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ABCEFM

Academia Sevillana
Afrancesados [lit.
Frenchified or
turned-French]

ANME [ Asociacién
Nacional de Mujeres
Espanolas]|

Ante proyecto

Arbitristas [lit. projectors]|
Asociacién de la Educacion
de la Mujer

Ateneo

Ateneo de Senoras

Bachillerato
Barrio
Cacique
Caciquismo
Carbonari

Castizo [lit. pure]

American Board of Commissioners for Foreign
Missions.

Academy of Seville.

Supporters of Enlightenment ideas and
opponents of Bourbon absolutism.

National Association of Spanish Women
(1918-19306).

Draft.
Spanish early seventeenth-century reformers.
Association for Women’s Education.

Athenacum.

Women’s Athenacum, approximately equivalent
in activities to the Fomento de las Artes.
Baccalaureate.

Borough or neighbourhood.

Political boss.

Rule by political bosses.

Secret societies that took inspiration from the
ITtalian Carbonari.

Referring to customs, music, etc. considered
typical to Madrid in the mid to late nineteenth
century.
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Centro Hispano
Ultramarino
Colegio Norteamericano

Consumos
Copla
Cortes
Cristino

El ‘Desastre’ [lit. disaster]

Eixample
Ensanche

Episodio(s) nacional(es)
[lit. National episodes]

Escuela de institutrices
Escuela Normal de
Maestras

Escuela de comercio para
senoras

Escuela de Correos y
Telégrafos

Exposiciéon de Filipinas
Flerteo

Fomento de las Artes

Género chico [lit. little
genre |

La ‘Gloriosa’

Guardia civil

Himno de Riego [lit.
Hymn of Riego]

1IG
Institucionistas

Hispanic Centre for the Colonies.

North American College, forerunner of the
International Institute for Girls.

Excise taxes.

Poetic form of Spanish popular song.
Parliament.

Liberal supporters of the regency of Maria
Cristina in the First Carlist War, 1833-1840.
Used to refer to the loss of Spain’s remaining
New World colonies in the Spanish-Cuban-
American War, 1898.

Nineteenth-century urban planning extension
project for Barcelona.

Nineteenth-century urban planning extension
project for Madrid.

Collection of 46 novels written by Benito Pérez
Galdés, between 1872 and 1912, recounting
episodes of Spanish history from 1805 until the
1880s.

School for governesses.

Normal School for Female Teachers.

Business school for women.
School for Postal and Telegraph-workers.

Philippines Exhibition (1887).

The act of flirting.

Liberal educational association intended to
benefit the working class.

Genre of Spanish plays that are short, light-
hearted and accompanied by music.

The “Glorious’ Revolution of September 1868.
Civil Guard.

Liberal anthem composed for the Liberal
Triennium. Associated with republicanism, it
became the anthem of Spain’s First (1873) and
Second (1931-1936) Republics.

International Institute for Girls.

Teacher or pupil at the Instituto Libre de
Ensenanza.



Instituto

ILE (Instituto Libre de
nsefanza)

Krausism

Krausists

Liberal Triennium
Libertad de ensenanza
Liberto

Librecambio
Licenciatura

Liga contra las reformas
Ultramarinas/Liga
nacional

Madrepatria

Mestizaje [lit. mixed
ancestry|

Patria chica [lit. small
fatherland ]

Pronunciamiento

PSOE [Partido Socialista
Obrero Espanol |

Quinta

Raza Latina

Real Academia Espanola
Repuablica-modelo [lit.
model republic]
Restoration

SAE [Sociedad
Abolicionista Espanola]
Secretario de Legacién

GLOSSARY AND ABBREVIATIONS  Xi

State secondary school.
The Free Educational Institution.

Important reforming philosophical school of
thought in mid to late nineteenth-century Spain,
influenced by the philosophies of Karl Christian
Friedrich Krause.

Followers of the philosophies of Karl Christian
Friedrich Krause, introduced in Spain at the
mid-century.

Period of liberal constitutional rule, 1820-1823.
Liberty of education.

Freed slave.

Economic doctrine of free exchange.

University degree.

League against colonial reform.

Motherland.

Category of ethnicity used in reference to people
of mixed European and Amerindian heritage as
part of Spain’s colonial system of ‘casta’.
Connoting the idea that one’s locality is a key
space or unit of experience of the state and
nation.

Military pronouncement intended to effect a
change of government.

Spanish Socialist Party.

Military draft.

Latin race.

Spanish Royal Academy.

Epithet habitually used to refer to the USA,
positively and negatively.

Referring to the Restoration of the Bourbon
monarchy in 1874-1875, and used to indicate
the period of government between then and the
flight from the throne of Alfonso XIII in 1931.
Spanish Abolitionist Society.

Diplomatic or Consul Secretary.
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Sexenio democritico or
revolucionario

Sociedad Matritense de
Electricidad

SPD [Sozialdemokratische
Partei Deutschlands]
Tertulia

Turnismo

Velada
WBM

Democratic or revolutionary sexennium,
1868-1874.
Madrid Electricity Society.

German Social Democratic party.

Gathering for discussion and debate, usually held
in a public space (e.g. café or bar).

The orchestrated exchange of power between the
two main political parties in Spain, Conservative
and Liberal, exercised during the Restoration era.
Soiree.

Women’s Board of Missions.

N.B. In this book, I refer variously to the USA/
US/ America and to ‘Americans’ and ‘North
Americans’ to denote the country and
inhabitants of the United States of America.
Whilst very aware that ‘America’ and ‘North
America’ are continental designations that
include more than just the USA and US citizens,
I have opted to use these various designations in
part for stylistic reasons, but principally in order
to follow contemporary usage. Late nineteenth-
century Spaniards used ‘norteamericano’,
‘Estados Unidos’ and, even, ‘americano’ to refer
to the USA and its inhabitants.
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CHAPTER 1

Introduction: Imagining ‘America’,
Imagining ‘Spain’

In early 1893, Rafael Puig y Valls left his native Catalonia and took ‘the
direct train from Paris to New York’ (via La Havre) to take up his position
as Spain’s Industry Commissioner at the Chicago World’s Fair.! The stag-
ing of the final Universal Exposition of the century in the North American
‘mushroom city’—so called because it seemed to have sprung up into
an imposing and bustling metropolis virtually overnight—afforded the
United States the opportunity to showcase its latest inventions, its wealth
and its way of life.> Honoured by the designation of Spain as guest of
honour—this was the ‘Columbine” exhibition, to mark the 400-year anni-
versary of the ‘discovery’ of the Americas—Puig y Valls was eager to take
up his post and learn more about the ‘great North American republic’. On
arrival in Chicago, however, he felt suddenly overwhelmed. Having been
‘enchanted’ by New York, its Central Park, lively streets and even some
of its looming towers, which remained somehow reminiscent of the Old
World, Chicago now struck him as all-American and entirely alien.

I am so entranced and off-balance that it sometimes seems to me that I am
living on a planet, which is not the Earth, and that all my preconceptions,
ideas and sentiments are in perpetual rebellion in my brain, fighting against
currents of varied forces. I do not know how to resolve this no matter how
avidly I search for the truth, and for the direction that this highly novel and,
perhaps badly termed, American civilisation is taking.?

© The Editor(s) (if applicable) and The Author(s) 2016 1
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2 K FERRIS

Puig y Valls’ uncertainty about ‘American civilisation’ connected to
a broader disquiet about processes of ‘becoming modern’ both in the
United States and at home. In signalling anxiety around modernity, Puig
y Valls was hardly unique. Indeed, the inner angst he articulated on his
arrival in Chicago links him to the generation of Spanish intellectuals and
politicians preoccupied by national ‘regeneration’ and finding an appro-
priate path to modernity for Spain in the years before and, especially, after
the loss of Spain’s last New World colonies in 1898.* However, Puig y
Valls’ identification of the United States with a ‘highly novel” way of life
was not simply a feature of end-of-the-century anxieties about the future;
since at least the mid-century Spaniards had been observing and studying
the history, contemporary institutions, politics, society and culture of the
USA as a means to better understand ‘the times we are living in’.®

This book starts from two principal premises. The first is that, as his-
torian James Epstein noted, America was ‘a place to be imagined’ in the
late nineteenth century (as today).® The USA was a key imaginary site for
late century Europeans, invoked in contemporary debates on questions
of constitution and political institutions, democratic practice, economic
development, international relations, technological innovation and social
reform. Most powerfully, the USA or, as it was often put simply, ‘America’,
was dreamed by Europeans of all social classes and political persuasions as
the most modern iteration of civilisation and the embodiment of their
own future, for good or ill. Just as the ‘Orient’ was largely a construct of
Western minds and the ‘West’ at least in part the product of non-Western
ideas, so too a good deal of the meaning behind the signifier ‘America’ was
created outside its expanding borders.” This book examines the images
of America that circulated in Spain in the second half of the nineteenth
century, understanding these as cultural artifacts and products that were
at one and the same time constructions of domestic imagination and
shaped through creative processes of projection, transfer and exchange
that spanned the Atlantic.®

The second premise is that, in the words of Claus Offe during his 2004
Adorno lecture, ‘we cannot describe America without describing us as
America—Dbe it as more or less similar variants of the “Western” civilisa-
tion, be it as the configuration of contrasts’.® If the USA was a cipher for
modernity, the processes of imagining its modernity provided ‘an occasion
for reflection and self-interpretation”.!® The images of America produced
in Spain were refracted through the lenses of domestic concerns about
nation and empire. This book is interested in the production, circulation
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and re-configuration of images of the United States not for what they
might (or might not) tell us about the USA, but for what they tell us
about how Spaniards took stock of themselves, their political system, their
empire, their society and the processes involved in ‘becoming modern’.
Spanish liberals, whose worldviews form the core of this book, hailed the
‘model republic’ as worthy of serious study, if not always blind emulation;
conservatives damned its ‘example [as] too horrible to stir any desire for
imitation in Europe’.!!

If, in the late nineteenth century, the United States was key to under-
standing the ‘times we are living in’, for many Spaniards it was also cru-
cial to understanding their own future: in this reading, the United States
appeared as the future, made present. The accolade of modern cultural
capital may have gone to Paris, and England may have continued to be
hailed as the originator of political liberty, but in its political institutions
and practices, religious pluralism, commercial priorities, technological
inventions and social relationships it was the country across the Atlantic
‘whose present is the dreamed of future to which many nations aspire’.!?
As such, the ‘true fictional space’ of America was not only a space on
which to draw Europe’s ‘radical other’, everything that Europe was not,
but also an opportunity for Europeans to ‘preview’ their own future; both
kinds of visions, America as other and America as the future previewed,
incited an admixture of satisfaction and fear.'?

IMAGES AND APPROACHES

The development of Spain as a modern nation and state has been the
subject of considerable historiographical interest in recent decades.
Early interpretations subscribed to the common contemporary view of
nineteenth-century Spain as a country lagging woefully behind other
western European nations and the United States in terms of political,
socio-economic and urban development.'* Understanding Spanish his-
tory through a ‘paradigm of backwardness’ formed part of the historio-
graphical mapping of a kind of Spanish sonderweg, in which the ‘failures’
and ‘absences’ of social democracy and republicanism in the twentieth
century were traced back through the supposed failures and absences of
bourgeois liberalism and republicanism in the nineteenth (and even back
to the Ancien Régime).'> Over the past twenty years, however, historians
have broken down the discourse of Spain’s failure to modernise accord-
ing to an idealised blueprint laid down by Britain, France or the USA,
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replacing it with a ‘normalising’!¢ historiography that has sought to situ-
ate the particularities of Spanish industrialisation, urbanisation, growth
of a middle class, extension and burcaucratisation of the state, relations
between church and state, nationalism and development of liberal, repub-
lican and socialist ideals and political institutions within the context of the
modernising processes of other contemporary European nation-states.!”

Of course, the ‘nation’ is only one possible scale of experience accord-
ing to which identities, even national ones, are shaped and articulated.
Regional nationalisms (Basque, Catalan, Galician, Valencian), emergent
in modern form towards the end of the nineteenth century, posed chal-
lenges to the integrity of Spain as a nation-state, but the region and local-
ity were also key units of experience of the nation, state and government,
as the notion of the patria chica illustrates.!® One’s local place and local
affinities did not always detract from a sense of national belonging, but
could form essential building blocks of national identity; the familiarity of
the smaller unit of experience could make the abstract and intangible idea
of the nation in turn more familiar and more real.

Equally, national ‘imagined communities’ were formed at scales larger
than the nation.!” The rising interest in transnational history in the last
decade or so offers another space and mode of identity formation to better
understand identities ostensibly confined by national boundaries. As well
as being constructed in smaller units (village, town, city, region), national
imagined communities were also shaped outside the nation, through the
experience of travel and through imaginative processes in direct relation to
one or more other countries and/or in relation to supra-national spheres
or spaces that ‘transcended’ the nation. Examples of the latter include the
idea and physical expression of ‘Europe’ or of the ‘Americas’ or the binary
designations of ‘Latin’ and ‘Anglo-Saxon’ races. Encounters, both formal
and informal, with other national communities and with individuals, com-
munities and organisations whose ‘spaces of experience’, identities and
practices were associated with different national or multinational contexts
were vital reference points in the creation of one’s own national identity.
These could be configured as one’s Other, that is, conceived of in rela-
tion to what we (think we) are not (or what we hope we are not or think
that other people are), as well as what we are?*—as in the case of Jean
Baudrillard’s late-twentieth century writing of America as Europe’s ‘radi-
cal other’*'—but they could also (and simultancously) be used to mark out
elements of similarity and shared history, culture and practice. Identified
differences and similarities at individual, local, national and transnational



INTRODUCTION: IMAGINING ‘AMERICA’, IMAGINING ‘SPAIN’ 5

scales feed into processes of self-fashioning to produce (and continually
reproduce) identities at the individual level as well as imagined communi-
ties at local, national, trans- and supra-national levels, and indeed in other
group designations.??

Thus, despite late nineteenth-century Europe’s obsession with the
nation, and in spite of the continued preference for plotting national his-
tories, which still prevails in our universities, schools and government, we
must recognise that the processes of fashioning national identities took
place in international and transnational spaces as well as in localities. Ideas
and practices from abroad influenced, migrated, were selected, accepted,
adapted, modified and rejected as individuals and groups constructed and
imagined themselves. Historians have begun to map political and cultural
transfers, circulations and ‘entangled histories’ across national borders and
outside other spatial delineations such as empire or region, distinguish-
ing their methodology both from practitioners of ‘comparative history’
and reception theory.?® The sociological and political-science conceptual
tools of political and cultural transfer and ‘diffusion theory’ suggest a set
of useful vocabulary—*‘brokerage’, ‘negotiated diffusion’, ‘local adapta-
tion’—but above all remind us to think about the means and process(es)
of transfer by which ideas, practices and so on move transnationally, as
well as the images projected and produced at both ends.?* The terminol-
ogy, however, is problematic, especially the term ‘transfer’ itself which
connotes movement in one direction, even if many historians who use it
would insist that ‘intercultural relations’ flow back and forth and operate
as ‘conversations’ involving many interlocutors.

The images explored in this book are understood as the fruit of the
circulation of many ideas in conversation, including those of the Spanish
individuals and groups who articulated images of America, those produced
in the USA itself for domestic consumption and also projected outwards
towards international audiences. Added to this admixture must be the
intervention of intermediary ‘brokers’, in this case principally in France
and Latin America, whose translations, publications and own images of the
USA interceded in the complex and messy processes of circulating ideas.
Exchanges can be so interwoven it becomes unclear as to where the innova-
tion of an idea or practice lies. That said, whilst forming part of an exten-
sive tangled history of ideas, people and practices in movement, as Latin
American and other scholars remind us, evident hierarchies and inequali-
ties of power inevitably conditioned the ways in which ideas circulated. In
some respects, late-nineteenth century Spain seems to fit as an ‘in-between’
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place, whereby its teetering between modernity and traditionalism, between
enduring, if diminished, colonial power and (sealed in 1898) weak nation
status, and its role as a meeting point between Europe and the Americas,
might be likely to engender hybrid and plural cultural forms.?®

BRINGING ‘CHANGE UPON THE HEELS OF CHANGE:
THE SEXENTIO DEMOCRATICO AND RESTORATION

It was clear to the American romantic poet and journalist, William Cullen
Bryant, as he travelled Spain in late 1857 that this was a country in tran-
sition. The arrival and extension of Spanish railroads and limited press
freedoms would, he predicted, increase contacts between Spaniards and
citizens of other nations and ‘thrust change upon the heels of change’.

Here is a sea-beach which the tide is rising to overwhelm, and Spain is only
a bank lying a little higher than the rest, but equally sure to be submerged
at last.2°

Bryant may have been sure that the trappings of liberal modernity would
soon be evident in Spain, but it would be another eleven years before a
successful liberal-democratic revolution, known as /a Gloriosa would enact
modernising political, economic and social reforms in the peninsular. In
the event, this reforming project and the progressive liberals and democrats
who pursued it would be removed from political power, and the Bourbon
monarchy they had overthrown, restored, after six years, leading to the
period being conferred the parenthetical designation of the sexenio revolu-
cionario or sexenio democrditico [revolutionary or democratic Sexennium].
The revolutionary six years were politically turbulent and unstable. Over
the course of the sexenio, between the ‘Glorious’ September Revolution of
1868 and the Restoration of the Bourbon monarchy in 187475, Spain
experienced revolution, two military coups (pronunciamientos), a liberal-
democratic Constitution, civil war and colonial war, an imported mon-
arch, as well as, for just eleven months, its first republic.

Under the enormous financial pressures of the inherited debt burden
and the cost of fighting wars in Cuba and against Carlists and cantonal-
ists on the peninsular, and unable to unite its various constituencies of
progressive liberal, democrat and republican support, the revolutionary
sexenio was ended by a series of promuciamientos in late 1874 and early
1875 which brought about the monarchical Restoration, placing Alfonso
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XII, the son of Isabel II who had been ousted in the 1868 revolution,
on the throne, and the pseudo-democratic political system of turnismo.
Both monarch and political system proved highly stable; turnismo per-
sisted until the takeover of Primo de Rivera’s dictatorship in 1923, and the
Bourbon monarchy remained as head of state until 1931 when Alfonso
XIII, fatally implicated in the de Rivera dictatorship, fled the country as
the electorate voted in Spain’s Second Republic.

