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Summary
The Algerian regime carefully maintains the myth of a subversive Algeria on the international 
scene. The country’s foreign policy primarily serves the regime and adjusts its contingent 
interests, not those of the nation. Regime survival is the central objective guiding foreign 
policy. This policy combines the rigid posture of the besieged - particularly when it comes 
to Morocco and France - and flexibility - when it comes to the rest of the world. The former 
posture promotes a spirit of national unity, which is arguably contradictory to the concept 
of democracy. In parallel, flexibility makes Algeria a valuable partner to global or regional 
powers. Beyond this flexibility and the myth of a ‘progressive’ Algeria, the Algerian regime 
remains fundamentally counter-revolutionary. While the Algerian system seems to 
promote «stability», it is a source of instability due to the structural legitimacy crisis.

Adlene Mohammedi
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Introduction
Any analysis of Algerian foreign policy should start by deconstructing a series of 
preconceived ideas. Most notably, the idea of a rebellious and anti-imperialist Algeria seems 
well-entrenched in public views. The prestige resulting from the war of national liberation 
(1954-1962) and the revolutionary propaganda carried out by the Algerian regime thereafter 
have contributed to this image. Paradoxically, this image does not support revolutionary 
dynamics but maintains the status quo at several levels. Algerian foreign policy is not so 
much characterised by any posture of defiance to the global order but by its illegibility, 
discretion and prudence. Algeria’s cryptocratic1 regime, namely an elusive military power 
behind a civilian facade, is notoriously opaque. Despite occasional controversial speeches, 
Algeria’s foreign policy is primarily characterised by discretion and prudence, both of 
which enable regime survival. In the name of historical legitimacy, the Algerian army has 
since independence substituted the people’s will as a source of sovereignty.2 The popular 
uprising of February 2019 and the counter-revolution that came to hinder it are a reminder 
that foreign policy can be a powerful tool to bypass popular sovereignty.

The Hirak [popular movement], which is above all an indigenous Algerian uprising, has 
taught us valuable lessons about Algeria’s standing in the world and its ability to leverage 
foreign policy for its own survival: we are facing a foreign policy that serves a regime and 
not a nation. Contrary to what we have seen elsewhere - in Syria, for example - and despite 
the excesses of Algerian leaders, the most important of which was the imposition of a 
virtually lifeless man, Abdelaziz Bouteflika, as president for years, no country has called for 
a regime change in Algeria.3 Admittedly, the two cases are not comparable because there 
are no reported massacres in Algeria. Moreover, the context has shifted to the detriment 
of revolutionary change over the past ten years since the onset of the Arab Spring. Yet if 
it were simply a question of principles, the problem would be posed in the same terms: 
political leaders maintaining their rule despite the people’s will. 

All global powers, including Western and Arab states, seemed - often without enthusiasm 
- to prefer the Algerian regime to the Hirak. This was mainly due to the desire of foreign 
powers to maintain ‘stability’ – even though the growing gap between the political system 
and the people could be a significant factor of instability - and because the Algerian regime 
tends to accommodate the interests of its foreign partners. This article aims to show how 
Algerian foreign policy serves a double status quo: both domestic (saving the regime) and 
international (satisfying the interests of its main partners). In this vein, the paper offers an 
analysis of recent developments that are worth noting in Algeria’s foreign policy. These 
are, however, considered to be a few inflexions that do not seem likely to call into question 
the main argument. The paper addresses three themes - and incidentally three types 
of actors - that may shed light on the use of foreign policy by the Algerian regime: the 
obsidional complex (also known as the besieged mentality), which is found essentially in 
the discourse directed towards France and Morocco; the balancing act and prudence that 
characterise relations with most Arab and Middle Eastern states; and the will to be useful 
and friendly to great powers (Russia, China, the United States).

