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GENERAL EDITOR’S PREFACE

Reliable estimates put at about seventy million the figure
of those dead through war, revolution and famine in
Europe and Russia between 1914 and 1945. To all but a
few visionaries and pessimistic thinkers of the nineteenth
century the image of such an apocalypse, of a return to
barbarism, torture and mass extermination in the heart
lands of civilized life, would have seemed a macabre
phantasy. Much of the crisis of identity and society that has
overshadowed twentieth-century history comes from an
impulse towards totalitarian politics. The theory of man as
a rational animal, entitled to a wide exercise of political
and economic decision, of man as a being equally
endowed whatever his race, has been attacked at its
religious, moral and philosophic roots. The most ‘radical’
attack — ‘radical’ in that it demands a total revaluation
- of man’s place in society and of the status of different races
in the general scheme of power and human dignity — has
come from the Right.

Using the concept of the Fall of Man, of man as an
instinctual savage requiring total leadership and repeated
blood-letting, a number of elitist, racist and totalitarian
dreamers and publicists have offered an alternative
statement of the human condition. Fascism, Nazism, the
programme of the Falange or the Croix de Feu, represent
different variants of a related vision. Although this vision
is often lunatic and nakedly barbaric, it can provide acute,
tragic insights into the myths and taboos that underlie
democracy.

Because the political and philosophical programme of
the Right has come so near to destroying our civilization
and is so alive still, it must be studied. Hence this series of
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8 GENERAL EDITOR’S PREFACE

source-readings in elitist, racist and fascist theory as it was
articulated in France, Germany, Italy, Spain and other
national communities between the 1860s and the Second
World War. These ‘black books’ fill an almost complete
gap in the source material available to any serious student
of modern history, psychology, politics and sociology (most
of the texts have never been available in English and
several have all but disappeared in their original
language). But these books also touch on the intract-
able puzzle of the co-existence in the same mind of
profound inhumanity and obvious philosophic and literary
importance.
GEORGE STEINER
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INTRODUCTION

I

It is difficult for the visitor to modern Spain to avoid
coming quickly into contact with José Antonio Primo de
Rivera. Streets, squares, schools and libraries are called
after him. Even the Gran Via in Madrid, so long famous
for its paseos, has been renamed the Avenida José Antonio;
and on countless walls of churches or other public buildings
Bis name is inscribed, accompanied by the symbol of
Yoke and Arrows, and by the somewhat mysterious
exclamation Presente!: ‘José Antonio, Presente!’

When the casual traveller asks, as occasionally he
surely must, who precisely this individual was (or is,
since he is always present), the answers he gets are likely
0 be muffled. The founder of the Spanish Fascist Party?
But what happened to that? The son of the old dictator
of the 1920s, General Miguel Primo de Rivera? But, in
that case, if the general is to be commemorated (as well he
might be in a country which has experienced a subsequent
military dictatorship for over thirty years), why is it the
son who is remembered ?

The truth is that the cult of José Antonio (for it is by
his Christian name that he is always remembered) is a
characteristic emanation of the present Spanish scene;
and, as is sometimes the case with cults, it is not perhaps
very closely connected with the personality and the
achievement of the man concerned. An official explana-
tion for this emphasis on José Antonio would doubtless
be that, as the founder of what was indeed the closest
approximation to a fascist movement in Spain, the
Spanish Phalanx (Falange Espafiola), he naturally

II



12 INTRODUCTION

deserves to be commemorated by a regime which owes
something, at least, to his ideas; an unofficial explanation
might be nearer the mark in suggesting that José Antonio,
who died in his thirty-fourth year, is offered by the regime
as the symbolic representative of a generation of young
men of promise who were killed in the civil war in Spain
of 1936 to 1939.

In some respects, however, both these judgments over-
value his importance. The movement led by José Antonio
can scarcely be said to have been among the major
causes of the war (he himself was not really a man of
violence, though his speeches provoked unrest and terror) ;
but some of his followers, at least, helped to assemble the
pyre for the fearful bonfire of political hopes constituted
by the civil war.

José Antonio remains, indeed, a little elusive. This is
partly because his reputation and fame have increased
since his death; partly because he was a man of charm and
good looks, friendly with, and even loved by, his enemies;
and partly because his writings, though often Jjuvenile
and unthought-out, do have a definite place in, even
influence over, the Spanish authoritarian regime which
grew out of the civil war.

