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			Preface

			Broadly speaking, this book is about how fake news contributed to the coming of a civil war. It returns to issues raised in an earlier volume, The Spanish Holocaust, expanding particularly on its fourth chapter, ‘Theorists of Extermination’. A further element of contemporary relevance is the centrality of the theme of anti-Semitism. In a country with a tiny minority of Jews, perhaps fewer than 6,000 in 1936, and a similar number of freemasons, it is astonishing that a central justification for the civil war that took the lives of around 500,000 Spaniards, should have been the alleged plans for world domination of the so-called Jewish–masonic–Bolshevik conspiracy. The term used in Spanish by its propagators, contubernio judeo-masónico-bolchevique, has a stronger connotation than the English. It should properly be rendered as ‘the filthy Jewish–masonic–Bolshevik concubinage’.

			The war was actually fought to overturn the educational and social reforms of the democratic Second Republic and to combat its cultural challenges to the established order. In that sense, it was fought in the interests of the landowners, industrialists, bankers, clerics and army officers whose privileges were threatened, and directed against the liberals and leftists who were promulgating the reforms and cultural challenges. Yet, during the years of the Republic from 1931 to 1936, throughout the war itself and for many decades after it ended, the myth continued to be fostered in Spain that the defeated enemy in the war was the Jewish–masonic–Bolshevik Conspiracy.

			The book is not a history of either anti-Semitism or anti-freemasonry in Spain. Rather, it takes the form of biographical studies of key individuals who propagated the anti-Semitic and anti-masonic myth and of the central figures who implemented the horrors that it justified. There are six chapters dedicated to these men and two framing chapters dealing more broadly with Franco and his circle and their belief in the existence of, and need to annihilate, the so-called contubernio.

			The first chapter, ‘Fake News and Civil War’, examines the relationship between Francisco Franco and the contubernio. It analyses the personal, professional and political motives that explain his fervent embrace, and subsequent implementation, of the idea. It looks at the reading, the friendships and the collaborations that consolidated his use of the myth. Key figures are his brother-in-law and political mentor Ramón Serrano Suñer, the psychiatrist Antonio Vallejo Nágera and the paediatrician and educationalist Professor Enrique Suñer Ordóñez.

			The second chapter, ‘The Policeman’, is about Mauricio Carlavilla, one of the most unsavoury propagandists of the contubernio. The material that he collected as an undercover agent in the late 1920s was the basis of the first of many best-sellers on the contubernio. One of his books actually sold 100,000 copies. He was personally corrupt and was a central element in an attempt to assassinate the Republican Prime Minister Manuel Azaña. His multiple publications included scurrilous tomes on sodomy and on Satanism.

			The third chapter, ‘The Priest’, is about the extraordinary life of Father Joan Tusquets. As a prominent cleric, his many publications on the Jewish–masonic–Bolshevik conspiracy were immensely influential. Among his celebrity readers were Generals Franco and Mola. Despite his ecclesiastical vocation, he engaged in criminal activity to spy on masonic lodges. He was an active propagandist for, and a participant in, the preparation of the 1936 military uprising. Before the war, he compiled huge lists of the names of freemasons. During the war, he was the effective head of the Jewish–Masonic Section of Franco’s military intelligence service. The unit collected material that swelled his lists and provided a crucial part of the infrastructure of repression. After the civil war, he made considerable efforts to deny his activities.

			The protagonist of the fourth chapter is ‘The Poet’, José María Pemán, a wealthy landowner and popular poet and dramatist. A fervent monarchist, Pemán was a key propagandist of the military dictatorship of General Primo de Rivera between 1923 and 1930. Appalled by the coming of the democratic Republic in 1931, he became an important civilian advocate and sponsor of the military uprising of 1936. When it took place, he put himself forward as the official public orator on behalf of the military rebels. In hundreds of articles and public speeches, he peddled virulently anti-Semitic ideas in order to justify the bloody repression of the Republican enemy. After the defeat of Hitler, he transformed himself into the moderate face of the Franco regime. He assiduously rewrote his extremist past and was honoured by King Juan Carlos.

			The fifth chapter, entitled ‘The Messenger’, focuses on an aristocratic landowner, Gonzalo Aguilera, the Conde de Alba de Yeltes. Unlike the other protagonists, he was not an advocate of the Jewish–masonic conspiracy nor was he involved in mass terror. However, he played an important role in justifying the atrocities of the military rebels. His mother was English, he was educated in England and Germany and he served as a liaison officer with the German army on the Eastern Front during the First World War. He had considerable linguistic abilities and, during the Spanish Civil War, he was employed as a liaison with the foreign press correspondents. Those in his charge were entranced by his notion that the repression was merely a necessary periodic culling of the working class. He had so internalized the brutality he experienced in the Moroccan colonies that he ended up murdering his two sons and trying unsuccessfully to do the same to his wife. With access to large tranches of his personal correspondence, it has been possible to build a fascinating psychological portrait.

			The sixth chapter concerns ‘The Killer in the North’, General Emilio Mola. He served as an officer in the African wars. His memoirs of his experiences reveal that he delighted in their savagery. After the fall of the Primo de Rivera dictatorship, he served as head of the national security apparatus, vainly trying to hold back the Republican tide. At that time, he was Carlavilla’s superior officer and shared his hatred of Jews, freemasons and leftists, all of whom were painted as Communists. He was a fervent believer in the notorious fabrication about the alleged global domination of the Jews, The Protocols of the Elders of Zion, and an avid reader of the works of Tusquets. His commitment to the idea of the contubernio underlay the enthusiasm with which he oversaw the murders of tens of thousands of civilians as head of the Army of the North.

			The seventh chapter, ‘The Psychopath in the South’, deals with General Gonzalo Queipo de Llano. He served in the colonial wars in Cuba and Morocco and was notorious for the violence of his temper as well as for his unlimited ambition, which he pursued with endless political flexibility. Initially a monarchist, perceiving himself to have been spurned by the King and the Dictator Primo de Rivera his resentment saw him join the Republican cause. Despite lavish preferment from the Republic, a similar personal resentment in 1936 provoked another change of allegiance. He took part in the military uprising and conquered Seville for the rebels, an achievement about which he concocted heroic myths. As a kind of viceroy of the south, he oversaw the savage repression in Western Andalusia and Extremadura, which involved the deaths of over 40,000 men and women. He also prospered from corruption.

			The eighth chapter, ‘The Never-Ending War’, recounts how Franco and his closest collaborators – Ramón Serrano Suñer, his lifelong collaborator and political chief of staff Luis Carrero Blanco and the surrealist and co-founder of Spanish fascism Ernesto Giménez Caballero – continued to propagate the notion of the contubernio. Their anti-Semitism was a key component of Franco’s relationship with Hitler. It survived the defeat of the Third Reich. Franco published articles and a book denouncing the Jewish–masonic conspiracy and was still referring to it in his last speech a few weeks before he died in 1975.

			Various factors united the protagonists. The most striking is their unanimous conviction of the factual veracity of The Protocols of the Elders of Zion and of the idea that freemasonry was responsible for Spain’s loss of empire. Several – Francisco Franco, Emilio Mola, Gonzalo Queipo de Llano, Gonzalo Aguilera, Mauricio Carlavilla, Antonio Vallejo Nágera, Luis Carrero Blanco and Ernesto Giménez Caballero – were brutalized by their experiences in the colonial wars in North Africa. Those eight and the four who avoided service in Africa, Ramón Serrano Suñer, Juan Tusquets, Jose María Pemán and Enrique Suñer, all celebrated the bloodshed of the civil war. After the civil war, with the exception of Mola who was killed in 1937 and Carlavilla and Franco who never wavered in their anti-Semitism, most employed considerable mendacity and invention to rewrite their past behaviour. The deconstruction of their untruths has been one of the central preoccupations of the book.

