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      Praise for The Battle for Spain

      Winner of the 2005 La Vanguardia prize for non-fiction

      Reviews of the Spanish edition

      ‘A book which reads extraordinarily well (and this should be no surprise to those who know his very famous Stalingrad and Berlin), both for new readers as well as for those who already know the immense bibliography on the Civil War. From the very first
         moment, Beevor recreates the political climate of the period as if it were a present compelling to all. The structure of the
         book, the rhythm of the action, the insights into the characters, the white terror, the red terror, the revolution and the
         political infighting, the foreign intervention: all, despite belonging to that “other country”, put us right back in the war
         amid the flames of those years. Yet it is in his account of the military operations that Beevor is at his most brilliant …
         This book is destined for the first rank of general histories of the Civil War’ Santos Juliá in El País

      ‘His narrative capacity, which has fascinated his readers since Stalingrad, is confirmed once again in this book, which will contribute, without doubt, to constructing the historical memory of the
         Civil War which we need: a non-sectarian memory, broad and deep, which covers all sides of the miasma and which explores the
         reasons which led to that sleep of the reason which was our last civil war … Beevor strikes again with his golden touch’ ABC

      ‘All in all, perhaps the best general work on the war to be published in decades’ Rafael Núñez Florencio in El Mundo

      ‘Beevor has surpassed the challenge he set himself with efficacy, rigour, soundness and clarity. And considering that it is
         now seventy years since the Civil War, which is still the object of permanent controversy in our country, this book constitutes
         a work richly deserving of praise’
     

      Xavier Casals in Clio


‘The magnificent book of Antony Beevor on the Civil War, which makes thorough use of the Moscow archives and the recent bibliography
         of the war, gives a clear explanation of the logic behind the war’
     

      El País
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‘He has produced a moving masterpiece’ Times Literary Supplement

      ‘Most nations are deeply suspicious of foreigners who write books about them. Thus, the most convincing tributes to Antony
         Beevor’s history of the Spanish Civil War come from Madrid’s reviewers whose applause kept this book at the top of their bestseller
         lists for months … Fascination lies in the human drama, superbly captured by Beevor’ Sunday Times

      ‘A gripping, revelatory account’ Sunday Telegraph

      ‘This is an enthralling book. The narrative is masterly, wonderfully clear as a guide through the labyrinth. It is even-tempered
         and full of good sense … it is admirable’ Literary Review

      ‘It is an admirably clear-sighted account. What Beevor does so well is to place the war in the context of Spanish history
         and world politics … Beevor’s understanding of warfare and tactics is second to none … This is a great achievement’ Daily Telegraph

      ‘A very different book, which displays all Beevor’s exceptional narrative skills and literary flair. The story he tells is
         grimly familiar, but he presents it with a freshness, an eye for detail and a degree of detachment that makes this one of
         the best accounts to date of the Spanish crisis’
     

      Evening Standard

      ‘Antony Beevor’s revised history of the Civil War, which vividly anatomises a state and a society in the process of disintegration,
         is a tract for our times … Above all, he has Beevorised the book, given it the richness of detail and the narrative drive
         that made Stalingrad such a success’ Guardian


‘In many ways it’s his most impressive book to date because he coolly makes sense of such a complicated story: the narrative
         sweep is consummate, the seamless use of so many sources masterful, and the eye for detail makes it a superb read’ Mail on Sunday

      ‘The Battle for Spain looks likely to become the standard account of the conflict for at least the next generation’ London Review of Books

      ‘Every Spaniard now has a brilliantly written, judicious and non-ideological history of the Civil War to contemplate … that
         is the scale of Antony Beevor’s achievement’ The Tablet 
     

      ‘For the big picture of the war, all the more powerful for its blending of narrative intensity with emotional restraint, there
         is no rival to Antony Beevor’s masterly The Battle for Spain’ Independent

      ‘Beevor’s strength, as established in his earlier works, is his narrative mastery’ Sydney Morning Herald

      ‘A brilliant account of this dark chapter of Spain’s and Europe’s history … With this striking book Antony Beevor strengthens
         his position as the leading military historian of our time. He tells us in an accessible language about our culture’s most
         heartbreaking conflicts and darkest tragedies’ Svenska Dagbladet

      ‘Antony Beevor is a contemporary Tolstoy who, with his books on history, is creating a literary masterpiece which will stand
         the test of time … [he] proves that history today is one of literature’s most vital branches’ Dagens Nyheter
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      INTRODUCTION

‘A civil war is not a war but a sickness,’ wrote Antoine de Saint-Exupéry. ‘The enemy is within. One fights almost against
         oneself.’ Yet Spain’s tragedy in 1936 was even greater. It had become enmeshed in the international civil war, which started
         in earnest with the bolshevik revolution.
     

      The horrors in Russia had undermined the democratic centre throughout continental Europe. This was because the process of
         polarization between ‘reds’ and ‘whites’ allowed both political extremes to increase their own power by manipulating fearful,
         if not apocalyptic, images of their enemies. Their Manichaean propaganda fed off each other. Both Stalin and Goebbels later
         exploited, with diabolical ingenuity, that potent combination of fear and hatred. The process stripped their ‘traitor’ opponents
         of their humanity as well as their citizenship. This is why it is wrong to describe the Spanish Civil War as ‘fratricidal’.
         The divisiveness of the new ideologies could turn brothers into faceless strangers and trade unionists or shop owners into
         class enemies. Normal human instincts were overridden. In the tense spring of 1936, on his way to Madrid University, Julián
         Marías, a disciple of the philosopher José Ortega y Gasset, never forgot the hatred in the expression of a tram-driver at
         a stop as he watched a beautiful and well-dressed young woman step down onto the pavement. ‘We’ve really had it,’ Marías said
         to himself. ‘When Marx has more effect than hormones, there is nothing to be done.’1

      The Spanish Civil War has so often been portrayed as a clash between left and right, but this is a misleading simplification.
         Two other axes of conflict emerged: state centralism against regional independence and authoritarianism against the freedom
         of the individual. The nationalist forces of the right were much more coherent because, with only minor exceptions, they combined
         three cohesive extremes. They were right wing, centralist and authoritarian at the same time. The Republic, on the other hand,
         represented a cauldron of incompatibilities and mutual suspicions, with centralists and authoritarians, especially the communists, opposed by regionalists and libertarians.
     

      Ghosts of those propaganda battles of 70 years ago still haunt us. Yet the Spanish Civil War remains one of the few modern
         conflicts whose history had been written more effectively by the losers than by the winners. This is not surprising when one
         remembers the international sense of foreboding after the Republic’s defeat in the spring of 1939. Anger then increased after
         1945, when the crimes of Nazi Germany came to light and General Franco’s obsessive vindictiveness towards the defeated republicans
         showed no sign of diminishing.
     

      It is difficult for younger generations to imagine what life was really like in that age of totalitarian conflict. Collectivist
         ideals, whether those of armies, political youth movements or of trade unions, have virtually all disintegrated. The passions
         and hatreds of such an era are a world away from the safe, civilian environment of health and safety, and citizens’ rights
         in which we live today. That past is indeed ‘another country’. Spain itself has changed completely in a matter of decades.
         Its emergence from the civil war and Francoist era has been one of the most astonishing and impressive transformations in
         the whole of Europe. This, perhaps, is why it is unwise to try to judge the terrible conflict of 70 years ago with the liberal
         values and attitudes that we accept today as normal. It is vital to make a leap of the imagination, to try to understand the
         beliefs and attitudes of the time – whether the nationalistic, Catholic myths and the fear of bolshevism on the right, or
         the left’s conviction that revolution and the coercive redistribution of wealth could produce universal happiness.
     

      Such passionately fought causes have made it far harder to be objective, especially when one looks at the origins of the war.
         Each side is bound to want to prove that the other started it. Sometimes even neutral factors tend to be neglected, such as
         the fact that the Republic was attempting to carry out a process of social and political reform in a few years, which had
         taken anything up to a century elsewhere.
     

      The actual events during the war, however, such as the atrocities committed and the details of the repression that followed,
         are now beyond serious contention, thanks to the immense and scrupulous work of many Spanish historians in local archives
         and cemeteries. Most of the military details, including the squabbles between republican commanders, are also clear with the opening of previously secret files in Russia over the last dozen years. We
         have, too, a much more precise view of Soviet policy in Spain. Yet, inevitably, the interpretation of many facts is still
         going to be swayed by personal opinion, especially the chicken-and-egg debate of the causal chain that led to the war. Do
         you begin with the ‘suicidal egotism’ of the landowners, or with the ‘revolutionary gymnastics’ and rhetoric which inflamed
         the fears of bolshevism, pushing the middle class ‘into the arms of fascism’, as the more moderate socialist leaders warned?
         A definitive answer is beyond the power of any historian.
     

      Some are strongly tempted to consider that the Spanish Civil War could not have been avoided. This contravenes that informal
         yet important rule of history that nothing is inevitable, except perhaps in hindsight. On the other hand, it is very hard
         to imagine how any form of workable compromise could have been achieved after the failed left-wing revolution of October 1934.
         An increasingly militant left could not forgive the cruelty of the Civil Guard and the colonial troops, while the right became
         convinced that it had to pre-empt another attempt at violent revolution.
     

      Other even more unanswerable questions remain important, if only because they can provoke us into seeing issues from an unaccustomed
         perspective. The ideals of liberty and democracy formed the basis of the Republic’s cause abroad. Yet the revolutionary reality
         on the ground, the impotence of the Spanish parliament, the Cortes, and the lack of respect for the rule of law on both sides,
         must be looked at carefully.
     

      Republican propaganda during the civil war always emphasized that its government was the legally appointed one after the elections
         of February 1936. This is true, but one also has to pose an important question. If the coalition of the right had won those
         elections, would the left have accepted the legitimate result? One strongly suspects not. The socialist leader Largo Caballero
         threatened openly before the elections that if the right won, it would be open civil war.
     

      The nationalists tried from the very beginning to pretend that they had risen in revolt purely to forestall a communist putsch.
         This was a complete fabrication to provide retrospective justification for their acts. But for the left to claim that the
         nationalists had launched an unprovoked attack against law-abiding democrats is disingenuous. The left had often shown as little respect for the democratic process and the rule of law as the right. Both
         sides, of course, justified their actions on the grounds that if they did not act first, their opponents would seize power
         and crush them. But this only goes to show that nothing destroys the centre ground more rapidly than the politics of fear
         and the rhetoric of threat.
     

      Some argue that words cannot kill. But this becomes less and less convincing the more one looks at the cycle of mutual suspicion
         and hatred, all enflamed by irresponsible declamation. In fact, the right-wing leader Calvo Sotelo was assassinated because
         of his own deliberately provocative speeches in the Cortes. It is also important to consider whether the rhetoric of annihilation
         tends to become a self-fulfilling prophecy. General Queipo de Llano threatened in one of his notorious broadcasts from Seville
         that the nationalists would execute ten republicans for every one of their own men killed. This proved in the end to be not
         that far from the mark.
     

      One must also not forget Largo Caballero’s declaration that he wanted a Republic without class warfare, but to achieve that
         a political class had to disappear. This was an obvious echo of Lenin’s openly stated intention to eliminate the bourgeoisie.
         But would a victory of the left in say 1937 or 1938 have led to a comparable scale of executions and imprisonment as under
         Franco? It is, of course, impossible to tell, and one cannot judge entirely by the Russian civil war, but it is still a question
         which must not be brushed aside. The winner in any civil war, as several historians have argued, is bound to kill more because
         of the cycle of fear and hate.
     

      All these complex and interrelated issues show how it is impossible to separate cause and effect with scientific precision.
         Truth was indeed the first casualty of the Spanish Civil War. The subject has suffered from more intense debate and more polemics
         for longer after the event than any other modern conflict, including even the Second World War. The historian, although obviously
         unable to be completely dispassionate, should try to do little more than understand the feelings of both sides, to probe previous
         assumptions and to push forward the boundaries of knowledge. As far as is humanly possible, moral judgements should be left
         to the individual reader.
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      NATIONALISTS

      MONARCHIST (ALFONSINE)
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         Alfonso XIII and then his son, Don Juan, the Count of Barcelona and the father of the present King Juan Carlos. The monarchist faction
         was strong among conservative army officers and it saw itself as the natural leadership for ‘Old Spain’. Popular support was
         marginal.
     

      CARLIST

      Communión Tradicionalista

      Requetés (the Carlist militia)
     

      Pelayos (Carlist youth movement)

      Margaritas (Carlist women’s service)

      The Carlists supported the rival Borbón line of Don Carlos, and stood for the idea of a traditionalist ultra-Catholic monarchy
         as opposed to Alfonsine monarchism, which they felt had been corrupted by nineteenth-century liberalism. The leadership, particularly
         the Count of Rodezno, tended to be court-orientated, while the base of mainly Navarrese smallholders was populist.
     

      FALANGE
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      The Falange was a small fascist-style party founded by José Antonio Primo de Rivera in 1933, which then merged in 1934 with
         the more proletarian JONS (Juntas de Ofensiva Nacional-Sindicalista). There was tension between the ‘modern reactionaries’, who followed José Antonio and who believed in the nationalist ideals
         of Old Spain above everything else, and the socialist wing, which resented the way its anti-capitalist ideology was overridden
         by the upper-class señoritos. The ‘leftist’ faction was even more disadvantaged by the vast influx of opportunists in 1936 and 1937. Its influence was
         crushed when Franco institutionalized the movement, amalgamating it with the Carlists.
     

