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About the Book

Spain today has been shaped by the outcome of its intensely bitter civil war (1936-9).  Here are the recollections of the participants – the landowners and landless labourers, factory owners and workers, students, housewives, priests, miners, soldiers, as well as members of all the political groupings.

We discover what civil war, revolution and counter–revolution actually felt like from inside both camps. The contours of the war take shape through the words of the eyewitnesses. The atmosphere of events is vividly recaptured. And through the lived experience of the participants is revealed the uniquely tragic essence of all civil war.
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In 1970 he wrote In Hiding: The Life of Manuel Cortes, an oral history of the last socialist mayor of Mijas who had emerged from 30 years of hiding after Franco’s victory in the Spanish Civil War.

This was followed by The Pueblo: The Story of a Village on the Costa del Sol in which, through the personal accounts of a representative sample of villagers, Fraser described the changes which had affected Mijas over the previous 75 years – most notably foreign tourism.

He then spent five years working on Blood of Spain.

Subsequently he wrote In Search of a Past: The Manor House, Amnersfield, 1933–1945, an autobiographical memoir in which the servants’ memories of the English manor where he was brought up revealed an unspoken history of his own childhood. Relinquishing the role of questioner to be questioned himself in psychoanalysis, Fraser interwove in this book both techniques of recalling the past.

After publishing in 1988 an international comparative oral history of the 1960s student movements Fraser returned to his original interest in Spain where he is currently researching a history of the Spanish people’s role in the Peninsular War.

Ronald Fraser is married to a Spanish historian, Aurora Bosch, and has taught Spanish history and oral history at the University of California, Los Angeles.


LIST OF MAPS

Regions of Spain

Six stages of the war

Major areas of political affiliation under the republic

Latifundist Spain and Impoverished smallholders in 1936

Street Maps: Madrid

Barcelona

Oviedo



[image: map]



[image: map]



[image: map]
Source: G. Brenan, The Spanish Labyrinth, Cambridge University Press




[image: map]



[image: map]



[image: map]



[image: map]




[image: image]



[image: image]



[image: image]



[image: image]



[image: image]



[image: image]



[image: image]



[image: image]



FOR R v d B



[image: title]



[image: title]



Introduction to the Fiftieth Anniversary Edition

On the eve of the fiftieth anniversary year of the outbreak of the Spanish Civil War, King Juan Carlos of Spain solemnly lighted an eternal flame to the dead of both sides at a monument in Madrid. The ceremony was attended by the socialist prime minister and leading civil and military authorities. Erected in honour of the people of Madrid who rose against Napoleon’s troops in 1808, the monument henceforth commemorates all those who have fallen for Spain: the republican dead of the Spanish Civil War have at last joined the dead of their former nationalist enemies, and together they are honoured with those killed in all the intervening conflicts. In the stillness of that perpetual flame, the most bitter civil war in modern West European times has been laid to rest, become ‘history’.

The fact that little more than a decade ago such an act of reconciliation would have been unthinkable under General Franco, victor of the civil war, is itself significant. For forty years, ‘by the Grace of God’ Caudillo of Spain, he refused even minimal Christian recognition to his enemy’s dead; for forty years he executed, imprisoned and persecuted the living among them. To his death in 1975 he remained ruthlessly determined to rid the nation for ever of ‘pernicious’ parliamentary democracy, of ‘subversive’ working-class organizations and parties, of ‘divisive’ regional autonomies, of anything that threatened his authoritarian concept of the fatherland.

In the decade since then, a parliamentary democracy has arisen like a phoenix from the bitter ashes of his legacy. The left-wing parties he vanquished in the war, outlawed and repressed with ferocity throughout his reign, are legal—even governing—parties; the monarchy which, within his corporativist-style state and rubber-stamp parliament, was to perpetuate his regime, has turned itself into a constitutional monarchy; regional autonomy is enshrined in the constitution; and despite attempts by small, albeit important, sectors of the army to reverse the current of history, the armed forces as a whole remain loyal to their commander-in-chief, the king.

Franco’s authoritarian institutions had long outlived their purpose and were swept aside in the years immediately after his death; but the economic system his uprising and subsequent dictatorship were designed to foster and protect remains. That, after all, underneath the corporativist and Catholic rhetoric, was what Franco’s war was about: to defend capitalism and its values from the perceived threat of revolution from below. It remained his regime’s purpose to the end—and in that it was successful. His victory in the war and his authoritarian state gave an exiguous bourgeoisie the time and freedom to accumulate, on the back of a brutally repressed working class and peasantry, the resources which permitted the economic take-off of the 1960s. In this, his anti-communism during the cold war of the previous decade paid him handsome dividends, not surprisingly, from the United States. Later, mass tourism and the mass emigration of impoverished Spanish workers to the rest of Western Europe brought in the foreign exchange necessary to consolidate the take-off.

Like the civil war, the Franco era has been consigned to oblivion by most of today’s political rulers in Spain. Understandably, they look to the democratic freedoms of the present and a European future rather than to the incubus of a dictatorial past which proclaimed itself the incarnation of ‘eternal Spanish values’. Values enforced in concentration camps after the civil war, and later in police cells and prisons, on all those who lived to oppose them.

To turn one’s back on the past—a past like this, anyway—is always a temptation. But to do so is to forget that the past cannot be ‘forgotten’, only repressed; to forget that Spain today, and a generation of Spaniards, have been shaped by the outcome of the civil war. Whether in opposition, passive acceptance or fervid support, every Spaniard over twenty-one today spent at least a part of his or her formative years under the ancien régime. To deny the past, rather than to confront it, is to deny not only history but a generation’s experience.

This book is about remembering. Not the post-war Franco years, but what led to them: the civil war, the social revolution in the republican camp, the insurgent military’s barbarous repression, the conflicting loyalties, aims and aspirations that moved people on both sides to fight in a total, fratricidal class war. A war precipitated by a military uprising in defence of the established order, which was foiled by the heroic resistance of workers and peasants who then seized the opportunity to try to create a new, often visionary, social order out of the chaos. Their revolution failed in its essential revolutionary task of finding the means to win the war; the insurgent military, under Franco, showed greater coherence in their aims. In their recollections gathered here, landowners and landless laborers, factory owners and workers, students, housewives, priests, miners, soldiers, as well as members of all the political groupings: socialists, falangists, anarchists, monarchists, communists, dissident communists, Basque and Catalan nationalists, reveal the essence of the war through their own lived experience.

