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THE SECOND REPUBLIC

BACKGROUND NARRATIVE

Spain’s Second Republic was born, and survived, in discouraging
international circumstances: the Great Depression corroding Evrope’s
economies and societies; Hitler extinguishing Weimar pluralism and
challenging the European status quo; a bratal ‘revolution from above’
in the LIS5R; and, in Mussolini’s Italy, 2 corporate state which bound
together workers and managers, ostensibly for the national pood,
To many in Spain, such developments were healthy, a precedent to be
followed.

The results of municipal elections on 12 April 1931 showed
that Rivera's successors had failed to reconcile the populace to the
mumn:i:ntug:mrTb:ngl:&Spnm,andap‘mﬂnmalgmmt
took power. The politics of the Second Republic functioned — or

mfnu.cﬁun—wiﬂliuad]sﬁmctiumﬂ]hrmd:pemum of
uﬁuﬂanﬂaguﬂa.ﬁmmﬁdnﬁm]ﬁuchﬁthﬂytﬂdngnuﬂmﬂy
clerical CEDA; from Catalan separatism to the mystical centralism of
the Falange; from Alfonsine monarchists to Marxist POUM; and from
conservative army officers committed to restoring the old state to
a.n.an:himfrummdhj'ﬂnnew,

The Republic's political relations are explained partly by the reszlts
of the three general elections that took place during its lifetime, The
first, in June 1931, elected a Cortes which drew up a controversial
constitution and continued the reforms begun in April, The November
1933 clection ushered in governments who did all they could to turn
the clock back. The third election (February 1936) brought to power

a government that, though Iickmg Socialist ministers, set out to
reverse the work of its hght*'n ing

The 'reformist years” of 1931-3 seemed am:levnlmtucmiqtn
the eppesition right. The gevernments of Alcald Zamora and his
mmmrﬂzaful:uncb{dabuldpmgﬁmmcnfkgiﬂiﬁun.m,ﬂx
Catholic Church {only 20 per cent of Spaniards were practising
Catholics) was disestablished under Article 26 and its state subsidy
was to end in 1933, Freedom of belief and religious practice was
guaranteed provided it did pot offend public morals and although the
Jesuits were to be dissolved, other religious orders could continue if
they did not endanger the state, However, these orders were barred
from undertaking economic activity or teaching, and Church schools
were o close within a specibic time limit. Thus, the traditional stabus
of the Catholic Church was to end. Clerical conservative Spain was
appalled, and the povernment iselfl was fractured: in October 1931
Prime Mml.sttn‘.ll:a.hZimumind Minister of the Interior Maura —
bath conservative Catholics —

Controversy also stalked land Icgislmn By mid-1931 the Law
of Municipal Boundaries protected rural workers against cheap
Ernpurted labowr; arbitration committees on wages and conditions
and protection for tenants against arbiteary eviction were established,
Predictably, irate landowners and their political allies saw this as a
declaration of war, as they did the Law of Agricultural Reform which
expropriated, without full compensation, the largest landowners’
estates,

The 1931-3 Eovernments also introduced army reforms, limited
autonamy for Catalonia, universal suffrape at twenty-three, freedom
from arbitrary imprisonment, legal divorce and the abolition of
the death Pem.lt:,', Crither innovations included nld-lge pensions.
Progreess in hydro-electric power continued from the Primo de Rivera
distatership, Barcelona University gained autenomy; a People's
University was founded in Madrid where adulis were taught by
postgraduates. Official statistics from the Ministry of Information
claimed that by the end of 1932 10,000 new primary schools had
been built. Cultural *missionaries” ook theatre, cinema and fine art
to the rural populace. But were these life-enhaneing changes or, as
conservatives saw them, a threat to corrupt morals?

