owing to a mixture of state terror and the isolation of most grupos,
which usually operated in extra-industrial locations and had few if
any points of connection with the wider community of workers.

In response to this situation, from the turn of the century some
anarchists drew inspiration from French anarcho-syndicalism, an
ideology that appealed to class motifs and that prioritised the im-
portance of the proletariat as a force for social transformation.

Anarcho-syndicalism promised a new urban rhythm: in the
short term, it advocated a struggle for ‘the three eights’ (los tres
ochos): an eight-hour working day, eight hours for sleep and eight
free hours for leisure, entertainment and education; however, this
was a stage on the journey towards the ultimate objective: the
destruction of capitalism and the state and the birth of a classless
society. This aggressive trade unionism was recognised by the
dispossessed as a suitable expression of their everyday needs and
desires.

Inevitably, anarcho-syndicalism entered into conflict with bour-
geois ‘class egoism’ and state power, resulting in a cycle of mobil-
isation and repression. In February 1902, a series of partial eco-
nomic strikes culminated in Barcelona’s first general strike of the
twentieth century, to which the authorities responded with mili-
tarism: martial law was declared, and hundreds of labour leaders
were jailed, while street fighting between pickets and the army left
seventeen dead and forty-four injured. Yet the determination of
workers to improve their living conditions guaranteed that union
organisation not only survived the employer-state offensive but
emerged strengthened. In 1907 Solidaridad Obrera (Worker’s Soli-
darity) was created, a city-wide union federation that laid the foun-
dation for the CNT, a new national grouping formed in Barcelona
in 1910. Through organised in national, regional and local com-
mittees operating across a series of distinct spatial scales, the CNT
wanted to coordinate change at national level through a range of ac-
tions rooted in the social networks of the barris. Indeed, many of its
unions shared premises with community groups and were part of
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trade union formed in Barcelona in 1888, moved its executive to
Madrid.

Thereafter, the city’s workers tended to view social democracy
as a distant movement with an ideology that was largely irrelevant
to their concerns, and the anarchists were relatively free to consol-
idate a space for themselves in the workers’ movement, although
periodic state repression meant that this was by no means a linear
development.>®

The main vehicle for anarchist practice was the grupo de afinidad
(affinity group), which consisted of between four and twenty mem-
bers who were bound together by personal affinity and mutual loy-
alty. Committed to raising consciousness and structuring everyday
life according to libertarian principles, the grupistas prized the at-
tributes of individual rebellion and heroism, generating a culture
of resistance to the work ethic and the daily rituals of capitalist
society. While the more scholarly affinity groups might meet at a
theatre or bookshop, others pursued a bohemian existence in cafes
and bars, defying economic imperatives as far as possible and mix-
ing with ‘outsider’ milieu and excluded groups, such as gypsies.>’
The aim was generally the same: the cultivation of ‘cerebral dy-
namite’,°* a rebellious spirit reflected in the names of grupos like
Los Desheredados (The Disinherited), Los Indomables (The Uncon-
trollables) and Els Fills de Puta (The Bastards). Although their cell
structure and esprit de corps afforded a high degree of protection
from police infiltration, by the 1890s traditional anarchism based
exclusively on small groups of devotees had reached an impasse

> From its creation in 1870 until its repression in 1874, the city was an im-
portant centre of the Bakuninist Federacion Regional Espariola de la Asociacion
Internacional de Trabajadores (Spanish Regional Federation of the International
Working Men’s Association).

%% G.Esenwein, Anarchist Ideology and the Working-Class Movement in
Spain, 1868-1898, Berkeley, Calif., 1989, pp. 220-9; Eyre, ‘Sabaté’, pp. 45-6; Por-
cel, Revuelta, p. 54; Salut, Vivers, pp. 147-8.

60 1 Mir y Mir6 (ed.), Dinamita cerebral, Barcelona, 1980.
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neighbourhood strength and reinforced the sense of local identity.
Overall, then, the struggle with the police had a galvanising effect
on working-class districts, making them more cohesive, resilient
and independent, so that by the end of the 1920s, many barris were
akin to small republics: organised from below and without rank or
privilege, they constituted a largely autonomous socio-cultural ur-
ban order; they were relatively free spaces, virtually impenetrable
to the police, in which the authority and power of the state were
weak.>’

We thus see that, notwithstanding the tendencies towards dom-
ination and spatial militarism, in the course of their everyday life
the excluded were still able to create cultural, ethical, psychologi-
cal, social and physical spaces of contestation, spaces that, as we
will see, provided the bedrock for a powerful working-class resis-
tance to capitalism and the state. Yet for the widespread hostility
felt towards the ‘system’ to be converted into a more enduring and
transforming resistance, this existing (local) culture had to be dis-
tilled and imbued with more universal concerns, which required
the organisation of a proletarian public sphere.

2.2 The anarchist-inspired workers’ public
sphere

From the 1860s onwards, it is possible to trace a libertarian
communist tradition in Barcelona as anarchists, and later anarcho-
syndicalists, were at the forefront of attempts to create new
political, social and cultural spaces within civil society. The pres-
tige of anarchism was helped by the fact that its social-democratic
rival was weak, especially after 1899, when the UGT (Union
General de Trabajadores or General Workers’ Union), the socialist

*7 To borrow an expression coined by Ira Katznelson, these barris were ‘rel-
atively autonomous communities’ (Marxism and the City, Oxford, 1992, p. 237).

74

Contents
Notes and acknowledgements 5
Acknowledgements 7
Important abbreviations and acronyms 9
Introduction 11
1. The making of a divided city 15
1.1 The limits of the bourgeois urban utopia . . . . . . .. 15
1.2 Bourgeois dystopia and moral panics. . . . . . . . .. 32
1.3 Spatial militarism and policing before the Second Re-
public . .. ... ... 43
2. Mapping the working-class city 56
2.1 Proletarian urbanism . . ... ... ... ... ... 62
2.2 The anarchist-inspired workers’ public sphere . ... 74
3. The birth of the republican city 105
3.1 The ‘republicof order’ . . . . . . ... ... ... ... 121
3.2 Policing the ‘republic of order” . . . . . ... ... .. 138
33Conclusion . .. ... oo 158
4. The proletarian city and the Second Republic 160
4.1 The reconstruction of the proletarian city . . . . . . . 160
4.2 The divisions in the CNT . . . . ... ... ... ... 165
4.3 The ‘hot summer’ of 1931 . . . . . ... ... .. ... 168

4.4 ‘Overrun by the masses’: the radicalisation of the CNT 176



5. The struggle to survive
5.1 Unemployed street politics . . .. ... ... .....
5.2 Repressing the ‘detritus of the city’ . . . . . . ... ..
5.3 Resisting the ‘dictatorship in Barcelona’ . . . . . . . .
5.4 Street politics and the radicalisation of the CNT

6. Militarised anarchism, 1932-36
6.1 The cycle of insurrections . . . . . ... ........
6.2 Militarised syndicalism . . ... .. ... .. ... ..
6.3 Funding the movement—the expropriators . . . . . .

7. Cultural battles
7.1 ‘Criminal capitalism’ . . . . ... ... ... ......
7.2 The ‘moral economy’ of the Barcelona proletariat . . .
7.3 ‘Revolutionary constructivism’: the end of the expro-
priations . . . ... ..o
7.4 The discreet charm of the republicans . . . . . .. ..

8. An ‘apolitical’ revolution
8.1 Urban revolution from below . . . . . . ... ... ..
8.2 The end of the revolution . . . .. ... ... ... ..

Bibliography
Archives . . . . .. ... ..
Press . . . . ...
Official publications . . . ... ... ... . ... .. ...
Memoirs, eye-witness accounts, contemporary sources
and theoretical works by protagonists . . . . . . ..
Secondary sources . . . . .. ... .. ...

187
187
207
213

. 218

235
235
251
256

268
277
285

290
299

305
310
338

and excluded from community life.>> Equally, because auxiliary
paramilitary groups that emerged through class struggle, such as
the Sometent, were heavily involved in the repression of popular
illegality, ‘outsider’ status was conferred upon its members, who
were seen as part of an array of forces rallied against the working
class.>® Finally, fears of community disapproval and/or physical
sanctions doubtless dissuaded those who might have cooperated
with the police from doing so.

More than anything, however, popular anti-police culture was
a culture of action; it championed the rights of ‘we’, the commu-
nity, to determine the way in which the streets were to be used,;
it was a struggle for neighbourhood self-reliance, self-governance
and freedom from external authority; a defence of a set of popular
urban practices revolving around personal face-to-face ties against
the bureaucratic agencies of social control and authority (the police
and the courts) and impersonal market forces. Drawing on long tra-
ditions of direct action mobilisations, it was an aggressive culture
that justified the use of all possible means to resist the efforts of the
security forces to regulate life in the barris. This resulted in a per-
petual battle for the streets between the urban dispossessed and
‘the coppers’ (la bofid), as the police were pejoratively known.>
This struggle was notably protracted in areas with large groups
of street traders and unemployed, where even low-key police ac-
tivity could result in the formation of large, hostile groups that
readily disrupted police activities, preventing arrests, physically
assaulting the police and, when possible, divesting them of their
arms.’® Anti-police practices relied heavily upon community soli-
darity: successful anti-police actions were celebrated as a sign of

> Interview with ‘Juan’, November 1997.

5 Civil governor of Barcelona to the minister of the interior, 25 June 1929,
Legajo 54a (AHN/MG).

% Porcel, Revuelta, p. 139; Lopez, Verano, pp. 99-103; Pestafia, Terrorismo,
pp- 138-43; Villar, Historia, p. 115 15.

% Porcel, Revuelta, p- 103; Salut, Vivers, pp. 9-11, 52-7, 114, 123-4, 147-8.
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tory. In addition to repressing ‘unlicensed’ street vendors, the po-
lice might be called upon to confront women protesting at food
prices, groups of unemployed workers discussing the job situation,
or teenage street gangs. Police repression affected working-class
life irrespective of gender, place of origin and age. Young work-
ers, whose socialisation occurred through play in the streets, rou-
tinely came into conflict with the police. As far as many migrant
workers were concerned, their previous experiences of the security
forces would have been largely limited to the Guardia Civil, a force
that was widely viewed by landless labourers as an army of occu-
pation. Their subsequent experiences of policing were unlikely to
alter these perceptions: for many migrants, their first encounter
with the Barcelona constabulary often came on the outskirts of
the city, where agents greeted the buses bringing labourers from
the south to ensure that all newcomers to the city paid a council-
administered tax.”® Since many migrants could not afford the tax
and therefore did not register with the municipal authorities, they
had a firm aversion to all contact with the police.>!

The external danger represented by the police inspired an exten-
sive anti-police culture and practice in the barris. Fed by the col-
lective memory of police repression and transmitted by a strong
oral tradition, this was a highly inclusive culture, uniting young
and old, migrant and non-migrant, male and female alike, and af-
firming a profound sense of community identity. Even working-
class street gangs, whose activities sometimes bordered on anti-
communitarian behaviour, were regarded as ‘inside’ the commu-
nity and were unlikely to be betrayed to the authorities.’? Anti-
police culture also delineated the limits of community through the
identification of ‘outsiders’; there is evidence, for example, that po-
licemen (and their children) residing in the barris were ostracised

%0 Sentis, Viatge, pp. 58-60.

°! D.Beriain, Prat de Llobregat, ayer: un pueblo sin estado (relatos y sem-
blanzas), n.p., n.d, p. 28; Sentis, Viatge, p. 63.

52 Paz, Chumberas, pp. 79-380.
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This is a study of social protest and repression in one of the twen-
tieth century’s most important revolutionary hotspots. It explains
why Barcelona became the undisputed capital of the European an-
archist movement and explores the sources of anarchist power in
the city. It also places Barcelona at the centre of Spain’s economic,
social, cultural and political life between 1898 and 1937.

During this period, a range of social groups, movements and in-
stitutions competed with one another to impose their own political
and urban projects on the city: the central authorities struggled to
retain control of Spain’s most unruly city; nationalist groups hoped
to create the capital of Catalonia; local industrialists attempted to
erect a modern industrial city; the urban middle classes planned
to democratise the city; and meanwhile, the anarchists sought to
liberate the city’s workers from oppression and exploitation. This
resulted in a myriad of frequently violent conflicts for control of
the city, both before and during the civil war.

This is a work of great importance in the field of contemporary
Spanish history and fills a significant gap in the current literature.

Chris Ealham is Senior Lecturer in the Department of History,
Lancaster University. He is co-editor of The Splintering of Spain:
Historical Perspectives on the Spanish Civil War. His work focuses
on labour and social protest in Spain, and he is currently working
on a history of urban conflict in 1930s Spain.

For my parents, Annie and Jack (in memoriam) and for
Bea (for the future)

La calle no es de nadie ain. Vamos a ver quién la conquista. The



street still belongs to no-one. We’ll see who conquers it.
Ramoén Sender, Siete domingos rojos

which can be traced back to rocketing inflation after 1898 and dur-
ing and after World War One. The readiness of the commercial mid-
dle class to profit from inflation—or at least the perception that this
took place to the detriment of the urban working class—doubtless
left many workers feeling little sympathy for those who were in-
convenienced by either street trade or illegality.

Street practices similarly sealed the separation of the working
class from the state and its laws and from those entrusted with
their enforcement. Such a divergence was largely inevitable, for
the preservation of the urban status quo was one of the objective
functions of the state, and several of the urban self-help strate-
gies violated the judicial order. Other practices, meanwhile, such
as street trade, although not necessarily illegal, were periodically
criminalised by the authorities. Moreover, the fact that street trade
was repressed only after vociferous campaigns by the commercial
middle class made it easy for many workers to conclude that the
laws, like the police who defended them, were anything but neu-
tral and that they were motivated by the concerns of the moneyed
classes and enforced to the detriment of the interests of the dispos-
sessed. Consequently, the vox populi held that the state, the law
and the police were alien to the moral order of the barris, a percep-
tion that was left unchallenged by the inactivity of the authorities
in the realm of public welfare.*’

Popular opposition to the state was most commonly witnessed
in terms of resistance to the police, which was popularly viewed
as the vanguard of state power on the streets. Anti-police feel-
ings flowed ineluctably from the institutional role of the police
as the regulators of social space and their responsibility for struc-
turing everyday life in the capitalist city. One of the most im-
portant police functions, for example, was the ‘modification” and
‘management’ of working-class behaviour in the streets, especially
when workers were not subject to the time discipline of the fac-

4 Castells, Urban Question, p. 169.
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native lifestyle outside the law; their activities sometimes extended
to more modern and organised practices, such as armed robbery.*®

This ‘economic’ or ‘social crime’, which has often been defined
by criminologists as ‘victimless crime’, was validated by a working-
class culture that provided ample justification for law breaking in
order to make ends meet. Such attitudes received a new impetus
after World War One, when the more respectable working-class
culture of the artisan gave way to a rougher proletarian culture.
Thereafter, illegal practices were increasingly accepted within the
moral code of the fluctuating but invariably large swathe of the lo-
cal working class that eked out an existence on subsistence wages.
In normative terms, low-paid workers presumably had few prob-
lems in justifying the appropriation of the property of their em-
ployers as a ‘perk’ or as a compensation for poor pay; similarly, the
frequent armed robberies directed at tax and rent collectors were
unlikely to concern workers. Moreover, since the working class
was essentially a propertyless class, these illegal practices rarely
impacted upon other workers.?’

There are other ways in which this illegality reaffirmed the socio-
spatial independence of the working class. Illegality drove a sharp
wedge between the working class and commercial sectors, such
as shopkeepers, market traders and small farmers, who lived in
relatively close proximity to the working class and whose property
was the target of this illegality.* The urban middle classes were
bitterly opposed to proletarian street practices.

In particular, shopkeepers and market traders felt threatened by
street trade, which they regarded as a mortal threat to their busi-
ness. Yet it would be difficult to argue that street trade was the
root cause of the tensions between the working and middle classes,

16 Eyre, ‘Sabaté’, p. 36.

* In European terms, the rate of crime against individuals in Barcelona was
very low indeed, whereas the city led the way in ‘property crimes’ (Romero, ‘Rosa’
p. 133).

* Interview with ‘Juan’, November 1997.
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of street protest retained considerable attraction for workers right
into the twentieth century.