José Antonio was born in 1903 of an Andalusian family,
the owners of a small property, which had given many
officers, some of them distinguished, to the Spanish Army
in the course of the nineteenth century. His great-uncle,
Fernando, was a captain-general and became a marquis
because of his exploits in the Carlist wars. He took the title
of Marquis of Estella, after an important Carlist town
in Navarre which he had himself captured. This title
eventually passed to José Antonio through his father who
was, however, always known by his surname. General
Miguel Primo de Rivera was one of the few officers who
survived with credit the long years of national and
military frustration in Spain characterized by the Cuban
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rebellions, the Spanish-American War and the Moroccan
troubles. He rose steadily to become captain-general of
Catalonia at a time when there was virtual civil war in
that province between the anarchists and the police. His
success in controlling, with sang-froid, this difficult
situation made him a national figure. In 1923, in circum-
stances still a little obscure, Primo de Rivera staged a
pronunciamento of the type often carried out in Spain in the
course of the nineteenth century, and established himself
for seven years as dictator of Spain under the king.

There were two reasons for the overall success of this
dictatorship. It happened at a time when, in Spain as in
the rest of Europe, the terms of trade were generally
favourable, with the result that Spain enjoyed during these
years a steadily rising standard of living, based on in-
creased investment and a larger share of world trade. It
was understandable, therefore, that the Spanish bour-
geoisie should look back with some nostalgia or affection
to the time of the dictatorship from the depths of the
depression, which was a time of democracy. In addition,
these years, probably for the first time, posed, in however
shadowy a manner, a new alternative to both democracy,
in the style of North-Western Europe or the U.S.A., and
socialism, in the style of the Soviet Union, as a means of
industrializing the country.

The other successes of General Primo de Rivera were
political. In conjunction with the French, he eventually
concluded peace in Morocco; he also brought to an end
a long period of anarchist violence and incipient rebellion
or civil war in Spain. Throughout he was able to act
moderately: there were political prisoners and political
exiles (notably ‘intellectuals’), but there seem to have
been no murders of these people; and although Primo de
Rivera maintained control of the press, censorship was
mild in comparison with what it became under Franco or
even under the republic during the civil war years. The
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explanation for these successes is to be found not in any-
thing in the way of political ideas, of which the General
was largely ignorant, or in the political movement, the
Patriotic Union, which he tried to found ; but in, first, his
own genial, self<indulgent and expansive character, and,
second, the satisfaction felt by perhaps a majority of
Spaniards in a time of relative stability after many years
of political violence. Primo de Rivera was able to gain the
collaboration of the Unién General de Trabajadores
(U.G.T.), the socialist trade union, and, for several years,
secured relative quiescence on the part of the anarchists.
Only the students and a few prominent men of letters,
such as Unamuno and Ortega y Gasset, were in constant
opposition to him.

The dictator finally fell because of the coming of the
depression and the consequent loss of confidence in his
regime, felt even by his fellow army officers. But, after he
had left for exile in Paris (where he died), the king whom
he had served but who in the end had deserted him found
it impossible to assure any new system of government
which could preserve the monarchy. After a confused
period, and following an adverse vote in municipal
elections, the king abandoned Spain to an alliance of
republicans, socialists and separatists.

At this time, José Antonio was in his late twenties and
had begun to practise at the Bar. His father’s dictatorship
would naturally have had a great effect on him. It might
very well have turned out that the son of so controversial
and strong-minded a man would have reacted in a very
hostile manner to his father’s example. José Antonio, how-
ever, took upon himself the task of defending his father’s
memory, achievements and ideas, and of attacking those
who seemed to have deserted him or fought him. This was,
perhaps, the more surprising in that José Antonio was
very unlike his father; where his father was self-indulgent,
José Antonio was puritanical; where his father was a
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typical anti-intellectual army man, José Antonio was
something of an aesthete as well as an intellectual.
Perhaps the real relationship between the two might be
fruitfully analysed further, though this is not the place to
do so. Of particular interest must be the question why
José Antonio, in many ways a rational man, was so
impressed by his father’s much vaunted ‘intuitionism’, or
reliance on hunches.