Of these reforms, which would be targeted by the right-wing
governments in power from November 1933 to Febroary 19367 In the
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process ufn:n:r:h’lgﬂrlil:r hgi.sliﬁuu,, CEDA deputies in the Cortes
under Gil Robles wielded powerful influence. Thus, the Jesuits could
teach again, while state education spending was slashed. There were
nearly 19,000 peasant evictions in Estremadura alone, and rural
unemployment rose as labourers lost their job security, Trade unions
Faced assaults from the Ministry of the Interior, whereas amnesties
wer\egmt.edtn:n}unz inmlmdl.nﬂie.imgmt 1932 coup attemp led
by General Sanjurjo.

Beyond parliament and law-making, how did left and right behave
towards each other¥ They provided fuel for the Republic’s opponents:
in May 1931 convents and churches were burned and catacombs
desecrated. At Castilblanco near Badajor {Estremadura) the corpses
of civil guardsmen were brotally mutilated. In 1934 the anarchist
leader Durruti called a general strike in Zaragoza and a nation-wide
strike of labourers was organized by the Sodialist land-workers" union,
the FATT.! For two weeks that Octoher, Socialist miners took over
parts of Asturias, including the capital Oviedo. As things deteriorated
in 1936, Madrid was plagued by strikes,

On the political right, the most famous assault on the state before
the military revolt of July 1936 was the abortive putsch by General
Sanjurjo and his followers in August 1932, A reaction against the
Catalan Autonermy Bill and Agrarian Reform Bill, the *Sanjurjada’
Failed in Iu.primlr]lgn:lnhdzlng power, However, Ihe.trn‘nyl-urned
much from this debacle, Meanwhile, in rural districts landlords
ru.nrt!dtunﬂ:mrjnnmagmtdsﬂle—refmingml]lm cultivation
and thus putting labourers out of work, and taking advantage of loosely
drafted legislation. In turn, many reformers — notably Largo Caballero
as Minister of Labour, 1931—3 — lost faith in the power of democracy
to enact change effectively,

Versions of democracy survived, nevertheless, through eight
years of peace and war, And, during the peacetime Republic, the
artist Mird, poet amd playwright Lorea and il director Bufiuel led
& flourishing world of culture. Women gained new prominence in
journalism, trade union leadership and politics; the sulfragist Vietoria
Kent became the Republic’s first Director-General of Prisons,” And
in parts of Spain there was a fundamental left- wing soclal, economic
anul political revolution — though it took cvil war both 1o achieve
it and to destroy it

20 THE SECOND REPLBLIC

ANALYSIS [1): WHY, DESPITE ITS ACHIEVEMENTS, DID THE
SECOND REPUBLIC PROVE SO UNSTABLE?

Between its birth in Apnl 1931 and March 1939 when its last
Prime Minister, luan Megrin, fell from power, the Second Republc
experienced fifteen changes of government. This in itself, however,
says nothing specific of individual government tenure, one criterion
for “stability’. Azaha’s first afint as Prime Minister, from October
1831, lasted nearly two years; at the other extreme, in July 1936 the
government of Martinez Barro surdived for barely heetve hours. OF the
1o this the palitical, social and economic "'wars' already being waged
by interest groups all over Spain against these governments (let alone
each other) by strikes, propaganda, obstrection and insurrection, and it
may seem remarkable not only that anything significant was achieved
bt that civil war was delayed for so long. At times, Spain seemed locked
into a vorbex of instability.

The nature of the Republic’s achievements was bound to inflame or
frustrate: ig it tharefore more apt to say that it was because of these
achievernents, rather than despite them, that the Republic was s0
unstable? Tension between Barcelona and Madrid after the Catalan
Autonomy Bill (1932) was due partly 1o the fact that the Catalan
sgnatanios of the 1930 Pact of San Sebastidn saw the Bill as too diluted.
Historians such as Albert Balcells and Morman lones have noted the
dramatic shift from ‘tension’ 1o 'crigis’ in the autumn of 1934 inhaling the
pure cxygen of Spain's ‘October Revolubion', Livis Companys, head
of the Catalan Republican Left Party and of the Barcelona regional
government. now proclaimed & "“Catalan State within a Spanish Federal
Republic'. For this inisative b was semtenced 1o thifly years in prson;
the central authorties suspended the Catalan governmant (Generalitat),
along with the auvtonomy law ieedf.®

