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Abstract 
Historically silenced, the revolutionary potential of Tunisian peasants has evolved from mere 
opposition to structures of power submitting producers to value absorption, dispossession and 
displacement to organized demands and systemic alternatives. In the 2021’s nationwide 
peasant protests, embryos of farmers’ organizations formed in the shape of Tansiquiet 
(coordinations) of small-scale peasants. Among the demands, cooperativist organization of 
production was loudly pronounced. This article traces back the history of peasant struggles 
against institutional policies from the nineteenth century until the late agitations of 2021. Then 
it will explore Tunisia’s legacy of cooperativism by analyzing the 1960s experience. Later, it 
will discuss the 2022’s presidential law of Shariket Ahliya (Communitarian Enterprises) which 
was welcomed by a number of Tansiquiet. Finally, some theoretical questions on development 
will be raised. 
 

Introduction 

The Bedouins, on the other hand, live separate from the community. 
They are alone in the country and remote from militias. They have no walls and 
gates. Therefore, they provide their own defense and do not entrust it to, or rely 
upon others for it (Ibn Khaldoun, 1377/1967) 
 

2021 was the tenth anniversary of the 2010-2011 uprisings, sparkle of the “Arab Spring” that 
has spread across the Arab/MENA region. After ten years of this bourgeois revolution, the only 
clear and undebatable outcome was the fall of the one-party and one-president governance and 
the implementation of a parliamentary multi-party regime. The process of the free voting 
mechanism started in October 2011 with the elections of representatives charged with writing 
a new constitution: “The Constitution of the Revolution”. Protests did not cease even after the 
establishment of the process of “Democratic Transition” and demands focused on political 
punctual issues such as the investigation on the assassinations of the protestors during the 
uprising and the accountability of the agents of the services of order who were involved, 
reparations for the families of the martyrs and the wounded (Smith, 2012) and the liberation of 
protestors who are retrospectively being prosecuted (Bribri, 2014). 

In 2014, the transitional phase ended with the legislative and presidential elections organized 
at the end of the year. This electoral milestone painted a new political landscape: The alliance 
between the two parties who won the majority of the votes in the legislatures; Nidaa Tounes 
and Ennahdha Movement. The former is a phoenix rising from the ashes of ex-cadres of the 
party that ruled over Tunisia since the independence in 1956, in other words the party against 
which the people revolted in 2010-2011. The latter is the largest Islamist party in Tunisia that 
had been repressed, since its creation in 1981, by the ruling-party. This political alliance 
provoked mobilizations that are digging deeper into economic issues. In 2015, activists who 
have been involved in the mobilizations since 2011 took the streets of Tunis to protest against 
a law proposed by the President Beji Caid Essebsi, the founder of Nidaa Tounes, that postulates 



 
amnesty for the businesspersons who are accused of corruption activities executed during the 
Ancien regime (Salman and Chomiak, 2016). 

Away from Tunis, the capital city, socio-economic mobilizations, e.i.; employment demands, 
wage reforms, developmental projects… did not stop to gush almost everywhere in all Tunisia. 
Acts of protestation culminated in front of production units of natural resources. Other than the 
everlong turmoils in the phosphate mining region in the South-West that even have preceded 
the 2010 uprisings, since 2008, protestors resorted to sit-ins against foreign petroleum 
companies. First, in 2016, in the archipelagos of Kerkennah, Center-East coast of Tunisia 
(JawharaFm, 2016). Second, in 2017, in the deep south of Tunisia, the habitants of the 
governorate of Tataouine blocked the production of oil extracted from the region 
(MosaiqueFM, 2017). These movements were majoritarily led by young unemployed locals 
and the demands focused on the creation of jobs in these companies and the mandatory social 
responsibility of these multinationals in the development of the region (Feltrin, 2018; Ajl, 
2019). 

The evolution of the character of the demands shows a shift from the purely political needs 
towards socio-economic issues questioning the model of development that, allegedly, did not 
show any evolution after the uprisings of 2010-2011. On the other hand, the new political 
regime did not seem to be willing and able to respond to the popular demands due to its class 
structure dominated by businesspersons. The parliament of 2014 contained 25 businessmen 
and women representing 11% of the members with 13 from Nidaa Tounes and 3 from 
Ennahdha (Beji Okkez, 2014). Moreover, these parties rely on private donations and 
investments in order to fund their political activities and electoral campaigns (Dahmani, 2017). 
The post-2011 political process represented an opportunity for the economic elites to (re-) enter 
the political sphere (Kchouk, 2017). 

The 2019 legislative elections were dominated by Ennahdha party after the gradual 
fragmentation of Nidaa Tounes due to internal conflicts and the death of its founder and 
historical leader, ex-president of the republic, Beji Caid Essebsi. The economic policies of the 
ruling class faced a deadlock with the advent of Covid-19, especially in the period spanning 
from the end of 2020 to 2021 when the death toll reached disastrous levels (WHO, 2023). 

The post-2011 decade deepened the general idea that social change is inherently carried by 
urban populations concerned only with political issues, the issues of polis. However, several 
scholars suggested that the uprisings of 2010-2011 are rooted in the countryside, pagus (Ayeb, 
2011; Elloumi, 2013; Gana, 2012) and that the events of that condense historical point are the 
expression of an unresolved agrarian question extrapolated to the city (Ajl, 2018). Indeed, as 
much as the final protests that led to the escape of the head of the state, Zine El-Abidine Ben 
Ali in the evening of January 14th 2011, happened in Tunis’ and big cities’ streets, the sparkle 
of the revolt ignited in Sidi Bouzid, the newly-urbanized majoritarily-rural region in the center 
of Tunisia (Fautras, 2013). 

In the cities themselves, protesters and rioters were mainly dwellers of peri-urban 
neighborhoods, unemployed graduates and students (ILO, 2011; Ayeb and Bush, 2019). Waves 
of internal migration show the following: First, the direction goes from the highly-rural interior 
regions of the south and the west, towards the eastern coastal areas of Tunis, the Sahel region 
and Sfax (Beji Okkez, 2016). Second, diverse economic opportunities, though precarious, are 
more likely to exist in the latter areas due to the uneven development that was implemented 
since the establishment of the independent state (Salhi, 2017). This is manifested, for example, 
in the concentration of universities in the coastal region. Third, by consequence, the three major 



 
demographics that were in protests and riots are the offspring of a rural exodus caused by the 
obstruction of the agrarian question (Timoumi, 2008). These three categories are orphaned 
from their lands and the urban orphanage does not seem able to embrace them. 

By 2021, the streets and neighborhoods of Tunisia were full of protesters and rioters who 
expressed discontent with the general sanitarian and economic situation. Indeed, between 
January and February 2021, 2727 protests exploded all around Tunisia, almost 900 more than 
the number of 2020 for the same period (Tebini, 2022). Often eclipsed by the urban and peri-
urban agitations, the Tunsian countryside flounced as small-scale peasants could not keep up 
anymore with issues such as the high prices of inputs and the decline of state subsidies rates 
and its social intervention in land tenure, access to resources, protection from the markets…  
(Gasmi and Dovdar, 2021). In the first trimester of 2021, through 170 protest actions in 
different regions (OST, 2021), Tunisian peasants started to organize in “Tansiquiet mahaliya 
li sighar al fallaheen” (Local Coordinations of Small-Scale Peasants) as they no longer feel 
represented in formal agricultural organizations. The most outspoken alternative economic 
organization pronounced by different tansiquiet was cooperativism. Novelty promised by the 
2021 peasant agitations is firstly manifested by the fact that the countryside is expressing its 
concerns within its socio-geographical arena and secondly that the symptoms of a sick old 
agrarian question are being dealt with intrinsically with an emphasis on organization and the 
might of an alternative path to take. In 2022, the President of Tunisia Kais Saied decreed a law 
favoring collective organization and local development in the form of Shariket Ahliya 
(Communitarian Enterprises).  This proposal was welcomed by the rural protesters of 2021 and 
several enterprises have been already established since. 

Tunisia’s post-colonial history is not unfamiliar with the organization of agricultural 
production in cooperatives as the newly-independent state implemented such policies during 
the 1960s. The decade-long experiment was abandoned and substituted with a liberal approach 
inserting Tunisia’s economy in the international markets. The cooperativist experience left 
mixed opinions still debated today. 

In this article, I trace back the history of interactions between institutional policies and peasant 
struggles since the nineteenth century through the pre-colonial pre-capitalist monarchy reign, 
then during the French colonial rule and the national liberation struggle, afterwards at the era 
of the independent state until the political change of the 2010-2011 uprisings. This first part 
demonstrates all along the evolution of peasant mobilizations from mere political opposition 
to the status quo to croquis of alternatives developed through struggle and autonomous 
organization calling for cooperation between small-scale peasants to thwart local and 
international monopoly capital. Next, another historical analysis will tackle Tunisia’s legacy 
of cooperativism when it was adopted as a development model in the 1960s. Then, I will 
explore the new law of Communitarian Enterprises as it is written, advertised and received by 
the revolting peasants. Finally, some theoretical reprimands will question the solidity of this 
demarche of development in regards to external relations with the actually existing world-
system. 

