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		PREFACE TO THE NEW EDITION

		This work was first published in 1961 and later that year and the next in several languages, including Spanish. The Spanish edition was, however, not published in Madrid because it was banned there by the censors in the Ministry of Information; so it was produced (as its first book, I think) by Ruedo Ibérico, a Spanish émigré publishing house in Paris, and subsequently smuggled into Spain. Revised editions followed in English. The fully revised edition of 1976 was published in English and Spanish. By that time General Franco had died and the new government led by Adolfo Suárez, on the designation of King Juan Carlos, was in process of abolishing the censorship. Thereafter, the book sold in many editions in Spain; there was an illustrated version sold as a partwork in kiosks at railway stations and street corners.

		I think that the censorship in Spain in the 1960s helped the sales in the 1970s. By the time of Franco’s death, the appetite for all books previously prohibited was voracious, especially when they treated such sensitive questions as the war which had brought Franco to power. However, the success of all these publications—not just mine but that of other historians, Spanish as well as English, French as well as American—played a part in the success also of the transition to democracy after Franco. The recovery of knowledge of why the previous democracy in Spain went wrong in the 1930s was a help in the 1970s. The recollection in tranquillity of just how horrible a failure the civil war had been helped those concerned to make a new Spain to avoid destructive rhetoric. By suggesting that the responsibility for the conflict was not easily decided, and the guilt for the most odious actions widely spread, vengeance was avoided—a fact not wholly to be expected when it is recalled how many people who had played a part in the civil war were still alive. ‘Poetry,’ said Shelley, ‘is capable of saving us.’ Cannot the same claim be made for history?

		Perceptions of the Spanish war differ from one period of ten years to the next. It now appears to have been Spain’s contribution to the continent-wide breakdown which occurred between 1914 and 1945: not a specifically Spanish descent into barbarism and certainly not a characteristic one. In past centuries no one thought that nations engaged in war could survive when they ran out of money. The events of 1914 showed that to be false. No one supposed in the last century that civil wars would go on if the two sides ran out of arms: in Spain it was shown, as many conflicts since then have shown, that other countries can furnish the war material to enable the fighting to go on indefinitely. Many were killed in Spain: but since my first edition questioned, I believe for the first time, in a historical work, the reliability of the estimate of ‘a million dead’, and suggested that 500,000 might be a maximum, the estimates for casualties have dropped and dropped. Now it would be perfectly admissible to argue that Spain lost fewer people dead in acts of violence than any other major European nation in this century.

		That is an important reflection. Spain, little understood and often privately disliked by patronizing northern peoples (‘an old Spanish custom’ in London means the habit of being paid for work that is not done), is frequently held to be a more violent nation than it is. Isolated by good fortune and by geography from the ‘world’s game’ of great power rivalry since 1815, it has more lessons to offer other peoples than it has to learn: above all, it has grasped more successfully than other nations the art of combining progress with the persistence of tradition. Its recent achievement of delegating authority to autonomous regions is not universally popular in Spain because the central government continues as expensive as before. But I suspect it is the way that all advanced countries should go if they continue to wish half their economy to be managed by the State. These are grand issues: no doubt their chronicling in future works of history will exert an influence in the future if people are to go on living as happily in Europe as, despite everything, most of us are now.

		During the years that I have been interested in the Spanish Civil War, I had interviews with or correspondence with numerous survivors of that time. Those from Spain who assisted me have included:

		Don Víctor Alba; Don Julio Alvarez del Vayo; Don Pablo de Azcárate; Don Cayetano Bolívar; Don Juan de Borbón; Professor Bosch Gimpera; Don Beltrán Domecq; Don Manuel Fal Conde; Don Melchor Ferrer; Don Andrés García Lacalle; Don José García Pradas; Don José María Gil Robles; Don Julián Gorkin; Don Juan Grijalbo; Don Vicente Guarner; Cardinal Angel Herrera; General Emilio Herrera; Don Martín de Irujo; Don José María de Leizaola; Don Salvador de Madariaga; Don Ignacio de Mantecón; Don Adolfo Martín Gamero; General Martínez Campos, Duque de la Torre; Doña Federica Montseny; Dr Juan Negrín Junior; Fr Alberto Onaindía; Prince Alvaro de Orleans-Borbón; Don Luis de Ortúzar; Don Luis Portillo; Don Domingo Q; Don Dioniso Ridruejo; Don Ramón Serrano Súñer; Don Manuel Tagueña; Don José María Tarradellas; and, Don Fernado Valera.

		Others with whom I had conversations or correspondence of value included: George Aitken; Richard Bennett; Johannes Bernhardt; Gerald Brenan; Henery Buckley; Tom Burns; R. A. Butler (Lord Butler); Claud Cockburn; Fred Copeman; Frances Cornford; Thora Craig; Alec Digges; Malcolm Dunbar; Lord Dunrossil; Captain Noël Fitzpatrick; Desmond Flower; Lord Gladwyn; Humphrey Hare; Margot Heinemann; Francis Hemming; Lord Home; Frank Jellinek; Douglas Jerrold; Peter Kemp; Peter Kerrigan; Arthur Koestler; Arthur Krock; Captain Sir Basil Liddell-Hart; Bernard Malley; André Malraux; Herbert Matthews; Jessica Mitford; Nancy Mitford; Philip Noël-Baker; George Palaczi-Horwarth; Don Octavio Paz; Sir Victor Pritchett; Giles Romilly; Esther Salaman; Miles Sherover; Kenneth Sinclair-Loutitt; Sir Stephen Spender; Sir William Strang; Norman Thomas; Miles Tomalin; Philip Toynbee; Lady Vansittart; Sir Fred Warner; and, Rowland Winn (Lord Saint Oswald).

		Among scholars who gave me at one time or another the benefit of their advice, I am grateful to Professor Michael Alpert; Don Angel Bahamonde; Professor Batista i Roca; Sir Raymond Carr; Don Jaime Cervera; Norman Cooper; Sir William Deakin; Professor Jill Edwards; Ronald Fraser; Professor Eric Hobsbawm; Professor James Joll; Admiral Sir Peter Gretton; Ian Macintyre; Professor Paul Preston; Don Ramón Tamames; and, Don Javier Tusell.

		I express my gratitude as ever to Cass Canfield, Jr., and James Macgibbon, who first suggested that I should write this book, and to Cass Canfield and Douglas Jerrold for their support while I was writing it.