In a democratic environment, what does political stabaity require?
Maore than an orgin besed on consonsus, which in April 1831 the
Ropublic ssemed supericially to have, it needs even-handedness and
paltical subtliety. But these, unlike anxiety and disillusionment, were in
short supply. For every newspaper banned, there was an inflammatony
speech in the Cortes or at a party rally; for every politician imprisoned,
an intimidating parade or debilitating strike. In turn, state attempts to
regtore equilibrium by force were often counter-productive. indeed, the
theme of provocaton is woven threeghout the Second Republic, There
wis readingss 10 provoke and to be provoked. Whean, in October 1934,
ministers from the Spanish Confederation of Autonomous Rightist



Groups (CEDA) joined Lemowx's government, ‘the Socialists [took] the
bait and launched a hopeless assault on the state’* the most dramatic
example being the Asturias Rising and subsequant commune which held
out for two weoks before being crushed.

If & measure of inatability is evident in all political systems, what made
the Spanish example so extrema? Analysis of the peried 1931-8 alone
cannot provide the whole answer, After all, the 1931-3 governments’
raison o'étre was to challenge the pre-1931 order through legislation;
the precccupation of the right-wing governmonts of Nowember 1833-
February 1936 was to restore tradition and consendse . Moroover,
Frances Lannon's close analysis of the experience of the Cathalic Church
has shown that it already felt deeply nsecure betore the annus harribiis
of 1831 : would the demonic Republic now deal the final blow?® Swmilardy,
landowmners had long faced agitation from landless labourers: now, there
wag an additional scapegoat in the 'destructive Republic',

The geli-interest and sefl-image of groups and institulions were not
only hert by single-issue refarms aimed by the state directly at them, For
example, the army was also antagonistic towards Catalan autoncmy
because it would destroy the unity of the Pafra. Similarly, the Church
wan deeply andous about land reform and the new paolitica: CEDA,
thie Church's political wing, described the ‘atheistic’ Republic as a
communist class dictatorship hostile to the family, private property and
e free markel.

Whan centrifugal forces were at work concurrently, then chronic
mstability would follow. In 1933-4 both CEDA on the right and
digillusioned Socialists on the left, led by Largo Caballero, were
becoming mone anti-constitutional in outlook, For the left this process
had already begun in 1831, when its more radical elements fall that
their idealzed ‘new Spain’ was being sold out to compromise. The night
countered with accusations that the old Spain was baing subverted by
revolutionary reform. Indeed, much venom was spat at the governments
of the Second Repubdic: that they were mofe like pressure groups than
gowernmeants, that their leaders were agitators not statesmen, that their
law-anforcement was lawless and that they were led by their followers.
And however decisively govemments introduced refarmn, or rengged
on it or repealed i, oulory was cerain: from those who sought mare
change (Socialist, Communist or anarchist) and those who wanted no
progreasive legislaton at all = army, Church and landowners, great and
amail.

Paul Preston's detailed research imto the comemporary press has
shown how newspapers and pericdicals played a significant part in
entrenching these poastions. The press sustained an intodicating aura of

confrontation, while contributing to the making of revolution and reaction

more directly. For example, left-wing papers conducted influential
campaigns. One of these led in March 1934 to the forging of an Agturian
Warkers' Alliance which went on ta organize the Asturias Rising. On the
right, in & conagious apirit of ‘catastrophism’, the pro-CEDA Cathofic
daily E! Debate intoned in January 1936, ‘Between tha ruin and the
salvation of Spain there is no middle way.® Newspapers wera joined in
the vanguard of protest by Spanish youth, who themsabes had their own
political press. Prorminent in the Astunas Rising of October 1934 was the
Socialist Youth Movement [FIS). On the extrere right, young Falangists
led deathrraids against the laft — notably the murder of an Assault Guards
aifficer in July 1836, in reprizal for which the fght's new hero, José Calvo
Sotelo, was assassinated.