		

		
			1

			Fake News and Civil War

			In the spring of 1937, a book was published in the zone controlled by the military rebels commanded by General Franco. Its subject was the progress of the Spanish Civil War to date and it was entitled War in Spain against Bolshevik Judaism.1 This was curious because there is no mention of Jews or Bolsheviks on any of its pages. Moreover, there were no more than 6,000 Jews in Spain in 1936, of whom around 30 per cent had fled from Nazism and found refuge in the Republic after 1934.2 Furthermore, the Communist Party of Spain was tiny. How then could this be a war against Jews and Bolsheviks? Yet many supporters of the military coup of July 1936 that provoked the civil war believed this to be so. That was testimony to the success of a massive campaign mounted during the years of the Republic to convince Spaniards, particularly Catholic Spaniards, that their country was threatened by a cabal of Jews, freemasons and Bolsheviks. Behind this fraudulent notion of a nation in mortal peril, the military uprising in fact had the less apocalyptic, and more materially profitable, aim of reversing the many reforms with which the Second Republic had planned to modernize Spain. In power for two and a half years from 14 April 1931, the Republican–Socialist coalition had challenged the Catholic Church, the military, the landowning elite, bankers and industrialists with an ambitious programme of social, economic and educational reform.

			Across the right, there was outrage at these challenges to conservative values and economic interests. In consequence, the right-wing press and propaganda apparatus mounted a major campaign to delegitimize the Republic. Deep-rooted historical prejudices were conjured up in order to pinpoint the ‘other’ against whom blame, fear and hatred could be directed. This ‘other’ came to be called the Jewish–masonic–Bolshevik conspiracy (el contubernio judeo-masónico-bolchevique). This fictitious notion portrayed the Second Republic as aiming to destroy Christian civilization and its faithful guardian Spain. This assault was allegedly masterminded by the Jews and carried out by their puppets, freemasons and leftists. The generation of mass conservative belief in the conspiracy was the work of many. However, the conversion of the belief into enmity towards the Republic was most successfully implemented by the writings and lectures of its three persuasive propagandists, the Catalan theologian Juan Tusquets, the policeman Mauricio Carlavilla and the poet José María Pemán. Tusquets revealed the purpose of the simplistic campaigns against Jews and freemasons. Claiming that the objective of the conspiracy was to divide, he made it clear that his efforts were directed at creating unity against them.3 His aim was to use easily digestible propaganda to unify opposition against an imaginary enemy: ‘All for one, without groups, without personality cults … The truth attractively presented is all-powerful.’4 That ambition was shared by Carlavilla and Pemán.

			Thus, although the Francoist forces did not fight in the Spanish Civil War in order to annihilate Jews, anti-Semitic and anti-masonic propaganda had served to unify and to intensify enmity against the Republic. Inevitably, the latent anti-Semitism of the right in Spain fed into approval for the activities of Hitler and the Nazis. A comparison was made between the influence that the Nazis accused the Jews of having in Weimar Germany and the influence that they allegedly enjoyed in medieval Spain. Similarly, the activities of the Nazis were presented as a twentieth-century emulation of the expulsion of the Jews by the so-called Catholic Kings Isabel de Castilla and Fernando de Aragón in 1492. Both were presented as necessary measures to protect national values and interests.5

			Anti-Semitism and the idea of a plot masterminded by the Jews to destroy Christian civilization and its self-proclaimed champion, Spain, had proliferated in clerical and right-wing circles for centuries. However, it was only after the foundation of the Second Republic in April 1931 that they began to play a key role in day-to-day politics. The extreme right was determined to destroy the new regime and its reformist agenda. To justify its efforts, the cover was used that this was a life-or-death struggle to defend Spain’s traditional values against attack by a coordinated force of leftists and freemasons masterminded by the Jews. The bogeyman of the Jewish–masonic–Bolshevik conspiracy provided a convenient label for a huge range of leftists and liberals bundled into an ‘other’ that needed to be exterminated. Its apocalyptic and yet simplistic language provided an inspiring justification for what were narrow sectional objectives. There were numerous ‘theorists’ of the conspiracy who were able to propagate their views through several newspapers. The more vehement among them, such as El Siglo Futuro and El Correo Catalán, were those that supported the extreme rightist dissident Carlist dynasty. However, diatribes against the Jewish–masonic–Bolshevik conspiracy could often be found in more mainstream conservative dailies such as the monarchist ABC and the Catholic El Debate.

			Condemnation of freemasonry and simmering anti-Semitism were common within the Catholic Church and right-wing political circles in Spain long before the fall of the monarchy of Alfonso XIII and the advent of a reforming Republic in April 1931. The rejection of what was condemned as a revolution, despite the moderate ambitions of the Republican–Socialist government, was all the more virulent because several of its senior politicians were freemasons. From early 1932 onwards, the four principal right-wing groups of the opposition to the new regime acquired an ever more marked anti-Semitic veneer. Two of the four were the militant monarchist groups, the Carlist Comunión Tradicionalista and the Alfonsist Acción Española group, made up of wealthy landowners, bankers and industrialists, many of whom were prominent aristocrats.6 Together with the tiny nascent fascist groups that would coalesce into the Falange, they wished to overthrow the Republic by violence and were thus known collectively as ‘catastrophists’. The fourth group coalesced under the intellectual leadership of the Catholic intellectual Ángel Herrera Oria in the coalition Acción Popular. They were known as ‘accidentalists’ because Herrera argued that forms of government, republican or monarchical, were ‘accidental’ whereas what was ‘fundamental’ was the social and economic content of a regime. Although there was considerable overlap in the membership of all of these groups, Acción Popular has been regarded as the ‘moderate’ right.

			The intensification of anti-Semitism within all these groups can be attributed to the appearance in Spain from 1932 of numerous translations of the fiercely anti-Semitic fiction The Protocols of the Elders of Zion and a commercially successful and immensely influential book, Origins of the Spanish Revolution, by Juan Tusquets, a Catalan priest of Carlist sympathies.7 The first and commercially most successful of the editions of the Protocols was the Duque de la Victoria’s translation of the French version by Monsignor Ernest Jouin.8 Prior to the civil war, there were five subsequent editions of this translation. In addition, there were six other translations, one of which was published by Tusquets.9 Another was produced by Onésimo Redondo, a disciple of Ángel Herrera’s brother, Enrique, and founder of one of the component groups that would eventually unite as the Falange. Redondo affirmed the authenticity of the Protocols, arguing that they had been translated into Russian from Hebrew. He claimed that world Jewry had frantically tried to prevent their diffusion by buying up copies in order to destroy them.10 None of these editions was translated from the Russian original by Sergei Aleksandrovich Nilus.11 Tusquets’s own Orígenes de la revolución española had done much to popularize the allegations of the Protocols that the Jews aimed at world domination through their puppets, freemasonry and left-wing movements. As late as 1963, one of the major protagonists of this book, Mauricio Carlavilla, published an annotated edition of the Protocols.

			Of the three leaders of the fascist groups that would fuse as the Falange, Onésimo Redondo was the only one actively committed to anti-Semitism. Although an enthusiast for Nazism and the translator of the Spanish edition of Mein Kampf, his influences were the traditional Catholic ones associated with Tusquets and Enrique Herrera. The second, Ramiro Ledesma Ramos, was more influenced by Italian fascism. He regarded anti-Semitism as having relevance only in Germany because, unlike Spain, where the Jewish threat was a ‘mere abstraction’, Hitler faced ‘real enemies, enemies of Germany as a nation’. Among those enemies of Germany, the internal ones were ‘the Jew and his finance capital’.12 The third Spanish fascist, the leader of the Falange José Antonio Primo de Rivera, son of the Dictator, had relatively little interest in ‘the Jewish problem’ except when it came to the Jewish–Marxist influence over the working class. Nevertheless, the Falangist daily Arriba claimed that ‘the Judaic–Masonic International is the creator of the two great evils that have afflicted humanity: capitalism and Marxism’. After a bishop had recommended in December 1934 that Catholics should not use the Jewish-owned SEPU department store in Madrid, José Antonio Primo de Rivera approved attacks by Falangists on it the following spring.13 If he was not actively anti-Semitic, he shared the belief of the more conservative advocates that it was legitimate to annihilate the Jewish–masonic–Bolshevik conspiracy by violence.14 It was during the civil war and the Second World War that anti-Semitism became a major element of Falangist discourse by way of emulating and currying favour with the Nazis.