		HUGH THOMAS
London       
1999          

	
		
			BOOK ONE

THE ORIGINS OF THE WAR

			
				‘Every Spaniard’s ideal is to carry a statutory letter with a single provision, brief but imperious: “This Spaniard is entitled to do whatever he feels like doing”.’

				ANGEL GANIVET

			

		

	
		1

PROLOGUE

		The Cortes, the parliament of Spain, stands halfway up the hill leading from the Prado to the Puerta del Sol.1 Bronze lions cast from guns captured in the Moroccan Wars guard its doors. At the summit of its Corinthian columns, Justice hopefully embraces Labour on a granite pediment. On 16 June 1936 this classical building was the centre of all Spain.

		Over five years had then passed since King Alfonso XIII had abandoned the Spanish throne—to avoid, as he put it (perhaps exaggerating his importance in the minds of his people), the disaster of a civil war. These had been five years of parliamentary activity. Before the King left, there had been eight years, from 1923 till 1931, when, most of the time under the amiable military dictator General Primo de Rivera, the Cortes had been deserted. Now, in June 1936, constitutional life in Spain seemed likely to be destroyed.

		An anxious group of middle-class liberals were gathered on the blue government bench at the front of the semi-circular debating chamber. Honest and intelligent men, they and their followers hated violence. They admired the pleasing, democratic ways of Britain, France and America. In both this hatred and this admiration, they were, however, unusual among Spaniards of their time, isolated even among the four hundred other deputies sitting or standing around and above them, as best they could, in the crowded debating chamber.2 Yet the men of this government had a fanaticism of their own hardly typical of the practical-minded countries which they desired to reproduce in Spain.

		Observe, for example, the Prime Minister, Santiago Casares Quiroga.3 A rich man from Galicia in the north-west of Spain, he had spent much of his life calling for home rule for his own poor province, although the only advantage the gallegos4 could have gained from this would have been a better rail service. Although Casares seemed to act according to liberal, Wilsonian principles formulated beyond the Pyrenees, no one could have been more Spanish. He was a passionate liberal when the rise of organized labour caused liberalism to seem as anachronistic as feudalism. Yet since there had not been in Spain a successful middle-class revolution on the model of that in France in 1789, one can hardly blame Casares and his friends for their attitude. In the early years of the republic, in 1931 and 1932, the eyes of Casares Quiroga (then minister of the interior) had appeared, to both friends and enemies, to burn in his small head like those of St Just. Now they were marked by a strange, ironic optimism, only explicable as a symptom of the tuberculosis from which he was already suffering.

		The nature of the crisis in Spain was described on 16 June 1936 by Gil Robles, the sleek, fat and almost bald, but still young, leader of the Spanish Catholic party, the CEDA.5 His party was conservative, and Catholic, and it included those who wanted to restore a monarchy, as well as those who desired a christian democratic republic. Some in the CEDA, particularly in the youth movement (JAP),6 were almost fascists; and some admired Dollfuss’s corporate Austria. Gil Robles was eloquent and able, but hesitant and devious. He was as hated by monarchists and fascists as he was by socialists. Yet he had created the first middle-class Spanish mass party. Now he recalled that the government had had, since the elections in February, exceptional powers, including press censorship and the suspension of constitutional guarantees. Nevertheless, during those four months, 160 churches, he said, had been burned to the ground, there had been 269 political murders, and 1,287 assaults of varying seriousness. Sixty-nine political centres had been wrecked, there had been 113 general strikes and 228 partial strikes, while 10 newspaper offices had been sacked. ‘Let us not deceive ourselves!’ concluded Gil Robles. ‘A country can live under a monarchy or a republic, with a parliamentary or a presidential system, under communism or fascism! But it cannot live in anarchy. Now, alas, Spain is in anarchy. And we are today present at the funeral of democracy!’ Angry cries broke out from all over the chamber, some in agreement, some in dissent.7

		The conditions of the country and the régime were as grave as Gil Robles suggested, even if the figures seemed suspiciously precise, and even if some of the disorder caused was the work of the Right: the building of El Ideal, a right-wing newspaper in Granada, had been apparently burned by young men of the upper class and there was other provocation.8 In addition to the violence, men at both extremes of the political spectrum were being drilled for fighting, as military formations. ‘All out on Sunday’ was an instruction by a score of political leaders. Neither Casares Quiroga nor Gil Robles, representing groups which had been prominent in the history of the Second Republic,9 could control events. Both, indeed, were sustained in the Cortes by the votes of deputies whose aims were different from their own. The elections of the preceding February had been contested by two alliances: the Popular Front, and the National Front. Besides the liberals like Casares, the former had consisted of the large socialist party, the small communist party, and other working-class groups. Behind the socialist party there was the powerful trade union, the UGT (Unión General de Trabajadores),10 one of the best organized workers’ movements in Europe. The National Front consisted not only of the CEDA, but also of monarchists, agrarians, representing the large landowners of the south and centre, and some other right-wing parties. It was the political front for all the forces of old Spain, the army, as well as of the church and the bourgeoisie.

		The Popular Front had gained the day in February 1936 though, by the Spanish electoral law, their majority of seats in the Cortes was greater than their total of votes cast would have entitled them under a strict system of proportional representation. Not all the parties which had shared in the electoral alliance took part in the government. Indeed the government was composed of liberal republicans,11 while it depended for its majority upon the working-class parties. This is never a recipe for strong government. It was peculiarly unhappy in Spain in 1936, when the latter were already in a perpetual state of revolutionary effervescence; and, apart from those who cooperated with the democratic system so far as to contest seats in the Cortes, there remained, outside, the great army of nearly two million anarchist workers, chiefly in Andalusia or Barcelona, organized in the CNT (Confederación Nacional de Trabajo),12 and directed by a secret society, the FAI (Federación Anarquista Ibérica).13 This huge, self-absorbed and passionate movement, already throbbing like a great city at war, despised the progressive government of Casares Quiroga as much as it had in the past hated the governments of the Right. Then there was the army. Who in that early summer in Madrid had not heard rumours of plots by generals, to establish ‘order’ or even a military dictatorship? Indeed, after Gil Robles had finished speaking in the Cortes, a socialist deputy declared that the churches were being burned by agents provocateurs to justify just such a rebellion.