If the roots of that war in the Spain of the 1930s seem remote to us today, it is because capitalist development has tempered the antagonistic style of class relationships (without, of course, changing their fundamentals), has modulated the virulence of ideological commitment, moderated expectations. Spain in the 1930s was an economically under-developed country, part of what today would be called the third world. It was a society still dominated by an agrarian oligarchy, lacking a strong national bourgeoisie, with a combative but politically fragmented urban and rural working class—a society not yet sedimented by the routines, disciplines and rewards of modern capitalism. A measure of the difference can be seen in the reaction to violence then and now. In the labile society of the 1930s, violence on a scale less than that wreaked by the Basque separatist ETA today was sufficient to frighten large sectors of the dominant classes into supporting the military rising.

The experiences related here can thus tell us not only about how the Spanish Civil War arose and was fought but, by analogy, something about a number of developing countries in more recent times. Brazil and Chile, which escaped civil war but not military dictatorships, in the 1960s and 1970s; El Salvador in the 1980s …  History does not repeat itself exactly, but it has a way of recurring. This book is dedicated to those who are not prepared to forget, to those who acknowledge that understanding the past is also a key to understanding the future.

—Ronald Fraser

London, January 1986


Prologue

UNEVEN DEVELOPMENT

The Spanish Civil War of 1936–9 was the fourth (some will say fifth) in a century. The struggles of the nineteenth century revolved around many of the same basic problems of Spanish society and state which led to the explosion of the 1930s. A brief survey of the former may, thus, assist an understanding of the last, and most total, of these civil wars.

The foremost of the underlying problems, indubitably, was the weakness of capitalist development. The nineteenth-century civil wars between Carlists and liberals were part of the long struggle in the overthrow of absolutism and the consolidation of a bourgeois state. The relative strengths of the two opposing social forces can be gauged by the fact that these wars stretched intermittently over more than forty years, of which some sixteen were consumed in actual fighting at different levels of intensity. In the name of a past Catholic unity of Spain (as opposed to a future capitalist unification of the national market) and of a traditional Catholic (as opposed to a constitutional) monarchy, a northern rural resistance fuelled the Carlist counter-revolution to the advance of liberalism. Significantly, the first of these wars, from 1833 to 1840, aroused the conscience of Europe which felt – as it was to do again in 1936 – that the great issues of European civilization were being fought out on Spanish battlefields. In the one case, as in the other, as Raymond Carr has pointed out, the projection distorted and over-simplified the issues at stake.1

Liberalism proved the stronger (initially in no little part thanks to British and French aid, which included volunteer forces) and the Carlist cause was overcome. But the underlying problems were not fully resolved. Resistance to the liberalizing concepts of a fully developed bourgeois democracy remained an important factor as was seen again in the 1930s when not only did the Carlists re-emerge in strength but other anti-democratic forces arose. This resistance, moreover, infected the victors of the wars, the new nineteenth-century ruling class.

The unevenness of capitalist development made the introduction of an advanced bourgeois democracy problematic at the best of times. It precluded, for example, the ascent of a national bourgeoisie to the helm of the nineteenth-century state. This, in turn, contributed to the failure to weld together a modern, bourgeois state from a nation which, since its inception in the fifteenth century, had been prone to centrifugal tendencies. The latter were reinforced by the advance of industrial development in the geographically peripheral north and north-eastern seaboards which coincided with a growth of local Catalan and Basque nationalist sentiment directed against an agrarian and centralist ruling class in Madrid.

Three ‘national’ Spanish institutions attempted to make good this developmental deficiency: all failed. The monarchy never succeeded in acquiring the respect of the masses, never became a ‘useful symbol of community’, in Pierre Vilar’s phrase.2 Nor, by the end of the first third of the nineteenth century, was the church better placed to play this role. The identity between Catholic orthodoxy and Spanish national ‘cohesiveness’, which had been forged in the fifteenth-century reconquest of Moorish Spain, no longer held, except for the Carlists (although later the ruling class would refurbish it for lack of an alternative ideology). Having occupied a dominant position – economic but above all ideological – under the ancien régime, the church moved into an immobilist, reactionary posture in the face of liberalism which threatened it on both scores. From this period anti-clericalism became an overt and recurrent fact of Spanish history: 1835 marked the first massacres of clergy and church burnings, on rumours that monks had started a cholera epidemic by poisoning drinking water. (The persistence of anti-clericalism can be judged by the fact that one hundred years later a rumour that monks had given poisoned sweets to children was still capable of driving a mob to attack and burn churches.)

The last of the institutions, the army, started the nineteenth century as a liberal force, and owed much of its importance as a political power to its role in defeating the Carlist counter-revolution. But as the century progressed, it turned increasingly conservative. A ‘state within a state’, it came to see itself as the incarnation of the national will, the bulwark of moral and social order, the defender of territorial unity. As such, it expressed not the popular will but a centralizing force ready to substitute for an as yet uncertain ruling class; the presence of the army officer in politics reflected the absence of the businessman. When, in the last quarter of the century, the military withdrew from direct political intervention, it was in order to stand as the ultimate power behind the new political alliance of the old landowning class and upper bourgeoisie which took control of the state.

It was, indeed, a pronunciamiento which ushered in this new alliance, sweeping aside an unstable republic which lasted barely twelve months (1873–4). The army’s previous overthrow of the Bourbon monarchy in 1868 had unleashed a revolutionary process. Attempts by General Prim to contain it by instituting a new constitutional monarchy failed; so too did the subsequent republican regime under petty bourgeois leadership. In the revolution’s final stages, due in large part to anarchist influence, sovereign ‘cantons’ were established in a number of cities, threatening the nation’s unity as well as ruling class domination. Frightened, the upper bourgeoisie sealed its pact with the old landowning class to put an end to it. The army restored the Bourbon monarchy in the person of Alfonso XII.

The opportunity of achieving a fully developed bourgeois democracy had been missed. The new ruling bloc, based essentially on agrarian interests, controlled the Spanish state for the next forty-eight years, from 1875 to 1923. In the course of the preceding liberal struggle against the economic foundations of the ancien régime, the pattern of land ownership had fundamentally changed. Church, noble and common lands had been disentailed, put on the market and, in the main, been purchased by the bourgeoisie and a part of the old landowning class. Many of the large estates (latifundia) of the south and south-west were created in this period. In the course of a century, the bourgeoisie continued to extend its holdings until, by the 1930s, approximately 90 per cent of Spain’s farm land was in its hands, the rest being owned by the upper nobility. The liberals’ mid-nineteenth-century hope (which was not alone in motivating their disentailment laws) that a new, small and prosperous peasantry could be created by these means was disappointed.