There was a strong material justification for the endurance of
this direct action protest culture. In the light of the precarious exis-
tence facing much of the urban working class, any deterioration in
economic conditions might elicit a violent response. Thus, in 1903,
when the local council imposed new taxes on foodstuffs entering
the city, impoverished female street vendors rioted, smashing the
shop windows of wealthier traders.*> Often, these direct action
protests were combined with some kind of self-help strategy. For
instance, throughout the nineteenth century, in both rural and ur-
ban Spain, there was a popular tradition of forced requisitioning
of foodstuffs, a type of mobilisation that gave notice to the author-
ities of the economic problems facing the lower classes and that
provided participants with much needed comestibles. This form of
redistribution of wealth from below was revived during the eco-
nomic crisis after the 1898 ‘Disaster’ and again during the hyper-
inflation of World War One, when it was common for mass raids,
frequently by women, to be launched on shops and vehicles trans-
porting foodstuffs.4*

There was also a vast constellation of individual and small group
illegality, including pilfering and petty depredations in workplaces,
eating without paying in restaurants and the seizure of foodstuffs
from country estates.*> While much of this illegality was the pre-
serve of poorly paid or unemployed workers, there is evidence that
some of it was perpetrated by gangs of young workers, a number of
whom had apparently rejected the work ethic in favour of an alter-

43 El Diario de Barcelona and El Liberal, 4-6, May 1903.

* 1.Golden, ‘Les dones com avantguarda: el rebombori del pa del gener de
1918’, L’Aveng 45, 1981, pp. 45-50.

*# Circular from the Ministro de la Gobernacién a los Gobernadores Civiles
de todas las provincias, 4 September 1926, and letter from the civil governor of
Barcelona to the minister of the interior, 25 June 1929, Legajo 54a (AHN/MG); Paz,
Chumberas, p. 122.
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One such spatial practice legitimated by this culture was street
trade, a form of proletarian ‘self-help’ and one element in a larger
informal economy.40 In the main, street trade was the preserve of
newly unemployed workers and the wives of the low-paid, who
invested the few savings they could muster in a small amount of
merchandise, which they sold on the streets near established shop-
ping areas and markets in what was the humble commerce of the
needy designed to make their poverty a little more bearable.*! This,
combined with the fact that the street traders had no overheads and
could undercut market traders and shopkeepers, meant that in ar-
eas such as the Raval, the cases barates and La Torrassa, they were
enormously popular with working-class consumers, and their com-
merce became an integral part of local consumption patterns.*?

Other aspects of this proletarian urbanism clashed frontally with
the juridico-spatial logic of the state and capitalism. An early ex-
ample of this was the 1835 ‘La Bonaplata riot’, which saw workers
threatened by new technology destroy the plant that endangered
their jobs. In the absence of any institutional channels through
which workers could express their grievances, these direct action
protests had a clear political dimension—they were the pursuit of
politics by other means. Thus workers were fully apprised of the
important role played by the control of space in social protests,
and the streets were used for a broad range of protest functions:
they could be occupied in order to express popular demands to the
authorities, as in the case of demonstrations; they could be used
to identify social transgressors, as occurred during protests at the
homes of unpopular shopkeepers or landlords; or, more emphat-
ically, the streets could be used to subvert bourgeois power, as
witnessed in acts of public defiance. The ongoing political disen-
franchisement of the working class ensured that ‘traditional’ forms

4 Romero ‘Rosa’ p- 130; Fabre and Huertas, Barris, Vol. 5, p. 216.

1 Garcia, ‘Barrios’, p- 83; J.Gimenéz, De la Union a Banet. Itinerario de una
rebeldia, Madrid, 1996, p. 38; Paz, Chumberas, p. 109.

42 Sentis, Viatge, p. 78; Domingo and Sagarra, Barcelona, p. 106.
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BOC Bloc Obrer i Camperol [Workers’ and Peasants’ Bloc]

CNT Confederacion Nacional del Trabajo [National Confedera-
tion of Labour]

CRT Confederacién Regional del Trabajo [Regional Labour Con-
federation]

CCMA Comité Central de Milicies Antifeixistes [Central Com-
mittee of Anti-Fascist Militias]

CDE Comisiéon de Defensa Economica [Commission for Eco-
nomic Defence]

CEDA Confederacién Espariola de Derechas Auténomas [Span-
ish Confederation of Right-Wing Groups]

CENU Consell de ’Escola Nova Unificada [Council for the New
Unified School]

COPUB Camara Oficial de la Propiedad Urbana de Barcelona
[Chamber of Urban Property]

ERC Esquerra Republicana de Catalunya [Republican Left of Cat-
alonia]

FAI Federacion Anarquista Ibérica [Iberian Anarchist Federa-
tion]

FIN Fomento del Trabajo Nacional [Promotion of National
Work]

GATCPAC Grup d’Arquitectes i Tecnics Catalans [Catalan Tech-
nicans’ and Architects’ Group]

GEPCI Gremis i Entitats de Petits Comerciants i Industrials [Fed-
eration of Small Traders and Manufacturers]



IWA International Workers’ Association, the international asso-
ciation of anarcho-syndicalist unions

POUM Partido Obrero de Unificaciéon Marxista [Workers’ Party
of Marxist Unification]

PSOE Partido Socialista Obrero Esparfiol [Spanish Socialist Party]

PSUC Partit Socialista Unificat de Catalunya [Catalan Commu-
nist Party]

USC Unié Socialista de Catalunya [Socialist Union of Catalonia]

UGT Unidn General de Trabajadores [General Workers’ Union]

10

esprit de quartier, stemming from the extensive bonds of affection
generated by the supportive rituals, solidarities and direct social
relationships of neighbourhood life. It was in essence a defensive
culture, a radical celebration of the local group and the integrity of
its lived environment predicated on the assumption that everyday
life was constructed in favour of ‘them’ to the detriment of ‘us’.3

Even if this localised culture was cognisant of class differences,
in practical terms it rarely engendered more than an untheorised
dissatisfaction with the ‘system’ and should not therefore be con-
fused with class or revolutionary consciousness.’” Nevertheless,
the culture of the barris was central to reproducing and extend-
ing a collective sense of identity among workers, a nascent sense
of class that was preserved in and propagated through a series of
social practices, modes of behaviour and communication and that
provided valuable raw material for the labour movement. It was a
relatively autonomous form of culture, enabling workers to com-
prehend the social world in which they lived; it sustained the web
of communal attitudes, values, shared ideological formulations and
egalitarian norms, which Paul Willis described as ‘alternative maps
of social reality’.%®

Moreover, this culture of solidarity penetrated elite ideology:
it sponsored class responses—workers’ reciprocity being just
one example—to collective problems; it was the world view of a
propertyless class that had little if any respect for the property
of others and that advocated an alternative and distinctly anti-
capitalist form of proletarian urbanism: housing was seen in terms
of social need, not profit, while the streets were perceived as an
extension of the home and were to be used as their occupants
desired, whether for leisure, for solidarity or for protest.39

% Ealham, ‘Class’, pp. 33-47.

%7 Giddens, Class, pp.- 111-13.

38 Willis, Learning, pp. 26, 34, 124-5; Abercrombie et al., Ideology, p. 118.

% A Leeds, Cities, Classes, and the Social Order, Ithaca, NY, 1994, pp. 224-
31.
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which the migrants resided were ghettoised, and there were nu-
merous opportunities for newly arrived workers to interact with
migrants from other regions and with Catalan workers, whether
in the streets and tenements of the barris or in the workplace. Fur-
thermore, while many migrants may often have ended up in the
worst jobs in the city, the relatively uniform socio-material context
and the limited opportunity structure that conditioned working-
class life ensured that the experiences and the lot of migrant work-
ers were not that different from those of the rest of the working
class. This relatively high degree of ‘class connectedness’ fostered
a nascent consciousness of class that overlaid all other identities.*?

Consciousness formation was very complex, molecular and dy-
namic, whereby individual and collective experiences of the social
and spatial orders were accumulated and refined through a pro-
cess of reflexive engagement. In this way, the practical, sensuous
experiences of material realities and the everyday struggle to sur-
vive within a determinate space were converted by workers into a
series of collective cultural frames of reference.?* The result was
a communal reservoir of class-based experiential knowledge, a re-
fraction of everyday urban practices, the product of the sharp learn-
ing curve of everyday oppression and exploitation. This was, then,
a situated form of local consciousness: a social knowledge of power
relations within a specific locale, a vision of the world embedded in
a specific time and place, constructed on the ground, from below.*
In its most elementary form, this sense of class was more emotional
than political: it represented a powerful sense of local identity, an

¥ D.Stark, ‘Class struggle and the transformation of the labour process’, The-
ory and Society 9, 1980, pp. 89-130.

3 RWilliams, Resources of Hope: Culture, Democracy, Socialism, London,
1989, pp. 4, 21-2; N.Thrift, ‘Flies and germs: a geography of knowledge’, in D.
Gregory and J.Urry (eds), Social Relations and Spatial Structures, London, 1985,
pp. 366-403.

% A.Merrifield, ‘Situated knowledge through exploration: reflections on
Bunge’s “Geographical Explorations’”, Antipode 27(1), 1995, pp. 49-70.
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Introduction

This is a study of class cultures, repression and protest in Barcelona
during the four decades of crisis that preceded the Spanish Civil
War. My central concern is with the interlocking and complemen-
tary areas of space, culture, protest and repression.

Barcelona, the capital of Europe’s biggest and most enduring an-
archist movement, is an ideal laboratory for the study of these phe-
nomena. During the period under analysis, this Mediterranean city
was at the centre of economic, social, cultural and political activity
and conflict in Spain as the most important actors and institutions
in Spanish politics (the state, the working class, the Catalan indus-
trial bourgeoisie, the professional middle classes, the CNT (Confed-
eracion Nacional del Trabajo, or National Confederation of Labour)
and others) vied with one another for control of the city.

My study has been inspired by the Thompsonian tradition of
writing history ‘from below’, an approach that has had an enduring
influence on social history inside and outside universities through-
out Europe. Yet one of my central aims has been to avoid cer-
tain lacunae common to social history, such as the tendency to ig-
nore the relationship between the changing rhythms of institution-
alised high politics and the impulses of popular protest. A linked
problem is the spatial absences of some social history. Writing in
1993, José Luis Oyoén lamented the absence of social perspectives
on the city in Spanish historiography, which he took as ‘an indica-
tor of the infancy of urban historical research in Spain’. That same
year saw the publication in Spain of a highly original, thought-
provoking and remarkably undervalued study of urban insurrec-
tions in early twentieth-century Barcelona by the Geographer Pere
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Loépez Sanchez, the title of which was inspired by the riots in British
cities during the ‘hot’ summer of 1981. This study is intended as a
contribution to the growing body of work that has rectifled the spa-
tial myopia of earlier writing on Spain’s past. It seeks to provide
a history from below in a double sense: first, a spatialised social
history of the dispossessed; and second, a history from the streets
that examines the problematic of the city and the sociopolitical re-
sponses it inspired from below, as well as from above.

Chapter 1 explores Barcelona’s economic, political and urban
development from the middle of the nineteenth century into
a highly contested space, and how this transformed the elite’s
previously utopian view of the city into a dystopian nightmare.
The second chapter examines the growth of a working-class
city, spatially and socially delineated by Barcelona’s proletarian
neighbourhoods (barris), assessing the everyday life of workers
and their collective cultural, social and organisational responses
to the deficiencies of the capitalist city up until the late 1920s. A
key concern here is the expansion of a workers’ public sphere
inspired by anarchists and anarcho-syndicalists, which gave rise
to the CNT, the largest revolutionary syndicalist trade union in
the history of Europe. Chapter 3 details the birth and evolution of
the Spanish Second Republic in Barcelona. The focus here is on
the creation of a ‘republic of order’ to repress any initiatives from
below to strengthen the power of the proletarian city and end the
social exclusion inherited from the monarchy. This chapter is a
radical rejoinder to liberal historians, who view the Second Repub-
lic through the prism of the long winter of Francoist repression,
and it challenges the depiction of the Republic as a golden era of
liberalism in twentieth-century Spain. The next two chapters (4
and 5) focus on the CNT during the first year of the Republic, a
period that, as Antonio Elorza has observed, was ‘decisive’ for
subsequent developments. Chapter 4 charts the re-emergence of
the proletarian city in 1931 and the divisions between workers’
leaders over the new political context, before assessing how the
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and prevented the erection of barriers between the private and pub-
lic sphere.?? Throughout the barris, diverse loci for working-class
sociability were established in collective spaces in which people
entered into a high degree of face-to-face contact. The most impor-
tant of these were the streets, which were largely free of cars and
were generally viewed as an extension of the proletarian home, all
the more during the summer months, when large parts of neigh-
bourhood life were conducted there. The other most significant
spaces of working-class socialisation were neighbourhood cafes
and bars, which acquired the status of the living rooms of the poor.
There were then numerous opportunities for individual workers
to discuss their experiences—both individual and collective with
other workers, whether on the way to work or during leisure time.

Reciprocity, and indeed sociability, also depended upon ‘serial’
or ‘chain’ migration, a pattern of settlement that shaped the growth
of working-class Barcelona during the years between the two Exhi-
bitions and that saw migrants from the same town or province clus-
ter in specific neighbourhoods, streets and even tenement blocks.*
These networks, based on kinship and pre-existing loyalties from
the migrant’s place of origin, were of inestimable assistance to
newcomers in their search for work and accommodation, enabling
them to become grounded in the city very quickly.®!

Despite the undoubted importance of these pre-existing social
networks for migrants, they did not present a barrier to the emer-
gence of working-class identity and consciousness.* Indeed, the
proletarian city was essentially democratic: none of the barris in

2 X.Roigé, ‘Familia burgesa, familia obrera. Evolucié dels models de paren-
tiu 1 morning has again industrialitzacié a Barcelona, s. XIX-1930’, in Roca (ed.),
L’articulacid, p. 167.

% Oyén, in Oyén (ed.), p. 88; A.Paz, Chumberas y alacranes (1921-1936),
Barcelona, 1994, p. 67.

! MVilanova, ‘Fuentes orales y vida cotidiana en la Barcelona de entreguer-
ras’, in Oyén (ed.), p. 135.

3 Tatjer, in Oyén (ed.), p. 21.

65



idents to maximise their earning potential.?® This communal reci-

procity compensated for the deficient social wage. As one worker
explained:

In those days there was no unemployment benefit,
no sickness benefit or anything like that. Whenever
someone was taken sick, the first thing a neighbour
with a little spare cash did was to leave it on the ta-
ble.... There were no papers to be signed, no shaking
of hands. ‘Let me have it back once you’re back at
work’. And it was repaid, peseta by peseta, when he
was working again. It was a matter of principle, a
moral obligation.?’

The scale and flow of neighbourhood reciprocity is best under-
stood in terms of the exceptional degree of sociability in the barris.
Unlike many other large European cities, where factories were
increasingly located in industrial zones that were distant from
residential spaces, Barcelona’s spatial-industrial development was
such that, right up to the 1930s, the factory remained the key
organising force in many barris in which life occurred within an
intimate social geography. Not only did workers tend to live near
to factories, the majority of the city’s workers travelled to and
from work on foot.?

Sociability was further conditioned by the symptoms of the ur-
ban crisis, such as the city’s overcrowded and appalling housing
stock, which served as a brake on the privatisation of everyday life

% Interview with Helenio Molina, recorded for Vivir la utopia, Television
Espaiiola, 1996.

27 Interview with Arcos, Vivir; interview with ‘Juan’, November 1997.

% Oy6n, ‘Obreros’, pp. 341-3. Around three-quarters of Barcelona’s work-
ers walked to work, a far higher number when compared with similar-sized Eu-
ropean cities (C. Miralles and J.L.Oy6n, ‘De casa a la fabrica. Movilidad obrera y
transporte en la Barcelona de entreguerras, 1914-1939’, in Oyén (ed.), pp. 160-1).
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industrial struggles of the CNT rank and file to improve their
economic situation during 1931 led to a clash with the republican
authorities, culminating in the (antirepublican) radicalisation of
the trade unions in Barcelona. Chapter 5 focuses on nonindustrial
working-class struggles: rent strikes, jobless conflicts and the
broad gamut of unemployed street politics, including theft and
shoplifting, which James Scott has aptly described as ‘small arms
fire in the class war’. The radical anarchists embraced this direct ac-
tion by the dispossessed, including armed robbery, and embarked
upon a struggle for the streets with the republican authorities that
had a profoundly radicalising impact on the CNT and contributed
enormously to social and political polarisation in Barcelona. In
Chapter 6, I analyse the anti-republican insurrections of 1932-33
and the split within the CNT as the radical anarchists sought
to marginalise their critics inside the labour movement. This is
followed by an appraisal of the ‘militarisation’ of CNT struggles as
paramilitary groups became deeply involved in industrial conflicts
and funded the union movement through armed expropriations
and bank robberies. Hitherto, these expropriations have either
been ignored by historians sympathetic to the libertarians or sim-
ply denounced by right-wing historians as proof of the essentially
‘criminal’ nature of the anarchist movement. Chapter 7 assesses
the cultural struggle for hearts and minds waged in the daily
press between, on the one hand, a coalition of urban elites, the
authorities and their supporters, who depicted the radical CNT
as a mafia-type ‘criminal’ conspiracy and, on the other hand, the
radical anarchists, who inveighed against what they regarded as
a ‘criminal’ socio-economic system. Since the radical position
was in tune with the vox populi, they were able to preserve their
influence in the barris. The latter part of this chapter explores
the orientation of the CNT in the period up until the start of
the Spanish Civil War. Finally, Chapter 8 examines the urban
revolution in Barcelona at the start of the civil war, its political
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limitations, and the process whereby the revolution was contained
by republicans and their Stalinist allies.