		The socialists were divided. Some were reformists. Some were intellectual fabians. A few were revolutionaries. Some were dazzled by the flattery of communists, some were aghast at the recent rise of communist influence. But all could agree with the accusations levelled at the Right by their spokesmen.

		When their cheering had died down, the monarchist leader, Calvo Sotelo, proudly rose. Like Casares Quiroga, he was a native of Galicia; but also, like Casares, he lacked the dispassion for which that green region is celebrated. Had he gipsy blood? Was he as strong a man as his handsome face suggested? A Spanish Roosevelt, or a cleverer, Spanish Mussolini? All people knew for certain was that he was ruthless, eloquent, and able. On leaving the University of Saragossa in 1915 he had been private secretary to Maura,14 the high-minded conservative Prime Minister of Alfonso XIII. Shortly afterwards, Maura made him civil governor15 of Valencia at twenty-five. General Primo de Rivera gave him the ministry of finance at thirty-two. Prudently spending the first years of the republic in Paris to escape condemnation for the financial mistakes of the dictatorship, he returned to Spain only when the republic had begun to founder. Elected to the Cortes as a monarchist, he believed above all in his own star. The eclipse of Gil Robles had been his gain. Already experienced and at the height of his powers, he spoke as if the future of Spain were in his hands.16

		The disorder in Spain, he said, in a speech punctuated by interruptions, was the result of the democratic constitution of 1931. No viable state, he believed, could be built upon that constitution.

		
			Against this sterile state [he went on] I am proposing the integrated state, which will bring economic justice, and which will say with due authority: ‘no more strikes, no more lock-outs, no more usury, no more capitalist abuses, no more starvation wages, no more political salaries gained by a happy accident,17 no more anarchic liberty, no more criminal conspiracies against full production’. The national production will be for the benefit of all classes, all parties, all interests. This state many may call fascist; if this be indeed the fascist state, then I, who believe in it, proudly declare myself a fascist!

		

		When the ensuing storm of derision and applause had died down, he went on:

		
			When I hear talk of the danger from monarchist generals, I smile a little, for I do not believe (and you will grant me a certain [he paused] moral authority for this assertion), that there is, in the Spanish army, a single soldier disposed to rise on behalf of a monarchy and against the republic. If there were such a person, he would be mad—I speak with all sincerity, mad indeed, as would be any soldier who, before eternity, would not be ready to rise on behalf of Spain, and against anarchy—if that should be necessary.

		

		Calvo Sotelo had already secretly committed himself to support a military rising if it should come.18 The Speaker of the Cortes, the swarthy Diego Martinez Barrio, requested Calvo Sotelo not to make such announcements, since his intentions could be misunderstood. The Speaker was an experienced politician of obscure birth from Seville, who had been once briefly Prime Minister. Now he was leader of the Republican Union party. Open, sympathetic, but vain, he had hitherto successfully represented in his political life the idea of compromise. This was so rare in Spanish affairs that his enemies attributed his rise to his occult power as a freemason of the thirty-third grade.

		With deliberation, the Prime Minister answered Calvo Sotelo:

		
			After Your Excellency’s19 words, the responsibility for whatever happens will be yours. You come here today with two aims only: to condemn parliament as impotent, and to inflame the army, trying to detach units from their loyalty to the republic. But I give my assurance. Parliament will work. The army will do its duty.

		

		The most famous Spanish communist, Dolores Ibarruri, known as ‘La Pasionaria’ (the passion flower), spoke next. Always dressed in black, with a grave but fanatical face which caused the masses who listened to her speeches to suppose her a revolutionary saint, she was now forty. Years before, as a girl, she had been a devout Catholic. In those days she had wandered from village to village in the Basque provinces, selling (according to one account) sardines from a great tray which she bore on her head.20 But Dolores la Sardinera married a miner from Asturias, one of the founders of the socialist party in northern Spain. Personal tragedies accumulated—three of her daughters died in infancy—against a harsh background of struggle.21 She transferred her devotion from the Virgin of Begoña to the prophet of the British Museum Reading Room. The Right spread rumours that she had once cut a priest’s throat with her own teeth. She was to become a great orator, and was already an artist in words and timing. But her personality was less strong than it publicly appeared and her enemies on the Trotskyite Left explained the success of her oratory as attributable to secret Svengalis sent from Moscow. She was nevertheless a simple, direct, and powerful woman who had been to prison many times—three times under the republic—and twice to Moscow too. In the Cortes, she stood out as the only striking leader in the small if growing Spanish communist party. There were only seventeen communist deputies, all ‘unknown and ignorant’ in the view of Indalecio Prieto, a socialist moderate, and, outside, the party had 130,000 members at most.22

		More important, La Pasionaria also represented the idea of revolutionary womanhood, a strong force in a country which had given the Virgin a special place in religion. As long ago as 1909, women in Barcelona had been the most eloquent, daring and violent among strikers, church-burners and looters of nunneries.23

		When La Pasionaria spoke in the Cortes on 16 June, she dismissed the fascists of Spain as gangsters. But was there not a ‘fascist international’, directed from Berlin and Rome, which had already designated a day of reckoning in Spain?

		A Catalan businessman, Juan Ventosa, next expressed his alarm at the apparent optimism of the Prime Minister. Ventosa, twice finance minister under the King, had been in politics for many years and was the political lieutenant of Francisco Cambó, the great financier of Barcelona and one of the richest men in Spain. It was said that Cambó’s wealth had already been transferred abroad. The question was, was it wiser, from the point of view of the flight of capital, to seem hopeful or concerned? The government could never decide. Joaquín Maurín, leader of the rebel communist party known as the POUM,24 announced next that there existed already a pre-fascist situation in the country. Then Calvo Sotelo rose once more to answer the Prime Minister:

		
			My shoulders are broad [he said]. I do not shun, indeed I accept with pleasure, the responsibility for what I do … I recall the answer given by St Dominic of Silos25 to a Spanish king: ‘Sire, my life you may take from me, but more you cannot take’. Is it not, indeed, better to perish gloriously, than to live in contempt? But I, in turn, bid the Prime Minister to reckon up his responsibilities; if not before God, since he is an atheist, at least before his conscience, inasmuch as he is a man of honour.

		

		He spoke then of the roles of Kerensky and Karolyi in delivering Russia and Hungary over to communist revolution:

		
			My honourable friend will not be a Kerensky, since he is not unconscious of what he is doing. He possesses full knowledge of what he conceals, and of what he thinks. God grant that he will never be compared with Karolyi, the conscious betrayer of a thousand-year civilization!

