‘l’ha golden lemon is not made
* but grows on a green tree:
strong man with his crystal eyes
is a man born free.

l The oxen pass under the yoke
and the blind are led at will :
But a man born free has a path of his own
and a house on the hill.

). And men are men who till the soil
i and women are women who weave :
;k Fifty men own the lemon grove
, ‘and no man is a slave.

A JOURKNAL OF ANARCHIST IDEAS
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Although the outbreak of the Spanish Civil War in July 1936 was
followed by a far-reaching social revolution in the anti-Franco
camp—more profound in some respects than the Bolshevik Revo-
lution in its early stages—millions of discerning people outside
Spain were kept in ignorance, not only of its depth and range, but
even of its existence, by virtue of a policy of duplicity and dissimu-
lation of which there is no parallel in history.

—BURNETT BOLLOTEN,
in “The Grand Camouflage”.

July 19, 1936:
Republic or revolution ?

IN THE PREFACE TO The Spanish Labyrinth Gerald Brenan quotes Karl
Marx’s observation that the knowledge of Spanish history in his time
was altogether inadequate. Marx went on the explain that this was
because historians ‘instead of viewing the strength and resources of
these people in their provincial and local organisation have drawn at
the source of their court histories’. Paraphrasing Marx one could say
that the inadequacy of Mr. Hugh Thomas’ The Spanish Civil War'
lies in the fact that he is so fascinated by the personalities of politicians
and military men, so carried away by considerations of military strategy
and international political intrigues that he more or less overlooks the
chief actors—the revolutionary workers—in a struggle that held the
world’s attention for nearly three years. The military insurrection in
July 1936 would have been one more coup d’etat with which we are all
only too familiar, for the Spanish government deprived of its real source
of authority could only hope to save its skin by either arming the people
or seeking to negotiate with the rebel generals. And in July 1936.
the government of Casares Quiroga pinned its hopes on the latter.
Indeed the socialist journalist Julian Zugazagoitia asserts? that Quiroga
not only refused to arm the people but announced that anyone who
gave arms to the workers without his orders would be shot. Mr.

Thomas writes:

The constitutional means of opposing the rising thus met with failure.
It did so inevitably since the majority of the forces of so-called law and
order—the Army and the Civil Guard—were with the rebels . . . The only
force capable of resisting the rebels was that of the trade unions and left
wing parties. Yet for the Government to use this force would mean that
it accepted the inevitability of a left-wing revolution. It is not surprising
that a middle-class liberal such as Casares shrank from this decisive step.
But once again, at the stage that Spanish affairs had reached on the night
of July 18, such a step was also inevitable. (p.141).
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It is interesting to note, since Mr. Thomas does not often allow himself
to draw conclusions, that in his opinion: ‘“Had the rebels risen in all
the provinces in Spain on July 18 they would probably have been
everywhere triumphant by July 22, when they expected to be. But
had the . . . government distributed arms, and ordered the Civil Gov-
ernors to do so too, thus using the working class to defend the Republic
at the earliest opportunity, it is possible that the rising would have
Been cru,s,h‘e‘:gi”. (p.135). These conclusions, with their qualifying
probably” “it is possible that™ do not reflect the modesty of the author
but are an illustration of Marx’s strictures. In his conclusions Mr,
Thomas has considered everything except the attitudes, the opinioné
of the yvor}smg people. What he is saying in the two sentences quoted
above 1s: ha.d the military uprising worked according to plan and the
workers rema.me-d passive by July 22, Spain would have been in their
hands. But if the working class had supported the government, and
had the government distributed arms to them . . . ”. The fact’s are
that the militant members of the workers organisations were not passive
but neither were they prepared to sacrifice their lives simply to keeI;
a particular government in power. And their actions in July 1936 made
it clear that they intended to defeat the military uprising and at the
same time carry through a far-reaching revolutionary programme which
would render all governments redundant. As Brenan puts it:
The army then rose, ex ' ith i
whelm the pgpulation of thepf:\t'\:gg vflviltthhinltz F:;ahaoy\;'er-%c:ﬂﬁ:l;: cl?e:gisg;]eori-f
the working classes defeated this project and the revolution they had so
long waited for, but would probably never have been able tg launch

themselves, began Spain became the s 1
: s (2ot ) cene of a drama in 1 1
seemed as if the fortunes of the civilised world were being plgrz:i(:ho;:

in miniature. As in a crystal, those people who had
looked, expecting to read there their gwnp Ay eyes for the future