14

Williams termed the ‘mutuality of the oppressed’.?’ This collective
reciprocity was the fundamental structure in the barris: it offered
workers a degree of stability and security and fostered integrative
relationships, offsetting the material disadvantages of everyday
life.2! Conversely, because mutual aid could be withdrawn from
those judged to be in defiance of communal norms, reciprocity
could also operate as a means of coercion.??

The working-class family structure played a central role in the
development of these reciprocal practices, forming the hub of a
series of overlapping social structures and community networks
through which workers responded to the material problems of ev-
eryday life ‘from below’.? In a certain sense, the ‘family economy’
was embedded in a form of collective reciprocity rooted on kin-
ship. Yet reciprocity also flowed through and across families; an
example of this was the manner in which families were bound to-
gether through the practice of selecting ‘godparents’ (compadres)
for newly born children from among neighbours and friends. Al-
though, as one worker pointed out, this was an informal relation-
ship (‘there was no involvement of the Church or the local author-
ities’), this arrangement provided ‘an everlasting family tie’ with
people from a similar social background who, most importantly of
all, were always willing and ready to offer material help in times
of need.?* If a family encountered privations, neighbours routinely
offered assistance, whether providing meals or taking in the chil-
dren of the family concerned.?” In addition, neighbours organ-
ised community-based childcare systems so as to allow local res-

2 R Williams, The Country and the City, London, 1973, p. 104.

21 D Harvey, Social Justice and the City, London, 1973, pp. 281-2.

%2 A Etzioni, The Spirit of Community: Rights, Responsibilities and the Com-
munitarian Agenda, London, 1995, p. ix.

2 R Liebman, Structures of Solidarity. Class, Kin, Community and Collec-
tive Action in Nineteenth-Century Lyon, Michigan, 1988.

2 Interview with ‘Juan’, November 1997.

% J.Oliva, Recuerdos de un libre pensador nacido en Gracia, n.p., n.d., p. 4.
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In the light of this everyday structure of material coercion, even
those workers in regular employment encountered financial diffi-
culties. By the end of the 1920s, a childless working couple could
barely generate a significant surplus.!® With female wages far infe-
rior to those of men, a short period of unemployment would have
plunged the couple into what moralists described as the ‘sunken
classes’. It is not surprising, therefore, that most workers bore few
of the outward signs of ‘respectability’ associated with the skilled
working class, with many workers relying on the many pawn and
secondhand clothing shops that thrived in the Raval. Moreover,
the working-class family economy was so precarious that it de-
pended on contributions from all family members. Consequently,
since employers were free to ignore the social legislation that out-
lawed child labour, generation after generation of working-class
children were robbed of their innocence by economic compulsion,
and throughout the 1910s and 1920s it was the norm for young boys
to start work between the ages of 8 and 10, whereupon they were
used as a cheap source of ‘sweated” unskilled labour and subjected
to brutal forms of discipline by foremen and employers.'’

2.1 Proletarian urbanism

For all the poverty that prevailed in the barris, and notwithstand-
ing elite denunciations of disorderliness, the proletarian city
did have an order: it was a rough, aggressive and increasingly
assertive order, a complex social organisation moulded by dense
social networks and reciprocal forms of solidarity, what Raymond

'8 Figures from Garcia, ‘Urbanization’, pp. 201, 210-12.

Y 7 Llarch, Los dias rojinegros. Memorias de un nifio obrero—1936,
Barcelona, 1975, p. 22; R.Sanz, Los hijos de trabajo. El sindicalismo espaiiol antes
de la guerra civil, Barcelona, 1976, p. 72-7; P.Eyre, Quico Sabaté, el dltimo guer-
rillero, Barcelona, 2000, pp. 33, 36; J.Ferrer and S.Piera, Simé Piera: Perfil d’'un
sindicalista. Records i experiencies d’un dirigent de la CNT, Barcelona, 1975, pp.
17-25; A.Pestafia, Lo que aprendi en la vida, Bilbao, 1973, Vol. 1, p. 13.
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1. The making of a divided city

1.1 The limits of the bourgeois urban utopia

If, as has been claimed, Catalonia was, from the nineteenth cen-
tury, ‘the factory of Spain’, then its capital, Barcelona, was Spain’s
industrial capital. Barcelona underwent a major transformation
from the 1850s as accumulated economic forces burst out beyond
the medieval walls that had hemmed the city in around the port and
that had long been regarded by urban elites as a physical reminder
of a bygone economic system and a barrier to Catalonia’s future
prosperity.!? During what could be described as the progressive
phase in bourgeois urbanism, local economic and political elites
revealed a determination to construct a modern capitalist city that
might reflect the rising social power of the bourgeoisie. This urban
vision was nourished by the unalloyed idealism of planners and ar-
chitects, who postulated that the demolition of the city walls and
urban growth would bring unfettered progress, which would max-
imise the prosperity of all its denizens. The most famous of these
planners was Ildefons Cerda, a progressive social thinker whose
utopian and ambitious plan for rational urban development became
the blueprint for Barcelona’s development in 1859.3 Cerdd’s plan

! Central government had previously relied upon the walls to limit the
growth of this potentially disloyal city.

? libcom note: unfortunately a small number of footnotes are missing from
the early part of this chapter. They are viewable in the PDF version, however.

? Cerda was a parliamentary deputy for Barcelona during the ephemeral
First Republic (1868— 1874). See M.Nieto, La I Republica espafiola en Barcelona,
Barcelona, 1974.
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sought urban renewal in the overcrowded and randomly arranged
medieval streets of the Ciutat Vella (Old City), which was to be con-
nected to the nearby industrial satellites that lay beyond the city
walls. This would be achieved through the construction of an Eix-
ample (Extension), which, for Cerda, would become the core of a
new socially inclusive, inter-class, functional city in which people
from all walks of life would interact amid a new equality and civic
unity.

The great contradiction of bourgeois urbanism was that it
invested unlimited faith in market forces. The subordination
of the urbanisation process to the narrow interests of the local
bourgeoisie and landowners ensured that Cerda’s egalitarian goals
were a chimera.

First, the Ciutat Vella landlords (a term that dignifies those who
were often little more than ‘slumlords’) mobilised successfully
against Cerdad’s urban renewal programme, just as they mobilised
against every subsequent reformist urban project. Although some
of the old inner-city slums were sacrificed for the construction of
Les Rambles, a central thoroughfare and the new vertebral column
of the city, connecting the port with the Eixample, housing
renewal in the overcrowded city centre was thwarted. Second,
capital shortages and an investment crisis hindered the creation
of the Eixample; effectively, unregulated markets, property spec-
ulation and corruption combined to distort beyond recognition
the construction of what Cerda had envisaged as a rational urban
space.*

The failure to realise the hopes of the Cerda Plan underscored
the limits of the bourgeois urban project. Whereas the Parisian
bourgeoisie, in close alliance with the French state, successfully im-
plemented the Hausmann Plan and thus reshaped Paris in a way

* The Eixample finally took shape in the 1920s and 1930s, although, contrary
to Cerda’s vision, it evolved with a far higher concentration of buildings and
hardly any open or green spaces.
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crease rents and, with home ownership the preserve of a minority
of skilled and white-collar workers, nearly 97 percent of all work-
ers were at the mercy of the private rented sector.'* The burden
of rent payments was even greater for migrant workers, since they
normally spent most of their savings on the journey to Barcelona
and could seldom afford a deposit for a flat. Meanwhile, the un-
skilled, the low-paid and those in irregular employment (which is
to say most migrant workers) had difficulties making regular rent
payments, and evictions were ‘very frequent’.!® The cost of food
presented a further set of strains for most of the city’s workers.
Although food prices had soared across Spain after the 1898 cri-
sis, inflation was greatest in Barcelona, and the cost of meat in the
city was higher than in most north European cities, where work-
ers enjoyed higher wages. This situation was compounded by the
‘subsistence crisis’ (crisis de subsistencias) during World War One,
which saw the cost of living increase by 50 percent in the barris be-
tween 1914 and 1919.1® With growing public concern across Spain
at the rising cost of living, even the elitist Restoration politicians
finally conceded that the economic distress that had long shaped
everyday life for the working class required legislative action. Typ-
ically, however, the anti-inflationary measures implemented by the
authorities were contradictory: there was no action against the de-
viant culture that prevailed among those sections of the commer-
cial class that cheated consumers by doctoring weights and adulter-
ating foodstuffs, and prices soared throughout the 1920s as shop-
keepers and traders profited from the crisis de subsistencias.!’

* Oyén, ‘Obreros’, p. 324.

15 According to one worker, rents ‘were beyond the reach of immigrants’
(interview with ‘Juan’, November 1997).

16 J L.Martin Ramos, ‘Consequeéncies socials: la resposta obrera’, L’Avenc 69,
1984, p. 46.

17 Rider claims that prices were ‘at around 170 per cent of their 1914 level
for most of the twenties’, while wages decreased in real terms (‘Anarchism’, pp.
65, 159).
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separated the skilled worker or the artisan from the unskilled had
been eroded.!”

A further element within the common context of working-class
life was the danger of industrial accidents. The limited profit
margins of the city’s industry discussed in Chapter 1 instilled
a cavalier attitude among employers towards workplace safety,
and Barcelona province topped the Spanish league table for
industrial accidents every year between 1900 and 1936.!! Even
among traditionally ‘aristocratic’ sectors of the workforce, like the
printers, or in the city’s most advanced workshops, such as the
Girona metal works, working conditions and safety records were
abysmal. However, it was the largely unregulated construction
sector, the main source of employment for unskilled migrants,
which claimed the highest number of accidents.”* So great were
the dangers of industrial injury that La Vanguardia, a conservative
newspaper with no reputation for concern for workers’ welfare,
sometimes denounced factory conditions.!®> Despite the danger of
injury, workers were utterly unprotected, without social welfare,
accident insurance or sickness benefits. Labour therefore offered
very few certainties, other than those of hard work and paltry
wages in dangerous and degrading circumstances.

The generalised working-class experience of inequality and dis-
crimination can similarly be charted in the consumption sphere,
where workers saw their wages devoured by rampant inflation. As
we saw in Chapter 1, during the years between the two World Exhi-
bitions, landlords systematically exploited housing shortages to in-

1% According to the 1934 electoral register, two-thirds of male voters were
‘day labourers, unskilled workmen or hands’, while 12 percent were ‘skilled’
workers (C.Boix and M.Vilanova, ‘Participacion y elecciones en Barcelona de 1934
a 1936’, Historia y Fuente Oral 7, 1992, p. 66).

" ASoto Carmona, El trabajo industrial en la Espafia contemporanea,
Barcelona, 1989,pp. 633-4, 662.

'2 Ministerio de Trabajo y Prevision, Estadistica de los accidentes de trabajo,
Madrid, 1930, pp. 114-47.

3 LaV, 15 August 1931.
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that reaffirmed the hegemonic position of capitalist interests, the
urban capitalist development of Barcelona was, from its origins,
a marginal industrialisation process that underscored the weak-
nesses of local industrialists. While Catalonia’s relatively dynamic
and prosperous agrarian economy had laid the basis for industrial
take-off in the early part of the nineteenth century, capital accumu-
lation and the development of finance capital were subsequently
retarded by the context of the combined and uneven development
of the Spanish economy and the weak internal market provided
by the vast unreformed agricultural heartland of the south and
central regions of Spain. This situation was further compounded
by the generally indifferent industrial policies adopted during the
Restoration monarchy (1875-1923), a centralist, backward-looking
and repressive political system. For the most part dominated by the
agrarian elite, the Madrid-based state was invariably aloof from,
if not hostile to, the modernisation process occurring largely in
Spain’s periphery. Lacking both the economic resources and the
political will necessary to guide the urbanisation/industrialisation
process, the Restoration authorities responded to the demands for
reform emanating from the new social classes associated with cap-
italist modernisation with a blend of electoral falsification, stultify-
ing centralism and physical repression. Nevertheless, the Madrid-
based state could offer the Catalan bourgeoisie a degree of stabil-
ity, at least during the early years of the Restoration, when most
of Barcelona’s employers uncritically accepted the hegemony of
the central state, a number of them serving as the local represen-
tatives for the Spanish Conservative and Liberal parties, the ‘dy-
nastic parties’ that alternated in power in Madrid.’> But the al-
liance between Catalan big business and the Restoration political
class ended abruptly after the so-called ‘Disaster’ of 1898, when

® However, it is noteworthy that the foundations of the Restoration state
were always weak in Catalonia. See A.Jutglar, Historia critica de la burguesia en
Catalufa, Barcelona, 1984, pp. 275-9.
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Spain’s last overseas colonies—Cuba, the Philippines and Puerto
Rico—were lost. For Barcelona’s industrialists, this was an eco-
nomic disaster as it signalled the end of their access to lucrative
protected overseas markets. For growing numbers of employers,
the inability of the Spanish state to find a new ‘place in the sun’
for Catalan exports—and the absence of any coherent industrial
policy per se—enhanced the feelings of isolation towards a distant
central state that was increasingly accused of pampering the un-
productive southern landowners to the detriment of modern capi-
talist economic interests. These sentiments crystallised around the
bourgeois nationalist project of the Lliga Regionalista (Regionalist
League). Formed in 1901, the Lliga was the first modern bourgeois
political party in Spain, and its new style of populist mass politics
established a broad middleclass base that quickly broke the power—
in Catalonia at least—of the clientelist political machines that had
hitherto plugged into the corrupt central state. In the context of
the Restoration system, the Lliga was a modernising force in that
it aimed to mobilise public opinion behind its plans to overhaul the
backward central state and create an autonomous authority capa-
ble of reflecting the industrial requirements of Catalonia. In this
way, the Lliga hoped to found a new focus for bourgeois urbanis-
ing energies and convert Barcelona into a city of capital. According
to La Veu de Catalunya, the Lliga press organ:

Barcelona is, for us, an extraordinary city, the unri-
valled city, the city par excellence, the capital, the com-
plete city, the point of radiation for all the trends in
national life, whether economic or political, [the] fun-
damental organ of the people...heart and basis of the
race.’
Barcelona was to become ‘an immense city’, ‘a great European
city’, ‘the Paris of the south’, ‘the ideal city’ with ‘an organic unity’

6 La Veu de Catalunya (hereafter Veu) 18 February 1905.
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tals and schools.® In fact, despite the growth in whitecollar employ-
ment after World War One, it is possible to point to a growing con-
vergence in working-class lifestyles and a relatively homogenised
proletarian experience. Indeed, the expression of the barris in the
1920s heralded the consolidation of an overarching structure of ma-
terial coercion that touched upon the everyday lives of most of
Barcelona’s 330,000 workers.

As far as its socio-professional status was concerned, by the end
of the 1920s the working class was predominantly un- or semi-
skilled, with few bargaining resources. Like many other large port
cities, Barcelona had long offered numerous opportunities for ca-
sual labourers on the docks. In addition, the two biggest and old-
est industries in the city—textiles and construction—relied heavily
on unskilled and casual hands.® Over time, these characteristics
were reproduced among the workforce in newer sectors of the lo-
cal economy, such as the metal and transport industries, which
employed large numbers of ‘sweated” semi- and unskilled workers.
The trend towards deskilling received a new impetus with the ad-
vent of the so-called ‘second industrial revolution’ during and after
World War One, which created a ‘new’ or mass working class from
the legions of unskilled economic migrants from the south of Spain
and the ‘proletarianisation’ of skilled workers, who were unable to
resist technological advances, particularly due to the favourable po-
litical conditions offered by Primo’s dictatorship. By the end of the
1920s, therefore, many of the occupational factors that previously

8 D.Marin, ‘De la llibertat per coneixer, al coneixement de la llibertat’, un-
published PhD thesis, University of Barcelona, 1995, p. 289.

 M.J Sirera Oliag, ‘Obreros en Barcelona, 1900-1910’, unpublished PhD the-
sis, University of Barcelona, 1959.
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ulation increase of 456 percent in the 1920s caused by the arrival
of around 20,000 economic migrants from southern Spain.®

In all the newly developed barris, the urbanisation process was
totally uncoordinated, and collective urban services failed to keep
pace with the expanded population. In essence, the new barris
lacked centrality: the city, understood in terms of an urban infras-
tructure of cultural, educational, medical facilities and public hous-
ing, simply did not exist. Many streets were without pavements
and lighting; drainage, water and electricity were luxuries.® Hous-
ing was no better: some crudely constructed dwellings lacked ba-
sic foundations and collapsed during inclement weather. Although
the local authorities recognised the ‘health risks’ in these rapidly
developed areas, the Catalan-speaking urban elite that dominated
municipal politics was far removed from the realities facing the
migrant labourers crammed into the barris and lacked the political
will to improve their lot.”