		

		Calvo Sotelo sat down. As he did so, shouts and applause rang through the chamber. ‘That’s your last speech,’ La Pasionaria is supposed to have shouted.

		The reverberations of this debate, with its threats and warnings, echoed all over Spain. They found their way to the President, Manuel Azaña, the embodiment of the republic, gloomily watching the collapse of his hopes from the rich loneliness of the National Palace.26 They found their way to those generals who for so long had been employing their ample leisure with tactical schemes for a military rising against the government. They reached, too, José Antonio Primo de Rivera, son of the old dictator and leader of the Spanish fascists, the Falange, in his prison in the port of Alicante, whither he had been vainly sent on a trivial charge, virtually as a hostage for the good behaviour of his followers. They reached to that other group of Spaniards whose aspirations lay outside the Cortes, the anarchists. They found their way to most of the 24 million people who then formed the population of Spain. The questions in every mind as the summer mounted, as the bull-fight season attained its meridian, were: ‘How long will this go on?’ ‘Will there be a revolution?’ and ‘Could it be war?’ For while there had been no civil wars in most of Europe since the seventeenth century, Spain, the one major European country to have kept out of the Great War, had fallen back into conflict within her national frontiers three times in the previous century.

		
			1. The animated central square of Madrid where many revolutions have begun.

			2. The Cortes of the Second Republic had 473 members.

			3. A Spaniard’s full name consists of his christian name (or names), his father’s surname (also his own), and his mother’s surname, placed in that order. Spaniards sometimes call themselves by all these names. They often drop their last name (that of their mother) and refer to themselves by their father’s name—with, of course, their christian names. But wherever their father’s name is commonplace, it is often not used alone, and the mother’s is sometimes used in its place. Thus, for García Lorca, no one would say ‘García’, and today he is referred to as ‘Lorca’. The miners’ leader in Asturias, González Peña, might be referred to as Peña where the context was clear, but never as González. Other Spaniards might use their mother’s name because it seems more mellifluous, or more grand.

			4. Natives of Galicia.

			5. Confederación Española de Derechas Autónomas (Spanish Confederation of autonomous movements of the Right).

			6. Juventud de Acción Popular (Popular Action youth movement).

			7. Diario de Sesiones de las Cortes Españolas, 16 June 1936. See Gil Robles’s memoirs, No fue posible la paz (Barcelona, 1968).
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		This debate in the Cortes was the culmination of the several passionate quarrels as to how Spain should be governed which had continued since 1808. In that year, the enfeebled monarchy made an abject surrender before Napoleon. The British under the Duke of Wellington helped the Spanish people to drive out the French in the ensuing War of Independence. The Bourbons were brought back in the loathsome person of Ferdinand VII. But the monarchy was no longer sacrosanct. For almost three centuries before 1808, Spain had been the most untroubled of European countries; from then on, it would be among the most turbulent of them.

		The history of the succeeding half-century was marked by a struggle over the constitution. The contestants were the church and the army, the two Spanish institutions which had survived with credit from the War of Independence, the former being conservative, the latter honeycombed with free-thinking masonic lodges. Throughout, this dispute was almost war.1 In 1820, liberal officers forced a constitution upon King Ferdinand who, in 1823, brought in a French army, the ‘hundred thousand sons of St Louis’, to do away with it. In 1834, the quarrel turned into the First Carlist War, when the church, and the advocates of regional rights in the north, rallied to the cause of Don Carlos, the brother of the dead Ferdinand. Carlos claimed the throne in the place of his infant niece, Isabella II, Ferdinand’s daughter. The latter was championed by the liberals and the army, both representing the claims of Castile to dominate the Peninsula. This war of religion and of secession ended in 1839, when the liberals won, but peace took the form of a compromise between the armies of both sides. Carlist officers were permitted to join the regular Spanish army. Partly as a result (and partly because the confiscation of the church’s lands in 1837 reduced the influence of that institution), the quarrel between liberals and clerical conservatives took the form thereafter of a succession of coups d’état (pronunciamientos) by one general after another.

		This curious era ended in 1868, when Queen Isabella, a nymphomaniac, was herself expelled by the greatest of Spain’s liberal generals, Prim. If the occasion of her departure was her excessive reliance on Father Claret, her confessor, the real cause was a revolt against the style of government over which Isabella and her ‘Court of Miracles’ had vaguely presided. The succeeding seven years were confused. A brother of the King of Italy, the Duke of Aosta, was brought in as King Amadeo I. This attempt at bourgeois monarchy could not contain the violence rearoused between liberals and conservatives, newly in arms. Amadeo abdicated. The First Spanish Republic was proclaimed. This republic was at first intended as a federal one, in which the provinces would have substantial rights. But the intellectuals who planned this were powerless to ensure the survival of authority of any kind. In the north, the Carlists rose again under a grandson of the Old Pretender, and were generally supported by the church throughout the Peninsula. In the south and south-east, many coastal towns proclaimed themselves independent cantons. Once again, the army eventually took power. While restoring order, the generals decided that there was no alternative save to bring back Queen Isabella’s son, then a cadet at Sandhurst, as King Alfonso XII.

		A constitution was promulgated in 1876. Thanks to favourable European conditions of trade, Spain was prosperous in the 1880s. Universal male franchise was nominally introduced. But the results of the elections were always defrauded by an informal pact, the turno pacífico, between the two main parties, carried out by the agency of the minister of the interior and local political bigwigs, the caciques. The people of Spain came to look upon the parliamentary system, a deliberate imitation of English practice, as a means of excluding them from politics. Alfonso XII, meanwhile, died young in 1885, at the age of twenty-eight, leaving a posthumous son, Alfonso XIII, for whom his mother, María Cristina, ruled as Regent till 1902.2

		The ‘pious fraud’ of the constitution was one reason for the spread of revolutionary ideas throughout the working class. By the time of the First World War, there existed in Spain two general trade unions. The first, the CNT (Confederación Nacional de Trabajo),3 was inspired by the anarchist ideas of the Russian Bakunin; the second, the UGT (Unión General de Trabajadores),4 was Marxist, though reformist and not revolutionary. The socialists of the UGT collaborated with the political system so far as to seek election to the Cortes and, in the cities, where the caciques’ manipulation of votes became increasingly difficult, succeeded in gaining election. But the anarchists saw the constitution as unclean; and the violence, murders, and lightning strikes undertaken intermittently by the anarchist militants kept the governments in turmoil. Both these working-class movements desired to regenerate Spain through education, superior public morality, pacifism and anti-clericalism, as much as through politics.

