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iln Spain, to be blunt, the possibilities for
and worldwide were sacrificalé 0

l. Introduction

fiThe people milling around Madis railway station at Antocha could hear the gunfire from the
lower barrios in the suburbs of Usera and Carabanchel, see flashes in the sky. Victoria Roman, a
university student, saw young childreeginring to drag cobblestones to where men and women were
raising barricadesshe was due to leave the city but now she cdiiigo.

fi I6Gm stayingd | told the evacuation people who wanted me to accompany the children | had been
looking after to the Levat. dNo one can leave Madrid at a time like t@igold them.

fiFrancds troops had reached almost to the very outskirts of thedEiythe front, five centimoéthe
tram conductors began calling out, for you could take a streetcar right to thdifesnby now. Jos



Bardasano, a painter and poster designer, saw a tram léaviwgs full of barbers who hadneven had
time to take off their white smocks and were still carrying their combs. . .

*kkkk

During the month of July, 1936, mighty sakforce$® forces which convulsed the whole world and
were at that time beginning to shove the world irreversibly towards its greatestripegialist conflicd
erupted in Spanish society.

On July 18 and the days following, the Spanish Army, with Géfeaacisco Franco soon to emerge
as undisputed leader, rose up to overthrow the Republic, now run by a Popular Front coalition which had
won recent parliamentary elections. With the backing of virtually all of $pairiing class, the active
support of taly and Germany and the consent of Britain, Fré@éarces struck in eight strategic military
areas of the country with the aim of quickly converging on the capital, Madrid. i@ didmk out that
way. Instead, this attempt to impose fascism gave oisket broadest and deepest revolutionary upsurge
to hit Europe in the entire pM/W2 period. In all but the most conservative and socially backward area
of the country the Navarré the masses flooded the streets, seized arms and formed militias, surrounded
and won over many of Fran@troops, and beat back the ruling ctassttempt to save the reactionary
order that had been crumbling since the beginning of the decade.

The masses of workers, small peasants and rural laborers arose in such a wayfyath&o rdest
basic foundations of bourgeois rule. Symbolic of this was the spontaneous and extremely popular revolt
against the Catholic Church, one of the major spokesmen for the ruling class left behind in Republican
held territory, as the big capitalistsd the landlords fled for the safety of Frafscbnes. The Spanish
Church was far more than a religious symbol. It owned more than 15% of all arable land, with large
holdings in bank capital and other financial enterprises. As a legacy ofgSpalonal empire and sign
of the continued parasitism of its ruling class, its 35,000 priests, 20,000 monks and friars and 60,000
nung out of a population of 24 milliak formed a political machine which was one of the ruling éass
main props, especially in thewuntryside.

The Church hierarchy supported Franco, not only politically, but in more direct ways as well. In
Teruel, where Fran@ army was besieged by Republican forces, the bishop gave his blessing to holding
the towrs women and children hostagegmarantee the fascistsafety. Captured, he replied to demands
that he explain his actions by sayifijo one resigns himself easily to deféaburing the opening
months of the civil war, churches were burned down by the hundreds and laughing crowdsimémee
ashes. Not only the most exploited sections of the people who most hated the Church but also a great
many intellectuals (such as teachers sick of the Clsi@htieducational control of education) cheered
the church burnings, although some betiiisections were aghast.

The factories and farmlands left by the capitalists who fled to the safety of Hralucterritory were
taken over. Trade unions, factory committees, peasaops@nd the quickly formed militias ran much of
daily life, espeially in Barcelona. Here, in Sp@nmost industrial city, visitors frorfcivilizedo Europe
felt they had touched down in another world: the cafes, street corners and trolleys vibrated with the
intense political debate going on among the workers. Thmdetlat it was these workers who were now



in command was so strong that people from every class dressed in workclothes. Even the remaining
financiers took to describing themselvegiaank workers

Only in the colony of Spanish Morocco were the gelseable to consolidate a reliable force of
Foreign Legion mercenaries and Moroccan troops (whose participation was not inevitable, as we shall
see). Italian and German aircraft airlifted these troops from Morocco over the Straits of Gibraltar into the
cities of southern Spain from where they swept towards Madrid.

But after three months of advances in which Framddationalist armies broke through Republican
resistance and freed many of the besieged garrisons, they were finally stopped dead in khedntrac
November 7, in the outskirts of Madrid, where hastily armed workers and others, organized by their
political parties and unions, fought Frateavellequipped professionals to a standstill in a ferocious
battle that raged from building to buildingdafioor to floor in the University City and in the trenches
cutting through the cifis western suburbs. The next day, the Republican militiamen and women were
joined by the first of the International Brigades, formed of revolutionginded volunteers frorall over
the world to aid the Republic, and the line held. From this point on, Spain coalesced into two parts, two
opposing regimes, fighting a civil war between them that would last for three years. Organizing support
for the Republic, and soon, leaditige Republican forces in the Civil War, became the main work of the
Communist International (Comintern) during that period.

*kkkk

fiNow the line was decimated, there was nothing between us and the fascists but disorganized groups
of weary warwrecked ma ... | saw another IRA comrade, Jock Cunningham, assembling a small crowd,
we hurried up, joined forces . . .The crowd behind us was marching silently ... | remembered a trick of the
old days when we were holding banned demonstrations in Ireland. | jernkdtbad backdSing up ye
sons of gunglQuavering at first, then more lustily, the song arose from the dartke Internationale
boomed out over the ruined countryside.

fiOn we marched nearer the front; stragglers in retreat stopped in amazemetui;nberaround and
joined us, cheered, the song continued. | looked back; behind the forest of upraised fists, what an unkempt
band!danuel, whais the Spanish word for forwardl@®delantebhe yells backéAdelantebwe shout in
a haltdozen foreign accées . . &
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The victory by Frano@s forces in March, 1939 marked the conclusion not only of three years of civil war,

but in fact a decade of intense and intensifying class struggle by the Spanish masses, especially the
proletariat. The civil warhowever, saw this revolutionary spirit progressively extinguished. By the time
Francds forces again attacked and finally took Madrid at the end of the war, the professional army that
the Republic had come to depend on crumbled under the defeatism asoeh édéts own generals. The

civilian masses whose armed heroism had previously saved the city now watched in silence. The decade
of revolutionary struggle had led neither to revolution nor to any advances; instead, the wine turned sour,
as the Spanish siag goes. After accumulating this whole rich body of experience, the Spanish proletariat



was left without revolutionary understanding or organization. Despite the awesome achievements of the
masses in the war, it is simply a fact that even had the Remditiehow defeated Frarfsoforces
militarily, the war as a whole would have resulted in a setback for the proletariat anyway: the
revolutionary leadership, the Comintern and the Communist Party of Spain (PCE), had capitulated
politically well in advance othe military defeat.

How did this happen?

At the root of it was the Cominteim entirely wrong and disastrous view of the kind of historic
conjuncture into which the world was heading at that time. As Bob Avakian put it in his report to the
CentralCommittee of the RCP in 1979, in a passage which applies strikingly to &paarub is this: it
is precisely the bringing to a head of the contradictions on a worldsttaeapproach of the resolution
of a major spiral, with the imminent prospect ofridoward that at one and the same time creates the
very great likelihood that the socialist country will facea@lt attack by an imperialist power or powers,
sharpens, brings into being, or brings closer, the objective conditions necessary for revlotary
countries, perhaps even including the imperialist powers themselves. This raises the contradiction
between defending the socialist country and assisting, supporting and accelerating the revolutionary
struggle in the other countries to a much inifégets level. How have the socialist countries and the
international communist movement handled this so far?

fiNot too well. In general, as we knpwhe overwhelming tendency has been to subordinate
everything to the defense of the socialist countey. ..

In Spain, to be blunt, the possibilities for big revolutionary advances in that country and worldwide
were sacrificed to the deferfs®n a statdo-state levad of the Soviet Union. The strategy of the Soviet
leadership called for an alliance with the ghdmFrench bloc against Germany. Nothing, including
revolution, could be allowed to jeopardize the possibility of that alliance, as a-Batletd revolution in
the British juniofpartner Spain certainly would. Moreover, this analysis of the Comintengided with
the capitulationist views the PCE was developing on its own, that the masses in Spain and the party were
in over their heads, particularly after the invasion of the fascist powers, and really could only hope for
intervention or massive aid frothe Ademocratié imperialists, England and France.

Many revolutionaries around the world have long sensed that this was not a revolutionary course. But
on the other hand, the military move by the Spanish ruling class against the masses, and thioimterve
by Italy and Germany, unarguably created a difficult situation for the Spanish proletariat; moreover, the
world crisiswasfraught with danger to the socialist state. Was any other course possible? What is needed
is not only a summation of the SpaniSivil War, but a clear and correct understanding of World War 2
in order to help dispel a murky, defeatist aura around the whole question of the possibilities of revolution
during times of inteimperialist war, or impending war.

This article is not irany way a complete and definitive summation of the Spanish Civil War, nor still
less an attempt to answer all the basic questions concerning the nature of Spanish society and the course
the proletarian revolution must follow there. Rather, it is an exatiom of the Spanish Civil War done in
the context of and to serve a broader summation of the historic conjuncture which confronted tfge world



revolutionaries around WW?2, and the wrong line taken by the Comintern on the nature of this conjuncture
and therelationship between the defense of the USSR and the advance of the world revolution.

The international communist movement needs no more excuses on behalf of the Comintern. It needs
the kind of blunt appraisal we can find in the discussion between Matuig and Kang Sheng
concerning the Spanish experience. In it Kang Sheng says (in the context of what is mainly a long talk by
Mao, and clearly expressing M@oviewpoint also):

fiThey did not concern themselves with the three points: army, countrysititcal power. They
wholly subordinated themselves to the exigencies of Soviet foreign policy, and achieved nothidt at all.
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fiThe scene remained engraved on his mind. The jubilant-wglgers sweeping through the
working-class quarter; the avkers didid attack them, didi shout back. It was the look of hatred and
despair on their faces that &dgergara would never forgefl hey knew there was nothing they could do.
They had lost the wab.

i lbwas easy to safthought Paulino Garcia, camunist student and commissdhat the war was
being lost because Germany and Italy were helping Franco, and England and France were not helping the
Republic. Who could deny the importance of this? But it was not the sole answer. We had to be asking,
whatlay in our power to do, what possibilities were there which we &adized, what tasks we hatin
carried out.d 0
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Il. The Asturias Rebellion; Dress Rehearsal for Civil War

In the late 1920s, as the world crisis was beginning to hit Spé#ifofae, the British and French
imperialists, who dominated the Spanish economy, began to export their own beginning economic crisis
by dumping cheap coal onto the Spanish market. Spain replied with tariff barriers, the British and French
in turn cut offtrade in key Spanish agricultural commodities. The bottom quickly dropped away from the
Spanish economy and the military dictatorship of Primo de Rivera. Soon after the fall of the governing
military junta, Spaifs King, Alfonso XllI, resigned al$b to avod, he said, thé&disaster of civil wan’

On April 14,1931, for the second time in its history, Spain was declared a Republic. The bourgeoisie
hoped to draw the petty bourgeoited by Republicans and Socialdtgto the running of the
bourgeois statgnd provide the stability which the ruling class so desperately needed. Suddenly, generals
and other lackeys who had served the old monarchy became enthusiastic supporters of the iéjublic.
regime was changed in order not to chadgs,a Socialist fit.’

The honeymoon lasted only two short years. The year 1933 was the hardest year of the depression in
Spain, driving the proletariat and poor peasantry into open, often armed rebellion, and ruining the urban



and rural petty bourgeoisie. The Repuahcgovernment showed itself as repressive as any of the hated
constitutional monarchies of the past.

The new situation culminated in the October, 1934 uprising by workers in the mining valleys of the
northern Asturias region. This revolt, the last ofegal large and small rebellions which shook Spain in
the early 1930s, directly set off a-Bflonth chain of events which led to the outbreak of civil war.

On October 5, 1934, miners armed with homemade dynamite charges occupied the police station at
Sanm; at Mieres, a hundred workers surrounded the barracks of the Guardia Civil, firing their ancient
rifles from many points to make it seem as if they were heavily armed. Withindigity hours, nearly
seventy Guardia Civil outposts had been occupiedhieyvtorkeré militias. In a few days, over ten
thousand workers had been mobilized, town halls occupied, in many cases flying red fldgeyvaets
set up to run local affairs.

An account of a talk with one Socialist youth member shows something whatithe workers felt
their aims were:

filn the small township of Figueredo, just south of Mieres in Asturias, Alberto Fernandez of the
Socialist youth had been waiting two nights for the signal. At 2 AM on 5 October, he heard the sound of
an old car adancing and jumped out onto the road. It was #wancecar (the Oveido Socialist
newspaper). Antonio Llaneza, son of the great minewadbleader, was in it.

fiHe took my hand and said with great feeliGbhis is what we have been waiting férla cdle (Into
the streef) Toothe very limit® Ye& That meant it was the revolution. The seizure of power. The
inauguration of socialism. Not simply to restore the Republican regime to what it had been in its first two
years, as some later said. We set off’

But despite the feelings of this rank and file militant, and in all probability the similar sentiments of
the many workers who inscribed hammers and sickles on their red flags (and later visited the Soviet
Union by the thousands), the left win§the Socialist Party (PSOE) that led the rebellion never intended
it as a revolution or preparation for revolution. Overall, it waprdipared, haléerious at best. Only in
Asturias was there much fighting; elsewhere, after the failure of some ifutays, the rebellion
collapsed. The Socialist and left Republican leaders who initiated it had no plans to carry it through.
Instead, they spent most of the rebellion hiding in an attic, waiting for it to be over. The PCE, although at
that point much sniler than the Socialists, did play an active part.

The Socialist and left Republican leaders never intended to seize power. The leading Socialist J.
Alvarez del Vayo (later associated with the PCE) makes this painfully clear in describing the oaljinal ¢
for insurrection made by the Socialist Executive in January, 1934:

fiConfronted with threatened aggression by the reactionaries, and a government incapable of
Republican defense, the Left had no choice but to take the defense of the Republicowto hisnds,
making known to the government and the country that it would not tolerate a Monarchist or Fascist coup



déetat cloaked in a fictitious parliamentary proceeding. . .if power were handed to the right, the Socialist
Party would start a revolution.o’

The fparliamentary proceedingo which del Vayo refers was the entry of the Chespbnsored
fascistlike political organization, the CEDA (ConfederagiEspd#iola de Derechas Aéhomas), into the
government, which probablyasmeant to lay the gundwork for a move to fascism. But thesponse of
the Socialists and ¢hPCE, even though it involved armed struggle, was entirely within the confines or
bourgeoidipressure grouppolitics.

The prdolem was not that they had opposed a move towardssfasand certainly not that they had
acted without a guarantee of victory, but rather that they had no thought at all of ever winning, of seizing
power. Instead they limited the upris@gobjective to keeping the CEDA out of the government, to
maintainirg the Republican form of the ruling class dictatorship, rather than carrying through the
insurrection, if not yet as the action of a class ready to seize power, at least as a powerful means of
preparation for the eventual seizure of power. The resultwkeavas the Socialists and the PCE worked
to strengthen bourgeois democratic illusions among the workers, while the bourgeoisie, far from giving in
to thisfipressure) instead lashed out at the revolutionary movement.

In all, the Asturias rebellion rag for two weeks. Workers effectively controlled and administered
the region for this time, all the while fighting local police forces, and defeating and winning over troops
from the local barracks. Only with the arrival of troops under General Frandoedrén counter
insurgency warfare in Spd recentlyended colonial war against the Moroccan people, was the revolt
crushed. It was followed by a wave of savage political repression.

The Asturias revolt became the pivot point for all the major farc&pain, as will be detailed below.
The uprising is often referred to as a sorfidifess rehearsal for revolutiotike the 1905 revolution in
Russia. But, given the line that led it, it was even more a dress rehearsal for betrayal. Amid the
burgeoning esistance of all the oppressed classes in Spain, a new force had emerged more fully than ever
beforé the proletariat. But the sorry leadership of the Socialists and their PCE allies indicated what was
in store: the arising, increasingly radicalized pralatawas in the coming years to be tailed, fed with
illusions, suppressed, and betrayed by those who claimed to be its revolutionary leadership. But never
was it trained in a classonscious way, in a Marxist understanding of the dangerous but alsoriextile
situation opening up before it, as a force which could lead all the oppressed to advance towards
communism.

lll. Spain & Ruling Class and the World Crisis

For a year and a half following the Asturias events fifodutiord favored by the big bogeoisie was
quite obvious: the most important sections of the ruling class were openly prepdiiagttoe orderby
a repressive move against the masses. The CEDA, whose leader, Gil Robles, had visited Hitler and called
himself, Nazistyle, fiel Jefé® (the Chief), now had five ministers in the government. Others in high
positions, generals and monarchists, contacted the ltalian Fascist government, and began to solidify
Italian help for the planned move. Moreover, it would seem the opportune time to utdka move,
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from the point of view of the Spanish ruling class, having brutally put down the 1934 rising and
imprisoned tens of thousands of its militants and leaders.