Given the bourgeoisie’s extensive stake in the land, it was not surprising that the new ruling bloc should be dominated by an agrarian oligarchy. A manipulated electoral system kept it in power under the restored monarchy, while excluding peasantry and proletariat from representation. With parliament not even formally expressing the nation’s will, the ruling class could not rely on even an attenuated form of political consensus to avert grave crises which involved those who were politically excluded; more direct police methods had to be used. Not surprisingly, it failed to produce an ideology which would ‘incorporate’ these excluded classes. Much of the widespread working class ‘a-politicism’ to which anarchism could appeal stemmed from, or was reinforced by, that exclusion.

This pseudo-parliamentary democracy bought a temporary social peace for the ruling class; but it was at a price. The dominance of agrarian interests and their refusal to ‘modernize’ agriculture placed obstacles in the way of industrial development. Adopting the mode of their predecessors, the new capitalist landowners failed to invest in their estates. ‘The psychology of feudalism outlived its juridical disappearance.’3 Lack of investment and low wages on the estates of the south and south-west, where a mass of landless labourers was out of work for months at a time, could provide little expansion of the home market for domestic manufacture. Large estates and social unrest became synonymous. Outside the latifundist region, most peasant agriculture revolved in a secular and precarious quest for self-sufficiency. ‘Favourable geographic and social conditions for agriculture existed only on the northern and Mediterranean peripheries of the peninsula … [which constituted] less than 10 per cent of the surface of the country.’4

Spain thus entered the twentieth century still a dominantly backward agrarian nation – a nation which had, moreover, lost its colonies and was, to no small degree, itself ‘colonized’ by foreign capital. Development remained uneven and weak. This was reflected in uneven social and cultural development between town and country, between regions, within classes.

The phenomenon, true of all development, was revealed with particular sharpness in the case of Spain. Among the more obvious socio-economic examples drawn from the 1930s was the continuing existence of a few thousand landowners in the south – less than 2 per cent of all owners there – who had over two thirds of the land, while 750,000 labourers eked out a living on near-starvation wages. These southern estates contrasted in turn with the plots of the north-west and elsewhere, which were too small to give a peasant a living. At the cultural level, while between 30 per cent and 50 per cent of the population – no one knew exactly – was illiterate in the 1930s, a handful of poets, novelists and playwrights was leading the country into a literary renaissance. Politically, a highly combative working class, on the one hand, encountered an almost total absence of revolutionary theoreticians, marxist or anarchist, on the other. While the differences between a landless anarcho-syndicalist Andalusian day-labourer and a Catholic, smallholding peasant in Old Castile were obvious, there were less obvious but also great differences between a middle-class left republican in one of the large cities and a provincial petty bourgeois who had become republican to protect his interests; or between the nationalist petty bourgeoisies of the two most advanced regions, Catalonia and the Basque country. Spain was not one country but a number of countries and regions marked by their uneven historical development.5

From the turn of the century, however, there had been a significant advance in industrial development. It was aided by an economic boom during the First World War, in which Spain remained neutral, and the world boom of the 1920s. ‘By 1930 Spain was halfway on the road to capitalist development.’6 A new factor began to make its political presence felt: the proletariat. Between 1910 and 1930, the industrial working class more than doubled to over 2,500,000. (It now represented just over 26 per cent of the working population in place of the 16 per cent it had occupied twenty years earlier. Those engaged in agriculture fell from 66 per cent to 45 per cent in the same period.) At the same time, the industrial bourgeoisie, concentrated especially in Catalonia, attempted to take over and ‘renovate’ the state, using the lever of Catalan nationalism to bring pressure to bear for its ends.

Under these different pressures the political system, forged in 1875 to keep in power an agrarian oligarchy, began to disintegrate. The monarchical ruling class was incapable of finding new political and social forms of incorporating the proletariat (as well as certain, mainly nationalist, sectors of the petty bourgeoisie) into a political system which would legitimize its power and ensure its continued domination: the continuance, in other words, of capitalism without threat of revolution (or nationalist secession).

1917 marked the opening of the crisis. Five months after the February revolution in Russia, a general revolutionary strike was declared by socialists and anarcho-syndicalists. Although it was crushed by the army, the old system could do no more than stagger from one crisis to the next for the following six years. During this period Andalusia was rocked by the ‘Bolshevik Triennium’ – three years of revolutionary anarcho-syndicalist agitation which appeared to threaten the existing social order in the south.

Anarchism, it may be recalled, had been introduced to Spain in 1868 before socialism. (In its origins, and for a number of years thereafter, the Spanish Federation of the First International was anarchist.) Its success in attracting recruits was immediate. From the start, the twin poles of recruitment were Catalonia and Andalusia – respectively the most advanced industrial and one of the most backward agrarian regions. In the rest of western Europe, with the exception of Portugal, anarchism as a mass phenomenon disappeared after the First World War. In Spain it grew.7 In 1911, the anarcho-syndicalist CNT (Confederación Nacional del Trabajo) was created in Barcelona. ‘Emancipation of the workers must be the task of the workers themselves.’ Syndicalism was ‘the struggle between two antagonistic classes’. General strikes must be revolutionary. Eight years later, in 1919 – after bringing Barcelona to a halt for a fortnight with a general strike – the CNT came out openly for libertarian communism: the abolition of private property and the state, and the organization of production by free associations of producers. At this time it claimed 700,000 members, over half of them in Catalonia.

In a dominantly agrarian country, where the middle class enjoys little social weight and the ruling class is suffering a political crisis, even a numerically small proletariat, concentrated in specific nuclei, can play a decisive leadership role. 1917 had demonstrated this in Russia. Lenin saw Spain as a country destined for revolution.

The Spanish ruling class was not unaware of the parallels between its country and Russia. The response to the fear of revolution and the general political crisis was for the army to move decisively for the first time in fifty years. With the king’s approval, General Primo de Rivera took power in 1923.

The fundamental problem being what it was, the general’s social programme, not surprisingly, was based on ‘the suppression of the class struggle’. The CNT was outlawed. The socialist-led trade union the UGT (Unión General de Trabajadores), with some 200,000 members, was tolerated, however, and its secretary general, Largo Caballero, collaborated (albeit briefly) with the dictatorship. The original schism between anarchism and socialism was reinforced, maintaining the split in the working class. It was in these circumstances that the FAI (Federación Anarquista Ibérica) was formed in 1927. Its founding aim was to federate the previously scattered anarchist groups in Spain. As an anarchist federation (whose existence as a clandestine organization was not announced for two years) it could have no general ‘political line’. But in Catalonia, especially, in the 1930s it pursued an ultra-leftist and insurrectionist policy.

Buoyed by the boom of the 1920s, the Primo de Rivera dictatorship collapsed with it in 1930, dispatched in large part by the conservative forces it had set out to defend. For the next fifteen months, efforts were made to save the old system with the king at its head.