		Two other problems, however, caused the collapse of the constitution established at the restoration. The first was that of Catalonia. Many Catalans aspired to a recognition of their separate character from the rest of Spain. Catalonia had continued, after Spanish unification, to live as a region of its own and to look to its own capital of Barcelona, never to Madrid. The ‘Catalan question’ became acute because of the industrial development of that capital during the nineteenth century. Irritation with the incompetence of the government at Madrid led the new rich of Barcelona at the end of the century to embrace Catalan nationalism. This, together with the anarchist faith of the workers, the high rates of illiteracy and the demagogic atmosphere inculcated by a centralist, opportunist, but wild Radical party,5 made Barcelona (growing fast in population) at the turn of the century the most turbulent city in Europe: the ‘city of bombs’. The great strike in Barcelona in 1902 and that in Bilbao in 1903 were major battles in which the nerves of all were fully extended. The ornate architecture favoured by the prosperous bourgeoisie was the lavish backcloth to a mounting series of anarchist crimes. ‘In Barcelona, a revolution does not have to be prepared,’ wrote the civil governor, Angel Ossorio y Gallardo, ‘since it is always ready.’6 Meantime, aspirations similar to those of Catalonia began to be echoed in the more tranquil Basque provinces, where a comparably self-sufficient bourgeoisie was becoming rich from iron, banking and commerce.
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		1. Regions and provinces of Spain

		The third crisis of the régime derived from the colonial wars in, first, Cuba, then Morocco. The Cuban War of 1895 turned into the Spanish American one of 1898; all was lost, save honour. The defeat inflamed the Catalan problem, since Cuba had been the best market for Catalan textiles. The loss of Cuba was also of psychological concern since many Catalan fortunes had been based on Cuban commerce.7 In addition, the loss of the last vestige of empire caused a national crisis. It gave force to old causes of discontent, and fired new ones. The year of defeat, 1898, was thus a turning-point: Spaniards were forced to think of themselves as a poor European country with few resources.

		Morocco, however, offered a new chance of empire. But it caused new upheavals too. Spain had held the two northern Moroccan ports of Melilla and Ceuta for several hundred years. She had tried to extend her rule there in the 1860s, and there had been further fighting, near Melilla, in the 1890s. Spain was understandably reluctant to allow any other European power to establish herself on the north coast of Africa facing her. In 1904, as part of the Entente Cordiale between Britain and France, France and Spain divided Morocco into zones of influence, Spain taking the smaller, northern part. Morocco was then backward, lawless, and ripe for European interest, if not investment, though the tribes of both zones had a formal loyalty to a sultan at Fez. The ill-informed Spanish populace was probably as critical of these high-handed arrangements as was the indolent sultan; neither was consulted. Business, however, followed the flag: the iron mines of Morocco were rich. A gradual extension of Spanish commerce followed, partly the reflection of similar French action (had Spain shown no interest, France would have absorbed the whole of Morocco). A Spanish colonization company was founded, and it bought land in the wake of the troops. But then the advances stopped; Moroccan tribesmen closed ranks; a series of setbacks forced the army to call for reinforcements; in 1909, there were serious defeats; by September of that year, the Spanish army was 40,000 strong in Morocco. But it was by then committed to an imperial adventure whose only end could be the conquest of north Morocco at a cost which the country could not afford.
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		2. Spanish Morocco

		Already there were, in 1909, horrible repercussions at home when Antonio Maura’s government called up 850 reservists, some from Catalonia, all from north-east Spain. When the men went reluctantly to their ships in the harbour at Barcelona, a general strike was called in protest. A week of rioting ensued, the Semana Trágica, the Tragic Week, of Barcelona. Radicals, socialists and anarchists collaborated in the burning of churches that followed. Some hoped that a national revolution would ensue. But, bereft of real political direction, the rioters spent themselves in pointless destruction. While the leaders hesitated, radical women, clerks, criminals, boys and prostitutes terrified nuns out of nunneries, burned their possessions, killed their domestic animals and chickens, and disinterred bodies. A handsome coalman danced with one disinterred corpse outside the house of the rich Marqués de Comillas, ‘delighted to be of use as a revolutionary’. Eventually, the army resumed control; some 120 people had been killed,8 three clergy among them; the rioters had wanted to destroy ‘property and illusions’, not life. About fifty churches or other religious buildings were burned.

		This disaster was a shock which seemed to show how violent a nation lay underneath the surface of constitutional rule. The authorities were less disturbed by the revolutionary expectations of the radicals or the anarchists than by the apparently meaningless destruction caused by the populace once their blood was up. The Tragic Week was a setback to the idea that a parliamentary democracy might gradually be established: if the masses were as they showed themselves in 1909, the political class of the day thought, real democracy would result in ruin. Henceforward, politicians avoided general elections if they could and tried to arrange coalitions out of groups of parliamentarians already in the legislature. The international demonstrations of outrage against the execution of the anarchist schoolmaster, Ferrer, accused of being the prime organizer of the riots,9 also had a contra-productive effect: the upper classes saw in these protests the hypocritical, as well as hysterical and ill-informed, reactions of a mysterious coalition of international busybodies and freemasons soon to become sadly famous as ‘anti-Spain’.

		The Prime Minister, Maura, who as a result of international complaints was dismissed by the King and abandoned by conservatives, believed that this ‘surrender in the Cortes’ after the ‘victory in the streets’ doomed the régime, since it had been seen to have given way to disorder, propaganda and malice. Thereafter the conservative party, which had held together since the 1870s, followed the liberals into disintegration. Maura moved into the wings of politics as the focus of a movement of young men angry with parliamentarianism, anxious for regeneration, but unable to gain a majority for a government. In Maurismo there were to be seen the springs of fascism—evident in other countries before 1914 as well (with Déroulède and Maurras in France, D’Annunzio in Italy, and even the Ulster volunteers). Maura promised a ‘revolution from above’. The malicious said that he merely desired a ‘revolution without a revolution’.