The Second Republic lasted in Spain from April 1931
until July 1936, when the country slid into the holocaust
of a major civil war. This was a time of great political
promise, innovation and vitality; but it was also a time
of rising social tension. By 1936, the nation had become
very highly politicized, and even bullfights were used as
excuses for demonstrations or riots. Political parties rose
and declined with astonishing swiftness and, though there
were only approximately two and a half years of left-wing
governments and two and a half of right-wing or right-of-
centre governments, there were many changes of ministry.

"To begin with, José Antonio was active as a monarchist,
becoming secretary-general to a new body called the
Monarchical Union. He said that he joined this group on
the ground that most of its members were old associates
of his father. In October 1931 he sought election to the
constituent assembly in order to defend his father from
the innumerable attacks then being launched against him.
He was beaten but remained on the fringes of politics.
Becoming increasingly disillusioned with parliamentary
liberalism, and with the separatist legislation of the left-
wing Cortes, he began to flirt with fascist ideas and so to
enter into contact, in 1933, with some of the young men
who were trying without much success to found a Spanish
fascist movement. With a right-wing tradition so strong
and so potentially authoritarian as existed in Spain, and
with the army ready to play the role, in the twentieth
century as in the nineteenth, of an armed political party,
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this might have seemed superfluous. On the other hand,
men such as Ramiro Ledesma Ramos and Onésimo
Redondo, Spain’s first serious fascists, were from the
beginning hostile to the orthodox Right and always hoped
for and anticipated social and radical, even revolutionary,
change.

During 1933 José Antonio began to be canvassed by
businessmen and financiers as a possible fascist leader,
chiefly on the grounds that he was already in a strong
position because of his name and that he was young,
eloquent and personally appealing. José Antonio began
to publish articles of a vaguely fascist character, and, in
late 1933, he founded a new political movement, the
Falange Espafiola, at a meeting of the Teatro Comedia in
Madrid (his speech on this occasion is given in full in the
present anthology). At the same time he announced his
candidacy for the next Cortes, and was successfully
returned for one of the right-wing seats in his native
province of Cadiz. -

During the course of the winter of 1933—4 there was
considerable pressure on some of the other radical right-
wing parties to join with the Falange, and, in the end,
a merger with the Juntas de Ofensiva Nacional Sindicalista
(JO.N.S.), an organization formed by Redondo and
Ledesma, was cemented, the inaugural meeting of union
being held in Madrid. José Antonio was one of the trium-
virate of direction. A little afterwards, a student organiza-
tion attached to the Falange was also formed, the
Sindicato Espafiol Universitario (S.E.U.). But at this
stage, though the Falangistas, as they were known, were
beginning to get some attention in the press, the whole
movement was on a very small scale. There could scarcely
have been three thousand members of the united group.

Violence, however, gave the group publicity. Spain at
that time seemed already on the brink of an explosion.
The emergence of a group which self-consciously pro-
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claimed its belief in violence, as José Antonio’s did,
was certain to invite ripostes, even though, at the begin-
ning, the Falange gave provocation only in words.
Already there was sporadic street-fighting between
socialists and anarchists in Madrid, and, during the
winter of 1933-4, a number of young falangistas were
killed by socialists, without, however, the Falange
replying in kind. But shortly afterwards its members began
to embark on the military training that several other
political parties had already undertaken and, in the spring
of 1934, falangista terrorism began its response — at first
under the direction of a monarchist airman, Juan Antonio
Ansaldo. The Falange seems to have drawn its first blood
in June 1934 with the assassination of two young socialists.

This development was regretted by José Antonio Primo
de Rivera whose taste for violence really extended little
further than verses, but, in the prevailing climate, he
could not have held back his followers, even if he had made
any explicit ban. Thereafter, during the summer of 1934,
assassination followed assassination, in dismal and ulti-
mately pointless succession, until it became impossible
for either side to keep track of the victims. José Antonio’s
role here seems to have been more that of a Hamlet than
that of the man of destiny which fascist propaganda so
imperiously demanded.

Apart from these gunfights with the Socialist Youth,
the Falange had made little impact. José Antonio made
occasional speeches in the Cortes which played no part
at all in determining the course of events. The Falange
soon ran short of money. José Antonio was able to procure
subsidies from monarchists or bankers of the Right, but
this seemed to Ledesma and other radicals much too
compromising. They appreciated that what the monarch-
ists and the others really wanted was a terrorist organiza-
tion to fight the Left, from which they would reap the
rewards but for which they would have no responsibility.
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Troubles grew still further after Ledesma had set up a
falangista workers’ organization, the Confederacién de
Obreros Nacional Sindicalista (C.O.N.S.). Ledesma
wanted a much more active policy than did José Antonio,
who nevertheless, because of his popularity and personal
charm, became sole leader of the movement at its first
National Congress in October.