1 The use of the notion of ‘cryptocracy’ is motivated by the constant obscurity surrounding the exercise of power in Algeria and the identity 
of decision-makers, as well as the composition of the collegiate power that characterises the Algerian political system. This characteristic 
limits access to information, which is the main obstacle encountered by researchers. The researcher is, above all, invited to multiply 
questions and deductions..
2 Lahouari Addi, ‘L’armée, la nation et l’État en Algérie’, Confluences Méditerranée, Paris, L’Harmattan, 1999, pp. 39-46.
3 Recall that in 2011, Nicolas Sarkozy, Barack Obama, and Angela Cameron called on Bashar al-Assad to leave power.
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The Algerian obsidian complex : 
foreign policy, domestic policy by other means
While Carl von Clausewitz (1780-1831) described war as a ‘simple continuation of domestic 
politics by other means’,4 in the Algerian case, foreign policy is in many ways a continuation 
of domestic politics by other means. Opponents to the regime - all those who upset the 
ideological and cultural homogeneity that came to dominate independent Algeria and 
that is partly a legacy of decolonisation (and therefore of colonisation) - are attacked on 
the basis of alleged foreign affiliation: they are willingly ‘disalgerianised’, as they would 
represent foreign interests and would constitute a threat to national unity, or even to 
national security.

Critical geopolitics, which emerged in the second half of the 20th century, questions the 
taken-for- granted5 representations of the world and acknowledges the political dimension 
- which relates to the exercise of power and ideology at the national level - of geopolitical 
narratives, entailing several actors. Yet, as counter intuitive as it may seem, the distinction 
between geopolitical and political is even more critical as the confusion between the 
two serves precisely political interests. This applies perfectly to the Algerian case: By 
systematically emphasising external threats and making the army an actor of both internal 
and external ‘stability’, Algerian leaders have engaged in ‘geopolitizing’ a fundamentally 
political question: the internal contestation of the regime in place.

To go further, it is possible to say that geopolitics, similarly to identity issues - the two are 
often intertwined - are used to depoliticise the Algerian people: to divert them from taking 
control of their future. France plays a central role here in more ways than one. Firstly, due 
to certain colonial practices that shaped independent Algeria. Secondly, France regularly 
figures - directly or indirectly - in the Algerian regime’s propaganda.

As far as colonial practices are concerned, identity and geopolitical manipulations were 
used by France as early as 1870. From practices designed to divide the population based 
on identity - such as the Crémieux decree, which granted French citizenship to the Jews of 
Algeria6, isolating them from the rest of the indigenous population, and colonial speeches 
emphasising an alleged superiority of the Kabyles7- to the desire during the war of 
liberation (1954-1962) to dissociate the fate of Algeria from that of the rest of the Maghreb 
and to limit solidarity across the Maghreb8 or even to sanction any inter-Arab solidarity.9 

Identity and geopolitics were thus mobilised as tools against an eminently political issue: 
colonial domination. Suppose we add to this the clandestine nature of the Algerian pouvoir 
inherited from the struggle against the French army. In that case, we get a continuum 
that is unfavourable to popular sovereignty in both colonial and independent Algeria. Even 
today, when faced with popular demand for genuine citizenship, the temptation to resort 
to diversions, geopolitical divisions and identity-based debates - on Islam or Kabylia - is still 
present within regime circles.10