		The Moroccan war continued. Tangier, north Morocco’s best port, was excluded from the Spanish protectorate in 1912, as an international city, and the tribes refused to accept the Spanish ‘civilizing’ presence. Men, money, food and emotion continued to be poured into the country by a Spain that could only afford the first. The tribes had never been subject to the sultan; only Spain gave them a unity. In seeking an empire, Madrid thus helped to inspire nationalism.

		The three main problems in modern Spain (working-class unrest, the regional question, and the colonial wars) ruined the restoration settlement. Perhaps anyway that political edifice was too fragile to be able to outlive for long the gifted conservative historian, Cánovas, its main architect, and Sagasta, the ‘old shepherd’, his liberal opponent. Personalities count in modern politics as much as they did in the epoch of kings. Cánovas was assassinated, Sagasta died. Maura failed as a potential successor to Cánovas as much through the strength of his personality as through the weakness of his programme. Sagasta’s ultimate successor, José Canalejas, was, it was true, a journalist, orator and reformer of the first order. His government between 1910 and 1912 seemed a time of battle against the clerical control of education and the freedom of the orders to organize schools without inspection. In fact, Canalejas revised the system of taxation to benefit the poor, temporarily solved the Catalan question by the grant of Mancomunidad (limited self-government), and reached a compromise with the church in the Ley de Candado (Law of the Padlock) which limited the growth of religious orders, unless they had government permission. Canalejas also abolished the practice whereby the rich could buy themselves out of military service. Well might an English historian celebrate him as ‘the only liberal who got things done’.10 He was assassinated by an anarchist in 1912. His successors as liberal leaders (the Conde de Romanones, García Prieto, Santiago Alba) had neither Canalejas’s energy nor his gifts.
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		The First World War brought the problems of restoration Spain to a climax. The conflict benefited all neutral nations, and in Spain it created wealth, contrasting with surviving poverty. Basque ships, Catalan textiles, Asturian coal, zinc and copper gained high prices. The consequent inflation was felt most by the working class, though wages went up too and, in some jobs, outstripped prices. Huge numbers of workers were, as it were, sucked up to Barcelona on the train from Murcia and Almería which became known as the transmiseriano. The atmosphere was confused by sterile arguments as to which side Spain should support in the war. (The Left were mostly pro-Ally, the Right mostly pro-German; so that the King could say that only he and ‘the rabble’ hoped that Britain would win.) Meantime, the government of the Conde de Romanones (who personally preferred the Allies) was turning a blind eye to the activities of terrorists financed by German agents who attacked pro-Allied industrialists. Romanones himself resigned on the issue of whether German submarines should be allowed to use Spanish bases to refit in the battle of the Atlantic.

		The army now re-entered politics. Their position had been complicated by the growth of juntas de defensa, professional associations of junior infantry officers protesting against the low pay which, like that of the agricultural workers, had not kept pace with inflation. The juntas also disliked promotion by ‘combat merits’ or royal favouritism which was enjoyed by the officers fighting in Morocco. The juntas were founded in Barcelona and spread all over Spain. In May 1917, their leader, Colonel Benito Márquez, a foolish, deaf officer, was arrested for insubordination, with some colleagues. Other junteros asked to be arrested too. The King ensured the release of all of them and the government fell. All politicians were shocked at this apparent new surrender. But the press liked the juntas and gave publicity to the notion that they might take the first step in a nationwide movement of regeneration. Cambó, the financier who was leader of the Catalan movement, the Lliga Regionalista (founded in 1901), thought so too.

		Meantime, in the south of Spain, the intoxicating news of the Russian Revolution inspired widespread unrest including occupations of land and intimidation of rural guards, these actions being mostly inspired by anarchists; while, in Barcelona, the anarchist unions believed that the crisis offered them a new opportunity.

		In the face of this multi-sided challenge, a new government, headed by a conventional conservative, Eduardo Dato, suspended constitutional guarantees and closed the Cortes. The more progressive politicians, outraged, responded by convening an alternative ‘Assembly’ of Catalan nationalists which met in Barcelona to ‘renovate’ the Spanish constitution. The government declared this seditious, and introduced censorship. The ‘Assembly’ movement might have gone far had it not been for reckless action by the Left. The socialists, caught up in the mood of the moment, had, in 1916, deserted their cautious reformism, and prepared a general strike aiming at revolution: their programme provided for the end of the monarchy; a seven-hour working day; the abolition of the army and its substitution by a militia; separation of church and state; nationalization of land; the closure of monasteries and nunneries; and, important in 1917, no declaration of war unless there were a plebiscite.11

		Dato took a firm stand. He first defined a railway strike as a threat to the state and treated it accordingly (the government had encouraged the railway companies to take a hard line). Playing on the knowledge that the junteros also opposed any alteration of the social order, and that the Catalan progressive bourgeoisie, however truculent, desired anything rather than revolution, the government met the general strike with force.

		The socialists thought that for once they had made a satisfactory alliance with the anarchists, as with some politicians of the Centre. But their tactics had not been well coordinated, and the strike failed. The army directed the subsequent repression, the junteros being deaf to the appeals of socialists. Seventy people were killed (mostly in Barcelona, fighting to keep, or to prevent, the trams running), and the Catalan Lliga, shaken by the upheaval for which they had been partly responsible, agreed to participate in a coalition government, led by Maura, which bought off the junteros with promotions. The unofficial parliamentary assembly did meet again, in Madrid, but the mood was cautious: it called for a constituent Cortes to rewrite the constitution and was not heard of again. Cambó now entered the government as minister of development. It was his great opportunity and he showed himself as able a planner as he had been a money-maker. But the administration did not last. Nor did any other. For nearly five years, a series of conservative governments failed even to resolve quarrels in the conservative party. They were quite unable to deal with the consequences of a post-war economic recession accompanied by continuing setbacks in Morocco and working-class violence in both Andalusia and Barcelona. The wonder is not that the constitution was overthrown in the end, but that it lasted as long as it did in a country where military intervention had occurred so often. Perhaps it did not last really after 1917: a democracy can hardly be said to exist if several provinces are only kept from revolution by the brutality of the civil guard,12 and the largest industrial city from civil war by counterterrorism sponsored by industrialists, and winked at by the police.