A dense matrix of instability characterized the Second Spanish
Republic, the political momentum veering towards the exiremes - within
govemments such as those of Lerroux; within parties, for example, the
Spanish Socialist Party (PSOE); and within movements, netably the
anarchist Mational Confederation of Labowr (CNT). High-profile operators
fike Largo Cabalero and Gil Robles lost faith in the legal path, a route
already despised by Aonsist and Carlist monarchists and the Falange
Espafiola, the millennarian fascist movement of the mew nght.

Te concluds: in the period 1831-8, legislation {and the dread of i}
reacted with privilege and deprivation, exacerbating pre-existing lensions
and leadng ulimately to crvil war, Speaking metaphoncally, the Republic
in 1831 had definad itsalf as an angine of change but it ignored a senies
of red lights and was derailed. Governmants seemed at times less
interested in buldmng poltical bridges than in blowing them up. From late
July 1936, the politics of the feud became the tactics and strategies of
armies, and a plethora of conflicts now reduced themselves to a definitve
formula: the open sockesty versus its enemies. Analysis (2) seeks to
consider why hopes of coesistence between Spanish people were
dashed. However, as thig first analysis has tried to argue, in the crisis
atmosphare of the Republic hopes of coexistence warne always fragila,
and more o less unacceptable: to poficy-makers and opinion-formers, to
die-hard property-owners and 1o those they regarded as put on earth 1o
serve them.

Questions

1. How significant was regional identity during the period 1931-67
2. ‘The events of October 1934 were of decisive importance in
the history of the Second Republic.’ Discuss,



AMALYSIS (2): WHY WERE HOPES OF COEXISTENCE BETWEEN
THE SPANISH PEOPLE DASHED AFTER FEBRUARY 19362

This analysis will focus on the fourteen months from May 1935 1o July
1936. In order to place the February 18386 elections in perspective, Some
reference to the upheavals of October 1834 will be made. As will be
saan, within 8 broad definition of ‘coesistence’, difficulties were 1o
be expenenced at all lavels. Though there weare always constraints
and opportunities that prevented total fragmentation, this is not how
it appaared to many at the time.

Already in October 1834 three CEDA minigters had been appointed
o government, sparking working-class and regionalist revolts. Then, in
May 1935, Pnme Minister Lerroux reshufiled his cabinet, adding two
more CEDA ministers: the CEDA leader Gil Robles becamea Minister
of War, Together, this dissonant gquintet would ensure the failure of
coexstence in Spain. To call them ‘Lermoux’s ministers' rather migses the
pont. At the War Ministry, Gil Robles ~ pausing on his own resolute
ascent 10 the summit - apponted a tnad of generals 1o key posts,
although Franceo (Cheel of General Stalf) was more prepared at this stage
to coaxist with the Republic than were Fanjul (Under-Secretary of War)
and Goded (Inspector-General and Director of the Air Force),

Git Robles himseli expected to succeed Prime Minigter Lesraux’s own
successor Chapaprieta, who resigned over a budget crisis at the end of
1835. But the CEDA leadar miscalculated: his glowing references to the
death of parlamentary democracy, along with the yells of his youth wing
UAP) for “All power to the chief!’, merely alienated President Alcald
Zamora, who did not appoint him. Yet Gil Robles still had the power to
sustain heavy CEDA pressure n pariament, and i the February 1836
election campasgn he exhorted JAP to spread propaganda aganst the
Republic.

Much to Gil Robles's fury, however, the right loat the February 1836
elections to the ‘odious’ Popular Front: a bitterly controversial result
whose statistics have been analysed in depth by the Spanish histonan
Xawier Tusell Gémez. Following the Popular Front victory, more radical
right-wingers, notably José Calvo Sotelo, began to dig a deeper furrow
in Spanizh politics.” Would Gil Robles now ‘coaxiat’ with auch elements
an the far nght, or would be actively encourage his followers to join them?
The view that the “legal’ path had failed was spreading, and Gil Robles
could not obstruct the accelerating chmb of far-nght anti-parhamentary
groups. Nevertheless, as Paul Preston has written, ‘he played an active,
and mdeed crucial, role, in pariament and the press, in creating the
atmosphera which made a military rising appear to the middle classes as

the only altemative to catastrophe’® Gil Robles used pariament

for propaganda, but meaningful coexistence with the state was as
unacceptabie io him as it was to the militant Socialist Largo Caballero.