4 Carl von Clausewitz, De la guerre, Paris, Minuit, 1955, p. 67.
5 Gearóid Ó Tuathail, Critical Geopolitics, Minneapolis, University of Minnesota Press, 1996.
6 Laure Blévis, « on the sidelines of the Crémieux decree. French naturalized Jews in Algeria (1865 - 1919) », Archives Juives, 2012/2 (Vol. 45), 
pp. 47-67.
7 Gilbert Meynier, L’Algérie révélée : la guerre de 1914-1918 et le premier quart du XXe siècle, Genève, Librairie Droz, 1981, p. 428.
8 Gilbert Meynier, Histoire intérieure of FLN, 1954-1962, Paris, Fayard, 2002, p. 565
9 The Egyptian support for the FLN is one of the factors explaining French participation in the Suez expedition in 1956.
10 If there the geopolitics of identity or civilization is a well-known concept used to explain the ‘’clash-civilization’’ for instance, we are talking 
here about geopolitics and identity as two tools-mixed or separate-prized in anti-political enterprises.
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In addition to these historical reminders, France remains a convenient scarecrow for 
Algerian leaders as part of the ‘foreign hand’ rhetoric. France and the French language 
are often evoked with a certain suspicion to imply to Algerians that independence is still 
at threat sixty years after its acquisition. While bilateral relations between the two states 
are generally good, with Paris showing constant support for the Algerian government, 
even when Abdelaziz Bouteflika – severely incapacitated by illness - was about to begin a 
fifth term in office. While the current French president, Emmanuel Macron, has multiplied 
gestures towards Algerian leaders on the issue of memory11, anti-French propaganda 
- which often manifests itself in disproportionate12 sensitivity - is a reflex that Algerian 
leaders find hard to shake off.

Among the ‘gifts’ offered by the French president to Algerian leaders on the issue of 
memory (and that he gifted himself at the same time) include the report on colonisation 
and the Algerian war, which was entrusted to the historian Benjamin Stora in July 2020 and 
published in January 2021.13 For this article, we will not focus on the historian’s proposals 
but on two key points: the notion of ‘reconciliation of memories’, which is at the heart 
of the report, and more generally, the timeliness of the report. It is hard to imagine how 
or why memories would be reconciled when faced with repeated demands for apologies 
from Algerian authorities whose aim is to obtain a new symbolic victory at little cost. 
Despite the goodwill of the historian, the report was rejected by the Algerian regime.14 But 
why was the report published in this context? In France and Algeria, nothing was justifying 
this report, apart from the personal interest in memorial issues expressed by President 
Macron. In Algeria, however, with a fierce power struggle between the people and the 
regime, the memorial question came as a welcomed distraction for the ruling elites.
Even when they are prone to polemics, public declarations, like those recently made 
about ‘memorial rents’ and the origins of the Algerian nation-state15, which deserve to be 
analysed away from diplomacy16 - the French president’s remarks end up benefiting the 
Algerian regime, which can maintain the aforementioned ‘rent’ and foster the posture of 
the besieged. In this particular case, we are dealing with a French leader who in turn uses 
a foreign policy issue for domestic political purposes - presumably electoral ones - thus 
invoking a ‘memorial rent’ for an ‘electoral rent’.

It is challenging to ascertain what Algerians really expect from France today. An apology? 
Nothing is less certain. More peaceful relations and more fluid exchanges? Probably. History 
should, above all, serve to explain, understand, and recognise that contemporary Algeria 
is in many ways a French construction and also that contemporary France - at least from 
an institutional point of view - is partly the fruit of colonisation and the Algerian war. As 
for the ‘reconciliation of memories’, which is seemingly impossible, perhaps both France 

11 Even before his election in 2017, Emmanuel Macron had described colonization as a ‘crime against humanity. Patrick Roger, Colonisation: 
les propos inédits de Macron font polémique’, Le Monde, 16 February 2017. URL: https://www.lemonde.fr/election-presidentielle-2017/
article/2017/02/16/pour- macron-la-colonisation-fut-un-crime-contre-l-humanite_5080621_4854003.html
12 Algeria recalls her ambassadors after the documentaries on le ‘Hirak’ », France 24, 27 May 2020. URL:
https://www.france24.com/fr/20200527-l-alg%C3%A9rie-rappelle-son-ambassadeur-en-france- apr%C3%A8s-la-diffusion-de-
documentaires-sur-le-hirak
13 « Remise du rapport sur la mémoire de la colonisation et de la guerre d’Algérie », site de Élysée, 20 janvier 2021. URL : 
https://www.elysee.fr/emmanuel-macron/2021/01/20/remise-du-rapport-sur-la-memoire-de-la- colonisation-et-de-la-guerre-dalgerie.
14 « Rapport Stora : Alger dénonce un “rapport franco-français” », 20 Minutes, 24 mars 2021. URL  
 https://www.20minutes.fr/monde/3005887-20210324-rapport-stora-alger-denonce-rapport-franco-francais.
15 Mustapha Kessous, « Le dialogue inédit entre Emmanuel Macron et les “petits-enfants” de la guerre d’Algérie », Le Monde, 2 octobre 2021. 
URL : https://www.lemonde.fr/politique/article/2021/10/02/vous-etes-une-projection- de-la-france-emmanuel-macron-s-adresse-aux-
petits-enfants-de-la-guerre-d-algerie_6096830_823448.html.
16 Even if the means of states are necessary (their archives, for example), freedom and the concern for truth are not the main compasses of 
political leaders.
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and Algeria should focus on what is shared between the two countries: for example, 
historical figures such as Emir Abd el-Kader, respected and honoured on both sides of the 
Mediterranean.