In the meanwhile, republicans of all shades of opinion met in the summer of 1930 and formed a revolutionary committee with the aim of overthrowing the monarchy. Two members of the PSOE (Partido Socialista Obrero Español) attended the San Sebastián meeting in a personal capacity; and two months later the socialist party executive agreed to participate in a future republican government. The largest working-class political party (the anarchist movement was not a party) prepared to hitch its fate to the petty bourgeois republicans.

In December 1930, a republican uprising failed; but general strikes took place in most major cities with the exception of Barcelona and Madrid where general strikes had occurred a month earlier.8

In the hope of being able to arrange a return to the pre-dictatorship constitution, municipal elections were held in April 1931, to test the wind. The large towns – but not the countryside – voted overwhelmingly for republican candidates. The elections were interpreted as a plebiscite against the monarchy. Two days later on 14 April the king – warned by the civil guard commander, General Sanjurjo, that his forces would not stand behind him – left the country, and the second republic was declared.

*

That evening the crowds gathered in the Puerta del Sol in the heart of Madrid. Among them was a fifteen-year-old secondary school student, Victoria ROMAN, who had come with many of her fellow pupils and teachers to witness the historic moment. Republican flags had appeared as though by magic all over the city; elsewhere the republic had already been declared, often to the strains of the Marseillaise. In the distance she saw the leaders approach the door of the interior ministry. There were Largo Caballero, Azaña, Alcalá Zamora. They went in. She saw the bearded figure of Fernando de los Ríos approach another door and strike it with his walking stick. The door swung open and he went in. Power, it seemed, was there to be taken by a knock on a door.

—‘The republic has arrived without bloodshed,’ one of my teachers said. ‘Yes,’ replied another, ‘without bloodshed – and we shall live to regret it.’ I was shocked to hear him talk like that; but later I came to wonder if he wasn’t right  … 

In Barcelona similar crowds gathered in the Plaça de Sant Jaume. A new left republican Catalan party, the Esquerra Republicana de Catalunya, formed barely a month earlier, had won the elections. Its leader, Francesc Macià, proclaimed the Catalan republic.9 In the square a prominent CNT militant was encouraged to address the crowd. Climbing on to the shoulders of a couple of men, Josep ROBUSTE started to make a speech pointing out that the republic was no more than a word. No one listened to him.

—They were drunk with the idea of the republic. They thought it was a miracle, a panacea for all past problems – not least the dictatorship which had brought brutal repression to Barcelona. I got down. Had I attempted to go on talking I might easily have been physically assaulted  … 

The popular enthusiasm of the large urban centres was not repeated everywhere in the provinces. For example, at the college run by monks in Salamanca where he was studying, Juan CRESPO recalled that the proclamation of the republic was treated as a day of mourning. The headmaster of the school preached a sermon on the tragedy of the king’s departure.

—He criticized the Spaniards’ ingratitude to the king, praised the monarchy’s service to the nation, recalled the example of the Catholic Kings who had united the nation. By the end he was nearly in tears, and so were we  … 

*

Public tears of joy mixed with private tears of sadness. Neither adequately measured the size of the task which confronted the new republican regime. This was nothing less than to bring into being what one hundred years of history had unsuccessfully striven to achieve: an advanced bourgeois democratic state. The bourgeoisie having failed (or rather, having failed to attempt) the task, this was now left to the political leadership of what one historian has called ‘a thin but politically very active layer – the lower middle classes of the towns’.10 The greater part of the urban professional classes, intellectuals, school teachers and journalists sympathized with the petty bourgeois republicans. It was the class which had taken the lead in all the revolutions of the past seventy-five years but had never, except for brief revolutionary periods, held power. On the advent of the republic, the liberal republicans were organized in loose political groupings which owed allegiance more to a particular political figure – Manuel Azaña, Alcalá Zamora, Marcelino Domingo – than to a defined ideological or political programme. Such definition was achieved only in April 1934, when the left republican party under Azaña’s leadership was formed.

In essence, the republic’s task was to reform the socio-economic structures of the Spanish state with the dual but complementary objectives of ‘modernizing’ capitalism while preventing proletarian revolution (or nationalist secession). This entailed finding new forms of legitimizing the capitalist system which – thanks to the reforms involved – would serve to incorporate the proletariat (and the nationalist petty bourgeoisie) into the new political system. This the republican-socialist coalition hoped to do by concentrating its major reforms on three sectors: the ‘latifundist aristocracy’, the church and the army. Adding to the already considerable difficulties involved in this task was the fact that the attempt came at a moment of world economic crisis when, internationally, parliamentary democracy appeared on the retreat before fascism. What could be achieved in the circumstances, how much had been done?

From the very start the republican regime had made a crucial mistake, thought Juan ANDRADE. One of the founding members of the Spanish communist party and subsequently a leader of the dissident communist POUM (Partido Obrero de Unificación Marxista), he felt that the regime had failed to keep the initiative, to take advantage of the popular enthusiasm in order to consolidate itself.

—There is only one way a revolutionary movement, which comes to power through elections, and which is being pushed forward by the masses, can consolidate itself: by taking radical measures immediately. This it failed to do. The bourgeois forces were demoralized, measures to reform the basic structures of the state, the army, the land could have been taken straight away. Failure to do so allowed the bourgeoisie to reorganize, to begin the counter-attack  … 

While the coalition held political power, economic power escaped it. True, the constituent assembly adopted the classical measures of an advanced bourgeois revolution: separation of church and state, genuine universal suffrage (including women and soldiers), a cabinet responsible to a (single-chamber) parliament, a secular educational system. Significantly absent from the assembly, however, was the revolutionary working class, represented by the CNT, and, almost without exception, the former ruling class, the representatives of capital. The new constitution was unlikely to satisfy either, as a result. This was perhaps less important than the coalition’s failure to achieve the basic reforms outlined above. Its agrarian reform programme frightened the important rural bourgeoisie, but did not in fact take its land – leaving the landless dissatisfied. Its religious policy attacked with unnecessary acerbity an important area of the bourgeoisie’s ideological dominance – religious education – and made a gift to the reaction of a fertile terrain on which to recruit and regroup its forces. Its military reform allowed many officers to leave the army on full pay but did not fundamentally affect the military hierarchy or the position of monarchist (and later falangist) officers within it. Similarly, the coalition did little to change the old monarchical state apparatus through which it had to govern; and while it respected conservative financial orthodoxy it could do little or nothing to prevent the bourgeoisie exercising its economic power (flight of capital, refusal to invest). It temporarily incorporated half the working class, thanks to socialist collaboration, and effectively placed outside the law the other half, the CNT – which had decided to remain in ‘open war’ against the state and staged three insurrectionary uprisings in under two years. It gave an autonomy statute to Catalonia and failed to do the same for the Basque country. ‘Like so many others before and since’, in Hugh Thomas’s words, it ‘frightened the middle class without satisfying the workers’.11 Finally, after two years in power, it split up in 1933.