In jail after the October 1934 fsings, and following his release at the
end of 1835, Large Caballero mused on Marmx and revolution, But until
the defeat of tha right in the February 1936 elections he was prepared
to coexist with Priefo, his reformist rval in the PSOE. Priefo's ambition
to mobdize a broad front behind the Republic with a moderate reform
agenda (what became the January 1936 Popular Front programme) won
wide public support, reflacted in the Popular Front welory, Howewer,
Largo Caballero was committed to his own root-and-branch plan to
radicalize the PSOE with Communist Party support and now ended his
tactical alliance with Prieto: he vetoed the idea of power-shanng by the
PSOE, and his newspaper Clandad showed that his tolerance of the
government was heavily qualified:

We will not renounce our own nght to crificize in order to maintain
the vigilance of the working class, which is now marching forward to
the final goal of our class, and, at the slightest sign of weakaning,
to set the working class against its present allies.®

Meanwhile, in the rural districts, people were coexsting less with each
other than with trauma, confrontation and murder. Left provoked right, and
vice wersa. Churches and right-wing HOs in Cérdoba province suffered
incendiary attacks by the CNT. Forcing thousands out of work, landlords
flooded arable land and faced the wrath of the FNTT. in the years of
reaction (Movember 1933—February 1936}, governments and landiords
had driven through progress in reverse, Mow the new Popular Front
government was sel on mowng politics and sociely forwand once more
= bast, just as surely, enraged their cpponents when they reinstated
forward-looking laws.

The rode of the press, discussed n Analysis (1), underfines the
[imitations of cosxistence within right-wing politics. £ Debate lionized
the Falange's mauling of tho loft, but the Falange scomed this
praise, and frequently disrupted CEDA meetings. Thess were times
of shifting loyalties and identities, with agents provocateurs adding to
thes confusion

As Gerald Brenan explained in The Spanish Labyrinth the kmits of
coguistence ware also evident at the level of "high' politics. For example,
President Alcald Zamora was in the finng line from his pame minister,
Azafia, who was biterly resentful at Zamora's ‘meddiing’ and his wish 1o
dissolve the Cortes. But, if President Zamora and Prime Minister Azafia
could not cosnst, who would take the President's place wene he to be



impeached for this ‘interference’? Ironically, it would be Azafa who now
found himseif head of state -~ on 10 May 19386, the fifth anniversary of
the first church-bumings. '® Who would become Prime Minister now that
Azafia was President? The Left Republican whom Azafa chose, Casares
Quiroga, seemed grudging in his attacks on left-wing violence, Neither
Azafia nor Casares and his colleagues had the power to reconcile, inspire
and unite. Increasingly, coexistence seemed confined to Casares's
cabinet.

During the period May-July 1936, industrial relations hit rock bottom.
Shipping. the hotel industry, and tram, railway and building companies
all found themselves under economic siege. Employers undermined
the arbitration committees and rejected the shorter working week
reintroduced after the Popular Front election victory. Among workers'
organizations, the anarchist CNT was ‘coexisting' with neither the
Socialist UGT (General Union of Workers) nor the Communist Party,
And even if for the Communists and Largo Caballero’s left wing of the
Socialist Party revolution was a longer-term goal, their propaganda, along
with the economic civil war, was enough, in the words of Paul Preston,
‘to verify the exaggerated picture of unmitigated chaos being painted
by Calvo Sotelo and Gil Robles.’” Moreover, although Prieto was
gaining support within sections of the Socialist Party for his more
centrist brand of politics, his meetings were attacked by the militant
Socialist-Communist youth movement, the JSU ~ between its assaults
on anarchists and Falangists. On this jagged edge of civilian politics
coexstence was, for many, a forgotten cause.