In all cases, Franco-Algerian relations can hardly be confined to foreign policy. They remain 
intimately intertwined to questions of domestic politics. In France, three key factors shape 
the relationship to the former colony: a lack of knowledge of what Algeria is as if it were 
a distant country, among many others; bitterness about Algerian independence within 
certain sections of the population and the political spectrum; and a large population of 
Algerian origin that often sustain an untrue depiction of the country. In Algeria, without a 
legitimate political leadership and guaranteed freedom of expression, France remains the 
object of fantasies and ambiguities. In both cases, the endless search for the truth would 
be preferred to ongoing debates about identity and memory.

Of course, it is difficult to talk about the obsidian complex that characterises Algerian 
foreign policy without mentioning Morocco. In August 2021, Algerian authorities decided 
to cease diplomatic relations with Rabat. The factors of this deterioration are known: 
the support given by Algiers to the Polisario Front and the right to self-determination of 
Western Sahara, the Moroccan provocations - in response to this support – support of 
Kabylia’s independence, normalisation of relations with Israel, among other events. Until 
then, differences were primarily tied to political- diplomatic differences. But when Algiers 
accuses Rabat of being behind the fires of the 2021 summer that ravaged the north of 
the country, it is difficult not to see yet another diversion. On this subject, as on so many 
others, the Algerian leadership gives the impression of wanting to ‘externalise’ the anger 
of the Algerian people. The idea of a Franco-Israeli Moroccan plot against a vigilant Algeria, 
debunked thanks to the country’s over-equipped army, has the potential to flatter parts of 
public opinion. This idea disappears, however, when it comes to other critical issues.

A flexible Algeria with Middle Eastern powers
Algerian diplomacy favours balance and prudence for the rest of the Arab world and the 
Middle East. If the regime’s survival, through the search for an internal ‘sacred union’, 
requires the maintenance of conflictual relations with Morocco and perpetual ambiguity 
when it comes to France, it also requires securing stable partnerships. Behind propaganda, 
most often used for internal audiences, Algeria’s relations with Middle Eastern powers are 
somewhat flexible.

The Arab Spring (2010-2011) has revealed three major coalitions in the Middle East and 
the Arab world: an Islamo-reformist axis, supportive of popular uprisings and the Muslim 
Brotherhood network, dominated by Turkey and Qatar; a ‘resistance axis’ led by Tehran, 
the Lebanese Hezbollah and Damascus; and a counter-revolutionary axis led by Saudi 
Arabia and the United Arab Emirates17 (joined by Egypt after the anti-Muslim Brotherhood 
coup of 2013). The Algerian regime has maintained rather good relations with the three 
axes in question. Ideologically, the Algerian discourse can tick all the boxes depending on 
the context: anti-imperialism one day, anti-terrorist authoritarianism the next, and defence 
of the Islamic banner the day after.