The armed national rising of the Left in October 1934
against the republic left the Falange in the unfamiliar
and, to them, unwelcome position of having to defend the
right-of-centre government; and, indeed, between then
and February 1936, José Antonio, faced with a govern-
ment which was at least anti-Left, if not fascist, never
quite sorted out the ambiguity of his position. The
movement slowly grew, particularly among students, but
it lost some of its earlier and most dedicated members,
such as Ledesma; it also lost right-wing supporters such
as the Marquis of Eliseda, who disliked its anti-clerical
tendencies. José Antonio’s own position, however, grew
in strength, though his more violent followers were
continually begging him to be ‘more fascist’ or more
‘stern and distant’. But José Antonio would not be
hamstrung in this way: his enthusiasm for foreign fascism
had been diminished by a visit to Germany, for he had
been unimpressed by the Nazis; nor was he much taken
by what he saw and heard when he attended (unofficially)
a meeting of the so-called Fascist International at
Montreux in 1935. It has, however, recently become
evident that José¢ Antonio received certain sums of money
from the Italians, as did, indeed, the monarchists, Carlists
and other anti-republican groups in Spain.

By early 1936, there seem to have been about 10,000
falangistas and perhaps another 15,000 sympathizers. This
figure does not include several thousand students who, as
students, were theoretically not allowed to join a political
party. Perhaps three-quarters of the members were under
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twenty-one and, though there was a sprinkling of upper-
class members, most were from the large dissatisfied
Spanish Lumpenproletariat.

Since the Falange seemed to be making no serious
impact in national terms, José Antonio began to cast
around for other allies, approaching, for example, the
dissident anarchist group led by Angel Pestafia and the
conspiratorial right-wing military group, the Unién
Militar Espafiola (U.M.E.). Nothing much came of this,
however, and the Falange was still isolated at the time
of the elections in February 1936 in which, essentially,
the battle lines in the subsequent civil war were drawn. In
this electoral contest José Antonio and the Falange
sought at first to form an alliance with the Confederacién
Espafiola de Derechas Auténomas (C.E.D.A.), the
Christian democratic movement founded by Gil Robles
and Angel Herrera, but failed to make a satisfactory
compact. The consequence was disaster. No falangista,
not even José Antonio, was returned: the Right in
Andalusia was displeased with his radicalism.

- The defeat of the Right and the victory of the Popular
Front in fact assisted the Falange and indeed all advocates
of extreme methods. Once the Left was in power, many
people drifted towards the Falange out of despair at the
efficacy of right-wing democratic politics. But for a time,
while many of his followers were whooping for action,
José Antonio himself was cautious: he seems to have
wanted to give Azafia, the new Prime Minister, the
benefit of the doubt and allow him the freedom to carry
out his ‘national liberal revolution’. For a time, too, he
seems to have desired to create an understanding with
Indalecio Prieto, the outstanding right-wing socialist, and
even suggested that Prieto should assume the leadership
of a socialist Falange. Neither of these hopes led to any-
thing and, indeed, in the circumstances probably could
not have done so. In the meantime, street brawls increased,
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falangista members were killed almost daily by socialists
in the streets and, within a month of the elections, on
March 14th, the Falange was outlawed and most of its
leaders gaoled as subversive.

From March until the civil war broke out in July, José
Antonio and most of his fellow leaders remained incarcer-
ated. José Antonio himself was formally tried, found
guilty of illegal possession of arms and given a short prison
sentence. Their control over those falangistas who re-
mained at large was somewhat diminished, though prison
discipline was not rigorous and it was possible to
reconstitute a chain of command.

