activity compared to
the immediacy of an ongoing violence that has
killed, scarred, and displaced a large segment of
the population of Algeria. Yet it is instructive to
remember that making such refinements would
bring means of preventing and quickly resolving
civil wars one step closer to the hands of policy-
makers. Each gradual improvement in the com-
parative understanding of civil wars advances
the understanding of the Algerian civil war itself.
Not only do analysts of Algeria owe this to Alge-
rians, but it can empower Algerians by allowing
them to make sense of and thereby build a fu-
ture that leads away from an immeasurably
damaging portion of their past.

Jonah Schulhofer-Wohl

Chronology
July 3, 1962 Algeria gains its independence from

France.
1963 Election of Ahmed Ben Bella as first

president of Algeria.
June 19, 1965 Ben Bella deposed by Colonel

Houari Boumedienne
June 27, 1976 Referendum on National Charter,

new constitution reaffirming Algeria’s
commitment to socialism and the FLN’s role
as the only as political party and recognizing
Islam as the state religion is introduced by
Boumedienne. Election of Boumedienne as
president.

December 27, 1978 Boumedienne dies
February 7, 1979 Colonel Chadli Bendjedid

replaces Boumedienne as president.
April 20, 1980 Riots in Tizi Ouzou.
November 20, 1982 Violence between Islamist

and progressive students in dormitories of
Ben Aknoun University.

November 16, 1984 Islamist demonstration at
Kouba during funeral.

January 16, 1986 New National Charter adopted
through referendum.

November 8–12, 1986 Riots at Constantine and
Sétif occur in wake of increasing
unemployment , inflation and the collapse of
oil and gas prices.

October 4–10, 1988 Riots in Algiers.
November 3, 1988Establishment of multi-party

system of governance.

December 22, 1988 Bendjedid re-elected to the
presidency.

September 14, 1989 FIS legalized.
June 12, 1990 FIS wins municipal elections.
June 15, 1991 Abassi Madani, FIS leader, calls for

general strike.
June 30, 1991 Madani and Ali Benhadj, FIS

leaders, arrested.
November 27, 1991 Border post at Guenmar

attacked by two Islamists.
December 26, 1991 FIS wins first round of

parliamentary elections, taking 188 of 232
seats decided in the round. FFS takes 25 seats,
followed by the ruling FLN with 15.

January 11, 1992 Military coup d’etat.
Cancellation of second round of general
elections. President Chadli Bendjedid forced
to resign.

January 14, 1992 The High Council of Security
(Haut Conseil de Sécurité) establishes the
High Council of State (Haut Conseil d’Etat,
HCE).

January 16, 1992 Mohammed Boudiaf returns to
Algeria after exile of 28 years and assumes
chairmanship of the HCE.

January 22, 1992 Arrest of Abdelkader Hachani,
FIS leader.

February 9, 1992 12 month state of emergency
declared

March 4, 1992 Algiers Administrative Court
dissolves the FIS

April 11, 1992 People’s Assemblies with FIS
majorities at the Commune and Wilaya levels
are dissolved; they are replaced with
appointed bodies.

April 22, 1992 National Consultative Council
(Conseil Consultatif National, CCN) created.

June 29, 1992 Mohammed Boudiaf assassinated.
Ali Kafi takes his position as chair of the
HCE.

July 12, 1992 Abbasid Madani and Ali Belhadji,
FIS leaders, receive 12-year prison
sentences.

August 26, 1992 Bomb explodes at the Algeries
airport, killing 11 and injuring 128.

November 30, 1992 Curfews put in place in
Algeris, Blida, Boumerdès, Tipasa, Bouira,
Médéa, and Aïn Defla.

February 7, 1993 State of emergency extended
March 27, 1993 Algeria cuts off diplomatic

relations with Iran and Sudan.
May 26, 1993 Assassination attempt on Tahar

Djaout, an anti-Islamist writer who dies from
wounds on June 2.
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May 29, 1993 Curfew in place from December 5,
1992 extended to Chlef, M’Sila and Djelfa
regions.