      Falange Española Tradicionalista y de las JONS (FET)
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      Unión Republicana (UR)

      Martínez Barrio’s Republican Union was a centre-right party that broke away from Lerroux’s Radicals (who had formed the government
         of 1934–5 with CEDA participation). It thus represented the right wing of the Popular Front alliance assembled for the February
         1936 elections. Its support came from the liberal professions and businessmen.
     

      Izquierda Republicana (IR)

      Azaña’s Republican Left party came from the fusion in April 1934 of his Republican Action, Casares Quiroga’s Galician autonomy
         party and the radical socialists.
     

      Esquerra Republicana de Catalunya

      Lluís Companys’s Republican Left Party of Catalonia was the Catalan counterpart to Azaña’s Izquierda Republicana.
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      The Spanish Socialist Workers’ Party
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         United Socialist Youth, but then the whole organization was brought under communist control by its leader, Santiago Carrillo,
         when the civil war began.
     

      Partido Comunista de España (PCE)
     

      The Spanish Communist Party

      Juventudes Socialistas Unificadas (JSU), the United Socialist Youth.

      Partido Socialista Unificado de Cataluña (PSUC). The United Socialist Party of Catalonia was an amalgamation of Catalan socialist
         parties in the spring of 1936, which was completely taken over by the communists.
     

      Partido Obrero de Unificación Marxista (POUM)
     

      The Workers’ Party of Marxist Unification was led by Andreu Nin (Trotsky’s former secretary from whom he was now disassociated)
         and Joaquin Maurin. The party was not ‘Trotskyism’ as the Stalinists claimed, but had more in common with the left opposition
         in the Soviet Union.
     

ALLIES OF THE POPULAR FRONT

      The Libertarian Movement (anarcho-syndicalist and anarchist)

Confederación Nacional de Trabajo (CNT). The National Confederation of Labour was the
         anarcho-syndicalist trade union.

      Federación Anarquista Ibérica (FAI)

      Federación Ibérica de Juventudes Libertarias (FIJL)

      Mujeres Libres (the anarcho-feminist organization)

      BASQUES

      Partido Nacionalista Vasco (PNV)

      The Basque Nationalist Party of conservative Christian Democrats.

      Acción Nacionalista Vasca (ANV)

      Basque Nationalist Action was a much smaller social democrat splinter from the PNV.

      Solidaridad de Trabajadores Vascos (STV)

      Solidarity of Basque Workers. The Basque nationalist Catholic trade union.
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      PART ONE

      Old Spain and the Second Republic






      
      
      1

      
      Their Most Catholic Majesties

      On an unsurfaced road in Andalucia or Estremadura, one of the first automobiles in Spain has broken down. In the photograph
         a young man grasps the steering wheel. He is not very good-looking, due to a large nose and enormous ears. His brilliantined
         hair is parted in two and he has a moustache. The driver of the car is King Alfonso XIII.
     

      
      On either side, men are pushing hard at the mudguards. Their faces are burned a deep brown by the sun and they are poorly
         dressed, without collars or ties. They are making a big effort. In the background, three or four figures dressed in suits
         and hats observe the goings-on. A rider, perhaps a local landowner, has reined in his horse. On the right, a landau drawn
         by two horses, the reins held by a uniformed coachman, waits ready to rescue the monarch if the car’s engine fails to restart.
         The caption announces that the king’s greatest wish is to maintain ‘direct contact with his people’. Few images better represented
         the extremes of the social and economic contrasts of Spain in the early part of the twentieth century. But perhaps the most
         striking aspect of the photograph is the way the peasants and the king must have seemed like foreigners to each other in their
         own country.
     

      
      Spain, with its stern tradition of rule from Madrid, was becoming increasingly turbulent at that time, both in the countryside
         and in the big cities. So not even the tidy-minded could say later that the Spanish Civil War simply began in July 1936 with
         the rising of the ‘nationalist’ generals against the republican government. That event signalled the greatest clash in the
         conflict of forces which had dominated Spanish history. One of those antagonisms was evidently between class interests, but
         the other two were no less important: authoritarian rule against libertarian instinct and central government against regionalist
         aspirations.
     

      
      The genesis of these three strains of conflict lay in the way the Reconquista of Spain from the Moors had shaped the social structure of the country and formed the attitudes of the Castilian conquerors.
         The intermittent warring against the Moors, begun by Visigoth warlords in the eighth century, finally ended in 1492 with the
         triumphal entry into Granada of Isabella of Castile and her husband, Ferdinand of Aragon. For the Spanish traditionalist that
         event marked both the culmination of a long crusade and the beginning of the country’s civilization. This idea permeated the
         nationalist alliance of 1936, which continually invoked the glory of Ferdinand and Isabella, the Catholic monarchs, and referred
         to their own struggle as the second Reconquista, with liberals, ‘reds’ and separatists allotted the role of contemporary heathen.
     

      
      With a feudal army forming the prototype of state power, the monarchy and warrior aristocracy retook possession of the land
         during the fight against the Moors. In order to continue the Reconquista, the aristocracy needed money, not food. The cash crop which could provide it was Merino wool. Common land was seized for
         sheep grazing, which not only had a catastrophic effect on the peasants’ food supply, but also led to soil erosion, ruining
         what had once been known as the ‘granary of the Roman empire’. Few people were needed to tend the sheep and the only alternative
         to starvation was the army and, later, the empire. In the Middle Ages Spain was estimated to have a population of about fourteen
         million. At the end of the eighteenth century it was a little over seven million.
     

      
      Castilian authoritarianism developed from a feudal-military emphasis to one of political control by the Church. During the
         seven centuries of the Reconquista’s uneven course, the Church’s role had been mainly that of propagandist for military action, and even of participant. Then,
         in Isabella’s reign the warrior archbishop was superseded by the cardinal statesman. Nevertheless, the connection between
         Church and army remained close during the rapid growth of Spain’s empire when the crucifix was the shadow of the sword over
         half the world. The army conquered, then the Church integrated the new territories into the Castilian state.
     

      
      The power which was exerted over the population was an irresistible force, backed by the threat of hell and its earthly foretaste
         in the form of the Inquisition. A single denouncer, an anonymous whisper from a jealous enemy, was often enough for the Holy
         Office, and the public confessions extracted before autos-da-fé provided a striking foretaste of the totalitarian state. In addition the Church controlled every aspect of education and placed
         the entire population in a protective custody of the mind by burning books to keep out religious and political heresy. It
         was also the Church which vaunted Castilian qualities such as endurance of suffering and equanimity in the face of death.
         It encouraged the idea that it was better to be a starving caballero than a fat merchant.
     

      
      This Spanish Catholic puritanism had been guided by Cardinal Ximénez de Cisneros, the ascetic friar promoted by Isabella to
         be the most powerful statesman of the age. It was basically an internal reformation. The papacy was being rejected because
         of its corruption, so Spain had to save Europe from heresy and Catholicism from its own weakness. As a result the clergy practised
         what it preached, with the exception of forgiveness and brotherly love, and sometimes issued pronouncements on property which
         were almost as subversive as the original teaching. Nevertheless, the Church provided spiritual justification for the Castilian
         social structure and was the most authoritarian force in its consolidation.
     

      
      The third strain of conflict, centralism against regionalism, also developed in the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries. The
         first major revolt against the united kingdoms had a distinctly regionalist element. The rising of the comuneros in 1520 against Isabella’s grandson, the Emperor Charles V, was provoked not only by his use of the country as the treasury
         of his empire and by the arrogance of his Flemish courtiers but also by his disregard for local rights and customs. Much of
         the country had been assimilated into the Castilian kingdom through royal marriage and the Spanish Habsburgs preferred to
         let the Church act as the binding force of the realm.
     

      
      These three determining attributes of the Castilian state, feudal, authoritarian and centralist, were strongly interlinked.
         This was particularly true when it came to the regional question. Castile had established a central authority in Spain and
         built the empire, but its administration rigidly refused to acknowledge that feudal economic relationships were growing out
         of date. The wars in northern Europe, the fight against the French in Italy and the destruction of the Armada meant that the
         imperial power, developed in less than two generations, had started to decline almost immediately. Castile had the unbending
         pride of a newly impoverished nobleman, who refuses to notice the cobwebs and decay in his great house and resolutely continues to visualize the grandeur of his youth. This capacity for seeing only what it wanted
         to see made the Castilian ruling order introverted. It refused to see that the treasures from the Americas in the churches
         fed nobody and that the vast quantities of precious but useless metal only undermined the country’s economic infrastructure.
     

      
      Catalonia, which was made part of the kingdom of Aragon during the Middle Ages, was very different from the rest of the peninsula.
         Not surprisingly, friction developed later between Madrid and Barcelona. The Catalans had enjoyed a considerable amount of
         power in the Mediterranean. Their empire had included the Balearics, Corsica, Sardinia, Sicily and the Duchy of Athens. But
         as it had been the Castilian Isabella, not Ferdinand of Aragon, who financed Columbus, they did not have direct trading access
         to the Americas.
     

      
      In 1640 Catalonia and Portugal rose against Philip IV of Spain and his minister, the Count-Duke of Olivares. Portugal won
         its independence but Catalonia acknowledged Louis XIII of France as its king, until Barcelona fell to Philip IV in 1652. Then,
         after the death of the last Spanish Habsburg in 1700, the War of the Spanish Succession started and Catalonia sided with England
         against Louis XIV’s grandson, Philip of Anjou. The Catalans were betrayed by the English in the Treaty of Utrecht, and the
         Bourbon Philip V abolished Catalonia’s rights, after it was reduced in 1714. The castle of Montjuich was built to dominate
         the city and remind the Catalans that they were ruled from Madrid. With this beginning Philip proceeded to implement the centralist
         idea of his Sun King grandfather. The unifying force of the Church had waned, so a new centripetal strength was needed if
         the monarchy was to control non-Castilians. The twentieth-century Basque philosopher Unamuno, who was no separatist, stated
         that ‘the aim was unity and nothing else; unity stifling the slightest individuality and difference … It is the dogma of the
         ruler’s infallibility.’ But ruthlessness did not solve the problem; it only stored up trouble for the future.
     

      
      The backwardness of Spanish commercial activity during the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries was mainly due to the way
         that Spanish Catholicism had maintained an anti-capitalist line by clinging to medieval teaching on usury. The code of the
         hidalgo (Spanish nobleman) forced him to despise money in general and the earning of it in particular. The census of 1788 showed that almost 50 per cent of the adult male population was not involved
         in any form of productive work. The army, the Church and, above all, the vast nobility were a dead weight on the rest of the
         population. It was perhaps this statistic which provoked the well-known saying that ‘one half of Spain eats but does not work,
         while the other half works but does not eat’.
     

      
      In reaction against the commercial backwardness and rigidity of the ruling order, Spain was to experience a middle-class revolution
         in advance of most of Europe. The country enjoyed a brief easing of the chains in the mid eighteenth century, during Charles
         III’s reign, when the influence of the Enlightenment was felt. Reforms severely reduced the Church’s influence over the army,
         while many officers were attracted to Freemasonry. This anti-clerical and, therefore, political movement was inextricably
         linked with the development of liberalism among Spain’s very small professional middle class. Liberalism became a recognizable
         force early in the nineteenth century as a result of the ‘War of Independence’ against Napoleon’s armies. The faint-hearted
         Charles IV was overthrown in a popular revolt because of the corruption and scandals of his favourite, Manuel de Godoy, and
         the arrival of the French army. Napoleon refused to recognize his heir, Ferdinand VII, and much of the Spanish aristocracy
         sided with the occupying power. Then Murat’s executions in Madrid provoked a spontaneous rising by the people on the ‘Second
         of May’ 1808, when they ferociously attacked the French emperor’s Mameluke cavalry with knives. ‘Napoleon’s ulcer’, as the
         rising was called, was the first large-scale guerrilla war of modern times and 60,000 Spaniards died in the defence of Saragossa.
         The bitter resistance came from a popular movement, though some liberal army officers played a major role, especially within
         the local juntas of defence.
     

      
      The traditional ruling structure of ‘Old Spain’ suffered its first formal upset in 1812, when the central junta of defence
         proclaimed the Constitution of Cádiz, which was based upon middle-class liberal principles. This opportunity of dispensing
         with the stifling restrictions of monarchy and Church prompted many towns and provinces to declare themselves self-governing
         cantons within a Spanish federation. These changes did not last. Ferdinand VII was allowed to return on condition that he
         accepted the constitution, but he later broke his word and invoked the Holy Alliance, under which in 1823 the French King Louis XVIII sent an army, called ‘The Hundred Thousand Sons of St Louis’, to crush Spanish liberalism.
         Ferdinand dismantled the liberal army and reintroduced the Inquisition to destroy ‘the disastrous mania of thinking’.
     