The sexenio politicians had proved unable to build a progressive con-
sensus from their disparate constituent groups of progressive liberal mon-
archists, democrats and republican radicals and thus failed to fully translate
a restricted elite and bourgeois movement (with some popular support,
especially during the period of the First Republic) into an enduring lib-
eral democracy sustained by broad social appeal and support. Despite its
impermanent hold on power, however, the sexenio project did produce real
and lasting transformations in Spain’s social, cultural and political make-
up. The political actors of both the sexenio and the Restoration, often
lawyers, journalists and academics by trade, heralded a new ‘professional
political class’ and signalled the wane, already underway, of an inherited
aristocratic monopoly on political power.?” The reforming ideas advocated
as integral to the sexenio project, including the democratic principles of
self-government, inalienable rights and universal (male) suffrage, republi-
canism, colonial reform, especially the abolition of slavery, economic lib-
eralisation, freedoms of press, association and worship, could not easily be
erased from the national political vocabulary and memory.

Liberal political practices were boosted from the codification of indi-
vidual rights in the 1869 Constitution, in particular the right to associate
and the granting of freedom of the press; the rising numbers of politi-
cal newspapers, clubs, meetings, petitions and demonstrations hints at
a political culture opened up to previously excluded Spaniards.?® Under
the sexenio governments key liberal economic reforms were introduced
including the institution of the central bank and the principle of libre-
cambio. The Restoration system reaffirmed Spain as a confessional state
and restored the Catholic Church’s central role in educating Spaniards;
nevertheless, the discreet religious tolerance of other faiths approved
after lengthy debate by the Constituent Assembly in 1869 was permitted
to continue, albeit in private. Perhaps the most notable lasting change
effected during the sexenio was the primacy accorded to parliament over
the monarchy in terms of the wielding of political power. To be sure,
Antonio Canovas ‘adapting liberal principles to the Spanish reality’,
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instituted a political system with a monarch as head of state and whose
democratic credentials were highly suspect. However, Canovas’ political
solution to marry parliamentarianism with stable government by provid-
ing for the predictable rotation of periods of Conservative and Liberal
party rule made for a system in which parliament and political parties, not
the monarch, exercised power (albeit undemocratically). In addition, the
threat to parliamentary government posed by the reactionary absolut-
ism of Carlism, which had led to an effective civil war in the 1830s%° and
resurfaced in the late 1840s, was decisively defeated militarily in 1875 /76,
even if'its political ideals rumbled quietly on in its northern heartland and
fed into the development of a national catholic ideology and vision of
‘true Spain’, to rival the liberal-republican conception of the nation.3
Canovas’ Restoration project, like that of the sexemio politicians he
removed from government, had national modernisation at its core. His
iteration of modern liberal politics and society prized stability and consti-
tutionality over democracy and identified the constitutional monarch as
the national figurehead best placed to deliver these, echoing the familiar
liberal concerns, articulated by Tocqueville, that republican democracies
might fall prone to the ‘tyranny of the majority’, imperilling individual
liberty.®! The democratic experiments of the sexenio, particularly the col-
lapse of the First Republic in cantonalist conflict, were read as confirma-
tion of the inherent instability of modern democracy; the Restoration and
its turnismo politics were intended as a means to modernise and regener-
ate the nation, restore national pride and international prestige to Spain,
whilst preserving and protecting the individual liberties of its growing
middle class. In his ‘handbook for Spain’s modernisation’, the Discurso
sobre la nacion of November 1882, Cinovas set out ‘the individual and
national attributes required for Spain to enter into the era of modernity’®*:

Let us work, produce, save, be rich, be disciplined and organised, live har-
moniously, fraternally, and we will begin not only to want to be, but truly to
be strong. As with the restoration of our moral force, let us also strengthen
ourselves through the dedicated study of the arts and sciences, which fer-
tilise agriculture, which advance industry, which show how to direct com-
merce, which facilitate communications, which give or prepare abundant
rewards to all triumphs, whether it be economic or military, and as much
to those who achieve individual merit, as to those who achieve through the
collective merit of nations.
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IDEAS OF AMERICA

The political and intellectual actors of late-nineteenth century Spain, espe-
cially those reforming and radical liberals who overthrew the conservative
monarchical system in Spain’s ‘Glorious Revolution” of September 1868
and continued to agitate for democratic reform once the Bourbon mon-
archy was restored in 1875, operated within deeply cosmopolitan net-
works. Their search for domestic political solutions was heavily informed
by ideas and practices from abroad. The drive to understand domestic
issues transnationally—that is from within a transnational frame of refer-
ence—was both done knowingly and came naturally to many of the lib-
eral reformers who wanted to bring modernity to Spain. Certainly the
September revolutionaries were conversant in current affairs and con-
stitutional and political practices abroad, as were the political leaders of
the Restoration. Spanish liberals and democrats corresponded with like-
minded counterparts in other countries, including the two Italian ‘Josés’,
Mazzini and Garibaldi, contributing to a ‘common pool [...] of social
and political thought’ and effectively forming a ‘Liberal International’.3*
Many travelled overseas. Paris and London were the principal destinations
for political exiles, both for Spaniards fleeing in the aftermath of the failed
liberal revolutions in the 1820s, 1830s and 1850s, and later for conserva-
tives. The leader of the Republican Party, Pi y Margall, Progressive leader
Sagasta, and the Radical, Ruiz Zorrilla, were hosted by the French capital
before and after the sexenzo, whilst the monarch ousted in 1868, Isabel 11,
also set up temporary home there. European radicals identified common
cause across their struggles; the first Carlist war (1833—40), which suf-
ficiently divided Spain, to be considered a civil war was also understood
as a constituent battle in the European struggle between liberalism and
absolutism. Approximately 18,000 foreign auxiliaries volunteered in the
ranks of the Cristino liberals, including veterans of the Belgian revolu-
tion, Portuguese civil war, British radicals and Italian Mazzinian exiles.3
In return, several Spaniards fought in Italy’s wars of unification.®® Time
spent living in exile, fighting common enemies or simply studying other
societies often led these Spaniards to consider (even if only to dismiss) the
adoption of similar ideas and practices at home.

Although conservatives also operated within transnational frames of
reference—the conservative liberal politician who engineered the return
of the Bourbon monarchy in 1875, Antonio Cinovas de Castillo, was
a noted Anglophile—and showed considerable familiarity with other
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national political systems and social and cultural mores even as they cri-
tiqued these, the positive acclamation of international comparisons and
‘models” was most closely credited to Spanish liberals. Liberal reform-
ers, especially those counted as Krausists (followers of the philosophy of
Karl Christian Friedrich Krause, which was introduced in Spain at the
mid century and became an influential reforming school of thought) and
Regenerationists, were often described as ‘Europeanists’, and their pre-
scriptions to consolidate liberal-democratic political and economic reform
in Spain were considered efforts to ‘europeanise’ the country.

Late-nineteenth century liberals, Europeanists and Regenerationists
were hardly the first Spaniards to have engaged in a simultaneous process
of national introspection and outward-looking search for international
comparisons and solutions to domestic problems. Indeed, the anteced-
ents of Spaniards looking beyond the borders of the Iberian Peninsula for
answers to the political, social and economic ills they identified at home
stretches back at least as far as the early-seventeenth century arbitristas
[projectors] who ‘bombarded’ the government of Philip III with pro-
posals for reforming projects that would reduce social inequalities and
augment ‘people of the middling sort’, equalise the tax burden across the
kingdoms ruled from Madrid, make improvements to agricultural pro-
duction and transport and reverse the ‘decline to our own days’ that had
been set in train following the reigns of Ferdinand and Isabella.?” In his
assessment of ‘the necessary Politics and Useful Restoration’ of Spain, the
prominent arbitrista Gonzilez de Cellorigo analysed contemporary Spain
within an international frame of reference, contrasting it sharply to the
other kingdoms of Western Europe and identifying its structures as more
akin to those of Eastern Europe.3

Despite the rhetoric of ‘europeanisation’, interest in the United States
as the place where the utopian promise of the New (modern) World had
been realised, with its ‘model republic’, its wealth, its vastness, its tech-
nical prowess and its pioneering, practical, assimilating, informal people,
became particularly keen in the final decades of the nineteenth century.®
Before the advent of ‘the American century’,*® associated with the view
of the USA as the dominant global power and, not unconnected, before
the advent of ‘anti-Americanism’ as a sustained ideological current,*! the
United States was already seen (by North American and European eyes) as
the country most shaped by the forces of modernity in terms of democratic
institutions and practices, gender relations, commerce and technologies
devoted to improving quality of life and as an ascendant economic and
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international power.*? Spanish interest in the United States was piqued
by the American Civil War. Spaniards, like most Europeans, were gripped
by the apparent unravelling of the Union, the extreme violence and huge
numbers of casualties brought by fratricidal war, which seemed to bring
to the brink of destruction the very institutions that had been projected
as models of modern civilisation. But Spanish politicians and intellectuals
had earlier cause to track events in the United States; the mid-century
machinations of US citizens’ filibustering incursions to Cuba with the aim
of soliciting Cuba’s annexation to the USA and a US-government-backed
plan to purchase Cuba from Spain brought official diplomatic relations
between the USA and Spain to a low ebb and ensured that, for the rest of
the century, Spanish visions of the USA were always tinged with concern
at perceived US aggression and competition in the Caribbean, as a poten-
tial threat to the integrity of Spain’s ‘modern empire’.*3

The America imagined was no static monolithic entity to the Spaniards
who interpreted its multiple and changing faces through a range of emo-
tional and rational lenses, which operated at times in conjunction and at
times in competition with one another (and at times a tangled admixture
of the two). One lens through which the USA was imagined was, as men-
tioned earlier, that of the United States as a rival to Spain in contemporary
international and colonial affairs. As early as 1820 Thomas Jefferson had
expressed the potential value of ‘the most interesting addition” of Cuba to
the Union; four years later, then Secretary of State John Quincy Adams
notably predicted the eventual gravitation of Cuba to the United States
in the event of its gaining independence, with his metaphor of the “apple
severed by the tempest from its native tree’.** Even after the passing of the
acute ‘Cuban crisis’ in the mid 1850s precipitated by the last notable fili-
bustering expedition to Cuba launched from the United States* and by the
attempts under the Pierce administration to acquire Cuba for the United
States, the Spanish press—liberal and conservative—continued to report
widely the filibustering activity and plotting of Southern slave-holders
who had designs on annexing the island to bolster US slaving interests
and of Cuban exiles in New York and Florida.** Pronouncements ema-
nating from the USA—especially those of the president—calling for the
immediate end to the continued practice of slavery in the Spanish Antilles
were interpreted as unwarranted interference and even an antecedent to
belligerence.*” The increasing numbers of Cuban émigrés arriving and
making their homes in the Eastern port-cities of the United States meant
that the USA became another locus for the enactment of tensions between
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supporters of Spanish colonialism and the Cuban nationalist and indepen-
dence movement.*® As part of the attempts to counter anti-colonial-Spain
rhetoric and activities in the USA, a Centro Espasiol was established in
1892 in Tampa, Florida, a key centre for the Cuban independence (and
alignment with the US) movement.*” Spanish immigrants to the USA in
the late century found themselves defending the colonial interests of their
birth country; in so doing they developed a strong ‘Spanish national eth-
nic identity’ with precociously invented and exaggerated traditions, which
overlaid previously dominant local and regional loyalties.*® For Rafael
de Labra, who himself favoured autonomous rule for the colonies, the
reconfiguration of the old metropole-colony relationships that was being
wrought by increasing Cuban nationalism and the independence move-
ment (centred both in Cuba and the USA) and by the advance of liberal
politics including abolitionism in Spain, made interest in the United States
essential: as he observed, the ‘peninsular public’ cannot be ‘indifferent’ to
‘American problems [...] especially now that the political and economic
reforms of our Antilles and the trend toward approximation and intimacy
with our former colonies, now independent and sovereign Republics, are
being emphasised’.>!

Related to the lens of the United States as contemporary rival was the
psychological response of ressentiment, the admixture of ‘suppressed envy
and hatred’ and the ‘impossibility of satisfying these feelings’ identified by
Liah Greenfeld as a crucial component in the development of national-
ism in countries perceived less ‘advanced’ or powerful in comparison to
neighbouring states, or states that otherwise constituted important points
of comparison, by their inhabitants.>? The perceived reduction in Spain’s
international standing, brought by the loss of the continental American
empire in the 1820s (and intensified by the threatened and then realised
independence /annexation of its remaining New World colonies in 1898),
and the sense that it was lagging behind its European neighbours and key
comparison-states (especially Britain, Germany and France) in political,
economic, industrial and technological terms translated into ressentiment-
laden images of the USA (and of Britain, France and Germany) that
rejected the more ‘advanced” Other and made a virtue of Spanish non-
modernity. Such traces of ressentiment are evident in Spanish conservative-
liberal images of the US republic and democratic practices as venal and
corrupt and in images of the USA’s technological modernity as indicative
of the absence of culture in the USA.
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In addition, Spaniards viewed the United States through a lens that
juxtaposed Otherness with familiarity. Whilst many of the images, and the
processes through which they were conjured, set out in this book involve
a view of the USA as Other, as fundamentally foreign and different to
Spain, other images arise from a contrasting sense of familiarity, similarity
and shared history between the two countries. Above all, this view was
shaped by (and itself shaped) discussions of Spanish and US colonialism.
The ‘natural civilising impulse’ of the North American westward expan-
sion in the nineteenth century, which involved the incorporation of ter-
ritory once colonised by Spain into the Union, was readily understood
as the repetition of the pattern of colonisation and ‘civilisation’ that the
Spanish conquistadors had carried out before them. Peninsular Spaniards
who travelled in these newly ‘Americanised’ lands found the faces, archi-
tecture, customs and even natural landscape reassuringly familiar. When
Juan Bustamante y Campuzano arrived in New Mexico, he imagined him-
self back in his madrepatrin. He saw nothing ‘American’ in the phys-
ical appearance of the state’s towns. ‘In Santa Fe we could easily have
thought we were in Spain, in some Castilian village.” The single-floored
and balconied adobe houses and narrow streets, bisected by roads which
curved and twisted around the town were ‘an unusual thing’ in the United
States.®® What’s more, for him, Santa Fe’s inhabitants—*‘three quarters
[...] descendants of Spaniards, Mexicans and Indians’—had preserved
their ‘essentially Spanish’ character ‘without the American element being
able to erase at all the seal that our ancestors’ colonial genius impressed
on New Mexico’.>*

However, viewing the United States through the lens of common
colonialism and adventuring expansionism could lead to divergent assess-
ments of the comparative ‘civilisation’ brought by Spanish colonialism.
For the Barcelonian Puig y Valls, the USA’s contemporary colonisation of
California was ugly and brutal in contrast to what he saw as the holistic,
artistic and enhancing legacy of Spanish colonialism.>®> On the other hand,
for Bustamante y Campuzano, among others, Spanish New World colo-
nialism stood for pre-modern civilisation, distinguished from the ultra-
modernity of the USA. Santa Fe was ‘the most ancient city in the United
States’ and also ‘the one that is most backward of all’.>

As Santa Fé enters the movement of the century and adapts more and more
to the federal Government regime on which it depends, the prints of former
Spanish domination, which have remained so deeply impressed, and which,
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two thousand leagues from the patria, remind me of the glories of other
times, will be erased bit by bit, even if it will be difficult to reach the point
where they will be completely extinguished.5”

Bustamante y Campuzano was quick to romanticise the pre-modern
nature of Spanish colonialism but the comparison of civilisations could
also be understood as cause for Spanish shame. In this vein, the USA’s
invitation to Spain to occupy the position of honour at the 1893 Chicago
World’s Fair, intended as the quad-centennial celebration of Columbus’
voyage to the New World, was simultaneously the ultimate recognition
of a shared history and an opportunity to reflect on the seemingly polar
distinctions between the contemporary standing of the two countries. E/
Imparcial interpreted the USA’s insistence on féting Spain as the Fair’s
nation-guest of honour as driven by ‘that sentiment, which makes the
worker enriched by his work think with pleasure of the hut he was born
in and build a palace on its miserable ruins’.*® There was no simple answer
to the comparative evaluation of Spain’s past and the USA’s recent and
present colonialism. The dichotomy could be one between two different
kinds of “civilisation’—the Spanish natural, benign and artistic, the North
American uniform, interventionist and mechanised — but it could also be
drawn as between a pre-modern, ‘backward’, albeit romanticised Spanish
colonial legacy and a technologically advanced, industrial and progressive
American future. Either way, a sense of the shared enterprise of bringing
‘civilisation” was part of the framework in which images of the USA were
created.

A further lens through which events and figures in the USA were
understood was that of the United States as a model or blueprint for the
modern way of life: democracy; individual liberties; separation of church
and state; education and professional opportunities for women, freer and
more informal relations between the sexes, perhaps even women’s politi-
cal emancipation; industrial capitalism, the prioritising of business and
wealth creation; the embracing of technological innovations that prom-
ised to make life easier and more comfortable; mass forms of entertain-
ment and communication. Of course, any model provided by the United
States was not fixed and immobile; for example, the exemplar furnished
by the USA in relation to slavery looked very different before 1860 and
after 1865. Nevertheless, the idea that the United States offered a clear,
universal model of modern life pervaded nineteenth-century worldviews
(and has been replicated in some of the historiography), even if it becomes
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apparent on closer inspection that the contents of the ‘America’ conjured
as a model or blueprint varied considerably according to the person and
context invoking it. Viewed through this lens, the United States acted
not only as a crystal ball, allowing for the preview of the challenges Spain
might encounter as it became modern, but also provided a kind of compass
(and, for a few, nothing short of a detailed map) for navigating modernity.