Even though the proletarian city was not a monolith, it would
be wrong to draw too sharp a distinction between urban condi-
tions in the rapidly developed outer ring of barris and the older
working-class districts. Given the underdevelopment of the local
state, the symptoms of the urban crisis were registered throughout
the working-class city and, whether in the tenement slums of the
Raval and Barceloneta, in the sprawling peripheral areas like the
cases barates, in the jerry-built housing of Santa Coloma or in the
barracas scattered across the city, workers experienced a low social
wage and the under-provision of collective services, such as hospi-

> JRoca and EDijaz, ‘La Torrassa. Un antecedent de barri-dormitori’,
L’Aveng 28, 1980, pp. 62-9; Rider, ‘Anarchism’, pp. 1120-1.

¢ D.Marin, ‘Una primera aproximacié a la vida quotidiana dels Hospitalencs:
1920-1929. Les histories de vida com a font historica’, Identitats 4-5, 1990, p. 30;
Roca and Diaz, ‘Torrassa’, pp. 63, 69.

7 C.Sentis, Viatge en Transmiseria. Cronica viscuda de la primera gran em-
igraci6 a Catalunya, Barcelona, 1994, pp. 65-8.
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in which class differences would be submerged in a shared nation-
alistic endeavour; for Enric Prat de la Riba, the main theorist of
bourgeois catalanisme, Barcelona could then become ‘an Imperial
city’.” This cult of a ‘Great Barcelona’ (Gran Barcelona) was spon-
sored by the organic intellectuals of bourgeois nationalism, writers
such as Eugeni d’Ors and Gabriel Alomar, who idealised the city in
their dreams of ‘Catalonia-city’ (Catalunya-ciutat), with Barcelona
at the centre of a fully urbanised and industrialised region. Paying
lip service to Cerda’s utopian view of urbanisation as an integrat-
ing, civilising force that would nullify social conflict, these thinkers
were enthralled by the prospect of urban-industrial expansion, giv-
ing little consideration to the implications of city growth for social
fragmentation and conflict.® Rather, by invoking universalist ide-
als, it was asserted that urban development would establish new
political freedoms and liberties.” Such views appealed to the more
pragmatic and prosaic business and political elites, for whom the
city was perceived as a physical and material measure of the indus-
trial order and of their own economic, cultural and social power.
In short, the local capitalists represented by the Lliga envisioned
Barcelona (and Catalonia) as a bourgeois space, free of ‘Spanish’
feudal-agrarian residues, a goal that explains their advocacy of to-
tal economic and urban expansion.

When, after the 1901 local elections, the dynastic parties lost po-
litical control in the city, the Lliga had an opportunity to mobilise
municipal resources behind a programme of bourgeois urbanism,
not least because the other main anti-dynastic political force of the
day, the demagogic and populist Partido Republicano Radical (Rad-
ical Republican Party, popularly known as the Radicals) also advo-
cated a reformist urban project.

7 See Veu, 18 January 1902, 8 September and 11 October 1905, 18 February
1906, 1 March and 26 April 1914. For Prat’s vision, see Veu, 24 April 1909.

8 M.Perau et al., Noucentisme i ciutat, Barcelona, 1994.

® Veu, 11 October 1905.
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Notwithstanding formal political differences, which occasioned
an often fierce rivalry between the conservative-Catalanist Lliga
and the procentralist Radicals, both parties sought to use local
institutions to foster urban growth, which was widely identified
with social progress.!® Accordingly, from the turn of the century
plans were drawn up for the construction of Laietana Way, a
long, North American-style business avenue that was built on the
ruins of some of the most decrepit streets of the city centre and
that greatly assisted capital movements and commerce, as well
as providing office space for many of the city’s entrepreneurs,
financial institutions and employer’s groups.!! Urban reform
gathered pace during the time of the Mancomunitat (1913-25), a
Catalan authority conceded by the central state that, while being
far from autonomous, brought considerable improvements in the
urban transport infrastructure of Barcelona and Catalonia and,
simultaneously, enhanced the movement of capital and goods.!?
Yet hopes that this essay in self-administration would foster a
new bourgeois political hegemony through the planned trans-
formation of urban life were wrecked by the centralising ethos
that dominated official life during the Restoration. The limited
fiscal powers of local institutions ensured that the blueprints for
the transformation of Barcelona’s urban morphology devised by
bourgeois planners remained on the drawing board.!* Instead,
city space was reorganised by market forces in a thoroughly
unplanned and chaotic fashion, principally during the speculative
frenzy that preceded the World Exhibitions of 1888 and 1929'* and

' See J.Culla i Clar, El republicanisme lerrouxista a Catalunya (1901-1923),
Barcelona, 1986.

" Veu, 17 March 1902.

12 Veu, 11 December 1908.

" J.Grau, ‘Vers la “Ciutat immensa”: 1’accio municipalista de la Mancomu-
nitat de Catalunya, 1914-1923’, in J.Roca (ed.), El municipi de Barcelona i els com-
bats pel govern de la ciutat, Barcelona, 1997, pp. 213-20.

' The period 1876-88 has been described as one of ‘gold fever’ (febre d’or).
To quote Walter Benjamin, the Exhibitions were ‘places of pilgrimage to the fetish
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cation, as class divisions became embedded in the cityscape. By the
start of the twentieth century, a number of clearly defined proletar-
ian neighbourhoods had emerged, such as Poblenou, the ‘Catalan
Manchester’, the Raval, Poble Sec, Sants and Barceloneta.> There
were differences within the city of the proletariat. The Raval, a
waterfront district with many recruiting places for casual labour,
was home to a picaresque proletariat of sailors, dockers and itiner-
ant workers, and it exuded a pronounced bohemian and marginal
ambience, far different to the annexed industrial villages of Sants
and Gracia. Similarly, there were contrasts between the rapidly
developed periphery of the city, which was very much a product
of the postwar industrial development, and the older barris, which
retained a higher degree of social diversity, the most extreme case
being the old village of Gracia, a neighbourhood in which better-
paid or skilled workers resided in close proximity to members of
the middle and even upper classes. Yet by the late 1920s Gracia was
a rare exception among the city’s barris, as the growing trend was
for workers to live alongside other workers in or close to centres
of industry in socially homogeneous and segregated districts, and
there were few contacts between workers and employers outside
the workplace.*

The 1920s saw the expansion of a second ring of proletarian dis-
tricts, principally I'Hospitalet to the south and Santa Coloma, Sant
Andreu and Sant Adria del Besos in the north. In these periph-
eral areas, new neighbourhoods appeared almost overnight. For
instance, the contiguous La Torrassa and Collblanc districts, the
most northerly neighbourhoods of 'Hospitalet, experienced a pop-

? Tatjer, in Oyén (ed.), pp. 22, 30.

* Oyon, in Oyén (ed.), pp. 81-2. This is not to suggest that the barris were
populated exclusively and entirely by workers, but we need to avoid exaggerating
the degree of coexistence between social classes in neighbourhoods.
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2. Mapping the working-class
city

This chapter explores the emergence of working-class space in the
city. This rival, ‘other’ city, which was violently opposed by the
elites as a mortal danger to bourgeois Barcelona, was nevertheless
a direct creation of the capitalist city that established new condi-
tions of sociability for hundreds of thousands of workers in the
proletarian barris. For the city’s workers, the barris were a total
social environment: they were spaces of contestation and hope,!
the starting point for resistance against the bourgeois city, a sub-
versive struggle that earned Barcelona notoriety as the revolution-
ary capital of Spain and as a ‘red’ city of international repute. Be-
fore exploring the layers of culture, practice and organisation that
allowed for the reproduction of proletarian Barcelona during the
years before the Republic, it is first necessary to map out the var-
ious coordinates of the increasingly uniform socio-urban context
in the barris, since it was these that produced the series of cultural
frames through which workers made sense of the urban world and
which, in turn, exerted a profound influence on the collective and
political identity of the city’s labour movement.?

As we saw in Chapter 1, from the last part of the nineteenth
century urban industrial expansion resulted in a process of bifur-

! D.Harvey, Spaces of Hope, Edinburgh, 2000.

2 Bourdieu, Outline, p- 80; A.Giddens, The Class Structure of Advanced So-
cieties, London, 1981, pp. 111-13; D.Harvey, ‘Labour, capital, and class struggle
around the built environment in advanced capitalist societies’, Politics and Soci-
ety 6, 1976, p. 271.
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during World War One, when Catalan employers exploited Span-
ish neutrality and the disruption in the international commercial
status quo to trade with both belligerent camps.’® Thus, in the
period leading up to the 1930s, accelerated industrial development
and economic diversiflcation made Barcelona into a global com-
mercial centre: the city’s industrial hinterland was consolidated as
many older companies relocated to newer and larger workshops
in the growing urban periphery; the urban transport and energy
infrastructure was also modernised consonant with this urban
sprawl.1®

However, it would be wrong to exaggerate the strengths or the
stability of Catalan capitalism. After the ‘Disaster’ and the ensuing
economic crisis, a series of shortcomings were thrown into sharp
relief: the historical under-capitalisation and limited profitability
of industry; the relatively small-scale nature of production, which
also shaped the development of newer industries like metallurgy
and transport;!” the frailty of indigenous financial institutions; the
poor international competitiveness of exports; the domination of
foreign capital in the most advanced industries; and the restricted

Commodity’ (Charles Baudelaire. A Lyric Poet in the Era of High Capitalism,
London, 1973, p. 165).

5 The novelist Josep Maria de Sagarra reflected that World War One
‘brought the nineteenth century to a close in Barcelona’ (Memories, Barcelona,
1981, Vol. 2, p. 290).

16 L.Sola-Morales, ‘L Exposici6 Internacional de Barcelona (1914-1929) com
a instrument de politica urbana’, Recerques 6, 1976, pp. 137-45; M. Tatjer Mir, ‘Els
barris obrers del centre historic de Barcelona’, in J.L.Oyén (ed.), Vida obrera en la
Barcelona de entreguerras, Barcelona, 1998, p. 28.

7 A myriad of small workshops were scattered across the city. In 1927,
around 50 percent of the workforce was employed in small-scale enterprises
(P.Gabriel, ‘La Barcelona obrera y proletaria’, in A.Sanchez (ed.), Barcelona, 1888—
1929. Modernidad, ambicién y conflictos de una ciudad sofiada, Madrid, 1994, p.
104). In 1931, the average company’s capital in Catalonia was 1.17 million pese-
tas, under half that of the Basque country (3.6 million pesetas) (A.Balcells, Crisis
econdmica y agitacién social en Catalufia (1930-1936), Barcelona, 1971, p. 162, n.
14).
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domestic market within a context of combined and uneven devel-
opment.'® These features had an enduring impact on the develop-
ment of capitalism, so that while the 1929 Exhibition allowed for
the emergence of several large-scale plants, textile manufacturing,
an industry associated with the birth pangs of capitalism, contin-
ued to be the city’s biggest employer.

However, there were no such barriers to urban population
growth. Between 1850 and 1900, as the city’s frontiers were
swollen by the annexation and industrialisation of previously
independent villages such as Gracia, Sants and Sant Marti, the
population increased by over 300 percent, only to double again
between 1900 and 1930. By 1930, Barcelona was the most
populated city in the Spanish state and a member of the select
band of European millionaire cities.?’ Yet because of the low
birth rate among the indigenous population and the tendency of
local workers to seek out the best jobs, there was a huge shortage
of the cheap, unskilled labour needed to occupy a frontline
position in the urban-industrial economy. In order to increase the
supply of labour, employers promoted migration among Spain’s
rural dispossessed, stimulating an exodus of hungry economic
migrants from depressed agrarian areas, who arrived in ‘the
Catalan California’ in their droves.?! In the 1880s, the first major
wave of migrant workers hailed from provincial Catalonia and
neighbouring Aragén and Valencia, but by the 1920s, in what was

'8 Jutglar, Historia, pp. 319-40.

!9 C.Massana, Industria, ciutat i propietat. Politica econémica i propietat
urbana a I’Area de Barcelona (1901-1939), Barcelona, 1985, pp- 20-1, 120-9.

% During the 1920s, the population of working-class neighbourhoods like
Sants, Sant Marti and Sant Andreu grew by over 30, 40 and 45 percent, respec-
tively, and by 1930 Barcelona’s main industrial districts had more inhabitants
than many big Spanish towns and cities (A.Cabré and I.Pujades, ‘La poblaci6 de
Barcelona i el seu entorn al segle XX’, L’Aveng 88, 1985, pp. 33-7).

2 J Peirats, Figuras del movimiento libertario espanol, Barcelona, 1978, p.
89; J.M. Ainaud de Lasarte et al, Barcelona contemporanea 1856—1999, Barcelona,
1996, pp. 38-9.
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Sometent and on the speedy arrival of mobile police units from
Barcelona.!?? In short, because of ‘a shortage of representatives of
the civil authority’ and the fact that the Barcelona constabulary
was often busy, I'Hospitalet was effectively at the mercy of ‘evil
doers’ (maleantes), a point underlined by numerous ‘regrettable
incidents’ that occurred in the city. The predictable conclusion
of these petitions was that the future prosperity of Barcelona’s
southern neighbour hinged upon the creation of a new Guardia
Civil barracks in the La Torrassa-Collblancarea.!?3

We must now turn our attention to the proletarian city that
aroused such trepidation among the ‘men of order’.

122 1,0pinié, 18 July 1930.

123 Letter from the president of el Gremio de Ultramarinos y Similares de
I'Hospitalet to the mayor of 'Hospitalet, April 1930, and letter from the presidents
of la Cambra Oficial de la Propietat, la Asociacion de Propietarios, el Gremio de
Ultramarinos y Similares, el Gremio de Liquidos, el Centro Gremial de Carboneros
and la Sociedad de Maestros Peluqueros y Barberos to the mayor of 'Hospitalet,
30 September 1930 (AHI'HL/AM).
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came well ahead of the ‘national question’ in the priorities of the
Lliga.

Yet the loyalty of Barcelona’s industrialists towards the Madrid-
based state was always conditional and, during the Primo de Rivera
dictatorship, as occurred during the Restoration, leading groups
within the Barcelona bourgeoisie moved from a position of support
to a stance of controlled opposition towards their erstwhile knight
protector. This estrangement can in part be attributed to the gulf
between the catalaniste sentiments of a fraction of the bourgeoisie
and Primo de Rivera’s centralising tendencies, as well as the failure
of the dictator’s monetary policies to guarantee economic growth.
Yet what is often ignored is the extent to which the bourgeois ‘men
of order’ reacted against what they perceived as the failure of the
dictatorship to satisfy their everyday security requirements.'?* For
all the efforts of both the bourgeoisie and the authorities to assert
their control over the cityscape in the 1920s (witness the drive to
dominate space symbolically via the architectural monumentalism
of the dictatorship), the urban elite repudiated a regime that, it be-
lieved, had failed to preserve public order within the city.

The root of the problem for the bourgeoisie consisted in the
ongoing failure of police expenditure to keep pace with a rising
population.’?? Indeed, elite concerns centred on the massively
expanded proletarian neighbourhoods such as the cases barates,
and particularly Collblanc and La Torrassa in I'Hospitalet, the
main destination for the legions of unskilled migrant labourers
who arrived prior to the 1929 Exhibition. The extent of elite
disquiet was summed up by two petitions sent to the local au-
thorities in 'Hospitalet in April and September 1930, in which
the ‘lovers of order’ and ‘rightthinking individuals’ complained
that public order was dangerously reliant on volunteers from the

120 g Cambé, Les dictadures, Barcelona, 1929, p. 206.
121 £ Mola, Memorias. El derrumbamiento de la monarquia, Madrid n.d., Vol.
3, pp- 127-35.
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then the biggest wave of immigration in the city’s history, an army
of landless labourers arrived from Murcia and Andalusia. While
migrants invariably performed the most menial and badly remu-
nerated jobs, the belief that Barcelona offered a possible escape
from the structural unemployment of a subsistence agricultural
system was enough to ensure a steady flow of economic refugees,
and by the late 1920s around 35 percent of the urban population
was non-Catalan.?

City growth culminated in a profound urban crisis. While all
rapidly expanding capitalist cities display signs of such a crisis,?
the nature and scale of this crisis was shaped by a series of local eco-
nomic and political factors. At an economic level, we must again
mention Spain’s uneven economic development. Simply put, the
outmoded agrarian system in the south and the low profit mar-
gins of Catalan industry constituted an inadequate basis for fund-
ing a modern welfare state. This resulted in what Ignasi Terrades
has described as an ‘absentee’ state: an authority structurally inca-
pable of ameliorating the social problems engendered by the urban-
isation/industrialisation couplet through the provision of a social
wage of collective educational, medical and welfare services.?* In
political terms, the prevailing authoritarian mentality within the
central state apparatus, combined with the political support offered

2 TVandellés, La immigraci6 a Catalunya, Barcelona, 1935; J.Termes,
L’lmmigracié a Catalunya i altres estudis d’historia del nacionalisme catala,
Barcelona, 1984.