		Perhaps the world economic situation was partly to blame. During the war, Spanish employers had expanded their enterprises, but had now to contract. They would fight labour now, since there was a glut of workers; in the war, there had been a shortage. But in the clash of labour and capital, between 1917 and 1923, a class war was to be seen which often came close to outright conflict, and over issues other than economic: employers believed themselves threatened by bankruptcy if not revolution, the anarchists believed that they were on the brink of the millennium. Since, whatever the views of the central government, the local military authorities usually agreed with the employers, and often arrested strikers, the character of the conflict became more and more violent. The rule of General Martínez Anido (previously known as a sanguinary governor in Melilla) as civil governor of Barcelona from 1920 to 1922 was ruthless: a type of repression not seen in Spain for generations. He gave support to the sindicatos libres, free syndicates, which seemed more and more an employers’ union of strike breakers, though they had some backing from Catholic social reformers. Gunmen infiltrated them, and terrorism flourished among the anarchists. In other parts of Spain, there were similar tragic events: in Andalusia, anarchist committees seized municipal governments, landowners left, increased wages were won; but the army overcame the strikers. In Madrid, where there were also severe strikes in 1921, socialists and anarchists fought each other, each regarding the others as traitors.

		In the end, the anarchists ruined their chances of revolution, such as those were, by internal disputes. Many leaders were murdered. So, too, was the conservative Prime Minister, Dato. By 1923, the CNT was exhausted. So was Spain. Violent reactions had been shown to be increasing on every side in public life, and enmities had been made which would never be forgotten. Not for the last time, the anarchists helped to wreck a system which, for all its faults, was susceptible of peaceful change, and whose successor would be less to their liking.

		The Moroccan wars continued to tie down the Spanish army. After some minor victories, a slow campaign against the Riffian tribes, led by the brilliant Abd-el-Krim and his brother, culminated in the defeat at Anual in 1921. There, General Fernández Silvestre, a romantic, popular, but imprudent officer, a friend of the King’s, was overwhelmed, with all his staff. The army in east Morocco panicked, one Spanish fort after another fell, and the Riffians reached the outskirts of Melilla. At least 15,000 Spanish citizens and soldiers were killed.13 The disaster was shocking: even more so, the inquiry, directed by General Picasso, which revealed a fearful state of unpreparedness, impossible to overlook. Abd-el-Krim’s rebellion and the virtual achievement of a Riffian state (despite the 150,000 Spanish troops seeking his defeat) proved that, while the French under the great Lyautey had achieved much in Morocco, the Spaniards had done little in their zone. Furthermore, the King was believed to have given Silvestre encouragement, by telegram, for his rashness.14

		All this, and the ‘responsibility’ for the disaster, was expected to come into the open in the autumn of 1923. The Cortes adjourned for the summer. It never met again in the same way. By 1923, the constitutional monarchy seemed bruised to death, even though one threat, that of the junteros, had been removed by their dissolution a year before. Partly because of the local power of the caciques, the political parties of the restoration had failed to develop much beyond semi-social gatherings which met in cafés around a single figure. Some of the politicians, such as those in the Republican Reformist party, were democrats. But public opinion had no love for this Cortes. The politicians, for their part, knew that the army would not resist a popular general. There was thus no will to oppose an ultimatum, presented in the nineteenth-century style, by the chosen leader of a group of important generals, General Miguel Primo de Rivera, captain-general of Catalonia:

		
			We have reason on our side and, therefore, force, though so far we have used force with moderation. If an attempt is made to trick us into a compromise which our conscience considers dishonourable, we shall demand greater penalties, and impose them with greater severity. Neither I, nor the garrisons of Aragon, from whom I have just received a telegram in support, will agree to anything but a military dictatorship. If the politicians make an attempt to defend themselves, we shall do the same, relying on the help of the people, whose reserves of energy are great. Today we are resolved on moderation, but, on the other hand, we shall not shrink from bloodshed.

		

		The dictatorship of General Primo de Rivera followed. King Alfonso acquiesced, knowing beforehand what was planned.15 He was exasperated with politicians and liked soldiers. This new system lasted until January 1930. ‘My Mussolini’, was how King Alfonso presented Primo to King Victor Emmanuel of Italy. But the general was no fascist. He was already fifty-three in 1923, white-haired, though tough. He possessed neither a mass following nor an expansionist foreign policy. He would have given up Morocco if he could have done so. The movement which he tried to create, the Patriotic Union,16 an association of ‘all men of good will’, never gathered weight. Although he used officers to run the municipal governments for three years, imprisoned or exiled those who opposed him, and banned political parties, there were no political executions during his six and a half years of power.17 His pronunciamiento was even welcomed at first by intellectuals such as José Ortega y Gasset, who thought that an ‘iron surgeon’ was needed for Spain’s illnesses. So did both surviving junteros and officers serving in Morocco, agreeing for once. The minister of the interior and the director general of security (always an important official in Spain) were, however, Generals Martínez Anido and Arleguí, the ruthless rulers of Barcelona between 1920 and 1922. These officers kept political parties out of sight. Meantime, an ambitious programme of public works (new dams, railways, rural electrification, and roads) gave the dictatorship the appearance of prosperity. The terms of trade improved, as everywhere in the late 1920s, and both production and commerce increased 300 per cent.18 The socialists agreed to collaborate and the UGT, unlike their anarchist rivals, bid fair to become a kind of official trade union such as was found in Sweden. The financial policy of the young José Calvo Sotelo gained for Primo the support of Spanish capital, and banks for the first time interested themselves in development through credit. (Maura’s influence was indirectly considerable on this régime to which he gave no formal backing.)19 It was an era of wonderful schemes, in Spain as elsewhere: a great waterway project was begun in the Ebro and Douro valleys; and there was a famous industrial exhibition in Barcelona. Vast stadia were built, preparing the way for the rise of football and the expansion of bullfighting. Production was successful in light industry. Above all, the dictator miraculously brought to a successful conclusion the running sore of the Moroccan War, although Abd-el-Krim had really beaten the Spaniards before the French were drawn into the conflict. Abd-el-Krim went into captivity in Réunion Island, and it seemed—and seeming was what mattered—that Spain had won a military victory, for the first time in many generations.20

		Yet the dictatorship can only be measured by the personality of Primo de Rivera himself. He was patriotic, magnanimous, sympathetic, and tolerant, while his physical and his moral courage, in Cuba, the Philippines and Morocco, were well-attested. Once he entered a theatre and began to smoke, while notices everywhere proclaimed that smoking was forbidden; on being informed of this, he rose and announced, cigar in hand, ‘Tonight, everyone may smoke!’ A widower, he would work hard for months on end and then disappear for a lost weekend of dancing, drinking, and lovemaking with gipsies. He would be observed almost alone in the streets of Madrid, swathed in an opera cloak, making his way from one café to another, and, on returning home, would issue a garrulous and sometimes intoxicated communiqué, full of unexpected metaphors and embarrassing confidences, which he might have to cancel in the morning. He desired to run Spain as an enlightened despot, at a time, however, when despotism could only last if it were brutal.