History of policies and struggles 
 

I prefer to speak of waves rather than cycles, because “cycles” suggests 
determinism, whereas “waves” is more fluid and dynamic. Marx used the concept of 
waves in 1848 to show that within a revolution there are movements, and that these 
come in waves. (Álvaro García Linera, 2021) 



 
The events of 2021 are not only the result of social unrest that exploded in 2010, peasant 
struggles against central authorities are documented back to the nineteenth century when 
historical Tunisia was a monarchy. During this era, Tunisian society was predominantly 
peasant (Valensi, 1977) and tributary pre-capitalism was reigning by heavy taxations. 

Chérif (1980) details the types of peasant rebellions from individual acts, local collective 
mobilizations to uprisings. Trapped under the crashing hammer of taxes and debt, Tunisian 
peasants resorted to waylay and robbery of caravanes carrying commercial goods of landlords 
and rich traders. This mechanism of “grab-back” was common in the hinterlands of Tunisia. 
Moreover, struggles over land and water resources were visibly recurrent and they generally 
resulted in mass incarceration of peasants and expulsion from reclaimed lands. In a more 
organized manner, different Tunisian tribes rebelled by disobedience to pay tribute to tax 
collectors. These acts expanded extensively through the first half of the nineteenth century until 
they culminated in the revolt of Ali Ben Ghedhahom in 1864 after a central decision to double 
the taxes on adult males (Ibn Abi Dhiaf, 1901). This large-scale and multi-tribal revolt was 
heavily oppressed by the Beylical authorities (Bachrouch 1991; Ganiaj, 1965; Salama 1967), 
yet it marked Tunisia’s revolutionary history as one of the slogans painted on the wall of the 
government building in Tunis during the uprising of 2010-2011 reads: “The grandchildren of 
Ben Ghedhahom have triumphed” (Nabli, 2021). Less than two decades after the Majba1 
Revolt, in May 1881, French colonization substituted tributary encroachment with mere land 
dispossession. Few months later, leaders of Tunisian tribes held meetings and decided to take 
resistance actions targeting settlers and army members (Al Hammas, 2014).  

The French colonial campaign on Tunisia was primarily agrarian even before the official 
military invasion and political submission in 1881. French capitals speculated on Tunisian 
lands taking advantage of the shady property laws oscillating between tribal communal 
usufruct and the central appropriation by the monarch and his agents (Elloumi, 2013). Four 
years into official colonization, French settler authorities decreed a Land Law on July 1st 1885 
introducing private property of land (Auzary-Schmaltz, 2008) in order to facilitate transactions 
between settlers (Giudice, 2009) ending centuries of communal management of land between 
the inhabitants of historical Tunisia. Dispersed direct actions against landlords, their properties 
and their aids were the common means to fight agrarian settler-colonialism (Timoumi, 2011) 
until geopolitical turmoil condensed during World War II and the Arab-Zionist war of 1948. 
Glimmers of organization of an armed national liberation movement sparkled at the beginning 
of the fifth decade of the twentieth century. Peasants, shepherds and petty-commodity 
producers from the hinterlands of occupied Tunisia aggregated in groups and bands called 
Fallaga2 (Ajl, 2019). In January 1952, the political faction of national liberation, the Neo-
Destour party, embraced the violent path to independence and supported the Fallaga by 
declaring the armed struggle. This moment represented a shifting point in the evolution of 
resistance as it took a national scale that led to the independence of Tunisia in 1956 (Timoumi, 
2008). 

Even though the French military left Tunisia, rudiments of capitalist agriculture were imprinted 
on Tunisian soil. By 1957, around 60% of agricultural production was destined to export due 
to decades of colonial implementation of production choices that are meant to respond to the 
incentives of the international market (Sethom, 2004).Political independence did not guarantee 
economic autonomy as the leadership of the new independent state was ideologically western-

                                                
1 Tribute, tax 
2 Bandits, pejoratively used by French colonial authorities against armed national liberation 
movement’s members 



 
leaning due to its petty bourgeois class origins (Ruf, 1975) and its intellectual French training 
(Salhi, 2017). Historical Arab fascination of western progress goes back to the nineteenth 
century when intellectuals started questioning the civilizational ebb of the Arab-Islamic world 
(Arsalan, 1930). In the post-colonial phase, ideological conflicts intensified during the building 
of the newly-independent states between the Pan-Arab socialist-leaning path of development 
and a westernized open-to-capitalism model. In Tunisia, this antagonism sharpened between 
the two lines amongst the Neo-Destour party and the West-leaning faction triumphed by 
eliminating the other line’s leaders and popular base, which was highly peasant (Ajl, 2019). 

Post-colonial Tunisian leadership raised the banner of “catching-up [the advanced world] via 
modernization” (Ayeb and Bush, 2019). The adoption of the Green Revolution was the on-
ground translation of this mantra in the agricultural sector. During the season of 1967-1968, 
varieties of Mexican soft wheat, developed by CIMMYT, were introduced in Tunisian fields. 
Quantitatively, they turned out to show high productivity rates, nevertheless, this experiment 
provoked socio-economic disparities by marginalizing semi-modern and traditional sectors, 
concentrated in the western and southern regions of Tunisia (Gachet, 1971). The social effects 
of the Green Revolution manifested further through the acceleration of class differentiation in 
the countryside. The high reliance on production inputs favored large-scale farming and rich 
landlords over poor and landless peasants who gradually became agricultural workers or city 
migrants (Lawrence, 1988). This process was a “biologization of the social question” to avoid 
land distribution and self-reliant development by means of homogenization of inputs, 
knowledge and socio-economic models to deepen dependency of the South to North’s 
industries and academic institutions (Cornilleau & Joly, 2014). The Green Revolution in 
Tunisia, supported by USAID and Ford Foundation, was a confirmation of the colonially-
implemented capitalist agriculture and a Cold War strategy of containment against socialist 
agrarian reforms following the Chinese model (Ajl and Sharma, 2022). Suspiciously, the Green 
Revolution was introduced in Tunisia during its socialist era of the 1960s. 

As a matter of historical fact, the ending of the socialist phase was initiated through the 
dismantlement of the agricultural cooperatives and leasing and renting collectivized land to 
private investors. Then, by the 1970’s the economic system opened up in a clear political line. 
First outcome: rural exodus of 380 thousand persons between 1969 and 1975 transferring the 
Tunisian agrarian question to the city (Timoumi, 2008). The insertion in the global market by 
abiding to the international division of labor and the paradigm of comparative advantages has 
based the incentives of Tunisian agricultural production on the export of cash-crops and the 
import of basic food needs especially cereals imported at a rate of 52% by 1982 (Timoumi, 
2008). 

After nearly 30 years of independence, bread riots exploded, by the end of 1983, in Guebelli, 
a rural region in southern Tunisia, before the expansion of the social unrest to different regions 
of the country reaching big cities (Dakhli, 2021). This uprising was a response to austerity 
measures included in the 1984 finance law, which were assisted by the International Monetary 
Fund (IMF) and the World Bank, stipulating to double the consumer prices of cereal products 
and by-products (Seddon, 1986; Stora and Ellyas, 1999). The unease was contained by police 
oppression and political concession as the president of the republic declared the return to the 
previous prices in a televised speech (RTT, 1984). 

Barely two years later, the IMF returned to Tunisia, in 1986, with loans and Structural 
Adjustment Programmes (SAP) suggesting the decrease of state subsidies to agricultural 
production and the privatization of distribution circuits of food products (Jouili, 2008). 
Following the process, Tunisia became a member of the General Agreement on Tariffs and 



 
Trade (GATT) in 1990 and the government signed a partnership agreement with the European 
Communities (later to become the European Union) in 1995 concerning the ease of tariffs of 
agricultural products. 

This political trajectory suffocated Tunisia’s economy as unemployment reached high levels 
by the end of the 2000s (The World Bank, 2010) especially among the population with 
advanced education (The World Bank, 2010). The 2008 financial crisis manifested as a food 
crisis in Tunisia (Akari and Jouili, 2010) and social unease culminated to ultimately explode in 
December 2010 when a dispossessed peasant turned into a street vendor of fruits (Fautras, 
2015) self-immolated after a quarrel with an administrative police agent declaring the starting 
point of the so-called ‘Arab Spring’. 

Peasant political response matured during the 2021 protests addressing structural issues such 
as dependency to inputs, state support withdrawal and market pressure (Msellmi, 2022; Nabli, 
2022). Furthermore, embryos of autonomous organization started to flourish, rejecting 
adherence to classical syndicates and unions (Trabelsi, 2021) and calling for cooperative 
production among small-scale peasant producers (Gasmi and Dovdar, 2021). 

Tunisia’s cooperativist legacy 
 

Half a decade after the independence of Tunisia from French colonialism, the ruling party Neo-
Destour, decided to adopt a socialist path for the development of the national economy. This 
chosen path is based on the organization of the economic sectors in cooperatives with an 
emphasis on agricultural production. The Perspectives décennales (1962 - 1971) ten-year plan 
projected to provide a minimum annual wage of 50 Tunisian dinars while limiting foreign aid 
of investment in the process under 50 percent and guaranteeing national savings at the level of 
20 percent of the GDP (State Department of Planning and Finance, 1962). This choice comes 
from a conviction of the incapacity of the liberal economic policies adopted in 1956 to respond 
to the socio-economic demands of a newly-independent society (Gagnon, 1974). On the eve of 
independence, Tunisian political leadership assumed an ideological perspective relying on 
private capital by reinforcing the rural and urban bourgeoisies (Zghal, 1965). This rudimentary 
and scattered class failed to preserve the scale of investment that was achieved by foreign settler 
capital which led to a stagnation of internal production due to the weakness of the productive 
forces and the lack of national control over money and change (Amin, 1966a) provided that 
national financial institutions were not implemented yet3. On the other hand, the newly-
independent state reigned over a population that was around 70 percent rural with a majority 
of small-scale peasants as about 450.000 families were exploiting 7 ha per property on average 
and between 200.000 to 500.000 persons were under- or unemployed (Zghal, 1965). 