There were exceptions 1o this rule. Catalonia, with its semi-autonomy
restored, appeared relatively quiescent in the otherwise ‘ominous''?
spring of 1936. However, relentless headiines of bloody confrontation
continued to sap national morale. For many months, with the political
stakes so high, there had been no significant centre in Spanish politics,
Disingenuously, Gil Robles blamed Spain's agony on the left. But
whatever the hierarchy of causes for the impending national earthquake,
it is not surprising that the army, or some of it, defender of etemal Spain's
integrity, finally rose up. Those who sought to defend the new Spain,
despite or because of the chaos of July 1936, resisted; in the final

Questions

1. Why was the Second Republic not more successful?
2. What was the significance of Gil Robles and Largo Caballero
in Spanish politics, 193167

SOURCES
1. THE SOCIALISTS AND THE POPULAR FRONT

Source A: a Communist perspective from the Left Book Club,
1936.

Meanwhile the Madrid organisation of the Socialist Party, headed by Largo
Caballero, had passed a resoluticn, to be Introduced at the next Socialist national
congress, urging organic unity with the Communist Party, and a serious split
threatened within the Socialist leadership.

Indalecio Prieto, the right-wing Socialist leader, manoeuwred to oust Largo
Caballero, who undoubtedly had the support of the majority of Secialists, as the
gvents of the Civil War proved Ister. This alarming danger of a Socialist spit, the
tense situation created later on by fascist provocations in the great wave of
strikes, and the clash between the anarcho-syndicalists and the united UGT were
grist to the fascist mill.

Mundo Obrero, Communist official organ, worried over efforts of the fascists,
Trotskyists, and some anarcho-syndicalists o rupture the People’s Front. wamned
that under no clrcumstances must the united action of Left Republicans and the
proletarian parties be broken.

Source B: from the reform manifesto of the left PSOE, led by
Largo Caballero, March 1936.

We must put an end to the illusion that the proletarian socialist revolution can
be brought about through the reform of present sockal conditions. |.e.. that the
transformation of peivate and corporate ownership of the means of production
into common ownership by the whole saciety will result in the abolition of all
classes and their fusion into 2 single community of workers. There is no other
altarnative but to destroy and rebuild society from its foundations . . .

Step by step, the dictatorship of the prodetariat . . . will become a fully
developed. classless democracy. In which State coercion gradually will disappear.
The Socialist party will be the organ of such a dictatorship and will remain so for
as long as the transition from one society to another may last. and for as fong
as the threats from the surrounding capitalist States may warrant the existence
of 2 strong proletarian State . . .

In order to accomplish this, it Is essential to achieve the immediate unification
of 24 revolutionary forces through the fusion. on the political and trade wnion
fronts. of 28l workers' groups, and the complete divorce of the Soctalist party
from any reformist or centrist tendency.



Seurce C: Martinez Barrio, leader of the Republican Unlon Party,
looks back at the problems of the Popular Fronk

If the trade union movements or the Socialist znd Communist parties disagresd
with our point of view, why didn't they make it clear? Why did they apree fo
paci whose fundamentzl abm was the consofidation of the Republican regime
established in 1931 and of its constitutional charter?

Certaln Socislists and &l the Commanists were sutfering from the mirage of
the Russian revolution of 1977 and handed us the dizmal role of Kerensky.
Accoeding to them, our mission was liméted fo smoathing their rad 1o power,
since the posséilibes of the democratic revalution in the history of the Republic
Fad been exhavsted.

Source Dt The pessimistic view of Gabriel Marie de Coca, a Pristo
supporter.

| close my work with an impression of Bolshevist victory in every sector of the
party. The Socialist parliamentary minority m the Cortes will be impregnated with
# strang Leninist tone. Prieso wil have few deputies on his sde while Besteiro
will be completely isolated 25 a Mancist dissenter . ..