2 M.Castells, The Urban Question. A Marxist Approach, London, 1977, p.
146.

? LTerrades, Towards a comparative approach to the study of industrial and
urban politics: the case of Spain’, in M.Harloe (ed.), New Perspectives in Urban
Change and Conflict, London, 1981, p. 179. An outbreak of bubonic plague in the
Can Tunis district in 1905, which Notes 174 claimed twenty-three lives, under-
lined the shortcomings of urban welfare networks (J.Fabre and J.M.Huertas, Tots
els barris de Barcelona, Barcelona, 1976, Vol. 4, pp. 201-2; J.Busquets, Barcelona.
Evolucién urbanistica de una capital compacta, Madrid, 1992, p. 216). See also
A. Carsi, El abastecimiento de aguas de Barcelona, Barcelona, 1911, and P.Garcia
Faria, Insalubridad en las viviendas de Barcelona, Barcelona, 1890).
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by the Radicals and the Lliga to Barcelona’s urban elites, tended to
neutralise reformist impulses. In addition, municipal corruption
stymied the effective deployment of the limited funds available to
local state institutions, thereby compounding the crisis of urban
administration.?® Frequently, the Restoration authorities looked
to the reactionary Catholic Church to provide a basic level of pub-
lic services in areas that, elsewhere in Europe, were coming under
the aegis of the state.?® Education was a prime example. Church
schools relied on violence and fear in an effort to instil obedience
and respect in working-class children. So great was the scale of
punishment and humiliation inflicted on children in these schools
that one former pupil labelled them ‘the prison-schools’.?’

The limitations of the social wage were witnessed most starkly
through the absence of public housing for the working class. Al-
though the 1911 Ley de Casas Baratas (Public Housing Act) com-
mitted local authorities to work with private capital to provide low-
rent accommodation, by 1921 housing had been built for only 540
families.?® In part, this can be explained by the growing political in-
fluence of Joan Pich i Pon, the leader of the Radicals, who became
mayor during this period. The leading light within the COPUB
(Camara Oficial de la Propiedad Urbana de Barcelona, or Cham-
ber of Urban Property of Barcelona), the main defence organisa-
tion of the city’s landlords, Pich i Pon used his considerable polit-

» Despite the appalling levels of typhoid in Barcelona, several planned im-
provements in the city’s water supply foundered on corruption (E.Masjuan, La
ecologia humana en el anarquismo ibérico, Barcelona, 2000, pp. 66—80).

% For instance, nuns and priests served as nurses in hospitals and as
schoolteachers. The clergy was also entrusted with running institutions such
as orphanages, borstals, psychiatric hospitals and workhouses. In all these in-
stitutions, the Church played a highly abusive and repressive role, singling out
non-worshippers and atheists for punishment.

?7 E.Salut, Vivers de revolucionaris. Apunts historics del Districte Cinqué,
Barcelona, 1938, p. 26.

28 J.Aiguader, ‘La solucié de la casa higiénica i a bon preu’, Ateneu Enci-
clopédic Popular Noticiari 17, 1922, p. 67.
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was the city’s employers who, both individually and collectively,
bankrolled gangs specialising in extra-judicial murder.!!®

While the repressive initiatives of locally recruited paramili-
taries undoubtedly assuaged elite anxieties, the very need for these
auxiliary forces in the first place remained a graphic illustration
of the shortcomings of existing policing arrangements under the
Restoration. Thus, although the combination of formal and infor-
mal repressive agencies resisted the challenge of the trade unions
in the postwar years, this was clearly not a recipe for long-term
stability. Moreover, growing levels of violence could mask neither
the profound crisis of the disciplinary methods of the state nor
the more obvious and general crisis of the Restoration political
system. Finally, in 1923, the Restoration system was overthrown
by General Miguel Primo de Rivera, a former army commander in
Barcelona, who was fully apprised of the threat to public order in
the city and whose aspirations had been encouraged by important
sectors of the industrial bourgeoisie. Unsurprisingly, the ‘good
citizens’ welcomed the military security offered by Primo de
Rivera’s dictatorship (1923-30), the ‘iron surgeon’ who, they
hoped, would improve the business climate by eliminating ‘terror
and crime’ on the streets and liberate the bourgeoisie from the
threat of the unions.!"’

The support offered by the Lliga to Primo de Rivera highlighted
the contradictions of the bourgeois catalaniste project, compressed
as it was between a militant working class and a central state that,
while distant and backward, nevertheless remained the ultimate
guarantor of order. It also reveals how the ‘social question’ always

!18  M.Huertas, Obrers a Catalunya. Manual d’histéria del moviment obrer

(1840-1975), Barcelona, 1994, p. 189; J.Peirats, La CNT en la revolucion espafiola,
Madrid, 1978, Vol. 1, pp. 33-6. A.Balcells, El sindicalismo en Barcelona, 1916-
1923, Barcelona, 1965, p. 137; Foix, Archivos, p. 73.

! Las Noticias (hereafter LasN), 2 September 1923; Comercio y Navegacion
(hereafter CyN), August-October 1923.
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Libres (Free Trades Unions), counter-revolutionary, ‘yellow’ trade
unions that included members of the Sometent.!!*

In the postwar era, these paramilitary or ‘parallel’ police groups
crystallised within a wide network of repression designed to prop
up the urban order.!'® This militarisation of space reached its
zenith during 1920-22, when two army officers, General Miguel
Arlegui and General Severiano Martinez Anido,!'® served as
Barcelona chief of police and civil governor, respectively. During
their tenure in office, Libres gunmen worked in tandem with
official police and army teams in a ‘dirty war’ against trade union
activists.!'” Leading members of the bourgeoisie were at the
centre of this disciplinarian project. Publicly, many industrialists
welcomed the intervention of the armed forces in labour conflicts
and celebrated the robust approach to ‘union problems’ adopted
by Martinez Anido, ‘the pacifier of Barcelona’. If there were
casualties or fatalities among the forces of repression of ‘labour
insurgency’, collections for the families and dependents of the ‘vic-
tims of terrorism’ were expeditiously organised by businessmen.
Industrialists also regularly found work for retired or wounded
policemen and soldiers. Privately, however, the ‘men of order’
played a decisive role in the anti-union murder squads, for it

1* The Sindicatos Libres were formed in December 1919 from the fusion of
several small Catholic trade unions. Léon-Ignacio, Los afos del pistolerismo,
Barcelona, 1981, passim; Pestafia, Terrorismo, pp. 122-80.

!5 For instance, Bravo Portillo and the ‘Barén de Koenig’ were personal
friends of General Joaquin Milans del Bosch, the captain-general of the Barcelona
garrison from 1918 to 1920.

16 He later occupied ministerial positions in the dictatorships of General
Primo de Rivera and General Franco. During the civil war, he was responsible
for much of the repression in the Francoist zone.

117 See P.Foix, Los archivos del terrorismo blanco. El fichero Lasarte, 1910—
1930, Madrid, 1978 [Barcelona, 1931].
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ical influence to defend the interests of private landlords and bit-
terly resented any reforms that threatened profits. Yet more crucial
was the fragmentation of Barcelona’s under-capitalised construc-
tion companies, which, divided into an array of small firms, met
no more than two-thirds of total market demand for housing after
World War One.?

The result was a massive increase in the exploitation of working-
class tenants. According to Nick Rider, landlords engaged in ‘con-
stant speculation and rack-renting in working-class housing’, with
rents increasing by between 50 and 150 percent during the 1920s
alone.’® Moreover, these increases occurred during a time when
existing housing stock was being subdivided on a huge scale: by
1930, there were over 100,000 subtenants in Barcelona, as flats orig-
inally built for a single family were converted into ‘beehives’, some-
times accommodating as many as eight families. The problem of
subdivision was particularly endemic in the already overcrowded
tenement blocks of the Raval, the most built-up area of the Ciu-
tat Vella: in 1930, the number of residents per building there was
twice the city average, while the population density was almost
ten times greater.>! With multiple families sharing a single toilet
in some tenements, the health context was appalling, and diseases
such as glaucoma, typhoid, cholera, meningitis, tuberculosis and
even bubonic plague were rife.*> Despite the decline in housing
conditions, economic migrants continued to flock to the Raval in

% Ibid, pp. 113-217; X.Tafunell, ‘La construccién en Barcelona, 1860-1935:
continuidad y cambio’, in J.L.Garcia Delgado (ed.), Las ciudades en la modern-
izacion de Esparia. Los decenios interseculares, Madrid, 1992, pp. 5-9, n. 10.

% N.Rider, Anarquisme i lluita popular: la vaga dels lloguers de 1931,
L’Aveng 89, 1986, p. 8, and ‘Anarchism’, p. 22.

*! The population of the Raval grew from 192,828 in 1900 to 230,107 in 1930:
Tatjer in Oyon (ed.), p. 16.

32 There were six outbreaks of bubonic plague between 1919 and 1930.
Barcelona workers were also thirty-eight times more likely than London work-
ers to contract typhoid: Dr L.Claramunt i Furest, La pesta en el pla de Barcelona,
Barcelona, 1933, pp. 6-8 and La Lluita contra la Fibra Tifoidea a Catalunya,
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search of cheap housing, thereby ensuring that overcrowding in-
creased unchecked.?®* Homelessness was also rife in the area, no-
tably among single, unskilled workers, who lacked the resources
to secure a permanent residence. Depending on the weather and
the prospects for casual labour, the homeless might sleep rough or
rent cheap rooms in the pensiones (bed-and-breakfasts) or casas de
dormir (doss houses), where beds were available on daily or hourly
rates.>* In some of the more rudimentary establishments workers
paid to sleep on foot, leaning against a rope suspended in a large
communal room. These low-budget options abounded in the Raval,
especially near the port area.*®

However, the most obvious example of the crisis in housing and
urban administration was the expansion of barraquisme (shanty
dwelling).3¢ In contrast to the squatter camps on the margins of
cities such as Johannesburg and Rio de Janeiro in the late twenti-
eth century, because most land in Barcelona was in private owner-
ship, the city’s barracas were constructed by owners who profited
from the housing crisis, charging newly arrived migrants a deposit

Barcelona, 1933, pp. 189-206; V.Alba and M.Casasus, Dialegs a Barcelona,
Barcelona, 1990, p. 15; Rider, Anarchism’, p. 152.

3 Rider, Anarquisme’, p. 8; L.Claramunt, Problemes d’urbanisme, Barcelona,
1934, pp. 14— 18; Massana, Industria, pp. 22, 126-30; J.Aiguader, El problema de
I’habitacio obrera a Barcelona, Barcelona, 1932, p. 14; Solidaridad Obrera (here-
after SO), 14 May 1931.

* One flop house was known locally as ‘the three eights’ after the number
of daily shifts in the beds (R.Vidiella, Los de ayer, Barcelona, 1938, p. 33).

* M.Gil Maestre, La criminalidad en Barcelona y en las grandes poblaciones,
Barcelona, 1886, pp. 147-57; P.Villar, Historia y leyenda del Barrio Chino (1900-
1992). Cronica y documentos de los bajos fondos de Barcelona, Barcelona, 1996,
pp. 37-41; Busquets, Barcelona, p. 213; Tatjer in Oyon (ed.), p. 29.

36 In the Raval, where no land was available for construction, barracas were
built on the roofs of tenement slums (J.Artigues, F.Mas and X.Sunyol, The Raval.
Historia d’un barri servidor d’una ciutat, Barcelona, 1980, pp. 53—4).
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Employers also protected themselves, either by carrying
firearms or by recruiting small teams of gunmen and private
security teams, whose services were especially important during
strikes.!!'! During and after World War One, the assorted adven-
turers, gangsters and foreign agents who decamped in neutral
Barcelona bolstered these groups and, as a consequence, they
subsequently acquired a more sinister and aggressive repertoire.
The most notorious of these groups included the assassination
team recruited by former police chief Bravo Portillo during the
war, and which was financed by German secret services to elimi-
nate employers working for the Allied war machine.!!> Another
shadowy gang from this era was masterminded by the self-styled
‘Bar6n de Koenig’, a German agent and enigmatic playboy, who
operated from an office on Les Rambles.!!3

However, it would be wrong to exaggerate the role of foreign-
ers in the violent labour struggles, which originated for the most
part in the readiness of the ‘men of order’ to militarise industrial
relations. Indeed, the most active and enduring of all the parallel
police squads were recruited from the gunmen of the Sindicatos

from 17,685 in 1918 (when it accounted for 40 percent of all sometentistes) to
34,740 in 1923 (52.85 percent) (del Rey, Propietarios, pp. 639-40, n. 232).

"' Gun licences were easily obtained by the ‘good citizens of Barcelona’, who
were free to arm themselves and their bodyguards.

12 A Pestafia, Lo qué aprendi en la vida, Bilbao, 1973 (2ncl edn), Vol. 2, pp.
68-71.

'® His real identity remains a mystery. His original surname is believed to
have been ‘Colman’ or ‘Kélmann’. To add to the confusion, his nom de guerre is
frequently cited as ‘de Koening’ or ‘de Konig’. Besides working for the German
secret service, it has also been claimed that the ‘Bar6n’ was employed by either
British or French intelligence. He was deported in May 1920 when it emerged that
the ‘Bardn’ was operating a protection racket and intimidating employers. He ap-
parently settled in Paris, where he dedicated himself to extortion and blackmail
before changing his identity and disappearing without trace. (J. Subirato Cen-
tura, ‘La verdadera personalidad del “Barén de Koenig’”, Cuadernos de Historia
Ecoénomica de Cataluiia, 1971, pp. 103-18).
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With the Restoration state entering its definitive crisis, and
clearly unable to meet industrialists’ demands for increased police
resources, the central authorities allowed the city bourgeoisie
extensive rights of self-determination in the sphere of policing.
This resulted in the creation of paramilitary groups, which were
mobilised alongside the state security forces in the battle against
the ‘red peril’.!® The first and largest of these parallel police
forces was the Sometent militia. Established as a rural militia
centuries earlier, during the 1902 general strike the Sometent was
deployed in Barcelona in flagrant contravention of its charter,
which prohibited it from entering cities. In 1919, Sometent
volunteers started to receive military training, and its charter
was modified to allow it to join in the repression of urban labour
protest. While the Sometent was recruited from all social classes,
its explicit anti-worker role endeared it to the higher echelons
of Catalan society and, in many respects, this militia represented
the bourgeoisie and the petit bourgeoisie in arms.!” Guided
by its watchwords pau, pau i sempre pau (peace, peace, forever
peace), the Sometent played a crucial auxiliary role in repressing
strikes and dislocating working-class organisation. Moreover,
by recruiting from within civil society, particularly among local
shopkeepers and Catholic workers, the Sometent compensated for
some of the shortcomings of police intelligence.!!°

atives as an inferior and separate race’ (‘El pistolerisme dels anys vint’, L’Avenc,
52,1982, p. 24).

1% See E.Gonzalez Calleja and F.del Rey Reguillo, La defensa armada contra la
revolucion. Una historia de la guardias civicas en la Espaiia del siglo XX, Madrid,
1995.

19 del Rey, Propietarios, pp. 628-50. Shopkeepers joined the militia in their
droves, particularly in neighbourhoods where the workers’ movement was a force
to be reckoned with. It is also significant that, despite the ultra-conservative
espanolismo of the Sometent, many leading figures from the nationalist Lliga
joined the ranks of the militia.

10 Sometent membership in Catalonia grew dramatically, from 43,8911in 1918
to 65,735 in 1923. This expansion was based on Barcelona, where the militia grew

50

and rent to live in the shanties.?” Built from a range of materials,
including cardboard, scrap metal and household rubbish, barracas
normally consisted of one large room in which all family members
would sleep. Lacking all basic amenities, including toilets, electric-
ity and water, barracas were highly unstable structures, vulnerable
to the extremes of heat and rain and occasionally collapsing during
inclement weather. Yet the shanty dwellers did not necessarily oc-
cupy a marginal position within the labour market—the first barra-
cas were constructed in the 1880s on the public beach in Poblenou,
then the centre of Barcelona’s industry, to accommodate migrant
workers.3

The barracas were therefore a vital complement to the urban
economy, the product of the ‘normal’ operation of the housing
market and the local capitalist economy, both of which were organ-
ised to further the economic fortunes of the industrial elite and the
landlord class. Accordingly, the steady increase in shanty houses
throughout the 1920s inspired socialist critics to dub Barcelona
a‘barracopélis’. Table 1.1 Numbers of shanty houses and shanty
dwellers in Barcelona, 1914-27 Year — Number of shanty dwellings
— Number of shanty dwellers 1914 1,218 4,950 1922 3,859 19,984
1924 n.a. 25,000 1927 6,000 n.a. In 1929, during the hey-day of
barraquisme immediately prior to the Exhibition, there were an es-

” During the 1920s, when the average monthly wage for an unskilled
labourer was 130-150 pesetas, a 25-square-metre barraca might command a
monthly rent of between 15 and 75 pesetas.