According to the taxonomy of land reforms suggested by Bandyopadhyay (1996), the Tunisian 
government resorted to land reform in a context of decolonization with a direct involvement of 
ex-colonizers and gradual withdrawal of settlers . The first process of this land reform was the 
“tunisification” of lands that were still under the control of settlers even after the declaration 
of independence on March 20th, 1956. About 4000 foreign families possessed 10 percent of 
the most fertile agricultural lands located in the humid and semi-humid Northwestern region 
of Tunisia, exploited at a high technical level on large properties of 200 ha per exploiter on 
average (Zghal, 1965). Political independence did not guarantee immediate land independence. 
Ben Saad (2015) details the steps of Tunisian reappropriation of its own agricultural territory. 

                                                
3 The Tunisian Central Bank was established in 1958 and the local currency, Tunsian Dinar, was introduced in 
1960 



 
First, in 1957, under the pressure of the revolutionary action of the Algerian national liberation 
movement at the Tunisian western borders, French authorities suggested a joint protocol with 
Tunisia stipulating the voluntary sale of settler lands to the Tunisian state and private exploiters. 
In parallel, many settlers abandoned Tunisian lands after the independence and were not 
substituted with local exploiters. In result, agricultural production declined therefore the 
Tunisian government decreed a law of reappropriation of forsaken lands in 1959. This law was 
minimally applied as the French government intervened by imposing compensations for the 
ex-settlers. Consequently, both governments signed the Protocoles de cession à la Tunisie des 
terres des agriculteurs français (Protocols for the transfer of French farmers' land to Tunisia) 
in 1960 and 1963. Accordingly, the Tunisian state purchased colonial lands and the payments 
were guaranteed by French loans. Finally, the war of Bizerte in the most Northern point of 
Tunisia, which led to the expulsion of the last French soldier from the Tunsian territory, paved 
the way for Al-Jalaa Az-zirai (Agricultural Evacuation) declaring the full tunisification of land, 
e.i. only Tunisians have the right of property, by law of May 15th, 1964. Nevertheless, this last 
phase was also assured by compensations. 

The adoption of a strain of socialism based on cooperatives represented a point of convergence 
between the two paramount organizations involved in the struggle against French colonialism: 
the Tunisian General Labor Union (UGTT) and the Neo-Destour party. Neo-Destour was 
founded in 1934 as a split faction from the Free Destour Party protesting against the reformist 
attitude of its bourgeois and aristocratic leadership. Habib Bourguiba, a young lawyer with a 
humble family background from the eastern coastal region of Sahel, led Neo-Destourians who 
were the in-between-wars generation who received western education and adopted tactics, 
forms of organization and slogans of French parties (Nouira, 1954). The Neo-Destour, 
compared to other national liberation movements in the Arab world, assimilated more 
profoundly western political concepts and methods (Moore, 1962). Descending from petty 
bourgeois families of artisans, settled olive-growers of Sahel, teachers, religious judges and 
other well-off professions, the new blood of the party earned the privilege to pursue academic 
training in France (Rudebeck, 1970). Furthermore, their views on decolonization revolved 
around state capture and centralized statist development (Hazbun, 1994) led by intellectual 
elites. Therefore, their struggle took a diplomatic political shape. On the other hand, the 
syndicalist central UGTT was founded in 1946 after divergences and feuds with the Tunisia-
based section of the French labor union CGT over discrimination against local workers and the 
syndicate’s negative opinions on national liberation. UGTT was established by Farhat Hached, 
a young orphan courier of a company of public transportation from the eastern island of 
Kerkennah. The Tunisian labor union inherited a political line based on economic analysis of 
the struggle against colonization relying on the power of Tunisian workers’ organization in 
colonial facilities (Hazbun, 1994). This political line is rooted in the cooperativist movement 
that flourished in the1920’s under the leadership of M’hamed Ali Al-Hammi, one of the first 
syndicalists in Tunisia’s history (Haddad, 2015). Hached used to call workers to seek sovereign 
self-improvement and self-reliance and he preached for small-scale labor-intensive 
autonomous industrial production to fight dependency to colonial commodities (Hazbun, 
1994). 

Symbiotic tendency between Neo-Destour and UGTT was achieved at the dawn of the 1950’s 
when Hached has become the de facto leader of the national liberation movement, by January 
1952, when Bourguiba was arrested by colonial authorities (Yousfi, 2015, 27). Both 
organizations found mutual interest in uniting efforts as the union needed political support 
against colonial oppression and the party seeked popular reach and mobilization provided by 
the syndicalist implantation (Yousfi, 2015, 33). Notwithstanding some moments of divergence 
especially during the last years of the national liberation struggle, the syndicalist-partisan unity 



 
was consolidated during the building of the newly-independent state. Firstly, when UGTT, 
along with the union of industry, trade and handicrafts (UTICA) and the union of agriculture 
(UNAT) formed the ‘National Front’ that was represented in the constitutional and legislature 
parliaments of 1956 and 1959 respectively. Secondly, the secretary general of UGTT, Ahmed 
Ben Salah, was appointed, in 1961, secretary of state of planning, finance and economy to 
implement UGTT’s ‘Social and Economic Program’ that was drafted in the sixth congress of 
the union in 1956. This program was presented as a project for the national economy based on 
state planning aiming to liberate Tunisia from the socio-economic apparatus inherited from 
colonization (Abid, 2002). Superminister Ahmed Ben Salah, unlike his predecessor Farhat 
Hached, was a teacher who studied in France descending from a merchant family of the Sahel. 
During his syndicalist career, he was a member of the International Confederation of Free 
Trade Unions (ICFTU) and his socialist tendencies were inspired by the Scandinavian social-
democratic model (Kahlaoui, 2020). In his words (Ben Salah, 2012), he clarified that the 
socialism he advocates for is not against private property and initiatives and not in line with 
the dictatorship of the proletariat (p23). Ben Salah’s socialism is fighting against exploiters, 
speculators and cultural elites (p69) through the institutional change of social structures instead 
of class struggle (p185). 

UGTT’s ‘Social and Economic Program’ was transformed, in 1961, into a ten-year plan; 
Perspectives Décennales de Développement (1962 - 1971) that was followed, in May 1963, by 
a law declaring the establishment of cooperatives in the agricultural sector. One year later, Neo-
Destour changed its name to Socialist Destourian Party as a recommendation of its seventh 
congress. President Habib Bourguiba stressed on the observation that Tunisia is a backward 
country, thus, socialism is the path to take in order to overcome backwardness and achieve 
economic development and human advancement especially that capitalism is unable to succeed 
in a backward country (Secrétariat d’Etat à l’Information, 1965). In another speech in Cairo, 
Egypt, Bourguiba has recalled that socialism is the path of efficiency and progress that is being 
taken by the United States and the Western European countries. He also specified that 
Destourian socialism does not adopt class struggle but the fight against exploitation is effective 
by spreading awareness among the people and persuasion of political opponents (cited in 
Timoumi, 2008). Destourian socialism seems to be adopted out of economic and political 
necessities (Amin, 1966b) not from ideological motivations (Rudebeck, 1970). It is also a form 
of anticipation of the ideologically-embedded socialist tendencies held by neighboring newly-
independent Algerian leaders (Ashford, 1967). 

The ten-year plan specified that the Tunisian economic system will rely on the synergy between 
three sectors: public, private and cooperative. A three-year plan (Plan triennial 1962 - 1964) 
was adopted and it detailed that the reforms are concerning the transformation of the current 
agrarian structures in order to adapt them to planning. In fact, this process aimed to modernize 
the ‘latecomer’ (retardataire [sic]) sector, e.i. the traditional small-scale self-consumption-
oriented sector (Elloumi, 2013). The modernization efforts were materialized by the creation 
of highly mechanized pilot projects with the goal of increasing agricultural productivity (Ben 
Saad, 2015; Zghal, 1966). These pilot farms were large-scale at the image of modern colon 
farms (Parsons, 1965) and they resulted from the collectivization of the tunisified state lands 
and small parcels that were exploited by peasants who contributed by the third of the total 
collectivized lands while big landowners provided little to nothing lands (Ayeb Bush, 2019; 
Ben Salah, 2012). Overall, cooperative lands were enlarged about five times from 1964 to 1969 
(Gagnon, 1974). 