Nonetheless, the move could not be made. It was only in July, 1936 that the baeingasigable to
act in the way it had long ago deemed necessary, consolidating forces only a few days before the coup,
which even then, of course, ended in initial failure. In fact, while the government of the peric861934
measured up formally to the worfears of the Socialishsthat is, the CEDA was a major influence in the
governmend these months are marked not by the strength of the ruling class but by its weakness, and
even some concessions to the mass movement. For example, only two leaders uirithe Wsng were
ever executed, many others released.

K -
%

July 1936. The crew of the Spanish cruiserrr-MigueI de Cervantes, having arrested
their pro-Franco officers, assemble on deck and give revolutionary salute.

The ruling class, weak and divided, could not take decisive actiolits own The fireserveé
necessary for a fascist move would have to come from outside&Spain borders, from more powerful
imperialists. The problem was, for the Spanish ruling class, that they could not accept such help from
Britain, because the British imperialiétBhelpd was already squeezing so hard on their weaker and
somewhat unwilling partners.

This weakness went vedeep in the history of Spanish capitalism. During the nineteenth century, a
nascent bourgeoisie arose and challenged the landed aristocracy in a series of wars. This class consisted
of some small manufacturers, landowners who had accumulated capitatdtonial oppression, and
along with them, a vocal intelligentsia. But these forces were too flabby to seize power, and by the end of
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the abortive First Republic in 1873, the different warring classes had come to terms. The landowners,
urban bourgeoisie ardhurch all began to merge into one ruling class.

The Spanish bourgeoisie had never been strong enough to carry through a ba&geaistic
revolution and free the country's industrial development from feudal fetters, as had happened elsewhere in
Europe. Far more importantly, in terms of its development, it was too weak to compete successfully with
the imperialist great powers, not only within Spain itself, but also in the export of capital and the division
of the world. Spain had been stripped ofritest important, most profitable colonies by the U.S. in the
1898 SpanistAmerican War. Even in those colonies it continued to hold on to, théslshmare of the
benefits of imperialism were reaped by Spaifpsotectors) especially Britain, who both réa did
fiprotecH Spain (in the sense of keeping other imperialists out of Spain's remaining empire), but in true
gangsteistyle forced Spain to pay dearly for that protection.

Barricades in the streetsof Barcelona, July 1936. "... where the masses were in the streets in great
numbers and tookthe offensive, the fascist troops soon found themselves cut off gparalyzed."”

Spain held three sets of isladdthe Balearics in the Mediterranean, the & s in the Atlantic, and
Fernando Po, off the coast BBpanish Guinga(today, Equatorial Guinea). On the African mainland,
aside from the latter, it held Rio de Oro (thecatiediSpanish Sahagy Ifni and a zone of Morocco just
across the Straits ddibraltar. Important banking and other interests were maintained in Latin America



and the Philippines. This was often in league with Church interests, particularly in the Philippines. There,
too, the feast was shared with the rd@minant U.S. imperialist

Many of these holdings were enormously profitable; but just as important was the strategic position of
certain of them. Morocco in particular became the lynchpin of the Spaaisingemeritwith British
imperialism. This strip had been assigned pmi8 as part of théEntente Cordial®, a gangstefike
imperialist division of colonial territory among Britain and France, which was arranged in 1904. Among
the terms of this agreement, Britain allowed France to move into Morocco, but insisted thabé&Spain
given the zone of Morocco immediately across from the important British military base and colony at
Gibraltar. This flanked the key British routes to the Middle East and India which at all costs had to be
kept out of the hands of Britdimrival, Frane. Secret protocols were attached to this agreement, certainly
including worldwide and Spanish domestic trade and other agreements between England and Spain. But
Spain was barred from fortifying the territory, that is, from using it to its own advantggessuring
Britain. Spain was also expected to pacify the terréioapd it was this that was to become a towering
problem for the Spanish ruling class.

The Moroccans were enraged at this cynical carving and crushing of their country. By 1923, Spain
hadover 200,000 troops tied down, and was taking a beating at the hands of the nationalist forces of Abd
el-Krim. Over 10,000 Spanish troops were annihilated by the Moroccans in one battle alone, at Anual. (It
should be noted that this enormous commitmentlevbe equivalent in its impact on Spanish society to a
U.S. force of 2 million troops.) Large numbers of Spanish troops were only withdrawn after Moroccan
fighters also attacked into the French zone, bringing the French into the war.

In Morocco can beseen the deadnd alley into which the Spanish bourgeoisie had run. &pain
military dictator during this period, Priode Rivera, summed it up quite well in a 1924 interview with a
UPI reporter:

fil personally am in favor of withdrawing entirely from rifa and letting Abd eKrim have it. We
have spent untold millions of pesetas in this enterprise, and never made a centimo from it. We have had
tens of thousands of men killed for territory which it is not worth having. But we cannot withdraw
because Enghd doesdt want us ta™°

Of course, this is more than a little exaggeration. (For instance, Primo de Rivera neglected to mention
Spairts extensive holdings in Moroccan iron mines.) Sgamling class certainly got more than a few
centimos from its situs as the junior pig at the imperialist feed trough. In fact, it grew rather fat and
bloated, with not only finance capitalists and landowners linked to finance capital, but also an enormous
Church and army bureaucracy, both part of the legacy of tbeiabkra, sharing in the spoils.

Within Spain itself, the Spanish bourgeogsidoldings were most concentrated in industries, which
produced for the world market, such as fishing, leather, copper, coal, iron ore and shipping. Because of
the semifeudd nature of much of Spafe countryside and its overall underdeveloped state, there was
little national market. Industry as a whole was stunted and distorted. Foreign capital often edged out
Spanish. (For instance, the telephone/telegraph system wasvoveingd, as was the railway system.)

But at the same time, the Spanish ruling class did enjoy a profitable relationship with this foreign capital,
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which was another aspect of its links to world finance capital. Often this took the form of Spanish
financiess literally becoming junior partners of Britiglwned firms in Spain. As one historian describes
it:

fiA certain number of Spanish capitalists were shareholders in the [Britised] Basque\sturian
mining company and in the companies which broughtleeitmercury from Almaden or worked the iron
deposits of Penarroyo or the copper of the Rio Tinto. Spanish ministers and Spanish generals sat on the
boards of directors of these companies. The collusion between Spanish oligarchical forces and foreign
capitd guaranteed to the latter a de facto monopoly over the major activities of the Pegithsula.

What resulted from all this was a ruling class both in contradiction to the dominant imperialist
powers, especially Britain, whose grip the Spanish rulers féantbo crushing and at the same time
dependent on their financial arrangements with foreign capital andisihair® of imperialism, as well as
their ownership of capital in Spain itself and of the vast tracts of land that was controlled by them. This
ruling class had little interest in developing Bpa Backward econondyin fact, through their control of
finance (and through, in turn, the control of foreign finance), such industrial aadobaitdd economic
development was strangled.

The dry Spanisharmlands, for example, would have needed large capital expenditures for irrigation
and other improvements in order to increase their productivity, but this kind of expenditure could gain
much larger and more immediate profits elsewhere. Consequentlytnashas of farmland lay fallow.
The huge unworked stretches of land owned by absentee owners seemed to mock the small peasants and
braceros (rural laborers) who starved for want of land and work. This stagnation in agriculture was the
main obstacle to théevelopment of an internal market for industry.

Another result, particularly in industry, was the most extreme uneven development. Spain, like
Czarist Russia, is dprisonhouse of natiors.The geographically, economically, culturally and
linguistically distinct Basque (Euskadi) and Catalan regions, oppressed nations within the Spanish state,
were actually far more economically advanced than the rest of the country. Especially in Euskadi there
was massive foreign (mainly British) investment in mining,veell as shipbuilding. There was also
considerable foreign (especially French) investment in Catalonia. In fact, Catalonia had almost half of
Spain's total industry and over half of its workers, concentrated principally in the textile industry, which
congsted of over 400,000 workers laboring in relatively small factories. The upshot was that a kind of a
fisphere of influence within a sphere of influeldeveloped in the industrial areas, with bourgeois forces
there either tied to foreign capital and/ormnor less independent of the central ruling classes, adding to
the national contradictions which had long existed between these oppressed nationality regions and the
central government in Madrid. These two areas tended to form a counterweight, fawwEfdgand and
France, against Madrid. The industrial bourgeoisie, petty bourgeoisie and intellectuals there were the core
of Republicanism, which, significantly, included the autonomy of these regions as one of its central
tenets.

During the 1920s, th&panish ruling class enjoyed the pastr boom that swept through all the

powers feasting on the spoils of the wdsldedivision. The war years, in fact, had been especially good
for the Spanish ruling class, which while openly -@erman (out of desireotbe free of British
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fiprotectiond and because the Germans enticed them with certain colonial bait), still made profitable sales
to all sides. It was during this period that the Spanish ruling class moved to strengthen its position within
Spain, buying theailroads from Britain and buying into the foreigawned power monopoly. But all this,

rather than resolving Spd@scontradictions, only exacerbated them. By the 1930s, with the beginning of
the intensification of all the contradictions of internatioimaperialism heralded by the stock market
crash, the Spanish rulers found themselves squeezed ever tighter out of world and domestic markets.
Paolitically, both the international situati®respecially the growing formation of two blocs for a new
world wa® andthe internal class struggle (which was sparked mightily by the Russian revolution as well
as by the desperate situation of the proletariat and poor peasants) meant growing crisis.

Chronology of Events
1 April 14, 19318 Following resignation of King Alfonso Xlll, the Second Republic is proclaimed
1 October 5, 19348 Socialist-led rising begins in Asturias, lasting two weeks.
1 May, 19358 Soviet-French mutual assistance pact signed
T July-August, 19356 Seventh World Congress of Comintern
1  October, 19359 Italian invasion of Abyssinia (Ethiopia)
1936
1 February 160 Popular Front wins elections
1  March 258 mass Socialist-led land seizures in Estremadura
1 April 10 Socialist and Communist youth groups merge
T July 17-208 military coup in Spain and Morocco
1 August 48 Franco®& Army of Africa begins march to Madrid
1  September 98 British-dominated Non-Intervention Committee meets for first time in London
1 November 7-238 Franco® forces are battled to a standstill at Madrid
1937
9 February 5-240 Fascists are checked at Jarama; suffer important losses
1 March 8-186 Italian troops backing Franco are routed in Battle of Guadalajara
1 March 318 Franco& offensive on north begins with attack on Vizcaya
1 May 3-78 Street fighting in Barcelonad Anarchists, POUM, against government and Communist Party
(PCE) forces
I  October 196 fall of Gijon completes loss of the north to Franco
1938
1 April 146 Franco forces reach Mediterraneand cut Republic in two
1 July 246 People® Army launches counterattack on Ebro
1 September 308 Munich Pact signed
1  October 286 International Brigadeséfarewell demonstration in Barcelona
1 November 168 Republic& forces defeated at Ebro, retreat across river with huge losses
1939
1 Jan 260 Fascist offensive succeeds in occupying Barcelona
1 February 279 Britain and France recognize Franco government. Azafia resigns and leaves for France
1 March 6-128 Casado group launches coup against Negrin-PCE government. Fighting in Madrid
between Casado and PCE-led forces
1 March 276 Fascists occupy Madrid
1 April 18 Franco declares end of war. U.S. recognizes Franco.
1 August-German-Soviet non-aggression pact.
1 Septemberd Germany invades Polandd World War 2 fofficiallydbegins
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Most of the proletariat and poor peasantry had been driven to thewvdd,the Spanish ruling class
had developed only a flimsy petbpurgeoisfibufferd In the international arena the bourgeoisie was
drained and battered by ifarrangemermitwith the British, but its moves to gain a better position were
countered by the peerful influence of British imperialism right within the Spanish econdnayd
opposed, too, by the Engligbaning class of small industrialists and intelligentsia, and other segments of
the people under their influence, including a section of the worKetsthese were the vefpetter ofb
strata whose support for the Spanish ruling class was so desperately needed as a stabilizing factor among
the masses. As a result, this loose grouping, which came to be represented by the left Republicans under
ManuelAzana, came to play a crucial role far out of proportion to its size or economic weight.

Because of Spadn position in the international imperialist order, the ruling class could not afford to
bribe these intermediate strata to the degree that was ftwriastance, in Britain, France and the U.S.
Add to this the fact that these strata and much of the proletariat itself were concentrated among the
oppressed nationalities, and the weakness of the Republic as a faupfoessinghe masses, and it is
clear why, as far as the Spanish ruling class was concerned, the Republic hddatdegst for now
and why this had to be done principally through an open military move, rather than a more disguised
maneuver. At the same time, underlying all this was/aladl an attempt to change Sp@&imternational
position that could be accomplished only by hooking up with the other imperialist powers arrayed against
Britain and its allies.

The ruling class had no choice but to gamble everything on a radical tadeey apart much of the
existing institutions and accepted social relations that had been so long and carefully built up in a political
crisis which drew the masses of people into political life and strégigl® civil ward on a scale so vast
the whole Vst shook with the reverberations.

Many historians have searched for something specific about Spain, something in its economic and
political structures or in iténational charactérto explain why fascism arose the way it did there, and
why Spain cameloser to revolution than any other country in Europe in the period preceding WW 2.
(Although, of course, towards the end of WW 2 and immediately afterwards there were revolutionary
upheavals and revolutions in a number of European countries, not to miioevolutionary warfare
raging particularly in China and developments elsewhere in the colonies amblori®s.) But even
what is most particular abo8painin this period its very backward agriculture, the volatile character of
its petty bourgeoig, its relatively revolutionarminded working class was tied up with what was going
on on a world level: the worldwide imperialist financial, political and military web whichnSpas
caught in, and especially by tleeisis sweeping through the entiraperidist world and pushing it
towards world war, which, as Stalin had said of WWidathered all these contradictions into a single
knot and threw them onto the scales, thereby acceleratintpeitithting the revolutionary battles of the
proletariato

Spain became one weak link of imperialism, -ofi¢the places where the gigantic forces of the
historic conjuncture which was to result in WW 2 were concentrated and burst into open warfare between
the bourgeoisie and the proletariat and its allies. Blihdy nationalism and reformism, the PCE and the
Comintern failed to see things in this way, failed to see the revolutionary possibilities that this
conjuncture opened up for the proletariat internationally. Instead, they saw only the difficulties,eonly th
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possibilities of minimizing defeat and subordinated everything to the defense of the Soviet Union. This, in
Spain and wherever this line of the Comintern dominated, is what lies behind the fact that a tremendous
opportunity forthe advance of the worlévolution was simply and criminally thrown away.

I\VV. Forces Line Up

The early years of the thirties saw the contradictions in Spanish society stretch to the breaking point.

Certain events symbolized this, such as the rising and brutal repressinarofiisied peasants and
braceros at the village of Casas Viejas in 1933. The masses here had risen as part of a larger rebellion,
seizing rich lands in the immediate vicinity of the villAgeands which were used to raise fighting bulls.

In the furious etribution directed against the peasants and braceros by the Republican government, units
of the Guardia Civil moved from house to house, slaughtering whole families, and burning homes in their
wake. All this became the focus of a massive political movémecluding among the workinglass

parties, reflecting the explosion of anger and disgust that had been building against the Second
Republican government.

The events at Casas Viejas show that Spain, though dominated by finance capital, was stiyf a mai
rural society, where land remained a crucial question. Even at the outbreak of the civil war, 66% of the
people lived in the countryside. These included an immense and smoldering agricultural piblétariat
1 % million bracero® who worked the huge liftindia estates of the south, lands stretching over
Andalucia and Estremadura. These workers earned barely enough to survive by their summer earnings,
and this had to last the five or six months out of the year that they were unemployed. They were drawn in
huge numbers to the anarchists.

Smallholding peasants also existed throughout the countryside, their pitiful lands further divided up at
each lapse of their shemrtrm lease arrangements. Only in Navarre and some other scattered portions of
the countrywere a class of middipeasants managing to hold their @mihese formed the base for
Church and monarchist social movements.

But it was the proletariat which was really the cutting edge in the social movements that had been
shaking and splintering Spiah society in the twentieth centdryin the general strikes which swept the
country following the February 1917 Russian revolution, in the bitter struggles against the imperialist war
in Morocco, in the uprisings and revolts which marked the first threesyef the 1920s (called by
Spanish historiangjThe Bolshevik Triennium). The class was growing fast in numbers. By 1930 over
26% of the country were industrial workers, double the number in 1910.