			The influence of both Tusquets and the Protocols could be seen in the language used by contributors to the monarchist journal Acción Española, the mouthpiece of the ultra-right-wing conspiratorial group of the same name. Among subscribers to the journal was General Franco. The founder and first editor of the journal was the major landowner Fernando Gallego de Chaves, the Marqués de Quintanar. At an event at the Ritz in Madrid held in his honour by fellow members of the group, Quintanar praised the Protocols. He declared that the disaster of the fall of the monarchy came about because ‘The great worldwide Jewish–masonic conspiracy injected the autocratic Monarchies with the virus of democracy to defeat them, after turning them into liberal Monarchies.’15

			In the same issue of the journal that reported Quintanar’s speech, there was an article by another owner of huge estates, the Marqués de la Eliseda. It was an adulatory review of a new edition of the most frequently translated French version of The Protocols of the Elders of Zion, by Monsignor Ernest Jouin, first published in 1920. Eliseda followed Jouin in asserting the factual validity of the Protocols on the flimsy grounds that there was a copy of the Russian original in the British Museum. Eliseda started from the premise – almost certainly influenced by Tusquets’s book – that the ‘Spanish revolution’, that is to say, the fall of the monarchy, had been the work of freemasonry and Judaism. He hailed the Protocols for providing both a ‘collection of powerful arguments against the false principles of democracy’ and ‘abundant material for an analytical study of Judaic psychology, of its special concept of things and its racial characteristics’. He affirmed that ‘the Jews boast of having spread the liberal and democratic poison through the world so that anarchy and chaos will ensue and allow them to take control of it’. He managed to insinuate, with a veiled reference to the Jewish deputy for Badajoz, Margarita Nelken, that the bloody events at Castilblanco were the result of Jewish involvement. In that village on 31 December 1931, in an outburst of collective rage at systematic oppression, and the shooting of peaceful strikers, the villagers turned on the four Civil Guards responsible and beat them to death. Similarly, he followed Jouin in blaming the Jews for both the assassination of the Archduke Franz Ferdinand in Sarajevo and the Russian revolution. The article was replete with anti-Semitic clichés. He claimed that, through the Protocols, it was possible to understand ‘Judaic thought, the contempt that they have for Christians – whom they call Goim while referring to themselves as Israelites and never as Jews – and the concept that they have of honour, a sentiment that they neither possess nor understand’. He claimed, allegedly on the basis of personal observation in Palestine, that ‘The Jews are true parasites who profit from what they are incapable of producing themselves.’16 Eliseda’s admiration for the book, and the fact that his article was published in the society’s journal, was revealing of the attitudes of mainstream monarchist thinking.

			Another subscriber to the journal Acción Española, Julián Cortés Cavanillas, cited The Protocols of the Elders of Zion as proof that, through prominent freemasons, the Jews controlled the anarchist, socialist and communist hordes. Freemasonry was the ‘evil offspring of Israel’. He took the fact that the new Republican–Socialist government contained freemasons, Socialists and men accused of being Jewish as proof that the alliance of Marx and Rothschild was behind the demise of the monarchy.17

			Among other contributors to Acción Española were Dr Francisco Murillo Palacios and Wenceslao González Oliveros, both of whom wrote approvingly of the early achievements of the Third Reich. For Murillo these included the efforts made to prevent the German race being undermined by its blood being mixed with that of Jews and Slavs. In admiring terms, he explained Hitler’s views on the Jews and their relationship with Marxism. He wrote:

			The Jew, says Hitler, is the exponent of the most crass egotism, except when presented with shared plunder or shared danger. Even if the Jews could be isolated in the world, this would not cleanse them of the dirt and filth in which they drown, nor would it put an end to the hateful struggle between themselves to exploit and exterminate each other, nor would they abandon their cowardice and absolute lack of a spirit of sacrifice.18

			Acción Española was only one of the many influences on Franco’s anti-Semitism and his fervent belief in the Jewish–masonic–Bolshevik conspiracy. Even more important in the development of his political thinking was a gift from the Dictator General Miguel Primo de Rivera. Shortly before leaving Madrid to take up his appointment at the Academia Militar in Zaragoza in 1927, Primo had arranged for Franco, and several other senior officers, including Generals Emilio Mola and Gonzalo Queipo de Llano, a subscription to the Geneva-based Bulletin de L’Entente Internationale contre la Troisième Internationale, a journal opposed to the Moscow-based Communist International (Comintern). The Entente, founded by the Swiss rightist Théodore Aubert and the White Russian émigré Georges Lodygensky, was vehemently anti-Bolshevik and praised the achievements of fascism and military dictatorships as bulwarks against communism. An emissary from the Entente, its deputy chairman, Colonel Odier of the Swiss army, had visited Madrid and arranged with General Primo de Rivera for several subscriptions to be purchased by the Ministry of War and to be distributed to a few key officers. Primo appointed Lieutenant Colonel José Ungría de Jiménez as his liaison with Geneva. Ungría was appointed secretary of the Centro Español Antibolchevique, the Spanish branch of the Entente. Interestingly, during the civil war Ungría would be chief of Franco’s intelligence service, the Servicio de Información y Policía Militar.19

			The gift of this subscription clinched what was to be Franco’s lifelong obsession with the threat of the Jewish–masonic–Bolshevik conspiracy. Several factors account for the virulence of Franco’s hatred of freemasonry. Some predate his introduction to the Bulletin from Geneva and his readings of the works of Juan Tusquets. One persuasive reason was his resentment of the sympathy for freemasonry expressed by his father, Nicolás Franco Salgado-Araujo. Francisco Franco despised his father because of his womanizing and the fact that he had abandoned his wife, Pilar Bahamonde, in 1907. In 1962, Franco inadvertently revealed this when he wrote a bizarre interpretation of the fall of Alfonso XIII in his draft memoirs. He alleged that the monarchy had been brought down by a group of ‘historic republicans, freemasons, separatists and Socialists’. In terms that were unconsciously about his father, he went on to describe the freemasons as ‘atheistic traitors in exile, delinquents, swindlers, men who betrayed their wives’.20

			The dislike was mutual. Nicolás Franco Salgado-Araujo found his son’s obsession with the ‘Jewish–masonic conspiracy’ laughable, saying, ‘what could my son possibly know about freemasonry? It is an association full of illustrious and honourable men, certainly his superiors in knowledge and openness of spirit.’21 Franco’s obsession may also relate to the fact that his unconventional younger brother Ramón was a freemason whose wild behaviour, in both political and personal terms, had caused him considerable embarrassment. Besides the genesis of hostility to freemasonry within his family, it is also probable that he was seeking revenge for the rejection of his own efforts to become a freemason. He had applied to join the Lixus lodge of Larache in 1924 and was turned down because, some months earlier, he had accepted promotion to lieutenant colonel on merit grounds when most fellow officers in Morocco had sworn to abide by the rule of promotion only by strict seniority.22

			Thus, already deeply hostile to freemasonry, he was especially susceptible to the claims of the Geneva Bulletin whose issues he received uninterruptedly until 1936. Thanks to them, but also to Acción Española and the works of Tusquets and Carlavilla, he came to see the threat of the Jewish–masonic–Bolshevik conspiracy everywhere and to believe that the entire Spanish left was wittingly or unwittingly working in its interests. In interviews given in 1965, Franco revealed to two biographers, Brian Crozier and George Hills, the influence that the Entente had had over him. He told Hills:

			It was while I was director of the Zaragoza Military Academy that I began regularly to receive a Review of Comintern Affairs from Geneva. Later, I discovered that Primo de Rivera had taken out several subscriptions and thought I might be interested in it. I was. It gave me an insight into international communism – into its ends, its strategy and its tactics. I could see communism at work in Spain, undermining the country’s morale, as in France.23

			As will be seen in the later chapter on Mauricio Carlavilla, some of the material that Franco read as an objective external report had actually been generated within Spain by an agent provocateur in the service of General Mola when he was Director General of Security, effectively national police chief. It is not known whether Mola realized that what he was reading thanks to the subscription taken out by Primo de Rivera came from within his own security apparatus. The agent in question, Mauricio Carlavilla, infiltrated the Spanish Communist Party and his exaggerated report on its activities was forwarded to the Entente. Again, as will be seen in the chapter on Mola, the vehemence of the General’s hatred of Jews and freemasons was, on his own admission, inflamed by the Bulletin of the Entente, the writings of Tusquets and the reports of Carlavilla.