The achievement of an advanced bourgeois democracy was, patently, going to have to be carried through without the bourgeoisie, if it were to be carried through at all. There was nothing unusual about this, perhaps. More unusual was that, seemingly, it would have to be carried through against the bourgeoisie.

The reaction did not take long to reorganize. Recovered from the shock of the monarchy’s fall, reorganized in hostility to the coalition’s ‘anti-clerical and separatist’ legislation, the right began its counter-attack. A wave of church burnings, which spread from Madrid to the south barely a month after the republic’s proclamation, mobilized a large part of Catholic opinion. Less than a year later, however, an ill-supported army-monarchist uprising showed that ‘extra-parliamentary’ solutions were not yet the order of the day.

Rather, it was a newly formed mass Catholic organization, the CEDA (Confederación Españole de Derechas Autónomas), which for the next two years held the front line for the right within the existing contours of the parliamentary republic. Defence of religion, of the family, of property, of the social order at the service of Spain, were its guidelines.12 Under the leadership of Gil Robles, a dynamic young lawyer, the CEDA scored a major victory in the general elections of November 1933, becoming the single largest parliamentary party. Its initial refusal to declare itself unambiguously republican, and its anti-left policies made it highly suspect to the forces of the republic’s first ruling coalition. It did not immediately join the new centre government but supported it in parliament as it drove down wages and ignored, or put into reverse, reforms enacted during the republic’s first two years.

The socialist party veered sharply leftwards. Mounting working-class militancy–1933 was the hardest year of the depression in Spain – and disillusionment at their experience of power were among the domestic causes. Internationally, the recent fate of their fellow party in Austria at the hands of a corporative Catholic party that looked suspiciously like the CEDA was an important factor in leading the socialists to stage an ill-prepared uprising. Its timing was motivated by the desire to prevent the CEDA from joining the government. The rising took root only in Asturias where, for a fortnight, the working class held power in the mining valleys. October 1934 was a watershed. The unstable social equilibrium, underlying the monarchy’s crisis and which the republic had given political expression to, broke. The right won a temporary victory over the left, which it misused, unable to produce coherent solutions to the country’s problems. The left suffered a temporary, if bloody, setback which, very soon, it was able to use. The crisis had not been resolved, only foreshadowed.

The harsh repression unleashed, especially in Asturias, after October radicalized the working class and the liberal petty bourgeoisie. Following the recent French example (and the Comintern’s about-face), it led to the formation of the Popular Front, an alliance of working-class political parties and left republicans,13 and to its victory at the polls. (Under the existing electoral law, only coalitions had any chance of success at the polls.)

The Popular Front pact was a republican-oriented minimal programme for continuing the reforms begun five years before at the start of the republic. It made no mention of socialism, and the left republicans explicitly rejected socialist calls for nationalization of the land and the banks, the establishment of unemployment benefits and workers’ control in industry. Instead, they counter-posed a republic directed not by ‘social or economic class motives, but rather a regime of democratic freedom impelled by motives of public and social progress’.

The Popular Front electoral victory in February 1936, over the anti-revolutionary right-wing coalition led by the CEDA, was slender in terms of the popular vote;14 five years of republican regime had polarized the country. Fear and anguish at their defeat spread among the right. Before them appeared the spectre of revolution.

—I can remember it still, though I was only six. My mother forced my father to vote. He was the manager of a dairy company in Madrid and he didn’t agree with either the right or the left. But she said everyone had to vote, and he voted for the right, recalled Jesús DE POLANCO. When they lost, it was as though the world had fallen in on top of us  … 

For the other half of the electorate which supported the Popular Front, the victory gave hope that the problems which had confronted the republic since its inception would be seriously tackled at last.

While none of the left-wing organizations was planning revolution, the masses – in the view of Luis PORTELA, another founder-member of the Spanish communist party who had joined the POUM in Madrid – were distinctly heading that way.

—They wanted to go forward, they weren’t satisfied simply with the release of political prisoners and the return to their jobs of all those who had been sacked as a result of the revolutionary insurrection of October 1934. Instinctively, they were pressing forward, not necessarily to take power, not to create Soviets, but to push forward the revolution which had begun with the republic’s proclamation  … 

And so it indeed appeared. Strikes broke out in almost every industry and trade. In the countryside the socialist-led Landworkers’ Federation organized the mass seizure of large tracts of land to settle tens of thousands of farm workers. In the two and a half months immediately preceding the outbreak of the civil war on 17–18 July, the number of agricultural strikes reached almost half of those recorded in the heaviest year of 1933.15 Street violence and political assassination in Madrid and the south became commonplace. The Falange, the Spanish variant of fascism, which had been founded in 1933, played a prominent role in these. The socialist and communist youth movements, which were in the process of fusing into the unified socialist youth, JSU (Juventudes Socialistas Unificadas), were the Falange’s main antagonist in the streets.

The socialist party, under pressure from its left wing led by Largo Caballero, refused to renew its experience of governmental participation. This left the government solely in the hands of the left republicans, as it had been since the elections. Azaña became president of the republic. ‘It seemed as though his presidency offered a double guarantee: against reaction, against revolution.’16

With the exception of a narrow spectrum of the urban and nationalist middle classes, the bourgeoisie had no faith in any guarantee; it doubted the government’s ability to contain the working-class tide. It put its trust in the army, its constant defender for the past seventy-five years, and in the ‘reserve army’ of falangists, Carlists and monarchists. Large numbers of the CEDA’s youth movement, JAP (Juventudes de Acción Popular), went over now to the Falange.

In the other camp, large sectors of the proletariat refused the strict limits of the Popular Front pact, pushing forward to achieve what five years of republican regime had denied them. The interests of neither camp were satisfied by the left republican government which tried vainly to contain both.

At the time of the Popular Front electoral victory, General Franco, chief of staff, had unsuccessfully urged the government to declare a state of siege. The new regime relieved him of his post, at the same time removing another potential threat, General Mola, from his command in Morocco. Franco was posted to the Canary Islands, where he was closer to the Army of Africa in which he had made his name; while Mola, in whose hands a number of generals secretly confided the planning of a military uprising, was sent to Pamplona, capital of Carlist Navarre and centre of fervent opposition to the regime. These inept moves were compounded by the government’s refusal in the coming months to take any concrete measures against a military uprising, the imminence of which they were constantly being alerted to.