The cooperative project aimed to resume the colonial efforts to fixate nomadic populations of 
the central and southern regions of the country (Bessaoud, 2016) via the creation of a sedentary 



 
landed peasantry (Simmons, 1971). Nevertheless, this top-down strategy of collectivization led 
to a sort of ‘kulakization’ (Amin, 1970) as small-scale farmers resorted to sell their lands out 
of fear of confiscation and the buyers were big landowners (Simmons, 1971). The cooperative 
experience seemed like a social pact between large-scale landholders and the urban petty 
bourgeoisie ruling the state and the administration (Bessaoud, 2016). Peasants concerned by 
the reforms were absent in the mobilization as their representation was due to their quantitative 
social role and burden rather than advocative action, thus the program was carried by 
bureaucrats (Zghal, 1965). As a matter of fact, cooperative cadres received technical and 
administrative training whereas working peasants were only executioners (Zghal, 1966). 
Moreover, managerial officials enjoyed steady pay notwithstanding the fluctuations of the 
harvests each year unlike the working peasants who were financially dependent on production 
rates (Simmons, 1971). On the other hand, the project was encouraged by the United States 
administration (Ashford, 1967) and was funded at 40% of the total investments by the 
International Bank for Reconstruction and Development (Timoumi, 2008). Destourian 
socialism was implemented via the construction of a national administrative elite (Amin, 
1966a) as a form of state socialism based on technocratic pragmatism favoring elites over the 
masses (Amin, 1970). In the words of Amin (1970,194): “Cooperatives, hailed by certain 
ideologists as a ‘step forward towards socialism’, appear in the Tunisian case as a form of 
transition... towards capitalism”. 

 
Communitarian Entreprises: Renewed form of cooperativism? 
 

The independence of Tunisia from French colonialism in 1956 represented a historical moment 
for political change. Dispersed events and actions accumulate quantitatively until they reach a 
funnel instant resulting in a quantitative change. State building in the 1960s was carried, 
intellectually and practically, by institutional elites without a clear guidance or claims from the 
masses. It was a top-down process that did not hold long until popular dissent manifested either 
organized and represented by political parties/labor unions or spontaneously clustered as an 
expression of dissatisfaction. The uprisings of 2010-2011 culminated in the ‘Arab Spring’ 
funnel. Nationwide unease demanded the change of a socio-economic system which favored 
eastern coastal regions in matters of development and urban petty-bourgeois ‘middle-classes’ 
in channels of value absorption from marginalized rural and urban semi-proletarianized 
underemployed classes (Salhi, 2017). Post-2011 process seemed not to respond to socio-
economic demands as protests did not cease to occur asking for employment, regional 
development, access to natural resources and land (Ajl 2018; Feltrini 2018; Kerrou, 2021) , and 
lately the affairs of the countryside. 

The peasant agitations of 2021 happened during the reign of Kais Saied, elected president of 
the republic in 2019, an ‘outsider’ of the establishment, considered ‘populist’ by scholars and 
human rights activists. Saied’s discourse, opposing the new parliamentary democracy, revolved 
around national and popular sovereignty by emphasizing socio-economic change over mere 
political shifts. Accordingly, he legislated a decree, on March 20th 2022, the 66th anniversary 
of independence, signing it on video “[...] on the same table where the bad-mentioned Treaty 
of Bardo [the colonization treaty] was signed as well as the law of 1964 on the nationalization 
of agricultural land” (Présidence Tunisie, 2022).  The new law concerns the creation of Shariket 
Ahliya (Communitarian Entreprises CE) which represents the president’s “promises since 10 
years” (idem) responding to the needs of the unemployed youth for a legal framework to fulfill 
their dreams of “employment, freedom and national dignity” [the slogans of the 2010-2011 
uprisings]. Furthermore, in the same speech, the president declared that the law is a step 



 
towards “popular sovereignty over the nation”. In a visit to a CE specializing in agricultural 
production and exploiting state-owned land, the president mentioned notions such as ‘right to 
access land’, ‘food-sovereignty’ and ‘self-reliance’ (Présidence Tunisie, 2023). These slogans 
go in line with what the minister of social affairs declared on October 29th 2023, that these 
enterprises are a tool for “an alternative new model of development to Tunisia from the 
interior” and that this model is based on “the partnership between the state and citizens” 
(African Manager, 2023). 

The text of law (JORT, 2022), also, reflects this political demarche as it states that this law 
advocates for social justice, just distribution of resources and collective work and practice (Art. 
2). It also calls citizens to participate in development prioritizing the Human and valuing 
collective action over individual profit (Art. 6). These enterprises are bound to corporate social 
responsibility (Art. 5) as they are called to allocate 20% of profit for social, cultural and 
environmental activities in the region where they operate (Art. 55). 

Peasant movements mobilizing during the agitations of 2021 welcomed the new law as they 
established CEs for they consider this framework to match their aspirations to take control over 
their small-scale production in a cooperative manner. Dairy producers of Ouled Jaballah, the 
first to establish a Tansiquia (coordination) of small-scale peasants during their protests in 
February 2021 (Mornagui and Delpuech, 2021), created a CE on October 16th 2022 (Shems 
FM, 2022). In fact, by October 2023, 75 CE were established and 35 are still under creation 
(African Manager, 2023).  

The new model is still at the beginning of its implementation to be fully assessed. However, it 
raises several questions on how to pursue development in a country highly dependent on the 
international markets to satisfy basic needs of its citizens, especially food. We  noticed 
evolution of peasant struggles progressing from resistance to colonial and post-colonial policies 
to more concrete political acts leading to regime change arriving to the shaping of embryos of 
independent peasant organizations; Tansiquiet, as an outcome of the 2021 mobilizations, 
fighting to implement alternatives such as cooperation notwithstanding its historical 
controversial charge. Clearly, the law of CE does not specify a form of land or agrarian reform 
as, first, it is directed to all economic sectors other than agriculture, second, it shied away from 
precising the forms of land access and tenure relations when it mentioned ‘collective lands’ in 
Article 5 of the text of law. With the absence of structural state intervention to overcome 
dependency on inputs for agricultural production, as an example, the drain of value will persist 
and profitability of these enterprises will decline due to international and national market 
incentives and pressure. On the other hand, although the law indicates that the enterprises are 
destined to work on  regional development according to local needs (Art. 3), nothing clarifies 
how these needs would be determined. Finally, producers are represented only on the economic 
level as shareholders and board voters (Art. 6) while they seem to have no direct involvement 
with the national political choices. 

Both the cooperatives of the 1960s and the CE excite an old time debate on development in a 
country peripheral to the global capitalist system that emerged in parallel with the 
establishment of post-colonial states questioning political choices, technical tendencies and 
social mobilization and agency. 
 
Development in the peripheries 
 



 
Alongside legislative measures such as the law of the CE, which could perhaps liberate the 
productive forces and develop them, a much more important political framework needs to be 
urgently discussed. Tunisia belongs to the periphery of a world-system that is highly polarized 
as plunder of value is continuous and exponential (Hickel et al., 2021). Insertion in the 
international market obeying to the incentives of comparative advantages has deepened 
Tunisia’s dependency to external pressure on its own development. Tunisia’s agriculture is 
export-led, producing fruits for the international market in exchange of hard currency and 
importing basic nutrition needs such as cereals at a rate of 80% (ONAGRI, 2020). It seems that 
this economic model does not respond to local needs. 

Intellectual heritage does not lack alternative patterns to bondage the hemorrhage of value. 
Indeed, debates over development, and by extent underdevelopment, emerged at the dawn of 
the establishment of newly-independent Third-World states (Amin 1974; Arghiri, 1972; 
Rodney, 1972). Drawing on a history of anti-colonial struggle emphasizing autonomous 
developmental paths in contrast to the capitalist one from Indian Swadeshi under British 
colonialism (Trivedi, 2003) or North African ‘self-reliant industrialization” under French 
colonialism (Hazbun, 1994) to fully-developed Korean ideology of Juche (Kim Jong Il, 1982), 
many Third-World political thinkers suggested theories of development based on self-reliance 
(Amin, 1977; Dowidar, 1977; Parthasarathi, 1976; Patel, 1975) and technology transfer and 
appropriateness (Abdalla, 1977; Agarwal, 1995). Amin (1990) synthesized this intellectual 
wave by advocating for the theory of delinking as a developmental path for countries 
languishing under the periphery of capitalist world accumulation. Tunisia, also, has its own 
intellectual legacy of thinkers who followed this line of withdrawal from a world system that 
caused internal underdevelopment (Ajl, 2018). This heritage should be revived and revised 
according to the new challenges for an alternative popular sovereign model of development. 

Accordingly, internal reforms, as progressive as they can be, would not stop the leak of value 
without reforms regarding international relations. On a first attempt, Third-World leaders of 
the newly-independent post-colonial states adopted sovereign national projects yet they lacked 
popular engagement and participation so they were ‘denied’ by the invasion of the neoliberal 
deluge (Kadri, 2015) because they maintained dollarization and dependency to imports which 
led to a ‘comparadorization’ of the national bourgeoisie (Kadri, 2016). The waves of 
decolonization of Third-World countries happened in parallel with the establishment of a new 
economic world order on the ruins of the imperialist wars, shifting the barycenter of hegemony 
across the Atlantic ocean. The two World Wars represented a culmination of the international 
system’s heaped up crisis extending from the second half of the nineteenth century. The post-
war era, dubbed Les Trente Glorieuses (The Glorious Thirty) was an epoch of relative 
equilibrium between three international blocks: The Socialist Eastern bloc, the social-
democratic Western bloc and the Eastern-leaning Third-World (Amin, 1996). Social 
Democracy in Western Europe, and to some extent in the US, was a tactic of necessity out of 
fear of the expansion of the socialist revolution at-home, inspired by and envious of the 
condition of the working-class in the USSR and the People’s Republics as a strategy of 
containment when the contradiction between capital and labor intensified. This was an 
opportunity for Third-World countries to autonomously implement their developmental path 
provided the decline of plunder of their resources thanks to national liberation from direct 
colonization and the collective political renaissance and cooperation born from the Bandung 
conference and the non-alignment movement. Unfortunately, as much as these projects were 
politically charged, their practical implementation, which did not fully address international 
relations nor consider popular mobilization, plus direct imperialist aggression, failed to break 
free from global capitalist encroachment. Theories, mentioned above, were a reaction to these 
limping projects in an attempt to consolidate them. 