For Spanish liberals America-as-model functioned largely positively.
The republican deputy to the Constituent Cortes convened in the wake of
the September revolution, Manuel Palanca, took emulating America to its
extreme conclusion when he lamented that the 1869 Spanish Constitution
they were writing did not simply copy the US Constitution word for
word,” but many Spanish liberals agreed with the liberal-democrat
reformer and academic Rafael Marfa de Labra that the study of US his-
tory and contemporary institutions and society offered a means to bet-
ter understand ‘the times we are living in’.% However, America-as-model
could also be understood negatively, even as an anti-model, a map whose
compass pointed in precisely the direction that Spain should avoid.®! For
the most part, though, whilst the model or blueprint for modernity pre-
sented a key lens through which to view and understand the USA and, in
reflection, themselves, few late-century Spaniards advocated simple emu-
lation or denunciation of the USA’s model in its entirety. Their debates on
the United States were driven by domestic concerns and were interested in
finding a political and social settlement appropriate to the Spanish context.
In the end, what the United States offered was evidence, as a 100-year
experiment of federalist republicanism and democracy in practice as well
as a vision of the future in the present.

The idea of viewing America as a ‘model republic’ resulted in part
from North American perceptions of itself as the originator of an export-
able universal political model.®? The two universal expositions held in the
USA during the late nineteenth century, the Centennial Exposition in
Philadelphia in 1876 and the 1893 Columbine (to mark 400 years since
the ‘discovery’ of the Americas) World’s Fair in Chicago provided particu-
lar moments for the USA to put itself on display and to perform moder-
nity.** One of the most glaring examples of Spanish positive reception
of US self-projections can be seen in Spanish abolitionists’ readiness to
accept and regurgitate the (Unionist) American ‘spin’ on the Civil War.
Both during and after the war, American diplomats in Europe focussed on
‘the slavery argument’, as the US chargé d’ affairs in Spain, Horatio Perry,
told US Secretary of State William Seward in 1862. Given ideological and
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realpolitik sympathy in Europe for the Confederacy’s secessionism, the
explanation of the US Civil War as an abolitionist war to rid the assurgent,
modern United States of the pre-modern relic of slavery was identified as
‘the only point which has told’ for the Unionist cause.®* After the war’s
end, instead of a fratricidal conflict that had threatened to disintegrate the
Union and discredit its ideals and institutions, America’s recent history
was resold as a kind of ultimate test of those ideals and institutions, from
which the ‘great republic’ had emerged stronger, richer and purged of
any un-modern elements.®® In his biography of Lincoln, Emilio Castelar
repeated this reading of the Civil War as a war of just cause and Lincoln
as the great redeemer of America’s political model. Similarly, his fellow
abolitionist Gabriel Rodriguez, in a speech to an abolitionist audience at
the Teatro de Lope de Rueda in 1872, presented the war in the Manichean
terms of a ‘savage and cruel” South against a ‘moderate and humane’
North, with victory for the progressive Union never in doubt.

The abolitionists fought in the way that men fight when motivated by a
sense of justice: the slavers like criminals who see the fruit of their depreda-
tions in danger.®”

It was not necessary to travel to the USA to encounter US-originating
projections of its status as a model republic. American self-projections
reached Spanish audiences via multiple routes including the persuasive
declarations of US diplomats in Spain and the circulation of American
novels, works of non-fiction and stage plays, including Harriet Beecher
Stowe’s Uncle Tom’s Cabin (the fastest best-seller of its time when it was
published in Spanish in 1852),%® the works of Poe, Irving, Hawthorne,
Fenimore Cooper and Emerson,* and William Cody’s wildly popular
touring Buffalo Bill show.”® Spaniards met and exchanged information
and ideas with American citizens, most notably at the Madrid salon of
the Spanish romantic poet and liberal political actor, Carolina Coronado,
who was married to one-time US chargé A’ affairs, Horatio Perry, and
corresponded with Abraham Lincoln.”! Rafael de Labra, one of the prin-
cipal producers of images of the USA in late-century Spain via publica-
tions and speeches on the history and contemporary laws and institutions
of the USA spanning a half century, used US government documents to
formulate his arguments, which he acquired from the US ambassador
to Spain, Daniel Sickles.”? Spanish abolitionists corresponded with their
US-based counterparts, especially Quaker groups, as part of a transna-
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tional abolitionist network. Hybrid images and projections of the USA
(and of Spain) also resulted from the presence of a small but vocal Spanish
immigrant community in the USA, many of whom worked in New York-
and Louisiana- based, Spanish-owned factories,”® and who sustained sev-
eral Spanish-language newspapers reflecting the conservative, liberal and
socialist-anarchist political press divisions in their country of birth.”*

The United States’ was not the only national experience to be imag-
ined in terms of model and anti-model. Britain, France and, to a lesser
extent, Germany provided a rival set of political, social and cultural mod-
els that influenced Spanish national discourse on modernity. Krausists in
particular looked to Germany, whilst the Spanish Socialist Party (PSOE)
was modelled on the German Social Democratic Party (SPD) when it was
founded in 1879.7° Paris was undoubtedly the principal cultural bench-
mark for Spanish elites: for example, the urban development of Madrid
and Barcelona carried out in the 1860s aped Haussmann’s wide, easily
controllable avenues in Paris. Radical city planners, concerned after 1868
with improving the housing stock and living standards of Madrid’s poor,
proposed worker barrios modelled on Parisian streets and suburbs around
Molhouse, Avenida Daumesnil and the rue de Champagne-Premier.”® It
was not until the twentieth century that the skyscrapers lining the Gran
Via and cafés with names like Chicote’s, Miami and Hollywood hinted at
a North American influence to Madrid’s cityscape.”

Politically, however, the influence of France was more complex and
subject to flux. Undoubtedly Spaniards followed events there closely,
which were often understood as portents. Many progressive liberals and
democrats ‘revered France as Europe’s only republic’.”® In the wake of
the 1868 revolution, French republican symbols from the tricolour to
Marianne to the Marseilleise appeared ubiquitous to the French repub-
lican, Elids Reclus, as he toured the villages and towns of Catalonia, the
Levant and Andalusia in 1868-69, though these formed part of an interna-
tional republican lexicon, interspersed with ‘Garibaldian shirts’, Phrygian
caps, US flags and portraits of Mazzini, Garibaldi and Sixto Cdmara.””
However, the French political model very often functioned negatively,
among both Spain’s liberals and conservatives. The Spanish republican
movement was largely federalist, which limited the positive appeal that
France’s unitary republicanism could exert and conversely increased the
potential appeal of US, or Swiss, style federalism in practice.®’ The brutal
suppression of the Paris Commune in May 1871 was experienced with
intense shock by Spanish republicans and progressive liberals; the radi-
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cal sexenio government used the example of the Commune to ban the
Spanish section of the International Workers Organisation in 1871 and
its influence was blamed for the cantonalist uprisings that contributed to
the collapse of the First Republic, and with it, the democratic experiments
of the sexenio.' Indeed, Rafael de Labra insisted that France had lost all
credibility as a political model long before, in the Napoleonic aftermath
of 1789.%2 In so doing, he was perhaps influenced by his notable inter-
est in the United States but perhaps also by the teachings of Spanish
Krausism, whose principal ideologue, Julidn Sanz del Rio, adhered to a
‘reasoned and analytical anti-Gallicism’ borne from the conviction that
the ‘exclusive predominance of French cultural fashions’ was detrimental
to ‘the Spanish genius [and...]| exhausted national spirit’.#3 Although not
expressed with the same degree of xenophobia, such pronouncements
were not a world away from the anti-French sentiments of the conser-
vative cultural nationalism sermonised most eloquently by Menéndez
Pelayo .3

Certainly, the French revolutionary and Enlightenment traditions had
been upheld as political models by Spanish liberals in the late eighteenth
and early nineteenth centuries, as the derogatory epithet of ‘afrancesa-
dos’ bestowed on opponents of Bourbon absolutism indicates, and France
would again provide an important political model at the turn of the twen-
tieth century. The Dreyfuss affair and its aftermath seemed to confirm
the victory of the secular liberal republic in France and was mined as
inspiration for Alejandro Lerroux’s galvanisation of Spanish republican
intellectuals and working class republicans around the ‘Montjuic issue’™—
protest, principally circulated in the liberal and international press (includ-
ing L’ Intransigéant, the French paper at the centre of the Dreyfuss affair),
at the substantiated allegations of illegal detention, mistreatment and tor-
ture of prisoners by the guardia civil in the wake of a series of anarchist
‘propaganda by deed’ assassinations, which had culminated in the 1896
Barcelona Corpus Christi bombings.®> However, in the late 1860s and
early 1870s, the opening time frame of this book, the French example—of
the extreme politics and violent suppression of the Commune and of the
unitary clericalism of Thiers’ Third Republic—sat uneasily as a model for
Spanish liberals and republicans. Conversely, newly emerged from its Civil
War, the United States presented itself, and its republican-democratic
institutions, as having passed the ultimate test of war intact and, indeed,
strengthened now that these had been purged of the practice of slavery. As
such it proved a timely model of modernity for Spanish reformers seeking,
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in the wake of the September revolution, to advance a liberal democracy
at home.

Great Britain also provided a different kind of ‘model’ of a modern state,
whose constitutional and political arrangements were particularly admired
in Spain, especially after 1875. Even affirmed republicans Gumersindo de
Azcarate and Rafael de Labra held in high esteem the stability of Britain’s
parliamentary system and constitutional monarchy. Britain (very often
referred to by contemporaries simply as England) was understood as the
originator of the ideal of political liberty. Azcarate declared its parliamen-
tary system (a key distinguishing feature from that other exemplar of
Anglo-Saxon democracy, the USA), ‘the best guarantee of the progress
of peoples and of individual freedom” and adjudged that a more effective
separation of powers had been achieved in Britain than in either the USA
or France.’¢ Though progressive liberals like Labra, Azcirate and Giner
de los Rios could find much to admire in the British constitutional sys-
tem, the principal Spanish anglophile was the conservative liberal Antonio
Canovas del Castillo, who sought to emulate Britain’s seemingly stable
liberal monarchy in his brokering of the Bourbon Restoration in 1875
and introduction of its illusorily democratic, yet functional, political sys-
tem whereby the conservative and liberal parties alternated periods in
power. The 1876 Constitution assigned sovereignty to both Cortes and
the Crown and introduced a bicameral parliament.?”

The appeal of the British political model—and indeed of the US model—
was complicated by the frequent conflation of the two systems as originat-
ing from the same ‘Anglo-Saxon’ roots. The supposed racial unity of the
Anglo-Saxons—constructed in opposition to their ‘Other’ (for Spaniards),
the 7aza latina or Latin race—was assumed to have commonly shaped
the people, culture and institutions of Britain and the United States and
was used as evidence of essential differences between Latins and Anglo-
Saxons in order to explain political, cultural and socio-economic dispari-
ties between them. It was also used to explain the shared—or what were
perceived to be shared—political values and institutions of Britain and
the United States. The assignment of distinctions in political culture to
inheritable ‘racial’ characteristics followed an established pattern of elid-
ing biological and cultural difference most notoriously associated with the
French theorist Arthur but also readily accepted by the nascent discipline
of anthropology in Spain.®® For many, what united Anglo-Saxons, and
distinguished them from Latins and other ‘races’, was founded in religious
rather than biological difference (though the distinctions made between
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the characters of followers of Catholicism and Protestantism also fed into
the cultural traits that became part of racial identity constructs),® but
all agreed that liberty was transported to the USA from Britain in the
Mayflower. Thus, praise for the North American constitution and politi-
cal values at times seemed a proxy for those of the British parliamentary
system—and vice versa.

FroMm 1868 1O 1898: REVvOLUTION, REFORM AND END
OF EMPIRE

The temporal remit of this book spans the period from 1868 to 1898.
Although the ‘Glorious’ Revolution can be understood as one of a series
of nineteenth-century liberal pronuniciamientos—a military mechanism
for bringing about political change of the kind that occurred repeatedly
throughout the century—and the fruit of decades of democratic conspir-
acy and organisation, ‘1868’ did mark an important moment in Spanish
national development. As the beginning of what became known as the
sexenio revolucionario or democrdtico and a time when a new, or modified,
post-bellum iteration of the USA as a universal model held sway, ‘1868’
makes sense as a starting point for this study. The September revolution
signalled the entry to political power of a group of liberal reforming indi-
viduals who previously had been politically influential, but largely excluded
from political power. Many of these represented the interests of a nascent
urban middle class; some represented reforming colonial interests (but not
independence). As has already been noted, the legacy of the revolutionary
sexenio endured: in the imperfect yet constitutional parliamentary system
of the Restoration era; in the developing and vocal urban civil society
whose associations and political press continued to agitate for reform; in
the liberal pedagogy pioneered by the The Free Educational Institution;
and, more broadly, in the political vocabulary and culture, which dem-
onstrated that republican and democratic practices could be outlawed (or
ridden roughshod over) but not easily unlearned.

Moreover, whilst Spaniards were neither ignorant nor silent on the
topic of the United States before 1868—after all, the works of promi-
nent US authors had been available in translation since the 1830s whilst
a Spanish version of the US Constitution was already published in Cadiz
in 1811%°—the coincidence of the spectacle of civil war in the USA, the
acceleration and improvement of means of transatlantic communication,
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especially the laying of the transatlantic telegraph cable in 1866, and the
accession to positions of power and influence of a number of Spanish
democrats, republicans and federalists with firmly international outlooks,
meant that the sexenzo marked a new intensity in the status and diffusion
of North American concepts and practices in Spain. It is little coincidence
that Benito Pérez Galdos, the novelist of late-nineteenth century Madrid,
declared in his Episodio nacional set in the aftermath of the September
revolution that “all the politicians at that time were going crazy’ for Alexis
de Tocqueville’s Democracy in America.®’ The Spanish-Cuban liberal and
republican deputy, lawyer and academic, Rafael Maria de Labra was less
effusive than Galdés but nevertheless confirmed that Tocqueville’s work
was indeed ‘very popular in some circles’.”?

The book takes as its end point a year heralded as a point of rupture
even more than 1868, that of ‘1898°. As with ‘1868’, the transformations
associated with 1898, especially the trend towards national introspection
caused by perceptions of Spain’s imperial decline and the development of
regenerationism as a movement dedicated to studying, understanding and
resolving that decline, were already underway well before the final Spanish
withdrawal from its Caribbean and Pacific colonies with the December
1898 signing of the Treaty of Paris. Nevertheless, 1898 makes sense as
the end date for this book for two reasons. Firstly, because the final end to
Spain’s New World empire was determined by war with the United States,
Spanish images of the United States were understandably overwhelmingly
shaped by the threat and then arrival of war with the USA at the end
of the nineteenth century. Positive images of the USA did return after
the Spanish-American-Cuban War but few Spaniards followed Labra’s
example in seeking to maintain an ‘objective’ admiration for US institu-
tions whilst avowing a patriotic adherence to Spain’s last colonial stand.
Jingoistic images depicting Spain as a helpless vulnerable woman being
overcome by a lecherous Uncle Sam, or as a brave lion facing the greed
of a pig, predominated in the Spanish illustrated press, whilst the young
Spanish pupils and their American teachers at the International Institute
for Girls were shouted at and spat upon during their daily walks in the run
up to the war and, once war was declared, transferred to the French city of
Biarritz.”® In the war’s aftermath 1898 was remembered as a key moment
in Spanish national self-fashioning, providing an identity for the genera-
tion of artists and writers who considered themselves profoundly altered
by the end of empire.
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Secondly, the end date of 1898 makes sense due to shifts in the global
position and perceptions of the United States. Again, international recog-
nition of the USA as a major global power in economic and international
diplomacy terms did not simply materialise in the aftermath of the USA’s
decisive victory against Spain in 1898; recognition of the increasing mili-
tary, economic and geopolitical might of the USA had been growing since
at least the mid century.®* However, the acquisition of its own empire,
with the adoption of colonial control over the Philippines and Puerto
Rico and informal rule over the nominally independent Cuba, marked
a shift in internal and external perceptions of the USA from that of a
republic founded on the Enlightenment ideal of self-government to impe-
rial overlord.”® The year 1898 has often been retrospectively backdated
as the beginning of ‘the American century’ when US hegemonic power,
prestige, influence and political and economic interference was widely
asserted.”® This book demonstrates that well before the advancement of
US hegemonic interests and well before coherent processes and ideologies
of Americanisation and its corollary, Anti-Americanism, were identified,””
late-nineteenth century Spaniards examined US experience and created
multiple images of the United States, negative, positive and ambivalent,
which were the products of reflections on their own identities, concerns,
challenges and understandings of what modernity entailed.

IMAGINERS OF AMERICA

Whilst this book takes in images of America articulated by a wide range of
Spaniards amongst whom number royals, conservatives, moderates, repub-
licans, anarchists and businessmen of no declared political allegiance, one
group of individuals recur as prolific producers of images of the United
States in this period, and thus worked their way to become protagonists
of this narrative. These people might loosely be defined as part of the
‘new political class’ of liberal intellectual and political actors based prin-
cipally in Madrid, but also in Barcelona, who came to prominence in and
around the time of the sexenio democratico or who were broadly support-
ive of some, if not all, of its reforming project.”® Arguably, the group then
defies further categorisation. The majority, with a few notable exceptions
were urban metropolis dwellers though many also had direct experience
of colonial life. Most, but not all, were men. Many, though again not all,
reflected the political concerns, liberal ideology, lifestyle and consumer
practices of the emerging urban middle class. Though the Restoration
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abruptly cut many off from the highest echelons of power, and sent some
into temporary exile, these people nevertheless remained both politically
and intellectually influential. Of course, in this transitional context, cat-
egories of ‘class’ are necessarily fluid; bourgeois families emulated and
aspired to be—or be like—the aristocracy (even if, ultimately, it was bour-
geois practices that mostly endured) and many among the latter accepted
a codified, moderately reforming state, disentailment and land reform in
return for a share in the spoils and the consolidation of their position.”
What’s more, within the growing urban bourgeoisie there was, as Emilia
Pardo Bazin observed, a world of difference in the experience of the wife
of a rich banker and that of a telegraph clerk.'® Nevertheless, despite dis-
crepancies in wealth, social position or religious conviction, the individuals
here under the spotlight had a key point of commonality: each had a stake
in the liberal state and an interest in shaping the future direction of that
state and of Spanish society.