17 In some issues, like the Yemeni issue, Riyadh and Abu Dhabi are now no longer on the same wavelength.
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The two examples of the Arab Spring and the Palestinian question illustrate this well. To 
state that Algeria does not exist on the Arab scene and a fortiori on the international stage 
would, of course, be excessive. But in the face of speeches exaggerating the singular and 
rebellious character of Algerian diplomacy, a few reminders are needed. In Libya, at the 
time of the popular uprising and war against Muammar Gaddafi, Algeria was relatively 
passive. Algerian leaders were not in favour of the overthrow of Gaddafi, but nothing 
was done to help him either - beyond welcoming some of his family to Algeria after his 
fall. More generally, it can be said that Algeria has shown a certain diplomatic passivity 
for several years in everything that concerns its regional environment from Libya to the 
Sahel18, with the exception of the Moroccan case. Today, after the ouster of Abdelaziz 
Bouteflika, Algeria’s diplomacy is making a comeback. This comeback has at times been 
motivated by regional competition with Morocco by trying to organise a conference on 
security in the Sahel or by firmly supporting Tripoli, especially since the failure of Khalifa 
Haftar’s offensive in the summer of 2020.

In Syria, Algiers supported Bashar al-Assad, but again, without ever doing much. In 2013, 
along with Lebanon and Iraq, Algeria opposed the allocation of the Syrian seat of the Arab 
League to the rebels. This attachment to the status quo in Syria will eventually succeed for 
the Algerian government: Progressively, and due to the military successes of the loyalist 
camp (allowed by Moscow), an increasing number of Arab countries are rehabilitating 
relations with the al-Assad regime.19 However, it must be admitted that Algerian support is 
far from sufficient on its own to allow Damascus to return to the Arab League, for example.

The Arab League is dominated by the Gulf Cooperation Council (GCC) countries, and this 
institutional dominance of GCC countries appears clearly when it comes to the Palestinian 
cause. When the United Arab Emirates expressed its intention to normalise relations with 
Israel, the Palestinian Authority insisted on having this action condemned by an Arab 
League resolution. Most countries rejected the resolution, and Algeria merely abstained, 
along with Tunisia and Lebanon. This showed the limited support other Arab countries 
were willing to offer the Palestinians in the face of the UAE. The Arab League’s context 
illustrates Algeria’s diplomacy as recalcitrant.

Algeria has maintained good relations with all GCC countries. When the Hirak broke 
out, no GCC country called for the fall of the Algerian regime, as was seen elsewhere. 
Admittedly, the context was not the same as in 2011, and the counter-revolutionary 
discourse promoted by Abu Dhabi had become attractive to many. Today, especially after 
the Syrian and Libyan experiences, ‘stability’ is more appealing than ‘democracy’, as if the 
Algerian regime, capable of leaving a seriously ill man in power, could nevertheless be the 
guarantor of stability.

This relative benevolence towards Algerian leaders was also perceptible during the 
Algerian Moroccan diplomatic break-up. Saudi Arabia, the Emirates and Qatar were content 
to call for dialogue. Here again, Algerian leaders were spared, even though the rupture 
was unilateral, precisely because they knew how to spare others. From this point of view, 
the relations between Algiers and Abu Dhabi are interesting to observe. Abu Dhabi has 
normalised its relations with Israel and opened a consulate in Laayoune.20 Recognising 
Moroccan sovereignty over Western Sahara did not seem to disturb the Algerian leadership 

18 « Algeria organizes a conference on the security in the Sahel » RFI, 10 august 2021. URL : 
https://www.rfi.fr/fr/afrique/20210809-l-alg%C3%A9rie-organise-une-conf%C3%A9rence-sur-la- s%C3%A9curit%C3%A9-au-sahel
19 Adlene Mohammedi, « Syria, quiet return to the ‘Arab family’ », Le Monde diplomatique, juin 2020.
20 Fahd Iraqi, « Quand Rabat et Abou Dhabi se rabibochent au Sahara », Jeune Afrique, 30 October 2020. URL : https://www.jeuneafrique.
com/1066039/politique/quand-rabat-et-abou-dhabi-se-rabibochent-au-sahara/.
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much. According to data from the Stockholm International Peace Research Institute (SIPRI) 
for 2015-2019, Algeria is the second- largest client of the Emirati military industry.21 This 
strategic military alliance appears as a more plausible explanation than the constant 
rumours about supposed tensions between the two countries.