No pronunciamiento of the nineteenth century (nor General Primo de Rivera’s in the twentieth) had resulted in civil war. The wars that were fought had other causes. But the situation had radically changed now. Given the balance of opposing forces a rising would almost inevitably lead to civil war. Momentarily, moreover, the initiative had passed to the reaction. Instead of an attempt to seize power, as in October 1934, the working class was defensively awaiting a pre-emptive counter-revolution which the Popular Front victory had virtually guaranteed. The working class was at a serious disadvantage; but things had gone too far to expect its passive acceptance of a coup. A socio-political crisis which could not be resolved politically would have to be settled by other means; class struggle by civil war.17

1. See R. Carr, Spain 1808–1939 (Oxford, 1966), p. 155.

2. P. Vilar, Historia de España (Paris, 1963), p. 86.

3. P. Vilar, op. cit., p. 92.

4. G. Jackson, The Spanish Republic and the Civil War (Princeton, 1965), p. 8.

5. This uneven development impressed its particular imprint on the civil war from the start, in part explaining the success or failure of the military uprising in different regions (see P. Vilar ‘La guerra de 1936 en la historia contemporánea de España’, Historia internacional, Madrid, April 1976).

6. Ma C. García-Nieto, ‘La segunda república (1)’ (Bases documentales 8, Madrid, 1974), p. 12. From 1900 to 1935 there was rapid demographic growth, the population increasing from 18.5 to 24 millions. But more than half the population (57 per cent) still lived in the countryside.

7. Traditional explanations which ascribe this persistence to a Mediterranean ‘temperament’ in search of a ‘secular religion’ (millenarianism) or subject to an aimless (if justified) ‘irrational fury’ at oppressive social forces – the state, the church, etc. – fail to see anarchism as a response to concrete socio-economic conditions and needs. To single out but a few of these: the need, at the beginning of a revolutionary period (1868–74), to provide the working class with a revolutionary organization; the intransigence of rural and urban (Catalan) employers and an oppressive state; the links in a semi-developed capitalist society between an urban working class and its rural antecedents; the proximity (in small-scale production and unmechanized agriculture) of employers and employed; the poverty of large cities like Barcelona. Anarchism answered these conditions in












List of political parties and organizations

The following are the major political parties, movements and trade unions mentioned in this book. Those marked * signed the Popular Front pact of 1936; those indicated with ** joined the counter-revolutionary or National Front in the same year’s general elections.

CENTRE AND RIGHT-WING


**AP (Acción Popular) – the major party within the CEDA, founded in 1932

**CEDA (Confederación Española de Derechas Autónomas) – Catholic, founded in 1933

*Lliga Catalana – Catalan nationalist party of the large bourgeoisie, founded as successor to Lliga Regionalista in 1933

Partido Agrario – CEDA ally, representing mainly Castilian landowners

Partido Republicano Radical – oldest republican party (1908), major government party in 1933–5

PNV (Partido Nacionalista Vasco) – major Basque nationalist party, founded in 1895



EXTREME RIGHT-WING


**Comunión Tradicionalista – the political party of the Carlist movement from 1931

Falange Española – fascist, founded by José Antonio Primo de Rivera, 1933

JONS (Juntas de Ofensiva Nacional Sindicalista) – fascist, founded in 1931, fused with Falange in 1934

**Renovación Española – monarchist, founded in 1933

UME (Unión Militar Española) – unofficial right-wing officers’ union



LEFT-WING


*ANV (Acción Nacionalista Vasco) – split from PNV, founded in 1930

*Esquerra Republicana de Catalunya – Catalan left republican nationalist party, founded in 1931

Estat Català – radical separatist Catalan party, one of the founders of the Esquerra Republicana de Catalunya; as a wing of the latter it became proto-fascist by 1934; elements from it broke away from the Esquerra to reform Estat Català before the war

*Izquierda Republicana – left republican party, formed under Azaña in 1934 from Acción Republicana (1925), Partido Republicano Radical-Socialista (1929) and ORGA (Organización Republicana Gallega Autónoma)

MAOC (Milicias Anti-fascistas Obreras y Campesinas) – communist-organized workers’ and peasants’ anti-fascist militias

*PCE (Partido Comunista de España) – official communist party, founded in 1921

*PSOE (Partido Socialista Obrero Español) – the Spanish socialist party, founded in 1879

PSUC (Partit Socialista Unificat de Catalunya) – formed on outbreak of war from *Unió Socialista, *Catalan federation of the PSOE, *Partit Comunista de Catalunya and *Partit Català Proletari. Affiliated to Comintern, thus effectively the communist party in Catalonia

UMRA (Unión Militar de Republicanos Anti-fascistas) – unofficial military union of anti-fascist republicans

*Unión Republicana – a split, led by Martínez Barrio, from the Partido Republicana Radical, founded in 1934



EXTREME LEFT-WING


BOC (Bloc Obrer i Camperol) – Workers and Peasants Bloc, dissident communist party in Catalonia, formed in 1931 from a split in the PCE and a fusion with the Partit Comunista Català; led by Joaquim Maurín

FAI (Federación Anarquista Ibérica) – militant federation of anarchist groups, founded in 1927

IC (Izquierda Comunista) – Trotskyist split from PCE, led by Andreu Nin

*POUM (Partido Obrero de Unificación Marxista) – dissident communist party, fusion of BOC and IC in 1935, led by Maurín and Nin



TRADE UNIONS


AET (Agrupación Escolar Tradicionalista) – Carlist student union

CNT (Confederación Nacional del Trabajo) – anarcho-syndicalist

FNTT (Federación Nacional de Trabajadores de la Tierra) – socialist-led Landworkers’ Federation, part of UGT

FOUS (Federación Obrera de Unidad Sindical) – POUM-led trade union

FUE (Federación Universitaria de Estudiantes) – student union, founded in 1920s to combat the dictatorship, moved increasingly leftwards in 1930s

GEPCI (Gremis e Entitats de Petits Comerciants e Industrials) – PSUC-organized union for Catalan artisans, tradesmen and small manufacturers

SEU (Sindicato Español Universitario) – Falangist student union

STV (Solidaridad de Trabajadores Vascos) – Basque nationalist trade union

*UGT (Unión General de Trabajadores) – socialist



YOUTH ORGANIZATIONS


*JS (Juventudes Socialistas) – socialist youth

JC (Juventudes Comunistas) – communist youth

JSU (Juventudes Socialistas Unificadas) – unified socialist youth, formed in 1936 from fusion of JS and JC

JCI (Juventud Comunista Ibérica) – POUM youth movement

FIJL (Federación Ibérica de Juventudes Libertarias) – anarchist youth

JAP (Juventudes de Acción Popular) – Catholic




Foreword

‘The subjective aspect of events, the “atmosphere” in which they took place, is also a condition of history … Indeed, can history be made real if (this aspect) is not resuscitated? Shall we leave the task solely to the novelist? …’

Pierre Vilar: ‘La guerra de 1936

en la historia contemporánea de España’

The appearance of a book on the Spanish Civil War of 1936–9 today requires some explanation. Major historical works over the past fifteen years or so have charted most of the features of that conflict, and it would be vain to hope to add anything new to the overall map of the period. But within the general and even detailed knowledge, one area has remained unarticulated: the subjective, a spectrum of the lived experiences of people who participated in the events. This is the purpose of the present book.