Beyond a commitment to the liberal state, the ‘spaces’ in which these
individuals operated indicate a further aspect of their shared ideological-
geographical milieu. Their key spaces of operation included: the Cortes
[parliament]; liberal tertulias and intellectual salons (or more informally,
evening gatherings) such as those held at the homes of Carolina Coronado
and Rafael de Labra; key liberal educational establishments including the
Fomento de las Artes, Ateneo and the The Free Educational Institution
founded by Krausist liberal academics who had supported the September
revolution and found themselves removed from their university posi-
tions after the Restoration; and the meeting places, conferences and pub-
lications of the buzzing associational life of the capital, which included
reformist movements pushing for liberal political, social, economic and
colonial reform.!®! A series of biographical summaries illustrates the inter-
connected preoccupations of this emergent liberal ‘establishment’.

Emilio Castelar y Ripoll (1832-99) was a noted political statesman,
academic and writer who championed the causes of liberalism and repub-
licanism, serving as the last of the four presidents of Spain’s short-lived
First Republic of 1873. Having lost his professorial chair in history at the
University of Madrid for the anti-Isabelline views expressed in his news-
paper, La Democracia, and exiled to Paris for his part in Prim’s liberal
conspiracy of June 1866, Castelar returned to Madrid after the September
revolution and, at the age of 37, became parliamentary deputy for
Zaragoza (and during the Restoration, for Barcelona). Famed for his ora-
tory, Castelar promoted his political ideals—including moderate republi-
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canism, democracy, freedom of religion and the abolition of slavery—in
the Cortes, in Madrid tertulins [debates], in countless publications and
newspapers and in the associations of which he was a prominent member.
These included the Association for Tarift Reform (Est. 1859), the Free
Society of Political Economy (1857) and the Spanish Abolitionist Society
(SAE; 1865). In addition, Castelar joined fellow liberal educationalists
in teaching at the Fomento de las Artes, the centre for adult education
formed in the late 1840s, and in 1869 contributed to a series of Sunday
conferences for women organised by Fernando de Castro—then rector of
Madrid’s university and one-time president of the SAE—in his capacity as
founder of the nascent Association for Women’s Education.

The most prominent champion of republican federalism in late-century
Spain, Francisco Piy Margall (1824-1901) was also a member of the SAE
and lectured at the Fomento de las Artes and the Sunday conferences for
women. A Catalan born into a family of modest means, Pi entered parlia-
mentary politics, like Castelar, after the September revolution where he
consistently advocated a federalist republican solution for Spain in addi-
tion to land reform and the redistribution of wealth in order to ‘univer-
salise’ the bourgeois revolution.!® Pi also served as President of the First
Republic (for just more than a month between June and July of 1873),
replacing the first president (and fellow abolitionist) Estanislao Figueras.
Despite holding the presidency, Pi refused to implement his federalist ideals
until these were legitimised, ‘from above’, with a constitution; meanwhile
‘intransigent’ federalist radicals, frustrated by the delays of constitutional-
ising a federal republic, fragmented the republic ‘from below’ into violent
and incoherent cantons. Temporarily isolated from parliamentary politics
by the return of the Bourbon monarchy, Pi dedicated the first years of the
Restoration to teaching and writing, most notably his defence of federal-
ism, Las Nacionalidades (1877). However, in 1880 he reconstituted the
Federal Party, which he led until his death in 1901, and was returned to
the Cortes repeatedly in the late century, in 1886, 1891 and 1893. Of this
generation of 1868ers—the progressive liberals and republicans associated
with the democratic sexenio—it was Pi who went furthest in attaching
socio-economic reforms to the political programme of liberal democratic
and constitutional change and came closest to the growing socialist move-
ment. In 1894 he outlined a progressive social programme that called for
considerable land reform and redistribution of wealth, the nationalisation
of key industries and the railway, limits to women and child labour condi-
tions, profit sharing schemes and arbitration commissions, compensation
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for victims of work accidents and an (anarchist-championed) eight-hour
working day.!%

Like Castelar and Pi, Gumersindo de Azcdrate (1840-1914) com-
bined work as an academic with republican politics, first in the cen-
tralist republican party and, from 1873, in Ruiz Zorrilla’s Progressive
Republican party. Azcirate was stripped from his chair in comparative law
at the Central University of Madrid on the Restoration, along with four
colleagues including Francisco Giner de los Rios and Nicolds Salmeroén,
for their refusal to accept the repeal of the principle of academic freedom.
Along with his ousted colleagues, Azcdrate, helped found in 1876 what
became the liberal educational institution par excellence, the The Free
Educational Institution (Free Institute of Education, ILE), which sought
to teach university- and later primary- and secondary-level courses accord-
ing to the latest pedagogical methods and unencumbered by the ortho-
doxies and demands of Catholicism and government.!** In his numerous
publications and speeches on the principles of democracy and the role of
political parties and heads of state within democratic states, most notably
El Self-government y lo monarquin doctrinaria (1877) and El régimen par-
lamentario en ln practica (1885), Azcarate remained a vociferous critic of
the false democracy of the turnismo political system instituted by Cinovas.

Also excluded from political power, but in their case permanently and
by virtue of their sex, the proto-feminists Concepcién Arenal (1820-93)
and Emilia Pardo Bazdn were important contributors to this generation
of reformers, agitating especially in questions of social reform, including
the position of women in Spanish society. Between 1842 and 1845 Arenal
attended law classes at Madrid University (dressed in men’s clothing) and
then pursued a career as writer, journalist and reformer; as well as being a
committed abolitionist and active in the Red Cross (under whose ambit
she managed the Hospital de Sangre de Miranda de Ebro, which treated
the wounded on both sides of the Third Carlist War), she campaigned for
penal reform and was made the first female Inspector of Women’s Prisons
by Serrano’s provisional government following the 1868 revolution. The
democratic sexenio proved the right environment for publishing Arenal’s
early feminist work La Mujer del Porvenir (1869), which she had written
several years earlier, and which she followed up with La Mujer en su Casa
(1881), Estado actual de la mujer en Espasia (1884) and La educacion de
In mujer (1892). Arenal maintained close friendships with a number of
Krausists who were also important actors in the 1868 ‘generation” includ-
ing Francisco Giner de los Rios, Gumersindo de Azcirate and Fernando
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de Castro; the latter, perhaps spurred on by his friend’s avocation of
improved educational opportunities for women in La Mujer del Porvenir,
as rector of Madrid’s university after the September revolution instituted
the famous Sunday conference series for women, the Escuela de institutri-
cesand, in June 1871, the Asociacion de la Educacion de ln Mujer. He also
collaborated with Faustina Sdez de Melgar’s Atenco de Senoras, a female
equivalent to the Fomento de las Artes, which opened its doors in 1871.

Emilia Pardo Bazan (1851-1921), almost thirty years Arenal’s junior,
pursued a highly successful career as a novelist, writer, publisher and cul-
tural critic. Although only sixteen at the time of the September revolution
Pardo Bazan credited it as one of ‘three important events in my life [ that]
followed one another in close succession’, alongside getting married and
wearing long dresses.!% Despite her relative youth, Pardo Bazin formed
intellectual friendships and correspondences with key liberal political
actors including Francisco Giner de los Rios and Rafael de Labra, with
whom she also shared an interest in Krausist ideas. Alongside novels and
poems, Pardo Bazan published articles of cultural criticism, including in
the journal she founded in 1891, Nuevo Teatro Critico and collaborated
(like Arenal) with the Boletin de ln Institucion Libre de Ensenianza. Like
Arenal, Pardo Bazdn championed women’s education and greater recog-
nition of women’s intellectual capacity, establishing the Biblioteca de in
mujer in 1892, participating in the pedagogical conference of the same
year, and nominating (unsuccessfully) Arenal for admittance to the Rea!/
Academin Espatioln. In 1916, she herself became the first woman to hold
a university chair in Spain.

Finally, the individual whose countless publications and teachings on
the United States make him the most prominent protagonist of this book
is Rafael Marfa de Labra (1840-1918). Born in Havana, Labra spent his
adult life in Madrid where he was an intellectual, lawyer, politician, jour-
nalist, educator and passionate advocate of colonial reform, republicanism
free trade, abolition and women’s emancipation. A committed progres-
sive liberal and republican, like many individuals featured in this book,
Labra’s first political foray came in 1868 when he participated in Madrid’s
revolutionary junta and spoke out against slavery and for the inclusion of
colonial deputies in the new Cortes. A parliamentary deputy between 1871
and 1879 for districts in Asturias, Puerto Rico and Cuba, and senator from
1881 until 1918, Labra declined to serve high governmental office, includ-
ing the post of colonial minister when it was offered to him in 1873.1% In
1873 he voted for the First Republic and was part of the committee that
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drew up its never ratified constitution. After the 1874 coup that ended both
republic and democratic sexenio, Labra helped found Unidn Republicana
in 1876 and later the Union Democratica, whose meetings were held at
his home.!?” Before, during and after the sexenio, Labra remained a stal-
wart of Spanish associational life, especially the SAE whose newspaper E/
Abolicionista he edited in 1866 and whose presidency he assumed from
1876, and of Madrid’s leading educational institutions (including the
Fomento de las Artes, the Ateneo, and the The Free Educational Institution,
which he helped to found). Labra was another Krausist—that is a follower
of the philosophies of the post-Kantian German thinker, Karl Christian
Friedrich Krause (1781-1830) whose ideas quirkily reached Spanish intel-
lectuals circles at mid-century via the intercession of Julidn Sanz del Rio,
history of philosophy professor at the University of Madrid.!

For the self-declared ‘thinking minority’ who were its Spanish followers,
Krausism offered a path to national renewal through its focus on ethics as
the driver of human conduct and its ‘lofty-sounding concept’ of ‘harmonic
rationalism’.!% For its detractors, including the leading intellectual of con-
servative national-Catholicism, Marcelino Menéndez y Pelayo, Krausists
were nothing but ‘a horde of fanatical sectarians’.!? Spanish Krausists were
attracted to Sanz del Rio’s Krausist teachings for their offering ofa ‘practical
philosophy’ that focussed on reform, associationalism and education as the
means to achieve a harmonious, organically ordered society.!'! The moral
imperative to actively work towards the end goal of ‘universal harmony’
and the focus on ‘Europeanising” Spain offered a clear, practical way for-
ward to modernise the nation. Krausists took up leading roles in the lobby-
ing civil society associations advocating liberal reform, including abolition
and colonial reform, and, given the crucial importance Krausist thought
placed on pedagogy, many taught in the most important educational insti-
tutions of the capital. In the aftermath of the Restoration, when many lib-
eral sexenio-supporting academics were removed from their posts, a group
of Krausist educationalists including Giner de los Rios, Azcdrate, Labra and
Salmerén, founded (in 1876) the The Free Educational Institution, which
became a bastion of secular liberal pedagogy.

These individual biographies indicate the overlapping ideas, causes,
associations and institutions that bonded this liberal intellectual ‘elite’.
Most were personally acquainted, and certainly they were all at home in
their milieu of lecture theatre, tertulias and salons, newspaper column and
Cortes floor.'? As such, they can usefully be considered part of a modern
reforming ‘generation’ of 1868, both in terms of their relatively close age
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and in terms of having collectively undergone the formative experience of
the September revolution, six years of democratic experimentation and
the disappointment of the monarchical Restoration and the rolling back
of many of those democratic reforms.!!?

Though this cohort of liberal activists, pedagogues, thinkers and writers
figure centrally in this study, they are not its only characters. Importantly,
none of the individuals mentioned thus far ever visited the United States;
their images of the country were distilled from what they read and heard
about the USA and from the self-image(s) that the USA itself wished to
project internationally. But this study also draws upon the rich body of
images of the USA published in the broadsheet satirical press—themselves
also a source of information for our liberal actors—and upon the testimo-
nies of Spaniards who travelled to and around the United States during
the late century and reported back in exquisite detail what they found.
These accounts come predominantly from middle-class professionals,
including engineers and businessmen, diplomatic attachés and members
of Spain’s delegation to the Chicago World’s Fair as well as a member of
the Bourbon royal family, Princess Maria Eulalia, who wrote letters home
from her voyage to Cuba and the USA in 1893. As the daughter of Isabel
II and sister of the late Alfonso XII, Eulalia was hardly representative of
the new political and intellectual classes, but her perspective offers some
particularly fascinating insights, especially her progressive take on the posi-
tion of women in the United States.

Inevitably, in focussing on images produced by a relatively coherent
group of liberals and actors within the liberal state (even if the images they
conjured were by no means always coherent), the book omits discussion of
other important constituencies that, from their distinct perspectives, pro-
foundly influenced late nineteenth-century Spain. As a military-political
force, Carlism, which married an argument about dynastic succession with
the ideological defence of Catholic, absolutist Spain in opposition to the
political, social and economic effects of liberalism, was largely extinguished
by its military defeat in the third Carlist War of the century, in 1872-76.1*
Nevertheless Carlists” ideological vision of Spain as a profoundly Catholic,
conservative society rightfully ruled by an absolute monarch whose tem-
poral power was divinely ordained fed into the national-Catholic itera-
tion of ‘true’ Spain and Spanishness. Moreover, albeit in modified form,
Carlism resurfaced as part of the Nationalist forces and ideology in the
Spanish Civil War. As proponents of a deeply confessional state founded
on absolute monarchy and opposition to Enlightenment ideals, Carlists
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found little to recommend them to the United States, a republic with a
strict theoretic division between church and state. Any pronouncements
they did make were unrelentingly hostile to the USA and its ability to
serve as a model for Spain, as the following editorial of the Carlist news-
papers El Pensamiento Espaniol , published in September 1862 in the midst
of the American Civil War, makes abundantly evident.

The history of this model republic can be summed up in a few words. It
came into being by rebellion. It was founded on atheism. It was populated
by the dregs of all the nations of the world. It has lived without law of God
or man. Within a hundred years, greed has ruined it. Now it is fighting like a
cannibal, and it will die in a flood of blood and mire. Such is the real history
of the one and only state in the world which has succeeded in constituting
itself according to the flaming theories of democracy. The example is too
horrible to stir any desire for imitation in Europe.'®

At the opposite end of the political spectrum, Spanish anarchists and
socialists, equally crucial in shaping Spanish society and politics in the late
nineteenth and twentieth centuries, operated within networks and frames
of reference that were even more cosmopolitan and outward-looking than
those of Spanish liberals. Indeed, Spanish anarchists such as Pedro Esteve
were active in establishing anarchist cells in Tampa, Florida.!'® To both
Spanish socialists and anarchists, the United States presented a confusing
set of images pointing both to how, and how not, to organise society. As
a place that projected itself in utopian terms as a land of opportunity and
plenty, which offered hard-working people the chance to rewrite society
anew, the USA seemed to show, in the words of one English newspaper,
just what could be done ‘without State-Church, king or aristocracy!’!!”
However, by the late century, disillusionment and questioning of the
manifest connection between political equality (democracy) and socio-
economic equality profoundly shaped European working-class images
of America. The high profiles of American capitalist barons who plun-
dered natural resources in the single-minded pursuit of profit and lived
in unspeakable luxury made it seem more the land of exploitation than
of opportunity, although disenchanted images of capitalist exploitation
continued to be tempered by images of hope.!18

By the time Spanish socialism became organised (the PSOE was founded
in 1879) and anarchists in Spain embarked on their propagandistic bomb-
ing campaigns in the 1890s, the example set in the USA was done so by



30 K FERRIS

its highly organised, mobilised and effective labour movement.'*® In its
first issue in March 1886, the newspaper E/ Socialista, lauded the Knights
of Labour as a ‘powerful resistance organisation, perhaps the most impor-
tant in the world’. It was the US labour movements’ successes that struck
El Socialista above all; over the spring and summer of 1886 the paper
followed closely the ‘triumphant’ campaign for the eight-hour work-day,
keeping a running tally of the numbers of US workers who, it said, had
successfully agitated for a reduction in working hours (2,000,000 by 6
August 1886).12° By September, El Socialista was convinced that the ‘glo-
rious North American republic’ was on the cusp of another revolution.

Modern capitalism [in the United States] has already invaded the last bas-
tion of the reactionaries: the peasants have been expropriated by capital and
vomited into the ranks of the Proletariat. This is the beginning of the end
of capitalism. The peasants, dispossessed and proletarianised, uniting with
the industrial proletariat, will produce the ultimate and most terrible crisis
which will destroy the worst of all worlds: the capitalist world.!?!

Spanish anarchists were similarly inspired by their North American coun-
terparts; in emulation of the US campaign for an eight-hour workday, they
instituted an Internal Commission of Eight Hours in September 1886
and named their newspapers after Chicagoan anarchist press titles.'?? The
key event in the USA that indelibly shaped both anarchist and socialist
images of the United States was the Haymarket bombing in May 1886
and execution of those held responsible in 1887. The trial of eight sup-
posed anarchists, resulting in the execution of four and suicide of one, for
the detonation of a bomb at a demonstration in Chicago on 4 May 1886
that killed eight policemen and a number of civilians caused an interna-
tional sensation and in Spain gave ‘fresh impulse to [the anarchists’] revo-
lutionary movement’.!?* May Day and 11 November—the execution date
of the ‘Chicago Martyrs’—were ritually observed with portraits and songs
dedicated to the martyrs as part of an anarchist civic religion.'”* When
police searched the house of Paulino Pallas, the anarchist who made an
attempt on the life of General Martinez de Campos in 1893, they report-
edly found ‘photographs of the anarchists executed in Chicago’.!?®

A final group who appear only infrequently in this book, but whose
contribution to the development of images of America in Spain must be
recognised is the small, but expanding community of Spanish immigrants
resident in the United States. Numbering just over 7000 individuals
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by 1900 (doubling in number from just over 3000 Spaniards resident
in the USA at the mid-century), Spanish communities developed first in
Louisiana (principally, these were Spaniards expelled from Mexico during
the independence wars) and then in larger numbers in New York, Florida
and California.'?® The trajectories followed by many of these immigrants
place them as part of complex, transnational, transatlantic networks. Many
found themselves in the USA, temporarily or permanently as it transpired,
as a result of journeys and migrations to other parts of the Americas; this
was the case with those Spaniards expelled from Mexico during the inde-
pendence wars, with soldiers who moved on from fighting in Cuba to
working in New York or Florida, and with Spaniards sent from the pen-
insular to work in family businesses and plantations in the Antilles and
then on to set up business out-posts and connections in the USA. For
example, the Barcelona-born anarchist, Pedro Esteve arrived in Tampa
in the 1890s (where he helped establish an active anarchist cell) via Paris
and Cuba;!¥” Ramoén Silvestre Verea Garcia, the editor of the New York-
based liberal paper, El Progreso, to whom we will return in Chaps. 5 & 6,
emigrated from Galicia in 1855 first to Cuba, where he wrote novels and
articles and invented a printing machine whose patent he would later sell
in America, then to Puerto Rico, before he arrived in New York in 1865
where he founded a printing press specialising in translation, the afore-
mentioned newspaper dedicated to disseminating ideas and information
around political and technological ‘progress’, and continued inventing.!
The socio-economic status of the Spanish immigrants varied considerably;
while many worked as cooks, in tobacco factories or as clerical workers for
the trading companies operating across the Americas and Caribbean, oth-
ers, including Manuel Rionda, Vicente Martinez Ybor and Ignacio Haya,
who made their homes in the USA in order to further family commercial
colonial interests, were wealthy individuals.!?