      
      Spain in the nineteenth century continued to suffer from the clash between liberalism and traditionalism. After Ferdinand’s
         death in 1833, his heir was the young Queen Isabella II. The liberal army supported her succession (and later provided most
         of her lovers). But the traditionalist forces grouped themselves around Ferdinand’s brother and rival claimant, Don Carlos
         (and thus became known as Carlists). The main Carlist strength lay among the smallholders of the Pyrenees, especially in Navarre,
         and his supporters became famous for their religious fanaticism and ferocious rejection of modernity. In the first Carlist
         War of 1833–40 a British Legion, nearly 10,000 strong and led by regular officers, fought for the liberal side. The civil
         war of a hundred years later would also attract foreign volunteers, but sympathy for such idealistic ventures changed drastically
         in British governing circles. Admiration for the Byronic tradition of supporting foreign insurrections disappeared after 1918
         with the rise of socialist revolution and recognition of the true horrors of war.
     

      
      The free-thinking liberalism which permeated the increasingly middle-class Spanish officer corps in the early years of the
         century declined. Liberals profited from the sale of church lands and developed into a reactionary grande bourgeoisie. The governments in Madrid were corrupt and the generals acquired a taste for overthrowing them. This was the age of the
         pronunciamiento, when generals would form up their troops and make long speeches appointing themselves saviour and dictator of the country.
         Between 1814 and 1874 there were 37 attempted coups, of which twelve were successful.1 The country lurched along, becoming poorer and poorer, while Queen Isabella exercised her guards officers. She was finally
         deposed in 1868 after choosing a lover of whom the army did not approve. Two years later Amadeo of Savoy was chosen as her
         successor, but his earnest goodwill was not enough to win support from a population exasperated with the monarchy. His abdication
         in February 1873 was followed by a vote in the Cortes establishing a republic.
     

      
      The First Republic was soon brought down by military intervention. Its federalist programme had included the abolition of
         military conscription, a very popular measure, but within a few weeks of the first elections sporadic Carlist revolts became
         a full-scale civil war and the government was forced to break this important promise. The Carlist pretender’s most effective
         troops were the staunchly Catholic Basques, who were primarily motivated by separatist ambitions of throwing off rule from
         Madrid. Spanish monarchs were only lords of the Basque provinces, which constituted a señorio and which had never been subjected to central rule like other parts of the peninsula.
     

      
      The generals saw the army’s main role as enforcing Spanish unity, especially after the loss of the American empire. As Castilian
         centralists, they were appalled by the prospect of separatist Basque and Catalan nations occupying the Pyrenean frontier.
         They were also implacably opposed to federalism, so when self-governing cantons were proclaimed in other areas they did not
         hesitate to crush this movement against government from Madrid as well as the Carlists and Basques. The First Republic lasted
         only a few months.
     

      
      The conservative politician Cánovas del Castillo had been planning the re-establishment of the Bourbons since the fall of
         Isabella. He also wanted to institute stable government while returning the army to barracks. This was achieved when General
         Martínez Campos proclaimed Alfonso XII king at the end of 1874. Alfonso was Isabella’s son (and therefore presumably of good
         military stock), but he was still only a Sandhurst cadet.
     

      
      Under Cánovas’s constitution, which was to last half a century, Church and landowner were back in strength. They had every
         intention of keeping it that way and elections were unashamedly manipulated. Peasants and tenants had to vote as their landlord
         told them or face eviction. Canvassing consisted of the political bosses, the caciques, sending out armed gangs known as El Partido de la Porra (the Bludgeon Party) and if that did not look like working, then ballot papers were destroyed or substituted. Political and
         economic corruption spread from Madrid in a way that far exceeded anything known in previous centuries. The courts were rigged
         right down to the village tribunals, so no poor person ever expected to have his case heard, let alone obtain justice.
     

      
      Although there may often have been a vicious rivalry between liberals and conservatives in the provinces, there was virtually
         a gentleman’s agreement between their leaders in the capital. Whenever there was an unpopular measure to carry out, the conservatives retired and the liberals, who had now become almost
         indistinguishable from their opponents, came in. The two parties resembled those little wooden men who appear alternately
         to indicate the weather. But any high-minded figure, however aristocratic, who denounced the corruption was regarded as a
         traitor and shunned. The trinity of army, monarchy and Church, which had originally made the empire, was also to preside over
         its final collapse. In 1898 the Spanish-American War saw the pathetic rout of the armed forces and the loss of Cuba, the Philippines
         and Puerto Rico. Most of the soldiers’ food and equipment had been sold by their officers.
     

      
      Even the tawdry end of the reconquista vision in Cuba in 1898 did not rouse the rulers of Spain from their myopic complacency. They could not admit that the obsession
         with empire had ruined the country. To admit that would have been to undermine the institutions of aristocracy, Church and
         army. This refusal to face reality started to come up against new political forces, which were growing rapidly and which,
         unlike the liberalism of the early nineteenth century, could not be absorbed into the governing structure. The incompatibility
         of ‘Eternal Spain’ with these new political movements developed into the clash which later tore the country apart.
     

      
      Alfonso XIII, the driver of the broken-down car, became king at the age of sixteen in 1902. Poverty was so great at the beginning
         of the twentieth century that over half a million Spaniards, out of a population of eighteen and a half million, emigrated
         to the New World in the first decade of the century alone. Life expectancy was around 35 years, the same as at the time of
         Ferdinand and Isabella. Illiteracy rates, varying sharply by area, averaged 64 per cent overall. Two thirds of Spain’s active
         population still worked on the land. Yet it was not just a problem of property rights and tensions between landowners and
         landless peasants. Within the total of five million farmers and peasants, there were huge differences in standards of living
         and techniques, according to region. In Andalucia, Estremadura and La Mancha, agriculture remained primitive and ineffectively
         laborious. In many other areas, such as Galicia, León, Old Castile, Catalonia and the north, small proprietors worked their
         own land with fierce independence while the rich coastal plain of the Levante represented perhaps the best example of intensive culture in Europe.2

      
      Industry and mining provided only 18 per cent of the jobs available, little more than domestic and other services.3 Spain’s main exports came from agricultural produce, particularly the fertile coastal region around Valencia, and only a
         certain amount from mining. But after the collapse of the last vestiges of empire, money was repatriated and along with other
         investment from Europe, above all from France, a banking boom followed during which some of the major Spanish banks of today
         were founded.4 The government subsidized industrial development and, in Catalonia especially, huge fortunes were made.
     

      
      The country remained neutral in the First World War. Its agricultural exports, raw materials and rising industrial output
         at such a time created what seemed like an economic miracle, with thousands of new enterprises. The new prosperity led to
         a significant rise in the birth rate, which would have its effect twenty years later in the mid 1930s. Spain’s balance of
         payments was so favourable that the country’s gold reserves increased dramatically.5 But when the war was over the economic miracle faded away. The governments of the day fell back on protectionism. Expectations
         had risen, and disappointment and resentment were bound to follow in the unemployment that ensued.
     

  



      
      
      2

      
      Royal Exit

      
      The first attempt to organize some form of trade union in Spain had occurred as early as the 1830s, and there were small non-political
         associations in existence at the middle of the nineteenth century. Then new political ideas arrived across the Pyrenees and
         began to take root. The anarchist, or libertarian, form of socialism arrived first and its fundamental disagreement with Marxist
         socialism was to have great repercussions in Spain. Proudhon had already been translated by Pi y Margall, the president of
         the First Republic, when Giuseppe Fanelli arrived in Spain in 1868. Fanelli was an admirer of Bakunin, Marx’s great opponent
         in the First International. He came to Madrid without speaking any Spanish and with no money, but the ‘Idea’, as it became
         known, found a very enthusiastic audience. Within four years there were nearly 50,000 Bakuninists in Spain, of whom the majority
         were in Andalucia.
     

      
      There were several reasons why anarchism in the early days became the largest force within the Spanish working class. Its
         proposed structure of co-operative communities, associating freely, corresponded to deep-rooted traditions of mutual aid,
         and the federalist organization appealed to anti-centralist feelings. It also offered a strong moral alternative to a corrupt
         political system and hypocritical Church. Many observers have pointed to the naive optimism which anarchism inspired among
         the landless peasants of Andalucia. Much has also been made of the way in which the word was spread by ascetic, almost saint-like
         characters and how the converts gave up tobacco, alcohol and infidelity (while rejecting official marriage). As a result it
         was often described as a secular religion. Even so, the intensity of this early anarchism led converts to believe that everybody
         else must see that freedom and mutual aid were the only foundation of a naturally ordered society. An uprising was all that
         was needed to open people’s eyes, unfetter the vast potential of goodwill and set off what Bakunin called the ‘spontaneous creativity of the masses’.
     

      
      Their frustration at being unable to ‘unlock the mechanism of history’, as the Russian writer Victor Serge described it, led
         to individual acts of political violence in the 1890s. The tigres solitarios, as their fellow anarchists called them, acted either in the hope of stirring up others to emulate them or in reprisal for
         the indiscriminate brutality of the Brigada Social, the secret police. The most famous example was the torturing to death
         in 1892 of several anarchists in the castle of Montjuich in Barcelona. This led to an international outcry and to the assassination
         of Cánovas del Castillo, the organizer of the restoration. A vicious circle of repression and revenge was to follow.
     

      
      During the last quarter of the nineteenth century the Marxist wing of socialism, los autoritarios, as their opponents called them, developed much less rapidly. In late 1871 Karl Marx’s son-in-law Paul Lafargue arrived after
         the fall of the Paris Commune and within a year the basis of Spanish socialism was laid in Madrid. The Marxists’ comparative
         lack of success was partly due to the emphasis which they placed on the central state. The socialists under Pablo Iglesias,
         a typesetter who emerged as the leading Spanish Marxist, proceeded cautiously and concentrated on building an organization.
         Eventually in 1879 they founded the Spanish Socialist Workers’ Party (PSOE) and formed their General Union of Labour (UGT)
         in 1888. Iglesias still insisted that the class struggle should be waged in a moderate and evolutionary manner (the PSOE did
         not formally repudiate the monarchy until 1914). The socialists accused their anarchist rivals of ‘irresponsibility’, but
         they in turn were seen as heavily bureaucratic and received the nickname of ‘Spanish Prussians’.
     

      
      Another reason for the socialists’ slow development in a predominantly agricultural society came from Marx’s contempt for
         the peasantry and what he called ‘the idiocy of rural life’. He believed that capitalism would be overthrown only by its own
         creation, the industrial proletariat. However, in Spain, the major part of industry was concentrated in Catalonia, which had
         become the stronghold of anarchism. As a result the ‘Castilian’ socialists had to look to Bilbao for support among industrial
         workers. The central mass of Spain and the northern coast were to be their main spheres of influence, while the anarchist
         following was greatest down the Mediterranean belt, especially in Catalonia and Andalucia.
     

      
      From the 1890s until the early 1920s Spain experienced many turbulent years, especially those which coincided with the Russian
         and German revolutions at the end of the First World War. The main areas of strife were the large landed estates, the latifundia of Andalucia and Estremadura, the mining valleys of Asturias and Vizcaya, and industrial Catalonia. In fin de siècle Barcelona, nouveaux riches factory owners had indulged in triumphant ostentation, both architecturally and socially.
     

      
      The cycle of violence between industrial revolt and repression became chaotic at times. The Brigada Social, the secret police,
         interpreted its role as the guardian of public order in an extraordinary manner, often hiring gangsters to take on the anarchist
         ‘pistoleros’ or strike leaders. The first explosion of urban unrest, the Semana Trágica, or ‘Tragic Week’, at the end of July 1909, was
         not, however, caused by industrial dispute in Barcelona. It was a by-product of the colonial war in Morocco. Riffian tribesmen
         had wiped out a column of soldiers sent to secure mining concessions bought by the Count de Romanones, one of Alfonso XIII’s
         advisers. The government called up the reserves; the poor could not afford to buy themselves out of military service and married
         workers were the most affected.1 A strong anti-militarist mood had grown up in the years following the Cuban disaster, and the spontaneous reaction in Barcelona
         to the Morocco crisis was sudden and overwhelming.
     

      
      The ‘young barbarians’ who supported the Radical Party leader Alejandro Lerroux went wild and others followed, with church
         burning and forms of desecration such as the famous incident of a worker dancing with a disinterred nun. Such symbolic violence
         was the reaction of a people traumatized by intense superstition. Much of the teaching of the Spanish Catholic Church sounded
         appropriate to the Dark Ages and this mental repression, together with the political role played by ecclesiastical authorities,
         made the Church rank with the Civil Guard as the first target of an uprising. Some half a dozen people were killed during
         this disturbance, but when the army arrived to restore order there was a massacre.
     

      
      Hundreds were arrested including Francisco Ferrer, the founder of the libertarian Modern School. Although it was evident that
         Ferrer could have had nothing to do with the rioting, the Catholic hierarchy put heavy pressure on the government to convict their educational opponent. He was sentenced to death on the basis
         of obviously false testimony and his execution led to a wave of protest in Spain and abroad.
     

      
      After the Barcelona upheaval of 1909 a majority in the libertarian movement evolved a fresh strategy. This new direction was
         mainly influenced by the French syndicalist movement, with a union-based policy, the ultimate objective of which was a general
         strike followed by the reorganization of society based on self-managed industry and agriculture. This led to the setting up
         of the anarcho-syndicalist National Confederation of Labour (CNT), whose component unions were to be organized by industry,
         not by craft. The Spanish libertarian movement thus consisted basically of anarchist purists and anarcho-syndicalists.
     