 
Today, the global system seems to be shaken by multiple crises whether it is financial in 2008, 
health-related in 2020 or geopolitical  in 2022, paralleled with the rise of the People’s Republic 
of China and the attempts of the BRICS to de-dollarize their exchanges (IFIMES, 2023). In 
response, the World Economic Forum (WEF) discussed in 2020 shifts in the paradigm of the 
international economic system from ‘shareholder capitalism’, the pillar of neoliberalism 
advocated by the doctrine’s godfather Milton Friedman (Friedman, 1970), to ‘shareholder 
capitalism’ (Lashitew, 2020). This “renewed social contract” calls for the integration of people 
and the planet in business-produced solutions. This appears as a concession resembling the one 
of the Trente Glorieuses with the substitution of the Eastern socialist bloc with China and the 
national liberation movements with resistance in Africa and the Arab world. Klaus Schwab, 
founder and chairman of the WEF, himself referred to post-war Western social democracy 
when advancing his suggestion about shareholder capitalism (Schwab and Vanham, 2021). The 
US administration, in the words of its national security advisor Jake Sullivan, is also 
considering “renewing American economic leadership” to overcome “the risks of 
overdependence” caused by the financial crisis, the pandemic and the conflict in Ukraine 
(Sullivan, 2023). This statement was commenting on economic policies with regard to China. 
It criticized trickle-down economic policies that drove inequalities, market inefficiency, the 
choice to privilege finance over industries, dependency due to liberalization and inequality’s 
damage on democracy as “the middle class lost ground and the wealthy did better than ever”. 
On this ground, Sullivan suggested a “new consensus” based on investments on public goods 
such as climate and health by the implementation of a “modern American industrial strategy”. 
On a world scale, the US discussed this tendency with the EU, Canada and Japan (the 
imperialist Triade) and they are aiming to assist emerging industrial countries, in a manner 
similar to the Cold-War campaigns of aid for development. Core capitalist countries seem to 
reproduce the same strategy of ‘bending for the storm’ and this represents an opportunity for 
peripheral nations to fight for their development. Amin’s Delinking’s English subtitle is 
“Towards a multipolar world” and multipolarity appears to be on track. This entails the push 
for a New Bandung (Amin, 2017; Yeros, 2021). 

Conclusion 
 

Tracing back historical interaction between peasant’s agency to resist and impose political 
change on one side and the institutional implementation of policies on the other, this article 
aims to engage with future evolutions of the Tunisian agrarian question and its place in 
development. The study of the cooperative experience of the 1960s demonstrated that top-down 
elitist strategies do not resolve structural issues of the countryside for they objectify the subject 
of change. Moreover, when legislative measures seem to obey popular demands, challenges 
arise on theoretical grounds provoking doubts on the solidity of local change without clear 
considerations to external pressure and threats. 

Calculations of unequal exchange in  a post-colonial, yet imperialist world (Abdalla, 1990; 
Hickel et al., 2022) showed the amount of value that is externally transferred instead of being 
locally channeled for development. Nevertheless, the rate of externally-extracted value is not 
constant every year or era. Hickel et al. (2021) showed that it sharply rose with the neoliberal 
invasion of the Third World imposing the withdrawal of states. This raises the question about 
the dialectical relation between the state and the people. In the current world, states in the 
periphery are a necessary barrier against imperialist aggression and encroachment (Moyo and 
Yeros, 2011). However, the twentieth century experiences revealed the fragility of states that 
rise above people which are doomed in times of crisis or infiltration (Kadri, 2016). Evenmore, 
developpement that is not protected by the people would eventually fail (Samara, 1990). This 



 
dialectical melting pot pours into contemporary questions of national-popular democracy, 
especially that the D word is the Torjan Horse of neo-colonial submission to the international 
economic order. 

Finally, Tunisian peasants proved that organization is a quintessential tool for local political 
change during the national liberation war, the 2010-2011 uprisings and in 2021. Earlier Third 
World conglomerates imposed bargain power on an international level. The current global 
crises ranging from systemic unrest in the Global South to existential climate threats, coupled 
with clusters of resistance and strategies of break-throughs, represent an opportunity for a new 
step in history. 

References 

Abdalla, Ismail Sabri. Development and the International Order Selected Papers. 1210, The 
Institute of National Planning, 1977. 

---. “Marxism and the Third World.” Alif: Journal of Comparative Poetics, vol. 10, 1990, pp. 
9–28, https://www.jstor.org/stable/521725. 

African Manager. Ezzahi : « Les Entreprises Communautaires Sont Une Solution Efficace Pour 
La Tunisie ». 29 Oct. 2023, https://africanmanager.com/ezzahi-les-entreprises-
communautaires-sont-une-solution-efficace-pour-la-tunisie/. 

Agrawal, Arun. “Dismantling the Divide between Indigenous and Scientific Knowledge.” 
Development and Change, vol. 26, 1995, pp. 413–39, 
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-7660.1995.tb00560.x. 

Ajl, Max. “Delinking, Food Sovereignty, and Populist Agronomy: Notes on an Intellectual 
History of the Peasant Path in the Global South.” Review of African Political Economy, 
vol. 45, no. 155, 2018, pp. 64–84, 
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1080/03056244.2018.1443437. 

---. “Development by Popular Protection and Tunisia: The Case of Tataouine.” Globalizations, 
vol. 16, 2019, pp. 1–17. 

---. Farmers, Fellaga, and Frenchmen: National Liberation and Post-Colonial Development 
in Tunisia. 2019. Cornell University. 

Ajl, Max, and Divya Sharma. “The Green Revolution and Transversal Countermovements: 
Recovering Alternative Agronomic Imaginaries in Tunisia and India.” Canadian Journal 
of Development Studies / Revue Canadienne d’études Du Développement, vol. 43, no. 3, 
2003, pp. 418–38, https://doi.org/10.1080/02255189.2022.2052028. 

Akari, Tahar, and Mustapha Jouili. La Transmission Des Effets de La Crise Alimentaire Sur 
Les Dépenses de Compensation : Cas de La Tunisie. 
https://core.ac.uk/download/pdf/6614484.pdf. Joint 3rd African Association of 
Agricultural Economists (AAAE) and 48th Agricultural Economists Association of 
South Africa (AEASA) Conference, Cape Town, South Africa. 

Al Hammas, Mohamed. مركز النشر  .1950 - 1881 الاستعمار الفرنسي وقبائل الوسط والجنوب بالبلاد التونسي
 .2014 ,الجامعي

Amin, Samir. Accumulation on a World Scale: A Critique of the Theory of Underdevelopment. 
Monthly Review Press Classics, 1974. 



 
---. Delinking: Towards a Polycentric World. Zed Books, 1990. 

---. “From Bandung (1955) to 2015: Old and New Challenges for the States, The Nations and 
The Peoples of Asia, Africa and Latin America.” Interventions, vol. 19, no. 5, 2017, pp. 
609–19, https://doi.org/10.1080/1369801X.2017.1336460. 

---. Le Maghreb Moderne. Éditions de minuit, 1970. 

---. L’économie Du Maghreb (1) La Colonisation et La Décolonisation. Éditions de Minuit, 
1966. 

---. L’économie Du Maghreb (2) Les Perspectives d’avenir. Éditions de Minuit, 1966. 

---. “The Challenge of Globalization.” Review of International Political Economy, vol. 3, no. 
2, 1996, pp. 216–59, www.jstor.org/stable/4177185. 

---. “The Self-Reliance Strategy Of Development And The New International Economic 
Order.” Monthly Review, vol. 29, no. 3, 1977, 
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.14452/MR-029-03-1977-07_1. 

Arghiri, Emmanuel. Unequal Exchange: A Study of the Imperialism of Trade. Monthly Review 
Press, 1972. 

Ashford, Douglas E. “Organization of Cooperatives and the Structure of Power in Tunisia.” 
The Journal of Developing Areas, vol. 1, no. 3, 1967, pp. 317–32, 
http://www.jstor.org/stable/4189385 . 

Auzary-Schmaltz, Nada. “Le Régime Foncier Tunisien Origines et Évolution Après 
l’indépendance.” Enjeux Fonciers et Environnementaux : Dialogues Afro-Indiens, 
Christoph Eberhard, Institut Français de Pondichéry, 2008, pp. 315–30, 
https://books.openedition.org/ifp/3916?lang=e. 

Ayeb, Habib. “Social and Political Geography of the Tunisian Revolution: The Alfa Grass 
Revolution.” Review of African Political Economy, vol. 38, no. 129, 2018, pp. 467–79, 
https://doi.org/10.1080/03056244.2011.604250. 

Ayeb, Habib, and Ray Bush. Food Insecurity and Revolution in the Middle East and North 
Africa. Anthem Press, 2019. 