Oral history, as conceived here, is an attempt to reveal the intangible ‘atmosphere’ of events; to discover the outlook and motivations of the participants, willing or unwilling; to describe what civil war, revolution and counter-revolution felt like from inside both camps. The cause of the civil war lay deep within the formations of Spanish society; though rapidly internationalized, the war was fought out very largely by classes and sectors of that society. This book is rooted, therefore, in the Spanish experience.

Never more than at a time of extreme social crisis does the atmosphere become a determining factor in the way people respond to events. For, however intangible, it is never abstract or distant. It is what people feel. And what people feel lays the ground for their actions.

This is especially observable in a civil war. Clausewitz’s maxim on war can be reformulated for the circumstance: civil war is the continuation of politics – internal class politics – by other means. The political mobilization (or the broadening of a previous mobilization) of large masses of ‘ordinary’ people, brought on by a deepening social crisis, is a condition of it.

But it is often less in the unmediated articulation of these politics than in the (ideological) climate of the times that can be found many of the clues to social and individual behaviour in the conflict. It is in the latter that, seemingly, lie the sources which explain, for example, why individuals of the same class fought on opposing sides; why a man took up arms for the camp that was assassinating his relatives; why brother fought brother. The attempt to understand the atmosphere in which such events could occur can make accessible to us some of the realities and contradictions of the larger, impersonal movements of history. For the atmosphere does not hang above events like the ether; it is a social emanation, the result of very terrestrial struggles.

These observations have shaped the underlying pattern of the present work. But the creation of an intelligible ‘mosaic’ of more than 300 personal accounts has necessarily extended beyond this sphere. The attempt has been made to describe the major contours of the war through eyewitness narration. This, in turn, has required a particular narrative and analytical structure. The limitations of this type of oral history – and more especially of this particular book – must therefore be stressed.

Let me enumerate the most important of these. Oral history, in the sense practised here, is not a substitute for, but an adjunct of, traditional historiography; it functions within the interstices of the latter.1 The sum of micro experiences does not, of itself, make up an objective macro totality. The atmosphere, as I have indicated, does not explain the subsoil, but rather the reverse.

For this reason, in addition to that already advanced, the present book does not set out to provide a general history of the Spanish republic and civil war. It does, however, concentrate on what, forty years later, appear as some of the major issues. Within this framework there are further, specific limitations. The first is territorial. The personal accounts were deliberately sought in five regions: two on the republican side, two on the nationalist side, and one (which would be better stated as two) on both sides. These are, respectively: Madrid-rural Toledo and Barcelona–lower Aragon; Seville–Córdoba–surrounding countryside and Salamanca–Old Castile–Pamplona; finally, the ‘north’, Asturias and Vizcaya, which were captured by the nationalists halfway through the war. Excluded from the book, therefore, are two major areas: Galicia in the nationalist and the Levante in the republican rearguard.

Secondly, the book does not focus on the war at the front. After the first months, when direct civilian militia participation was all-important, it follows the fighting rather from the rearguard. In the circumstances this may seem a curious procedure. It is based on the conviction that the civil war was won as much in the rearguard as at the front and that the social and political issues at stake had their clearest expression in the former.

Thirdly, the international dimension is largely absent. The determination to present the war in its Spanish roots and as ‘lived’ by Spaniards is responsible. Apart from routine anathema of the fascist powers’ intervention and Anglo-French non-intervention, popular recollections of the international situation on the republican side tended to be slight. Soviet aid, the Moscow show trials, occasionally Munich. The situation was not much different in the opposing nationalist camp despite the presence of Italians and Germans. Although international aspects could never be kept totally out of the mind – propaganda did not allow it – the war for most Spaniards was a matter for Spaniards to resolve.

Fourthly, it does not concentrate on politics at governmental or leadership level. In this sense it is grass-roots history. It does, however, focus on the major socio-political forces in each of the areas selected. For this reason it may seem an overly ‘political’ book. Let me repeat: the civil war was about deeply political issues and the crisis which preceded it had polarized and politicized very large sectors of public opinion.

Oral history, I believe, should articulate the experiences of people who, historically speaking, would otherwise remain inarticulate (and in which sense alone the adjective ‘ordinary’ can be attached to them). In principle, therefore, I sought out people who had not occupied leadership posts, who had not written their memoirs, who did not have public or political reputations to defend. Rightly or wrongly, I believed such people would give a more direct and immediate feel of events. Usually, if they were members of a political or trade union organization, they were middle-level militants. Sometimes, tempted by the possibility, or led on by the reading of testimonial material, I ignored my own guidelines, as the reader will see. Almost invariably, I was glad to have done so. But by and large I preferred to adhere to the original concept.

I recorded some 2,750,000 words of interviews in just under two years. In collecting, and later selecting, material for this book (which uses less than 10 per cent of the original) I gave preference to concrete personal experience rather than to global opinion; struck out slander and – with a couple of exceptions – hearsay; and solicited political self-criticism rather than criticism of other parties or organizations. I mention the latter because it is the source of another deficiency. The acerbity of the tone in which political polemic was, only too frequently, conducted is not, I now believe, sufficiently reproduced. The reader has only to compare the newspaper and other quotations which are scattered through the book to verify this. In part this is because the sharpness of tone has diminished with the years; but also because at the time I believed there was little to be gained by reverting to a style of polemic which, hopefully, had been transcended. I still believe this, but I signal its absence from the book.

I have, however, often let stand participants’ descriptions of the opposing side as ‘red’ or ‘fascist’. Misleading and often deliberately provocative, these labels have been retained because they summon up contemporary perceptions of the enemy. The solution I have adopted to the problem of names is as follows: those who rose to overthrow the republican regime on 18 July 1936, I have called insurgents until, in October of the same year, they formed their own regime; thereafter they become, in their own nomenclature, nationalists. The republican regime was plainly transformed into something new by the outbreak of war. I have frequently used the term ‘Popular Front’ to describe it in an initial period, although recognizing that it is not strictly accurate: while fighting on this side, the anarcho-syndicalists did not form part of the Popular Front before or during the war. Later, as bourgeois democratic principles were re-asserted by the central government, I have tended again to use the title republican.