In the course of the summer, the Falange became more
and more converted into the anti-republican terrorist
group that the Right had always wished it to be. Many
members of the Catholic Youth movement went over to
the now clandestine Falange, and the street fighting grew
worse. José Antonio continued to regret this but, in the
mounting violence, there was little he could do. In the end,
he agreed to collaborate with the army leaders’ plot,
and, when he failed to impose conditions, agreed to lend it
his support with virtually no qualifications. But the rising
was not immediately successful. A civil war slowly took
shape. As it became clear, it also became evident that not
only José Antonio but nearly all the leaders of the Falange
were either in government hands or had been killed. José
Antonio, in Alicante gaol when the war began (as he had
been for the weeks immediately preceding it), could have
had few illusions as to what his fate was likely to be. He
was, in fact, eventually tried, with his brother and sister-
in-law, for ‘helping to prepare a military revolt against
the republic’. He was condemned to death, and shot on
November 20th, 1936.
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II

The political philosophy of José Antonio is contained in
a diffuse mass of journalism, speeches in the Cortes and
elsewhere and, occasionally, in interviews or private
exchanges. His political ideas were expressed in the
metaphor, often repeated, of the two flagstones: one
flagstone, pressed downwards from above, crushed out of
the modern Spaniard the possibility of a new ‘historical’
role in keeping with the glorious past; the other flagstone,
which lay beneath, crushed the hopes for social justice felt
by the masses. In this uncomfortable position, the
Spaniard seemed to be trapped. But ‘our generation ...
refuses to be resigned to living ... within the narrow
confines’ so suggested.* And in other speeches, José
Antonio added more details to the picture so presented.
Essentially, he was a critic of the ‘liberal state’, in which,
after the (somewhat to be regretted) destruction of
feudalism, ‘you are free to work as you like’, even though
perhaps ‘you will die of hunger in the midst of the utmost
liberal dignity’. Of course, in this respect, Spain was, as
José Antonio admitted, perhaps less badly off than the
rest of the world, for, in the ‘best cities of Europe ... en-
dowed with the most exquisite liberal institutions, there
were human beings, our brothers, living in ... horrendous
red and black houses, trapped by grinding poverty,
tuberculosis ... and anaemia ... only to be told from time
to time ... how free they were’. The direct consequences
of capltahsrn in fact, were to ensure that European man
‘no longer has his own house ... his inheritance ... his
individuality ... his craftsman’s skill ... feudal property
was much better than capitalist property ... [under
which system] the workers are worse off than slaves.’
As for Spanish capitalism, it had been more rickety from

* All the quotations in this Introduction are taken from the text of the
extracts which follow hereafter.
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the outset than in northern Europe, where some great
wealth and achievements were due to it: ‘From the
beginning, Spanish capitalism grasped for state aid and
tariff concessions.” The situation was so bad that José
Antonio seems to have agreed with the Marxists that
capitalism was dying: ‘the death-pangs of capitalism are
a world-wide phenomenon’.

Other speeches by José Antonio went on to elaborate an
appalling picture of the contemporary social order: the
existing system of society ‘maintains vast masses on the
brink of starvation’ and ‘tolerates the gilded idleness of
the few’. This was ‘intolerable’, as point 12 of the 26
points of 1934 put it. As he said on many occasions,
where agriculture and the life of the countryside were
concerned, ‘life in our small towns is absolutely inhuman’.
Though Spain could support 40 million inhabitants, ‘an
absurd distribution of land ownership and an inconceiv-
able backwardness of irrigation ...is such that two
million families at least live in far worse conditions than
household animals’. 700,000 ‘unemployed with their
families are starving because they are given no work ...’

Of course, there were organizations already existing
anxious to change these things. But these were political
parties, ‘full of filth’, creating by their very being ‘a
murky atmosphere and stale, like a tavern at the end of
a dissolute night’. Prior to the birth of political parties,
matters were a good deal more wholesome: in those days,
‘peoples and individuals knew that above their own
reason stood the eternal truth’; then came the time when
men were told that neither truth nor lies were absolute
‘and that votes can decide whether the fatherland should
continue united or should commit suicide, and even
whether God does or does not exist’. Men split up into
groups, made propaganda, insulted each other. How
horrible it all was, the politics of ‘the small-town club-
room ... with its brazier, its ... gossip; its ... cards’!
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These remarks were directed above all at the regular
political parties of Spain, from the Radicals to the Left
Republicans, and included the orthodox right-wing parties
and even the C.E.D.A. The orthodox Right simply stood
for the maintenance of an unjust economic structure. The
only exception was the socialist movement (oddly enough,
José Antonio had little to say about anarchism). Socialism,
he agreed, was in these circumstances inevitable; but it
had ceased to be a movement for the redemption of man,
it taught that the class struggle would last for ever, that
history was materialistic, that religion was the opiate of the
people, and that the fatherland was ‘merely a word
invented as a tool of oppression’. Admittedly, José
Antonio always allowed himself to hint that he thought
that a Spanish socialist was first and foremost a Spaniard,
unlike the German ‘laboratory Marxists’, and he always
hoped that, one day, the socialist would ‘pledge him-
self to a national destiny’. Still, those were mere aspira-
tions, while, for the time being, such vile doctrines as
Marxism were popular, if understandably so, in the
Spanish working class.