      
      During the First World War, while industrialists profited enormously, their workers suffered from high inflation – prices
         doubled between 1913 and 1918 – yet salaries increased by only 25 per cent.2 Union membership rose dramatically as a result. The UGT increased to 160,000 members, while the anarcho-syndicalist CNT swelled
         to some 700,000 by the end of 1919. The socialist party itself, the PSOE, soon counted on 42,000 activists. Its leading members
         included Francisco Largo Caballero, Indalecio Prieto, Fernando de los Ríos and Julián Besteiro, all of whom would be major
         figures in the years to come. Meanwhile the very moderate Catholic union movement, Confederación Nacional Católica Agraria
         (CONCA), grew mainly in the agrarian heartlands of Castile and León. Its only hope in industrial centres was in the devout
         Basque country.3

      
      In Spain, the entrenched position of the military establishment proved a major obstacle to gradual reform. The Spanish army
         was 160,000 strong, commanded by 12,000 officers and 213 generals.4 This overmanned and incompetent organization was a heavy charge on the state. Its role was never clear. Although basically
         reactionary, at times it saw itself as an ally of the people against corrupt politicians and a force for national regeneration.
         Reduced after the loss of empire to an existence of provincial garrisons, its only active area of operations lay in the Spanish
         protectorate of Morocco, a far smaller area than that accorded to France in 1906 at the Conference of Algeciras. The only
         economic interest in the territory lay in its phosphate mines, while the local Kabyle population longed to rid themselves of European rule. For Spanish officers
         keen on promotion, service in Morocco promised real soldiering far from the boredom of barrack life at home. An ‘africanista’ mystique developed, making them the elite of the Spanish armed forces and giving them a sense of destiny as well as arrogance.
     

      
      In 1917 a military and political crisis developed in Spain. Associations known as Juntas de Defensa had grown up in the forces
         to demand better conditions, but when the government tried to abolish them their leaders published a manifesto attacking the
         lamentable state of the army. Afraid of a pronunciamiento, the conservative administration of Eduardo Dato conceded to some of their demands. But this encouraged in some politicians,
         above all Francesc Cambó, the leader of the Lliga Catalana, the idea that they could use the opportunity to force through
         constitutional reforms. They hoped that this would modernize the country and introduce real democracy. Cambó called for an
         assembly of politicians on 19 July in Barcelona as a step towards a constituent Cortes, a fully representative parliament.
     

      
      At the same time the socialist PSOE and the UGT, under similar illusions, also imagined that the juntas offered a chance of
         change. They called a general strike to support their own demands for a constituent Cortes. Dato closed parliament and suspended
         constitutional guarantees. The strike began on 13 August in Madrid, Barcelona, Bilbao, Saragossa, Oviedo and the mining regions
         of the Asturias and Andalucia. But the Juntas de Defensa not only refused to join the revolution, their members took part
         in crushing the strikes, leaving 72 dead, 156 wounded and 2,000 arrested. In Asturias, where the strike lasted a month, General
         Ricardo Burguete and a young africanista major called Francisco Franco were in charge of the repression which included torture. It was a foretaste of a far more serious
         upheaval in 1934, in which General Franco was to play a leading role. While the socialist leaders were condemned to life imprisonment
         in Cartagena, nothing happened to Cambó.
     

      
      Repression alone was no solution to the social problems which increased with the end of the First World War. The population
         was growing, largely due to a fall in infant mortality, and the cities swelled, with internal migration from the more impoverished
         areas of the countryside as men and women sought work at a time of rising unemployment. The Church no longer was able to control the population as it had, yet the politicians of the day refused
         to accept the possibility of change. They did not know, or did not want to consider, how to move ‘from an oligarchic liberalism
         to mass democracy’.5 Comparatively little had changed in attitude since Ferdinand VII, a century before, had described Spain as a bottle of champagne
         and himself as the cork to prevent it gushing over.
     

      
      When the First World War ended and the export boom slackened, the workers became more militant. Also, the news from Russia
         brought hope to the left. There was talk of Europe blazing with revolution at both ends. The period of 1918–20, with uprisings
         in Andalucia and strife in Barcelona, was known as the ‘three years of bolshevism’. The worst wave of unrest started when
         the anarchosyndicalist CNT brought the workers of La Canadiense out on strike.6 The Catalan employers replied with lockouts and resorted to blackleg labour from depressed areas. In answer to the violence
         from the unions, especially the CNT, they hired pistoleros to shoot down union leaders. To restore order Alfonso XIII appointed General Severiano Martínez Anido as civil governor.
         His chief of police, General Arleguí, reorganized the police pistoleros and 21 union leaders were shot down either at home or in the street in less than 48 hours. The cycle of bitterness was such
         that it later led to the assassination by anarchists of Eduardo Dato in 1921.7

      
      The radicalization of the CNT clashed with the moderate stance of the socialist UGT. The anarcho-syndicalists saw the socialists
         as reformists, if not traitors to the working class. The Spanish Communist Party was founded in 1921, with both militant socialists
         and anarchists responding to the call of Andreu Nin and Joaquín Maurín. This third, although still minute, force was to take
         part in the struggle for leadership of the industrial working class. Meanwhile, in the countryside the day workers in Andalucia
         continued their own long jacquerie of doomed uprisings. The strikes of rural labourers followed each other at a rapid rhythm. The Civil Guard would be called
         out, and the trouble suppressed by shootings and arrests. The protests spread from Córdoba to Jaén, Seville and Cádiz, with
         demands for better conditions and the recognition of rural trade unions. But encouraged by news from the other end of Europe,
         they adopted slogans such as ‘¡Vivan los soviets!’, which they daubed on whitewashed walls, confirming landowners in their suspicion that if they weakened, they could face the same
         terrible fate as Russian landowners.8 Even the politicians in Madrid recognized that some form of land reform programme needed to be implemented urgently, but
         few governments remained in place long enough to tackle the problem.9

      
      Although the politicians in Madrid managed to maintain a certain status quo for most of the time, in July 1921 a far deeper
         crisis developed when the Spanish army in Morocco suffered a most ignominious defeat. A division commanded by General Silvestre
         was ambushed at Annual on 20 July 1921 by Moroccan tribesmen under Abd-el-Krim. For reasons of personal vanity, King Alfonso
         was said to have wanted an outstanding victory to announce on the feast of St James (the Spanish army’s patron saint) and
         that he had gone behind the minister of war’s back to encourage Silvestre in this venture.
     

      
      The Annual expedition was a classic example of military incompetence: 10,000 soldiers were killed, 4,000 were taken prisoner
         and Silvestre committed suicide. A week later another major position was lost, another 7,000 soldiers were massacred and all
         the officers were led away in chains. The reaction throughout Spain was so bitter that the government was forced to set up
         a commission of inquiry. The king was severely censured in its findings, but shortly before the report was due to be published
         the new captain-general of Catalonia, Miguel Primo de Rivera, made a pronunciamiento on 13 September, appointing himself dictator with Alfonso remaining as head of state. The other generals gave him tacit support
         to prevent this public condemnation of the army and the king.
     

      
      General Primo de Rivera immediately declared a state of war throughout the country to halt any unrest or protests in their
         tracks. Yet he was not a typical dictator of that inter-war period. He was in a way an Andalucian version of those hard-living,
         hard-riding squires of Regency England. As a young officer he had been sickened by corrupt practices within the army, such
         as the selling of the soldiers’ food and equipment. But he also had that fatal military attitude to politics: all would be
         well if everyone could be united in a single party, rather like the army itself. He subsequently set up his own organization,
         the Unión Patriótica, but it never stood a chance of gaining mass support. Primo also had a completely arbitrary approach to justice, trying often to play Solomon
         with a sense of humour, which fell flat. But there was comparatively little police state brutality under his dictatorship.
     

      
      Primo’s assumption of power was welcomed at first by industrialists and accepted by the liberal middle classes, who felt that
         nothing could be worse than the recent years of chaos and bloodshed. They hoped that the dictator, even though a member of
         the aristocracy, might be able to implement agrarian reforms which no landowning government would consider. But although Primo
         sympathized with the peasants in a patriarchal fashion, any serious attempt to tackle the agrarian problem would have required
         measures that were too radical for him and unthinkable for those on whom he depended.
     

      
      He did, however, attempt to end the industrial warfare in Catalonia. Workers’ organizations had to be involved, he decided,
         and the employers controlled. The centralist socialists were the obvious choice for him, and he brought the secretary of the
         UGT, Francisco Largo Caballero, into his government as a councillor of state, to set up industrial arbitration boards. This
         idea of working with Primo’s administration was firmly opposed by the other main socialist leader, Indalecio Prieto. The anarchists
         also accused Largo Caballero of shameless opportunism when their organizations and publications were banned.
     

      
      The Catalan employers, meanwhile, having welcomed Primo’s arrival in power, now hated his control over their methods of dealing
         with union leaders. Primo also took a spiteful pleasure in attacking their nationalism through attempts to suppress Catalan
         language and culture. Like all patriarchs, he was convinced of his own good intentions. He made grand gestures, took petty
         measures and was unpredictable. His biggest success, due more to luck than good judgement, was to end the war in Morocco.
         In April 1925 the great Riffian chief Abd-el-Krim overreached himself by attacking the French zone in a wild fashion. This
         produced an immediate military alliance between France and Spain. On 8 September French and Spanish troops landed at Alhucemas,
         trapping Abd-el-Krim’s force. The rebellion in Morocco was finally crushed.
     

      
      In December Primo formed a directorate composed of military officers and civilians. Yet his plans to modernize Spain lacked
         both judgement and luck. They included overambitious and badly planned engineering projects, such as hydroelectric dams and highways, which resulted in enormous waste.10 The deficit doubled between 1925 and 1929, and his young finance minister, José Calvo Sotelo, made things far worse by pegging
         the peseta to the gold standard. Currency speculators made large fortunes at the government’s expense and attempts to prop
         up the value of the currency failed dismally. There was a flight of capital, and by the time the Second Republic was declared
         in 1931 the peseta had lost nearly 50 per cent of its value.
     

      
      Under Primo’s rule a claustrophobic irritation built up. Bankers and industrialists hated his intervention in matters he did
         not understand. The middle classes started to react when he interfered with the universities. As a flamboyant product of his
         profession and background, the well-meaning patriarch had by now become a liability to the monarchy he had stepped in to save.
         Alfonso XIII began to fear for his throne. Over the previous five years a political opposition to the dictatorship had developed
         in left-liberal and intellectual circles. The most important became known as the Alianza Republicana and was headed by Manuel
         Azaña, Alejandro Lerroux, Marcelino Domingo and several others. Its aim was not just to do away with the dictatorship, but
         also the monarchy. Opposition to the whole idea of collaborating with Primo had also grown within socialist ranks and by 1929
         Largo Caballero was forced to realize his mistake in agreeing to work with the regime. When in 1930 the socialists opposed
         the monarchy and the dictatorship, UGT membership began to rise rapidly. From 211,000 members in 1923 it increased to 277,000
         in 1930 and was to reach just over half a million two years later.
     

      
      Like a stern, insensitive father whose authority is challenged, Primo tried to enforce his will more and more. Hurt and confused
         at not being appreciated, he appealed to the army to reassure himself of their support. It was not forthcoming, so Primo presented
         his resignation to the king on 28 January 1930 and went into exile. He died in Paris a few weeks later.
     

      
      On 30 January Alfonso XIII, who could no longer fall back on the constitution that he himself had openly broken, entrusted
         the government to another general, Dámaso Berenguer. This outraged General Sanjurjo, then the director of the Civil Guard,
         who believed himself far better qualified for the post. Alfonso’s obstinate recourse to generals and the fact that Berenguer
         allowed nearly a whole year to pass before summoning the Cortes only exasperated people more as the country was governed by decree and censorship remained
         in place. Even former monarchist politicians, such as Niceto Alcalá Zamora and Miguel Maura, publicly came out in favour of
         a republic.
     

      
      Indalecio Prieto, at first on his own account, then later with the support of the executive committees of the socialist PSOE
         and UGT union, joined the conspiracy. The republican alliance officially came into being in the Basque coastal resort of San
         Sebastián on 27 August 1930. Catalan republicans joined the San Sebastián pact, as it became known, on condition that Catalonia
         received a statute of autonomy. This republican movement strengthened with the support of military officers such as Gonzalo
         Queipo de Llano, one of General Franco’s chief rivals after the military rising of 1936, Ramón Franco, the aviator brother
         of the nationalist leader, and Ignacio Hidalgo de Cisneros, later the communist commander of the republican air force in the
         civil war.
     

      
      In December the UGT called a general strike, which the anarchosyndicalist CNT did not oppose. Meanwhile Alcalá Zamora became
         the president of a revolutionary committee, which constituted itself as a government in waiting. University students and workers
         openly campaigned for the overthrow of the monarchy and a rising, which was planned for 12 December, had to be delayed by
         three days. Unfortunately, nobody warned Captains Galán and García Hernández of the garrison of Jaca. They rose in revolt
         at six in the morning, but finding themselves on their own, they had to surrender. Tried for military rebellion, they were
         executed. This turned them into immediate martyrs of the republican cause. General Emilio Mola, the director-general of security,
         arrested all the members of the revolutionary committee to be found and the uprising collapsed. But this did little to halt
         the republican momentum.
     