These Spanish immigrants were a vital nexus connecting peninsular
Spain to the United States. Spanish communities in the US established
newspapers and associations, including chambers of commerce, masonic
lodges, benevolent, recreational and educational societies, in order to fur-
ther their interests in their new country of residence, but of course these
and other mechanisms were also used to forge and strengthen connections
between their madrepatria and new home. The forging of business links
was of course crucial—to this end Arturo Cuyas used his Catalan-language
paper, La Liumanera de Nova York, to urge, with increasing frustration,
Catalan and Spanish businesses to take greater advantage of the potential
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commercial opportunities offered by participation in the 1876 Philadelphia
Centennial Exposition'*—but the furthering of political interests (which,
of course, were entangled with commercial interests) was also paramount.
The Circulo Colon Cervantesin New York, for example, initiated a project
to erect a statue and fountain depicting ‘Columbus and his Lieutenants’
in Central Park as a symbol of ‘the glory of Spain and her recognition by
North Americans [...] and so revealing to the eyes of this Great Republic
the attraction that our patria will always hold, despite political permuta-
tions over Spanish America’.’®! The statue was unveiled to great fanfare on
15 October 1892, declared a public holiday, with a ‘civic-historical pag-
eant’ and procession that took in key New York landmarks and representa-
tions of Columbus’ ‘triumphal’ return to Barcelona and his ‘presenting of
Indians to Ferdinand and Isabella’.!?

The dichotomies of peninsular politics were replicated in the US
Spanish communities, between conservatives and liberals, republicans and
monarchists, defenders of Spanish colonialism and colonial slavery and
advocates of (limited) colonial reform. Conservative US residents like José
Ferrer de Couto maintained political connections with peninsular conser-
vatives, including Antonio Cénovas, and advocated loudly against aboli-
tion.'*¥ Mindful of the potential influence of the USA’s political model
among liberal Spaniards, and also of the influence that images produced
by Spaniards resident in the United States could have at home, Ferrer de
Couto admonished his liberally minded colleague, Enrique Muiiz (who
would, indeed, go on to found a liberal Spanish-language newspaper, Las
Novedades) for publishing an article presenting the US republic in rosy
terms, reminding him,

You should not forget that in Spain there are many fools infatuated with the
institutions of this country, to which they attribute the greatest marvels, and
that we should not encourage this monster with our praise.!3

Whilst Enrique Muiiiz was far from alone in expressing his admiration for
the institutions and ways of life in his adopted country, the views of José
Ferrer de Couto and the US-based Spanish colonial interests he purported
to represent fit the revisionist historiography on other national con-
texts which experienced much larger migratory movements to the USA
(especially Italy and Germany).'®® The large-scale migration of Europeans
to the United States should not necessarily be read as people ‘voting with
their feet’. Decisions to migrate to the USA and the large presence of
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European emigrants there, does not necessarily equate to evidence of their
wholehearted support and admiration for the United States.!3¢

THE CIRCULATION OF IMAGES OF AMERICA

The Spanish protagonists of this book were highly worldly and cosmopoli-
tan individuals, who operated within transnational networks, circulating
and exchanging ideas and practices. Images of the United States were com-
posites formed of ideas and information gleaned from Spanish imaginaries
of the USA and, as has been noted, of images projected internationally by
the USA and its citizens. These images were produced and transmitted
through numerous channels: newspapers, periodicals, scholarly journals,
academic works, literature, plays, artworks, advertisements, US-invented
machinery, personal contacts and more.'¥ Events and comparisons with
the USA were cited ‘with such frequency’ in Cortes debates they invoked
the fury of the Carlist deputy, Vicente Manterola.!®® The diplomatic post
brought news of presidential addresses, congressional speeches and statis-
tical data. Intellectuals and academics also made the United States a key
point of reference: during the thirty years under examination here, lecture
series on North American themes including, ‘On the representation and
influence of the United States of America in International Law’ and ‘the
North-American Revolution of the 18th century’ were regularly held at
the University, Athenaeum, Fomento de lns Artes and The Free Educational
Institution. Many were then published as pamphlets, books or articles in
leading intellectual journals like the Revista de Espana.'® The USA also
figured in associational and tertulin debates.!

Direct contact with ‘America’ and Americans in person was less frequent
but often memorable whether this took place in the context of diplomatic
relations and official visits, military encounters, business or pleasure trips.
Spain may not have been a de rigueur stop for North Americans on a grand
European tour but Prescott, Irving and Ticknor’s romantic representa-
tions of the country as a timeless and picturesque (as well as decadent and
backward) land and the extension of the Spanish railroad system helped
it to become an increasingly attractive destination for American travellers
touring Europe, as William Cullen Bryant’s visits to Spain in 1857 and
then again in 1866-67, during which he confirmed a firm friendship with
Carolina Coronado and her American husband Horatio Perry, testified.!*!
William Cody brought his Wild West ‘Buffalo Bill” show to Barcelona in
December 1889, whilst altogether different images of America were gen-
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erated by the presence of US Protestant missionaries in Spain from 1869,
who established a handful of evangelical churches and missions on the
peninsular with the aim of drawing catholic Spaniards away from Rome.*?

In the opposite direction, the Spaniards who visited the USA tended
to be diplomats, businessmen, engineers or military men, like General
Prim, the principal ‘sword’ of the promunciamiento that brought about
the September revolution. On his return from leading Spanish troops
during the French-led 1862 invasion of Mexico, Prim toured US Civil
War army bases and met Abraham Lincoln, an encounter that sealed his
‘enduring admiration’ for the US president.!*® As has been noted, a small
Spanish immigrant community settled in the USA in the second half of
the nineteenth century and communicated ideas and images of America to
peninsular Spaniards through Spanish-language, US-based publications,
and through personal and business contacts.!** However, with no more
than 7000 Spaniards living in the USA at the end of the century, Spanish
peninsular families experienced far less than other Europeans did, the phe-
nomena of letters home and returning emigrants full of tales of the highs
and lows of working-class life in the USA.!#®

The most important conduit of ideas and images of the USA in late
nineteenth-century Spain was surely the press. The arrival of news from
or about the USA was accelerated and commercialised around the mid-
century by the extension of railroads in Spain and the United States, the
successful laying of the transatlantic telegraph cable from Newfoundland
to Ireland in 1866 and its ‘ruinous competition™—a cable linking the
United States and France—in 1869, and the development of news agen-
cies such as Reuters, the Press Association and Associated Press.!*¢ These
elements of the ‘communications revolution’ seemed to bring the USA
closer, but did not make the connection between Spain and the United
States any more direct. Communications between Spain and the United
States mostly operated indirectly. News from the United States travelled
along telegraph cables to London, Paris or Havana before being sent on
to Madrid and was usually provided by foreign news wire agencies, ‘giant
funnels’ that increasingly monopolised the diffusion of news.!*” Often the
Madrid-based papers simply reproduced the wire services’ telegrams in
full, copied short articles from foreign publications, or had their London
correspondents provide articles on the USA. That said, the principal lib-
eral, progressive and Alfonsist [supporters of the Bourbon monarchy]
dailies published in Madrid, La Correspondencia de Espana, El Imparcial
and La Epoca, did station their own correspondents in the USA at times,



INTRODUCTION: IMAGINING ‘AMERICA’, IMAGINING ‘SPAIN’ 35

especially during the great exhibitions in Philadelphia (the centennial
exposition of 1876) and Chicago (the 1893 World’s Fair), who sent
back impressionistic Cartas de los Estados Unidos. Whilst some sifting and
selecting of information of course occurred in the publication of newswire
telegrams, the Spanish correspondents’ despatches offer particularly useful
insight into the ways in which Spaniards imagined the USA.18

Similarly, North American works of literature and academic studies of
the USA often reached Spaniards via multiple, often circuitous, routes. The
works of notable US authors such as Beecher Stowe, Irving, Hawthorne,
Longfellow and Poe were published (and critiqued) in Spain, often in
several editions; as testament of their esteem, when the Madrid publisher
Manuel Tello brought out a series of British and North American authors
in 1882, to comprise 16 volumes, the first six were given over to the works
of Irving, Poe and Hawthorne.'*® Whilst Washington Irving’s fiction was
introduced directly to Spain, no doubt thanks partly to his reputation as
a historian of Columbus and the Alhambra, most US authors published
in translation reached Spanish audiences via French (often translated,
sometimes unauthorised, from the French) or through Latin American
publishing houses, where North American authors enjoyed considerable
popularity and diffusion.'® For example, Spaniards’ introduction to the
works of Edgar Allan Poe was largely mediated by Charles Baudelaire.!®!
Poe became the US author most widely translated into Spanish in the
late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries.!®? Likewise, James Fenimore
Cooper’s books were usually translated into Spanish from the French.
Others, including Longfellow and Emerson were first encountered in
Castilian in Chilean and Argentine versions.!*® The publication of US
authors in translation provided their translators and critics the opportunity
to comment upon the USA and shape its images; this was done in both
admiration and disapproval, sometimes simultaneously. The novelist-poet
and director of the Academin Sevillana, Manuel Cano y Cueto, used his
publication in 1871 of Poe’s Historias extrovdinarias to observe that

Burning chained Negroes, establishing polygamy in the paradises of the
West, fixing advertising to walls, without doubt to establish unlimited free-
dom, or of cures for ‘nine month sicknesses’, those are some of the char-
acteristic traits, some moral examples of the noble country of Franklin, the
inventor of counter-top morality, the hero of a century dedicated to the
material.’%*
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Translators’ notes and editors’ introductions also entered into the
debates on the conduciveness of the USA to the production of art. Cano
y Cueto, of the opinion that the United States was filled with smoke-
pumping factories and businessmen dedicated only to selling their wares,
wondered ‘how can poets be born in deserts?’'*® Like Baudelaire, Cano
y Cueto insisted that Poe’s artistic capabilities developed in the face of,
not because of, the environment in which they were produced.!®® For the
anonymous translator of Thomas Bayley Aldrich’s La reina de Saba, on the
other hand, the publication of the novel in Spanish would now allow read-
ers to see that the USA was a nation ‘where alongside machines, beautiful
sentiments are moved to produce works of inestimable artistic value’.!%”

The intercession of French and Latin American translators, editors and
publishers in the diffusion of American novels in Spain underlines the ways
and extent to which the circulation of images of the United States in Spain
was mediated through other national discourses. Latin America, of course,
formed a crucial point, or rather multiple points, in the communicative
relations between Europe and North America.'*® As has been noted, many
works of literature and non-fiction from the USA came to Spain via trans-
lations and publications from Spain’s old—and current—colonies. Many
Spaniards who journeyed to the USA travelled there via New World ports,
especially Havana, or spent periods of residence in current or former
Spanish American colonies before or after residing in the United States.
Britain and, especially, France, also had a hand in shaping the images of
the United States in Spain. Turning again to Rafael de Labra, we see that
the books he used to form his critiques of the US republic were pre-
dominantly written by British and French writers: alongside the North
American scholar John William Burgess, Labra cited as sources the British
works of William Hepworth Dixon (New America, 1867) and James
Bryce (American Commonwenlth, 1888) and the French texts of Carlier,
Guichot, Jannet, Edouard Laboulaye’s three-volume Histoire des Etats-
Unis (1855-66) and ‘precious’ Paris en Amerique (1863) and, of course,
Tocqueville’s Democracy in America (1835 and 1840).1%°

INTRODUCING THE IMAGES OF AMERICA IN SPAIN

What ‘America’ signified in late nineteenth-century Spain was, in the short
answer, different things to different people. The United States of America
are, of course, plural, and Spanish notions of the country, its people and
political and societal forms reflected that. Distinctions in the experience,
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outlook and example set of North and South, Union and Confederacy, the
‘European’ East, especially New York, the all-American Chicago, the curi-
osity of Mormon-built desert city Salt Lake City, the ‘Wild’—but also in
part historically Spanish—West, and in the ways of life of the ‘Yankee’, the
immigrant, the native American, the railway baron and the striking rail-
way labourer were all acknowledged. In this way, distinct and sometimes
complementary, sometimes conflicting, images of the USA coexisted.
That said, a number of key figures, events, tropes and leux de mémoire
recur in Spanish imaginaries of the United States and are worth highlighting
here. The USA’s founding documents, especially its Constitution and
amendments, were understood as crucial vectors of republican and
democratic ideals; its municipal politics and vibrant civil society, which
Tocqueville identified as key, were signifiers of these ideals in practice.
Other events in the practice of US democracy were similarly widely dis-
persed but invoked negative responses in order to mark out positions in
relation to political events and currents in Spain. The contested US elec-
tion in 1876 and the corruption scandals associated with the presidency
of Ulysses Grant and the Tammany Ring in New York were manna to the
Spanish conservative press, always delighted at an opportunity to ques-
tion the USA’s ‘pretty theories’. At the spectacle of political ‘indecision’
and ‘agitation’ during the 1876 US presidential election, for example, La
Epoca sardonically augured ‘may God free the North-American republic
from these civil struggles, which are so atrocious in this Old world!*1¢
Spanish liberals salvaged what positive ‘spin’ they could to argue that at
least in the United States corrupt officials like Boss Tweed, described in
terms all too familiar to Spaniards as a cacique, were brought to book and
that the USA remained ‘the first and greatest democracy of the Modern
Age’. 1! The impeachment of President Andrew Johnson eight years ear-
lier had been easy for liberals to cast in a positive light—it demonstrated
that the president ‘is responsible, just like any other functionary’—but the
1877 Great Railroad Strike and, in 1886-87, the Haymarket Affair proved
more tricky. For the monarchical La Epoca, of course, the railway worker
strikes were effectively social revolution and constituted the beginning
of the end of the ‘reptblica-modelo’: the more progressive El Imparcial
spat back that the ill-informed La Epoca should know that the US federal
government had determined that no ‘new measures of precaution’ were
necessary to quell ‘the excesses and abuses which had been committed on
various rail lines by the rioters’.19? Still, the railroad, eight-hour day and
May Day strikes and Haymarket attacks alarmed progressive liberals; in
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particular they declared the unrest in Chicago in May 1886 ‘deplorable’,
the situation “critical’ and, once again, ‘social revolution’.!®® As the regent,
Maria Cristina, declared at the state opening of the Senate and Chamber
of Deputies on 10 May, ‘my government [Sagasta’s Progressive Party] is
worried, as it is right to be, by a problem which [... is] the cause of pro-
found concern in society and of attentive study by all thinking men’.1%*
By now, of course, it was Pablo Iglesias’ socialists who looked on with
admiration at ‘the extraordinary worker agitation existing in that country’
and its seeming successes.!%®

Other noted events, figures and tropes or aspects of the United States
captured Spanish imaginations for their ability to encapsulate multiple fac-
ets of the supposed American way of life and of modernity. The railroad
network—if not the working conditions of those who constructed and ran
it—was lauded in the accounts of every Spanish visitor to the USA and in
many of those who had never crossed the Atlantic. More than any other
innovation, the railroads that traversed the North American continent and
from 1869 connected its Atlantic and Pacific coasts seemed to embody
North Americans’ capacity to ‘tame’ the natural landscape and, as Marx put
it, to ‘annihilate space by time’. It also, along with the Suez Canal and the
Trans-Indian Peninsula Railroad allowed Jules Verne to imagine a round-
the-world trip in just 80 days.!*® Spaniards marvelled at this ‘iron belt’,
which seemed a cipher of the ‘American way of life’ in its dedication to
speed, comfort and wealth generation. They also recognised the railways’
cost—to the wild landscapes described to them in the novels of Fenimore
Cooper and to the railroads’ passengers, workers and drivers who risked—
and paid with—their lives in horrific accidents and derailments.

Likewise, the late-century World’s Fairs staged in the United States,
particularly the 1893 exhibition in Chicago, showcased the ‘American way
of life’ to an international audience. Spanish journalists, delegates and visi-
tors marvelled at the vast Fair complex, the Electricity Building and other
displays of ‘elements of life which will completely transform the civilisa-
tions of the different peoples of the Earth’.1%” Because this was designated
the Columbine exhibition, for the 400-year anniversary of the ‘discovery’
of America, Spain was declared guest of honour: the Duque de Veragua
opened the Fair and Spanish valuables and exhibits, including replicas of
the Pinta, Nifla and Santa Maria, were sent over in such quantity that the
satirical paper Blanco y Negro predicted that ‘only the walls will remain in
Spain’.'®® However, images of the World’s Fair also critiqued Chicago’s
brash, impersonal architecture, sniped at administrative failings and snig-
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gered at the spectacle of the Women’s Congress, during which, in what
seemed to them an example of the world-turned-upside-down, women
spoke out for the right to vote. As has been noted, Spain’s guest-of-
honour status was also read as the illustration of the very different itera-
tions of Spanish and North American civilisation of a shared space.