The Russian Revolution had been an especially cataltolutionary element among the proletariat
in Spain, as elsewhere in the world. As one reactionary historian, Cattell, has to admit:

fiISymbols, terminology, and methods were copied from the Russian Revolution, without regard for
the Communist Party f&pain]. It was not unusual for a village without one communist member to revolt
and establish a Soviet on the Russian model. They would often raise the hammer and sickle and call
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themselves communists without any reference to the Communist Party of Si@wise, Russian
movies and stories of revolutionary heroism appealed to the masses, and as a result Russian novels and
showings of movies were widespread.

As Cattell implies, this enormous respect and enthusiasm for the Russian Revolution wes not
same thing as a conscious movement for proletarian revolution. But even this spontaneous movement and
revolutionary sentiment pointed a powerful threat at the Spanish bourgeoisie.
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The Republicans

On a cold, sunny fall day in 1935, Manuel Aadooked out over the crowd flowing unendingly over
the gentle hills in the town of Comillas, just outside of Madrid. Over 400,000 people had gathered for this
speech, the largest political meeting in Spanish history. Red flags mingled with the tricolor of the
Republic, and many of the hundreds of thousands were workerGa@zgpeech would be an appeal to
these masses to oppose the fascism that everyone could see écamihgally around the flag of
bourgeois democracy.

The Republidimust destroy absolutelpé privileges of the moneyed classes who now subjugate the
people...All Europe today is a battlefield between democracy and its enemies, and Spain is not an
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exception. You must choose between democracy, with all its shortcomings, with all its faultsl] wsth
mistakes or errors, and tyranny with all its horrors. There is no choice. Ours is made. In Spain one hears
frivolous and vain talk of dictatorship. We find it repugnant, not only by doctrine but by experience and
through good sense.a™

The ifamously arrogant AZ& had been jailed after the Asturias revolt although he had pointedly
kept his distance from the action. (The government was not exactly acting irrationally in jailing him,
thougl® Azafia had alsosignaledthat he would be available fahe Presidency should the revolt
succeed.) President of the Second Republic for its first two years, leader in the recent mergeiileftthree
Republical parties, Azéa had become the outstanding symbol of Engtisiming bourgeois democracy
in Spain.

The Republicans were really an assortment of groupings. Their economic core could be found in the
small industrialists of the country, and as part of this they looked to the oppressed nationality
bourgeoisies, especially the Catalans, as natural died934, Azdia was characterizing the Catalan
nationalist party, the EsquerrdéiLéftd), as fithe only true Republicans left in Span(The Basque
bourgeoisie had an ambivalent relationship to the Republicans. Tied closely to the British, it had
contradictons with Madrid and natural sympathies for the Republicans. But five out of the six leading
Spanish banks were located in Bilbao, reflecting that the Basques were also tied in to the Spanish big
bourgeoisie certainly more than the Catalans. This made palitically centrist role for the Basque
bourgeaoisie.

Aligned with the small industrialists were the urban+eaploiting pettybourgeoisié professionals,
white-collar workers, civil bureaucrats, teachers, students and others whose numbers had greatly
expanded during the relative boom times of the 1920s, but were restricted and crushed down by the big
bourgeoisie. The intelligentsia especially came to articulate the interests of all the groupirigbeld
themselves Republican. Meeting in literarylosa, such as the Ateneo of Madrid, the intellectuals
hammered out a programme expressing open admiratiofEiaglishstyle parliamentarism, giving
voice to the needs of industry, and hitting particularly at the Church whose general backwardness and
contol of education and other parts of the superstructure stood squarely in the way of the intelligentsia.

The Ateneo became a center for the Republican movement. During the beginnings of the Second
Republic in 1931, it was rumored that the Ateneo librariaad stocked guns between the books. Here,
Azafa, who was secretary of the Ateneo, grouped around him figures who would play crucial roles in the
civil war.

The Republicans tended to oppose the ruling class in its international dealings, alsopé&etheas
Comillas, for example, AZ@ held thatfiSpain is too weak a power to engage in further adventurist
expansion. .a This was a warning to the big bourgeoisie not to break with its status aspanioer to
the English, a position long held by Aa (In fact, Azéa came to prominence in WW 1, when he led
mass demonstrations in support of the Anglo/French imperialist bloc, in opposition to the openly pro
German sympathies of the ruling class.)
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Yet, despite these sharp contradictions with thenSpabig bourgeoisie, the Republicans also had
much in common with it. The first years of the Second Republic had been nothing but a crass
collaboration between the Republicans and the Spanish rulers, in spite of the revolutionary fanfare with
which the fainding of the Republic in 1931 was surrounded. These years deserve the same terse
description which Lenin applied to the Kerensky governminefforms shelved, distribution of official
jobs accomplished.He also says, and this also snugly fits the Sed®eplublic:fln particular, it is the
petty-bourgeoisie who are attracted to the side of the big bourgeoisie and are largely subordinated to them
through this [state] apparatus, which produces the upper sections of the peasants, small artisans,
tradesmen, ahthe like with comparatively comfortable, quiet and respectable jobs raising their shoulders
above the peoplé&"*

The first years of the Second Republic were just such an attenfiptithordinaté the Republicans
and use them as a buffer against the ems8ut by 1935, as the crisis ripped open all actual
contradictions in society, this arrangement fell apart. The honeymoon was ovég&Aspeech at
Comillas is fighting words.

As can be seen by their history, the Republicans were opposed to theg dastist move, but they
were also opposed to a revolutionary break with the existing order. This was strikingly symbolized as the
speech at Comillas concluded and tens of thousands of clenched fists were raised by the cheering crowd
in a revolutionary date. Azdia watched, refused to return the salute in kind, turned his back, and left the
stage.

Socialists and Anarchists

Closely linked to the rise of the Republicans was the Socialist Party, which had originated among the
printers and other skilled avkers in Madrid at the turn of the century. These sat@ahocrats had a long
and opportunist history paralleling that of the Republicans: mass struggle against the regime with the aim
of securing a niche in society for those they represefteahd open allaboration whenever that niche
seemed to be in the offing. Largo Caballero for example, later to be the leading figure in the plans for the
October, 1934 Asturias revolt, had been made Councillor of State under the military dictatorship of the
1920s, andMinister of Labor in the early Second Republic.

The Socialist8 political ties to Republicanism were even more clear and direct in the case of
Caballera@s traditional rival in the party bureaucracy, Indalecio Prieto, who had risen politically under the
sponsorship of the Basque banker Horacio Echeverria. There were big differences in the social base of
each of these two politicians, however. In contrast to the budikesBrieto, Caballero represented the
tradeunion base of the party which was stresggaround Madrid and central portions of the country.
Caballero had made his career as a demagogue; with fewer direct ties to the Republicans, and engaged in
constant competition with the more militant CNT (the anardbi$tunion), Largo Caballero wasréed
to, and did maintain a social base of his own.

The 1934 Asturias revolt signified a major turn in the Socialist Party. TheGamgmbership had

guadrupled in the preceding eighteen months, with nearly half now members of the poor and middle
peasat Landworkers Federation. Despite this, the Socialists still mainly represented relatively upper
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stratum workers and, even more than earlier, the petty bourgeoisie, but these groups had been crushed
down by the terrible crisis of 1933 and disillusionedthg brutal repressive policies of the Second
Republic. In short, the Socialists and their base had been radicalized. They were willing to take the most
extreme measurdsbut still with the aim, as we have seen, of Republicanism, bourgeois democracy.

"Dinamiteros” --miners from Asturias, armed with
the tools of their trade, who early in the war came
to defend Madrid against Franco's tanks

The Socialists began to attract large numbers of revolutiemangled youth who openly admired the
Comintern. They advocated tiBolshevizatiol of the Socialist Party and actually moved to merge with
the PCE. (The Socialists and the PCE merged in Catatlomiiag this period, and the youth groups of the
two parties eventually merged in early 1936.) How the PCE wilwédno these forces when they did
merge we shall touch on later. The point here is that the changes in the Socialists reflected a radical shift
in the mood of the masses. Much more was happening here than (as it is usually put by bourgeois
historians)fiLargo Caballero read Marx when he was in gail.
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The anarcheyndicalists, including the more or less purely anarchist FAI (Federaaarquisa
Ibérica) and the more syndicalist trade union it led (the €NXClbnfederadn Nacional de Trabajadores)
were mainly absent in the events of October 1934, having exhausted their followers in the insurrections
launched earlier in the 1930s (there were thmegor ones), and additionally, no doubt, had their own
opportunist reasons for not joining the 1934 Asturias revolt. Even so, the spread of the -anarcho
syndicalist movement was one important barometer of the changing character of the mass movement,
alongwith the radicalization of the Socialists and the enormous prestige of the Soviet Union.

Anarchasyndicalism had arisen among the rural spmietariat of the south, who brought it with
them when they were recruited into the textile mills of Cataldhiflourished in these and other small
factories, usually of less than a hundred and very often only 20 or so workers, and among fishermen and
woodcutters, as well as rural laborers. These were conditions especially favorable to the idea of factories
(andfarms) being taken over and run as autonomous economic and political units by those who worked
them. As anarchist leader Isaac Puente widldere is no need to invent anything, to create a new
organism. The nuclei of the organization around which tlem@uic life of the future society will be
organized already exist in the present society; the trade union and the free municipality. . .

This doctrine is at bottom conservative, closer to the outlook and interests of the petty bourgeoisie
than of theproletariat. It sees no need for the proletariat to seize power and establish the dictatorship of
the proletariat because it really sees no need to transform society. Instead of doing away with classes and
the material and ideological basis for class diffees in order to liberatall mankind the anarcho
syndicalists advocated fiiberatioro factory by factory and farm by farm, where workers and peasants
would fliberated themselves by (cooperatively) going into business for themselves.

There is mucha criticize in the anarchist line, but it is unarguable that something about the spirit and
style of their work much more challenged the masses, was much more rebellious, than theststuffed
tradeunionism of the Socialists and what was soon to bérepectable antifascignof the Communist
Party. Why would@ revolutionaryminded people be drawn to ideals, such as those expressed by the
anarchist Durruti in this interview with the Canadian reporter Van Paasen, a more revolutionary statement
than theCommunist Party ever made during the war:

fivan Paasen: You will be sitting on top of a pile of ruins if you [the anarchist programme] are
victorious.

fiDurruti: We have always lived in slums and holes in the wall. We will know how to accommodate
ourséves for a time. For you must not forget, we can also build. It is we who built these palaces and cities
here in Spain and America and everywhere. We, the workers, can build others to take their place. We are
not in the least afraid of ruins. We are gotoginherit the earth. There is not the slightest doubt about
that. The bourgeoisie might blast and ruin its world before it leaves the stage of history. We carry a new
world here, in our hearts. The world is growing, this mirtite.

Nothing comes to mindo much as Lenis admonition thafianarchism was not infrequently a sort of
punishment for our own opportunist sibis.
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The problem, however, was that without Marxikeninism, and by and large opposed to it, the
anarchesyndicalist movement became ailton various reformist dogs, including the Socialists, its
members criticizing the PCE from thieftd in a way that concentrated on tactics and forgot about
political power.

The Falange and the Worlds Redivision

In the 1930s, the whole division tfe world was thrown into question, with each of the imperialists
desperate to redivide it to its own benefit. Spain both sought such a redivision and became a part of the
ambitions of more powerful predators.

For the great powers, influence in Spairsveakey part of being able to dominate Europe. A position
in Spain would enable each of the opposing blocs to turn the flank of the other. Germany would be able to
encircle France, while England would retain in Spain a link to the Mediterranean.

Beyondthis important strategic role, Spain and the Spanish colonies provided other advantages to the
great powers. The Iberian Peninsula and the colonies together fronted the Atlantic trade routes in four
places, including, most significantly, the Gibraltar pagsbetween the Atlantic and the Mediterranean.
Additionally, Germany eyed Spain as a possible stepping stone back into Africa (in fact, before the war
German economic penetration into Spain had concentrated in Spanish Morocco and not on the Peninsula
itsdf). Finally there was of course, the higihade iron ore that was produced in the Asturias region, with
its cheap and convenient access to European industry.

From the point of view of the Spanish ruling class, this sharpening international situagiwedagp
some new possibilities. Already, after an abortive coup attempt by General Sanjurjo in 1932, contacts had
been made with the Italian Fascist government by the Spanish military, and from this time on, links were
progressively strengthened. Visitsltaly were made by monarchists of both the Alphonsine and Carlist
parties; paramilitary troops of these parties were even trained in Italy. To the Spanish bourgeoisie, more
and more it began to seem that the Italian connectiorfithasvay oub Italy coud provide the military
might and the reliable forces which the Spanish rulers did not possess but desperately needed to suppress
the growing mass movement. At the same time, the Italians might become tbar pmyth which to
loosen or even break the hadd the British imperialists. Further, there was reason to hope that a new
imperialist redivision of the worll and especially the defeat of Britain (and, to a lesser degree, the
U.S.P could mean that Spain could achieve the spheres of influence and ogEstéor capital
accumulation that were now being denied it.

Of the several groups which made connections to Italy during the Civil War, and which openly put
forward the idea of the fascist form of dictatorship, the Falange was destined to becdesxdithe
political party under Franco. Formed in 1933, the group was financed by Juan March, Chairman of the
Central Office of Spanish Industry and certainly had other important ties to the bourgeoisie as well, as
indicated by the fact that its leader wase other than Jé#Antonio Primo de Rivera, son of the military
dictator to whom the bourgeoisie had turned in the 1920s. After the February 1936 elections, when the
Churchsponsored CEDA failed miserably, most of CEBAmembership moved en masse into the
Falange.
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The Falange programme was, then, in advance of most of the groupings within the Spanish ruling
class, but nevertheless, wethncentrated its aims: fwestore ordeg,to feradicate Marxisnd,and fulfill
the secalled Spanisliwill to empireo What other, morentrenched forces were unwilling to do, at least
so openly, the Falange did wholeheartedly: it took on the English imperialists, condemning the current
division of the world, and the status of Spain within it. Its programme called fagstladlishment of
fiHispanidad) an imperialistfiSpanish unitg stretching from Latin America to the Philippines. This was
not exactly a new idea. The Spanish rulers had long retained important interests in former colonies, and
carefully kept alive their dtural ties in Latin America. But now the Falange proposed to seize on the
world conjuncture, and cash in the chips.

The PCE

The Asturias rebellion also set the stage for the rise of the PCE (Communist Party of Spain) and the
influence of the Cominterim Spain. Before this, the PCE had remained small in numbers and influence,
and wildly uneven in its line. But starting with the major role played by the party in the rebellion itself
and in the turmoil and strugglehich followed it, the PCE expanded iinin the course of the war it was
to become the single most important influence on the course of the Republic.

The party began in 1921, as a grouping of about 10,000 mainly young revolutionaries split off from
the anarchists and Socialists. It pas#@dugh a period of effective illegality during the 1920s, during
which time its numbers shrank to perhaps 800. In 1931, a letter from the Executive Committee of the
Comintern laid out the course the party was to follow until at least the end of 193%uld fiwin the
majority of the working clagsby gaining organizational leadership of the immediate struggles of the
proletariat, and these struggles, especially the economic struggle, would lead straight to the overthrow of
the fibourgeoisandlord governmet,0 and the establishment of theevolutionary democratic dictatorship
of the workers and peasarifs.

In general, there was a certain revolutionary potential in the party at this time, bursting out at such
moments as in the 1927 mutiny among sailor€artagena, led by PCE cadres in opposition to the war in
Morocco. Nevertheless, and without attempting to follow the many shifts and contradictions in fise PCE
early line, it can be said that the PCE was early bogged dowiefid economism, tailing t furious
battles of the masses for reforms and against repression, hoping that these would lead to revolution. The
PCE, like most Comintern parties at the time, saw a veritable dream road to revolution: automatically as
the crisis played outimillions will be awakening, and are already losing their illusiorzs)d as the
masses increasingly looked to the PCE as the leadership in their immediate struggles, all other forces
would soon openly oppose the masses and stand thoroughly exposed. As for thedweutigegig was
upd the crisis would drive it in a straight line down.

What a shock, then, to this mechanical and narrow way of thinking when by 193, waa able to
mobilize nearly a halfillion people at Comillas, when the CEDA won a social maseng the peasants
and upper petty bourgeoisie, when the Socidlisisnbers exploded, and the anarchists began challenging
the very heart ofresponsible tradanionismd in Madrid and elsewhere (although they had lost a lot of
support in their traditionabase, Catalonia). Nor did the PCE seem to be fully aware of the Spanish
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bourgeoisie's internationéiteservedd its ability, and necessity, to reach abroad to other powers to aid in
propping up its rule.