      
      In the following month, January 1931, another university strike began, headed by a group known as ‘Al servicio de la República’.
         It included the principal figures of the Spanish intelligentsia: José Ortega y Gasset, Gregorio Maranñón, Ramón Pérez de Ayala
         and their president, the poet Antonio Machado. On 14 February the king, shaken by the agitation, replaced Berenguer with Admiral
         Juan Bautista Aznar and gave orders that municipal elections should be called for 12 April. This allowed the republicans to
         turn the vote into a plebiscite on the monarchy itself. On the evening of 12 April the results began to come in. The socialists and
         liberal republicans had won almost all the provincial capitals of Spain. The excited crowds packing the centre of Madrid instantly
         acclaimed the shadow government of Alcalá Zamora as the new government, even though these elections had nothing to do with
         the Cortes.11

      
      General Berenguer, who had become minister of war, ordered the army to abide by the will of the people. The Count de Romanones,
         a member of Admiral Aznar’s government, tried in vain to come to an agreement with the republican committee. He then asked
         the director of the Civil Guard, General Sanjurjo, if he could count on his force. The offended general took his revenge and
         answered no. The whole of Madrid became ‘a fiesta of the people which took on the appearance of a revolution’.12 That same evening Admiral Aznar presented the king with his government’s resignation.
     

      
      At six in the morning of 14 April 1931 the Republic was proclaimed at Eibar and the news spread almost instantaneously throughout
         Spain. Romanones had a meeting with the republican leader Alcalá Zamora, who told him that the king and his family should
         leave Spain that very afternoon. The king, who rejected the idea of another minister, that the army should keep him in power,
         left Madrid to embark at Cartagena. His departure created no disturbances. ‘Well before its collapse,’ wrote Miguel Maura,
         ‘the monarchy had evaporated in the consciousness of Spaniards.’13

  



      
      
      3

      
      The Second Republic

      
      On 14 April 1931 the revolutionary committee headed by Niceto Alcalá Zamora, a Catholic and a landowner from Córdoba, converted
         itself into the provisional government of the Republic. Alcalá Zamora then became president and head of state.1

      
      These leaders of the Republic faced immense problems deeply rooted in Spanish society: agrarian reform, the intransigence
         of the armed forces, the Catalan and Basque questions, and the issue of relations between the Catholic Church and the state.
         They also needed to tackle the deficiencies of the educational system in their objective to create a ‘Republic of citizens’.
     

      
      The international situation following the Wall Street crash of 1929 was hardly propitious. The world depression did not affect
         Spain as severely as some of the more industrially developed countries, yet prices for the country’s traditional exports were
         reduced by nearly half.2 Protests over the fall in living standards and social unrest awoke fears across much of Europe of more revolutions following
         the one in Russia. This had contributed to the assumption of dictatorial or authoritarian regimes in a number of countries.3 In such a climate the fall of the monarchy in Spain and the proclamation of a republic was unwelcome to the international
         banking community. Morgan’s Bank immediately cancelled a loan of 60 million dollars agreed with the previous administration.
     

      
      The new government also inherited the consequences of the economic mistakes made under Primo de Rivera’s dictatorship, the
         massive debts from public spending projects and the collapse in the value of the peseta. Large amounts of capital had also
         been transferred abroad in anticipation of increased taxation and a further deterioration of the country’s economy.4 Landowners and industrialists, afraid of the financial effects of the government’s likely social programme, immediately cut
         investment. These fears were influenced by the appointment of one socialist, Indalecio Prieto, as minister of finance, and another, Largo Caballero,
         as minister of labour.5

      
      The government, a coalition from six different parties, proceeded nevertheless to summon the Cortes and draft a constitution
         for the Second Republic. Throughout April, May and June of 1931 they continued to issue decrees dealing with the question
         of land reform. These forbade landowners to expel tenants or to hire day labourers from outside their municipality. And they
         extended employment rights agreed in industry, including the eight-hour day, to agricultural workers. On 21 May the government
         created the Comisión Técnica Agraria to draft a law, setting up an Institute of Agrarian Reform. It established a programme
         to resettle between 60,000 and 75,000 families each year, but its budget was only 50 million pesetas, a totally inadequate
         amount for the task.
     

      
      The following week the new minister of war, Manuel Azaña, set out to tackle the overmanned military establishment. He offered
         generals and officers the possibility of passing to the reserve list on full pay. He reduced the sixteen captaincy-generals
         to eight ‘organic divisions’, suppressed the rank of lieutenant-general, reduced the length of obligatory military service
         to one year and ordered the closure of the General Military Academy of Saragossa, which happened to be commanded by General
         Francisco Franco.6

      
      These reforms did not bring about any substantive improvements in the modernization or efficiency of the army. If anything,
         it provided disgruntled officers with the time and opportunity to plot against the Republic. The government also made the
         error of keeping General Sanjurjo in the post of commander of the Civil Guard, a corps which had a notorious reputation for
         its deadly acts of repression.7 It set up a new paramilitary force, with the unpromising title of Assault Guard. They were known as the asaltos, and tended to be deployed in towns and cities while the Civil Guard policed the countryside.
     

      
      Catalan autonomy was also high on the list of matters to be addressed. It was a question which greatly concerned old-fashioned
         Castilian centralists, who saw any concessions to the regions as a threat to the unity of Spain. The April elections had proved
         a victory for the party of the Catalan left, the Esquerra Republicana de Catalunya, an essentially middle-class organization
         led by Francesc Macià and Lluís Companys. The two of them had proclaimed on 14 April that a Catalan republic would be established within a federal state. This was not exactly what had been negotiated
         in the pact of San Sebastián, so three days later three ministers left Madrid for Barcelona to discuss with Macià and Companys
         the best way forward to enable the Cortes to approve a statute of autonomy. On 21 April Macià was named as president of the
         Generalitat of Catalonia, the name of the medieval Catalan Commonwealth.
     

      
      The relationship between the new secular Republic and the Catholic Church was unlikely to be simple, with the Concordat of
         1851 still in force. No more than fifteen days after the announcement of the Republic, Cardinal Pedro Segura, the primate
         of Spain, issued a pastoral denouncing the new government’s intention to establish freedom of worship and to separate Church
         and state. The cardinal urged Catholics to vote in future elections against an administration which in his view wanted to
         destroy religion. The Catholic press followed his lead. The organ of Acción Católica, El Debate, dedicated itself to defending the privileges of the Church while the monarchist daily, ABC, aligned itself with the most traditionalist positions.
     

      
      Faced with a revolt by the most important figure in the Spanish Church, republican ministers ordered the expulsion from the
         country of Cardinal Segura and another cleric, Mateo Múgica, Bishop of Vitoria. In the course of a curious spate of activity
         Cardinal Segura based himself in the south of France and instructed his priests in Spain to sell Church property without transferring
         the proceeds into pesetas.8

      
      The fanatical mysticism of the Church provoked much of the anti-clericalism in Spain, especially the ‘miracles’, which in
         the 1930s often involved a ‘red’ supposedly committing a sacrilegious act and dropping dead on the spot. The novelist Ramón
         Sender attributed the left’s vandalism against churches, such as the desecration of mummies, to the Church’s obsession with
         the kissing of saints’ bones and limbs. Anything, however ridiculous, was believed by the beatas, the black-clothed women who obeyed their priests’ every word like the devotees of a cult leader. In Spain there were more
         psychological disorders arising from religious delusions than all other kinds. This atmosphere influenced even unbelievers
         in a strange way. Workers formed gruesome ideas of torture in convents, and many natural catastrophes were attributed to the
         Jesuits in the same way as the Church blamed Freemasons, Jews and communists.
     

      
      
      On 11 May, two weeks after the publication of Segura’s pastoral, serious disturbances were sparked off by an incident outside
         a monarchist club in Madrid, when a taxi driver was apparently beaten up for shouting ‘¡Viva la República!’. Crowds gathered and the buildings of the monarchist newspaper ABC were set on fire. The Carmelite church in the Plaza de España suffered next, followed by more and more churches over the
         next two days, with the outbreak spreading down the Mediterranean coast and into Andalucia – with arson in Alicante, Málaga,
         Cádiz and Seville. These disturbances finally obliged a reluctant government to impose martial law. The right, however, would
         never forget the notorious remark attributed to Azaña that he preferred that all the churches of Spain should burn rather
         than a single republican should be harmed.
     

      
      On 3 June the Spanish bishops sent the head of government a collective letter denouncing the separation of Church and state,
         and protesting against the suppression of obligatory religious instruction in schools.9 But pressure against the government was also building up from the other side, especially from the libertarian left. On 6 July the anarcho-syndicalist CNT declared a telephone workers’ strike throughout Spain. This paralysed lines from Barcelona
         and Seville, but CNT members also carried out acts of sabotage against the North American-owned Telefónica network, which
         Primo de Rivera’s dictatorship had sold to ITT. The United States ambassador demanded the deployment of security forces and
         the Madrid government also brought in strike breakers from the UGT.
     

      
      The CNT declared a national strike and in Seville the funeral of a worker killed by a strike breaker was broken up by the
         Civil Guard. The ensuing battle produced seven dead, including three civil guards. The Madrid government declared a state
         of war on 22 July. The army and Civil Guard, the traditional forces of law and order, acted with their customary brutality.
         They used light artillery as well as the ‘ley de fugas’, the excuse of shooting prisoners ‘while attempting to escape’. The casualty rate rose by another 30 dead and 200 wounded,
         as well as hundreds arrested. Spanish workers, who had placed great hopes in the Republic, came to the conclusion that it
         was as repressive as the monarchy. The CNT declared open war and announced their intention of overthrowing it by social revolution.
     

      
      *

      The Republic, following the elections on 28 June, was just starting its parliamentary business in the Cortes.10 The first session had taken place under the presidency of the socialist intellectual Julián Besteiro on 14 July. The socialists
         of the PSOE were for once united, with a rare harmony between Largo Caballero and Indalecio Prieto, the moderate from Bilbao
         who was a strenuous advocate of a centre-left alliance with liberal republicans. Largo Caballero had agreed to socialist participation
         in the government because he felt it was in the best interests of the UGT, his overriding concern. Even though his union was
         growing rapidly, the CNT was outstripping it, since becoming legal again the previous year. (Government figures in 1934 put
         UGT membership at 1.44 million and CNT membership at 1.58 million.)
     

      
      At the end of August the first draft of the constitution was debated, including its declaration that ‘Spain is a democratic
         republic of workers of all classes’. The most contentious sections – articles 26 and 27 – provided for the dissolution of
         religious orders. This precipitated a crisis, which was solved by the persuasive powers of Manuel Azaña. Only the Jesuit order
         was to be banned and its property nationalized.11 But article 26 provided for the ending of state subsidies to the Church within two years. The Church faced an acute problem.
         For the first time it found itself dealing with an administration which rejected the traditional idea that the Church was
         synonymous with Spain. The fact that religious attendance in Spain was the lowest of any Christian country did not stop Cardinal
         Segura from declaring that in Spain one was ‘either a Catholic, or nothing at all’. Less than 20 per cent of Spain’s total
         population went to mass. In most areas south of the Guadarrama mountains the figure was under 5 per cent. Such statistics
         did nothing to lessen the Church hierarchy’s view, both in Spain and in Rome, that the Republic was determined to persecute
         it.12

      
      The debate over article 44 about the expropriation of land in ‘the national interest’, demanded by the socialists, produced
         an even greater crisis and once again (as with article 26) Alcalá Zamora nearly resigned. The policy of agrarian reform needed
         these powers to work, and even though only uncultivated land would be given to landless labourers, the centre and right were
         deeply suspicious about where such measures could lead.13 Finally, on 9 December the Constitution was voted through. Niceto Alcalá Zamora was formally elected president of the Republic and
         on 15 December Azaña formed a new government.14

      
      Manuel Azaña, the most prominent liberal republican, was a strongly anti-clerical intellectual of brilliant wit and lugubrious
         pessimism. He came to regard himself as the strong man of the Republic, but he lacked consistency and stamina for such a role.
         His support came mainly from the progressive middle class, such as teachers and doctors, as well as from lower-middle-class
         artisans and clerks.
     

      
      The head of the Radical Party, Alejandro Lerroux, who had hoped to lead the government instead of Azaña, found himself vetoed
         by the socialists. With justification, they considered his party corrupt. From then on Lerroux would look to make his alliances
         with the right. His support came mainly from conservatives and businessmen who had disliked Alfonso, but had no deep-rooted
         opposition to the principle of monarchy.
     

      
      The opponents of republican reform, supporters of the large landowners, the clergy and the army, represented only a small
         minority of seats within the Cortes, but this did not slow their mobilization to defend traditional Spain.15 Fascism was a negligible presence at this stage, with a couple of reviews and a handful of right-wing intellectuals gathered
         round José Antonio Primo de Rivera, the son of the late dictator.16

      
      Following the proclamation of the Republic, the anarchists had split between those who followed the syndicalist, or trade
         union, path, which was the case with ‘treintistas’ of Ángel Pestaña and Joan Peiró, and those who belonged to the FAI (Federación Anarquista Ibérica). The FAIistas, including
         Juan García Oliver and Buenaventura Durruti, believed passionately in the struggle against the state, with strikes and risings,
         dubbed la ‘gimnasia revolucionaria’, which was supposed to bring about the social revolution. But it was a small event in the countryside that was to lead to
         the first major threat to the government.
     