I1

APART FROM THE FACT that Mr. Thomas, a former civil

the human sympathy without which it is impossible even t(s)ms“t/::ll'ltt’urllg:lceliE
standing the Spanish people, let alone writing about their actions? during
those momentous years, to this writer he gives the impression that he
1s more concerned with the techniques of writing than with the problems
of writing history. For him adjectives are more important than factual
accuracy. A serious history of the Spanish Civil War, especially when
it has to be condensed within the limits of a 700 page volume, can well
dispense with such details of the physical characteristics of t};e leading
political figures in which Mr. Thomas displays an almost pathological
interest. He wastes a whole page describing Manuel Azana, the
Socialist President of the Republic, ranging from his academic qt’laliﬁ-
cations to his physical deformities: “he was ugly. His face seemed
likely to burst open with its spots, and its heavy jowls of fat”. Mr
Thomas tells us, as if we might be interested, that Senor Azane; “waé
accused of being a homosexual™; that the Communist leader Dolores
Ibarrurnt (La Passionaria) was “always dressed in black” and that in
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her young days, apart from being a Catholic, “had wandered from
village to village in the Basque provinces, selling sardines from a great
tray which she bore on her head”: or that one politician had big eyes
in a small head and that another had a big stomach and a big appetite.
If Mr. Thomas had the space to expatiate on the physical and psycholo-
gical details of the “personalities in the civil war one would praise him
for his thoroughness. But when one observes that the devotes more
space to Azana’s spots and homosexuality than he does to Juan Peiro
who is dismissed as “a glass maker” or to Durruti and Ascaso “two

inseparable men of violence™

together these two had committed many crimes of violence before
setting up an Anarchist bookshop in Paris. Their most notorious crimes

had been the murder of the Archbishop of Saragossa, the attempt on King
Alfonso in 1921, the murder of the female lace-maker of Madrid, and the

celebrated assault on the Bank of Spain at Gijon.

or to Federica Montseny “ a formidable middle-class intellectual from
Barcelona with remarkable powers of organisation”; that he gives almost
as much importance to the Tragic Week of Barcelona of 1909 as to that
of 1937: that he seems to consider the fact that Tom Wintringham, a
member of the British contingent of the International Brigade, went
to Bailliol College, Oxford (p.376) and that the Brigade “included a
large number of Scots and some Welshmen” deserving of more space
than the 3.000-strong anarchist “lron column” whom he libellously
dismisses as “the cagoulards of the Spanish Revolution who did not
accept the entry of their leaders into the Government” (p.321)%, then
there is clearly something wrong with his historical perspective.

Mr. Thomas apart from not being able to see the Spanish Civil
War in its true perspective is at the same time.a plagiarist in the worst
sense of the word as we understand it. We are all plagiarists in that
we draw on the thoughts, the investigations of those who precede us.
But if anything we seek to add to or confirm what our predecessors or
contemporaries have written. No $o Mr. Thomas as we will show by
:llustrations later. Furthermore his book contains no new material
except for the 35-volume official Historia de la Cruzada (Madrid 1940-
1943) which is one of the sources he has found “invaluable” for his
account of the rising in 1936. We cannot challenge his estimation of
this source since we have not had an opportunity to consult it. We
would be mose surprised if such a work, especially since it was published
in 1940-43 when nationalist fervour was at its height and the repression
was in full swing, were either accurate Or objective. But that apart,
what confirms us in our opinion that The Spanish Civil War 1s not a
serious work in the way Mr. Thomas “edits” material with which this
writer is familiar. He also has a gift for mutilating facts (e.g. The May
Days, the Columna de Hierro) as well as the material he plagiarises.

Compare Thomas (p.15).

. The ornate architecture favoured by the prosperous bourgeoisie was the
vulgar backcloth to a mounting series of Anarchist crimes. These years

culminated in “The Tragic Week of Barcelona” of 1909.