Madrid, July 1936. Caches of arrs are broken open and weapons
distributed. A key part of the planned fascist coup was to be an attack
on the cty by troops of the great Montéaia barracks. But the
barracks were surrounded and the soldiers pinned down.

The point is not that the small size and relatiselation of the party sealed its fate. The rapid
development of world events reverberating in Spain were soon to provide extremely favorable conditions
for a party guided by a revolutionary line to play a decisive role in the future of Spain and toaffsal
the world. Nor did the fact that they had been so weakened by economism mean that they could not
change into a party capable of playing this role, although it did mean that a powerful inertia had been
gathered, pushing it along the wrong courset f8r the PCE, as for other Comintern parties during this
same time, as it became clear that fteftd economist line would not lead to revolution, what got
dropped was the goal of revolution, which while not eliminated from thegartpgramme was #&ast
dropped into the indefinite and meaningless future.

If the PCE was already set up for a retreat, the trumpet call for the step backward was sounded by the

line of the Cominterde Seventh Congress, which although it took place in-Aubjust 1935,
consolidated and announced a line formulated by the Comintern leadership some time earlier.
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The effects of this line were broad, degging, and utterly bad. As stated in the RCP document
appearing elsewhere in this issue:

fEspecially after the crusig defeat of the communists in Germany with the rise of the fascist form
of dictatorship (1933), heavy defensive and defeatist tendencies grew in the leadership of the Soviet
Union and the Comintern. Together with the growing danger of world war, edpeffiattack on the
Soviet Union, openly rightist deviations, of a fundamental nature, became pred@ntnargromotion
of nationalism, reformism and bourgeois democracy, the subordination of everything to the defense of the
Soviet Union, etc., in a quaditively greater way than before all this was concentrated in the Dimitroff
Report to the Seventh World Congress of the Comintern (1935) and the implementation and further
development of this lirde which, as we know, involved, among other things, asabiits key ingredients,
the basic repudiation of the Leninist position @efense of the fatherlar@This whole line was in its
essence erroneous...

In June 1935, to implement this Comintern line the PCE called for the formation of a Popular Front
Coaalition on the basis of a fivpoint programme of lukewarm reforms (excluding even the @ @¥mer,
more revolutionary democratic demands, such as independence for Morocco and agrarian revolution),
designed to be acceptable to the Republicans and toriihBand French imperialists. Just as the class
struggle in Spain was approaching the boiling point, the PCE decided to become an electé@rahparty
the name of fighting off the danger of fascism.

V. It All Goes Up For Grabs

The orientation of the GE that it was in a bad position for revolutionary advance and in a good
position only tofihold back the fascist tidevas not borne out by events. A great wave of struggle was
about to break over Spain and spread in ripples throughout the world. Atdtef €835, a fallingout
between forces on the Right caused the Cortes, the Spanish parliament, to be dissolved, and new elections
called. Especially the CEDA looked forward confidently to the elections, fully expecting to consolidate its
base and becoma ainchallenged reactionary center.

On the part of the mass groups and parties, an electoral Popular Front was formed, including several
petty bourgeois Republican parties, the Catalan Esquerra representing the Catalonian industrialists, the
Socialists, Communists, Syndicalists, and semnbtskyite Partido Obrero de Unificaci Marxista
(POUM). Other Republican parties representing big bourgeois and rural petty bourgeois interests, the
Catalan big bourgeois Lliga, and the Basque separatist and automamties formed a Center. The
anarchisied CNT, though not officially represented in the coalition by political choice, supported the
Popular Front also. The programme of this coalition was almost entirely the longstanding set of
Republican demands: minamdustrial and agrarian reforms (not including redistribution), educational
schemes, measures to promote industry. It also included a demand which caught fire among the masses of
people, the call for the release of the Asturian political prisoners.
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Whenthe voting on February 16, 1936 came to a close, millions had cast their ballots against the
bourgeoisie and landlordsand for the Popular Front. A shaken Right coalition went down to a narrow
defeat.

But the election results were just the beginning. iAturned out, the Republican programme was
considerably more conservative than the mood of the masses of people, who were quick to jump on the
opportunity provided by the election victory. On the very day following, huge crowds descended on the
prison n Valencia, and forced the release of the political prisoners there. In the town of Oveido in
Asturias, and many other parts of Spain, fliemand was enforced before any law was passed.

The poor peasants and braceros swept over many of the bigdspldatupying them forcibly. These
asentamientds seized land farmed cooperativélpccurred first in Badajoz and &eres, but then
spread to many other parts of the country.

Strikes also multiplied including many political strikes for the suppressidiaszism. On several
days alone, the number of strikers reached 450,000.

Along with this, political debate, struggle and mass meetings took place on every street, in every city.
One bourgeois observer sagif)ere were meetings of tens of thousands athwivorkers applauded with
enthusiasm the speakers who announced that the end of capitalism was near, and for them to do as they
did in Russia'® Thousands of Socialist Youth marched in Madrid in uniform on May Day, chanting
slogans for dred army andfia workerdgovernment

Still relatively small but with rapidly growing influence, the PCE found itself carried forward on the
crest of this struggle. The masses were occupying lands and overturning city councilé Diazlqsarty
general secretary,edcribed it,finot through legal channels, but through revolutionary channels, placing
them in the hands of Communists, Socialists, and Left Repubh‘ﬁ%n@olores Ibarruri and other
Communist deputies in the Cortes pressured the regime to grant lardpmothpeasants (of course, this
would in effect have only legalized what had already been taking place).

The PCE was walking a certain line here. It was not yet the major influence in events as it was to be
later; nor were the interests of the Sovigtidh yet directly involved. It would in some ways support the
raging struggles of the masses, while at the same time it was already beginning its long honeymoon with
the fiantifascisb elements of the bourgeoisie and petty bourgeoisie, especially theagmup Azéa.

The militaryds plans for a coup became an open secret. Rightist newspapers and politicians
consistently hinted and threatened that such plans were in the works as the various class forces
maneuvered. The Ada group, which was now in powgrushed to come to some arrangement with the
forces grouped around the fascist generals. This is admitted in effect by the editofiafsAzatings,

Juan Marichal, who says that the preparations for a military nfidice not play in Manuel AZ@és
anguisked mind the same role as the attitudes and actions of the extrerf laftafia writes that, in a
private talk with Gil Robles, he told the CEDA leadéY,our friends should give me a margin of
confidence. They should not make difficulties for me. | heweugh problems on the other sidé.
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Certain moves were made by Amato supposedly tie the hands of tp@pistas(coup plotters).
Franco was sent to the Canary Islands (from where, however, a secure and convenient command post was
easily set up with Bimain base of support, the Morocdzased Army of Africa); GerGoded was sent to
the Balearic Islands (from where he ultimately directed forces in Catalonia); and Gen. Mola to Pamplona
(the base of monarchist support, within striking distance of, anecthir across the Guadarrama
mountains from Madrid).

As one rightwing historian sneers, the government assumed it possassettiol of the armyfrom
above the most effective method, based on the operation of hierarchical discipline in the armeofforces
It did not possess such control, despite the illusions and deceptions of thequetgois and bourgeois
Republican politicians and their supporters, including the PCE.

The Generals Move

By early July, the various sections of the ruling class ¢teambed their mutual threatitting long
enough to agree on a plan of action. Falangist and monarchist cadres were unleashed in a wave of
bombings and assassinations, in orddid®stabilizé the situation and whip up mass sentimentifaw
and orden

By now the mass movement was straining at the bounds in which the Republican and left
organizations had wrapped it. The unions and every major political party had created militias, among
which the besbrganized and fastegtowing was the Fifth (QuintdRegiment of the PCE. One issue of
the Caballero Socialist newspap&laridad displayed huge headlineBArmas! Armas! Armagi as the
masses pressed for arms. But this the Republicans would not do, since as one said, arms in the hands of
the masses wouldelfipregnant with inconceivable dangers politicaf§.

The masses were tense, but these policies had put them on the defensive, waiting for the bourgeoisie
to make its move.

On July 17, Franco made plans to fly out of his exile in Las Palmas in aplated by a British
agent. On the 18th, the military launched attacks from the Moroccan garrison at Melilla; at the same time,
Franco touched down in French Morocco whemraunciamientavas issuedfiThe Army has decided
to restore order in Spairo..

From barracks around the country, often in lq@tgnned collaboration witfiRepublica® mayors and
local politicians, the military moved on union and party headquarters, the walkisgy barrios, town
halls and other strategic points. In every citywate, sometimes numbering up to hundreds of thousands,
came out into the streets demanding arms. Now finally, a certain amount of weaponry was distributed to
the people, while others dug up the rifles that had been buried since the defeat of the 198y} Bpitisi
with or without weapons, where the masses were in the streets in great numbers and took the offensive,
the fascist troops soon found themselves cut off and paralyzed. In Barcelona, hundreds of thousands of
people fought the troops in unequal battlehere lines of people were mowed down, only to be replaced
by those behind. In Madrid, the soldiers were caught in the Mararracks and annihilated there.
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The generals had counted on swift, violent action, using a minimum of forces. Leadersnalsthe
organizations sometimes hesitaletthey were fooled by reactionary government officials promisthg
support of the authoritiespr were intimidated by a show of force, or simply tailed after the Republican
officials when they vacillated. but wlere the masses had a healthy disrespedidourgeois legality
they took action immediately, and smashed the military in their barracks.

Bishops and Franco's generals indulge in an orgy of mutdigaluting and
blessing. The Spanish army and the Church-each with an enormous bloated
bureaucracy--were two of the main pillars of the Spnish ruling class.

Of the eight fascist divisions assigned to the equivalent regions of Spain, three were given the crucial
role of marching on and suppressing the capital. With the collapse of these plans at the hands of the
aroused masses, all was staked on $paincupation army in Morocco, the-salled Army of Africa,
which was to land at southern ports and sweep northward tafil. However, the Spanish sailors, in
their great majority from a workinglass background, had been deeply influenced by the upheavals
among the civilian working class. When a radioman at the Communications Center of the Admiralty in
Madrid discoveredhe officeréplans, he telegraphed the radio personnel on all ships, and all hell broke
loose. Keepers of the ship arsenals seized arms and distributed them to the sailors. Bloody battles ensued
between officers and crews. At 5 p.m., July 20, a telegwas received by theiliberated
Communications Center from the sRi@ime Primero

fiwe have had serious resistance from the commanders and officers on board, and have subdued them

by force. Killed in the fight were one captain and one lieutenantrgently request instructions as to
bodiest®
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The mutineers seized nearly all the fleet for the Republic, putting a major barrier between the
generald only reliable and consolidated force in Morocco and their strategic objective, Spain. Several
thousand wops had to be flown over the Straits in Italian and German aircraft, the first major intervention
of these powers. The mutiny in the fleets had established a critical bottleneck forétamaps.

The coup failed to be decisive. The major populatienters, industrial areas, and most of the richest
farmlands were left in the hands of the people. Politically, the country was splintered and largely up for
grab$ nationalist bourgeois governments were soon to coalesce in Catalonia and the Basque country,
while the strengths of the various parties varied from region to region.

Peoplés War in Madrid

Madrid shaped up as the setting for the first major showdown between the Army of Africa and the
Republic. The promised German support to the generalsdedgyedicated on capture of the capital; so
too, the Republicans, already set on thiéiinglish strategy believed that the other European
fidemocraciesand especially Britain would come to their aid if they held control of Madrid. And from a
purely techical view, Madrid was an invaluable center of road, rail and communications, as well as a
major location of military stocks.

Troops were deployed defensively: the regular troops of the Madrid garrison, many of whom had
stayed loyal, were sent to the &laramma passes to defend against Mola; other troops were called in
from Badajoz and Murcia. As for the militia, by its very nature it fell into a defensive posture. Units were
formed within each town, operating according to no overall plan. They fougivellr but were
outflanked, surrounded and annihilated again and again by the Foreign Legion. The militias took to
defensively bunching along the roads, ready to retreat, but in this way fell prey to artillery and strafing
runs by aircraft.

By November6, ten thousand of Fran@otroops were fighting through Madédouter suburbs and
an equal number of reserves fast coming up in the rear.

The PCE, though it did not begin the battle of Madrid as the largest political force in the city, soon
developednto its leadership. In truth, the party had no choice but to take on this task if it was to play any
kind of further leading role in the Republic. Moreover, Madrid would have to be defended byépeople
warfare, as we shall see, since at the outset théaciéd the organized and wallmed fascist troops with
little more than the will to resist of a million inhabitants.

The government ministers, now headed by Largo Caballero, had evacuated several days earlier,
designating one General Miaja as tfferesident of the Junta of DefendeThe eminentfiPeoplés
Ministers of the government had left hurriedly, early in the morning so d@avoid an impression of
flight.0 However they had got no farther than the suburb of Taranden they were intercepted the
infuriated Rosal Column of the anarchists, threatened with execution for desertion, and sent scurrying
back to the city. That night they left by air.
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Meanwhile, the Junta of Defense which the government had so formidably named, existed only in
Cabdlerots mind. Miajds calls to government offices, including those in charge of military stocks and
personnel, mostly went unanswered; others greeted Miaja with a laugh and hung up. Miaja was becoming
desperate; he knew he had but ten rounds of ammufatiGgach of the ten thousand rifles left in the city.

Civilians and militiamen (organized by political parties and
unions) esca a captured fascist officer to immediate trial.

In the War Ministry, the Chief of Operations and six top assistants desertadlacorrespondent
Mikhail Koltsov, pictured the sorry state of affairs:

fil went to the war ministry.. | climbed the stairs to the lobby. Not a soul! On the landing, two old
employees are seated like wax figures, wearing livery and cleanly shaweiting to be called by the
minister at the sound of his bell Rows of offices! All the doors are wide open| ener the war
ministeiGs office... Not a soul! Further down a row of offiéeshe central general staff with its sections;
the general staff of the central front, with its sections; the quartermaster corps with its sections; the
personnel department with iggctions. All the doors are wide open. The ceiling lamps shine brightly. On
the desks there are abandoned maps, documents, communiques, pencils, pads filled with notes. Not a
soully’®

Around the world, Frands victory was thought to be imminent. Winst@hurchill predicted that
fithis disagreeable Spanish situatiomould be finished in a week. The W&ankrolled managers of the
Madrid phone company prepared a banquet to giteetnew governmernt.
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But Miajafs call to the headquarters of the REEifth Regiment found a very different picture. The
Quinto had grown to a size of at least 60,000. It included not only military but block organization, and
plans for mobilization of the entire population in defense and support work. Committees were organized
to root out fifth column agents (the word originated in Madrid: the fascist troops were marching on
Madrid in four main columns, the fiftfinside the citg). A few days later, in the midst of the fighting,
Miaja was to receive a telegram from Caballerquessting the silverware that had been left at the Prime
MinisterGs residence. Miaja shot back a messa@gée who remain in Madrid are still eatirg!

The masses again rose to meet the attackers: at least fifty thousand militia men and women laid down
a wall of human bodies. Brigades from the unidnsilway men, barbers, construction workers; an artists
and graphics workers battalion; a sports battalion; a wénlggttalion engaged in bitter fighting at the
Segovia Bridge. Miners from the Asturian regiemrhed sapper units, tlinamiteros and distinguished
themselves in antank fighting.

The elite troops of the Foreign Legion, wheveledin their reputation of brutality and the bizarre
sloganfiDown With Intelligence, Long Live Deathhow found thenselves nailed to the very edge of the
city. Bitter handto-hand fighting erupted even from floor to floor in the university, but the militias
wouldnd back off. (One unit reported sending an inquiry to its headquarters asking what position it
should retrat to if necessaryiTo the cemeteycame the answer.)

It was the tanks, planes and artillery which most threw the inexperienced militiamen. At first there
was not much at hand to fight off the tanks. One U.S. newspaper reported in all seriousniss that
Spanish militias had invented a new datik device callediechando conjones al asuatiterally,
fiputting your balls on the lird, for that was the answer to the tanks which fighter after fighter had given:
figutso Militiamen, consciously imitatig the Soviet films playing all over Madrid, threw themselves in
the path of enemy tanks, let them approach to a few feet, and threw dynamite charges.

With the first arrival of the International Brigades, organized by the Comintern, the fighters learned
dig trenches and also deal more scientifically with tanks and artillery. The impact of the Brigades filled
the Madriléios with inspiration. Disciplined cadres of the Commune de Paris (French and Belgian) Edgar
André (German and British), and DabrowgKolish) Battalions marched through the streets singing the
Internationale fists raised. Other signs of the influence of the international communist movement: huge
portraits of Lenin and Stalin dominated the city, especially during the celebration dRudsan
Revolution which took place at the height of the fascist attack. As part of this, royraténute accounts
of the fighting were broadcast to Moscow, and played on loudspeakers to crowds gathered in Moscow for
the celebrations of the anniversarytioé Bolshevik Revolution.