Bandyopadhyay, Rekha. “Global Review of Land Reform: A Critical Perspective.” Economic 
and Political Weekly, vol. 31, no. 11, 1996, pp. 679–91, 
http://www.jstor.org/stable/4403916. 

Ben Salah, Najla. “الشركات الأهلية: غموض البدايات يحيل على سراب المستقبل.” Nawaat.org, 31 Aug. 
2023, 
https://nawaat.org/2023/08/31/%d8%a7%d9%84%d8%b4%d8%b1%d9%83%d8%a7%
d8%aa-%d8%a7%d9%84%d8%a3%d9%87%d9%84%d9%8a%d8%a9-
%d8%ba%d9%85%d9%88%d8%b6-
%d8%a7%d9%84%d8%a8%d8%af%d8%a7%d9%8a%d8%a7%d8%aa-
%d9%8a%d8%ad%d9%8a%d9%84-%d8%b9%d9%84/. 

Bessaoud, Omar. “Les Réformes Agraires Postcoloniales Au Maghreb : Un Processus 
Inachevé.” Revue d’histoire Moderne & Contemporaine, vol. 63, no. 4, 2016, pp. 115–
37. 



 
Chérif, Mohamed-Hédi. “Les Mouvements Paysans Dans La Tunisie Du XIXe Siècle, Revue 

Des Mondes Musulmans et de La Méditerranée.” Revue Des Mondes Musulmans et de 
La Méditerranée, vol. 30, 1980, pp. 21–55, https://www.persee.fr/doc/remmm_0035-
1474_1980_num_30_1_1888. 

Cornilleau, L., and P. Joly. “La Révolution Verte, Un Instrument de Gouvernement de La 
« faim Dans Le Monde ». Une Histoire de La Recherche Agricole Internationale.” Le 
Gouvernement Des Technosciences: Gouverner Le Progrès et Ses Dégâts Depuis 1945, 
Dominique Pestré, La découverte, 2014, pp. 171–201. 

Dahmani, Frida. “Qui finance les partis politiques en Tunisie ?” Jeune Afrique, 27 Mar. 2017, 
https://www.jeuneafrique.com/mag/418240/politique/qui-finance-les-partis-politiques-
en-tunisie/. 

Dakhli, Leyla. “The Fair Value of Bread: Tunisia, 28 December 1983–6 January 1984.” 
International Review of Social History, vol. 66, 2021, pp. 41–68, 
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0020859021000110. 

Dowidar, M. H. Review of the Month. 1977. 

Elloumi, Mohamed. “Les Terres Domaniales En Tunisie.” Études Rurales, no. 192, 2013, pp. 
43–60, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.4000/etudesrurales.9888. 

---. “Trois Ans Après : Retour Sur Les Origines Rurales de La Révolution Tunisienne.” 
Confluences Méditerranée, vol. 87, no. 4, 2013, pp. 193–203, 
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.3917/come.087.0193. 

Fautras, Mathilde. “Injustices Foncières, Contestations et Mobilisations Collectives Dans Les 
Espaces Ruraux de Sidi Bouzid (Tunisie) : Aux Racines de La « révolution » ?” Droit Au 
Village, vol. 7, 2015, http://www.jssj.org/article/injustices-foncieres-contestations-et-
mobilisations-collectives-dans-les-espaces-ruraux-de-sidi-bouzid-tunisie-aux-racines-
de-la-revolution/. 

---. Paysans Dans La Révolution. Un Défi Tunisien. Éditions Karthala et IRMC, 2021. 

Feltrin, Lorenzo. “The Struggles of Precarious Youth in Tunisia: The Case of the Kerkennah 
Movement.” Review of African Political Economy, vol. 45, no. 155, 2018, pp. 44–63. 

Friedman, Miltn. “A Friedman Doctrine‐- The Social Responsibility of Business Is to Increase 
Its Profits.” The New York Times, 13 Sept. 1970, 
https://www.nytimes.com/1970/09/13/archives/a-friedman-doctrine-the-social-
responsibility-of-business-is-to.html. 

Gachet, J. P. “Bilan et Perspectives de La Révolution Verte En Tunisie.” Monde Arabe, vol. 
1971/4, no. 46, 1971, pp. 36–40, https://doi.org/10.3917/machr1.046.0036. 

Gagnon, Gabriel. “Coopératives, Politique et Développement.” Sociologie et Sociétés, vol. 6, 
no. 2, Nov. 1974, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.7202/001276ar. 

Gana, Alia. “The Rural and Agricultural Roots of the Tunisian Revolution: When Food 
Security Matters.” International Journal of Sociology of Agriculture and Food, 2012, 
https://doi.org/halshs-01165135. 

Ganiage, Jean. La Révolte de Ali Ben Ghdahem : 1864. Bibliothèque historique, 1965. 



 
Giudice, Christophe. “Législation Foncière et Colonisation de La Tunisie.” Les 

Administrations Coloniales, Xixe-Xxe Siècles, Samia El Mechat, Presses universitaires 
de Rennes, 2009, pp. 229–39, https://books.openedition.org/pur/104240. 

Haddad, Tahar. العمال التونسيون وظهور الحركة النقابية Tunisian Workers and the Emergence of the 
Labor Movement. 1927 ,دار صامد للنشر والتوزيع. 

Hazbun, Waleed. “Rethinking Anti-Colonial Movements and the Political Economy of 
Decolonization: The Case of Tunisia.” Arab Studies Quarterly, vol. 16, no. 1, 1994, pp. 
77–107, https://www.jstor.org/stable/41858753. 

Hickel, Jason, Christian Dorninger, et al. “Imperialist Appropriation in the World Economy: 
Drain from the Global South through Unequal Exchange, 1990–2015.” Global 
Environmental Change, vol. 73, 2022, 
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2022.102467. 

Hickel, Jason, Dylan Sullivan, et al. “Plunder in the Post-Colonial Era: Quantifying Drain from 
the Global South Through Unequal Exchange, 1960–2018.” New Political Economy, vol. 
26, no. 6, 2021, pp. 1030–47. 

Ibn Abi Dhiaf, Ahmed. 1901 ,المطبعة الرسمية العربية .إتحاف أهل الزمان بأخبار ملوك تونس وعهد الأمان, 
https://www.bibliotheque.nat.tn/BNT/doc/SYRACUSE/724970/%D8%A7%D8%AA%
D8%AD%D8%A7%D9%81-%D8%A7%D9%87%D9%84-
%D8%A7%D9%84%D8%B2%D9%85%D8%A7%D9%86-
%D8%A8%D8%A7%D8%AE%D8%A8%D8%A7%D8%B1-
%D9%85%D9%84%D9%88%D9%83-%D8%AA%D9%88%D9%86%D8%B3-
%D9%88%D8%B9%D9%87%D8%AF-
%D8%A7%D9%84%D8%A7%D9%85%D8%A7%D9%86?_lg=ar-TN. 

IBN KHALDÛN. THE MUQADDIMAH: An Introduction to History. PRINCETON 
UNIVERSITY PRESS, 1967, 
https://ia903106.us.archive.org/22/items/etaoin/The%20Muqaddimah%20%E2%80%9
3%20An%20Introduction%20to%20History%20by%20Ibn%20Khaldun.pdf. 

IFIMES. “2023 World: BRICS – De-Dollarization Summit.” IFIMES, 13 Oct. 2023, 
https://www.ifimes.org/en/researches/2023-world-brics-de-dollarization-summit/5205. 

John L., Simmons. “Agricultural Cooperatives and Tunisian Development.” Middle East 
Journal, vol. 25, no. 1, Winter 1971, pp. 45–57, http://www.jstor.org/stable/4324681. 

Jouili, Mustapha. Ajustement structurel, mondialisation et agriculture familiale en tunisie. 
2008. Université Montpellier 1. 

Kadri, Ali. Arab Development Denied Dynamics of Accumulation by Wars of Encroachment. 
Anthem Press, 2015. 

---. The Unmaking of Arab Socialism. Anthem Press, 2016. 

Kahlaoui, Tarek. 2020 ,سوتيمديا للنشر .أحمد بن صالح سيرة زعيم اجتماعي ديمقراطي. 

Kenneth H., Parsons. “The Tunisian Program for Cooperative Farming.” Land Economics, vol. 
41, no. 4, 1965, pp. 303–16, http://www.jstor.org/stable/3144663. 

Kerrou, Mohamed. Jemna l’oasis de La Révolution. Cérès Éditions, 2021. 



 
Kim, Jong Il. On the Juche Idea. Foreign Languages Pub. House, 1982. 

Kitābat al-Dawlah lil-Taṣmīm wa-al-Mālīyah. Perspectives Décennales de Développement, 
1962-1971. Imprimerie Officielle de la République Tunisienne, 1962. 

Lashitew, Addisu. “Stakeholder Capitalism Arrives at Davos.” Brookingds, 21 Jan. 2020, 
https://www.brookings.edu/articles/stakeholder-capitalism-arrives-at-davos/. 

Lawrence, Peter. “The Political Economy of the ‘Green Revolution’ in Africa.” Review of 
African Political Economy, vol. 15, no. 42, 1988, pp. 59–75, 
https://doi.org/10.1080/03056248808703776. 