			At roughly the same period that he was interviewed by Hills, Franco told Brian Crozier that in 1928 he ‘began a systematic study of communism’ on the basis of his subscription to the Bulletin de l’Entente Internationale contre la Troisième Internationale. His study of the Bulletin, he claimed, had alerted him to the murky activities of the Spanish Communists. Moreover, he asserted that, until 1936, he never missed an issue of the Bulletin and had persuaded other officers to read it. Indeed, he left Crozier with the impression that contact with the Entente’s work was a life-changing experience. The information from Geneva carried by the Bulletin, which he read avidly from 1928 to 1936, brought only ‘knowledge and a spur to action – the knowledge of an enemy, and the ambition to defeat him’. Given his pre-existing susceptibility to the Entente’s message it is not surprising that Franco believed every word published in the Bulletin.24

			In fact, Franco’s receptiveness to the various anti-masonic messages was intensified by the coming of the Second Republic. After his meteoric rise through the ranks prior to 1931, especially his prestigious appointment in 1927 as Director of the Academia General Militar in Zaragoza, the obstacles that he encountered after the establishment of the new regime provoked intense resentment. The biggest blow was the closure of the academy in the summer of 1931. Inevitably, ignoring the financial reasons behind the decision, he attributed this affront to the fact that the politician responsible, the Minister of War Manuel Azaña, was a freemason, as indeed were many other members of the government. Doubting his loyalty to the Republic, Azaña left Franco without a posting for eight months which gave him plenty of time to absorb anti-masonic and anti-Semitic literature. In early 1932, Franco began to read the first of Tusquets’s books. Eaten up with envy of those officers who received the preferment of the Republic, he came to see them as lackeys of freemasonry and communism. In 1932, he tried again to recover lost ground by trying to join a masonic lodge in Madrid but again his application was turned down by officers of indubitable Republican convictions, among them his brother Ramón. Even when Franco was given senior postings, he believed that he was being spied on by officers who were freemasons.25

			During the Republic, the ever cautious Franco was careful to distance himself from those generals who were active in monarchist conspiracies. Nevertheless, he certainly shared their prejudices and preoccupations. After all, he was a subscriber to Acción Española which was devoted to justifying an uprising against what its organizers saw as an illegitimate Republic. His thinking on political, social and economic issues was further influenced by reading the right-wing press and, as he later revealed, the works of Tusquets. Among other key influences on the political thinking of Franco, one of the most important was the brilliant lawyer Ramón Serrano Suñer, whom he met in 1929 in Zaragoza when he was Director of the Academia General Militar there. They established a close friendship that soon led to family links. As a frequent lunch and dinner guest of the Franco family, Serrano Suñer came to know Franco’s sister-in-law, Zita. When they married in February 1931, Serrano’s friend José Antonio Primo de Rivera, future founder of the Falange, acted as his witness. Franco did the honours for the bride.26 So close was this friendship that Serrano Suñer gradually became a kind of political mentor to Franco. At the time, and until the spring of 1936, Serrano Suñer was an adherent of Ángel Herrera’s Acción Popular and, in both the 1933 and 1936 elections, was a candidate for its political party, the Confederación Española de Derechas Autónomas (Confederation of Autonomous Right-wing Groups). For obvious reasons, his newspaper of choice was Herrera’s El Debate, and Franco followed suit.

			This brought him into contact with the ideas of Francisco de Luis who, from early 1933, had succeeded Ángel Herrero as editor of El Debate. De Luis was a fierce proponent of the Jewish–masonic–Bolshevik conspiracy theory. His magnum opus on the subject was published in 1935 with an ecclesiastical imprimatur. He embraced the Protocols as factual documentary proof of the evil schemes of the Jews: ‘In the famous secret programme of the Jews, written in 1896, providentially discovered and published since 1902 with the title Protocols of the Elders of Zion, we find clearly expressed the Jewish control of freemasonry.’27 In his book, enthusiastically quoting the work of Joan Tusquets, the Protocols, the Carlist press and General Mola, De Luis argued that the purpose of freemasonry was to corrupt Christian civilization with oriental values. His premise was that ‘the Jews, progenitors of freemasonry, having no fatherland of their own, want no man to have one’. Having freed the masses of patriotic and moral impulses, the Jews could then recruit them for the assault on Christian values. In his interpretation, Catholics faced a struggle to the death because ‘in every Jew there is a freemason: cunning, deceitful, secretive, hating Christ and his civilization, thirsting for extermination. Freemasons and Jews are the begetters and controllers of socialism and Bolshevism.’28

			The ostensibly moderate Confederación Española de Derechas Autónomas (CEDA) was led by a brilliant Catholic lawyer, José María Gil Robles, who had been imbued with Carlist ideas by his father. A close collaborator of Gil Robles was José María Fernández Ladreda, the Conde de San Pedro, who had been Mayor of Oviedo during the Primo de Rivera dictatorship. As a major in the artillery, he had left the army in protest against the military reforms of Manuel Azaña. It was logical that, as a soldier and an aristocrat, he would also be part of the Acción Española group. In August 1933, as leader of the powerful Asturian section of Acción Popular, he called for ‘a Catholic united front against freemasonry and Judaism that together want to destroy Christian civilization’.29 The Manichaean rhetoric propagated by Tusquets, Carlavilla, De Luis and the Protocols that underlay much of the rhetoric of the CEDA implied a determination to annihilate the left physically.

			During the CEDA campaign for the November 1933 elections, shortly after returning from a study tour of Nazi Germany, Gil Robles declared belligerently, ‘We must found a new state, purge the Fatherland of judaizing freemasons … We must proceed to a new state and this imposes duties and sacrifices. What does it matter if we have to shed blood!’30 Gil Robles’s manifesto for the elections consisted of a diatribe against the agrarian and religious reforms of the Republican–Socialist coalition and the disorders for which it was held responsible. In relation to the Republic’s alleged destruction of property and the Church, he spoke of ‘the pain of the Fatherland as it writhes in the anguish of the tragic agony caused by the crimes and outrages of the maniacs in the pay and service of the masonic lodges and international Jewry and supported by Marxist sectarianism’.31 A CEDA electoral poster portrayed the four monstrous and sinister powers that were invading Spain: a Bolshevik, a separatist, a freemason and a Jew.32

			The climax of Gil Robles’s campaign came in a speech given on 15 October in the Monumental Cinema of Madrid. His tone could only make the left wonder what a CEDA victory would mean for them: ‘We must reconquer Spain … We must give Spain a true unity, a new spirit, a totalitarian polity … For me there is only one tactic today: to form an anti-Marxist front and the wider the better. It is necessary now to defeat socialism inexorably.’ Gil Robles’s language was indistinguishable from that of the extreme conspiratorial right: ‘We need full power and that is what we demand … To realize this ideal we are not going to waste time with archaic forms. Democracy is not an end but a means to the conquest of the new state. When the time comes, either parliament submits or we will eliminate it.’33