      
      Castilblanco, a village in the province of Badajoz near the Portuguese border, was on strike during the last days of December
         1931. A detachment of the Civil Guard arrived to restore order and one of them opened fire, killing a local man. The reaction
         of the peasants was ferocious. They lynched four civil guards. The spiral of violence was immediate. In another incident far away in the Rioja, civil guards appear to have avenged their comrades
         in Castilblanco by killing eleven people and wounding 30 more. Azaña summoned Sanjurjo, upbraided him for the actions of his
         force and removed him from his post, half-demoting him with the appointment of inspector general of carabineros.17

      
      General Sanjurjo, who had assisted the arrival of the Republic in April by refusing to support the king, felt badly treated.
         He began to contact other senior officers with a view to mounting a coup d’état. The government was well aware of what was happening and Sanjurjo’s coup, when it came in August, was a humiliating failure.
         It had a momentary success in Seville, but Sanjurjo’s inactivity and the CNT’s immediate declaration of a general strike finished
         it off. Sanjurjo tried to flee to Portugal but was arrested at Huelva.18

      
      The government in Madrid arrested other conspirators, including José Antonio Primo de Rivera and Ramiro de Maeztu, and deported
         140 altogether to Villa Cisneros in the western Sahara. Because a number of aristocrats had been implicated, the government
         decreed the confiscation of lands belonging to grandees of Spain, a sweeping and illegal measure which naturally hardened
         their hostility. Sanjurjo was condemned to death, but the sentence was immediately commuted to imprisonment. The general did
         not have long to wait in jail. As soon as Lerroux came to power he pardoned him. Sanjurjo then went into exile in Lisbon to
         ‘organize a national movement which will save Spain from ruin and dishonour’.
     

      
      The immediate effect of Sanjurjo’s rebellion was to speed up the pace of legislation in the Cortes, of which the next most
         contentious parts were the statute of autonomy for Catalonia and land reform.19 The right bitterly opposed Catalan devolution but Azaña, in one of the most brilliant speeches of his career, carried the
         day. The statute was passed on 9 September, helped by the collapse of the Sanjurjo coup, and on 20 November elections to the
         Catalan parliament took place, won by Esquerra Republicana de Catalunya led by Lluís Companys.20

      
      The year of 1933 began badly for Azaña’s government. During the first days of January, as part of the recurring revolts in
         Andalucia, a wave of violence broke out in the province of Cádiz. A small town, Casas Viejas, with a long anarchist tradition,
         saw the arrival of ‘the day’, that is to say the introduction of libertarian communism. On 11 January a group of anarchists besieged
         the Civil Guard post and firing broke out. More civil guards and assault guards arrived from Cádiz, and they surrounded a
         house in which an old anarchist known as ‘Seisdedos’, or ‘six fingers’, fought them off. The director-general of security
         ordered an Assault Guard captain, Manuel Rojas, to put an end to the stand-off. Rojas had the house set on fire and two men
         who escaped from the flames were shot down. Rojas then ordered his men to kill in cold blood twelve of the anarchists who
         had been arrested previously. Altogether 22 peasants and three members of the security forces died in Casas Viejas.21

      
      The right, which had often called for harsh measures to restore order, now attacked Azaña for brutality. He was falsely accused
         of having given orders to kill the peasants and his reputation suffered. In the Cortes, deputies on the right argued that
         the events of Casas Viejas proved that the ‘rapidity’ of social change in the countryside was the problem and attacked the
         government’s socialist measures in the industrial sector. Azaña’s government suffered in the April municipal elections and
         by the autumn it was clear that he and his colleagues were badly weakened. In the circumstances, Alcalá Zamora entrusted a
         colleague of Lerroux, Diego Martínez Barrio, to form a cabinet which would call fresh elections.
     

      
      Faced with the possibility of defeating the government, almost all the groups on the right united on 12 October to form a
         coalition called the Union de Derecha y Agrarios. Alejandro Lerroux’s Radical Republican Party presented itself as the moderating
         force in the centre. The left, on the other hand, was divided when it went into the elections. The socialists were dissatisfied
         with the reformist caution of their republican colleagues and were pressured by the UGT to denounce what they saw as the reactionary
         repressiveness of the Azaña government. The anarchists, loyal to their anti-statist ideas and furious at the killings by the
         Civil Guard, called for abstention.
     

      
      The elections took place on 19 November 1933. Thanks to the Republic’s new constitution, women went to the polls for the first
         time in Spain, yet many of them voted for the centre-right, which won the most seats.22 Alcalá Zamora, as president, entrusted the formation of a government to Lerroux. Lerroux’s cabinet, composed entirely of
         Radical Party members, needed the parliamentary support of the CEDA (the Spanish Confederation of the Autonomous Right), which of course extracted its own terms. Its leader,
         José María Gil Robles, insisted on a range of measures, reversing some of the previous administration’s reforms, such as those
         affecting primary schools, ecclesiastical measures, agrarian reform and labour laws. Lerroux and Gil Robles also agreed an
         amnesty for all those involved in the coup of General Sanjurjo.
     

      
      The most dangerous development at this time was the bolshevization of the socialists led by Largo Caballero. On 3 January
         1934 El Socialista had declared: ‘Harmony? No! Class War! Hatred of the Criminal Bourgeoisie to the Death!’23 Ten days later the socialist executive committee compiled a new programme. Among the points bound to alarm the centre as
         well as the right were:
     

      
      

         Nationalization of the land

         Dissolution of all religious orders, with seizure of their property

         Dissolution of the army, to be replaced by a democratic militia

         Dissolution of the Civil Guard24

     



      
      Following their electoral defeat, the more moderate Indalecio Prieto found himself losing power in the executive committee
         of the PSOE, which Largo Caballero now controlled. From then on the bulk of the socialists followed a process of radicalization,
         which led them to focus more outside the Cortes, such as their establishment of an Alianza Obrera – a Workers’ Alliance. On
         3 February they set up a revolutionary committee ready to create an insurrection against the government, which should take
         on ‘all the characteristics of civil war’ and whose ‘success would depend on the extent of its reach and the violence which
         it produces’.25

      
      Largo Caballero ignored the warnings of the deposed leader of the UGT, Julián Besteiro, that such a policy constituted ‘collective
         madness’ and that an attempt to impose the dictatorship of the proletariat would turn out to be ‘a vain, childish illusion’.26 Manuel Azaña had also warned the socialists that preparing an insurrection would give the army the excuse to re-enter politics
         and crush the workers.27 Largo Caballero brushed such cautions aside. The attacks published in his newspaper Claridad against Besteiro, Prieto and other moderate socialists ‘were even more virulent than those against Gil Robles or the monarchists’.28 Utterly irresponsible rhetoric and the debasement of political discourse fanned the flames of resentment and created fear. The socialist youth began to arm and train in secret, like the Carlists in the north-east
         and the minuscule Falange. Ortega y Gasset had warned the previous June of the ‘emergence of childishness, and thus violence,
         in Spanish politics’.29

      
      Lerroux’s government, as well as bringing land reform to a halt, cancelled in May the confiscation of land belonging to the
         grandees of Spain and annulled the law which provided agricultural workers with the same protection as industrial employees.
         Landowners are supposed to have told hungry labourers seeking work to ‘eat the Republic’. The agricultural subsidiary of the
         UGT30 called for a general strike but it took effect only in the provinces of Cáceres, Badajoz, Ciudad Real and in certain parts
         of Andalucia. To start a strike in such circumstances, without any parliamentary support, was a serious error for it played
         into the government’s hands.
     

      
      That summer of 1934 also saw a clash between the Madrid government and the Generalitat of Catalonia, which was involved in
         its own version of land reform, affecting the tenant farmers of vineyards. On 2 October 1934 the new government of Ricardo
         Samper, an associate of Lerroux, became a casualty of this imbroglio, under pressure from an intransigent right, and Samper
         resigned.
     

      
      President Alcalá Zamora had to manage this crisis in the face of outrage from the left, which claimed that the right was determined
         to destroy the Republic and that new elections must be held, and the right which wanted to be represented in the government.
         Gil Robles announced that he would not support a government from the back benches unless it included members of the CEDA.
     

      
      Largo Caballero himself had acknowledged the previous year that there was no danger of fascism in Spain, yet in the summer
         of 1934 the rhetoric of the caballeristas took the opposite direction, crying fascist wolf – a tactic which risked becoming a self-fulfilling prophecy. Following an
         outcry over a shipment of arms to socialists in the Asturias, Gil Robles, the leader of the CEDA, announced that they would
         ‘no longer suffer this state of affairs to continue’.31 Despite being the largest party in the Cortes, the CEDA had received no ministerial posts, and Gil Robles now demanded a
         share. The UGT, which suspected the CEDA’s lack of commitment to the Republic (due primarily to the anti-clerical clauses
         in its constitution), announced in turn that they ‘would not answer for their future action’. Following the fall of the Samper
         government on 4 October, three members of the CEDA, but not Gil Robles himself, entered the new government of Alejandro Lerroux.
     

      
      The socialist PSOE, fired up on militant rhetoric and prepared to rise against the government, decided to unleash a revolutionary
         general strike. Other parties of the left and centre-left, fearing that the Republic was about to be handed over to its enemies,
         proclaimed that from that moment they were breaking away from legality. The government felt compelled to outlaw the general
         strike and proclaim a state of war in Spain.
     

      
      The general strike began on 5 October and took effect throughout most of the country. Largo Caballero and his followers compounded
         the irresponsibility of their actions. They launched an insurrection without any planning. It was the most obvious way of
         terrorizing the middle classes and forcing them into the arms of the right, just as Besteiro and others had warned.
     

      
      When the UGT declared its general strike in Madrid, it asked soldiers and police to join the revolt as if the capital of Spain
         in 1934 were Petrograd in 1917. Largo Caballero was soon forced to recognize that this did not produce the spontaneous revolution
         of the masses that he had hoped for. The strikers tried to occupy the ministry of the interior and some military centres,
         a few of them firing pistols, but they were soon rounded up by the security forces. By 8 October nearly all the members of
         the revolutionary committee had been arrested.32

      
      In Catalonia the general strike took hold, despite the abstention of the CNT, whose leaders wanted nothing to do with a revolution
         started by socialists and republicans. The Catalan left, on the other hand, exasperated at the Madrid government’s treatment
         of their statute of autonomy, saw in the general strike an opportunity for accelerating their independence. At eight in the
         evening on 6 October, Companys appeared on the balcony of the Generalitat to proclaim ‘a Catalan state within a Spanish federal
         republic’. He invited ‘anti-fascists’ from all over Spain to assemble in Barcelona to establish a provisional government.
         Lerroux ordered the local military commander, General Domingo Batet, to proclaim a state of war and end this sedition. Batet,
         who was a prudent man, positioned a pair of field guns in the Plaza de Sant Jaume and gave the order to fire blanks. At six
         in the morning of 7 October, Companys surrendered. He and his followers were arrested and tried. Companys was sentenced to
         30 years in prison. Manuel Azaña, who had been in Barcelona purely by chance, was arrested and confined on a prison ship. The Catalan statute of autonomy
         was suspended immediately and Manuel Portela Valladares was appointed governor-general of Catalonia.
     

      
      In the north of the country the revolutionary general strike spread immediately in the mining areas of León, in Santander
         and in Vizcaya. In Bilbao there were clashes over five or six days with the security forces and in Eibar and Mondragón 40
         people were killed. But the arrival of troops and the Spanish air force dropping bombs on the mining areas put an end to the
         revolt.
     

      
      In Asturias things were very different. One month before there had been a strike to protest against the CEDA gathering in
         Covadonga, a sacred spot for the Spanish right for it was regarded as the starting point of the Reconquista of Spain from the Moors. Asturias was also the only place in Spain where the CNT had joined the revolutionary coalition,
         Alianza Obrera, and where the communists had a noticeable following. The revolutionary committee was led by the socialist
         Ramón González Peña, yet the communists later boasted that they had directed the uprising. This confirmed the worst fears
         of the centre and right, and later gave Franco an excuse for talking of a ‘red conspiracy’.33

      
      Estimates of the numbers of armed workers who took part in the uprising range between 15,000 and 30,000. Most of their rifles
         came from a shipment of arms supplied by Indalecio Prieto, supposedly one of the most moderate members of the parliamentary
         socialist party. These rifles had been landed by the yacht Turquesa at Pravia, north-east of Oviedo.34 Prieto had promptly fled to France to avoid arrest. Other weapons came from arms factories in the region which were seized.
         The miners also had their dynamite blasting charges, which were known as ‘la artillería de la revolución’.
     

      
      On 5 October the first move of the rebels was to attack the Civil Guard posts and public buildings at dawn. They occupied
         Mieres, Gijón, Avilés and some small towns in the mining region. They also sent columns to seize Trubia, La Felguera and Sama
         de Langreo. The next day they moved on Oviedo, defended by a garrison 1,000 strong, and took it, fighting street by street
         and house by house. The revolutionaries set up a commune, replacing money with coupons signed by the committee. They requisitioned
         trains and transport vehicles, and took over buildings. Some 40 people were murdered, mainly the rich and a number of priests. It was full-scale civil war, although limited to one region.
     