The Brigades brought more than h&lfhey brought military training. For one thing, they maostly
came from countries which, unlike Spain, had fought in WW1, so that many were veterans. Many, too,
were veterans of another sorf:tbe 1919 Hungarian insurrection, of street battles in Germany and so on.
The small British contingent in the Commune de Paris Battalion was from Oxford and Cambridge, upper
crust British colleges whose curriculum included some useful military educ&iam people became
valuable teachedsbut their necessary technical knowledge was accompanied by a bourgeois military line
that the PCE later embraced wholeheartedly.
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During these November days, and in the major battles following in which the Repudti®duk
attempts to encircle the capital, the enthusiasm and rich creativity of the masses in war came flooding
forward. Typical is this description by a Communist union leader, written after the first Soviet arms
shipments were sent to the Republic.
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fiwhen they received their first Soviet tanks, crews had to be rapidly trained; a specialized business
which in the Soviet Union could take a year. Madrid taxi drivers were pressed into sémiceis
exactly like driving a taxi, except that instead of heel yowdve got two leveré People who knew
trigonometry were needed to operate the reimgters; the latter were removed. So, too were the radio
receivers which were replaced by signal flags. Where the radio had been there was room for three more
shells The Soviet advisors found it difficult to believe the crews were being trained in forty days. They
came to see. Julian watched the {@vivers maneuver their tanks in perfect formaton®’

An armaments industry had to be rigged uput where could ibe located in a city subject to daily
carpet bombing? One city engineer drew up a plan to use the incompleted tunnel of the Madrid subway;
when the various small plants were moved into this area, the Republic had probably the safest, and most
strangely shged, arms factory in the world.

The front finally stabilized on the outskirts of the city. The following battles to the southeast at
Jarama Valley, and north of Guadalajara, also resulted in stalemate. The PCE, with nothing to rely on but
the masses gdeople, had made its most prestigious achievement. But it was the last time the party was to
lead in this manner. From now on, just as it relied on bourgeois politics, the PCE was also to stand, above
all else, for bourgeois warfare.

VI. iThey Did Not Want Political Powero

fiThey did not want political powér.These words could serve as the epitaph for the PCE during the
period of the Popular Front and the Civil War.

This summation, expressed in the conversation with Mao cited earlier, is irome,aginording to
countless bourgeois historians, the PCE fkasltyo of a ruthless power grab. The truth is that while the
PCE was quite ruthless in combatting the bourgeois forces in the Republic who wanted to capitulate to
Franco, and was certainly inw@d in plenty of jockeying within the government to keep these forces
from winning out, overall they subordinated the war against Franco to what was acceptable to the British
and French imperialists. While they might have lost anyway, this subordinatiact imeakenedhe war
against Franco considerably. To put it another way, they fought to maintain a bourgeois state and society
even in the midst of a war against the main forces of the Spanish bourgeoisie and Spanish state. The
revisionist fiparliamentaryroadd adopted by the PCE in 1934 under the influence of the Comintern
developed into theolitically capitulationist line carried out by the PCE when that parliamentary road
failed and the masses were thrown into armed struggle against the bourgetiisibboyrgeoisie itself.

The 1964 comments biang Sheng, expressing what seems to have beefs Miavs, are worth
guoting more extensively:

fiOn New Democracis of great significance for the world communist movement. | asked Spanish
comrades, and tlgesaid the problem for them was to establish bourgeois democracy, not to establish New
Democracy. In their country, they did not concern themselves with the three points: army, countryside,
political power. They wholly subordinated themselves to the egigerof Soviet foreign policy, and
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achieved nothing at all. (Mao: These are the policies of Chelnsitl) They say the Communist Party
organized an army, and then turned it over to others. (Mao: This is useless.) They also did not want
political power, no did they mobilize the peasantry. At that time, the Soviet Union said to them that if
they imposed proletarian dictatorship, England and France might oppose it, and this would not be in the
interests of the Soviet Uniod Also, when they fought, they wagigegular war, in the manner of the
bourgeoisie, they defended Madrid to the last. In all things, they subordinated themselves to Soviet
foreign policyo™

The heart of these comments is not that Spain had to go through-amgarialist, antifeudal few
democratic) stage exactly of the sort suited to the conditions in a colonial-oplo@@al country before
going over to the socialist stage of the revolution. Clearly, $pa@volution had very crucial democratic
tasks to accomplish, especially fialation to the oppressed nations within Spain and the-feerdal
survivals in the countryside; but it is also clear that Spain was not primarily a feudal country nor a semi
colony like China. (Here there are some similarities to Russia which, thoughnaaicolonial country,
was backward and still went through a democratic stage.) The point here is that it was wrong to make the
PCHs strategy the defense of bourgeois democracy and not the seizure of political power.

Without defining a programme foevolution in Spain (which is far from our purpose), there are some
general questions which must be dealt with. The civil war did not represérdvalt against the
legitimate Spanish staidy Franco & Co., as the PCE claimed. What the FfdEgotd was the same
thing it hadfiforgotterd when it formulated the parliamentary road line: that the state in bourgeois society
represents a dictatorship by the bourgeoisie (and other reactionary classes) over the masses of people, a
dictatorship which, while sometiraeadorned with the trappings of parliamentary democracy, ultimately
rests on the bourgeoigie armed forces. This Leninist truth was demonstrated by the fascists
themselved when the Popular Frof# parliamentary majority and the Republic itself proved eoirb
contradiction with the ruling cladsnterests, they resorted directly to their army, navy, police, etc. to
suppress the opposition and institute a new form of rule.

In other words, regardless of the Popular Rimeiection, and even without tagiinto account that
the programme of the Popular Front was simply a series of reforms and in no way revolutionary, even
regarding purely democratic questidnstill, no matter what the programme of the Popular Front might
have been, the bourgeoisie stillchehe army and essential elements of the police forces, courts,
bureaucracy, eté. in other words, the bourgeoisie still had power.

What was launched by Franco and the other generals in June 1936 waginsueectiom as the

PCE called it, nor werehese merfrebelsp although this was the terminology used to paint the- anti
Franco forces with the brush of bourgeois legality. The fascists were not out to overthrow thénstate
fact they were part of and utilized the main armed forces of the state.c&€hainly did not represent a
different ruling class from that which had previously ruled through the Republic. This fascist move
represented an attempt to change the form of bourgeois rule, as well a& $fzaia within the web of
international imperikst relations. But once the bourgeoisie, having overcome a period of near paralysis,
had launched this civil war for aims completely in contradiction to the revolutionary interests of the
masses, the proletariat had no choice but todigirtd civil war beame the main form of class struggle.
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Although the bourgeoisie had seized the initiative, the international and national political and
economic conditions were very favorable to the revolutionary proletariat. The Spanish bourgeoisie had
become unable tgovern through the Republican form of rule and unable to impose fascism either. The
international crisis of imperialism had a concentration point in Spain, and the jockeying of all the
imperialists in preparation for war to redivide the world made it irsiptes for them to gang up on
revolution in the way they might have during other periods. There is no guarantee that the Spanish
proletariat could have successfully seized power, but there is every reason to believe they could have
waged a battle for powéhat at least would have changed the political climate in Europe and affected the
whole world, a struggle which, even if it had not been successful (and it might have been), would have
constituted a powerful dress rehearsal for a revolution.

The centraltask and the main form of struggle facing the Spanish working class was the defeat of
Franco. This constituted a particular phase or substage of the Spanish revolution no matter what other
stages it might or might not have had to go through after theatdefeFranco. Certainly there were
powerful bourgeois forces that had to be united with or neutralized, that dasildply be driven into the
camp of the enemy. These forces were mainly those who had traditionally rallied around the banner of the
Republt. But even if it was correct to continue to raise the banner of the Republic in order to facilitate
isolating Francés forces to the maximudn and insofar as the Republic at least symbolized, for instance,
opposition to the oppression of nations within 8manish state still, in such a situation the Republic
would represent mainlfian order of battle,to borrow a phrase from Lenin, a temporary and conditional
alliance of forces for the duration of the civil war against Franco and not, principally, afatate to be
consolidated.

The essential question was whether the proletariat and its strategic allies would be politically and
militarily prepared to establish socialism, even if the proletariat had to share political power with more
temporary alliesbefore going over to the dictatorship of the proletériat whether the proletaridst
leadership would attempt to restrict the struggle to defending bourgeois democracy in order not to offend
those they saw as allies. And in regard to these allies, tstign was whether the proletariat would lead
them or be led by them, whether it would unite all who could be united to move forward toward ending
all exploitation and oppression as part of the international struggle of the proletariat and oppressed
peoples, or would fight to continue a form of exploitation and oppressits fidemocratié form which
had already proved intolerable to so many millions.

Francds firevoltd posed the question of power. This was not grasped by théP{eHo critics, the
anachists and the Trotskyites. The anarchists in particular were determined to carry out a kind of wartime
economism, concentrating the struggle on seizing land and factories and establisbpgy without
regard to the central question of the war. Theagpamme, which called for seizing the wealth of the
landlords and capitalists and opposed seizing political power, actually had much in common with the
outlook of the petty proprietor. Since the main form the revolutionary struggle had to take under the
circumstances was the civil war against Franco, the insistence by the anarchists and others that the war
had to take a back seat to fiiRevolutiordd that, for instance, the wealth of thgcho should be seized
indiscriminately, without regard to who coul@ lwon over to the war against Franco and who could be
neutralized, or that any kind of centralized command in the armed forces and the economy was wrong, no
matter what was needed to wage thedwalt this was not revolutionary at all, despite the widegprea
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revolutionary spirit and heroism among the ranks of the workers and rural poor attracted to the anarchists,
and despite the fact that many members of the anarchist organizations dibtetatlyed these anarchist
principles and fought for revolution.

The PCE did grasp the centrality of the war, fibey did not want political powerThis latter, and
decisive, point they actually had in common with the anarchists, though thé P&igramme in this
regard was more reformist, less revolutionary imispihey did not see the war as a method for building
up the forces of the proletarian revolution and isolating and annihilating the forces of the enemy. Their
whole point of view was that the proletarian revolution had to be in recess during the wissttded of
being the main form of revolutionary struggle, the war was an interlude in the revolutionary struggle
which could only proceed again after the defeat of Franeoafter the reestablishment of bourgeois
democracy.

Compare the view expresd in the conversation with Mao with the REKiews, as expressed by
Dolores Ibarurri, also known d@ka Pasionaria@ probably the most famous PCE leader:

filt would have been nothing but criminal adventurism had the Communist Party attempted to seize
power in a Spain divided by a civil war of such a special nature, and in the midst of a capitalist world
pandering to Hitler and preparing for World War Il. We would have had to push aside all our allies in the
Popular Front, thus clearing the way for thascist Powers and international reactionary circles to
intervene openly in Spai neither the Socialist Party nor the Anarchists would have sat back peacefully
before a change of this natuged”

Santiago Carrillo, a former Socialist youth leader wiserrapidly into the PCE leadership, put it this
way:

fiThere are some who say that at this stage we should fight for the Socialist Revolution, that we are
practicing a deception.. nevertheless, comrades, we are fighting for a democratic republic, and
furthermore for a democratic and parliamentary republiave know that if we should commit the
mistake of fighting at this time for the Socialist Revolution in our codntagd even for some
considerable time after victadywe should see in our fatherlandt only the fascist invaders, but side by
side with them the bourgeois democratic governments of the world that have already stated explicitly that
in the present European situation, they would not tolerate a dictatorship of the proletariat in our
country.6®

Another PCE leader, J&sHernandez, was also extremely explicit:

filt is absolutely false that the present workem®vement has as its object the establishment of the
proletarian dictatorship after the war is terminated. It cannot be said ¢hiaawe a social motive for our
participation in the war. We, communists, are first to repudiate this supposition. We are motivated
exclusively by the desire to defend the democratic republic established on April 14, 1931, and revived last
Feb. 18 [with theslection of the Popular Fronj!
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The way the question is posed here is wrong. The PCE leadership used the position of some
anarchists and especially the POUM Trotskyites (that the proletariat should make the bourgeois
Republican forces the main targdtits struggle) as a straw man, as though the only alternative was to
completely capitulate and tail these forces. Even ifithmediateobject of the struggle was not the
dictatorship of the proletariat (but rather some form of dictatorship by thegorateén alliance with other
classes over the main reactionary classes), and even given that the class struggle had to be adjusted to
unite all who could be united against Franco, still, to promise fifatsome considerable time after
victoryd Spain wold continue to be ddemocratic and parliamentary republiwas to consign the
peoples of Spain and those oppressed by it to the hell this republic had already proven to be. Further,
while Spair@s imperialist neighbors could not fully gang up on the reimiuthere, at the same time the
attitude taken by Britain and Frardcéellow fiparliamentary and democratic repubdiéstowards the
Spanish Republic was itself a complete exposure of the class nature of such governments; though torn by
contending imperialistnterests, they clearly preferred Frafedascism. Of course such governments
would not tolerate the dictatorship of the proletdriat fact, they would not tolerate anything less than a
fully consolidated bourgeois dictatorship subservient to the Bteref one or another of the great
power® but since when had the proletariat ever been bound by what the bourgeoisie will tolerate!

All the imperialist governments were wracked by crisis and on the verge of even greater crisis as
world war approached,nd their room to maneuver and much of their economic and political reserves
were squeezed more and more tightly. Muss@irgovernment, which seemed to be the Spanish
revolutiorts strongest enemy, was to collapse in the midst of World War 2, only a few lgéer. This
approaching world war certainly involved grave dangdrst it also was stretching the whole imperialist
system to the limit, creating increasingly favorable conditions for proletarian revolution. Mao recognized
this in terms of the Chinesevolution, yet the PCE and the Comintern saw this situation as an excuse not
to make revolution in Spain.

On the part of the PGE leaders, what was clearly going on was something not exactly unknown in
the previous history of workéiparties: in theace of the grave dangers and tremendous opportunities
presented by the conjuncture, they saw only the dangers and politically capitulated to the bodirgeoisie
specifically to bourgeois forces in Spain, and to Britain and Féaatdhe same time that they nge
leading the military struggle against Spain's ruling class. (As we will see, other forces in the Republic,
especially those around Az were willing to capitulate directly to Franco.) The BCEapitulation fit
in with and was encouraged by the lia&edn by the Comintern on Spain, a line which grew out of the
Cominterrgs line on the overall conjuncture.

The AENglish Strategyo

At the end of 1936, after the successful defense of Madrid, Stalin, along with his foreign minister,
Molotov, and Voroshilg, head of defense, sent a famous letter to Largo Caballero, then head of the
Republican government:

fiThe Spanish Revolution traces its own course, different in many respects from that followed by

Russia. This is determined by the differences in th&akdastoric, and geographic conditions, and from
the necessities of the international situation.... It is very possible that in Spain, the parliamentary way will
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prove to be a more effective means of revolutionary development than in Russia... ThéecRepeduders

must not be rejected, but on the contrary, they must be attracted and drawn closer to the government. It is
above alllemphasis added] necessary to secure for the government the supporfi@fafdahis group,

doing everything possible to hethem to overcome their vacillations. This is necessary in order to
prevent the enemies of Spain from regarding her as a Communist Republic, and in this way to avoid their
open intervention, which constitutes the greatest danger to republicaro8pain.

What is being said here, is this: the revolutionaries must not do anything that might offend Britain and
France. Stalin is not proceeding from a general theoretical statement that Spain might see the first
fipeacefud transition to socialisé® nor could he, beause the proletariat was already at war with the
bourgeoisie. Nor was he necessarily wrong in principle to call for unity, at least some tactiaal unity
above all, a battlefield alliandewith the Azdia forces linked to British imperialism. Such a coursghni
have resembled the efforts of the Chinese Communists led by Mao to establish a united front with the
pro-U.S. Chiang Kashek KMT against the Japanese invaders (although it should be kept in mind that
what was going on in Spain was mwincipally an nvasion by foreign imperialism, but a civil war). But
Stalin is saying much more than this. He is saying that du@ht necessities of the international
situationp the struggle must be confined to bourgeois democracy. What are these necessitfegmhe
interventiord of fithe enemies of SpamlLeaving aside the formulatiofenemies of Spat(which is
more than a little laden with greasation chauvinis@ the Spanish state, after all, itself oppressed other
nations), which enemies of Spain was he refgrto? Italy and to a lesser extent Germany were already
intervening. Did he think that thiigreatest dangémwas that Britain and France would also intervene?
This was not likely, nor did he likely think so. Frankly, fiigeatest dangéthere is the dager a Soviet
backed revolution or openly revolutionary struggle in Spain might have presented to thé&d8Stegy
for defending itself through an alliance with Britain and France.