			This speech, described by El Socialista as an ‘authentic fascist harangue’, was regarded by the left as the clearest statement of the threat posed by the CEDA. Certainly, every sentence was greeted by ecstatic applause. Fernando De los Rios, a moderate Socialist and a distinguished professor of law, pointed out with horror that Gil Robles’s call for a purge of Jews and freemasons was a denial of the juridical and political postulates of the regime.34 There was something ominous about the way Gil Robles ended a plea for financial assistance for the party by threatening ‘a black list of bad patriots’ who did not contribute. The tenor of the speech was carried over to election posters, which emphasized the need to save Spain from ‘Marxists, freemasons, separatists and Jews’.35

			In March 1934, José María Pérez Laborda, Secretary General of the CEDA, declared in an interview quoted by the London Jewish Chronicle, ‘Jewry as an international power is the principal enemy of the Catholic Church and thus of our party, whose programme is based on the principles of Catholicism. In this general sense Gil Robles is an anti-Semite.’ He went on to say that the party’s anti-Semitism was directed at international Jewry because there were few real Jews in Spain. Not reassured, the paper commented, ‘The grave ideological, if not practical, menace therefore that it presents to Jewry, not only in Spain but the world over, is not to be under-estimated.’36 One month later, on 22 April, a crowd of 20,000 gathered at El Escorial in driving sleet in a close replica of the Nazi rallies. In the now obligatory Manichaean terms, speaker after speaker declared that the true Spain had to be defended against what they condemned as the anti-Spain. For Luciano de la Calzada, CEDA deputy for Valladolid, the true Spain consisted of those who embraced Spanish tradition and Catholic values. ‘All the rest – Jews, arch-heretics, Protestants, Communists, Moors, Encyclopaedists, Francophiles, freemasons, Krausists, liberals, Marxists – were and are a dissenting minority beyond nationality. Outside and against the Fatherland is the anti-Fatherland.’37

			In the first months of 1934, a series of meetings optimistically heralded the ‘new state’ that would be installed when Gil Robles reached power. This was accompanied by nightmarish warnings of the growing threat from freemasonry and Judaism. A rally held at Uclés (Cuenca) by the CEDA youth organization, the Juventud de Acción Popular, was organized with a great panoply of preparatory meetings, special trains and buses. One of the speakers, Dimas de Madariaga, was a CEDA deputy for Toledo and a representative of landowners threatened by the Republic’s proposed agrarian reforms. The defence of traditional values and property rights would, he announced, be undertaken by the ‘new state’. This would not be based on ‘decadent liberalism in which there circulates the poison of Marxism and separatism and which is infiltrated by freemasons, Jews and Judaizers’.38

			In the spring of 1934, the subscriptions financed by Primo de Rivera to the Bulletin de L’Entente Internationale contre la Troisième Internationale lapsed. Now military commander in the Balearic Islands, Franco did not hesitate to take out a new one at his own expense. From his headquarters in Mallorca he wrote to Geneva, in French, on 16 May:

			I have learned of the great work which you are carrying out for the defence of all nations against communism, and I should like to receive, each month, your highly interesting bulletins of information, so well documented and so efficacious. I wish to cooperate, in our country, with your greatest enterprise and to be informed about such questions. I shall be grateful if you will let me know the conditions under which I may receive your bulletins each month. Please accept, Sir, my admiration for your great enterprise and my gratitude.

			The Entente replied immediately with a packet of their publications. On 23 June, he sent a cheque for fifty Swiss francs to cover the cost of a subscription for 1935.39

			By now, the Entente was collaborating with Dr Goebbels’s Antikomintern. It skilfully targeted and linked up influential people convinced of the need to prepare for the struggle against communism, freemasons and the Jews. Subscribers were sent reports on alleged plans for imminent offensives by all three. When seen through the prism of these reports, the many strikes that took place during 1934 convinced Franco that a major Communist assault on Spain was under way.40 Similarly, his reaction to the revolutionary events in Asturias of that October reflected how his thinking, fed by the material he received from the Entente and his reading of El Debate and the works of Tusquets, had been influenced. He wrote later that the workers’ uprising had been ‘deliberately prepared by the agents of Moscow’. It was all part of a conspiracy (contubernio) of the Republicans (freemasons), Catalan separatists and Socialists. The use of the word contubernio suggested his identification with those who denounced the alleged Jewish–masonic–Bolshevik conspiracy. He claimed that ‘the freemasons planned to take power by using the workers as cannon fodder’, with the collaboration of the Socialists. These elements, he claimed, ‘thought they were going to be able to install a dictatorship with technical instructions from the Communists’.41

			In February 1935, the CEDA–Radical coalition government made Franco Commander-in-Chief of the Spanish armed forces in Morocco. Shortly after arriving there, anxious not to miss any issues of the Bulletin, he wrote, this time in Spanish, on 18 March 1935, to inform the Entente Internationale contre la Troisième Internationale of his change of posting. He wrote again on 5 June to confirm his new address.42 Not long afterwards, he was recalled to mainland Spain to become Chief of the General Staff. Comintern approval of the Popular Front strategy, ratified at its VII Congress on 2 August 1935, was used by the Entente in November, just as Popular Fronts were being assembled in France and Spain, to convince its subscribers, including Franco, that Moscow planned revolution in those countries.43 Franco’s papers contain a Spanish text of a long report about the VII Congress sent to him by the Entente.44 In his conversation with George Hills, Franco discussed how he had been affected by this report:

			Developments in Spain towards the end of 1935 were disturbing. There was growing violence and disorder. What worried me however was not so much what was happening within Spain as outside and the relations between people in Spain and Moscow. I had had a full report of the proceedings of the VIIth Congress of the Comintern. I had however to be certain that what had been decided upon in Moscow was in fact going to be carried out in Spain.45

			Franco’s frantic efforts to set off a military coup in the wake of the elections of February 1936 make sense only as confirmation of his belief in the Entente’s apocalyptic predictions of an imminent Communist take-over. In that regard, they constitute implicit indications of his readiness to swallow Entente propaganda wholesale.46

			The intensity and malevolence of the CEDA campaign in the Popular Front elections of February 1936 were as bellicose as those of the monarchists and Carlists who were declared enemies of the Republic. A central plank of its propaganda was that Judaism, Marxism and freemasonry were the enemy to be defeated. Thus El Debate presented the election as a fight to the death between Spain and anti-Spain, between civilization and barbarism. The Juventud de Acción Popular, which took the lead in the CEDA campaign, was more explicit and declared that the battle was between Gil Robles and the triangle (freemasonry), the sickle and the solitary star (of David).47

			The publisher of El Debate, Editorial Católica, also published the immensely popular and virulently anti-Semitic and anti-masonic magazine Gracia y Justicia. Financed by elements of the CEDA and scurrilously satirical, Gracia y Justicia was edited by Manuel Delgado Barreto, a close collaborator of General Primo de Rivera. Its weekly circulation of 200,000 copies made it the most influential weekly of the extreme right.48 An article on 7 December 1935 was headed ‘Freemasons, Jews, Marxists and other bugs’. It complained that ‘we’ve got Jews, freemasons and comrades by the ton and they want to destroy Spain’. It ended with the threat that they would soon all be blown up. Other issues called for the expulsion of the Jews from Spain. In its edition for Christmas 1935, it suggested that the crib should have freemasonry, Judaism and Marxism as the camels of the three kings.49