The figure of Thomas Edison and his ‘prodigious inventions’ like the
electric lightbulb and the kinetoscope appeared to combine two typify-
ing elements of the North American man: his capacity to invent and his
capacity to make money. A less obvious figure, though one who evidently
struck a chord with Spanish abolitionists and feminists, given their fre-
quent references to her, was Anna Carroll. Carroll had counselled Lincoln
on the constitutional legality of emancipation, freed her own slaves and
provided crucial strategic advice to the Unionists during the Civil War.
The failure to acknowledge or reward the decisive part played by Carroll
in the winning of the war and declaring of abolition was considered by
her Spanish admirers all the more unforgivable ‘on the part of a free and
great people’.!® In addition, a series of American maxims were frequently
deployed in Spanish texts in the original English, whose usage indicated
both their familiarity to Spaniards and their distance from Spanish realities.
These included signifiers of American societal informality (flirt) and mate-
rialism (comfort, profit, progress, business forever). In this latter bracket
can be included two phrases considered watchwords of American life, ‘go
ahead!” and ‘time is money!” Put together, as they often were, they sig-
nalled the trinity which, it was thought, drove American modernity: force
of will, speed and wealth.

The most important event that shaped late-century images of America
was that country’s Civil War of which Abraham Lincoln was the key figure.
The Civil War was an international newsworthy event, which could be fol-
lowed in Spain with a time lag of less than a week thanks to the reports
transmitted via telegraph and steamship.!”® The war was understood by all
as a major crisis for the ‘young republic’ and a threat to the very existence
of the Union. The Civil War also proved the most problematic aspect of
the USA’s history and character for liberal Spaniards to assimilate with
their view of United States as a positive model of a modern society. As
has been noted, many liberals responded to the disjuncture of a demo-
cratic Union preserved by violence and to the shocking prospect of the
bloodiest conflict since the Napoleonic Wars by accepting the victorious
Union’s own version of the war as a ‘supreme test’ of the unity, ideals and
institutions of the nation, a test that the USA had ultimately passed.!”! The
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United States could now ‘present to the world [...] a great nation of 40
million inhabitants, all free’.'”> Many abolitionists, including Coronado,
Castelar and Rodriguez expanded upon this to see Spain’s fate, then also
embroiled in a colonial “civil’ war linked to the continued practice of slav-
ery in Cuba, as connected to that of the United States; to this end, aboli-
tionists frequently adapted to the Spanish context Lincoln’s words, spoken
shortly before he was assassinated, that the Civil War was a ‘punishment
imposed on both North and South of the Union’ by God for the ‘dis-
grace’ of slavery.!”? Peninsular opponents of colonial reform and to the
abolition of slavery in Spain’s colonies (or at least of the kind of immediate
and uncompensated abolition enacted in the United States) were incredu-
lous that liberals would wish for their Cuban ‘brothers’, ‘the same misfor-
tune, the same cruel sacrifices, identical death!’'”* What’s more, they said,
Lincoln’s decreeing of immediate abolition had been an expedient of war
and couldn’t possibly serve as a model for Spanish colonial reform.

The following chapters explore in more depth the construction, circu-
lation and deployment of Spanish images of the United States. There are
inevitably important themes that do not have a chapter dedicated exclu-
sively to them here: some, such as America as a place where education
was understood as the key to self-improvement or the idea of America as
a land of socio-economic mobility—a place where an abundance of land
and opportunity meant that pioneering citizens could write society anew,
but also a place where fortunes were made and lost in an instant—link a
number of the themes explored in the book and therefore weave in and
out of multiple chapters. The images that are analysed in individual chap-
ters were identified as those holding the greatest relevance for late-century
(especially liberal) Spain in terms of volume of output and connection to
domestic anxieties about modernity. Chapter 2 considers the image of the
United States that predominated in late nineteenth-century Spain, that of
the universal republic, its Constitution and democratic traditions. Chapter
3 examines the place of images of abolition in the United States in the
debates over Spain’s continued tolerance and practice of slavery (which
persisted until 1873 in Puerto Rico and was not finally ended in Cuba,
the most highly prized of Spain’s colonies, until October 1886). Chapter
4 turns its attention to the so-called women’s question. The position of
(white) women (of means) in the United States who could access higher
education, most notably via the ‘Seven Sisters’ colleges, pursued careers
and had achieved the vote in four states of the Union before the end of
the century seemed a kind of crucible of modern womanhood in practice;
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the chapter examines Spanish appropriations of images of North American
women in the debate over the position of women in Spanish society as
part of the liberal agenda of social reform. Chapter 5 takes as its focus
technology, inventions, urban planning and communications and turns
the spotlight on how Spanish imaginings of the USA as the land of inven-
tions, patents and technological advancement caused them to confront
their own ambivalences towards technological modernity. Chapter 6 turns
its attention to investigate the imagining of essential differences between
Spaniards and Americans in terms of the constructed racial designations of
Latin and Anglo-Saxon. Religious, cultural and behavioural traits such as
a perceived love of liberty and individualism were transmuted into inher-
itable biological race markers in images that helped contemporaries to
make sense of shifting contemporary notions of empire and of Spain as
an imperial power and of the distinctions they identified in the political,
economic, social and cultural developments of the two countries divided
and connected by the Atlantic Ocean.

What unites these chapters is the assertion that, following Tocqueville’s
lead, when these Spaniards looked at America they ‘saw more than
America’.!7s Instead, to paraphrase that follower of Tocqueville, Edouard
Laboulaye, they saw Spain in America.'”® Europeans and Americans col-
luded to present the USA as the universal modern nation, allowing those
who imagined it to see themselves and their own anxieties about moder-
nity in reflection. Images of the United States were deployed in sophisti-
cated and complex debates, which were principally borne from local and
national concerns. For the liberal and radical individuals who emerged
on the Spanish political scene with the revolutionary sexenio, who were
preoccupied with political, social and cultural reform and remained if not
at the centre of political power, then at the centre of politico-intellectual
life in the Spanish capital, the United States was self-evidently ‘the country
whose present is the dreamed-of future of other nations’. But even fervent
Americophiles rarely saw the United States as the only blueprint or map
of modernity, to be slavishly followed. Its conservative detractors were less
equivocal in rejecting the US model wholesale, but even they could find
something to admire in the ‘great republic’, perhaps in its crackdown on
striking workers and anarchists or, if nothing more, in its having absorbed
‘the dregs of all the nations of the world’.}”” Rather than serving as a
blueprint for a model or anti-model for modern living, the utility of US
republica-modelo came in its provision of a century-old experiment of fed-
eral republicanism, democracy, industrial capitalism, religious tolerance
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and so on in practice, for good and ill. Whether the USA signalled the
course Spain should also take—or not take—this was a country worth
examining. Like Puig y Valls, whose uncertain musings about the future
opened this introduction, nobody could be sure what the modern world
would be like. But, as Rafael de Labra suggested, perhaps one way to find
out was to study the United States. The history, Constitution, institutions,
society and practices of the USA were, as Labra observed, a prism through
which late-century Spain could analyse its own values and put them to the
test.

If there is a people that can consider themselves the product of the nine-
teenth century, this people, with its flaws and attributes, is the people of the
United States. I am a man of my century; and I believe it has achieved much
and has a great deal to commend itself to history; and the insults and slan-
der awarded to our time irritate me; and I think that where we can best see
our blunders and our just choices, our miseries and our glories, is in action,
turning our eyes to the great republic on the other side of the Atlantic.!”®
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CHAPTER 2

A Model Republic? The United States,
the Constitutional Question and Political
Practice in Spain

Without doubt, the image of the United States that predominated in
late nineteenth-century Spain was that of the modern republic. Indeed,
republica-modelo was very often used by Spanish writers as a shorthand
to denote the USA, deployed with admiring intent by those who prized
and promoted its example, and with denigrating sarcasm by the critics
who failed to identify it as a positive exemplar of anything other than
the dangers and perversions of modernity. The United States’ republi-
can constitution and democratic traditions and practices lay at the core of
Spaniards’ understanding of what the country represented, its modernity
and—depending on one’s perspective—its successes or its shortcomings.
Much of Spanish discourse about the USA—whether ostensibly address-
ing the issue of slavery, the state of the economy or political develop-
ments—contained a subtext of promoting or discrediting the USA as a
model republic and the applicability of its republican democracy to Spain.
Spats in the Madrilenian press, for example, over the 1877 US railroad
strikes or the Haymarket affair in Chicago in 1886 centred upon whether
these should be interpreted as the USA’s ‘1789, signalling the beginning
of the end of the ‘young republic’, and thereby indicting the ‘model-
republic’.! In Spanish imaginings of the United States, it seemed, all roads
led to the republic.

This chapter addresses the pervasive images of the USA as the epitome
of a modern republic with the intent not to ascertain how truthful and
exact these images may have been, but rather to explore how these images
reflected domestic concerns in Spain and what they reveal about Spanish
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self-analyses of its own political system and its place in the modern world.
Nineteenth-century Spaniards were well versed in debating and experi-
menting with political models, changing constitutions seven times in the
course of the century all the while (between 1812 and 1936) maintaining
more years of representative constitutional government than any other
country in continental Europe.? The debates on the political model of
the United States fed into and reflected the broader search for a political
settlement at home.

The political actors of the late nineteenth century, especially the
reforming and radical liberals who sought the overthrow of the absolutist
and restoration regimes, operated within deeply cosmopolitan networks
with respect to the circulation and exchange of ideas and the search for
domestic political solutions. Whilst there may have been broad agree-
ment that the United States’ brand of republicanism and democracy was
important, there was little consensus as to how the founding documents,
principles and practices of the United States should be understood, or
what exactly was key to the seeming success of the USA’s political sys-
tem. One’s understanding of what the US political model actually was
depended on national and partisan concerns, which were both peculiar
and contingent.

The federal republican model provided by the USA was not the only
exemplar of republican virtues available to late nineteenth-century Spanish
political elites preoccupied with constitutional and political reform.
Political opinion in Spain was fractured into factions of conservative and
liberal monarchists and democratic republicans, and within the republican
camp divided further into groups advocating a federal republican model,
those who insisted upon a centralised unitary republican system and oth-
ers still who insisted that republican and democratic reform would be
incomplete without a concurrent revolution in socio-economic structures
and relations. In the minds of Spanish reformers, therefore, the republican
model of the United States was one of many. As such, it competed for
influence with the model and symbols of the French republican tradition,
with the populist republicanism embodied by Giuseppe Garibaldi, with the
Swiss example of cantonalist federalism, and even with Britain’s increas-
ingly democratic constitutional monarchy. While most Spanish republi-
cans looked to a variety of models and exemplars of modern republics and
republicans in making their case for a Spanish republic, the constitutional
model provided by the USA remained important particularly among
prominent progressive liberals and radicals, especially and, unsurprisingly,
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for Spanish federalists. The grass-roots of the republican movement, peo-
ple who frequented the republican cafés, clubs and casinos found in many
Spanish provincial centres and pueblos, especially in Andalusia, Catalonia
and the Levante, were drawn as much to populist international symbols
of republicanism offered by the French revolutionary experience and by
Garibaldi as they were to images of Washington, Lincoln and other ciphers
of North American republicanism.

This chapter traces the trajectory of the North American republican
model in late nineteenth-century Spain, recognising its status as a con-
tested and competing national constitutional model and set of symbols.
Of course, the ways in which the American republic was imagined varied
in accordance with changes in the contemporary political landscape, and
different aspects of its republican and democratic model were highlighted
at different times and by different groups and individuals. Nevertheless,
the continuity in Spanish interest in the USA’s particular brand of repub-
licanism is striking, from the heady days of revolution and popular sover-
eignty of the democratic sexenio through to the restoration of the Bourbon
monarchy to the Spanish throne and establishment of the undemocratic
yet stable political system of turnismo that characterised the final quarter
of the century.

The following section explores the roles played by transnational politi-
cal models in framing national debates about domestic conditions and how
best to approach a modern future in Spain, locating the place occupied by
the political model of the United States as an exemplary republic within
these networks and debates. The second section focuses on the creation
and deployment of images of institutional republicanism and democracy
according to Spanish readings of the founding documents of the United
States, particularly its constitution. Spanish observers of the US republic
did not always concur as to what the vital ingredient(s) of the ‘young
republic’ actually was or were. A third section examines the different
aspects of the US political system emphasised by Spanish politicians and
writers as key to understanding its success (or otherwise) and its relevance
as a political model. Here, the focus on the decentralised federal nature
of American institutions, on an abstract notion of Anglo-Saxon liberty or
on the vibrancy of its civil society, especially at a municipal level, fed from
and into domestic concerns about how a modern political system could be
fashioned or perfected at home. The final section reminds us that the USA
presented a highly contested political model to outside observers; aspects
of its political system and history were imagined negatively and could be
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held up as evidence, not of a model worthy of emulation, but of precisely
what Spain should not aspire to. The American Civil War (1861-65) and
later scandals of political corruption seemed to mark the US republic as
barbaric.? The bloody ‘test’ of the American Civil War, which had threat-
ened the very existence of the US republic, is a constant presence through
the chapter: praise for US political institutions and values had to be rec-
onciled with the knowledge of the violent Civil War and could be seized
as evidence of its anti-model, rather than model, status. So too with news
of the political corruption scandals that dogged America’s ‘Gilded Age’
after the war’s end. Civil war and political corruption signalled the limits
of imaginaries of the United States as a model republic. In the end, even
for those Spanish republicans who loudly proclaimed their admiration of
the USA’s political apparatus and foundational principles, with one or two
exceptions the ‘model-republic’ functioned not as a universal blueprint for
modern politics but as a repository of republican and democratic experi-
ence that could be mined for evidence of how these did and could work
n Praxis.

SPANISH REPUBLICANS AND TRANSNATIONAL POLITICAL
NETWORKS AND MODELS

Within Spain, republicanism remained a constant, it highly fractious,
political current throughout both the democratic sexenio (the period of
political turbulence from 1868 to 1874 /75, which included, for eleven
months of 1873, the First Republic) and the period of renewed monar-
chical rule from 1875 known as the Restoration. The development of
parliamentary political parties in Spain over the course of the nineteenth
century involved a complicated process of jostling factionalism, as groups
continually splintered, merged and forged new alliances. Of course,
Spaniards who upheld republican ideals did not necessarily agree as to
how state and society ought otherwise to function politically, socially and
economically. Spanish republicans could also be liberal (either relatively
moderate or more radical), socialist or anarchist. Beyond broad agreement
on principles in support of democracy and against monarchy, clericalism
and military involvement in politics, there existed little consensus among
Spanish republicans as to how a future republic ought to look and act. The
fractures of the Spanish republican ‘movement’ were neatly outlined by
Gumersindo de Azcarate in his anonymously written memoir of the revo-
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lutionary sexenio, published in 1876. In this memoir, he declared himself
a supporter,

not of the individualistic, narrow, and senseless Republic of those who, pay-
ing pagan worship to mere form, imagine that they have everything when
they have that kind of Republic; nor the revolutionary and disorganising
Republic of those who are trying to revive the class struggle and solve in one
day delicate questions which demand deliberation and maturity of judge-
ment; but the Republic that is at once reformist and conservative.*

Moderate® republicans like the democrat Emilio Castelar championed
the classic liberal tenet of the freedom of labour as the fundamental basis
for societal harmony and state intervention in the economy as its enemy.
Whilst acknowledging the disharmonious relationship between capital and
labour and supporting workers’ right to associate, Castelar was no advocate
of state-led redistribution of wealth, let alone social revolution. Instead,
he looked forward to a time when, with the monarch’s and monopolistic
oligarchs’ political and economic power removed, individual citizens of
the future republic would be free to seek their fortunes unhindered, with
equality of opportunity.® More radical republicans could be distinguished
from ‘individual democrats’ like Castelar and from one another by their
attitudes to social reform. Francisco Pi y Margall, one of the most tena-
cious advocates of federalism in Spain and leader of the Federal Republican
Party (f. 1868 as a splinter of the Democratic Party), recognised the need
to address the ‘social question” and to redistribute land and wealth to
the propertyless classes in order to ‘universalise’ the bourgeois revolution.
However, though he was later considered a father of Spanish anarchism
for his promotion of Proudhon, Pi was not remotely as radical or revolu-
tionary as the Bakuninite anarchist Anselmo Lorenzo and fellow members
of the Spanish branch of the First International, established in the wake of
the September revolution, demanded.” Nor did the Internationalists share
the Federal Republicans’ faith in non-violent and state-mediated meth-
ods of bringing about societal change. When in May 1870 the federalist
Fernando Garrido criticised worker abstention from the political process,
Lorenzo and his La Solidaridad colleagues retorted:

We are convinced that the federal Republic and all these liberties, which are
called political, are insufficient to realise the social reforms, which we sup-
port. [...] Us workers should today do nothing but organise and spread the
principles of The International.®
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Two other contemporary political currents deserve mention here for their
ambivalence towards the republican ideal. At the moderate end of the
progressive-liberal-democratic spectrum was the highly influential group
of Spanish Krausists, followers of the ideas of the German theorist, Karl
Christian Friedrich Krause. Krausism was an offshoot of liberal political
thought concerned above all with creating societal harmony through
public education, associationalism and other measures that would allow
individuals to find their appropriate place within a natural social hierar-
chy. Most Krausists were also republicans: Krausist Nicolds Salmerén, for
example, became the republic’s third president and after a period of brief
exile in Paris following the Bourbon Restoration, remained an active advo-
cate of republicanism. However, the ordered, utopian vision of society
augured by Krausists precluded neither republicanism nor monarchism.
Some Krausists who were professed republicans, including Gumersindo
de Azcarate and Rafael Maria de Labra, nevertheless expressed admiration
for the model of constitutional monarchy exemplified by Great Britain.’
Advocates of democracy and universal suffrage, their belief in a hierarchi-
cal social order led them to support a more conservative-liberal republic
than the type envisaged by Pi or Garrido: ‘the Republic that is at once
reformist and conservative’, in the words of Gumersindo de Azcarate.!®

Towards the other end of the progressive-liberal-democratic spectrum,
Ruiz Zorrilla’s Radical Democratic Party emerged from the splintering in
1871 of the Progressive Party following the assassination of General Juan
Prim, the leader of the pronunciamiento that heralded the September rev-
olution. At the outset, Zorilla’s radicals resembled Pi’s Federal Republican
Party in all but its adherence to the republican ideal. The radicals sup-
ported social reform, free trade, universal male suffrage and the separa-
tion of state and church and opposed the guinta [draft] and consumos
[indirect taxes].!! In contrast to the federalists, however, they argued that
Spain was not yet ready for a republic. The experience of the sexenio’s brief
monarchical experiment, however, signalled an about-face for the radicals.
Despite having been an advocate and counsellor of the imported Savoyard
monarch Amadeo during his short reign, following his abdication Zorilla
morphed into a rallying figure for Spanish republicanism, becoming a
leading conspirator for the return of the republic from exile in Paris until
shortly before his death in 1895.