On the other side of the Middle East geopolitical spectrum, Turkey stands as a critical 
partner of Algiers. It is important to note that Turkey’s positions have changed since 2011: 
Ankara now prefers the consolidation of bilateral relations to its initial stand supporting 
uprisings and favouring the Muslim Brotherhood. The sustainability of this shift will have 
to be assessed in the coming years. In the meantime, in North Africa, Turkish leaders can 
count on the backing of their Algerian counterparts. Even if it is not possible to subscribe 
to the thesis of a ‘new Algeria’ as long as we are dealing with the same regime, two new 
patterns in the Algerian doctrine and discourse in terms of defence have emerged: the 
possibility of external military interventions allowed by the last constitutional revision, 
and the approving silence with which Algerian authorities welcomed the Turkish military 
presence in Libya.

Broadening international partnerships
The memorable ‘diplomatic tour’ undertaken by Ramtane Lamamra in March 2019, a 
month after the outbreak of the Hirak, already left the bitter impression of a foreign policy 
at the service of a regime, a clan, and not a nation. The aim was not to defend national 
interests but to rather defend the interests of a cast of men. To protect these men and the 
opaque system in which they operate (the cryptocracy), it is, above all, necessary to avoid 
antagonising major global powers. Besides, the economic choices of Algerian authorities 
make foreign investment in hydrocarbons a necessity: In 2019, a law on hydrocarbons was 
adopted precisely to attract foreign firms.22

The need to multiply international partnerships can be traced back to the liberation war. In 
his book Autopsy of a War: The Dawn, Ferhat Abbas recounts a mission to Spain in 1957: 
At that time, Spain, after Yugoslavia and Switzerland, was the most hospitable country 
for us’.23 A year later, he would become president of the Provisional Government of the 
Algerian Republic (GPRA). Still, Spain would end up favouring its relations with France, 
going as far as supporting the Secret Army Organization [OAS]. The fact remains that, 
behind the curtains, Algerian pro- independence activists benefited from the hospitality 
of Franco’s Spain, Titist Yugoslavia and neutral Switzerland, among others. This desire to 
secure the broadest possible international support network still exists in Algeria today.

Beijing has long been a close partner of Algiers. There is no need to recount the Chinese 
presence in Algeria, especially in infrastructure building. Beyond infrastructure such as the 
Great Mosque of Algiers, we see Chinese health diplomacy being deployed today in Algeria, 
notably through Covid-19 vaccines. At the same time, Washington considers Algiers to be 

21 SIPRI “Fact Sheet”, March 2021. URL : https://www.sipri.org/sites/default/files/2020-03/fs_2003_at_2019.pdf.
22 « En Algérie, adoption d’un projet de loi controversé sur les hydrocarbures », Le Monde, 14 novembre 2019. URL : https://www.lemonde.
fr/afrique/article/2019/11/14/en-algerie-adoption-d-un-projet-de-loi-controverse- sur-les-hydrocarbures_6019170_3212.html.
23 Ferhat Abbas, Autopsie d’une guerre : l’aurore, Paris, Garnier Frères, 1980, p. 209.
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an acceptable interlocutor both as an energy supplier and a defence partner. In October 
2020, the head of the Pentagon at the time, Mark Esper, visited Algiers to discuss Libya and 
the Sahel. This was the first time the head of the Pentagon visited since 2006. Washington’s 
‘war on terror’ made Algerian leaders attractive partners and strengthened their approach 
to the fight against terrorism undertaken in the 1990s.