			An even more ferociously anti-Semitic newspaper was Informaciones which distributed around 50,000 copies each day. It belonged to the millionaire Juan March who threw in his lot with the military conspirators. He guaranteed the financial future of the coup leaders in the event of its failing and would bankroll much of their war effort. Informaciones, which received subsidies from the German Embassy, was edited by another subscriber to Acción Española, Juan Pujol, a crony of Juan March. He was a CEDA deputy for Madrid from 1933 to 1935, during which time he wrote an anti-Semitic novel.50 During the campaign for the February 1936 elections, Informaciones declared that ‘German Jewish émigrés have made Spain the international centre for boycotting Hitler’s Germany which is saving Europe from the Asiatic red hordes.’51

			Anti-Semitism abounded in the clandestine leaflets circulated by the Unión Militar Española, the organization at the heart of preparations for the coup. This reflected the fact that many of the texts were drafted by Mauricio Carlavilla. In mid-July 1936, last-minute UME proclamations claimed that Spain was ‘shackled by a Republican government of traitors in the pay of freemasonry and Judaism’. The UME programme for the coup included the ‘expulsion from Spain of Jews and freemasons, and the dissolution of political parties and trade unions’.52

			Collusion between the anti-Semitic press and the military conspirators was undeniable. Within days of the coup, the population of Seville was told by ABC:

			The moment has arrived for everyone without exception to help the military authorities and the army that is fighting to save the Fatherland from falling into the clutches of the anti-Spain made up of the Jewish banks and their henchmen of the secret societies of freemasons and the Marxist groups controlled from Moscow. We must strain every sinew to combat these international swine.53

			It was no coincidence that a fervent anti-Semite like Juan Pujol should be appointed as head of the rebel Oficina de Prensa y Propaganda service in August 1936 and was free to give vent to his virulent hatred of the Jews.54 Typical of his views was an article of December 1936 in which he wrote that the left-wing volunteers from around the world who joined the International Brigades, ‘the flea-ridden hordes of the slums of Europe’, were controlled by ‘the secret Israelite Committee that governs the Jews of the world. It is determined more than ever to dominate the world. Spain is at war with universal Jewry which already controls Russia and now wants to take over our country.’ Among the Jews that he denounced was Margarita Nelken: ‘Stinking Jewess and heartless vermin is Margarita Nelken, brought here from a German ghetto by her pedlar father. Another Jew is Companys [the president of the Catalan autonomous government, the Generalitat] – descendant of converted Jews, and you only have to see his snout to understand this without the need for more research into his family tree.’55 Such remarks, like those quoted earlier from Acción Española, belie the oft-repeated Francoist claim that Spanish anti-Semitism was not racist but only religious. Ironically, the references to the Inquisition in support of this assertion forgot that, after the expulsion of the Jews in 1492, the estatutos de limpiezas (statutes of blood purity) had been enacted to prevent anyone with Jewish blood from occupying high office.56 When Pujol became head of the rebel Oficina de Prensa y Propaganda service, he wrote in Domingo, a weekly he had founded, that the Spanish Civil War was ‘the holy war’ of the Jews who had sent the International Brigades to Spain ‘to plunder’.57

			Despite the open anti-Semitism emanating from the press ruled over by Pujol, there was clearly concern about its impact abroad. In February 1937, one of his press officers, Laureano de Armas, wrote from Franco’s headquarters to the editor of the Jewish Chronicle in London:

			Sir, I have been informed of the rumour which is being spread in England that the Spanish National Movement has an anti-Jewish character. I have been authorised to state that this is entirely untrue and would in consequence be very obliged if you were to inform your readers of the true facts. An anti-Jewish policy in Spain presumes the existence of a Jewish problem, which, as you are certainly aware, does not exist in this country. Besides which, a mere glance at General Franco’s speeches of the 1st of October, 1936, and the 19th of January, 1937, will show you that there is but one exclusion in the programme of the New Spain: Bolshevism.58

			This ingenuous missive managed to ignore the much trumpeted rebel association of Judaism and Bolshevism while inadvertently implying that only a shortage of Jews prevented a more anti-Semitic policy. Contrary to the assertions of Laureano de Armas that there was no anti-Semitism to be found in Franco’s new state, Falangist posters were displayed with fiercely anti-Jewish cartoons taken from the scurrilous Nazi weekly Der Stürmer.59 The Jewish Chronicle responded by citing the virulently anti-Jewish propaganda in the broadcasts of General Queipo de Llano and in the press of the rebel zone. The paper asked Laureano de Armas how such incessant proclamations could be reconciled with the claim that there was no anti-Semitism in Franco’s Spain. The paper also reported the admiration for Der Stürmer expressed in the rebel media.60

			Anti-Semitism clinched the alliance between the military rebels and the Catholic Church. This was highlighted on 28 September 1936 in a broadcast by Cardinal Isidro Gomá, Archbishop of Toledo and Primate of All Spain, directed at the defenders of the recently liberated Alcázar. He described the war as the ‘clash of civilization with barbarism, of Hell against Christ’, and directed his venom against ‘the bastard soul of the sons of Moscow’. He dated Spain’s disasters from the day on which Spanish blood was mixed with that of ‘Jews and the freemasons who poisoned the nation’s soul with absurd doctrines, Tartar and Mongol tales dressed up, in the murky societies controlled by the Semite International, as a political and social system’.61 Three years later, Franco himself would speak in similar terms at another ceremony in Toledo to commemorate the liberation of the Alcázar. He declared that the crimes of the ‘red hordes’ were inspired by ‘the limitless cruelty of an accursed race’.62

			It was hardly surprising that Franco’s admiration for the writings of Tusquets ensured that, when he reached the rebel base in Burgos in September 1936, the Catalan propagandist was welcomed on to his staff. This was to be the basis of a close relationship during the civil war.63 Needless to say they encouraged each other’s prejudices about the Jews and freemasons. Tusquets also served as a liaison between Franco and Cardinal Gomá. On 10 May 1937, Franco asked Gomá to persuade the Vatican to denounce the Basques for siding with the Republic. He complained bitterly to Gomá about what he alleged was the hostility to the rebels of the international Catholic press, particularly in Britain, France and Belgium. He denounced as equally damaging the lukewarm support of senior ecclesiastical authorities in some countries. In his report to Rome about the conversation, Gomá wrote, ‘The General attributed the phenomenon to traditional malevolence, to a fear of dictatorships, to the influence of Judaism and masonry and especially to the bribery of certain proprietors and editors of newspapers who – this is a proven fact – had accepted large sums for carrying on the hate campaign.’64 That the issue remained an obsession was revealed on 25 July 1937 at the ceremony of offering (ofrenda) to Santiago in the cathedral of Santiago de Compostela. Franco’s speech was read out by General Fidel Dávila. He hailed the patron saint of Spain as a guide for the re-establishment of the traditional unity of Spain which ‘had been torn apart through the conspiracies of secret revolutionary forces concealed in atheistic laicism and in Judaizing freemasonry’.65

			Among the believers in the Jewish–masonic–Bolshevik conspiracy given prominence by Franco was Jose María Pemán. As will be seen, from October 1936 Pemán headed the Comisión de Cultura which was effectively the ministry of education in the improvised government set up in October 1936. Pemán’s task was to purge the teaching profession of Jews, freemasons and Communists. An even more fervent believer in the conspiracy was Pemán’s deputy, Dr Enrique Suñer Ordóñez. When Pemán departed to devote himself to propaganda tours, Franco named Suñer Ordóñez in July 1937 to succeed him at the head of the Comisión. Suñer would carry out his mission with such zeal that Franco later chose him to be president of one of the great instruments of the repression, the Tribunal Nacional de Responsabilidades Políticas.