		Primo de Rivera fell in the end partly because he persecuted, but did not crush, the liberal and professional middle class; for example, the affair of ‘La Caoba’ (‘the mahogany girl’) scandalized many. La Caoba was an Andalusian courtesan who, when implicated in a drug case, appealed to Primo de Rivera. The dictator ordered the judge to release her. The judge refused and was supported in this by the president of the Supreme Court. Primo transferred the first, and sacked the latter. Those who protested, such as Unamuno, the philosopher, poet, journalist and professor of Greek, were sent to confinement on the hot Canary island of Fuerteventura. This action was unfortunately symptomatic of Primo’s attitude to law, whose rules he made and broke with impunity. The practice subverted more than his system; it prepared the way for a reckless attitude in the 1930s on the part of the Spanish Right which would have been unheard of in the nineteenth century.

		Primo also offended the army, and even the King, by changes which affected the delicate matter of promotions in the corps of artillery. When the artillery officers tried to protest, Primo closed down the corps and released the men from their oaths of obedience to their officers. Similarly, orthodox bankers were alarmed by Calvo Sotelo’s plans for income tax and, even more, by the Extraordinary Budget, whose aim was to finance public works from loans, the interest upon which would be met out of revenue. Nobody, save the beneficiaries, liked the monopolies for telephones (granted to the American International Telegraph and Telephone Company), the sale of petrol (granted to CAMPSA,21 a group of banks), or tobacco in Morocco (sold to the Majorcan millionaire Juan March), especially when the consequence of the petrol monopoly was to make the country dependent on Russian oil.

		Primo’s consultative and nominated National Assembly drafted a new constitution, in which the elected and the corporative element were combined. The first disturbed the Right, the second was rejected by liberals and the Left. Nor did the King like a scheme which envisaged him sharing his powers of dismissal with a Spanish version of Mussolini’s Grand Fascist Council. So this scheme did not point the way to a return to ‘normality’, such as the dictator expected. When he abolished press censorship, he received a hail of criticism. The students opposed him bitterly. There were two unsuccessful pronunciamientos against him, in Valencia and Andalusia, the one led by a seventy-year-old conservative politician, Sánchez Guerra, the other by the ambitious young General Goded, who had been chief of staff to the victorious field commander General Sanjurjo, in the Moroccan campaign. The era of pronunciamientos seemed to have begun again. The peseta fell, while the slump of 1929 caused the collapse of several of those grandiose financial schemes which Calvo Sotelo had introduced. The coming of cinemas and the radio, and the extension of the use of the telephone and the motor-car raised popular expectations, particularly the cinemas, of which there were more in Spain by 1930 than in France. In the end, desirous of reassurance, Primo took the curious step of addressing a telegram to all the captains-general of Spain, asking them to find out if the senior officers still supported him. They wrote back mentioning their loyalty to the monarch; few mentioned the dictator. The King told Primo that he was Prime Minister not by virtue of the army’s support, but by the King’s command. Alfonso now thought that he might be the saviour of Spain himself and made it plain that he hoped that Primo would retire. He did so. ‘And now,’ the dictator remarked, in the last of his famous communiqués, ‘and now for a little rest, after 2,326 days of continuous uneasiness, responsibility, and labour.’22 He left Spain, and died a few months later in the Hotel Pont Royal, in Paris, alone and unhappy. He was only sixty.

		He left behind him no basis for a régime. For a while, the King attempted to govern as Primo had governed, through a directory of ministers, led by General Berenguer, who had been an able and honest high commissioner in Morocco, but was no politician. It would anyway have tried the most skilful statesman to lead Spain back to the constitution of 1876, as the King desired. Berenguer himself said that he assumed power when Spain was like ‘a bottle of champagne, about to blow out its cork’.23 Republican sentiments spread through the country. Many army officers, as well as the remains of Primo’s Patriotic Union, thought that the King had behaved dishonourably in accepting the dictator’s resignation. Others were now unrepentant republicans. The church was equivocal, with some of its most influential figures concerned (following the still Wilsonian mood of Pope Pius XI) to establish a democratic system if at all possible. Other churchmen were more opportunistic. Neither bourgeoisie nor lower classes had anything to hope for from a continuance of the monarchy. The King, however, was not prepared to establish a royal dictatorship of the Balkan type, and General Berenguer dilly-dallied before calling for elections. In the summer of 1930, a pact was signed at the summer watering-place of San Sebastián between several republican politicians and intellectuals, the socialists, and the advocates of Catalan nationalism. The former conceded autonomy for the Catalans who, in return, agreed to support the republican plots, such as they were. In Madrid, three eminent intellectuals, Dr Gregorio Marañón, Ortega y Gasset and the novelist Ramón Pérez de Ayala, formed themselves into a ‘movement for the service of the republic’. Ortega (whose earlier, well-phrased criticisms of parliament had helped Primo) wrote a famous article announcing, ‘Spaniards! Your state is no more! Reconstitute it! ¡Delenda est monarquía!’.24 More importantly, several discontented officers supported the rebels, and even the anarchists, submerged but alive, gave weary sympathy to the bourgeois opponents of the King. In December, a pronunciamiento was prepared. The plotters issued the following statement:

		
			A passionate demand for Justice surges upwards from the bowels of the Nation. Placing their hopes in a Republic, the people are already in the street. We would have wished to communicate the people’s desires through the due process of Law. But this path has been barred to us. When we have demanded Justice, we have been denied Liberty. When we have demanded Liberty, we have been offered a rump parliament like those of the past, based on fraudulent elections, convoked by a dictatorship, the instrument of a King who has already broken the Constitution. We do not covet the culminating drama of a revolution. But the misery of the people of Spain moves us greatly. Revolution will always be a crime or an act of insanity when Law and Justice exist. But it is always just when Tyranny prevails.

		

		These republicans were men who not only opposed the idea that a single man, even if a Bourbon, could dismiss
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