      
      With the country under martial law the minister of war ordered General Franco to suppress the rebellion. On 7 October General
         López Ochoa left Lugo with an expeditionary force. The same day the cruiser Libertad accompanied by two gunboats reached Gijón, where they fired at the miners on shore. Aircraft also bombed the coalfields and
         Oviedo. On 8 October Franco sent two banderas of the Spanish Foreign Legion and two tabors of Moroccan regulares under the command of Lieutenant-Colonel Yagüe.35 López Ochoa took Avilés later that day.
     

      
      By 11 October the situation of the revolutionaries in Oviedo was desperate. They had run out of ammunition and knew that the
         rising had failed in the rest of Spain. At dusk on 12 October General López Ochoa’s troops were in control of almost the whole
         town. Six days later the new head of the revolutionary committee, Belarmino Tomás, offered to surrender providing the Moorish
         troops were kept out of the towns and villages. Yet from 10 October legionnaires and regulares had invaded the mining villages and treated them as enemy territory, with looting, rape and the execution of prisoners on
         the spot. The security forces unleashed a savage repression on the area as a whole. The man most notorious for his cruelty
         was the Civil Guard commander, Major Lisardo Doval.
     

      
      The Asturias revolution had lasted no more than two weeks, but it cost around 1,000 lives and created enormous damage. Thousands
         of workers were sacked for having taken part in the rising and several thousand were imprisoned, of whom many were liberated
         in January 1935 when the state of war was suspended. Altogether twenty people were condemned to death, but only two sentences
         were carried out, which was extremely lenient for the age, when one considers how Stalin’s or Hitler’s regime would have reacted
         to a revolutionary rising. Responsibility for the appalling brutality of the security forces lay more with their commanders,
         especially Yagüe and Franco, than with the politicians in Madrid. Azaña had been unfairly blamed for Castilblanco, but this
         was on a different level. The Asturias rising inevitably demanded stronger measures, which meant even less possibility of
         control from Madrid over the actions of the army and Civil Guard.
     

      
      The clearer minds on the left saw that the rising had been a terrible disaster. But for the militants, especially Largo Caballero, it had produced an intoxicating whiff of revolution.
         For the right, on the other hand, it seemed to show, as Calvo Sotelo argued, that the army – the spine of the state – was
         the only guarantee against revolutionary change. Yet above all, the rising had been a profound shock to the nation as a whole
         and a near fatal blow to democracy in Spain. There can be no doubt that such a violent insurrection alarmed the centre as
         well as the hard right. It certainly appeared to confirm conservatives in their belief that they must do everything possible
         to prevent another attempt to create the dictatorship of the proletariat, especially when Largo Caballero declared: ‘I want
         a Republic without class war, but for that one class has to disappear.’36 They did not need to be reminded of the horrors which followed the Russian revolution and Lenin’s determination to annihilate
         the bourgeoisie.
     

      
      With the defeat of the October revolution the suspension of the Catalan state of autonomy and the dissolution of the left-wing
         town councils, the Radical-CEDA coalition seemed supreme. The CEDA, however, felt that its presence in the Lerroux government
         did not do justice to its parliamentary strength. Gil Robles wanted to amend the Constitution to abolish the restrictions
         on the Church’s role in education, but he had little success. Lerroux and his Radicals had at least held on to one principle,
         and that was their anti-clericalism. Yet the government crisis which ensued had another cause. When President Alcalá Zamora
         decided to exercise his constitutional prerogative and commute the death sentence passed on González Peña, the CEDA leaders
         declared their opposition. Lerroux had to form another government and this time include five members of the CEDA. Gil Robles
         insisted on becoming minister of war. He appointed General Fanjul to be under-secretary and Franco to be the chief of the
         general staff.37

      
      The new government turned back the Republic’s clock in certain matters, such as returning property to the Jesuits and indemnifying
         the grandees for the expropriation of their land. It ignored agrarian reform and public education. Meanwhile, the republican
         left began to get itself together again. In December 1934 Azaña was cleared of any involvement in the events of October and
         freed. A few months later he made a pact between the left and the three centrist parties: Izquierda Republicana, Unión Republicana
         and the Partido Nacional Republicano. In March 1935 Azaña reappeared in the Cortes and began a series of mass meetings around the country. In Madrid more than 300,000 people turned up. During this speech
         he laid out the basis for an electoral alliance of the left which would take them to victory in the elections that took place
         the following February.
     

      
      The socialists, on the other hand, remained profoundly divided. Prieto, still in exile in Paris after the October revolution,
         broke with the followers of Largo Caballero – the caballeristas – and once again tried to align himself with Azaña. Largo Caballero himself came out of prison in November, more of a bolshevik
         than ever, having at last read the works of Lenin in his cell and received visits from Jacques Duclos, the French Comintern
         representative. The leaders of the uprising received surprisingly lenient treatment.
     

      
      The alliance between the CEDA and Lerroux’s radicals finally collapsed at the end of 1935 as a result of political scandals.
         In October there was the estraperlo gambling scandal, which allowed the president of the Republic to demand the resignation of Lerroux.38 He entrusted Joaquín Chapaprieta with forming a new government, but the following month another row broke out over corruption,
         which provided the coup de grâce for the Radical Party as a whole.39

      
      Gil Robles thought that his time had come to take over the government and he withdrew support from Chapaprieta, but his move
         proved a mistake. President Alcalá Zamora, who did not like him and wanted to create a large centre party, entrusted the government
         to a man he trusted, the former governor of Catalonia, Manuel Portela Valladares. Blind to the fact that democracy in Spain
         had become so fragile, Alcalá Zamora had pushed republican democracy into its endgame. It soon became clear that the clash
         of attitudes throughout the country was so great that the forces of conflict could not be contained within the Cortes.
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      The Popular Front

      
      When the new head of government, Manuel Portela Valladares, summoned the council of ministers on 1 January 1936 he already
         had in his hands the decree to dissolve the Cortes. New elections were to be announced for 16 February. They were to be the
         last free elections held in Spain for 40 years.
     

      
      The decree was finally published on 7 January and the electoral campaign rapidly became heated. The results of the previous
         election had underlined the way the law gave such a favourable weighting to political coalitions. This encouragement to both
         the left and the right to create alliances had the effect of emptying the centre ground.
     

      
      Any possibility of compromise had been destroyed by the revolutionary uprising of the left and its cruel repression by the
         army and Civil Guard. The depth of feeling was too strong on either side to allow democracy to work. Both sides used apocalyptic
         language, funnelling the expectations of their followers towards a violent outcome, not a political one. Largo Caballero declared,
         ‘If the right win the elections, we will have to go straight to open civil war.’1 Not surprisingly, the right reacted with a similar attitude. In their view a left-wing victory in the polls was bound to
         lead to violent revolution and the dictatorship of the proletariat which Largo Caballero had promised.
     

      
      The main group on the right was basically an alliance of the CEDA with monarchists and Carlists of the National Block. José
         María Gil Robles, the CEDA leader, called it ‘the national counterrevolutionary front’.2 Gil Robles, whose Catholic corporatism had acquired some superficial fascist trappings, allowed himself to be acclaimed by
         his followers at mass meetings as the leader, with the cry ‘¡Jefe, jefe, jefe!’. (The Spanish for ‘chief’ was an amateurish imitation of ‘Duce!’ or ‘Führer!’.) His advertising for the campaign included a massive poster covering the façade of a building in central Madrid with the slogan: ‘Give me an absolute majority and I will give you a great Spain.’ Millions of leaflets were
         distributed saying that a victory for the left would produce ‘an arming of the mob, the burning of banks and private houses,
         the division of property and land, looting and the sharing out of your women’.3 The finance for such a campaign came from landowners, large companies and the Catholic Church, which hurried to bless the
         alliance with the idea that a vote for the right was a vote for Christ.
     

      
      Since the proclamation of the Republic in April 1931, with the subsequent burning of churches and convents and the anti-clerical
         provisions in the Constitution, the Catholic hierarchy had already demonstrated its hostility. But the rising of October 1934
         had pushed it into advocating disobedience to a legally constituted government if it were necessary to protect the interests
         of the Church. When the Republic suppressed the state subsidy the Church had soon found itself impoverished, and its priests
         depended even more on contributions from their parishioners.4

      
      In 1936 Spain had some 30,000 priests, most of whom were poor and very uneducated, incapable of any other employment. The
         hierarchy, however, was jealous of its privileges. When Cardinal Vidal y Barraquer, faced with the Church’s financial crisis,
         proposed that the richer dioceses should help the poorer ones, most of the bishops objected furiously.5

      
      On 15 January 1936 the parties of the centre-left and left signed a pact to contest the elections as a single group.6 A Popular Front programme was drafted, concentrating mainly on agrarian reform, the re-establishment of the Catalan statute
         of autonomy and an amnesty for the prisoners in Spain arrested after the October revolution.7 Nothing was said about nationalization of banks or division of the land, but the right claimed that there were secret clauses
         in the pact.8 This was a natural suspicion in the circumstances. The Popular Front election manifesto was indeed mild, yet the caballeristas had already called for the nationalization of the land, the dissolution of the army, Civil Guard and all religious orders
         with seizure of their property. In May 1935 the manifesto of the Alianza Obrera had called in addition for ‘confiscation and
         nationalization of large industry, finance, transportation and communications’.9

      
      The proposal to free all those sentenced for taking part in a violent rebellion against the legally elected government of
         the day was bound to provoke the right. In fact, the open determination of the left as a whole to release from prison all those sentenced
         for the uprising of 1934 was hardly an assurance of its respect for the rule of law and constitutional government. The Janus-like
         nature of the Popular Front alliance was demonstrated one week after the election. On the same day Diego Martínez Barrio said
         that the Popular Front was a ‘conservative enterprise’ and El Socialista proclaimed: ‘We are determined to do in Spain what has been done in Russia. The plan of Spanish socialism and Russian communism
         is the same.’10

      
      The electoral pact, first urged by socialists and left republicans, had been born in the Asturias rising. It coincided with
         the new policy of the Comintern which called on communists to ally with non-revolutionary left-wing groups to fight the new
         threat of fascism in Europe. This was a two-stage plan, moderate at first, then revolutionary in the longer term.11 In June 1936 the Comintern leader Georgi Dimitrov stated that given the present situation in Spain, ‘the fundamental and
         urgent task of the Communist Party in Spain and the Spanish proletariat’ was to ensure victory over fascism by completing
         ‘the democratic revolution’ and isolating ‘the fascists from the mass of peasants and urban petit bourgeoisie’.12

      
      The Comintern controllers were hardly interested in preserving the middle class. The Popular Front strategy was simply a means
         to power. This was confirmed later at the Comintern’s meeting on 23 July to discuss the right-wing rising. Dimitrov warned
         that the Spanish communists should not attempt to establish a dictatorship of the proletariat ‘at the present stage’. ‘That
         would be a fatal mistake. Therefore we must say: act under the banner of defending the Republic … In other words, comrades,
         we believe that in the present international situation it is advantageous and necessary for us to carry out a policy that
         would preserve our opportunity to organize, educate, unify the masses and to strengthen our own positions in a number of countries
         – in Spain, France, Belgium and so forth – where there are governments dependent on the Popular Front and where the Communist
         Party has extensive opportunities. When our positions have been strengthened, then we can go further.’13

      
      Going further also meant that the elimination of political rivals was a high priority right from the start. On 17 July, just
         as the anarchists were preparing to defeat the generals’ rising in Barcelona, the Comintern ‘advised’ the Spanish communist politburo: ‘It is necessary to take preventative measures with the greatest
         urgency against the putschist attempts of the anarchists, behind which the hand of the fascists is hidden.’14

      
      The Spanish Communist Party, as the French Comintern representative André Marty reported later to Moscow, was run almost entirely
         by Vittorio Codovilla (who had the cover-name ‘Medina’) and the PSUC in Catalonia by Erno Gerö (alias ‘Singer’ or ‘Pedro’),
         another Comintern envoy. Marty later dismissed the work of the Spanish Communist Party’s politburo as ‘terribly primitive’.15 José Díaz was the only competent member, but he was too ill with liver problems to be effective.
     

      
      The largest party of the Popular Front was the Partido Socialista Obrero Español (PSOE). Francisco Largo Caballero, now 66
         years old, had become its most radical and bolshevized leader. He distrusted the broad alliance with the Left Republicans
         of Manuel Azaña and allowed himself to be courted by Jacques Duclos, another Comintern representative in Spain, who had identified
         Largo Caballero as the most suitable leader of the Spanish working class. Not only Claridad, the newspaper of the caballeristas, but the communist press of Europe began to hail this old trade union leader as the ‘Spanish Lenin’. Yet Largo Caballero,
         carried away by his own rhetoric, began to alarm his new communist friends. His inflammatory and revolutionary speeches at
         mass meetings around Spain calling for the elimination of the middle class was contrary to Dimitrov’s policy. (Some wit at
         the time coined the slogan ‘Vote communist and save Spain from Marxism’.) But whether or not his speeches were the product
         of revolutionary intoxication or revealed his own intentions at that time, it was hardly surprising that the right, threatened
         with extinction by the left, should have prepared to strike back.
     

      
      The influence of the Spanish Communist Party was considerable for an organization which when founded in 1921 had numbered
         just a few dozen militants. A decade later, at the time of the fall of the monarchy, it mustered a few thousand members. In
         the elections of November 1933 it received 170,000 votes and its first seat in the Cortes. But in the first half of 1936 it
         went from 30,000 members to nearly 100,000.16 The left needed the anarchists to vote if it was to win such a closely fought election. This time the anarchists were prepared
         to vote, even though it was against their principles. The only hope of getting their comrades out of prison lay with the Popular Front.
     