Republicanism appealed to significant sections of the Spanish urban
bourgeoisie and lower-middle classes and drew support from workers and
artisans in many provincial pueblos.'> Even before the 1868 ‘Glorious’
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Revolution and the (temporary) arrival of male universal suffrage in its
wake, the Spanish population had become ‘politicised’ in the sense of
being exposed to modern ‘mass politics” and presented with the opportu-
nity (for men, principally) to engage with political debate and join political
networks that operated both formally and informally.'* Members of repub-
lican clubs and zertulias often met (as had the secret Carbonari societies
and networks of the 1850s) in cafés and taverns in cities and provincial
towns. Spaces conducive to republican political sociability also included
workshops, night schools and centres for worker education, mutual-aid
societies and co-operatives as well as, of course, the streets, where public
demonstrations and street parties took place and, at particularly fractious
times, barricades were erected.!*

Popular republicanism found expression in locally produced and dis-
tributed newspapers and pamphlets, in coplas and popular songs—above
all the Himmno de Riego in ode to the Liberal Triennium (1820-23)—
sung in neighbourhoods and in theatres and in the waving and wearing of
flags and symbolic items of clothing, such as Phrygian caps, Garibaldian
shirts and clothing decorated with the initials R.F. to denote Republica
Federal*® Popular republicanism included support for Pi’s brand of federal
republicanism and social reform—in mayoral elections in 1868, candidates
from the Federal Republican Party won in 20 provincial capitals includ-
ing Barcelona and Seville, although throughout the sexenio the party
never rose above 15% of Cortes deputies—but also tended towards the
anarchical, as the disintegration of the First Republic into cantons dur-
ing the summer of 1873 demonstrated.'® Without underestimating the
mobilising capacity of republicanism in this period, the factional, fluid and
often contradictory nature of the distinct ideologies and programmes that
sheltered under the republican umbrella during the sexenio contributed
heavily to the failure of Spain’s first practical experience of republicanism
after less than a year in existence.!” Republican pluralism continued after
the Restoration, but the ideal of a representative, secular and reforming
republic, which would restore popular sovereignty, formed the corner-
stone of the utopian hopes for a significant section of both the working
class and the urban bourgeoisic.!®

The political ‘model’ provided by the United States and its brand of
federal republicanism was, of course, not the only repository of republican
virtues available to Spaniards concerned about constitutional and politi-
cal reform at home. European liberal and democratic-minded reformers
and revolutionaries ‘drew on a common pool of [...] social and politi-
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cal thought’, corresponded with their counterparts in other countries,
visited them and sometimes directly intervened and participated in their
struggles.!® The experience of political exile following the European revo-
lutionary waves of 1820-21 and 1848, and the defeat of Spanish liberal
experiments in the 1820s, 1830s and 1850s, which brought together small
communities of European democrats in Paris, Brussels, London and even
New York, assisted the transfer of ideas and practices between national
movements and individuals.?° The links between nineteenth-century Italian
and Spanish democrats, for example, is well documented. Spain proved a
‘short-lived” exile destination for Italians and other Europeans who fled
failed revolutions and constitutional experiments for the ‘utopia’ of the
Liberal Triennium (1820-23).2! Later, important Spanish progressives,
democrats and radicals, including Emilio Castelar, Francisco Pi y Margall,
Fernando Garrido and José Maria Orense shared ideas, experiences and
methods with Italian Risorgimento leaders, including the two ‘Josés’,
Mazzini and Garibaldi.?> Mazzini had already admired the ‘perfect’ liberal
pronunciamiento and guerrilla bands of 1820s Spain, but it was during the
1850s and 1860s, following the failure of the 1848 European revolutions,
that the Spanish and Italian republican and nationalist movements par-
ticularly converged: the Spanish Democrat Party, founded in April 1849,
aspired in its programme and tactics to be a Mazzinian ‘party of action’.?®
Spanish Carbonari and insurrectionists drew inspiration from the Young
Italy movement and Garibaldi’s redshirted volunteers in successive upris-
ings, most notably in Loja in 1861;** indeed, several travelled to the Italian
peninsula to fight in the wars of unification.? For their part, many Italian
Risorgimento exiles spent the mid century fighting for national indepen-
dence and liberal revolutions in Spain, Spanish America and Greece.?® The
interconnectedness of the political thinkers, agitators and fighters opposed
to absolutist and restoration power in Europe, despite the often dispa-
rate and conflicting creeds they professed, make it possible to speak of a
nineteenth-century ‘liberal international’.?”

Popular expressions of republicanism also drew on an international
vocabulary and world of signs. Phrygian caps, habitually worn by Marianne,
adorned the US national seal and featured in Washington Irving’s (1819)
Rip van Winkle, whose eponymous protagonist awakes to find be-capped
Americans celebrating their new republic. The French republican, Elias
Reclus, toured Spain with Fernando Garrido in the days following the
September revolution when, in the absence of a monarch on the Spanish
throne, numerous towns and villages declared themselves ‘for the repub-
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lic’.?8 In Barcelona he noted the singing of the ‘hymn of Garibaldi’ and in
San Feliu de Guixols, the young republicans who came out to accompany
Garrido and Reclus on their entrance into the village wore ‘Garibaldian
shirts’ and republican caps, waving red republican flags and torches.? In
Valencia he heard shouts of ‘Long live the French Republic’ to accompany
the ubiquitous vivas ‘to the federal Republic’ and everywhere the Himno
de Riego, the Spanish republican anthem that recalled the leader of the
1820 liberal promunciamiento and had undertones of the Marseillaise.3
In Llagostera, ‘the walls of the Casino were decorated with portraits of
Garibaldi, Lincoln, Orsini, and the famous 1abla sinoptica de los derechos
y debeves del ciudadano® whilst on their arrival in Palamés, on the Catalan
coast, Garrido and Reclus were greeted by ‘a crowd that crossed our path
waving two flags in the wind that obliged us to bow respectfully: that of
Spain and of the United States’. The two flags, ‘symbol of the Alliance
between the United States and Europe’ (an alliance that would have sur-
prised many in government, given the habitually frosty relations between
the two countries over the issue of Cuba), were planted in the ground and
the Himno de Riego was played.®!

Both Lincoln and Garibaldi were imagined as republican exemplars, the
distinctions between them blurred by the projection of similarly roman-
tic life narratives. Garibaldi had achieved—and cultivated—iconic status
as an international champion of republicanism and nationalism since his
exploits on behalf of Latin American independence movements and, espe-
cially, thanks to his contributions to the 184849 revolutions in Rome
and Venice and, in the 1860s, to the unification of Italy. His potency as
a romantic political hero and populist republican symbol was strong in
Spain as it was throughout Europe and the Americas.?? Biographies and
historic novels of the Italian military leader were published in Spain, dem-
ocratic newspapers advertised special offers for his lithograph portrait and
he had provided the inspiration (and projected leadership) for a planned
uprising of ‘Garibaldinos’ in Andalusia in 1863-64, including the insur-
gents’ choice of dress and style of facial hair. He was again adopted as a
figurchead by cantonalists during the 1873 uprising.??

Like Garibaldi, only more so, Lincoln was a ‘global figure’ onto whose
image contemporaries and subsequent generations projected their par-
ticular concerns and agendas.® The sixteenth president of the United
States was variously and at once: the man of humble origins who rose
to be leader of a powerful nation; the great emancipator of slaves; the
near-destroyer and/or saviour of the Union. Biographies of Lincoln pro-
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duced in Spain (including those by Emilio Castelar and Rafael de Labra)
told a narrative of simple rural beginnings, via self-education and hard
work, moral and religious conviction, to measured but determined states-
man, ending in secular martyrdom. As Carolyn Boyd has shown, Spanish
republicans, many of whom were also abolitionists and most of whom
were federalists, tended to construct an image of Lincoln as emancipa-
tor and interpreted the Civil War as a war of just cause—the emancipa-
tion from slavery—brushing over or ignoring Lincoln’s centralist refusal to
countenance the Confederacy’s ‘right’ to self-determine secession from
the Union. In this reading, Lincoln became (in Castelar’s words) the sanc-
tifier of the republic; the abolition of slavery effectively removed any war-
related sticking point from the USA’s status as model-republic.3®

The supporters of the First Spanish Republic insisted on emblems that
related to the ‘national historical reality” all the while entangling transna-
tional republican symbols and reference points.?® This was not because
Spanish republicans lacked historical symbols of their own in which to
invest new meaning in and after 1868. As Reclus discovered on his tour
of Spanish provinces in the grip of glorious revolutionary fervour, por-
traits of Sixto Cdmara and copies of the 1812 Cadiz Constitution adorned
the walls of republican clubs alongside images of Lincoln, Garibaldi and
Marianne. The notes of the Marseillnise were played alongside those of
the home-grown Himno de Riego, whilst the Spanish republican flag and
American stars and stripes were held aloft together. Individuals, docu-
ments, allegorical figures and so on associated with liberalism and revolu-
tion in different national contexts, including their own, were lauded by
Spanish republicans precisely because they considered these to be trans-
national, that is transcendental of the nation. Spanish republicans identi-
fied common cause and experience with liberal and national independence
struggles across Europe and the Americas.

In addition to the claiming of republican figureheads and symbols from
different national contexts as fundamentally transnational, the political
‘capital’ of different national republican experiences to act as exemplars
or models worth celebrating and emulating changed over time as their
perceived value and relevance evolved according to domestic circum-
stances in Spain. By the time of the 1868 revolution, the model of the
US republic was in ascendance. The symbolic potency of French repub-
licanism persisted in revolutionary Spain, as Reclus’ observations testify,
but the credibility of France’s unitary republicanism as a model for liberal
Spaniards was severely curtailed by the 1870s as they looked back on the
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vacillations of the early and mid century and witnessed the brutal sup-
pression of the Paris Commune. The centralism of Thiers’ Third Republic
(1871-73) also jarred with the preference of most Spanish republicans
for a decentralised federal system of rule. The cantonal republicanism
of Switzerland was deemed too particular to its context to have a wider
application. The example set by Italian republicans and the newly uni-
fied kingdom of Italy, so important during the years of Fernandian abso-
lutism and Isabelline rule, did still have popular currency among radical
Spaniards during the sexenio democratico. Mazzini and Garibaldi wrote to
congratulate Garrido and Castelar following the ‘Glorious Revolution’
to express their optimism at the prospect of a republican Spain; return-
ing the favour, the federalist republicans of Andalusia adopted Garibaldi
as their figurehead in the cantonalist uprising of the summer of 1874
against that Spanish republic.’” The far less radical Emilio Castelar was
inspired both by Garibaldi’s 1867 Congress of Peace and Freedom and
the excitement of the September revolution, Europe’s first successful
revolution for twenty years, to propose a republican Latin Union, led
by Spain and encompassing France, Italy and Portugal.3® However, there
was a clear divergence between the Spanish and Italian routes to modern
nation-statehood, which made it difficult for Spain’s new liberal leaders
to continue to take their cues from the Italian republican tradition. The
decision of the Spanish Constituent Assembly in June 1869 to reinstate
the monarchy (albeit of a different dynastic house) as Spanish head of
state—voted for by 181 deputies in contrast to 68 in favour of a federal
republic—disappointed Mazzini and Garibaldi and diminished their abil-
ity to act as political guides for the sexenio politicians. General Prim’s
introduction of Amadeo of the House of Savoy as Spain’s new king only
compounded the opening gulf between Italian and Spanish radical liber-
alism.*® Instead, it was the republic across the Atlantic, with its federalist
system and one century of experience of republicanism in practice, that
was now ‘indispensable’ to the Spanish liberals.*?

THE NORTH AMERICAN ‘MODEL’ AND THE EvVOLUTION
OF THE SPANISH CONSTITUTIONAL QUESTION
Following the September revolution, the most crucial question to be

resolved remained that of the constitution. Nineteenth-century Spanish
liberalism was characterized by its utopian vision of the constitution as a
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panacea: the idea that lasting political and social change could be wrought,
as Marx put it, ‘by one stroke of the pen’.*! Despite or perhaps because
of the drafting of seven constitutions in one century, the utopian faith
placed in the principle of constituent power by Spanish liberals served as
something of an exemplar for contemporary European constitutionalists.
Two constitutions—those of 1869 and 1876—bookended the Spanish
sexenio revolucionario, both monarchical. A new constituent assembly was
established following the advent of the First Republic in February 1873 to
draw up its founding document and determine its form of republic but the
First Republic did not endure long enough for a republican constitution
to be ratified. Whilst the revolutionary sexenio politicians looked to their
own constitutional tradition in drafting these documents, they also looked
to a much more enduring constitution (in reality a set of disparate docu-
ments): that of the US republic. Spain’s 1869 Constitution in particular
owed much to the US Constitution.

The political workings of the United States were familiar to Spanish rad-
icals. Many of the leaders and new deputies of the sexenio democratico had
visited the USA—both General Domingo Dulce and General Prim spent
time in the United States. Prim, who visited New York and Washington
on his return to Spain from Mexico in 1862, met with Abraham Lincoln
during his stay in Washington and recorded the deep impression this visit
made upon him.** In the absence of personal experience, Spain’s new
rulers could better acquaint themselves with the American political sys-
tem via the numerous books and pamphlets being published on the US
Constitution and democratic system. The translated editions of classic for-
eign works on the USA by Alexis de Tocqueville and Edouard Laboulaye
were either published in Spanish for the first time or republished with
increasing popularity during the late 1860s.** Works of North American
history and the US Constitution translated into Spanish increasingly
filled bookshelves and journals, including the Revista de Espana.** The
new journals and newspapers, flourishing under the relaxation of censor-
ship that accompanied the September revolution, also demonstrated their
close acquaintance with the United States’ brand of republicanism. Luis
Rivera, director of the nascent satirical journal Gi/ Blas and republican
candidate in the 1869 Constituent Assembly elections, shortly before the
polls declared himself for ‘a republic like that of the United States’, which
he considered more appropriate to the ‘traditions, history [and] customs
of Spain’ than the Swiss federal model.*
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The publication of such works was not just the result of happy coinci-
dence; in 1868 a new translation of the US Constitution was published,
directed particularly at the nation’s ‘youth’, with the express purpose of dis-
seminating information and ideas ‘indispensable [to] the period which we
are going through’.*¢ The translation of the Constitution and accompanying
notes were written by Agustin Santayana, one-time colonial governor in
the Philippines and father of the future American philosopher, George
Santayana. (Agustin Santayana moved with his son from Madrid to Boston
to join his family in 1872, returning alone after a few short months.)*
Santayana believed that study of the American political system in Spain
had been hindered because ‘knowledge [of its Constitution] has only been
spread imperfectly, and through the intermission of its adversaries’. Current
events, in particular the upcoming ‘general election and the absolute free-
dom of the people’s representatives to establish the form of Government
that their expertise and patriotism deem most adequate for the Spanish
Nation’ rendered essential a better understanding and ‘keeping in mind’ of
‘the principles on which the great contemporary republic is based’.*3

It was the advent of the September revolution that had convinced
Santayana that the time was propitious to circulate the text of the US
Constitution in translation, but the ending of the democratic sexenio, with
the liberals’ failure to make their modernising reforms last now apparent,
also proved a prompt to publish on the North American democracy. First
published in 1876 and reprinted in 1880, the liberal Nueva Prensa pub-
lished an account of the ‘truly free’ Los Pueblos Jovenes—the United States
and Australia—that in its later edition included a full translation of the US
Constitution.* Like Santayana, the Nueva Prensa’s motivation was didac-
tic but the tone of its mission statement was somewhat gloomier.

[ To show] how firm and productive are the steps made on the path of prog-
ress by peoples who in their tradition do not have clouds darkening their
intelligence and obstacles inhibiting their free will, or hallucinations forc-
ing or rushing them, such is the work we set out, with the intention to
contribute with our limited power to the regeneration of our patria, since
ancient times lost on paths that distance her from her happiness, and pres-
ently fought over and overcome in its interior by the noble desire to find
a way to restore and rebuild her past and her present as a secure and indis-
pensable basis for a blessed future.

Accept, then, our work with kindness, thanks to the goodwill of its purpose
and the rectitude of the intentions guiding us, which lovers of the well-
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being of our patria search for with effort, which is neither exhausted nor
defeated by obstacles and setbacks, and [sought] on the paths of political
liberty and dignity of man, the solution to problems painfully taking up the
attention and absorbing the activity of Spanish political society. [...]| This is
also a free, energetic, although for now useless, protest against the infantile
and irrational determination to stifle the free expression of thought in the
final years of the nineteenth century.®

The influence of what the Restoration leader Antonio Cdnovas called ‘that
famous democracy’ was not only felt in terms of its usefulness as a refer-
ence point for debates in the Madrilenian press. The language, ideals and
political principles that shaped the North American republic were appro-
priated by Spanish reformers in the aftermath of the Glorious Revolution
as they moulded the constitutional and political arrangements of the
new, liberal, modern Spain. Political ideals and values derived from the
United States pervaded the political culture of the revolutionary sexenio
and helped shape many of its new institutions including its Constitution,
Senate, judicial system and militia. The degree of familiarity felt by the sex-
enio politicians with the constitutional arrangements and political machi-
nations of the USA was reflected in the frequency with which events there
were cited in Cortes debates, even those ostensibly unrelated to relations
with the USA, by all sides of the house. As the Carlist deputy Vicente
Manterola acidly observed to his fellow Constituent Assembly deputies in
1869, ‘since you so frequently call to mind the United States [...] in many
of your discourses’, the political system of the United States had become
something of a benchmark for the Spanish constitution writers.!