			Suñer Ordóñez had made his name as professor of paediatric medicine at Madrid University. During the dictatorship of Primo de Rivera he had held an important post in the Ministry of Education. Shortly before the coming of the Republic, he made many enemies on the left. The harsh reaction of the Civil Guard to student demonstrations in support of amnesty for political prisoners on 25 March 1931 had seen the deaths of a student and a Civil Guard, as well as sixteen people badly hurt. Outraged, Suñer gave vent to what he called his ‘holy fury’ in a virulent article published in El Debate on 27 March. Entitled ‘La Puericultura de la Revolución’ (The Paediatrics of the Revolution), it claimed that bullets fired through the windows of a children’s ward in the University hospital had come from the guns of students. This provoked fierce reactions within the academic board of the Faculty of Medicine and he was suspended from his chair. His hatred of the Republic saw him become an active member of the Acción Española group.66

			Not long after being made Pemán’s deputy, in 1937, Suñer published his denunciation of the teachers and intellectuals whom he held responsible for the blood shed during the war. His explanation was that General Miguel Primo de Rivera had been too tolerant of opposition:

			One of his most serious errors was, in my view, not to have reacted, when opportunities presented themselves, with ‘dictatorial’ methods in which a justified repression would be applied on the necessary scale. Despite the system of fines, dismissals and the like, the noble heart of Primo de Rivera was shown to be too weak to shed blood. All that was needed for the rule of law and sacred respect for the authorities to have been felt was as many deaths as now take place in one day. With a few dozen death penalties imposed on the leaders and some deportations, most of the maniacs, agitators and revolutionary cowards responsible for our present misfortunes would have shut up totally.67

			Suñer distinguished two kinds of blood. On the Republican side, there was that ‘of deliberate criminals, authors of the blood sacrifices that we suffer, of vile brutes, with worse instincts than those of wild beasts’. On the side of the military rebels, blood flowed ‘from noble Spanish breasts – soldiers and militiamen – generous youth, full of an abnegation and a heroism so immense that their wounds lift them to the status of the demigods of Greek myth’. Then, in justification of what he and Pemán were doing in the Comisión, he asked:

			And all this horrific death toll, must it go without its just punishment? Our spirit rebels against the possibility of impunity for the pitiless individuals who caused our tragedy. It is just not possible that Providence and man do not punish so many murders, rapes and cruelties, so much pillage and destruction of artistic wealth and the means of production. It is necessary to swear before our beloved dead that the well-deserved sanctions will be executed with the most holy of violence.68

			Sharing the ideas of Pemán, Suñer denounced all Republican politicians as:

			horrific, truly devilish men. Sadists and madmen working with professional thieves, fraudsters, armed robbers and murderers have occupied the posts of ministers, under-secretaries, senior civil servants and all kinds of important jobs … Wild boars and cloven-hoofed beasts running through what was once the Cortes, in search of sacrificial victims to bite with their fangs or smash with their hooves … Monsters in the style of Nero, leaders of sects and their agents, murdered the greatest hope of the Fatherland: Calvo Sotelo [leader of the Alfonsist monarchists] … Behind them stand the freemasons, the Socialists, the Communists, the Azañistas, the anarchists, all the Jewish leaders of the black Marxism that has Russia for its mother and the destruction of European civilization for its motto. Spain has been before and is once again the theatre of an epic cyclopean combat, the action of Titans against apocalyptic monsters. The programmes laid out in the ‘Protocols of the Elders of Zion’ are becoming reality.69

			What was needed was ‘profound, austere, quiet, diligent work, like that carried out by those two great men, geniuses for today and for tomorrow, called Mussolini and Hitler’.70 The aim of the war, wrote Suñer, was ‘to strengthen the race for which it is necessary to bring about the total extirpation of our enemies, of those front-line intellectuals who brought about the catastrophe’.71 His position as Pemán’s deputy allowed him to take untrammelled revenge for his perceived persecution. Determined to eliminate any intellectuals who had contributed to the liberal culture of the Republic, Suñer sent numerous denunciations to the rebel intelligence service, the Servicio de Información Militar, including conservative figures such as the distinguished medievalist and philologist Ramón Menéndez Pidal.72

			Among the members of the Acción Española who found berths alongside Franco, Pemán, Enrique Suñer and other anti-Semites was the eminent psychiatrist Dr Antonio Vallejo Nágera. Vallejo shared their ideas and, during the civil war, when he was head of Franco’s military Psychiatric Services, had the opportunity to put them into practice. He was obsessed with the need for racial cleansing. In a book published in 1934, he had advocated the castration of psychopaths.73 Vallejo received official authorization to implement his theories thanks to his personal contacts both with Franco (his wife was a close friend of Franco’s wife, Carmen Polo) and with senior figures of the Falange.74 He clinched his relationship with Franco by means of sycophancy. His book on the psychopathology of war incorporated his work on the links between Marxism and mental deficiency. It was dedicated to Franco ‘in respectful and admiring homage to the undefeated Imperial Caudillo’. Vallejo saw his mission as ‘this transcendent work of cleansing our race’. He took as his model the Inquisition because he believed, as did Franco, that in the past it had safeguarded Spain from poisonous doctrines. From the premise that ‘the racist spirit has always been latent in Spain as was revealed by the Inquisition’s proceedings on the cleansing of the blood, applied to Jews and Moors’, Vallejo advocated ‘a modernized Inquisition with other emphases, ends, means and organization but an Inquisition none the less’.75

			In August 1938, Franco authorized the necessary funds for Vallejo Nágera to set up the Laboratory of Psychological Investigations with which he proposed to pathologize left-wing ideas. Vallejo set out to identify the environmental factors that fostered the ‘red gene’ and the links between Marxism and mental deficiency by means of psychological tests carried out on vulnerable Republican prisoners already physically exhausted and mentally anguished. The investigating team consisted of two physicians, a criminologist and two German scientific advisers. His subjects were captured International Brigaders in San Pedro de Cardeña and fifty Republican women prisoners in Malaga, thirty of whom had been sentenced to death. Starting from the premise that the women were degenerate and thus prone to Marxist criminality, he explained ‘female revolutionary criminality’ by reference to the animal nature of the female psyche and the ‘marked sadistic nature’ unleashed when political circumstances allowed females to ‘satisfy their latent sexual appetites’.76 His underlying premise was that the ‘red gene’ polluted the pure Spanish race with Jewish strains. His work ‘confirmed’ the prejudices already absorbed from the works of Tusquets, Carlavilla and Pemán by the military high command by providing ‘scientific’ arguments to justify their views on the subhuman nature of their adversaries. He was rewarded with promotion to colonel.77

			Franco’s closest collaborators, his brother-in-law and successively Minister of the Interior and of Foreign Affairs Ramón Serrano Suñer and his lifelong crony Luis Carrero Blanco, were both believers in The Protocols of the Elders of Zion. Serrano Suñer, as Minister of the Interior, had given a speech on 19 June 1938 celebrating the first anniversary of the fall of Bilbao. In a lengthy diatribe against French Catholics such as François Mauriac and Jacques Maritain who had suggested that there was nothing sacred about the Francoist cause, he made remarks that would have flown over the heads of many in his audience. The main target of his insults was the liberal Catholic philosopher Jacques Maritain whose views were summed up in his declaration: ‘Let them kill in the name of the social order or the nation, which is horrible enough but they must not kill in the name of Christ the King, who is not a military chieftain but a king of grace and charity who died for all men and whose kingdom is not of this world.’78 Even more infuriating for the Francoist faithful were Maritain’s comments about Franco and the war in the Basque Country. He had written that ‘If in Spain any one man has worked effectively for international communism, that man, without doubt, is Señor Largo Caballero who wanted it. But it is also General Franco who wanted the opposite.’ Francisco Largo Caballero was leader of the Socialist Party and, at this time, Republican Prime Minister. Especially annoying for Serrano Suñer was Maritain’s sympathy for the Catholic population of the Basque Country, the ‘bleeding victim’ of the civil war unleashed by the rebels.79

			Serrano described Maritain as ‘that converted Jew who commits the infamy of broadcasting to the four winds the lie that Franco is a killer and the sheer idiocy of proclaiming that the government of Barcelona is legitimate’. Twisting the fact that Maritain was a Protestant convert to Catholicism and happened to be married to a Jewish woman, Serrano attacked him as if he were a Jew:

			Spain, which did the Church of Christ the great service of combating the Protestant heresy, today comes into the world to renew that service. In that context, what do the ideas of Jacques Maritain matter to us? The ideas of Jacques Maritain have accents that recall the thinking of the Elders of Zion and he has the false style of Jewish democrats. We know that he is on course to receive, or has already received, the tributes of the masonic lodges and the synagogues. We have every right to doubt the sincerity of his conversion and to denounce to the whole Catholic world the tremendous danger posed by his treachery.80

			A delighted editorial in ABC applauded his attack on ‘that vile campaign to which certain elements in France, in many cases dishonouring their Catholicism and the cassocks they wear, have devoted themselves, like Maritain, the Jew who pretends to be a convert. They are just agents of the lodges cleverly infiltrated into certain circles.’81 This set off a deluge of anti-Semitic attacks on Maritain throughout the press of the rebel zone. Serrano Suñer’s attacks on Maritain were seconded by Juan Tusquets.82

			While Franco was concerned primarily with military matters, political issues were the province of Serrano Suñer. As Minister of the Interior and effective head of the Falange in his role as deputy head of the Junta Política of which Franco was the symbolic chief, he had total control of the regime’s propaganda apparatus. His influence could be seen in the enthusiasm of the tightly controlled rebel press for the anti-Semitic measures of the Third Reich and Fascist Italy. At the end of January 1938, an article in El Ideal Gallego under the headline ‘In Praise of Nazism’ declared, ‘In five years, Germany has freed itself of its most fearful enemies, Marxism and Judaism. In five years, Germany has again scaled the highest peak of progress and greatness.’83

			José Pemartín, like his cousin José María Pemán and his close friend Eugenio Vegas Latapie, had been an energetic supporter of the Primo de Rivera dictatorship and an active member of Acción Española. In February 1938, Pemartín was named Chief of the National University and Secondary Education Service by the newly appointed Minister of Education, Pedro Sainz Rodríguez. Shortly afterwards, he published a densely detailed programme for the future Francoist state, Qué es ‘lo nuevo’ which was a curious amalgam of the ideas of Acción Española and the Falange. In it, Pemartín wrote that ‘Hitler had to seek out the mysticism of racism to awaken in Germanic veins the heroic spirit of the warriors of the North … It is not only mysticism but a defence against a terrible historical reality: “the satanic destructiveness of the Jewish people”, felt more in Germany than elsewhere.’84

			Towards the end of his book, Pemartín confessed:

			Our programme for the total Catholicization of Spain cannot be achieved without determined and timely action against the anti-Catholic sects; against freemasonry and Judaism. We do not want to end this book without firmly pointing out that freemasonry and Judaism are the two great, most powerful enemies of the fascist movements in the regeneration of Europe; particularly in the regeneration of Spain, in the totally Catholic way that we advocate … Hitler is thoroughly right in his anti-Jewish fight.85

			As Herbert Southworth wrote at the time, the book ‘must be considered official and authoritative, not only because of the author’s prominent position in the Burgos set-up, but because no book is printed in Rebel territory that does not reflect official opinion’.86 Copies of the book were still on sale in Madrid in 1970 when I found several on the shelves of La Casa del Libro. Needless to say, at the time the book was published, coverage of events in Nazi Germany did not mention the increasing persecution of the Jews.87

			In Franco’s Spain, sweeping statements directed against the Jews, denominated by collective nouns such as ‘Israel’ or ‘the Sanhedrin’ or ‘the Rabbinate’, were, as could be seen in the writings of Pujol, Pemán and others, accompanied by reference to physical stereotypes. The differentiation often made between religious and racist motivation was just sophistry where extermination was concerned. Of course, the consequences of anti-Semitism in Spain were not the same as in Germany and across most of continental Europe. The tens of thousands of liberals and leftists who were murdered in the smaller geographical confines of Spain were fewer than the victims of the Third Reich and few of them were actually Jews. Nevertheless, the justification for the killing was that those executed were the puppets of the Jewish–masonic–Bolshevik conspiracy. In those Spanish territories where there was a Jewish community, such as Spanish Morocco, there was an explicitly anti-Semitic repression. This was most vicious in respect to Jews who were supporters of the Republic. Twenty-two of 100 Jews who took refuge in Tangier were shot. In Ceuta, thirty of the city’s 300 Jews were executed. In Melilla, with a much larger Jewish population, around eleven were tried by summary court martial and executed. Some Jews had their hair shaved in the shape of a cross and many were imprisoned in forced-labour camps. The Jews of the Spanish protectorate were subjected to crippling financial extortion. In addition, as part of the rebel need to recruit Moorish mercenaries, the Arab population was targeted with anti-Semitic propaganda. This campaign was intensified by the powerful local branch of the Nazi Auslands-Organisation which had been instrumental in arranging German support for Franco.88

			During the civil war, the underlying anti-Semitism of the press associated with Acción Popular became increasingly explicit. The Acción Popular organ in Segovia, La Ciudad y los Campos, ran seven major articles on the ‘La Bestia Judia’ (Jewish Beast) throughout the first three months of 1937. They argued that the ‘ruin of great nations’ had been the work of the Jews who must be fought ‘to the death’ and that the civil war was a twentieth-century crusade, a reconquest of Spain, an imperial mission and a purifying apocalypse.89

			This was the constant theme right until the end of the war. In his triumphal speech at the spectacular victory parade in Madrid on 19 May 1939, Franco provided more evidence that his thinking ran along the same lines as that of Tusquets, Carlavilla, Pemán, Enrique Suñer and other fellow subscribers to Accion Española. Now, as he celebrated his victory, Franco justified the past, ongoing and future repression and managed to link it to the eternal struggle against the Jews. He declared:

			The Victory would be wasted if we did not stay on the alert and maintain the concerns of the heroic days, if we left eternal dissidents, the embittered, the egoists, the defenders of liberal economics free to act … Let us have no illusions: we cannot extinguish in one day the Jewish spirit that facilitated the alliance of big capital with Marxism, that knows all about deals with the anti-Spanish revolution. That spirit still flutters in many hearts.90

			The real objectives were about privilege, yet the theme of a racial and religious enemy was always there to mask them.

			Franco’s triumphal theme was echoed in the innumerable ceremonies that celebrated the victory. One of the most significant was held on 18 July 1939, at the hill known as the Cerro de los Ángeles in Getafe, south of Madrid. It was a spectacular ceremony of desagravio (amendment or restitution) to Jesus Christ for a Republican sacrilegious transgression. On 28 July 1936, a firing squad of Republican militiamen had symbolically shot the statue that towered over the monument to the Sacred Heart of Jesus. The post-war event inaugurated the construction works to rebuild the monument. In addition to private cars and crowded buses and trains, more than 100 trucks had been laid on to take people from the centre of Madrid to the Cerro. Dozens of barefoot pilgrims made their way to hear the sermon of the Bishop of Alcalá-Madrid, Leopoldo Eijo Garay, who arrived flanked by units of the army and the Falange. In his passionate sermon to the assembled throng, he portrayed the defeated as the ‘satanic spirit of evil’ and ‘modern-day Jews’.91

			These post-war events seemed to justify Jorge Villarín’s presentation of the conflict as a war against Jews and Bolsheviks. Yet the rebel war effort had been directed against the Second Republic, its social and education reforms and its supporters, among whom Jews and Bolsheviks were a tiny minority. It goes without saying that the plans of the military conspirators and their civilian backers found some justification in the disorder associated with localized anarchist insurrections in 1932 and 1933 and the revolutionary general strike in Asturias in October 1934. Yet they too had nothing to do with Jews, freemasons or Bolsheviks. Overall, however, the intention of the military coup and the consequent war was to protect the privileges of property owners, the Catholic Church and the military. Nevertheless, these sweeping objectives were obscured and spurred on by the underlying anti-Semitic rhetoric
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