Surveying the Spanish political scene, José Antonio had
really only two favourable observations to make; first, he
had a word of approval for the Carlists or Traditionalists,
who, he said, were the ‘one group ... which has a truly
Spanish positive vitality and a genuine combative
tradition’; and second, he voiced his underlying belief
that the hearts of ordinary people were still sound and
potentially noble, even if ‘poisoned by tortuous doctrines’
and tormented by local notables. ‘By God,’” he remarked,
quoting from an old comment about the Cid, ‘how good
a subject, had he but a worthy lord.’

In these somewhat gloomy circumstances, there was, as
it seemed to José Antonio, something even more depress-
ing: namely, the rise of Catalan and Basque separatism.
It was here that, in his diagnosis of Spain’s ills, José
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Antonio was unable to keep from his writing a prescrip-
tion of what should be done. The separatists concentrated
on whether ‘they speak a language of their own ... have
ethnic characteristics ... a climate of [their] own,’ but ‘a
nation is neither [merely] a language, nor a race, nor a
territory’. Catalonia had developed a ‘resentful separa-
tism’, attributable to ‘a certain inability [on the part of
others] to understand ... what Catalonia is really like’.
The Catalans were not, as people often supposed, avari-
cious and practical; they were sentimental and saturated
with poetry. The only way out of the situation was to
develop a new Spanish poetry, ‘capable of arousing in ...
Catalonia a real interest in a total undertaking’ from which
Catalonia was at present diverted. As for the Basques, it
was true that they had given to the world ‘a collection
of admirals’, themselves enough to be ‘the pride and joy
of an entire people’, not to speak of St Ignatius, but these
and other creative contributions had only been possible
when the Basques were united with Castile. Of course, a
Catalonia — and presumably a Basque country — ‘purged
of separatist leanings’ could look forward to certain
decentralizing reforms, as could any other Spanish region.
However, after the abortive revolution of 1934, in which
Catalonia briefly proclaimed her independence, José
Antonio spoke more harshly; separatism was a ‘crime
we shall not forgive’. (Like most Spanish ‘centralists’,
if that is the right term for them, José Antonio, despite
his Andalusian background, allotted a special place to
Castile. Thus, in a speech in Valladolid in March 1934,
he spoke of it as a ‘quintessential land’, which ‘could not
help but aspire ... to being an empire’. Castile, after all,
had never known what it was like to be merely ‘local’.)

It was when dealing with separatism and its iniquity
that José Antonio spoke most directly, and succinctly, of
his own general hopes or solutions. For it was a subject
which reminded him, as it did many others, particularly
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army officers, that the first aim of Spain, as conceived by
those who really are able to apprehend the truth, is the
“perpetuation of its unity’. Separatism disregarded the
fact that Spain is ‘above all, one great INDIVISIBLE
DESTINY’.

This might seem at first sight a rather vague doctrine
and its author was quick to defend himself against such a
complaint by leaping to the offensive. Some complained
that he had no programme. But, ‘Can you think of
anything serious and profound that owes its existence to a
programme? ... In better times there were not all these
study groups, all these statistics, electoral rolls and
programmes ... if we had a concrete programme, we
would be just another party ... it is precisely its tempera-
ture, its spirit, which distinguishes this longing of ours,
this undertaking ... What do we care about the corpora-
tive state, what does it matter whether the Cortes is
abolished, if different organisms are going to continue
churning out these selfsame cautious, pale, slippery and
smiling youths, incapable of being aroused by any
patriotic fervour ¥’

Nevertheless, there was a programme of a sort. “The
aims can be summed up ... unity ... The state must be a
tool in the service of that unity ... on a basis of national
solidarity ... vigorous and fraternal co-operation.” The
nation, an ‘absolute whole harbouring all individuals and
classes ... [which] cannot be the domain of the strongest
class or of the best organized party ... [but which should
be] a transcendental synthesis ... [to] create ... the
effective, the authoritarian, tool of ... an indisputable
whole ... [by which would be achieved the] heart-felt
fusion of all the peoples of Spain, however different they