      
      On 16 February the voting stations opened in a tense yet calm atmosphere. The two coalitions of both right and left were each
         convinced that they would win. General Franco’s propagandists later tried to claim that there had been serious irregularities
         and implied that the results were somehow invalid, but this was completely untrue. Even the monarchist newspaper, ABC, wrote on 17 February that the poll had taken place ‘without strikes, without threats and without any scandals. Everybody
         voted as they wanted to, in absolute liberty.’
     

      
      The provincial electoral commissions finally gave their verdict on 20 February: the Popular Front had won by just over 150,000
         votes. The electoral law encouraging coalitions, which had favoured the right in 1933, now favoured the left. The Popular
         Front, despite winning by a margin of less than 2 per cent of the total vote, achieved an absolute majority of seats in the
         Cortes.17 Perhaps the most striking figure from the election revealed that the Falangists of José Antonio Primo de Rivera received
         only 46,000 votes out of nearly ten million throughout Spain: on average less than 1,000 votes per province. That provided
         a rather more realistic indication of the fascist threat than that proclaimed by Largo Caballero.
     

      
      The left, ignoring the narrowness of their victory, proceeded to behave as if they had received an overwhelming mandate for
         revolutionary change. Predictably, the right was horrified to see crowds rush forth to release prisoners themselves, without
         even waiting for an amnesty. Almost as soon as the results were known, a group of monarchists asked Gil Robles to lead a coup d’état, but he would have nothing to do with it personally. Instead he asked Portela Valladares to proclaim a state of war before
         the revolutionary masses rushed into the streets. Embittered by defeat, Gil Robles also came out with a surprising and hypocritical
         attack against the rich, the very people who had supported and financed his campaign, accusing them of having demonstrated
         a ‘suicidal egotism’ in the way they had reduced wages.
     

      
      General Franco, the chief of the general staff, sent an emissary to General Pozas, director-general of the Civil Guard, inviting
         him to take part ‘in the decisions which need to be taken in the defence of order and the well-being of Spain’.18 Franco also tried to convince Portela Valladares that he should not hand over power to the Popular Front and offered the support of the army. This was evidently the first time that Franco had considered military intervention.
         He fully realized the importance of the Civil Guard and the Assault Guard.
     

      
      Franco, not yet convinced that a coup would work, went to see Portela again on 19 February. He said that if he allowed the
         country to go communist he would bear a heavy responsibility before history. But Portela, although driven to the wall and
         shattered – he ‘gave the impression of a ghost’, wrote Manuel Azaña, ‘not that of a head of government’ – did not cede to
         Franco’s moral blackmail.19 He resigned that very day. The President of the Republic, Alcalá Zamora, had no alternative but to ask Azaña whom he disliked,
         to form a government. Azaña proceeded to assemble a cabinet with members of his own party and that of the Unión Republicana.
         He did not consider including a single socialist in his government. In any case, Largo Caballero vetoed the participation
         of the socialist party (PSOE) in the new administration to prevent Prieto forming a social-democratic alliance with the Left
         Republicans.
     

      
      Despite the moderate basis of the new cabinet, the right reacted as if the bolsheviks had taken over the government. They
         were appalled by the rush of people into the streets to celebrate their victory and marching to the prisons to release prisoners.
         The Church warned that the enemies of Catholicism, ‘under the influence and direction of the Judaeo-Masonic world conspiracy,
         are declaring a war to the finish against us’.20 The right had decided that to safeguard its idea of Spain, the parliamentary road was no longer an option, if only because
         their opponents on the left had already demonstrated their own willingness to ignore the rule of law.
     

      
      On 20 February the first council of ministers of Azaña’s government met after he had addressed the nation on the radio. Azaña
         spoke of justice, liberty and the validity of the constitution. He would undertake, with the approval of the Cortes, ‘a great
         work of national restoration in defence of work and production, encouraging public works, and paying attention to the problems
         of unemployment and all the other points which had motivated the coalition of the republican and proletarian parties which
         is now in power’.21

      
      Among the many problems which faced his government, perhaps the most urgent was the proclamation of an amnesty, following
         prison riots in Burgos, Cartagena and Valencia. The government could not wait until the Cortes was assembled. On 23 February it re-established the Generalitat of Catalonia and also the
         socialist councils suspended throughout Spain after the revolution of October 1934. At the same time Azaña embarked on a reorganization
         of the army command, appointing generals loyal to the Republic to key posts and sending those suspected of plotting to appointments
         far from Madrid.
     

      
      The government then reanimated the work of the Instituto de Reforma Agraria, with the minister of agriculture himself, Mariano
         Ruiz Funes, overseeing the process in Andalucia and Estremadura. The president of the Generalitat, Lluís Companys, left the
         prison of Puerto de Santa Maria and was welcomed in Barcelona by an enormous demonstration as he reopened the Catalan parliament.
         On 16 March Azaña announced that the confiscation of land belonging to aristocrats involved in the Sanjurjo rising would be
         reactivated. And all those workers who lost their jobs as a result of participating in the October revolution would be reinstated.
     

      
      The economic situation was not good. Since 1931 private investment had plummeted and in 1936 it dropped to the level of 1913.
         Not surprisingly, with the new government’s programme, capital left the country at an increasing rate. Juan March, the Mallorcan
         multimillionaire, who had amassed an enormous fortune through tobacco smuggling, fled Spain to avoid prison. Once out of the
         country, he concentrated on speculating against the peseta on the foreign exchange markets. From his own pocket he provided
         a tenth of the twenty million pesetas collected by the anti-republican group of whom the Count de los Andes was the president.22

      
      Far more serious than March’s financial chicanery were the economic consequences of the left’s electoral victory. Workers
         put in huge wage demands, far beyond what the factory or farm could sustain. Strikes multiplied, unemployment rose and the
         value of the peseta fell sharply on the foreign exchanges. The real problem facing the centre-left government of Azaña was
         the result of its Faustian pact with the hard left of caballeristas, who saw it as the equivalent of the Kerensky regime in Russia, a view shared by the right. This liberal government found
         that it had no influence on its electoral allies, now set upon a revolutionary course, and could not persuade their followers
         to obey the law. Luis Araquistáin, the editor of Claridad and the voice of the bolshevizing tendency within the socialists and UGT, had argued during the election campaign that Spain, like Russia in 1917, was ready for revolution. He had rejected the earlier warnings of Julián Besteiro, the former
         leader of the UGT, that revolutionary activities such as factory occupations simply horrified the middle class and destroyed
         the economy. Each left-wing organization began to form its own militia – the communists’ was the most disciplined and effective.
         And an unprecedented number of people went around armed, ready to defend themselves from the attacks of opponents. The general
         impression of a breakdown of law and order played straight into the hands of the undemocratic right. The right-wing press
         blamed the disorders on the left, while the left blamed the right. The right insisted that democracy was not working and that
         the Cortes had become useless. Women from the middle and upper classes insulted officers in the streets, telling them that
         they were cowards for not overthrowing the government.
     

      
      No group on the right did more to cause disorder, and thus to provoke a military coup, than the Falange. It was subsidized
         from a number of sources – 10,000 pesetas monthly from Renovación Española, money from the Banco de Vizcaya, and later from
         Juan March, and 50,000 pesetas a month from Mussolini passed through the Italian embassy in Paris.23 The Nazis, however, had little confidence in them and refused them the million marks of support which they had requested.
         The Falange needed the money because it was growing at an astonishing rate, largely due to an influx from the youth movement
         of Acción Popular – some 15,000 of them in the spring of 1936, effectively doubling the size of the Falange to 30,000.24

      
      The Falange Española, or Spanish Phalanx, had been born in the Comedy Theatre in Madrid on 29 October 1933. It was founded
         by José Antonio Primo de Rivera, the elder son of the dictator, a young lawyer of dark good looks and supposedly great charm.
         He attracted a coterie of fascist intellectuals and appealed to students, especially those from wealthy families, the señoritos, as well as many from the lower middle class who felt threatened by social change. The Falange had also been joined by former
         members of his father’s Patriotic Union from a decade before, as well as frustrated monarchists and conservatives appalled
         by the electoral victory of the left.
     

      
      Falangism differed from Nazism and fascism in its profoundly conservative nature. Mussolini used Roman symbols and imperial
         imagery in his speeches merely for their propaganda effect. The Falange, on the other hand, used modern and revolutionary
         phraseology while remaining fundamentally reactionary. The Church was the essence of Hispanidad (Spanishness). The new state would ‘draw its inspiration from the spirit of the Catholic religion which is traditional in
         Spain’. Their symbols were those of Ferdinand and Isabella: the yoke of the authoritarian state and the arrows of annihilation
         to wipe out heresy. They did not just borrow the symbols, but tried to revive the Castilian mentality. The ideal Falangist
         was supposed to be ‘half-monk, half-soldier’.
     

      
      Yet the movement suffered from something of a split personality between the nationalist and the socialist elements. José Antonio
         attacked ‘the social bankruptcy of capitalism’ and denounced the living conditions of workers and peasants. Yet Marxism he
         found repugnant as an ideology, because it was not Spanish and because a class struggle weakened the nation. The country had
         to be united in a system in which the employer could not exploit the employee. At one moment José Antonio was making vain
         approaches, first to the socialist Prieto, then to the anarcho-syndicalist CNT. The next, he was reminding Franco of Oswald
         Spengler’s remark that in the last resort civilization had always been saved by a platoon of soldiers. But a civilization
         which has to be saved by soldiers is a conservative’s image of a perfect world, rather than that of a revolutionary national
         socialist.
     

      
      The Falange constantly sought more firearms for their street fighting and José Antonio put in motion a Bulldog Drummondstyle
         intrigue. Luis Bolín, the London correspondent of the monarchist ABC, met a prominent but anonymous Englishman by a secret recognition signal in Claridge’s Hotel. They arranged for large quantities
         of submachine-guns to be packed in champagne cases and shipped from Germany in a private yacht. In fact, they did not arrive
         in time, but it was not long before Bolín in London began to organize a far more important delivery.
     

      
      The Falange, however, already had weapons from other sources. On 10 March a Falangist squad led by Alberto Ortega tried to
         assassinate Professor Luis Jiménez de Asúa, a socialist deputy, but instead killed his police escort. Four days later Falangists
         made an attempt on Largo Caballero’s life. That same day, 14 March, José Antonio met Franco in the house of the general’s
         brother-in-law, Ramón Serrano Súñer, to discuss a joint plan of action. The following day the Falange was outlawed by the government because of the attack on Largo Caballero and José Antonio was arrested
         for the illegal possession of arms. It is difficult to reconcile José Antonio’s famous charm with the brutality of his followers
         and the outspoken racism of his coterie at their dinner-jacketed gatherings in the Hotel Paris. He cannot, in any case, escape
         responsibility, because his speeches were a clear incitement, even if violence remained an abstract quantity to the fastidious
         Andalucian.
     

      
      The ideal of defending traditional Spain required active preparation, now that the authoritarian right had discarded any further
         attempt to make use of the parliamentary system. In the Pyrenees the Carlists had started to arm and train their requeté militia, famous since the Carlist wars in the nineteenth century for its uniform of a Basque beret in bright red.
     

      
      The Carlist movement was purely arch-conservative. Its official title was the Traditionalist Communion and it has been described
         as a form of lay Jesuitry. It believed that a ‘judaeo-marxist-masonic’ conspiracy was going to turn Spain into a colony of
         the Soviet Union.25 Liberalism, in the view of Carlists as well as the Church hierarchy, was the source of all modern evils, and they dreamed
         of reviving a royal Catholic autocracy in a populist form. The main Carlist strength lay in the Pyrenees, though they did
         have supporters in a number of other areas, such as Andalucia. The Carlists no longer showed their former sympathy with regionalist
         aspirations. This had stemmed from their stronghold being in the former kingdom of Navarre and had also been a means of winning
         Basque and Catalan support for the Carlist wars in the nineteenth century. By 1936 they had come to detest Basque and Catalan
         nationalism.
     

      
      A number of Carlist officers were trained in Italy with the help of Mussolini, while their leaders, Fal Conde and the Count
         of Rodezno, organized the purchase of weapons from Germany. The strength of the requetés is hard to calculate exactly, but there were probably more than 8,000 members in Navarre alone early in 1936. A figure of
         30,000 for the whole country has been suggested. One of their backers, José Luis Oriol, organized a ship from Belgium which
         brought 6,000 rifles, 150 heavy machine-guns, 300 light machine-guns, five million rounds of ammunition and 10,000 hand grenades.26

      
      In the spring of 1936 the Carlists’ Supreme Military Council was set up in Saint Jean de Luz, just over the French frontier,
         by Prince Javier de Borbón-Parma and Fal Conde. It was composed of former officers and began to plan a rising in conjunction
         with the right-wing Unión Militar Española, a secret association of right-wing officers within the army, with Alfonsine monarchists
         and the Falange. Their contact was Colonel José Varela (later one of Franco’s most important field commanders) who had earlier
         been training the Carlist requetés secretly in the Pyrenees mountains. So far only the vaguest rumours of these preparations had reached Azaña’s government
         in Madrid.
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