June 10, 1993 Morocco arrests GIA leader
Abdelhak Layada.

July, 1993 Liamin Zéroual appointed minister of
defense.

August 21, 1993 Redha Malek appointed prime
minister.

August 22, 1993 Assassination of former prime
minister Kasdi Merbah.

September 17, 1993 FIS establishes an overseas
leadership led by Rabah Kébir.

December 1, 1993 GIA deadline. After this date,
the GIA considered foreigners in Algeria to
be targets.

January 31, 1994 HCE appoints Zéroual to
presidency. Zéroual replaces Ali Kafi as leader
of Algerian government.

February 24, 1994 Former FIS senior officials Ali
Djeddi and Abdelkader Boukhamkham
released from prison.

February 26, 1994 GIA leader Djafaar el Afghani
dies

March 10, 1994 Tazoult prison attacked by
insurgents, freeing approximately 1000
prisoners. Assassination of playwright
Abdelkader Alloula.

June 1, 1994 Foreign debt of US $26 billion is
rescheduled.

August 27, 1994 Border with Morocco closed.
September 29, 1994 Assassination of Cheb

Hasni, Rai singer.
October 31, 1994 Presidential election

announced by Zéroual. Election is to take
place before the end of 1995.

November 14, 1994 Killings at Berrouaghia
prison after prisoners attempt to escape.

November 21, 1994 Beginning of Rome talks,
hosted by the Community of Sant’Egidio.

December 24, 1994 Air France Flight 8969
hijacked at Algiers airport by Islamists.

December 26, 1994 French authorities storm the
airplane at the Marseilles airport and kill the
hijackers.

December 27, 1994 Major foreign airlines halt
flight to Algeria; Four priests killed at Tizi
Ouzou.

January 13, 1995 Opposition groups attending
the Rome talks, including the FIS, FFS, FLN
and others publish the “National Contract.”

January 14, 1995 Opposition groups at the
Rome talks sign a plan to end the civil war
called the Sant’Egidio platform. The
government of Algeria does not sign.

January 26, 1995 Zéroual’s office announces
upcoming presidential elections.

February 14, 1995 Talks with political parties
concerning the presidential elections begin.

February 21, 1995 Prisoners escape from
Serkadji prison; the prison housed those
charged with or convicted of terrorism.
Ninety-six prisoners and four guards die over
the course of a day and a half.

April 4, 1995 Exclusion zones established by the
government around the oil fields.

July 11, 1995 Killing of Imam Sahraoui, one of
the FIS founders, in Paris.

August 28, 1995 Opposition groups that signed
the “National Contract” call for boycott of
the presidential election.

November 16, 1995 Zéroual elected president of
the republic.

January 26, 1996 MSI-Hamas becomes part of
the new government

February 18, 1996 Curfews in place from
December 1992 lifted.

March 13, 1996 Anti-terrorist summit in Sharm
el-Sheikh, Egypt attended by the Algerian
government.

March 27, 1996 GIA claims responsibility for
kidnapping of seven monks.

March 30, 1996 Kidnapped monks found 
dead.

May 5, 1996 Parliamentary and municipal
elections announced by Zéroual to be before
end of 1996.

July 16, 1996 LIDD kills Djamel Zitouni, GIA
leader. Antar Zouabri assumes GIA
leadership.

April 3, 1997 Massacre at Thalit. Only one out of
fifty-three inhabitants survives.

April 22, 1997 Massacre at Haouch Khemisti.
April 23, 1997 Massacre at Omaria.
May 28, 1997 FIS leadership abroad publishes

“strategy for resolving the crisis in Algeria.”
June 5, 1997 RND wins parliamentary elections

with 155 seats. MSP takes 69 seats, followed
by the FLN with 64, En Nahda with 34, the
FFS with 19, and the RCD with 19.