Linera, Alvaro Garcia. Former Bolivian VP Álvaro García Linera on How Socialists Can Win. 
Jacobin, 5 Apr. 2021, https://jacobin.com/2021/04/interview-alvaro-garcia-linera-mas-
bolivia-coup. 

Moore, Clement Henry. “The Neo-Destour Party of Tunisia: A Structure for Democracy?” 
World Politics, vol. 14, no. 3, 1962, pp. 461–82, 
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.2307/2009363. 

Mornagui, Emna, and Aida Delpuech. “إنتفاضة فلاّحات وفلاّحي أولاد جاب الله ضدّ بارونات الإحتكار.” 
Inkyfada, 25 Feb. 2021, 
https://inkyfada.com/ar/2021/02/25/%D8%A7%D9%88%D9%84%D8%A7%D8%AF-
%D8%AC%D8%A7%D8%A8-%D8%A7%D9%84%D9%84%D9%87-
%D8%A7%D8%AD%D8%AA%D8%AC%D8%A7%D8%AC-
%D9%81%D9%84%D8%A7%D8%AD%D9%8A%D9%86-
%D8%B9%D9%84%D9%81-%D8%AA%D9%88%D9%86%D8%B3/. 

Moyo, Sam, and Paris Yeros. “The Fall and Rise of the National Question.” Reclaiming the 
Nation: The Return of the National Question in Africa, Asia and Latin America, Sam 
Moyo and Paris Yeros, Pluto Press, 2011. 

Msellmi, Wajdi. “ احتجاجًا على الزيادة في سعر الأعلاف : فلاحّو أولاد جاب الله ومناطق أخرى يغلقون الطرق
 .Inhiyez, 9 May 2022, https://www.inhiyez.com/archives/4526 ”!ويهددّون بالتصعيد

Nabli, Yassine. “احتجاجات الفلاحين في تونس: الأرض والعلف والغذاء.” Legal Agenda, 25 Mar. 2022, 
https://legal-
agenda.com/%D8%A7%D8%AD%D8%AA%D8%AC%D8%A7%D8%AC%D8%A7
%D8%AA-
%D8%A7%D9%84%D9%81%D9%84%D8%A7%D8%AD%D9%8A%D9%86-
%D9%81%D9%8A-%D8%AA%D9%88%D9%86%D8%B3/. 

Nouira, Hedi. “Le Néo-Destour.” Politique Étrangère, vol. 19, no. 3, 1954, pp. 317–34, 
https://www.persee.fr/doc/polit_0032-342x_1954_num_19_3_6298. 

ONAGRI. La Céréaliculture En Chiffres. La Compagne 2020. 2020, 
http://www.onagri.nat.tn/uploads/filieres/cereales%20/cereales-indicateurs-
final2020.pdf. 

OST. Rapport Mars 2021 Des Mouvements Sociaux, Suicides, Violences et Migrations. 
FTDES, https://ftdes.net/ost-rapport-mars-2021-des-mouvements-sociaux-suicides-
violences-et-migrations/. Accessed 13 Nov. 2023. 



 
Parthasarathi, Ashok. “Self-Reliance as Alternative Strategy for Development.” Alternatives, 

vol. 2, no. 3, 1976, pp. 365–77, https://doi.org/doi.org/10.1177/030437547600200309. 

Patel, Surendra J. “Collective Self-Reliance of Developing Countries.” The Journal of Modern 
African Studies, vol. 13, no. 4, Dec. 1975, pp. 569–83, https://doi.org/10.1017/ 
S0022278X00052587. 

Rodney, Walter. How Europe Underdeveloped Africa. Bogle-L’Ouverture Publications, 1972. 

RTT. Discours de Bourguiba suite aux émeutes du pain le 6 janvier 1984. 6 Jan. 1984, 
https://www.facebook.com/watch/?v=1822719098022801. 

Rudebeck, Lars. “Developmental Pressure and Political Limits: A Tunisian Example.” The 
Journal of Modern African Studies, vol. 8, no. 2, 1970, pp. 173–98, 
https://www.jstor.org/stable/159383. 

Ruf, Werner K. “XVII. Le Socialisme Tunisien : Conséquences d’une Expérience Avortée.” 
INTRODUCTION À L’AFRIQUE DU NORD CONTEMPORAINE, Institut de recherches 
et d’études sur les mondes arabes et musulmans, 1975, pp. 399–411, 
https://books.openedition.org/iremam/143?lang=en. 

Salama, Bice. L’insurrection de 1864 En Tunisie. Maison tunisienne de l’Édition, 1967. 

Salhi, Seghaier. الاستعمار الداخلي والتنمية غير المتكافئة. SOTEPA GRAPHIC, 2017. 

Salman, Lana, and Laryssa Chomiak. “Refusing to Forgive.” Middle East Report, vol. 281, 
Winter 2016, https://merip.org/2017/05/refusing-to-forgive/. 

Samara, Adel. Al-Tanmīyya b-al-H Amāyya Al-Sha’bīyya. Al-Quds:Markaz al-Zahrā’ lil-
Dirāsāt w al-Ābh āth, 1990. 

Schwab, Klaus, and Peter Vanham. “What Is Stakeholder Capitalism?” World Economic 
Forum, 22 Jan. 2021, https://www.weforum.org/agenda/2021/01/klaus-schwab-on-
what-is-stakeholder-capitalism-history-relevance/. 

Seddon, David. “Riot and Rebellion: Political Responses to Economic Crisis in North Africa, 
Tunisia, Morocco and Sudan.” UEA Norwich, School of Development Studies, Univesity 
of East Anglia, no. Discussion Paper No. 196, 1986, 
https://la.utexas.edu/users/hcleaver/357L/357LSeddontable.pdf. 

Sethom, Hafedh. Pouvoir Urbain et Paysannerie En Tunisie - Qui Se Le Vent Recolte La 
Tempete. Cérès Productions, 1992. 

 .مركز النشر الجامعي .(الأرض والفلاح والسوق والمجتمع في المغرب العربي (تونس والجزائر والمغرب الأقصى .---

Stora, Benjamin, and Akram Ellyas. “ÉMEUTES DU PAIN: (Tunisie, Janvier 1984.” Les 100 
Portes Du Maghreb. L’Algérie, Le Maroc, La Tunisie, Trois Voies Singulières Pour 
Allier Islam et Modernité, Éditions de l’Atelier, 1999, pp. 151–53. 

Sullivan, Jake. Remarks by National Security Advisor Jake Sullivan on Renewing American 
Economic Leadership at the Brookings Institution. 2023, 
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2023/04/27/remarks-by-
national-security-advisor-jake-sullivan-on-renewing-american-economic-leadership-at-
the-brookings-



 
institution/?fbclid=IwAR3Pac8Q_ElqbzpW_urAQbKRqWVQX8rEr6A_INC3ellNMG
VTOYMGUA0KbQM. 

“Tataouine: Les Jeunes Se Rendent à La Région d’El Kamour.” MosaiqueFM, 23 Apr. 2017, 
https://www.mosaiquefm.net/fr/actualite-regional-tunisie/129336/tataouine-les-jeunes-
se-rendent-a-la-region-d-el-kamour. 

Tebini, Maram. Les Protestations Sous Le Filtre Du Contrôle “Moral”: Retour Sur Les 
Événements de l’hiver 2021 En Tunisie. FTDES, Oct. 2022, https://ftdes.net/les-
protestations-sous-le-filtre-du-controle-moral-retour-sur-les-evenements-de-lhiver-
2021-en-tunisie/. 

The World Bank Data. Unemployment, Total (% of Total Labor Force) (National Estimate) - 
Tunisia. 2010, 
https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/SL.UEM.TOTL.NE.ZS?locations=TN. 

---. Unemployment with Advanced Education (% of Total Labor Force with Advanced 
Education) - Tunisia. 2010, 
https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/SL.UEM.ADVN.ZS?locations=TN. 

Timoumi, Hedi. Tunisia 1956 - 1987. Dar Mohamed Ali El Hammi, 2008. 

Trabelsi, Badr Essalem. “الفلاحون الصغار في أولاد جاب الله وملولش: إنتفاضة علف الكرامة.” Nawaat.Org, 
20 Feb. 2021, 
https://nawaat.org/2021/02/20/%D8%A7%D9%84%D9%81%D9%84%D8%A7%D8%
AD%D9%8A%D9%86-%D8%A7%D9%84%D8%B5%D8%BA%D8%A7%D8%B1-
%D9%81%D9%8A-%D8%A3%D9%88%D9%84%D8%A7%D8%AF-
%D8%AC%D8%A7%D8%A8-%D8%A7%D9%84%D9%84%D9%87-
%D9%88%D9%85%D9%84%D9%88/. 

Trivedi, Lisa N. “Visually Mapping the ‘Nation’: Swadeshi Politics in Nationalist India, 1920-
1930.” The Journal of Asian Studies, vol. 62, no. 1, 2003, pp. 11–41, 
https://doi.org/doi.org/10.2307/3096134. 

Valenci, Lucette. Fellahs Tunisiens : L’économie Rurale et La Vie Des Campagnes Aux 18ème 
et 19ème Siècles. Mouton, 1977. 

World Health Organization. Tunisia Situation. 8 Nov. 2023, 
https://covid19.who.int/region/emro/country/tn. 

Yeros, Paris. “A New Bandung in the Current Crisis.” Agrarian South, 25 July 2021, 
https://www.agrariansouth.org/2021/07/25/a-new-bandung-in-the-current-crisis/. 