- may be in an irrevocably common destiny.” Strong stuff

no doubt, but still vague. However, José Antonio went on
to argue that the new state would be constructed on the
principles of family, municipality and union. These
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would replace the ‘intermediary and pernicious appa-
ratus’ of political parties. In place of the class struggle,
there would be ‘authority, hierarchy and order’. ‘Ours
will be a totalitarian state,” he says, in one of his 26
points of 1934 ; ‘all Spaniards would play a part therein,
through families, municipalities and trade unions ...
none ... through a political party.’ This, of course,
would be the ‘new order’, to be achieved by a ‘national
revolution’.

These solemn aims were, however, not to be achieved
by sheer brute force. The style of the revolution was cer-
tainly to be ‘trenchant, ardent and militant’, and life
was to be a ‘militia’, to be lived in a spirit purified by
services and sacrifice. But still the actual work was to be
achieved by men conscious of the poetic stance of their
behaviour. After all, he commented, ‘None but the poets
have ever moved a people ... ’ Only in this way could
the fatherland be rediscovered and a country ‘United,
Great and Free’, to use the slogan of Ledesma, be fully
articulated. ;

Was all this merely an imitation of fascist movements
abroad? José Antonio did not accept such an idea:
‘Fascism’, he said, ‘is a universal attitude of self-recovery.
We are told that we are imitating Italy. And so we do, to
the extent that we are looking for our real raison d’étre
within ourselves ... By turning inwards, we shall find
Spain.’ If it was not imitation, was it sheer rhetoric? José
Antonio would have denied that too: for he had given first,
the method of getting into power, and second, some,
though not many, detailed suggestions of how power
should be exercised.

The method of getting into power was, and there is no
escaping from it, the use of violence. In practice, as earlier
suggested, José Antonio was far from being a fascist
leader of the type of Mussolini, Hitler or Quisling or any
other of the group of East European and other leaders who
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eventually scrambled into a precarious eminence on the
coat-tails of the German Army. But in his speeches and
writings he was explicitly a man of force, even if, occasion-
ally, the precise consequences of this attitude were hidden
by euphemism, perhaps hidden even from himself. “To
begin by shooting is almost always the best way of getting
to understand one another,’ he said at Valladolid in 1935.
Earlier, he had questioned: ‘Who has ever said ... that
kindliness is at the apex of all moral values? ... It is fair
enough that dialectics should be the initial instrument of
communication. But there are no acceptable dialectics
other than ... fists and pistols when justice or the father-
land is profaned.’ And on another occasion he had
recalled that useful passage in St Thomas Aquinas in
which the saint argued that violence could be used against
tyranny and so was ‘not systematically reprehensible
Why, therefore, could violence not be used against ‘a
orious sect which spreads discord, disavows national
continuity and obeys instructions from abroad’? And:
“The Spanish Falange, aflame with love ... will conquer
Spain for Spain to the sound of military music.” There is
Eitle evasion here, even if in one passage José Antonio
suggests that he hopes to avoid having to use force to
maintain the new order once it was in power. So doubtless
id many of its practitioners.

However, in several documents José Antonio went even
further than this. The young men of the Falange, though
‘audacious and poetic, could not, he admitted, be expected
%o bring about the national revolution by themselves.
From the time that he began to put himself forward as the
version of a fascist leader, José Antonio never
t that he was his father’s son and that his father had
uced his version of national revolution, however
uate, by using the army, or, as he might have put it,
permitting himself to be the instrument of the army’s
ional role of maintaining Spain as Spain. Thus, in a
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curious letter of 1934, just before the October revolution,
he wrote to the chief of staff, General Franco, pointing out
the danger of an irreversible Catalan secession should
there be a socialist rising. Just after that revolution, he
wrote that the ‘armed forces have shone with the lustre
of their martyrs’ while, in 1935, he was plainly suggesting,
in the first of several letters ‘To Spanish soldiers’, that the
army was alone capable of bringing about the new order:
‘when permanence itself is in danger, you no longer have
the right to be neutral ... as Spengler has said, in the last
resort civilization has always been saved by a platoon of
soldiers,” an image which he repeated at least once in the
course of the spring of 1936. The end of this letter was
virtually an appeal to arms. In a passage entitled ‘The
Hazards of a Military Intervention’, he encouraged the
army to find a philosophy, to develop an evocative vision
of history, such as, no doubt, his own vision, and such as
his father, to his disadvantage, had never successfully
developed or at least had never been able to communicate.
(In one earlier speech, José Antonio had admitted that his
father’s political actions had lacked ‘dialectic elegance’
—a phrase meant to imply that the general had not
dressed up his ideas to please intellectuals such as Ortega,
who might otherwise have been expected to agree with
him.)