At bottom, there is Stal@s line that the defense of the USSR andwbdd revolution were identical,
and that the world revolution, in order to progress, should everywhere be subordinate to the defense of the
USSR. The Comintern and the USSR defended the Republic while the bourgeois democracies feared it
and worked to seé crushed but at the same time, Stalin and the Comintern opposed revolution in
Spain. This line was the inevitable result of a wrong overall line on the world conjuncture and the defense
of the USSR in that context.

The revolutionary goal was to digagar from the parg agitation, the independent revolutionary
preparation of the masses was to be dropped. And Why® essential thing is to seek the collaboration
of the European democracies, particularly that of Engieexplained Juan Comorara, setary-general
of the PCIs sister party in Catalonidin the democratic bloc of powers, the decisive power is not
France, but England.Comorara also saidijlt is essential for party comrades to realize this so as to
moderate their slogans at the predened® The truth is, though, that what the PCE called for was not a
tactical adjustment of the revolutionary struggle but its complete abandonment.

This course followed the diplomatic strategy of the Soviet Union, that of attempting to align Russia
ard the AngleFrench bloc directly against Germany. In 1935, the Soviets signed a mutual defense treaty
with France, but this remained largely a paper alliance; the key, as Comorara stated, was to win Britain to
such an agreement. Nothing was to stand intag of this projected alliance. It became the reactionary
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policy of the PCE to wean the British away from Franco by proving that the imperialists had nothing to
fear in Republican Spain, even one with major PCE influence.

Britain, however, was lookingut for its own imperialist interests which, as it turned out, did not
involve defending the Spanish Republic against fascism. In fact, for Britain, what was involved was more
than its interests in Spdin these were to take a back seat to Bréaioverallinterests, particularly their
schemes to achieve the most favorable conditions to isolate and defeatdBntast important rival,
Germany.

Winston Churchill, for example, first looked forward eagerly to a Franco victory, but then towards the
end ofthe war, with German influence somewhat on the upswing, arfiti&mgeo of revolution in Spain
ebbing thanks to the PCE and its allies, Churchill changed his position, s@fiagco has all the right
on his side because he loves his country. Also Frandefending Europe from the communist dadger
if you wish to put it in those terms. But I, | am English, and | prefer the triumph of the wrong cause. |
prefer that the other side wins, because Franco could be an upset or a threat to British intettbsts, and
others na* But despite this, Britain continued to pursue a policyfiebninterventiong including
organizing a naval blockade of the Republic to prevent it from receiving arms from abroad, while Franco
continued to receive huge arms shipments somps from Italy and Germany. Why? Because for Britain,
its attempts to block the development of the Ital@rman alliance and win Italy over to its bloc or at
least neutralize & and even more, its maneuvering to have Germany tied down in a war witts 8
while Britain avoided directly clashing with Germany for as long as posésibkre far more important
than whether or not Italy increased its influence in Spain at Biitaxpense.

Britain had even gone along with the Italian invasion of AbyagiBthiopia), which more or less fell
within Britaings fisphere of influence.In early 1936, the English were pushing for detente with Italy in
the Mediterranean, an extremely crucial part of Bramiempire. To this end an Angltalian Naval
Agreement vas drawn up, and it actually came into effect in the course of the civil war. In the period
before the civil war, especially, this idea of winning over or at least neutralizing Italy was not a forlorn
hope (although it obviously did not work out, at least fully), since Italy and Germany already had
conflicting interests in the Balkans, over Austria, and over the Mediterranean generally. In line with this,
the British were not about to oppose lItalian fascist intervention in &@aid they were not disgdeed in
the slightest by Franés efforts to restoréiordeid and keep the virus of revolution from spreading to
where it could infect all Europe.

BritainGs dealings in Spain with Italy were quite different from Brifaidealings with Germany. It
was laly which, by tacit agreement with Germany, took on the main role in the massive intervention,
including sending in very large numbers of ground troops, aircraft, and armor. Germany, by contrast, sent
only the Condor Legion air fleet, and a good flow oftenial. Since Germany never did intervene in a
really massive way, the British imperialists were able to carry out their policy of avoiding a direct
collision with Germany, while keeping a wary eye on it (and on Fi&@arbealings with it). Germany, for
its part, did keep its distance. But its policy was not a passive one, any more than waésBRttimer,
by allowing lItaly to take the front lines in the Spanish intervention, it hoped that this unpredictable and
volatile war would drive Britain and Italyrther apart rather than bring them together.
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In sum, Britain did not oppose a Franco victory, nor Italian intervention, although it continued to have
grave and growing reservations about German influence. This made for a contradictory (but again, not
hostile) stance. The best solution, from the point of view of the British imperialists, was not a-sight
Franco victory, but rather some kind of imperialist compromise. The British and their political
representatives in the Republic consistently pddior a bigpower agreement dividing Spain into spheres
of influence, and quite possibly would have achieved this if the war had stalemated. (In fact, much to
Hitler& disgust, Spain remained neudrdahough preAxisd during WW2.)

This was Britailis motive in becoming the moving force in the-called International Committee for
the Application of Nonintervention in Spain. Twetitye big and smaller imperialist countries ultimately
joined the Committee, and of course worked within it to strengthen d¢air world positions; the
Committee became quite a complex forum for the maneuvering leading to world war. Still, as the French
charge in Berlin put itfiThe committee and its powers arean invention of the EnglishAs such the
Committee was aimed atesnming the flow of arms and volunteers to the Republic, as well as granting a
degree of legitimacy and thus freedom of action to Franco and his Italian ally. This it did very effectively,
choking off most arms from everywhere except the Soviets and MekmeCommittee also provided a
vehicle for the British collusion (and contention) with Italy, focusing on their ganlijstefi d ®t ént e 0
the Mediterranean. Italy was not a member of the League of Nations; for this and other reasons, the
Committee was seap outside the Leag@estructure.

The Nonintervention Committee also became a form of contention between Britain and France.
France had originated the idea for a nonintervention committee. But its motives were very different from
those of the Engli® it genuinely wanted to oppose German and lItalian intervention. This was not
because of the Popular Front (including the French Communist Party) running the French government
and its supposeifiprogressive ideas.and notsimply because a Franco victory wd put Francé old
rival Italy in a menacing position on her southern flank. The French imperialists also were, it would seem,
unhappy about the whole policy dppeasemeritEnglands Spanish policy would, like all its strategic
moves of that periodtrengthen Germany and ltaly, and even if this was intended to pit Germany against
the Soviet Union, France would sooner or later absorb the first and greatest blows of war on the continent.
France hoped that the Commiteeliplomaticficontrol® would makeit difficult for Italy and Germany
to aid Francd or at least expose Axis duplicity so sharply that France would gain freedom to carry out its
own policies.

Thus France occasionally opened the border to materiel being shipped through France to the
Repulic, and to a degree funneled arms through Mexico. But the dominant policy in the French
bourgeoisie, carried out scrupulously by the Socialist Leon Blum, was founded on theFAegbh
entente. Thus, after Blum shipped some weaponry to the Republicatign outbreak of hostilities, a
French journalist reported from Englarfit is not well recorded her#” The British were not about to
allow such aid. By December 1936, it was already clear that Britairfdstdn up the French in this
hidden battleWhat started as a loose but genuine initiative for nonintervention by the French was taken
over and used as a screen and a weapon against the Republic by the British. SaidABtentin
number of our hopes and expectations have been disappoihted.

38



The U.S. was not a formal member of the MNitervention Committee, in line with its own
fineutralityd strategy of hoping to see its rival imperialist powers and the Soviet Union weakened before
the U.S. stepped into the coming conflict. Nevertheless, titkedorto-be allies, the U.S. waiheutrab
on the side of Franco. U.S. oil companies supplied Franco with a major portion of the fuel supplies
without which there could have been no successful invasion and nestaigeuse of mechanized
warfare. The wicks transporting Fran@troops through Spain were more often than not provided by the
U.S. as well. At the same time, of course, the U.S. government used its pious claims of strict neutrality to
try to prevent American citizens from fighting on the sifi¢he Republic. (Later, starting in the midst of
World War 2 itself, the U.S. was to begin to emerge as Féamoain backer and eventually the dominant
foreign power in Spaih a development which sheds some light on the imperialist appetites behind the
U.S& fineutralityd during the civil war.)

Meanwhile, even in the midst of the most cynical and thoroughly reactionary maneuvering over the
issue of Spain by all the major imperialist powers, in order to win over the British and other imperialists
and inline with overall Soviet policy, the Comintern did its best to portray the Spanish Civil War as
principally a great patriotic war waged against the fascist invaders, Germany and Italy, against whom the
whole world should unite. Togliatti, the chief Con@nt representative in Spain, declared in October
1936, The struggle of the Spanish people bears the character of a national revolutionary war. This is a
war for the rescue of the people and the country from a foreign enslavement because victory elsthe reb
would mean an economic, political and cultural degeneration of Spain, her dissolution as an independent
state, and the enslavement of her people by German and ltalian fa&cism.

In this way, the work done by the Comintern to build support for ttamiSh Republic, probably one
of the most extensive worldwide campaigns in history, rather than building proletarian internatidnalism
the support of the wortd proletariat and oppressed peoples for the advance, anywhere and everywhere,
of the world revolubnd instead built up illusions about bourgeois democracy and twisted the support of
the worlds peoples for the masses in Spain into support for one imperialist bloc against the other.

As the PCHeaning Socialist del Vayo put it after the walNot a day passed almost until the end
when we did not have fresh reasons to hope that the Western democracies would come to their senses,
restore us their right to buy arms from them. And always our hopes prove ilaiSory.

Betrayal of Morocco

The PCE, of cowe, seldom argued that revolution in Spain had to be held batifemationalish
reasons, that is, for the sake of the UgS&lliance with Britain and France. Instead they argued, as we
have seen, that flying into the arms of British and French impm was the only way out for the
fiSpanish peoplé.The example of Morocco is one of the sharpest exposures of how what the PCE was
clinging to was imperialism.

By the end of the war, over 135,000 Moroccan troops had fought under Franco. Espettialljrst
few months they were probably decisive. They constituted at first the only large reliable force, and
continued to be the fasciétmost effective shock troops, shipers, and commandos. But from the first, the
Moroccan masses had opposed and emesome places had risen in arms against Fi&rmody the
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Caliph and Grand Vizir were on friendly terms with the generals, while the main nationalist leaders were
antagonistic. Why couldhthe Moroccans be neutralized or won over? Why d@ithe Republic dclare
that Morocco should be unconditionally independent?

From even before the genel@sove, a series of appeals to the Popular Front government had been
made by Moroccan nationalists in the camp of Ab&r@n. In the fall of 1936, two leaders, Mutmmned
Hassan aDuezzani and Omar Abdeljalil, visited Republican Spain, promising to organize against Franco
in Morocco in return for a promise of regional autonomy such as had been granted to Catalonia. But they
were refused and sent packing. Why?

The dficial history of the PCE complaingif Spaints Socialist leadership could have liberated itself
from the sick obsession dhot irritating England and Fran@e .if they could have taken a clear and
positive position on the nationalist aspirations iorbtco, then a most difficult situation indeed would
have been created for Frand.

All the evidence shows that this is hypocritical bullshit.

It is true that particularly the Socialist Indalecio Prieto, aligned with théageoup, was responsible
for turning down the Moroccan delegation and even denying them a hearing in the Cortes (parliament).
But one has to ask, not why did the social democrats act like social democrats, but why did not the PCE
itself continue to press for independence for Mooy

There were fertile grounds for a different and revolutionary course for the PCE. The party had a
history of struggle against the colonial wars in Morocco, while the small party in Morocco (at one time a
branch of the PCE Andalusian District) hadeif led rebellions against Spanish domination. And, of
course, all this had taken place in the context of a protracted struggle for national liberation on the part of
the Moroccan people. (Even after the betrayals of the PCE and Comintern, some Moroccan
revolutionaries showed genuine internationalism by still fighting with the Fifth Regiment of the PCE and
the International Brigades.)

But during the whole period of the civil war, the party did no consistent work to raise the issue, even
later when the €E was largely determining the course of the Republic. Even in the first Popular Front
government platform, the Moroccan question appeared only as the demarnihtfoduction of a
democratic regimi® (which was vague to the point of being meaningless),tha PCE built no public
opinion even around this. A weak excuse is offered by Alvarez del Vayo: the Moroccan troops were
fitotally immune from all political propaganda of a democratic naitire.

The problem was not that the Moroccan people iignenuned to revolution. The problem was that
the leadership of the Republic was opposed to it. The Socialists f@aitating Britain and Franae
because what tlgavere fighting for was the preservation of the existing imperialist world order, including
not onl the dominant position of these great powers in Europe, but also&Sjpaisition within that
worldwide imperialist system, including its colonies and all the bloodsucking that&paling class
lived on in Spain and abroad.
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With the civil war agaist Franco, history had thrown the revolutionary proletariat and the masses of
people together with many other forces in a common battle; and in the sense that the bourgeois forces
were divided and on opposite sides in this civil war, this was a very goatien. But to let the outlook
and interests of these forces determine the course of the war and then to complain that it was their pro
imperialist fisick obsessialmwhich prevented the PCE from carrying out the most basic revolutionary
dutie® this claimby the PCE cannot be allowed to stand. The truth is that in the name of defending the
USSR, the PCE was passing over to the camp of imperialism.

Barcelona and the Ebb of the Revolutionary Upsurge

As previously stated-rancds attempted coup came iretmidst of (and was in part a response to) a
massive revolutionary upsurge. This upsurge took a qualitative leap after &ramoee, as the masse
liberated by the breakdown in the bourgeois order, rose up in their millions to take the initiativetand bea
down the tottering ruling class. We have described, in the beginning of this article, the exhilarated mood
of the masses and their heroic actions which, for a time, stopped & émmes dead.

This revolutionary upsurge did not last. Beginning ia thinter of 193637, and especially by the
following spring, the PCE led the way in restoring the bourgeois order. By the following winter, the
militias were disbanded and replaced with a bourgstyie army. Certainly the militias could not remain
the man military force if Franco were to be defeated, but the &Citernative was worse than the
militias. In August, many of the peasant-aos were forcibly disbanded. There had been a serious
problem with poor peasants seizing the land and politicallpaiieg many betteoff peasants and small
landowners who need not have been driven over to Franco, but this Ri@Enative was to let the rich
peasants and landowners who remained loyal to the Republic determine policy in the countryside.

The workeréficollective® in the factories whose owners fled to safety with Franco, taken over by the
government, were smothered as arenas of political struggle. Celfaiotiters poweid does not mean
that the workers in each factory become its owners and in teeimmediate sense there had to be more
central control, but the P@k alternative was just to send in bureaucrats or old bosses and confine the
workerdcommittees in the factories to, at béstjnning the battle of productioi.

Linked to all this waslemoralization spreading among the people about the course of the war itself, a
mood not unrelated to the way in which the war was being féught the course of the war itself was
greatly determined by its conduct.

The end of this first revolutionagyeriod was punctuated by the May events in Barcelona, the capital
city of Catalonia, following an attempt by the Catalonian Generalitat (Catalonian nationalist government)
to clear out the anarchist and POU ficollectived which controlled the telephonexchange, an
occupation which had allowed these opponents of the government to freely determine communications
between Catalonia and the rest of Spain. (The POUM upheld the Trotskyite line of no unity at all with the
bourgeois forces in the Republic, altiylh for complex reasons, its leaders, who had been former
followers of Trotsky, had come to oppose him.)
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This is probably the single most controversial event in the entire Spanish Civil War, infamous at the
time and a cause @bre forfianti-Stalinist® ever since. It is certainly not our intention here to relive it.
But a few words must be said to describe the political course of the war within the Republican zone.

The attempt by the Generalitat police and security forces organized by the PSUar{jtreoeialista
Unificat de Cataluny@ the PCEs sister party in Catalonia, formed by the PCE, the Socialists and others)
to dislodge the men holding the telephone exchange led to gunfire, and the fighting extended throughout
the downtown area. It ragedrfiive days, with several hundred people shot dead by one side or the other.

We cannot here settle the argument as to whether this was a deliberate provocation by the PCE to
create an excuse to wipe out the forces opposed to it in Catalonia, as anamthigtrotskyites claim
down to today, or whether it was a provocation by a section of the anarchists who sought the immediate
overthrow of the Republic and especially the POUM, with some egging on by Franco agents. Frankly, it
does not seem out of the gtien that both sides have some truth to them. (It should be pointed out that,
especially after it became clear that the situation was one that Franco could and was taking military
advantage of on the northern front, most of the main anarchist leadepsim sfrongly opposed the
Barcelona uprising. It should also be said that regardless of the question of the role played by counter
revolutionaries and actual imperialist agents, a great many of the workers and others who were swept up
into the fighting agmst the security forces still were undoubtedly motivated by righteous revolutionary
anger at the way the PCE and the bourgeois forces were trying to halt the general revolutionary upsurge.)