% 1t has been claimed that the ‘shanty dwellers’ consisted of ‘social groups
belonging to the lumpenproletariat and the least skilled sectors of the proletariat’
(T.Garcia Castro de la Pefia, ‘Barrios barceloneses de la dictadura de Primo de
Rivera’, Revista de Geografia 7 (1-2), 1974, p. 83). Unfortunately, besides not
defining what is signified by the term ‘lumpenproletariat’, Garcia also concedes
that ‘in their majority they [i.e. the barraquistes] were workers employed as un-
skilled labourers’. Moreover, according to figures cited by the same author (pp.
82-3), in the early 1920s, 49 percent of barraquistes were Catalan, 28 percent
of whom were natives of Barcelona. This would therefore seem to suggest that
the ‘shanty dwellers’” were not marginal, déclassé migrants but local workers ren-
dered homeless by housing shortages.
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timated 6,478 barracas on Montjuic alone. Figures from J.L.Oyon,
‘Las segundas periferias, 1918-1936: una geografia preliminar’, in
Oyon (ed.), p. 62, n. 15; Massana, Inddstria, p. 405; C.Massana
and F.Roca, ‘Vicis privats, iniciativa publica. Barcelona 1901-39’,
L’Aveng 88, 1985, p. 41; Fabre and Huertas, Barris, Vol. 4, p. 159. ©
href="#footnote39_ze06crd”>>°

The only significant public housing initiative in Barcelona
prior to the 1930s—the construction of 2,200 cases barates
(literally ‘cheap houses’), which were built for ‘humble people’—
underscored the weak reformism of the local authorities.*’ In no
sense did the cases barates signify a belated recognition by the
city’s elders of the need to coordinate the urbanisation process
and resolve the urban crisis: the number of houses planned could
never meet the genuine demand for housing. Like the Cerda
Plan before it, the cases barates project was also undermined by
property speculation and corruption.

This centred on the Patronat de ’'Habitacio, the housing trust
responsible for implementing and administering the housing re-
form. A clique within the Patronat formed a construction company
and, unsurprisingly, secured the contract to build a projected six
groups of cases barates. Following much embezzlement and graft,

* See the series of articles in Justicia Social (hereafter JS) between 24 Novem-
ber 1923 and 23 August 1924. There are no accurate statistics for the total number
of barracas, and the figures in Table 1.1 are no more than a general indicator.

Table 1.1 Numbers of shanty houses and shanty dwellers in
Barcelona, 1914-27

Year — Number of shanty dwellings — Number of shanty dwellers 1914
1,218 4,950 1922 3,859 19,984 1924 n.a. 25,000 1927 6,000 n.a.

In 1929, during the hey-day of barraquisme immediately prior to the
Exhibition, there were an estimated 6,478 barracas on Montjuic alone. Figures
from J.L.Oyén, ‘Las segundas periferias, 1918-1936: una geografia preliminar’, in
Oyén (ed.), p. 62, n. 15; Massana, Industria, p. 405; C.Massana and F.Roca, ‘Vicis
privats, iniciativa publica. Barcelona 1901-39°, L’Avenc 88, 1985, p. 41; Fabre and
Huertas, Barris, Vol. 4, p. 159.

4 M.Domingo and F.Sagarra, Barcelona: Les Cases Barates, Barcelona, 1999.
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through the moral panics provided an important (repressive) com-
mon ground for Barcelona’s divided elites who, after 1898, were in-
creasingly fragmented into monarchist, republican, catalaniste and
Hispanophile sectors.!?® Postulating an imagined political commu-
nity and assuming a single civic interest, the moral panics were a
clarion call for the unity of ‘citizens of good will’ and the ‘lovers
of order’ in the face of the threat of the ‘dangerous’, ‘other’ city.
This was a call to arms behind a repressive minimum programme
around which various bourgeois factions could unite to parry any
threat to their authority. There was no scope for tolerance or sen-
timent; Barcelona must become a carceral city in which all ‘men of
order’ would stand en garde, united and ready to repel any possible
attack on the everyday life of the bourgeois urban order.%

In this way, public order concerns were placed at the very centre
of bourgeois politics, to the extent that the defence of law and or-
der was the sine qua non of successful government. By evaluating
government in terms of the effectiveness of its public order poli-
cies, the bourgeoisie exerted constant pressure on the authorities
for an expansion of the architecture of repression in the city. This
pressure became all the greater after 1917 owing to the emergence
of aggressive nouveaux riches capitalists during the war and to the
general radicalisation of European elites in the wake of the Russian
Revolution.!"’

19 Tt is significant that both the catalaniste and espafiolista wings of the bour-
geoisie concurred that Barcelona was a ‘lawless city’ (del Castillo and Alvarez,
Barcelona, p. 32).

19 This project was articulated by the ‘national poet’ of Catalonia, Joan Mara-
gall, who wrote of the need ‘to purify (depurar) the mass, expelling bad people,
rendering them incapable of committing evil, watching them, also impeding crim-
inal propaganda’ (cited in Lopez, Verano, p. 85).

107 See Gual, Memorias, passim; S.Bengoechea, Organitzacié patronal i con-
flictivitat social a Catalunya; tradicié i corporativisme entre finals de segle i la
Dictadura de Primo de Rivera, Barcelona, 1994, pp. 175-283. According to Léon-
Ignacio, the ‘new’ employers imposed social relations ‘like those in the colonies
between the natives and the white minority. The bourgeoisie considered its oper-
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in Madrid, amplified elite insecurities from the start of the twenti-
eth century. In both 1902 and 1909, the ‘men of order’ complained
of the ‘general strike by the authorities’ and the fact that the secu-
rity forces ‘disappeared’, leaving the city unguarded and defence-
less before ‘the power of anarchy’.1%? Although the army could, in
extremis, be mobilised to shore up the urban order, the strategic
concerns of both the military top brass and the political elite some-
times limited the deployment of the armed forces on the streets.
Thus, in 1909 for instance, the upper classes were irritated at what
they saw as the reluctance of authorities to deploy the army to
crush the urban insurrection.!®® In general terms, the fact that
the Restoration state was, between 1898 and 1923, progressively
weakened by a combination of cabinet instability, military rebel-
lion, economic decline, colonial failure and rising working-class
struggle did little to instil confidence among industrialists in the
ability of the central authorities to structure daily life and guaran-
tee adequate social control in the streets. In these circumstances,
public order anxieties provided fertile ground for the Lliga, which
projected elite resentments about the failure of the corrupt Span-
ish state to preserve order into its campaign for a reform of public
administration.'%*

And yet the defence of the bourgeois order always preceded
party political concerns. The culture of social control expressed

102 yeu, 28 February 1902; Romero, ‘Rosa’ p. 511.

13 Romero, ‘Rosa’ p. 519.

194 Prat de la Riba once wrote that “The Spanish police, like all state organs,
is incapable of operating in lands of intense civilisation: it is a primitive body, a
useless fossil’ (Veu, 27 December 1906). The Lliga also claimed that the central
authorities tolerated a ‘criminal population’ in Barcelona, since it would drain
the local economy and limit the future prosperity of Catalonia. It even asserted
that the government sponsored provocateurs to come to Catalonia to create con-
flicts in order to divide Catalans (G.Graell, La cuestion catalana, Barcelona, 1902,
passim, and Solé-Tura, Catalanismo, pp. 249, 255-8). Not without reason was
Cambo, the Lliga leader, described as ‘the politician of the great panics’ (J.Maurin,
Los hombres de la Dictadura, Barcelona, 1977 [1930], p. 138).
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the building programme came to a premature end with only four
of the projected six groups of houses constructed.*!

Effectively, the cases barates initiative was a cosmetic pro-
gramme of rudimentary slum clearance, first seen in the 1900s
with the construction of Laietana Way, part of a conscious strategy
of the city’s elders to push the workers to the margins of the city.*?

The immediate aim of the cases barates was the demolition of
the barracas of Montjuic, which marred the view of visitors to the
lavish palaces that housed the 1929 Exhibition.

While vast amounts of private and public money financed the
construction of hotels to receive well-to-do tourists from across the
world, the cases barates were built from cheap materials on waste-
land on the semi-urban periphery of the city. The overriding desire
to create the maximum number of housing units at the lowest pos-
sible cost meant that the new houses were poorly built slums in the
making. The name cases barates was also a misnomer: they were
not ‘cheap’ (rents were more or less comparable with those in the
private sector), nor could these hastily erected dwellings credibly
be described as ‘houses’.*? In addition, the social wage and urban
fabric in the new housing projects were deficient: there were few
or no basic amenities and services, such as schools and shops, and
because the cases barates were located outside the metropolitan
transport system, there were hidden social costs of habitation, as
residents were forced to walk long distances on foot to reach tram
or bus lines in order to travel to work or to shop.**

1 Garcia, ‘Barrios’, p- 84; Fabre and Huertas, Barris, Vol. 5, p. 158-9.

42 Gee Lépez, Verano, passim.

* One immigrant worker claimed that the Cases Barates ‘could be described
as barracas’ (interview with ‘Juan’, November 1997).

“ Garcia, ‘Barrios’, p- 84; Rider, ‘Anarchism’, p. 197; S.Canovas Cervantes,
Apuntes histéricos de ‘Solidaridad Obrera’. Proceso historico de la revolucién
espafiola, Barcelona, 1937, p. 233; Massana and Roca, ‘Vicis’, p. 40; L’Opini6, 8
May 1932; SO, 9 May 1931.
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The cases barates provide us with an interesting example of how
housing ‘reform’ can be conceived with avowedly repressive ends.
Security concerns doubtless informed the highly structured design
of the housing projects. Organised in uniform terraces in which
the inhabitants could be easily isolated and policed, from the air
the cases barates, with their perimeter walls, resembled the barrack
buildings of army or prison camps.*’

Segregated from Barcelona by a cordon sanitaire of farmland, in
Foucauldian terms the cases barates represented a new phase in the
‘disciplinary order’; like Hausmann’s project for Paris, the aim here
was spatial closure and preventive social control: a section of the
‘dangerous classes’ was banished from the city centre and relocated
and sociospatially excluded in a highly circumscribed area on the
margins of the city, where it constituted less of a threat to urban
order and could be more easily neutralised by repressive forces. In
one group of cases barates a police station was constructed inside
the housing complex, while another group was built alongside Sant
Andreu army barracks.*®

The cases barates project illustrates how urban development oc-
curs in the image of society. The subordination of Barcelona’s
growth to private interests resulted in the ‘urbanisation of injus-
tice’ as the radical inequalities and class divisions characteristic of
modern capitalism became embedded in the built environment.*’
In other words, for all the high-sounding rhetoric of the urban
elites and their emphasis on progress and civic equality, Barcelona
was not organised for the benefit of all of its inhabitants. Rather,
the principal beneficiaries of the urbanisation process were private
interests—many of which were represented politically by the Lliga
and the Radicals—which profited from municipal clientilism, fren-
zied land speculation and rent inflation. Indeed, with local politics

1’ Opini6, 8 May 1932.

% Garcia, ‘Barrios’, p. 84.

47 A Merrifleld and E.Swyngedouw (eds), The Urbanization of Injustice, Lon-
don, 1996.

30

force. But confrontational and brutal policing tarnished the pub-
lic image of the state security forces, generating, as will be seen
in Chapter 2, a focus for anti-police, anti-state sentiments. In this
way, rather than producing quiescence, state violence exacerbated
social rebellion. And so, by the end of World War One, when eco-
nomic crisis provoked a sharp rise in social protest, the repressive
apparatus was in danger of being overloaded. The culture of re-
pression that prevailed in capitalist circles also played a big part
in the escalation of social protest. As we have seen, the ‘men of
order’ possessed a very narrow conception of ‘order’, which con-
sisted of little more than strict hierarchical control in the factories
and a sense of security on the streets.”

However, the irony here was that by the late 1910s the first of
these goals increasingly made the latter impossible. Indeed, in the
context of a mass inter-war working class, the ferocious and unre-
lenting drive of capitalists to maintain industrial control, coupled
with the absence of any channels through which workplace con-
flicts could be resolved peacefully, meant that labour conflicts pe-
riodically spilled onto the streets, placing the security forces un-
der renewed strain and thereby frustrating bourgeois sentiments
of public safety.!%

The conflict between Barcelona industrialists and the Restora-
tion state over the issue of public order has rarely figured in ex-
planations of the rise of bourgeois catalanisme.!”? Nevertheless,
the fact that the Catalan bourgeoisie could not claim a state of its
own, matched with its distance from the levers of political power

%% J.M Jover, Politica, diplomacia y humanismo popular en la Espaiia del siglo
XIX, Madrid, 1976, p. 53; P.Gual Villalbi, Memorias de un industrial de nuestro
tiempo, Barcelona, n.d., pp. 162—4, 194.

199 Letters from the civil governor of Barcelona to the minister of the interior
and the directorgeneral of security, 1, 11 and 29 March, 1 December 1919, 17 May
1922, 7 August 1923, Legajo 54a (AHN/MG).

191 F.del Rey Reguillo, Propietarios y patronos. La politica de las organiza-
ciones econémicas en la Espaia de la Restauracién, Madrid, 1992, p. 464.
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tinely intimidated, at work, at home or in the streets, while during
periods of social conflict the force protected employers and their
property unconditionally.”®

During moments of intense social or class confrontation, such as
the 1902 and 1917 general strikes, the 1909 urban uprising, or the
urban guerrilla struggles of 1918-23, the police proved incapable of
preserving public order. At such times, the Civil Governor resorted
to martial law (estado de guerra), whereupon constitutional guar-
antees were suspended and responsibility for public order passed to
the captain-general of the Barcelona garrison.”® The army, whose
power was symbolised by and embodied in Montjuic Castle, the
mountain fortress overlooking the city from the south, was the last
line of a system of militarised urban repression.”” Another compo-
nent of this repressive system was the Guardia Civil (Civil Guard),
a paramilitary rural police force that enjoyed the status of a regu-
lar army unit and was commanded by a senior army officer.”® The
Guardia Civil played a growing role in maintaining public order
in Barcelona, and the force had a number of posts and barracks
in the volatile inner city, as well as in the growing industrial pe-
riphery and in one of the groups of cases barates. Specialising in
‘preventive brutality’, the Guardia Civil practised a direct form of
exemplary violence against those who dared to contest the urban
order.

As industrialisation continued apace and the working class grew
in size and organisation, this militarised system of policing came
under growing pressure and could be sustained only by increasing

% JPeir6, Juan Peir6. Teérico y militante de anarcosindicalismo espariol,
Barcelona, 1978, pp. 12, 21, 26, 28; Porcel, Revuelta, pp. 107, 117.

% A law of 1879 gave the army ultimate responsibility for public order.

°7 M. Turrado Vidal, La policia en la historia contemporanea de Espafia (1766—
1986), Madrid, 1995, pp. 144, 162; Ballbé, Orden, pp. 247-303; J.Lleix4, Cien afios
de militarismo en Espafia. Funciones estatales confiadas al Ejército en la Restau-
racion y el Franquismo, Barcelona, 1986, pp. 57-95.

*® D.Lépez Garrido, La Guardia Civil y los origenes del Estado centmlista,
Barcelona, 1982, passim; Ballbé, Orden, pp. 250-71.
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firmly under the domination of a coalition of the city’s commer-
cial, industrial and business sectors, landlords faced little regula-
tion from the authorities: legislation that protected tenants’ rights
was frequently not implemented, and landlords enjoyed a free hand
in the housing sector, frequently ignoring the law with impunity.*3

Market-led, marginal urbanisation failed to stimulate a new civic
unity. Indeed, in social terms a process of urban bifurcation was at
work, according to which class divisions became inscribed in space.
And so, by the end of the 1920s, the city was effectively divided in
two, a trend epitomised by the stark polarities offered by the opu-
lence and wealth of bourgeois districts and the squalor and poverty
of the barracas, the cases barates and proletarianised barris like the
Raval, spaces in which the prosperity promoted by the World Ex-
hibitions was barely felt.*’ Bourgeois families had steadily vacated
the Ciutat Vella from the 1880s, their former residences becoming
subdivided for multiple occupancy by economic migrants and their
families.”® The bourgeoisie, meanwhile, moved eastwards into the
Eixample, particularly its two main boulevards, the Passeig de Gra-
cia and the Rambla de Catalunya, thereby ensuring that the area
was anything but the inter-class neighbourhood of which Cerda
had dreamed;>! over time, the migratory path of the bourgeoisie
within the city extended further eastwards into adjoining districts
like Sant Gervasi, Tres Torres, La Bonanova and, increasingly, Sar-
ria and Pedralbes.”? That the zonal segregation of classes was al-

* C.Canyellas and R.Toran, ‘L’Ajuntament de Barcelona i el régim restau-
racionista (1875- 1901)’, L’Aveng, 116, 1988, pp. 9-15. By 1928, the wealthiest
3.5 percent of Barcelona’s landlords controlled over 50-60 percent of all housing
stock (Massana, Industria, pp. 7, 176-84).