Another question with particular relevance to this book is certain to arise in the reader’s mind. And that is: how are we to know that what people say is the truth? It is a justifiable question and can be answered without impugning the good faith of any of the participants: we cannot always know. Memory can be notoriously tricky, a long time has elapsed. It was not possible to check each assertion, every experience, unless documentary evidence existed. Where there seemed to me doubt and I had some documentary source to support it, I went back to the witness; if the matter still seemed uncertain I tended to omit it. Sometimes, however, an assertion of fact that is demonstrably untrue constitutes part of the atmosphere; in this case it is left to stand but, in one way or another, its validity is challenged shortly afterwards. On other occasions I have let statements stand that fall into neither of these categories. I was guided then by a sense that, even if some doubt might exist, the statement corresponded to a general climate of feeling which it was important to capture. The aim of the book, as I have said, was not to write another history of the civil war but a book about how people lived that war. It was their truth I wished to record. And what people thought – or what they thought they thought – also constitutes an historical fact. Inevitably, memories of thirty-five and forty years past have been ‘worked over’ in the intervening years; but much less, I am convinced, than might have been the case in other circumstances. This is due, first, to the nature of the war itself; secondly, to the political immobilism imposed by the victors in the post-war years and, lastly, to the fact that many participants were very young. Memories have ‘frozen’ as a result. Certainly, some of the participants have changed their views (and sometimes political affiliations) over the years. Rather than detract from their evidence, it tended to enhance it for me by focusing on it a critical light. Again, because of the need to make a coherent totality, it may seem as though this book is saying: this is ‘how it was’. But no. This is how it is remembered as having been.

Finally, the reader may well wonder whether a foreigner was best suited to inquire into matters so deeply Spanish. I often asked myself the same question; especially as much of the writing on the civil war has, perforce, been done by non-Spaniards. The answer, I believe, lies in uneven development: a Spanish publisher could not then afford the commercial and political risk of supporting a project which, after four and a half years’ full-time work, might be refused publication. The more advanced economies of the US and Britain, and the willingness of my publishers in both countries to take a gamble, made it possible for me to carry out. I trust that in the Spain of today this situation would no longer exist; for in the intervening period one epoch has ended and a new one begun.

*

These interviews were recorded in the twilight of the Franquista era, between June 1973 and May 1975: 95 per cent of them in Spain, the rest in France. No problems were put in my way. Apart from caution in rural areas, especially in Andalusia where there was still fear, people talked openly. It was a privileged moment in which to capture memories of a period distant enough to be history and yet near enough to be vividly remembered by a representative cross-section of participants. Six months after the last interview, Franco was dead. The dictatorial regime created by the victor of the civil war began to be dismantled. A new era was opening for Spain.

1. The debt owed to it by this work is so pervasive that, apart from the prologue, where the reader will find the major sources, I have not burdened the text with repeated acknowledgements.


Author’s note

All Spanish regional names have been anglicized in this book, while all provinces and capitals retain their Spanish spelling. There are two exceptions to the latter: following accepted tradition, I have anglicized Sevilla (Seville) and Zaragoza (Saragossa).

Throughout the book I have used the word libertarian to indicate a member of one of the three anarchist or anarcho-syndicalist organizations (CNT, FAI and FIJL), or their social ideas and objectives.

All CAPITALIZED SURNAMES in the book are those of participants and appear shortly before or after a quotation. The latter is introduced by — if not by the usual quotation marks.


Glossary of Spanish words


abuelo, abuela, grandfather, grandmother

alférez provisional, provisional second lieutenant

amatxu (Basque), mother

bacalao, dried cod

bandera, Foreign Legion battalion

barrio, quarter or neighbourhood of town or village

buenas tardes, good afternoon, evening

butifarra (Catalan), sausage

cabezalero (Andalusian), foreman, manager of collectivized farm

cabrón (pej.), bastard

cacique, political boss

caciquismo, system of political bossism

canalla (pej.), scum

carabinero, frontier guard

carca (pej.), reactionary

casa del pueblo, workers’ club, usually socialist, often also the latter party’s and socialist trade unions’ local headquarters

casino, club

caudillo, leader (Franco)

centinela, sentry

chamizo (Asturian), narrow coal shaft

checa, unofficial political court or prison

chico, chica, boy, girl

chirla, small clam

churro, fritter

compañero, compañera, companion

cojones (lit. testicles), courage, guts

coño (lit. cunt), hell! damn!

cortijo, large farm

denuncia, information or charge laid against a person

detente, small piece of cloth bearing image of the Heart of Jesus worn on the chest

dios mio, good lord!

doble (measure in Aragon), 12 kilos of olives

duro, five pesetas

fanega (Andalusian land measure), 0·6 hectares, approx. 1·5 acres

fueros, rights of self-government in Basque country and Navarre

gazpacho, soup of bread, oil, vinegar, tomatoes, garlic

generalísimo, supreme commander

gente de orden, law-abiding citizens

granuja (pej.), rogue

gudari (Basque), Basque nationalist soldier

guerrillero, guerilla

hidalgo, minor noble

hijo, son; anda hijo, come on, son; hijo mío, my son

hombre, man

labrador (Andalusian), large tenant farmer

Madrileño, native of Madrid

masía (Catalan), farmhouse

me cago en la leche (lit. shit in the milk), well I’m damned!

muchacho, lad

mujer, woman, wife

nada, nothing

¡no pasaran!, they shall not pass!

novio, novia, boyfriend, girlfriend intending to marry

obrada (Castilian land measure), 0·56 hectares, approx. 1·4 acres

paella, rice, meat, fish dish

paseo, to take for a ride, assassination

peque (from pequeño, small), lad, kid

por dios, for God’s sake

practicante, medical assistant

pronunciamiento, military revolt to change political regime

pueblo, village or township

puta, whore

regulares, Moroccan troops

rejoneador, mounted bullfighter

reparto, division of large estates among landworkers

requeté, Carlist militia or militiaman

rojo (pej.), red

saca, taking out (of prison cell etc.) to execute

señorito, young gentleman

sindicato, trade union

sin novedad, nothing to report

tabor, battalion of Moroccan troops

tercio, Foreign Legion or Carlist regiment

tertulia, informal social group meeting to talk

torre (Catalan), villa

treintista, member of movement expelled from CNT in 1932 for holding that revolution could not be made by small, audacious groups

turrón, type of nougat
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