This being said, the main partner of Algeria’s military remains Russia, particularly in 
armaments. Figures indicate the preponderance of Russian weaponry within Algeria’s 
army, the relationship’s unbalanced nature, and Algeria’s economic backwardness. 
Algeria was the world’s sixth-largest arms importer from 2015 to 2019. It is Russia’s third-
largest customer, after India and China. In 2018, Russian exports to Algeria were over 450 
times greater than Algerian goods imported by Russia. This number is significantly more 
imbalanced than the one indicating economic exchanges with Tunisia (about five times 
the volume of Russian exports) and Morocco (less than twice). In 2018, Tunisian exports 
to Russia were 13 times higher than Algeria’s exports, and Moroccan exports were more 
than 50 times higher.24 Not only do Tunisia and Morocco manage to export many more 
agricultural products, especially fruit, than Algeria, but they also export industrial goods. 
For Russia, Algeria is above all a customer for military equipment, but not only that. Algeria 
is planning to increase its imports of Russian wheat at the expense of French wheat.25

The astronomical military expenses can be explained, to a certain extent, by the regional 
geopolitical context. But certain questions remain. Does the dismantling of terrorist groups 
and the protection of national borders require such significant means? What about the 
recurrent and well-known environmental threats? In the face of fires, heat, and drought, 
real and known threats in North Africa, anti-terrorist rhetoric, about 4% of global arms 
imports may be a bit of a stretch. After the tragedy of the latest fires, Algerian officials 
nevertheless announced the acquisition of four Russian water bombers (Beriev).

Conclusion : 
Algiers, the Mecca of counter-revolutionaries
 
Despite its anti-imperialist rhetoric, recalled on the death of former president Abdelaziz 
Bouteflika, and its apparent attachment to the self-determination of the Saharawi people 
and the Palestinian cause, the Algerian regime is fundamentally counter-revolutionary. 
Its foreign policy has one primary goal: protecting the regime from the threat of popular 
sovereignty.
 
Algerian diplomacy is particularly loud at the moment, even though Algerian leaders seem 
incapable of the slightest intelligible discourse directed towards the Algerian people. 
When it does not rely on bitterness and conspiracy - with France and Morocco - it relies 
on prudence with other partners. Finally, the Algerian cryptocracy is perhaps a model for 
all counter-revolutionaries worldwide: an elusive power is ideal for circumventing popular 
will.

24 Adlene Mohammedi, « Russie-Algérie : un partenariat flexible et pragmatique », Fondation méditerranéenne d’études stratégiques (FMES), 
2 Decembre 2020. URL : https://fmes-france.org/russie-algerie-un-partenariat- flexible-et-pragmatique/.
25 « La Russie, nouvel exportateur de blé vers l’Algérie ? », RFI, 25 juin 2021. URL :
https://www.rfi.fr/fr/podcasts/chronique-des-mati%C3%A8res-premi%C3%A8res/20210624-la-russie-nouvel- exportateur-de-bl%C3%A9-
vers-l-alg%C3%A9rie.
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It would be unfair to conclude without saying a word about all those Algerians who flee 
their country, sometimes at the risk of their lives. This is the absurdity of the situation: the 
whole world seems to be accommodating the very leaders that Algerians try to escape 
daily. The relatively comfortable - albeit marginal - position that the Algerian regime holds 
on the international scene is explained by the refusal to admit the obvious: arbitrariness is 
a source of instability.

If the arbitrariness at home is matched by a growing irrationality abroad, as seen in the 
escalation of relations with Rabat and Paris towards the end of 2021, the relative comfort 
enjoyed by the regime above may well be at risk. If Algerian leaders move away from 
prudence in international affairs towards more unpredictability and impulsiveness, 
the global complacency they currently enjoy could be replaced by more mistrust and 
annoyance.

On the other hand, Morocco also seems to be choosing to escalate the situation. In its 
management of the Sahrawi question and its rapprochement with Israel, encouraged 
by the Trump administration against the US’ recognition of Moroccan sovereignty over 
Western Sahara, Rabat has proved to prefer short-term bilateralism to broader multilateral 
approaches and regional appeasement.
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