These very explicit suggestions, or appeals, to the
Spanish Army were repeated in the course of 1936.
‘Spain’s survival depends on you,” he wrote, by this time
seeming to think that ‘survival’ and ‘permanence’
were more essential than he had done in calmer days.
‘Spain’s survival depends on you. Consider whether this
does not oblige you to bypass those of your superiors who
are knaves or cowards, to overcome all ... hesitations ...
Swear by your honour that you will not fail to respond
to the approaching call to arms.’

It is true that just before the actual rising of the summer
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of 1936, when José Antonio was himselfin gaol in Alicante,
Be began to express alarm lest the Falange might be
swamped or even swallowed up in an alliance with the
army; and a secret circular of June 24th gave vent to this
anxiety. But five days later, on June 2gth, he issued
instructions by which Falange leaders were to collaborate
with the military; and, in his so-called Last Manifesto, he
expresses an almost total adhesion to the military leader-
ship in the national coup d’état which he knew by then
they were about to attempt, not so much to achieve a
new order, or a national revolution, as to forestall a
revolution of the Left.

Still, these last ideas before the holocaust were certainly
developed in particularly adverse circumstances, and José
Antonio, like most Spaniards, was seriously alarmed
in the summer of 1936 about what might really happen.
He had earlier written a good deal about the sort of
economic and social changes that he would expect and
favour in the course of a national revolution. For all his
scorn for the corporate state, Spanish society, he hoped,
would be organized along corporative lines, by means of
vertical unions representing the different branches of
production. This, of course, bore close similarity to what
Mussolini had sought, not with complete success, to foist
on the Italians. Still, perhaps José Antonio went a little
further than Mussolini would have done in saying that
capitalism would be rejected, because it ‘disregards the
needs of the people and dehumanizes private property,
and transforms workers into shapeless masses’. ‘We
think of Spain as one huge syndicate of all those engaged
in production,” he wrote, adding that ‘The National
Syndicalist state’ — here was a new formulation —
would not ‘stand cruelly aloof from economic conflicts’
but would ‘prevent the abuses of partial vested interests
as well as anarchy’. Private property would be protected
against ‘high finance, speculators and money-lenders’
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but banks would be nationalized and the major public
services would be run by ‘public corporations’. All
current social legislation would be ‘intensified’ and the
involuntarily unemployed, a twentieth-century version
of the deserving poor of sixteenth-century England,
protected.

Of course, as in all self-respecting reforming political
programmes of both Left and Right, there would, in José
Antonio’s, be an agrarian reform. This would extend over
the whole range of agrarian production. Farmers would
be guaranteed an adequate minimum price for all goods.
A ‘real system of national agricultural credit’ would
be introduced, agricultural technical education would be
fostered and, a very optimistic note, production would be
reorganized ‘according to the suitability of the land’.
Spanish agriculture would be protected by tariffs.
Irrigation, afforestation and stock-breeding would be
encouraged, the size of holdings rationalized, latifundia
‘eliminated’ if not fully exploited, and minifundia
merged with their neighbours if not economic. Communal
property would be restored. Rural capitalism would be
swiftly dismantled by the simple expedient of cancelling
the obligation to pay rent.

These schemes, of course, might very well fit into the
programme of any political movement, as suggested
earlier, and, as José Antonio presumably knew from the
experience of the republic itself, were easier described than
put into effect.

Several other passages scattered in José Antonio’s
speeches or writings give hints of other ideas for social
reform, though most of these were only sketched in outline.
Thus, state education, we hear, would seek to produce
‘a stout national spirit’ and ‘a joyful pride in [the]
fatherland’. All boys would have pre-military training in
schools. As for the monarchy, José Antonio believed
firmly that it had collapsed because it ‘had fulfilled its

























































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