4 MVilanova, ‘Intransigéncia de classe, alfabetitzacio i génere. Les fronteres
interiors de la societat de Barcelona, 1900-75’, in J.Roca (ed.), L’articulaci6 social
de la Barcelona contemporania, Barcelona, 1997, p. 71; Lépez, Verano, pp. 49-98.

% Tatjer, in Oyén (ed.), pp. 14, 19.

5 Tatjer, in Oyon (ed.), p. 16; Fabre and Huertas, Barris, Vol. 5, pp. 157-8.

%2 JL.Oyén, ‘Obreros en la ciudad: lineas de un proyecto de investigacion
en historia urbana’, Historia Contemporanea 18, 1999, pp. 317-45. Perched high

31



ways a trend, rather than a completed process of hermetic urban
segmentation, can be seen in the presence of significant proletar-
ian minorities in some bourgeois areas. The general process to-
wards urban segregation was nevertheless irreversible: capitalists
and proletarians were increasingly concentrated in distinct neigh-
bourhoods as city space became more and more divided.>®

1.2 Bourgeois dystopia and moral panics

Barcelona fitted Manuel Castells’ model of the ‘wild city’, a chaotic
and ‘raw’ freemarket model for urban growth, a space in which
social tensions were naked and explosive.’* As the local elite
became conscious of this, utopian visions of a civilised, unified
polis were eclipsed by dystopian nightmares of an uncontrollable
and violent city> Bourgeois confidence in the city was first rocked
by a series of terrorist bombs in the 1890s.%° Thereafter, capitalists
were gripped by anxieties that the ‘criminal classes’ were steadily
encroaching upon the frontiers of policed society. Such feelings
were not assuaged by the general strikes of 1902 and 1909, both of
which saw the erection of barricades, while the latter culminated
in full-scale urban insurrection.’’ The terrifying image of city
streets being barricaded drove incalculable fear into the ‘men

above the city, Sarria and Pedralbes were the most isolated of all these bourgeois
settlements, ‘as far from Barcelona as one could get while still being part of the
city’ (R.Hughes, Barcelona, London, 1992, p. 343).

33 J Estivill and G.Barbat, ‘L’anticlericalisme en la revolta popular del 1909’,
L’Aveng 2, 1977, p. 32.

>* Castells, Urban Question, p. 169.

% C.Ealham, ‘Class and the city: spatial memories of pleasure and danger in
Barcelona, 1914- 23’, Oral History 29(1), 2001, pp. 33-47.

% R.Nuriez Florencio, El terrorismo anarquista, 1888-1909, Madrid, 1983.

%7 Lépez, Verano, pp. 215-41; J.Connelly Ullman, The Tragic Week. A Study
of Anticlericalism in Spain, 1875-1912, Cambridge, Mass., 1968, pp. 167-304;
J. Romero Maura, ‘La rosa de fuego’. El obrerismo barcelonés de 1899 a 1909,
Madrid, 1989.
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investigative or preventive police tasks required in an increasingly
complex city.

The police force compensated for its lack of professionalism and
absence of roots in and intelligence about civil society with a bru-
tal readiness to exceed its remit. In keeping with the authoritarian
mentality that dominated the Restoration state, policing evolved
in a highly reactive fashion, as an essentially repressive response
to events. This modus operandi resulted in frequent complaints
of brutality, miscarriages of justice and violent ‘third degree’ in-
terrogations from those who came into contact with the security
forces.”® Throughout the Restoration, the authorities encouraged
police terror, and the judiciary remained supine before the polit-
ical executive. Justice was the exclusive preserve of the upper
classes. As far as policing the lower classes was concerned, an ar-
ray of arbitrary and draconian practices was permitted, including
detention without trial (detencién gubernativa),’® internal depor-
tation (conduccién ordinaria),’? extra-judicial murder (ley de fu-
gas)’ and the prosecution of radical intellectuals and labour lead-
ers, who were ‘morally guilty’ of inspiring the material deeds of
protesters.”® In practice, the police were deployed to limit the ac-
cess of trade unions to the public sphere: trade unionists were rou-

a family catastrophe’ (E.Mola, Memorias de mi paso por la direcciéon general de
seguridad. Lo que yo supe..., Madrid, n.d., Vol. 1, p. 28).

% Nufez, Terrorismo, pp. 93-8.

°! This allowed for the detention of police suspects on the order of the civil
governor as ‘governmental prisoners’ (presos gubernativos) for two weeks, dur-
ing which time agents could ‘work’ to obtain a ‘confession’; if necessary, the pe-
riod of internment could be extended by the civil governor. It was often alleged
that the police used this form of detention to recruit informants.

%2 F Madrid, Ocho meses y un dia en el gobierno civil de Barcelona,
Barcelona, 1932, p. 199, n. 1; Porcel, Revuelta, pp. 107, 117, 128; A.Pestaria,
Terrorismo en Barcelona (Memorias inéditas), Barcelona, 1979, pp. 80-2.

% Basically, ‘shot while trying to escape’.

% This concept of ‘moral guilt’ served as the pretext for the execution of anar-
chist educationalist Francesco Ferrer, whose rationalist philosophy was deemed
to have been responsible for the urban riots of 1909.
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authorities to extend their gaze across the expanding cityscape.?’
Day-to-day responsibility for law and order, and for monitoring
the public sphere in general, rested with the Civil Governor, the
institutional agent of the central state.?®

It fell to the police to preserve urban discipline and neutralise
the myriad tensions on the streets of this divided city. This project
was problematised by the absence of a coherent governmental atti-
tude towards urban policing. The fiscal crisis of the state retarded
the evolution of an effective civilian police force. State expenditure
on the security forces simply failed to keep pace with the growing
population, and between 1896 and 1905, when the urban popula-
tion rose by around 25 percent, the number of policemen in the
city decreased from 193 to 170, resulting in a ratio of one police-
man for every 3,200 inhabitants. Although by 1919 this ratio stood
at one policeman per 700 inhabitants, the Barcelona constabulary
was still small by European standards.

Furthermore, chronic under-funding and poor administration
hampered the operational efficiency of the police. Among the
underpaid ranks of the police, demoralisation and corruption were
widespread. Low pay encouraged many officers, including those
of high rank, to take part-time jobs, regardless of the distractions
from everyday police tasks that this presented.®® In sum, the
force was singularly ill-equipped to undertake the multifarious

87 The Asil Durén, the city’s main borstal, was opened in 1890; in 1904 the
Model jail was established; at the end of 1907 the council-funded Guardia Urbana
was founded; and in 1916 the Asil de Port was created for the incarceration of
the poor in the waterfront area. A.Pomares and V.Valenti, ‘Notas per a un estudi
sobre el control social a la Barcelona del segle XIX: la instruccié publica’, Acacia
3, 1993, p. 135; El Escandolo (hereafter Escandolo), 16 September 1926.

8 This involved supervising popular leisure, censoring the content of plays
or songs of any material deemed seditious, blasphemous or politically unaccept-
able, and regulating potentially autonomous political spaces, such as meetings
and demonstrations.

880, 8 June 1918; Nufez, Terrorismo, pp. 99-103. According to one
Barcelona police chief, work in the force was viewed as ‘the quick solution to
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of property’; when insurgents took control of the labyrinthine
streets of the old city in 1909, the destructive proximity of the
‘internal enemy’ to bourgeois social, financial and political centres
was revealed. By hastening the migration of ‘honourable citizens’
to safe havens away from the old city centre, the 1909 uprising
increased urban segregation and indicated the growing preference
of the bourgeoisie for suburban life. By the 1910s, therefore, any
lingering hopes for an urban utopia were eclipsed by dystopian
visions, as bourgeois consciousness became predicated upon a
dread of urban disorder and the desire to pacify and reconquer a
city besieged by an army of proletarian barbarians. The progres-
sive urbanism of Cerda’s day gave way to an explicitly repressive
urban philosophy and the conversion of a radicalised bourgeoisie
into spatial militarists.>®

The most obvious public expression of this shift in elite con-
sciousness was the proliferation of moral panics within bourgeois
circles.”® These moral panics increasingly emphasised the nefar-
ious consequences of city life, identifying a series of ‘outsider’
groups that, it was claimed, were the cause of urban ‘disorder’.
Utilising a variety of mediums in the growing bourgeois public
sphere, including the press, pamphlets and scientific and med-
ical papers, in certain respects the moral panics reflected the
burgeoning interest in social life that eventually gave rise to the
academic disciplines of sociology and anthropology. While the

% M.Pérez Ledesma, ‘El miedo de los acomodados y la moral de los obreros’,
in P. Folguera (ed.), Otras visiones de Espafia, Madrid, 1993, pp. 27-64; Veu, 10
August 1905, 24 April 1909; P.Lopez Sanchez ‘El desordre de l'ordre. Allegats de
la ciutat disciplinaria en el somni de la Gran Barcelona’, Acacia 3, 1993, p. 103.
This conservative project was reflected in the work of the city’s most imagina-
tive architect, Antoni Gaudi, a highly anti-democratic thinker, who was closely
linked to bourgeois circles. Gaudi’s famous church, La Sagrada Familia, can
be viewed as part of a project to ‘Christianise’ Barcelona’s godless proletariat
(Hughes, Barcelona, pp. 474-5, 498).

>? The classic study of moral panics is S.Cohen, Folk Devils and Moral Panics,
London, 1972.
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moral panics were not a coherent or unified body of thought—they
valued morality over sociology and presented an obscure and
fragmented vision of social reality that is of little use to students
of either the practices or motivations of ‘outsider’ groups—they
are nonetheless an important elite commentary on the evolution
of the capitalist city.

The first key area of elite anxiety revolved around workers’ be-
haviour outside the workplace. Across Europe, from the 1880s on-
wards, there were numerous initiatives aimed at engineering the
‘model” worker, whose prudent use of time and wages and rational
consumption of the growing range of urban-based leisure activities
would make for an obedient and efficient labourer.®® The dream of
the ‘model’ worker obsessed commentators from across the politi-
cal spectrum, ranging from the fundamentalist Catholic Right and
conservative bourgeois philanthropists across to enlightened lib-
eral reformers. The result was a series of discourses that, although
exhibiting varying degrees of Puritanism and positivist rational-
ism, were united in their determination to ‘moralise’ the working
class by transforming its norms and culture.®! At play here was a
Manichean vision that contrasted the ‘good’ worker—respectable,
abstinent, thrifty, whose ‘good customs’ fostered a stable family
and working life—with the lot of homeless alcoholics and syphilis
sufferers who were no longer able to work.

This discourse also revealed a ‘moral geography’ in that ‘good’
and ‘bad’ parts of the city were mapped out. New terms such as “‘un-
derworld’ (bajos fondos) delineated places of ‘darkness’, an imag-

¢ F.Alvarez-Uria, Miserables y locos. Medicina mental y Orden social en la
Espaiia del siglo XIX, Barcelona, 1983, pp. 308-64.

%1 See C.de Andrés, La clase obrera o breve descripcién de lo que debe ser un
buen obrero, Madrid, 1900; M.Bembo, La mala vida en Barcelona, Barcelona, 1912;
G.Lopez, Barcelona sucia. Articulos de malas costumbres. Registro de higiene,
Barcelona, n.d.; A.Masriera, Los buenos barceloneses. Hombres, costumbres y
anécdotas de la Barcelona ochocentista, Barcelona, 1924; T.Caballé La criminali-
dad en Barcelona, Barcelona, 1945.
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sociopolitical closure of the public sphere was intensely calming,
an emotional compensation for the fragility and vulnerability of
the Catalan economy:.

The moral panics were then historically and spatially grounded
in Restoration Barcelona, a fundamental part of bourgeois culture
in a given time and a given place. In the first instance, they were
the product of the authoritarian cultural frames of reference that
emerged within the bourgeoisie in the context of the combined and
uneven development of the Catalan economy. Such reactionary
ideas were able to flourish within the exclusionary political frame-
work provided by the Restoration system, especially following the
1898 ‘Disaster’, when themes of ‘purification’ and ‘cleansing’ be-
came entwined with national soul searching about ‘regeneration’
and ‘degeneration’.86 Mostly, however, the moral panics signalled
the growing frustration of the bourgeoisie at the crisis of the re-
pressive apparatus of the Restoration state.

1.3 Spatial militarism and policing before the
Second Republic

At the start of the Restoration, Catalan big business welcomed the
new political system as a source of stability. Public order was the
cornerstone of the Restoration state system, so while the state was
‘absent’ in Barcelona in terms of public welfare, from the 1870s on-
wards its repressive power was felt on the streets in the form of
a militarised apparatus that monitored the public sphere. A new
architecture of repression, consisting of army garrisons, police sta-
tions, jails and reformatories, was created, and innovations such as
the introduction of police beats and street illumination enabled the

8 V.Gay, Constitucion y vida del pueblo espafiol Estudio sobre la etnografia
y psicologia de las razas de la Espafia contemporanea, Madrid, 1905; G.Sergi, La
decadencia de las naciones latinas, Barcelona, 1901; P.Garcia Faria, Anarquia o
caciquismo, Barcelona, 1902.
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free circulation of goods and capital within the city or in opposition
to the time discipline of industry.®?

Yet the real importance of the moral panics was their ideolog-
ical and discursive function as a language of repression. Such
a language was extremely attractive for many capitalists, who,
under the pressure of the historically narrow profit margins
of Catalan industry, displayed what Antoni Jutglar has termed
‘class egoism’3* Accordingly, rather than treat or compromise
with organised labour, industrialists interpreted working-class
demands, whether individual or collective, as a rude threat to
profits and to bourgeois authority in the workplace. For the
‘men of order’ (gent d’ordre) among the bourgeoisie, the moral
panics were a guide to repressive action: they profiled the ‘danger’
represented by ‘recalcitrant’ and ‘diseased’ groups (hence the
positivist concern with classifying, cleansing and civilising),
which had to be excluded from the full rights of citizenship and
isolated from ‘healthy’ and ‘respectable’ individuals. They were
also a justification for closing off the nascent proletarian public
sphere, creating a moral and political climate that legitimated the
extension of state power on the streets and the establishment of a
new system of bureaucratic surveillance to regulate civil society.®
For the angst-ridden bourgeoisie, this far-reaching project of

% In the words of David Sibley, the aim here was the establishment of ‘moral
barricades’ that close space, exclude and set limits to what is acceptable, thereby
‘demarcat[ing] the boundaries of society, beyond which lie those who do not be-
long” (Geographies of Exclusion. Society and Difference in the West, London,
1995, pp. 42, 49).

84 Jutglar, Historia, pp. 224-6. Vilanova in Roca (ed.), L’articulacié, p. 81,
emphasises the militant nature of the bourgeoisie, which, ‘despite the evident
moderation of the masses...was most in favour of acting violently against the
world of work rather than accepting negotiations, because from its point of view
profit was more decisive than agreement, co-existence and social understanding’.

8 S Hall, C.Critcher, TJefferson, J.Clarke and B.Roberts, Policing the Crisis:
Mugging, the State and Law and Order, London, 1978, p. 221; Sibley, Geogra-
phies, p. 14; M.Foucault, Discipline and Punish. The Birth of the Prison, Har-
mondsworth, 1991, pp. 101, 286.

42

ined moral wasteland in which crime, suicide and numerous other
moral depredations were committed by a legion of unchristian ‘de-
generates’ and undersocialised individuals, decentred or degraded
by the whirlpool of urbanisation. During and after World War One,
elite commentators located the ‘underworld’ in the area around the
Raval, which was renamed ‘Chinatown’ (Barri xino), after inner-
city Los Angeles.%?

Having gone into economic decline after the destruction of the
old city walls and the relocation of industry to the urban periph-
ery, the Raval’s empty industrial buildings had been converted into
bars, cabarets, dance halls, taverns and cafes as a new leisure in-
dustry expanded to cater to the predominantly single, unskilled,
migrant labourers who constituted the shock troops of the urban
industrial revolution. This, matched with the Raval’s proximity to
the port, gave the area a marginal, ‘rough’, working-class ambience
that was doubtless enhanced by the geographical mobility of a sig-
nificant proportion of the population who resided in the numerous
cheap hostels and ‘doss houses’ in the area.®®

A similarly bawdy atmosphere was evident on the nearby Mar-
qués del Duero Avenue, a wide avenue that started at the port
and that was surrounded by some of the poorest tenement blocks.
Known popularly as ‘El Parallel’, this street was a more down-
at-heel version of Les Rambles and, by the 1920s, it had assimi-
lated cosmopolitan European and both North and South Ameri-
can influences, such as jazz and tango, and it enjoyed a reputa-
tion as the ‘Broadway of Barcelona’. Although a smattering of
bourgeois and middle-class bohemians brought an inter-class air

52 Villar, Historia, passim; Vidiella, Ayer, p. 133. Liberal-left journalists such
as Paco Madrid added to the rising sense of panic surrounding ‘Chinatown’. See
his articles in El Escandalo and his sensationalist study Sangre en Atarazanas,
Barcelona, 1926.