Tre outiok that all this leaves for tha fulare of the working ¢lass and of the
natian could not be mone pecsimistic. The Bolshevist cantipedn dominates the
proletartat’s hosizon and Masxist znalysls indicates that it is on i3 way t0 another
of its resounding wictories. So that f in October 1934 it only achiewed &
short-lived Gil Robles government accompanied by the suspension of the
constitution and the mast horible, sterile shedding of working class blood, it can
now be expected to complete fis definitive work in the future [catackism],

Source E: a very different perspective from Source A, by Katharine
Atholl, 1938.

Afier the General Election of 1336 the Socialist and Communist youth
organizalions had united, and Caballere was weridng for & union of the two
parties. Bul he was not 3 member of the Gavernment, and his propasals for
party fusion had bean strongly apposad by the Secialist Right Wing, led by Senos
Imdalecio Priato. Prieto’s following steadily gained ground, and by Jume had
secured @ majority on [this] important issue. Whatever declarations, theretors,
pointing ta revolitionary Sms, may have been made by Cabalera af this time it
is important to remember that he spoke neither as a member of the Govemment
mor aven a3 leader of a united Soclalist Party,

1. Explain the references to; (a) ‘Trotskyists and some anarcho-
syndicaliste’ (Source A); (b) ‘Certain Sccialists'; "Kerensky'
(Source C). (5)

*2. Using your own knowledge, and with reference to Sources B
and E, explain why: (i) ‘unification’ was limited; (i) the PSOE
was unable to become ‘the organ’ of the dictatorship of the
proletariat. (8)

3. How accurate do you find de Coca's assessment in Source
D? (4)

4. Using these sources and your own knowledge, how far can it
be said that the PSOE played an essentially detrimental role
in the politics of the Republic, February-June 19367 (8)

Worked answer

*2. [For 2 (i), refer 1o specific contexts in which ‘unity’ was apparent,
underlining its extent, limitations and impact. For 2 (i), ensure you
place the Socialist Party within the wider political arena and note
the unforeseen development of September 1936, which was to find
Largo Caballero — who seven months before had demanded such a
‘dictatorship of the proletariat’ — leading a ‘united front' government
against Franco's Nationalist rebels.]

2 (i). At the youth-movement level, the Socialist (PSOE) and Communist
(PCE) parties did ‘unite’, as the JSU (United Socialist Youth), in April
1936. But this did not make for a complete meeting of minds. Indeed, pro-
Prieto members of this new organization felt alienated: the Communist
element had ousted the Socialist Party youth leaders in Madrid, and pro-
Prieto meetings were disrupted by militant JSU hostile to the moderate
Socialist leader. (Prieto sought cooperation with the Republican
government.) At the trade union level, Socialists and Communists did
‘unite’; so did the Socialist and Communist parties in Catalonia (late July
19386). This new United Socialist Party of Catalonia (PSUC) affiliated to
the Communist Third International (Comintern). Nevertheless, elsewhere
in Spain — notably in the north ~ the moderate Prieto wing of the Socialist
Party remained strong, holding a majority on the party's national
committee. ‘Prietistas’ rejected unification with the Communist Party, the
cause embraced by Largo Caballero and his more radical Socialist
supporters. Furthermore, Prieto attacked ‘revolutionary suphoria’ (Carr)
as a red rag to fascism. Even so, the flawed but obsessive image of a
‘communist threat' became more deeply embedded in the minds of the
Republic's Nationali .



2 (m). To achseve this, the Sociakist Party (PSOE) would have needed to
b in an effective position of powaer, which, for the time baing, sluded L.
It was in fact ancther Left Republican, Casares Cuiroga, who succesded
Azafia as Prima Minister in May 1938. it is true that the now Prasident
Azaha had considersed appointing Prieto to take his place as Prime
Minigter, but thiz had been blocked by Largo Cabaliers’s militant faction
of the PSOE. Despite this, Prieto was keen 1o build brdges to Casares
Quiroga's govemnment. Prieto's poaition was strengthened in June 1936
when more of his supporters were elected to the PSOE's national
committes. These developments suggest that the PSOE did not fully
accep! the Marist—Leninist ‘dictatorship of the proletanat’ which Largo
Caballero was advocating at that time. In the wider political environmeant,
notably the CNT (anarchist) and POUM (Manst, strong n Catalonia),
while the Stalinist PCE {Communist Party) claimad 100,000 members
by July 1836. In addition, the Republican government had itself
been true to the spirt of reform. lIronically, in Septembear 1936, the
erstwhile ‘Bolshevik’ Largo Caballero became Prima Minister, his cabinet
containing two Communists — and, from November, Pristo and four
anarchists. In an anti-fascist war to defend democracy, the immediate
‘dictatorship of the proletanat’ was, from the governmen?’s perspective,
irralevant.