The point is this: the anarchist and POUikk (for similar remons) was counterrevolutionary. The
PCE quite rightly pointed to the deathly stillness on the nearby Aragon front, where militia units led by
the anarchists and POUM had failed to mount any kind of offensive against the fascists and thus allowed
Francds forces free rein to split up the Republican zone. But the PCE did not oppose the adarutists
POUMGs thinly disguised reformism and military passivity with something more revolutionary. It simply
aligned itself with the forces of the small industrialiated weltto-do grape growers of Catalonia and
their counterparts throughout Spain to restore things to the way they had been before all this messy
disruption. Looking at how things developed, especially after the Barcelona events, can it really be said
that the PCEs line was any better?

After the Barcelona affair, the Republican government openly moved rapidly rightward. Fhe left
talking Socialist demagogue Caballero, who had been lionized by the PCE and hailed by journalists as
fiSpairs Leninp was dumped. He was replaced as prime minister by Juaniiegrmore righiving
Socialist tied to the Republican President, @zalndalecio Prieto, from the most extreme right of the
Socialist Party, the man who had threatened to resign if the Moroccan delegas allowed to present
its case to the Cortes, was made Minister of Defense. The PCE maneuvered to fjeaiegrieto in,
with the excuse that this was necessary to step up the waidejftrPrieto, once in charge of the war
effort, was such a notimus capitulationist, so sure of Frad@sceventual victory and so unwilling to
mount any real opposition to Framedorces, that Jés Herrindez a PCE leader who later became a
rabid antitcommunist, claims that the PCE kept Prieto in check through blaldiynareatening to reveal
all this to the massés.
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Whether or not this is true about the PCE, it is clearly an indication of what kind of men and line it
promoted. Their appointment seems to have had one sole pdirmgéease Britain. All this bourgés
politicking and flagrant sacrifice of the war effort in the name of securing the conditions for winning it
could not but further demoralize the masses. Among civilians, especially, political life and activity
trickled off. The war became something tbe soldiers to take caredfand increasingly, the soldiers
were not volunteers, but draftees.

Especially in the countryside, many people apparently concluded that it was all the same no matter
what happened. There the failure to carry out revolutiopafiical work and a revolutionary agrarian
policy was one of the Repubfic greatest weaknesses. In the areas which fell to Fmfmees, Franco
was able to draft and use for the bulk of his army hundreds of thousands of peasants as well as others.
Why didn& the PCE carry out work behind Fradedines among these strdtand especially why didh
it rely on them to carry out guerrilla warfare? Because the Republicans (and Britain) recoiled in horror
from the idea of mass peasant revolution, whichneveentered on democratic and not directly socialist
tasks, still would have unleashed a revolutionary torrent. Rather than relying on the poor peasants and
rural laborers and, as part of raising their political consciousness, winning them to a pdaiksnce
with the middle strata in the countryside so as to isolate the main enemy, instead the PCE became the
strongest champion of private property in the countryside, relying on the middle peasants (who joined the
PCE in huge numbers) and small landevenand opposing, including by force of arms, the land seizures
carried out by the rural poor at the start of the war. Thus a large part of the rural population who should
have been activated under the leadership of the revolutionary proletariat wad kegpegassive and
utilized by Franco.

In fact, it was this overall tailing of the Republicans that was to be the most direct cause of the defeat
of the Republic. Azida, the President whom the PCE and Stalin considered the most essential asset of the
Republic, never believed that a victory against Franco was podsitae did he really want to see the
army which had been the pillar of bourgeois rule in Spain destroyed by another one which, although also
fairly bourgeois, was of more doubtful stability. teality, he and Prieto and the forces around them
devoted their energies to achieving the conditional capitulation to Franco that corresponded to British
imperialisnds interests and instructions.

fiFrom the beginning of the wanvrote Juan Marichal, whwas Az#@aés editor,fihe saw that his only
possible role was the very limited one of representing a symbolic brake on the revolutionary Slence.
And as Azéa himself admitted, writing in a letter after the widdo one is unaware of the fact that | did
everything possible from September, 1936, to influence a compromise settlement, because the idea of
defeating the enemy was an illusiof.

Throughout the war, there was constant struggle between the PCE and these Republicansfiavith Aza
and Prieto doig everything they could to limit the role of the PCE and the Comintern, on the one hand,
and to negotiate a settlement with Franco on the other. For its part, the PCE used its influence among the
masses, which these Republicans lacked, and the ace imlthefhSoviet arms funneled through the
PCE, to keep AZ#@ and Prieto in line, until these forces finally did surrender to Franco.
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Our point is not that it was completely wrong for the PCE to have made some compromises with
Republican forces, howeveraillating, who could be united for the purpose of defeating Franco. But in
relying on them and in failing to build the independent political and military strength of the proletariat,
the PCE was only setting up the masses for an inevitable bétriaaliteble not because it was
inevitable that all those who vacillated would go over to Franco, but because only the independent
strength of the proletariat could keep them from capitulating, or keep the revolution from necessarily
being defeated if they did.

VII. Military Line and Policies

Since the main form of class struggle was the civil war itself, the military line of the PCE and the
Comintern concentrated the political questions.

It would be wrong to think that with a correct political line in commahavictory in the Spanish civil
war would have been inevitable. Our point is just the opposite: the whole war needs to be seen from the
point of view of the advance or retreat of the worldwide proletarian revolution, whose interests are higher
than takingor losing state power in any one country. But it is also true that the proletariat faced a
relatively favorable situation in Spain, which the line of the PCE and the Comintern failed to take
advantage of.

The military struggle in Spain unfolded in rduyg three stages. The first extends from the July 1936
coup attempt through the revolutionary upheavals in the weeks following, and reaches a culmination in
the battles in and around Madrid in Noveml@8-March 87. It was a baclkndforth period, with tie
fascist offensive giving rise to a series of popular insurrections, but overall the Franco forces maintained
the initiative and continued to gain ground until the astounding victory at Madrid in November and the
Republican triumphs at the battles of da@aand then Guadalajara, in which Franco was forced to throw
increasingly greater forces into thwarted attempts to surround the capital. This period ended in a
stalemate, with the fascists occupying the west and part of the north of Spain.

The second age, the year 1937, comprises a complicated picture. The PCE had, after Madrid, risen
to political and military leadership, and concentrated on building a regular and unified armed force.
Francds forces launched an offensive against the north, whichrglared in October. By the end of the
year, the regular Republican Pedplérmy was ready for action, but at the same time men and materiel
had poured into Fran& Nationalist zone. Meanwhile it had become clear that Western aid was not an
immediate prosgct, and Soviet aid was limited by various factors. The upshot of all this was that by the
time the PCHed regular army was consolidated, the Franco forces had attained a vast technical and
strategic advantage.

In the last stage, stretching from Deceamh937 to the end of the war, the Republican Pé@lemy
fought a series of engagements with great courage and against increasing odds. By the end of 1938, the
Franco forces numbered a million men, mainly conscripts but also including 50,000 Portugopse
50-80,000 ltalian volunteers, 135,000 Moroccans, and German technical personnel. At the opening of
1938, the Nationalists outnumbered the Republic in armor and guns by about 2 to 1. By the end of the
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year the Republican army was fighting virtualigthout air or artillery support. This series of battles
included the Republican offensive which temporarily took Teruel (December 1938), the great crossing of
the Ebro (July 1938), the defense of Valencia province (December 1938) and some otherseawller
battles. These battles were, aimed at holding the line against Franco and demonstrating to the imperialists
that the Republican army was still alive and capable of battle. At no time was there a strategic plan to
change the balance of forces in prefarafor an eventual strategic countdfensive. The Republican

forces spent this stage, as indeed the whole war, strategically buying time, pending aid in weaponry from
abroad.

The fragility of Francés strategic position in the first months is eviddn the north his forces were
overextended, precariously hanging on to Valladolid and Saragossa. In Seville, the old anarchist and PCE
base, a vulnerable Nationalist island of control existed. The main body of &dramps moving across
the Straits ofGibraltar was exposed to attack at this bottleneck. However, as we have seen, the Republic
fell back into defense of the capital, while the militias were eaten up piece by piece, the very same way
that the Spanish ruling class had defeated peasant ggrisinhundreds of years.

Kang Shengs criticism of the PCE fofidefending Madrid to the lasts somewhat wrong, somewhat
reflecting the idea that in Spain, the revolution had to first build up strength in the countryside and then
surround the citiesThis form of protracted warfare, where the revolution must pass through a long period
of strategic defensive before it is strong enough to go on the offensive, was necessary in China but not in
Spain, where what happened was different in its developmbatp@pular forces held Madrid from the
start, and while the PCE and others basically looked at this as necessary to their strategy of winning
support from England and France, still there were good political (and military) reasons to strive to keep
controlof the capital city. In fact, the political impact on timassegin Spain and internationally) of the
victory there was electric. But it was not pursued. Still, Kang Sheng does have an important point here:
the Republican forces centered everything ondiiense of Madrid (which Franco had besieged), not
daring to send forces to attack Franco at his weak points, and thus generally neglectiam traent of
warfare, which, as Mao pointed out, is not to preserve yourself but to destroy the enemy.

Whatwas needed above all was the revolutionary policgtzick Any concentration of force which
threatened Franés lines of communication to the fascist outlying areas would have had serious
consequences. An attack on the enemy bridgehead at Algecirasewtasly called for, as was a
declaration of Moroccan independence.

The navy, in the hands of radical sailors who had mutinied, could have snapped shut the bottleneck in
the Straits, cutting Franco off from his rearguard, and moved against &dom®s in Algeciras. But
such a move, revolutionary warfare in the Mediterranean, would have angered Britain, which considered
the Mediterranean itBsphere of influencé,and perhaps even led to open conflict with it, since Britain
maintained warships in tharea to prevent such an occurrence. (In fact, British warships moved into
Barcelona harbor during the May 1937 fighting there, presumably poised to intervene if the Republic
proved incapable of controlling the situation.)

As the war continued, Fran@&technical strength became formidable indeed. Even in the early going,
when the fascist forces were far outnumbered, they still possessed large numbers of tanks and artillery of
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fairly uniform make and supplied with ammunition. The Republican troops, whght with widely
different makes of weapons assembled from many different sources, often found themselves unable to
match up their weapons with the right ammuniicemd often their weapons were so old as to be
practically useless. Later the Germans presidfranco which new and fine weaponry such as the fastest
planes in the civil war, the Messerschmidt, and the fearediigheter artillery. The Republicans were
hampered very much by inexperience, and the fascists could use their weaponry in a faondanated

and effective manner.

But technical inferiority, as Mao points out, is always a condition of revolutionary forces. In coming
to grips with this problem in Chida war against Japan, Mao makes a very different kind of assessment:
fiThe enemy foces, though strong (in arms, in certain qualities of their men, and certain other factors), are
numerically small, whereas our forces, though weak (likewise, in arms, in certain qualities of our men,
and certain other factors) are numerically very lafgded to the fact that the enemy is an alien nation
invading our country while we are resistinghissvasi on o™ our soil éo

Similarly in Spain, Frand® forces were numerically very small both in relation to the Repubéicans
military (until quite neathe end) and among the masses, a largely isolated repressive force. This meant
that Francés lines would often be spotty, held by patrols moving among fortified points, vulnerable to a
sudden thrust (as the Pedslérmy often proved). Often, although aa might beoccupied) it could
not be secured for lack of personnel (even after the usual round of executions and terror). This made for
long, exposed lines of communication back to secure bases. Finally, &rdomes were beset by a
weakness whichhe Japanese imperialists did not suffer fdoaithough not a foreign invader, he was
dependent on the strength of other powers, and this support was not as firm as the Republicans and PCE
made it out to be. By the end of 1937, even after the fall of Sagrtand the north, unexpected resistance
by the Republic had seriously concerned ltalian Foreign Minister Ciano,ifelared a Republican
offensive to push back the whole nationalist fr@&ither we strike the first blo@he mused on Jan. 14
[1938] dr <Killfully disengage ourselves, and rest content having inscribed on our banners the victories of
Malaga and Santandér

The defensive strategy of the Republic, however, could not seize on this contradiction. The Italians
thereafter decided not to pudlut but to step up their support. As a result, the Republic increasingly
became locked into this defensive strategy. After the fall of the north in 1937, the Republic was fighting
on interior lines, having lost its chance for the time being of an immestiatgic offensive; men and
materiel poured into the Nationalist zone, widening the technical gap; the party failed to maintain a
political movement among the masses in the rear, and as a result, guerrilla and militia auxiliary forces
became less possil

The typical pattern of military operations in the war might see a long period of gathering forces on
both sides. The Peoge Army might stage a breakthrough at some point through surprise and pure
boldness. A certain amount of territory would bezedj Franco would then concentrate all available
forces on the occupied zone and force the Pé&plamy back at great cost to both. The Republic would
fight to hold this territory so bitterly because, after all, the point was not to defeat the fasgistuhnm
impress the Western imperialists (or sometimes to divert a major enemy offensive elsewhere). Upon
seizing the initiative, the Republicans would then concede it back to the enemy.
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But as before, the party did not look to change this situatiofintl ways to take the initiative. As
Mao saysfiln any war, the opponents contend for the initiative, whether on a battlefield, in a battle area,
in a war zone or in the whole war, for the initiative means freedom of action for an army. Any army
which, losing the initiative, is forced into a passive position and ceases to have freedom of action, faces
the danger of defeat or exterminati@.

Lacking the initiative, the Peog Army found itself on exactly this downhill slide. Why, especially
in the ealy stages of the war when they faced more favorable conditions, did the PCE and the Republic
fail to seize on the contradictions underlying FraBaomilitary position and seek to annihilate Fraisco
forces? Many of the military advisers the Comintern gentaid the Republic were aware of the
ineffectiveness of the Repubdicmilitary line and were quite capable of implementing another one, since
they had gained tremendous experience and skill in rapid mobile warfare and guerrilla fighting as well
during he Russian civil war and elsewhere (including in China). But the military strategy served the
overall political line and goals of the PCE and the Comintern.

Discussion of an alternative strategy of pe&plear is beyond the scope of this article. Bentain
elements of such a strategy are apparent: the need for less rigidity in holding territory and strong points,
the need for a policy of concentrating troops to atfairal superiority in operations, the need to
disintegrate the enerfiyytroops, the rea for a political movement in the rear, the need for guerrilla and
militia components.

The Republican Peopi® Army adhered to a rigorously conventional military strategy. In certain
situations, such as the defense of Madrid and the crossing of tbetBdPeoplEs Army had no choice
but to rely on some of the basic principles of pe@plear. But for the most part, in the conventional
bourgeois manner of the time, it maintained a rigid front and tended to hold territorial strong points at any
cost. t abandoned the use of political agitation at the front and rear to disintegrate the enemy forces. It did
not rely on the masses for logistical support but became almost wholly dependent on conventional supply
systems. Perhaps most telling, guerrilla waaf@as not a component of the Republican strategy.

The Republican army, working in a relatively small and blockaded territory, needed to hold a certain
amount of territory. But within this, there was room for much more fluidity, including the usetegstr
retreat and establishment of partisan base areas in the @negay, that is, guerrilla warfare. Not that
guerrilla warfare should have somehow become the main form of cdmbat even as a secondary
form, was it theimissing linlo of the Spanishieil war d it would not solve all problems. Still, the lack
of guerrilla warfare as a part of Republican strategy throws a glaring spotlight on key factors in éee PCE
military line as well as its line on agrarian revolution.

Guerrilla warfare has a Ignhistory in Spain. The very word derives from the popular struggles
against the French in the early nineteenth century. Partly this is because the Spanish terrain is very
favorable. Nearly every part of the country is accessible from mountainous areasvétoconditions in
the civil war contained advantages for guerrilla fighting. Franco tended to deploy his numerically inferior
troops in a chain of strong points and troop clusters, with lightly patrolled gaps existing between these
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points. This made #m very vulnerable to infiltration. His troops tended tofitmadboundg existing at
the head of long lines of communications, making them sensitive to attack and harassment in the rear.