Yousfi, Hèla. L’UGTT, UNE PASSION TUNISIENNE. ENQUÊTE SUR LES SYNDICALISTES 
EN RÉVOLUTION (2011-2014). Karthala, 2015. 

Youth Unemployment in the Arab World Is a Major Cause for Rebellion. Apr. 2011, 
https://www.ilo.org/global/about-the-ilo/mission-and-
objectives/features/WCMS_154078/lang--en/index.htm. 

Zghal, Abedelkader. “Cadres Agricoles et Ouvriers Qualifiés Dans Le Nouveau Systéme 
Agricole.” Revue Tunisienne de Sciences Sociales, vol. 3, no. 7, Nov. 1966, pp. 137–52. 



 
---. “Les Effets de La Modernisation de l’agriculture Sur La Stratification Sociale Dans Les 

Campagnes Tunisiennes.” Cahiers Internationaux de Sociologie, vol. 38, Jan. 1965, pp. 
201–06, http://www.jstor.org/stable/40689300 . 

 ,Shems FM, 16 Oct. 2022 ”.الإعلان عن تأسيس أول شركة أهلية في المهدية“
https://www.shemsfm.net/amp/ar/%D8%A7%D9%84%D8%A3%D8%AE%D8%A8%
D8%A7%D8%B1_%D8%A3%D8%AE%D8%A8%D8%A7%D8%B1-
%D8%AA%D9%88%D9%86%D8%B3_%D8%A7%D9%84%D8%A3%D8%AE%D8
%A8%D8%A7%D8%B1-
%D8%A7%D9%84%D8%AC%D9%87%D9%88%D9%8A%D8%A9/384723/%D8%
A7%D9%84%D9%85%D9%87%D8%AF%D9%8A%D8%A9-
%D8%AA%D8%A3%D8%B3%D9%8A%D8%B3-%D8%A3%D9%88%D9%84-
%D8%B4%D8%B1%D9%83%D8%A9-
%D8%A3%D9%87%D9%84%D9%8A%D8%A9-%D9%81%D9%8A-
%D8%A7%D9%84%D8%AC%D9%87%D8%A9-%D9%81%D9%8A-
%D9%85%D9%86%D8%B7%D9%82%D8%A9-
%D8%A3%D9%88%D9%84%D8%A7%D8%AF-%D8%AC%D8%A7%D8%A8-
%D8%A7%D9%84%D9%84%D9%87-
%D8%A8%D9%85%D9%84%D9%88%D9%84%D8%B4. 

Abid, Abderrahmen. 2002 ,المطبعة الوراقة المركزية .المؤتمر الوطني السادس للاتحاد العام التونسي للشغل. 

Arsalan, Chakib. لماذا تأخر المسلمون؟ ولماذا تقدم غيرهم . Dar Al Kitab Al Masri Al-Lobnani, 1930. 

Bachrouch, Taoufik.  ربيع العربان : أضواء عن أسباب ثورة علي بن غذاهم سنة 1864 – وثائق من الأرشيف
 .1991 ,المجمع التونسي للعلوم والآداب والفنون الفنون وبيت الحكمة .الوطني التونسي

Beji Okkez, Mohammed Samih. “الهجرة الداخليّة: رحلة البحث عن العمل.” Nawaat.Org, 9 Mar. 2016, 
https://nawaat.org/2016/03/09/%D8%A7%D9%84%D9%87%D8%AC%D8%B1%D8
%A9-
%D8%A7%D9%84%D8%AF%D8%A7%D8%AE%D9%84%D9%8A%D9%91%D8
%A9-%D8%B1%D8%AD%D9%84%D8%A9-
%D8%A7%D9%84%D8%A8%D8%AD%D8%AB-%D8%B9%D9%86-
%D8%A7%D9%84%D8%B9%D9%85%D9%84/. 

 ,Nawaat.org, 19 Nov. 2014 ”.رجال الأعمال في مجلس النواب القادم: قوة جديدة داعمة لمصالح الأعراف“ .---
https://nawaat.org/2014/11/19/%D8%B1%D8%AC%D8%A7%D9%84-
%D8%A7%D9%84%D8%A3%D8%B9%D9%85%D8%A7%D9%84-
%D9%85%D8%AC%D9%84%D8%B3-
%D8%A7%D9%84%D9%86%D9%88%D8%A7%D8%A8-
%D8%AA%D9%88%D9%86%D8%B3-%D9%82%D9%88%D8%A9/. 

Ben Saad, Abdallah. “؟ كيف السبيل لإعادة هيكلة الأراضي الدولية خدمة لجماهير الكادحين في الريف التونسي.” 
Al-Hiwar Al-Motamadden, vol. 4983, 2015, 
https://www.ahewar.org/debat/show.art.asp?aid=492315. 

Ben Salah, Ahmed. 2012 ,دار الجنوب .1969-1961 مسيرة الإنطلاق. 

Bribri, Mariem. “تونس: تجريم الحراك الإجتماعي و استهداف الشباب الثوري من خلال تهمة ‘حرق مركز’ شرطة.” 
Nawaat.org, 3 June 2014, 
https://nawaat.org/2014/06/03/%D8%AA%D9%88%D9%86%D8%B3-
%D8%AA%D8%AC%D8%B1%D9%8A%D9%85-
%D8%A7%D9%84%D8%AD%D8%B1%D8%A7%D9%83-



 
%D8%A7%D9%84%D8%A5%D8%AC%D8%AA%D9%85%D8%A7%D8%B9%D9
%8A-%D9%88-
%D8%A7%D8%B3%D8%AA%D9%87%D8%AF%D8%A7%D9%81/. 

Gasmi, Haithem, and Roxanne Dovdar. من أجل نظام فلاحي وغذائي صامد ومستدام وشامل. Consultation, 
AFSA, June 2021, https://drive.google.com/file/d/16lQNI6_-EMxopALzE-
CNubseeN_Tpapu/view?usp=drive_link. 

Journal Officiel de la République Tunisienne.  2022 مرسوم عدد 15 لسنة 2022 مؤ  رخ في 20 مارس
 ,Mar. 2022 20 .يتعلق بالشركات الأهلية
https://www.carthage.tn/sites/default/files/public/%D9%85%D8%B1%D8%B3%D9%8
8%D9%85%20%D8%B9%D8%AF%D8%AF%2015%20%D9%84%D8%B3%D9%86
%D8%A9%202022.pdf. 

Nabli, Yassine. “علي بن غذاهم: حامل آلام القبائل الذي سَقطَ في المنتصف.” Legal Agenda, 6 Oct. 2021, 
https://legal-agenda.com/%D8%B9%D9%84%D9%8A-%D8%A8%D9%86-
%D8%BA%D8%B0%D8%A7%D9%87%D9%85-
%D8%AD%D8%A7%D9%85%D9%84-%D8%A2%D9%84%D8%A7%D9%85-
%D8%A7%D9%84%D9%82%D8%A8%D8%A7%D8%A6%D9%84-
%D8%A7%D9%84%D8%B0%D9%8A-%D8%B3%D9%8E%D9%82/. 

Présidence Tunisie.  رئيس الجمهورية يختم مراسيم رئاسية تتعلق بالصلح الجزائي وتوظيف عائداته، و الشركات
 ,2022 .الأهلية، و مقاومة المضاربة غير المشروعة
https://www.facebook.com/watch/?v=3137209516546004. 

 ,2023 .زيارة رئيس الجمهورية قيس سعيد إلى ضيعة برج التومي بمعتمدية البطان من ولاية منوبة .---
https://www.facebook.com/watch/?v=2372418959603966. 

Secrétariat d’Etat à l’Information. 1965 .1964 مؤتمر المصير: المؤتمر السابع للحزب الإشتراكي الدستوري. 

Smith, Winston. “شكون ڤتلهم ؟ : عائلات الشهداء تحتجّ و المجلس التأسيسي يتعهّد بالإستجابة لمطالبهم.” 
Nawaat.org, 28 June 2012, 
https://nawaat.org/2012/06/28/%D8%B4%D9%83%D9%88%D9%86-
%DA%A8%D8%AA%D9%84%D9%87%D9%85-%D8%9F-
%D8%B9%D8%A7%D8%A6%D9%84%D8%A7%D8%AA-
%D8%A7%D9%84%D8%B4%D9%87%D8%AF%D8%A7%D8%A1-
%D8%AA%D8%AD%D8%AA%D8%AC%D9%91-%D9%88-%D8%A7%D9%84/. 

Timoumi, Hédi. 2011 ,دار محمد علي للنشر .1906 انتفاضة تالة القصرين. 

 ,JawharaFM, 15 Apr. 2015 ”.قرقنة : تواصل الاعتصام بمقر شركة بتروفاك“
https://www.jawharafm.net/ar/article/%D9%82%D8%B1%D9%82%D9%86%D8%A9-
-%D8%AA%D9%88%D8%A7%D8%B5%D9%84-
%D8%A7%D9%84%D8%A7%D8%B9%D8%AA%D8%B5%D8%A7%D9%85-
%D8%A8%D9%85%D9%82%D8%B1-%D8%B4%D8%B1%D9%83%D8%A9-
%D8%A8%D8%AA%D8%B1%D9%88%D9%81%D8%A7%D9%83/105/26848. 