8 A.Avelli Artis (Sempronio), Aquella entremaliada Barcelona, Barcelona,
1978; D.de Bellmunt, Les Catacumbes de Barcelona, Barcelona, 1930; J.Planes, Nits
de Barcelona, Barcelona, 1931.
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to Paral.lel’s leisure spaces, there was a fundamental gulf between
those who pursued the raw pleasures on offer in the city centre and
the elite values of deferred gratification, sobriety and respectability
to which the industrial bourgeoisie publicly adhered. Increasingly,
‘good citizens’ reviled the waterfront area bordering Paral.lel and
the Raval as a zone of vice and corruption, a Dantesque inferno
dominated by the criminal lairs of sexual deviants, drug barons
and the lawless classes dangereux, which had to be placed under
‘continual vigilance’ %

The second focal point for bourgeois apprehension was working-
class youth, or more precisely the ‘aggressive’ and ‘insolent’ ado-
lescents who were highly visible on the streets.®> Upper-class opin-
ion was noticeably sensitive to the activities of ‘hooligans’ (trinx-
eraires) made up of homeless children abandoned by the many
working-class families torn asunder by a combination of market
forces and the post-1898 economic crisis, or who had left home to
escape abusive parents. When these youths banded together, as
they inevitably did, the ‘gangs’ (pandillas) were even more alarm-
ing, especially the much-maligned ‘TB gangs’, the real ‘outsiders’
on the streets, consisting of unemployable youths suffering from
tuberculosis.®® Lurid and sensationalist articles appeared in the
middle-class press about the deviant activities of “ungovernable’

%4 J.Alvarez Junco, El Emperador del Paralelo. Lerroux y la demagogia pop-
ulista, Madrid, 1990, p. 399; J.del Castillo and S.Alvarez, Barcelona, Objetivo Cu-
bierto, Barcelona, 1958, p. 31.

% Middle-class children tended not to spend time in the streets, as according
to certain prejudices ‘only hooligans play in the street’ (I Ballester, Memories d’'un
noi de Gracia, Barcelona, 1999, p. 52).

% According to Church sources, there were between 8,000 and 10,000 gang
members in Barcelona at the start of the twentieth century (Romero, ‘Rosa’, p. 130,
n. 50; JJuderias, La juventud delincuente. Leyes e instituciones que tienden a su
regeneracion, Madrid, 1912, p. 8; J.Elias, La obrera en Cataluiia, en la ciudad y en
el campo, Barcelona, 1915, p. 53; J Vallmitjana, Criminalitat tipica local, Barcelona,
1910, p. 8). 74 El Diluvio (hereafter Diluvio), 27 November 1920; Veu, 10 June 1931.
Much of this journalism, including that which appeared in liberal-left newspapers,
was steeped in middleclass sexual obsessions and anxieties.
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the criminal vanguard of an offensive against the ‘natural stability’
of a just and otherwise harmonious social order.®!

How then are we to assess the significance of these moral pan-
ics? First, as I mentioned above, these concerns were part of an
outpouring of moral panics across Europe during the last quarter
of the nineteenth century, when, in the course of the uneven but
inexorable transition towards the age of mass politics, urban elites
struggled to adjust to the unsettling consequences of social change.
In the case of Barcelona, over the course of a few generations the
city had grown massively beyond its old walls, and industrialists
now faced a mass working class. With the explosion of the tradi-
tional city, social and economic modernisation had eroded tradi-
tional mechanisms of social control based on patronage and pater-
nalism.2? In this new situation, the moral panics were part of a
hegemonic project, an ideological offensive through which urban
elites sought to strengthen the bourgeois public sphere by limiting
working-class access to the streets (thus the shadow of the worker
was always discernible in the moral panics). In other terms, this
was a language of power that allowed the urban bourgeoisie to de-
fine the streets as its own: they delineated the permissible uses of
public space, castigating all resistance to the expansion of the cap-
italist urban order. As such, the moral panics were framed with a
view towards working upon the subject by instilling a hierarchical
cultural vision among workers, disempowering and dispossessing
them, and by changing those aspects of working-class behaviour
that, whether political or not, were deemed to be a barrier to the

81 Anarchism was identified with a lack of culture; for references to its ‘horri-
fying uncouthness’, ‘unpredictability’, ‘irresponsibility” and ‘lack of control’, see
Veu, 23 February 1902 and 21 October 1930.

82 See M.Berman, All That Is Solid Melts Into Air. The Experience of Moder-
nity, London, 1983, pp. 98-105.
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nomic and urban development. Thus anarchism was portrayed
as an alien ideology, a ‘cerebral deviation’ imported by southern
migrants and the ‘dangerous’ working class.’”® Similarly, areas
such as ‘Chinatown’ and Paral.lel, which were already viewed as
‘crime zones’, were now depicted as the centre of an ‘anarchic
city’, a’city of bombs’. Fears were also expressed that ‘disobedient’
street youths would ally with the revolutionary movement and
provide cannon fodder for ‘wayward ideologies’.’® These themes
were given wider intellectual legitimacy by quasi- Durkheimian
criminologists, sociologists and psychologists, who stressed a uni-
tary urban value system and who contended that any behaviour
that demurred from this desired value consensus reflected the
dysfunctional socialisation, deviancy, personality disorder and
moral disintegration wrought by rapid urbanisation. In a highly
ideological discourse that permitted no analysis of power, violence
or conflict, it was suggested that social conflict was not a function
of collective grievances or of structural economic factors but,
rather, the outcome of the ‘collective crimes’ of ‘primitive’ and
‘deviant’ creeds (anarchism or socialism), which connoted diseases,
be they hereditary (‘degeneracy’), psychological (‘madness’) or
physical (‘cancer’).?® These concerns were amalgamated into a
new myth of the ‘dangerous classes’ in which labour activists
were cast as ‘professional agitators’ detached from the masses,
‘uneducated’ and under-socialised ‘troublemakers’ who comprised

78 Veu, 14 February 1904; ].Solé-Tura, Catalanismo y revolucién burguesa.
La sintesis de Prat de la Riba, Madrid, 1970, pp. 255-8. For an example of this
literature, see A. Masriera, Barcelona isabelina y revolucionaria, Barcelona, 1930.

7 F.de Xercavins, ;Cabe una instituciéon entre la escuela y la carcel,
Barcelona, 1889; B.Porcel, La revuelta permanente, Barcelona, 1978, p. 54; Salut,
Vivers, pp. 147-8; Avel.li, Barcelona, p. 172; Gil, Criminalidad, pp. ix-x, 39.

8 A Pulido, El cancer comunista. Degeneracién del socialismo y del sindi-
calismo, Valencia, n.d., p. 10; El Pais, 21 January and 17 February 1894; Veu, 14
February 1904.
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gangs of ‘rebel youths’” who were in permanent conflict with ‘the
fundamental institution of society...[and] the foundations of social
order: tradition, family, property, law’.

Increasingly, various folk devils and moral panics converged
in the conservative imagination. Thus the spectre of disease
was raised amid claims that hedonistic young immigrants were
attracted to Barcelona by the reputation of ‘Chinatown’: these
were errant youths who ‘escaped from their homes, attracted and
carried away by a bohemia which has as its epilogue a bed in
a hospital’. Alternatively, the street gangs were identified with
crime, street disorder and the illegalities of an ‘evil’ and depraved
‘lumpenproletarian’ ‘underclass’®’” There were even concerns
that ‘juvenile delinquency’ would be transformed into urban
insurgency by the ‘uncultured’ and ‘barbaric’ inner-city mob.®®
Yet these anxieties were more than simply adult apprehension
towards rowdy youthful spirits. Given that the street was the main
arena for proletarian socialisation, these panics had a pronounced
class content: they represented the fear of the bourgeoisie that
future generations of workers would not accept their place in the
industrial order.

Another source of anxiety for the local elite—again one that
exhibited a clear class basis—were the ‘other Catalans’, the eco-
nomic migrants without which rapid industrialisation and the
equally speedy enrichment of the bourgeoisie would have been
impossible.”” By the end of the 1920s, these migrant workers
were, along with their Catalan counterparts, concentrated in a
series of proletarian ghettos; these spaces provided the main
source for the dystopian nightmares of a bourgeoisie haunted
by the menace posed by the proletarian city to its city In an
attempt to weaken the proletarian city and enshroud capitalist

7 See especially Juderias, Juventud, and Vallmitjana, Criminalitat.

% Salut, Vivers, pp. 147-8.

% For an insider’s view of the immigrant world, see F.Candel, Els altres cata-
lans, Barcelona, 1963.
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privilege in popular nationalist imagery, bourgeois ideologues
vilified ‘outsiders’ (forasters) for importing alien values that
they deemed to be injurious to social stability and the tradi-
tional (Christian) values of Catalan society. By drawing upon
racist, social-Darwinist and colonialist discourse, migrants—and
occasionally also indigenous workers—were presented as being
morally inadequate, living in a state of nature or primitive bar-
barism, the criminal heart of darkness in the city.”" The intonation
of these denunciations made it possible for urban problems to
be externalised (for instance, the first shanty communities in
Poblenou were christened ‘Peking’, while decades later, as we
have seen, ‘Chinatown’ became a byword for urban degeneration
and crime in the conservative lexicon).”! In addition, the new
leisure forms, such as cabaret, flamenco and tango, were identified
with immigration.”
was accompanied by a nineteenth-century medical discourse
that defined social normality and stability by juxtaposing health
and disease. Even liberal reformist opinion typically identified
migrants with problems of ‘unhygienic behaviour’, providing grist
to the mill of those who vilified the ‘contagion’ of the ‘unhealthy’
and the ‘diseased’ as a threat to the governance of the city and the
freedom of all.”

This evocation of exotic, alien ‘otherness’

However, these themes found their apotheosis in
the discourse of catalaniste conservative thinkers, who denounced
the ‘plague’ of ‘foreign dung’ (femta forana) who, it was warned,

7 Fabre and Huertas, Barris, Vol. 4, pp- 124, 202.

7! F Barango-Solis, Reportajes Pintorescos, Barcelona, 1934, pp. 107-15;
Avelli, Barcelona, pp. 171-2; de Bellmunt, Catacumbes, passim.

72 1. Almeric, El hostal, la fonda, la taverna y el café en la vida Barcelonesa,
Barcelona, 1945, p. 67. Interestingly, the spread of flamenco in Barcelona after
World War One can be attributed to Raval bar owners, who created the myth of
‘little Andalusia’ (Andalusia chica) in order to attract foreign tourism to the city
(A.Bueso, Recuerdos de un cenetista, Barcelona, 1978, Vol. 2, pp. 74-5.

7 P.Garcia Faria, Medios de aminorar las enfermedades y mortalidad en
Barcelona, Barcelona, 1893; A.Farreras, De la Setmana Tragica a la Implantacio
del Franquisme, Barcelona, 1977, p. 39.
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would ‘infect’ the core values of nation and family and lead to
‘de-Catalanisation’.’* Perhaps the most extreme example of this
trend was the openly racist and xenophobic writings of Pere
Rossell, who emphasised the psychological, moral and religious
gulf separating Catalans from ‘Castilians’ and the dangers of
intermarriage (mental aberrations, biological degeneracy and
moral breakdown).”®

With the growth of the organised labour movement from the
1900s onwards, the multiple threats to public order outlined in
the moral panics were synthesised into a single overarching chal-
lenge to the capitalist city: that of the trade unions. All conserva-
tives, catalanistes and centralists alike, commonly viewed labour
conflicts, particularly those of anarcho-syndicalist inspiration, as a
‘provocation’ caused by ‘agitators’ from outside Catalonia, whether
the sinister foreign forces of international freemasonry and French
anarchism or the migrant workers, ‘a kind of tribe without author-
ity, hierarchy or law’.”®

Yet for catalanistes, the emphasis was naturally distinct: ‘out-
siders’ and ‘primitive peoples’ had eroded the culture of political
compromise and common sense (seny) that had been evident
throughout Catalonia’s pre-industrial history.”” This myth of
a consensual, violence-free, rural arcadia allowed nationalist
thinkers to attribute the violent conflicts produced by indus-
trialisation and urbanisation to exogenous factors and ‘Spanish
problems’, such as the agrarian crisis in the south or the permissive
culture of migrant workers, thereby diminishing the importance
of the contradictions of the Catalan model of unregulated eco-

" A Rovira, La nacionalitzacid de Catalunya, Barcelona, 1914. The es-
pariolista right rivalled these criticisms with their own attacks on the migrants as
‘the detritus of the city’; see, for example, La Voz de Hospitalet, 16 March 1929.

75 P.Rossell, La raca, Barcelona, 1930.

¢ El Correo Catalan, 7 August 1909; Fabre and Huertas, Barris, Vol. 4, p.
202.

7 Veu, 20 August 1901.
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was interned for begging, as was a partially sighted man who lived
from tips earned by opening car doors for guests outside a posh
city centre hotel.!”3

As well as repressing those who could find no place within
the capitalist labour market, the Ley de Vagos y Maleantes was
widely used against those who refused to work within the market
and/or resisted it. Opponents of government economic and social
policies, who might previously have been interned without trial,
were detained under the law as ‘dangerous’ internal enemies of the
state; these included cenetistas found fly posting and distributing
manifestos, unemployed organisers, and Italian and Argentinian
anti-fascist exiles in Barcelona. Jobless anarchists and those
who had been either victimised or blacklisted were also charged
under the Vagrancy Act. Several cenetistas who had previously
been interned without trial were released and immediately jailed
as ‘vagrants’. There were even cases of cenetistas with regular
employment being detained under the law, sometimes while at
work. One group of Barcelona cenetistas, including Durruti and
Francisco Ascaso, were charged with Vagrancy’ while on a CNT
speaking tour in Andalusia, even though they had jobs in a textile
factory which, through an agreement with their employer, were
kept open during their absences on union affairs.!”*

The local urban policies developed by the Esquerra in Barcelona
Council and the Generalitat provide further examples of the way
in which the republican veneer of modernity occluded the survival
of traditional practices. Although the local authorities renamed
streets and housing projects after martyrs of the anti-monarchist
struggle, for all their reformist rhetoric, housing reform, the cor-

173 L’Opinid, 30 September and 5 November 1933; SO, 5, 8 and 14 October
1933, 28 August and 3 October 1934; LasN, 31 January 1936; Catalunya Roja, 23
September 1933; LaV, 5 and 26 September 1933, 19 May and 7 June 1935.

7% Martin, Recuerdos, pp. 77-8; LaB, 22 June 1933; SO, 2 August, 1, 13 and 15
September, 7 October 1933, 24 October and 31 December 1935, 11 and 30 January
1936; LasN, 4 May 1934 and 31 January 1936; TyL, 31 January 1936.
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the infrastructure of neighbourhood life.*! The CNT was a decen-
tralised, loosely structured body, a model that, its animators hoped,
would militate against bureaucratic tendencies and better enable
it to stand up to repression. Similar fears of bureaucratic conser-
vatism saw the CNT disavow all strike funds and arbitration, pre-
ferring instead to prosecute strikes on the basis of organised reci-
procity, whereby unions came to the help of striking unions, and
through ‘direct action’ tactics, such as ‘active picketing’, which en-
tailed sabotage and violence against those ‘scabs’ (esquirols) who
refused to heed union orders.

The direct action protest culture of the anarcho-syndicalists fit-
ted within the traditions of popular protest in a city in which street
fighting with the police and barricade construction were all in-
scribed in the history of urban protest from the nineteenth century.
Part of the CNT’s appeal stemmed from its readiness to erect a mil-
itant organisation around these rich and rebellious working-class
cultural traditions. In this way, CNT tactics like boycotts, demon-
strations and strikes built on neighbourhood sociability: union as-
semblies mirrored working-class street culture, and the reciprocal
solidarity of the barris was concretised and given organisational ex-
pression by the support afforded to confederated unions. Equally,
the independent spirit of the barris was reflected in revolutionary
syndicalism and its rejection of any integration within bourgeois or
state political structures. On the other hand, the exclusionary ten-
dencies of the barris, such as the sanctions of ostracism imposed on
those who defied communal values, were now extended to ‘scabs’.
In this way, the independent traditions of the barris helped to de-
fine the modus operandi of the CNT, and although the rise of union
organisation brought with it a more ‘modern’ and disciplined cul-
ture of protest, the anarcho-syndicalists developed a broad ‘reper-
toire of collective action’, which accommodated many of the ‘self-

5! Golden, ‘Dones’, p. 50.
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help’ strategies that had evolved in the barris.®* Firm believers in
the spontaneous selfexpression of the masses, and in strict opposi-
tion to the socialists, who maintained a sharp distinction between
the revolutionary and the ‘criminal’, the libertarians emphasised
the inalienable right of the poor and the needy to secure their exis-
tence, ‘the right to life’, by whatever means they saw fit, whether
legal or illegal. They also encouraged popular illegality, such a