June 16, 1997 Massacre at Dairat Labguer.
July 27, 1997 Massacre at Si Zerrouk
August 3, 1997 Massacre at Oued el-Had and

Mezouara.
August 20, 1997 Massacre at Souhane.
August 26, 1997 Massacre at Beni-Ali.
August 28–29 Massacre at Raïs.
September 5, 1997 Massacre in the hills of

Algiers at Béni Messous.
September 19, 1997 Massacre at Guelb el-Kebir
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September 21, 1997 Unilateral ceasefire declared
by the AIS.

September 22, 1997 Massacre at Bentalha.
October 12, 1997 Massacre at fake roadblock at

Sidi Daoud.
October 23, 1997 RND wins municipal

elections, taking 55 percent of the seats.
October 27, 1997 Demonstrations against

election fraud by opposition in Algiers.
December 24, 1997 Massacre at Sid el-Antri.
December 30, 1997 Massacres in Relizane Wilaya.
January 4, 1998 Massacres in Relizane Wilaya
January 11, 1998 Massacre at Sidi-Hamed.
March 26, 1998 Massacre at Oued Bouaicha.
June 25, 1998 Assassination of Matoub Lounes,

anti-Islamist Kabyle singer. Lounes had been
on the GIA’s list of artists and intellectuals
and was kidnapped by the GIA for two weeks
on September 25, 1994.

September 14, 1998 GSPC splits from the GIA
because of massacres.

December 8, 1998 Massacre at Tadjena.
April 15, 1999 Election of Abdelaziz Bouteflika

as president. Other candidates had already
withdrawn and had made allegations of
election fraud.

June 5, 1999 AIS begins to negotiate amnesty for
its members after agreeing to dissolve.

November 22, 1999 Assassination of Abdelkader
Hachani, senior FIS member.

January 11, 2000 Dissolution of AIS after
amnesty agreement with the government.

September 23, 2001 U.S. president George W.
Bush’s Executive Order 13224 freezes the
assets of the GIA and GSPC, which the U.S.
considers terrorist groups.

February 8, 2002 GIA leader Anta Zouabri
killed.

July 2, 2003 FIS leaders Abassi Madani and Ali
Beljadji are released from prison. They had
served twelve-year sentences.

October 23, 2003 Nabil Sahraoui, leader of
GSPC, announces support for Usama bin
Laden’s jihad and the U.S. and support for
Muslims fighting in Afghanistan, Chechnya
and the Philippines.

June 20, 2004 Government sources report that
GSPC leader Nabil Sahraoui has been killed.

July, 2004 GIA leader Rachid Abou Tourab is
killed, according to a government statement
released in January of 2005.

September 29, 2005 Charter on Peace and
National Reconciliation is approved in a
national referendum, garnering 97 percent of
the vote.

List of Acronyms
AIS: Islamic Army of Salvation (Armée Islamique

du Salut)
ALN: National Liberation Army (Armeé de

Libération Nationale)
ANP: Popular National Army (Armeé National

Populaire)
FFS: Front of Socialist Forces (Front des Forces

Socialistes)
FIDA: Islamic Front of Jihad in Algeria (Front

Islamique du Djihad Armé)
FIS: Islamic Salvation Front (Front Islamique du

Salut)
FLN: National Liberation Front (Front de

Libération Nationale)
GDP: gross domestic product
GIA: Islamic Armed Groups (Groupes Islamique

Armées)
GSC: Salafi Combatant Group (Groupe Salafiste

Combattant)
GSPC: Salafi Group for Preaching and Combat

(Groupe Salafiste pour la Predication et le
Combat)

GSPD: Salafi Group for the Jihad (Groupe Salafist
pour le Djihad)

HDS: Guardians of the Salafi Call (Houmat Al-
Da’wa Al-Salafiyya)

IMF: International Monetary Fund
LIDD: Islamic League for Preaching and Jihad 
MEI: Movement for the Islamic State (Mouvement

pour l’Etat Islamique)
MIA: Armed Islamic Movement (Mouvement

Islamique Armé)
RCD: Rally for Culture and Democracy

(Rassemblement pour la Culture et la
Démocratie)

RND: National Democratic Rally (Rassemblement
National Démocratique)

SAP: Structural Adjustment Program
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