SOURCES
2. OPPOSITION TO THE LEFT, 1931-6

Source F: from the Bishops' Pastoral Letter on the Constitution
{December 1937), published on 1 January 1932 in the Catholic
newspaper El Debate.

Freedom lor all asspctations, even the most subversie; and extreme precautions
are taken to limit the religious congreqations, which devote themselves to the
mast rigid perfection of their members, 16 social chanty, to generous teaching
and o the functions of tha priesthood . .

Kaotwithstanding, & distingtion must be made between ‘constiuted power' and
lngistation” . . .

The accegtance of the constifuted powar doss nof Imply in any way
condormity, stil less obedienca, to legislation which is contrary to the law af Bod
and of the Charch. But nations are curable and legislation parfectabie. So,
without diminution or aftenuation of the raspect due to the conshiuted powss, all

Catholics will consder I & religious and civic duty to displsy their tesl and 1o
use all their influence to confain the ongoing abuses of legislation and to change
for the better the unjust and damageng laws passed up to dale.

Source G: from the Juventud ﬂlﬁcdﬁﬂhpﬂﬂw,ﬂﬂcm
youth movement] Manifesto, October 1932,

Az ore of its postulabes JAP still has faith in the legal stnegple; but we adviss
the government that we are reaching the limits of itz effectiveness: arbifrary
suspension of the press. Influman deportstions. Imprisonment . . . condiscatians
and the systematic persecution of the Church create a state of opinion whoze
consequences for the peace of Snain we would be the first 1o lament. Sesing
that all avenues fer legal action are closing, no other altemative remains but to
emgroise the right of legitimate defance . ..

Fongat rebellion, In order 10 act against the govermment we shall move within
fzpality: but in questions of . ., defence of our principles, not one step back-
wards. The Yauth Movement wants to demonstrate that we Bve within Accidn
Popular's zet of ideas, et also we declare that this attitude should not be taken
by amybody as a sign of the cowardice of the rght ..

The Youth Movemen? does not now raise the guestion of the form of
government. Mot bacause we believe this to be 2 matier of ng acoount, But
becawse we estimate that the time has not yei amived when this matter shouhd
be taken on board. We declare oursolvas, thesefore, partisans of the status qua
W do soek 1o not imposa our iespoint

Source H: from Spanish Testament by Arthur Koestler, 1537.

All the protective fegislaton introducsd by prewious governmants was repesiad by
the Gil Robles regime. The kw rendering iliegal the impartation of non-local
labour was repealed. The law with regand to lease-hold contracis was repealed,
and mare than 100,000 tenant larmers ware given notice. The distribution of the
land among the peasants was dectared aull and void . . and the land was
restoned o iz former owners, who lat it Be fallow,

At the szme tme all unemployment relie! was abelished, and the 873 millien
pesetas allocated to pubbc works by the budget of 1933 was reduced in 1936 tn
628 mifian,

The unrestrained tyranmy of the feudal aristocracy was driving the Spanish
BCONGMIC Syatem once mene towand min, Whilst in most Eurspean countries a
gradual recovery sfter the slump was discemsble between 1933 and 1935, the
carve of unemployment in Spain mounted steadily, reachéng itz peak in 1935 .

The masses had retumed 1o their old state of unspeakable missry and
giffgring . . . This was the heritage which falf 1o the lof of the Spanish Peoples
Front in February, ¥836. .