There was spontaneous laigmale guerrilla fighting in the Estremura. But the systematic
organization of guerrilla fighting was limited to tactic¢aliversionary operations, tied closely to action
on the front lines. It is hard to find a source which defends this policy. Stalin, Molotov and Voroshilov
specifically sggested employing guerrilla warfare as a (@ strategic component of the war in their
letter to Largo Caballero quoted earlier. While it is not clear exactly how much the failure to do so is
directly due to the PCE and how much of it due to the 8&iling of even more backward Republican
forces, there was an important political obstacle to waging guerrilla warfare successfully. Guerrilla
warfare is linked to the revolutionary principle of arming the m@s#eswust be based on the conscious,
active ole of great numbers of people. Whether units are compodgauttimeo fighters or professional
partisans, this form of combat cannot be widespread or consistent if it is not based on a political
movement. But as one lowkrvel PCE cadre bluntly put, ifiThere was virtually no politics in the rear
guard at all. We were all so absorbed in our tasks at the front that it was left to a few political leaders to
express their partiésiews in the rear. There was almost no mass political movement. That svade/u
vulnerabled™

Obviously the effect of this lack of political work in the rear had significance far beyond the question
of guerrilla warfare. What was true of the rear areas in the Popular Front zone was doubly true behind
Francds lines, especibl given the PCEs line against agrarian revolution. It goes without saying that an
underground movement behind the lines, including guerrilla warfare, would have had a powerful effect on
demoralizing and disintegrating enemy forces. Neither the PCE nootaer force set out to build
clandestine organization that could continue political work in areas that were or might be occupied by
Franco. Since they opposed the political arousal and mobilization of the rear in the conditions of the
Popular Front zonet can come as no surprise that they also failed to do so in enemy territory.

The RepublicanfiPeople's Armyo

In the military, the PCE found its greatest sourcélefitimacyd The PCE established itself as the
force which most stood for unity of conamd and discipline. It became known as fibest fighter for
Spaing and thousands of some of the most combative and revolutionary among the masses joined it on
this basis. It was overwhelmingly through the military that the &Cghenomenal growth was
channeled from 30,000 in February 1936 to over 100,000 at the outbreak of civil war, to nearly 500,000
by the time the war ended.

One professional officer write§ifThe Communist Party must be granted the credit in having set the
example in accepting disdipe. By doing so it enormously increased not only its prestige but its
numbers. Innumerable men who wished to enlist and fight for their country joined the Communist Party.

filt often happened that, when | came across a man who was just leaving fioomtthesked him,

A But why did you join the Communist Party? You were never a Communist were you? You were
always a republicad.
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fi Igoined the Communists because they are disciplined and do their job better than anydf® else.

The Socialist Olieira saysfiArmy officers and officials who never turned the page of a Marxist
leaflet became communists, some through calculation, others through moral weakness, others inspired by
the enthusiasm which animated this organizaddn.

The centerpiece ohe PCE military policy became its drive to dissolve or amalgamate the militias
and create dlegitimated armed force. To set an example, the party dissolved its own armed wing, the
Quinto, and then set about reconstituting and at the same time securamigatignal control of the
Republican army. In this it was quite successfaly 1938, over 60% of the officers, most of the
commissars, and a good percentage of the rank and file troops (perhaps a third) were party members or
supporters (although, in regata Oliviera®s comment, the initial enthusiasm which led many with little
political experience towards the party was not, by and large, transformed into a Marxist line and outlook).
But despite some new features modeled on the Soviet Red Army, and dégplitern persistence in
battle, this was a bourgeois army. What makes an army revolutionary is, above all, its goal; from this
follows a strategy, tactics and organizational line which rely on the masses of people and their
increasingly conscious particifian. The Peopl&a Army did have some features in common with the
Soviet Red Army that it (especially at first) emulated, but without an overall revolutionary line, they
became either mere formalities or else were dropped altogether.

The commissar syste of political Adelegated to the command of a military unit was gutted of its
content or, in many areas, abandoned midway through the war. The commissars were necessary to watch
over the actions of the officers, many of whom were justifiably suspectddulfledealing. But even
more important was their political role. As the Comintern representative Carlos Contreras put it
(somewhat eclecticly), the commissar was to beaitioell of the combat unit, its educator, its agitator, its
propagandist... He shold interest himself in the stomach, the heart, the brain of the soldier of the
people... he must see that his political, economic, cultural, and artistic needs are gatished

The PCE came to rely on the commissars, most of whom were party membapporters, as one
pillar of its influence in the military, and for this reason, the commissariat became the focus of sharp
infighting with the Republicans. By midar, Prieto was able to engineer the abandonment or severe
reduction in responsibility of .hhcommissars and generally restore the absolute authority of the officers.

Another indicator of the increasingly bourgeois character of the Fioplenyd and thus its
weaknesd was the role of women fighters. When the civil war broke out, many womennptteo
overalls, uniform of the militia, found a weapon and went off to fight. Moreover, women had long been a
driving force in the Spanish revolutionary movement, as indelibly burned into the memories of the
Spanish ruling class by thfi®amas Rojasin 190, who led a series of church burnings and mutinies
against the sending of troops to Morocco. In part, the impact of the PCE leader Dolores IBaaruri (
Pasionari@) derived from the fact that she seemed to symbolize this force.

One woman living in Madd describes a different atmosphere in the Republic in the relations
between men and womeifit was so dark (because of the air raid precautions) that | often bumped into
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people on the streets. But never was | molested or in any way made aware thatwemaan. Before the
war there would have been remarks of one sort or dthew that was entirely gone. Women were no
longer objects, they were human beings, persons on the same level@s riten

The ruling class saw all this as a threat to their mosedadeals and social order. Fratedorces
killed many of the men they captured, especially those thought to be commisars, political party members
or in some other way leaders. But they had a strict policy towards women who were captured: kill all of
themimmediately.

Even on the Republican side women in the trenches was more than some people could stand. After
the March 1937 conclusion of the battle of Guadalajara (the final battle around Madrid in the early going),
women were withdrawn from the froniDolores Ibarruri, La Pasionaria, came to the front to tell the
women that their place was in the rearguard where they would be of more use to the war effort. Lories
were drawn up to take the women back. But a childhood friend of mine and a numberrsf dith&
leave. | never found out what happened to my friend, but | believe she was killed in the ficthiintne
new Peoplés Army geared to the expectations of the-lole Republican officers, and in the overall
atmosphere ofrespectability) women fighters had no place.

What actually happened to the various militia units, representing the different political forces in
Spain? Those in the southern areas, Andalusia and Estremadura, fell to&-rforces almost
immediately; the forces in the Bage region never submitted to any discipline by central authorities, and
were also wiped out quite early (by fall, 1937); CNT (anarchist) and POUMist militias resisted
fimilitarizationd by the central government until they were forcefully disbanded by undsr the PCE
commander Lister. The regular army that was finally consolidated at the end of 1937 under the effective
leadership of the PCE was in the main recrd@teshd drafted from fresh forces, and in reality only
existed in the Central Zone.

In shat, as said in the conversation with Mao, the PCE built up a bourgeois army and handed it to the
bourgeoisie. Some of its generals were old monarchists, others at least presently members of the
Communist Party, but politically it was an army built for bypewsis politicé in one way or another, the
preservation of the old ord&rand not for revolutionary politics, not for fighting to permit the
transformation of society and the elimination of classes and class distinctions all over the world.

The British inperialists, who were, in effect, handed over an army in this way to replace the one
Franco had tied to rival imperialists, could not help but notice. Winston Churchill made the following
remark at the end of 1937, at the time thecalbed Peoplé&s Army mae or less completely displaced the
old militias and after the incident in Barcelori@uring the past year, a marked advance toward an
ordered system of government and war has simultaneously produced itself in the character of the Spanish
Republican goveiment.... The Anarchists have been quelled by fire andéste®h army which has a
coherent entity, a strict organization, and a hierarchy of command has been formed.... When in any
country the structure of civilized and social life is destroyed by akavistreds, the state can only be
reconstituted upon a military framework.... In its new army, the Spanish Republic has an instrument not
only of military but of political significanae . °8
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What an exposure this quote contains! Not only of the PCE hutélhe British imperialists, who,
even though they recognized and admired the@®@I6rk in restoring the bourgeois order, still found it
in their overall imperialist interests to see the Republic get crushed by Franco.

The PCE argued that it had tailol up a regular army because the militias just colildefeat Franco.
They pointed to the following situatiorfit € there was no central military body that could review the
situation on all the battle fronts, formulate a common plan of action, and datitlee allocation of
available supplies of men, arms and motor vehécle®

It was true that the spirit and audacity of the militia, so overwhelming in city fighting and in country
with plenty of cover, was simply not sufficient in open country whiduired coordinated maneuver.
One Republican officer reported after visiting the Aragon front, with evident longing for a regular army:

fiWwhat could they have achieved with good leaders, with sufficient war materiel, and with military
discipline? | saw tls later when | visited the different sectors of the front. There were no fortifications at
that time. A position was taken by sheer courage, but since nobody bothered to fortify it, it was lost
during the next enemy counterattack. The employment of waerilaivas equally absurd. | was once in
a position where there were several 10.5 guns, but there were no munitions. These were in the possession
of a nearby column, which refused to part with them although it had no artillerg itself

fiThe system of traerhes was also in keeping with the situation. At some points, parapets had been
thrown up with an eye to a neighboring column that belonged to a different political organization. There
was a certain amount of satisfaction when a rival got a beating froemémneyo>®

The militias lacked nothing in heroism, but without a unified command, without coordination of
personnel and materiel, an offensive could not be mounted, nor a defensive position sustained. Even the
anarchist leader Garcia Oliver, whose orgation staunchly defended the militia system, had to admit,
fiThey [the enemy troops] surround a small town and after a couple of days it is taken, but when we
surround one we spend our entire life thile.

But instead of the phonmjPeopld &rmy,0 why couldnd the PCE have built up a real Red Army, an
army which in its military strategy and in its internal organization would both be able to fully mobilize
the masses of people (along with other forms of fighting organization) to defeat Franco and Iseitde to
up the political and military strength of the proletariat to eventually enable it to establish socialism? Why
could such an army not have been built up alongside local militias in the Republican zone, guerrilla units
behind enemy lines and other ifies of organization under party leadership which would have served to
train people and to propagate a revolutionary political and ideological line, as well as playing their
principal, military role?

The argument that the other political forces wouldhmte stood for an army under the leadership of
the PCE, which is the answer usually given to this question, is ridiculous. The anarchists and POUM were
stripped of their military apparatus by the PCE anyway. While many of the rank and file of these
organiations and othefilefto tendencies may very well have refused to serve under any army led by the
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PCE, the fact is that their refusal to serve in the army the PCE did lead was more than a little mixed in
with their own desires for something more revolutigrthan what the PCE offered.

True, if the PCE hadhhanded the army over to them then perhapsi&z@rieto and other bourgeois
forces might have encouraged the formation of separate armies under their own leddevsier, this
has to be seen frothe viewpoint of the goafiwithout a peoplé army the people have nothiogs
Mao wroted®® Faced at the start of the war with the appearance of different armies under different
political flag® a phenomenon which would tend to develop in any situatiavhich the bourgeoisie has
lost control and the proletariat has not yet gainddlie PCE argued that the only way to beat Franco
was to unite on the most widely acceptable basis: Republicanism. But without an army led by the
proletariat and its party, ¢honly possible outcome of the civil war was an outcome determined in one
way or another by the imperialists. Without such an army, political gbwerolutiord was out of the
guestion. So the building of an independent revolutionary army in the hands pfotetariat was a
guestion of principle. At the same time, however, why cailthe party fight to attain overall leadership
of the fight against Franéothat is, realcommunistieadership political and, based on that, military
leadership not leadership yp Communists on the basis of bourgeois politics? Although that might have
posed tactical problems, it could not have posed any problems more insurmountable than that posed by
the separate armies under the leadership of Mao Tsetung and ChiaslgeKan Cima. As we have
pointed out, the AZ@ Republicans and righting Socialists opposed adlut war anyway and generally
acted as a brake on the Repulsliwar efforts.

The Republic boxed itself in, a box of its own making. The Soviet Union sent someryralitt and
the Comintern organized material aid and troops, but as long as the Republicisiuagdd regular war,
in the manner of the bourgeoisiét could not defeat Franée force, backed as they were by Italy and
Germany, without massivaid from Bitain and France. It waénthe weakness of th@eoplés Armyo
that made British and French support the essential condition, but just the opposite: the weakness of the
fiPeoplé Armyo principally flowed from the line that considered such aid the mosngakéactor.
Britain, for its own reasons, did not provide such aid and@jskrmit France to do so either. Therefore,
the fiEnglish strategy that was at the heart of the P@Hnilitary strategy was nothing but a recipe for
defeat. In this, military lie was subordinated to overall political line, as it alwa§siisthis case a wrong
and disastrous line with reactionary consequences.

VIIl. The International Brigades, the
Comintern and the End of the Republic

fiThe hold of the little fishing trawlawas filthy with a stinking mix of oil, salt water, and fish scales;
it rocked the little band of fifteen men pressed tightly to the wgladk bottom till they were sure they
would soon make their own contribution to the concoction. . .but the Frenchlqueatsdl was not fooled,
its craft tied up next to the fisherboat and pointed flashlights directly downw@mricains, encore
une foi® RBinched. It would take even longer now to get across the French border to their destination at
the InternationaBrigades training base at Albacete, Spain....
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fiAs the police took them from the dock to the provincial prison at Perpignan, villagers crowded
around. Together with the volunteers for Spain, they turned the procession into a demondfiatide.
repubiique dthey shouted at each other, flashing the clenchediste le front populaired 0

From the first, the Spanish civil war stirred the masses around the world. In countless countries, many
were drawn to the struggle, some takihgn their own to come and join the revolutionary militias. Long
before there were any such things as International Brigades, numbers of people who had come to
Barcelona for the Spartacist Olympics (in opposition to the Nazi Olympics being held at thahtim
Berlin) volunteered to fight in the militias of Catalonia and Aragon. Revolutionary exiles from the fascist
countries formed their owrenturias or joined the militias as individuals.

Over the summer of 1936, the Comintern leadership summed phisThorez of France and
Wintringham of the British party, who seem to have originated the idea, presented the Comintern
Executive with a proposal for an international force of volunteers to be organized by the world communist
parties. The force was seentas/ing primarily political fipropaganda valu@and not as a substitute for
direct Soviet military aid (which was also proposed). The Brigades would also, of course, have military
value in stiffening the inexperienced Spanish troops.

So began a deegoing and worldwide social movement. In the years following, about 45,000
volunteers were to come to Spain to fight on the side of the Reffudiany were to die for this cause
of the 3200 volunteers from the U.S., for example, only 1500 returned alivegarg all of these with
at least one wound. Despite the line of the Comintern in building the Brigades, which was not
revolutionary or internationalist, the Brigades and the movement around them touched a deep reservoir of
internationalism which existedmong the people of every country. About 300,000 people in the U.S.
applied to the Spanish Embassy for permission to come to Spain, although most were stopped by the U.S.
government.

A look at some of those who fought in the Brigades gives a sense stdipe of this, movement:
Cunningham, onéime commander of the British Saklatvala Battalion (named after an Indian
revolutionary), had been condemned to prison for organizing a mutiny in the British army in Jamaica,
1920; Berthel, commissar of the samattBlion, a leader in the Algerian party; Chapiev, leader in the
Hungarian Commune of 1919, had been arrested there, later escaped from jail to Czechoslovakia from
where he was extradited; Tabakoff, an officer in the Dimitroff Battalion, had taken pghd Bulgarian
Revolution of 1924, went underground and only surfaced again as a fighter in the Brigades at Jarama
Valley outside Madrid; Kleber, commander of the Brigades, had been an Austrian officer in World War 1,
taken prisoner by the CZararmy and wn over to the Bolsheviks while in prison, later assigned as
military advisor in China .

In all there were fighters from 53 countries. Some, like the Polish miners of the Dabrowski Battalion,

who had been recruited while working as immigrants in Frathiegally had no country. They had
worked in France to replace a whole generation of French miners who had been wiped out in the previous

53



inter-imperialist world war. While the largest number of recruits came from nearby European countries,
volunteers als arrived from South America, Central America, China, Japan and Morocco.

Anti-Nazi Germans of the International Brigades take a break
in the streets of Madrid before returning to battle.

The Internationals were at their best in some of the early battles (although they played a crucial role
as shock troops in every major encounter in the war). They quickly becameel for units of every
political tendency. In March 1937, for example, one of the initial series of attempts by the fascists to
encircle and take Madrid was launched from the northeast, down the Sasisigasgh highway toward
Guadalajara. 60,000 mainltalian troops were used in this thrust, spearheaded by a force of 250 tanks
and 180 pieces of mobile artillery.

On March 8, the Italians launched a sudden attack, achieving breakthroughs at several points in the
Republicané defenses, and on the nexaydtook Almadrones. This point was not 25 miles from
Guadalajara, the last defensible point before Madrid itself. The Eleventh and Twelfth International
Brigades were rushed up to the battle, along with the Garibaldi (Italian International) Battalidel, and
Campesiné guerrilleros. Seeing this, the Italian fascists threw everything they had into the battle,
focusing on the town of Brihuega.

On March 13 a patrol of the revolutionary Italian Garib@ldvas moving in the direction of Brihuega
when they kBard some other voices speaking in their own language. The revolutionaries approached the
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