Few argued for the wholesale adoption of the US republican model.
When the republican deputy to the Constituent Cortes, Manuel Palanca,
declared that the preamble to the 1869 Constitution ‘is so similar that
it could almost be said that it is a translation of the United States’
Constitution” and that his only reservation was that their new constitu-
tion didn’t copy that of the United States entirely word for word, he was
upbraided by fellow deputy Cirilo Alvarez Martinez, the former justice
minister in Leopoldo O’Donnell’s Liberal Union government of 1856.
Alvarez lamented the ‘servile’ imitation of what he conceded were ‘good
models’, declaring:

I do not know why what is in the Constitution of the United States, which
can be excellent for that country, and what is in the work of the French
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Constituent Assembly and which is not Spain’s own, should be brought
here. What we need is a constitution that responds to our past, that gives
guarantees to our present to strengthen us, and that, looking to the future,
will make the realisation of our aspirations more likely.>?

For Alvarez, Spanish national traditions were being eroded and under-
mined by this borrowing from ‘foreign’ constitutions. Spain’s pasado and
porvenir, its ‘spaces of experience’ and ‘horizons of expectations’ in the
language of Reinhard Koselleck, were, he insisted, so different to those of
the United States and even to those of France as to render their constitu-
tional models of little use to the Spanish constitution writers.??

Palanca and Alvarez represented polar ends of the spectrum when
it came to adopting ‘foreign’ constitutional models; most of the new
political and intellectual elites who enjoyed positions of influence dur-
ing the revolutionary sexenio occupied the middle ground and tended
towards a broadly positive view of the US political system. Guided by
their Spanish concerns, they noted, discussed and sometimes appropri-
ated those aspects of the US Constitution that appeared most relevant to
the national context. In so doing, they often conflated its various found-
ing documents and evolving amendments. The aspects of the US politi-
cal system that they chose to highlight because they seemed relevant to
contemporary Spanish concerns—the championing and primacy of indi-
vidual ‘inalienable’ rights, democratic practice, liberty, and, above all,
federalism—were then presumed to characterise the US constitutional
model in its entirety.

A central tenet of Spanish imaginings of the American system of gov-
ernment was the association made between the US Constitution and the
natural or ‘inalienable’ rights of man. The constitution writers of 1869
embraced the concept of inalienable rights and placed it the heart of their
founding document. As Oltra observed, the Spanish Constitution of 1869
copied, almost literally, the entire preamble of the US document and took
its lead from the USA in preserving the inalienable rights—translated into
Spanish as los derechos ilegislables—of Spanish citizens.>* The first article of
the 1869 Constitution granted Spaniards, for the first time, their rights as
individuals to associate, assemble, petition, practice religion (or not) and
to publish (and from 1873, for Spanish males, to vote). The 1869 consti-
tution writers’ belief that government’s foremost duty was the protection
of individual rights indicates a rejection of a Rousseauian or Hobbesian
contract as the fundamental basis of social relations and the right to rule.
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Instead, the primacy—and inalienability—of the individual’s rights &efore
law was borrowed directly from the American tradition. As the veteran
federalist republican and now Constituent Assembly deputy (until that
assembly plumped for the monarchy), José Marfa Orense, noted in his
declaration to the Cortes, the United States furnished not only the abstract
concept but also the evidence needed of the practicability of the theoreti-
cal ideal of inalienable rights. “These rights are called inalienable’, Orense
explained, and continued:

Well, then, the Constitution of the United States says [that] if the Chamber
acts against individual rights, this is not law, because the citizen that has to
suffer as a result would resort to the right of appeal and the matter is closed.

Sr. Alvarez [his opponent in debate] should see that it is not only a practical
theory, but a natural one. But the Honourable Gentleman told us “How!
It’s an absurdity!” In the end, listening to the Honourable Gentleman it
appeared that we proposed and explained something that has never been
seen in practice [...] The Honourable Gentleman does not understand
the inalienable rights such as they are practiced in the great republic of the
United States.*®

Thus, the debt owed by the 1869 Spanish constitution writers to the found-
ing documents and practical example set by the US republic was openly
acknowledged. Whilst many of the sexenio reforms safeguarding individ-
ual rights and suffrage were dismantled following the Restoration, the
language of ‘self-government’ and ‘inalienable rights’ did not simply dis-
appear. Piy Margall in his 1877 defence of federalism, Las Nacionalidades,
continued to advocate the entrusting of individual rights to federal govern-
ment, given that such rights existed ‘prior and superior to all written law,
and consequentially out of reach of all powers’.*° It was the duty of central
government within a federal system to guarantee (and not merely, as he
warned, to provide the conditions for) individual rights, ‘thus I prefer on
this, as on many other issues, the Constitution of the United States’.”” The
debates of the revolutionary sexenio firmly planted ‘inalienable rights’ and
‘self-government’ in the liberal-political dictionary; the terms, apparently
untranslatable at mid century, were now rendered easily into Spanish as
los devechos ilegisiables without further explanation or considered ‘a well-
known thing’ in the original.>®

The notion of ‘self-government’ may have cemented itself in the politi-
cal lexicon but, of course, this does not mean it was ever a political reality.



A MODEL REPUBLIC? THE UNITED STATES, THE CONSTITUTIONAL ... 75

Quite apart from the continued electoral and political corruption and low
voter turnout of Spanish democratic practice, the Spanish Constitution of
1869 did not entrust sovereignty to the ‘people’. Palanca’s observation
that the Constitution’s preamble mimicked that of the US Constitution
so closely it might have been lifted word for word is deceptive insofar
as it overlooks significant differences between the two constitutions and
appears to ignore the influence of long-standing, home-grown liberal
values in Spain since 1812. The US Constitution begins, of course, with
‘We the people...’, enshrining the notion of popular sovereignty; in the
Spanish document sovereignty was entrusted not to the people but to
the Spanish nation.* Nor did the Spanish Constitution provide easily for
the addition of amendments, perhaps a reflection of the idea that if the
constitution was to be a panacea, it could hardly be an evolving document
in need of further perfecting. Moreover, the crucial difference between
the two constitutions was that Spain’s was monarchical. Following from
that, the 1869 Constitution lacked one of the crucial checks on execu-
tive power provided by the North American document, that of impeach-
ment: this perhaps helps explain the number of newspaper inches in the
Spanish press expressing amazement and admiration at the trial in office of
President Andrew Johnson or the ‘harmonious and peaceable’ disbanding
of the armies at the end of the US Civil War. That the head of state could
be impeached without violence or military intervention or that soldiers
could seamlessly return to civilian life without ‘the slightest turmoil’ might
be—in the words of one satirical journal—‘perfectly logical’ in the USA
but was unthinkable in ‘this land of black sheep’ where armed militias
formed and disbanded with each change of government and the interven-
tion of the army in politics was so commonplace it had become a ritualised
mechanism for changing the political guard:®® military pronunciamientos
brought both the revolutionary sexenzo into being in 1868 and the First
Republic to an end in 1874.6!

In its enshrining of national rather than popular sovereignty, the 1869
Constitution revealed its roots in the founding moment and document of
modern liberalism in Spain—and the event from which the term ‘liberal’
in its modern political sense originates—the 1812 Constitution of Cadiz.
The constitutional arrangements put forward in 1812, like those of 1869,
included the defence of national sovereignty, the separation of powers and
election on the basis of universal male suffrage as well as acceptance of the
monarchy and of Catholicism as the official religion of Spain. National
political traditions were hardly brushed aside during the sexenio—whatever
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Alvarez’s fears—in favour of the wholesale adoption of the USA’s con-
stitutional model. Instead, domestic political values and traditions were
blended with ideas and concepts from outside, where these were seen to
have been proven in practice.

The First Spanish Republic became political reality in February 1873,
effectively by default, upon the abdication of the imported King Amadeo
who had had his fill of the ‘continuous strife’ of sexenio politics. To the
surprise of many Spaniards, republicans included, as well as international
observers, Spain became the ‘youngest’ modern republic and so opened
a discourse of mutual respect with the ‘first” and ‘greatest’ contempo-
rary republic. The US government had been the first to acknowledge the
legitimacy of the provisional government following the September revo-
lution, and was again the first to recognise the new republic. The official
ceremony of recognition, which took place in the Presidencia del Poder
Ejecutivo on 15 February 1873, sought to underline the historic links that
‘unite Spain with the American people’ as well as the novel ties of shared
liberalism, democracy and republicanism that would now ‘consolidate the
triumph of the Republic’.%> On behalf of the US government, its ambas-
sador, the ‘illustrious’ Sickles—not the epithet he was usually assigned
by the Spanish press given his attitude towards Cuban independence—
declared that,

The United States of America, which occupies a considerable part of the
continent consecrated to civilization by the valour and faith of Spain, cannot
but contemplate with emotion and sympathy the conversion into a Republic
of the empire of Ferdinand and Isabel. The American people, convinced
by the constant practice of free institutions during the past century, of the
immense efficacy of these in promoting the progress of nations, sees with
deep satisfaction that Spain has found in its example the way of laying down
her prosperity and power on its solid foundations.®

Even if the self-projection of America as the world leader and exemplar sin
gqua non in modern democracy as a systematic policy of state was only in
its infancy, there were evidently plenty of American individuals who were
more than willing to promote this image abroad. In his reply, the newly
installed first President of the First Republic, Estanislao Figueras, recipro-
cated with his acknowledgement of the mutual debt ‘between Spain, which
by her efforts brought there the beginnings of civilization and America,
which by her example brings the fruits of liberty and democracy here’.%*
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Whilst the US population owed the Spanish a debt of gratitude ‘because
it was discovered by the audacity of our navigators, subjected by the effort
of our heroes, converted to the faith by our missionaries’, in recompense
the Spanish reformers currently seeking to resolve ‘the difficult problem
of uniting democracy with liberty” were indebted to:

the sublime pilgrims, to those who founded your institutions [which] have
united in perfect equilibrium social authority and natural rights, the turbu-
lent life of democracies and the perfect stability of powers, the expansion of
all the aspirations of the human spirit and the respect for interests and the
law.5®

Thus the transatlantic transfer of ideas and practices was painted as the
repayment of a favour: Spain had exported ‘civilisation’ to the Americas
and would now import from there democratic and liberal principles in
practice.

Such sentiment of mutual exchange and influence, though it seems
to neglect national liberal traditions, may well have reflected Figueras’
genuine interpretation of the nature of Spanish republicanism and of the
relationship between Spain and the United States. It was also proclaimed
with a realpolitik eye on events in the Spanish colony of Cuba. The advent
of the First Republic in Madrid had also marked a change of policy in
Havana, where the insurrectionist war continued. The republic appointed
a new captain-general, Pieltain, who pursued a policy of rapprochement
with Cuban creoles, extending the archetypal liberal freedoms of the press
and the right to associate in an effort to capture support away from the
Spanish party. Federal republican clubs were established in Havana.
Nevertheless, these measures fell short of the far-reaching colonial reforms
demanded. Government intention firmly remained to maintain Spanish
sovereignty in Cuba. Indeed, reference was made to the island in Figueras’
speech to the US ambassador. ‘In the New World we have a considerable
and integral part of our national territory under the Spanish flag’, Figueras
reminded Sickles, which he augured would facilitate communications and
understanding between the two republics. Aware, of course, of the gap
between this ideal and the reality of the Cuban war of independence and
of US sympathy with (and designs upon) Cuba, Figueras asserted that in
order to achieve this ‘civilising end’, they would need to count upon ‘the
energy of all Spaniards, the virtue of the new institutions, the fruit that the
forgetting of old mistakes should bring forth and the public opinion of the
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United States, which exercises such, and so justified, a moral influence on
the whole American continent’.®” However, if the new leadership thought
that the advent of the Spanish republic would persuade the US govern-
ment and ‘public opinion’ to drop their support for Cuban independence
(and annexation) they were to be disappointed.

Despite Spanish republicans’ efforts and Ambassador Sickles” expecta-
tion that the Republic would be assured a ‘glorious destiny’, the First
Republic lasted just eleven months. Having inherited an almost bankrupt
state and fighting war on two fronts (in Cuba and, on the peninsular,
against the Carlists), the new republican leaders of Spain, who of course
were themselves split between unitarians and federalists, also faced fierce
opposition, seemingly from all quarters: from conservative monarchists
(both Carlists and Alfonsists), moderate liberals who favoured a constitu-
tional, democratic monarchical settlement and from radicals (socialists and
anarchists) who expected the Republic to deliver tangible socio-economic
reform, if not revolution, at an important juncture in the development of
bourgeois capitalism, localised urbanisation and industrialisation.®® Faced
with these challenges, and from the summer of 1873 with the establish-
ment of federalist cantons and violent separatist republican uprisings in
Andalusia and the Levante, the First Republic’s leadership reacted by
repeatedly reinventing itself. Historian Angel Bahamonde counted five
distinct ‘republics’ within the eleven-month rule of the First Republic,
including a federal republic imposed ‘from above’, a ‘social republic’, a
period of cantonal republicanism ‘from below’, and, towards its end, a
conservative republic bordering on dictatorial rule.® The First Republic
had four presidents and six different governments before it effectively was
ended by General Manuel Pavia’s coup on 3 January 1874. It continued in
name only under General Serrano until the end of the year when Cinovas
brokered the restoration of the Bourbon monarchy.”

For all its chaotic reinvention and changing political alignments, in
recent years historians have rightly questioned the traditional tendency to
treat the First Republic as an embarrassing parenthesis, understanding the
period solely through ‘a prism of failure’.” To be sure, Spain’s first practi-
cal experiment in republicanism was somewhat brutish and certainly short.
However, to understand it exclusively as a ‘failure’ would be to ignore its
(and more broadly the democratic sexenio’s) enduring legacy. Republican
and democratic language and the concepts they encapsulated, very often
borrowed from the United States, such as ‘self-government’, ‘inalienable
rights” and ‘meetings’ (the latter indicative of the associationalism that
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had become fundamentally ingrained in Spanish liberal practice) could
not be unlearned.” The protagonists of the First Republic were removed
from power and positions of influence (including their university chairs)
on the return of the monarchy and in some cases went into exile, but soon
regrouped. Many returned to representative politics, including Castelar,
Azcarate, Pi and Labra; all combined continued political careers with teach-
ing commitments in the key educational institutions of the Restoration
years, including the Ateneo and the Instituo Libre de Ensefianza.

Similarly, any assumption that the end of the republican experiment
in 1873 signalled both the discrediting of federalism and a federalist
vision for Spain and the decline and ultimate demise of interest in the
United States as a model republic, would be erroneous. Political ideals
and values derived from the United States continued to enjoy popularity
after the restoration of the Bourbon monarchy in 1874-5, even if the sex-
enio democratico had marked a high point in their status and diffusion in
Spain.”® Books on the US political system were published either in transla-
tion or directly in Spanish, including many penned by the republican poli-
ticians now removed from power.”* Conferences and lectures were held
at the Instituto Libre de Enseianza, the new teaching home of the ousted
democratic liberals, and the Fomento de las Artes, on topics including ‘the
power of the head of state in France, England and the United States’,
‘self-government and the doctrinarian monarchy’ and ‘the Republic of the
United States of America’. The Madrilenian press, meanwhile, continued
to couch their public quarrels about news emanating from the USA in
terms of its relevance as a republica-modelo. The conservative La Epoca
remained as eager to indict the ‘pretty theories’ of the USA in 1877 as
in 1893.7> The North American republican model still exerted sufficient
interest that it was deemed necessary to discredit or defend it.

THE SECRET OF THE USA’s SUCCESS

Despite the great interest in the American political system and its potential
for emulation in Spain, there was little consensus among Spanish observ-
ers as to which aspects of the gran repiblica were key to its apparent
success. Was a republic essential to democracy and vice versa or might a
constitutional monarchy have the potential to be as democratic as a repub-
lic> Was the key to the ‘great republic’ its federalism; the flexibility of its
system of government; or the capillary networks of political activism and
‘grass roots’ democracy that comprised its civil society and provided, in
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Castelar’s words, ‘a school of liberty’?”¢ Was its secret even American at all,
or did the US model simply distil values and ideals developed in the Old
World, namely Britain?

The United States’ federalism was, unsurprisingly, one area in which
liberals took a keen interest, and which they saw as instrumental to its
republica-modelo status. The majority of Spanish republicans, at least in the
political-intellectual class, were federalist and the republican constitution
formulated in 1873, but never ratified, was federalist, taking its cues very
clearly from the United States.”” The Spanish federation would comprise
17 states, each of which would be free to compose their own constitu-
tion, legislative, executive and judicial organs, provided these respected
the division of federal and state powers laid down by the federal constitu-
tion and remained true to its democratic underpinnings. Francisco Pi y
Margall, the most noted advocate for federalism in Spain, drew heavily
on the example of the United States in his defence of the theory, Las
Nacionalidades, published in 1877, just three years after the apparent
failure of the republicans’ practical experiment in federalism.”® In both
its generalist and intricate arguments, Las Nacionalidades called on the
political system of the United States as evidence of the practicability and
efficacy of federalism. For example, Pi insisted that the US Constitution
struck the correct balance between the jurisdictions of federal and state
law. Here, Pi’s point of comparison with the United States was that of
Switzerland. Given the recent experience of the cantonal uprisings, as well
colonial and civil war, it is perhaps not surprising that Pi should ‘confess’
his admiration for the provisions in the Swiss Constitution allowing for the
suppression of rebellions of states against the federal government, consti-
tution and its laws: the Swiss one was a constitution devised ‘for a people
used to revolts’.”® Nevertheless, in terms of the rule of law, he pronounced
the US Constitution to be most in keeping with federalist principles and
the most logical.3® Likewise, the United States had got it right when it
came to the federalist system of customs and duties—no internal duties
were levied on goods transported between states within the confedera-
tion—and in leaving all aspects of business and commerce to the jurisdic-
tion of individual states, with the exception of commercial dealings with
the native American population.’!

Pi’s pronounced belief in a federal rather than unitary form of repub-
licanism of course helps explain why the US and Swiss constitutions were
his most natural points of reference. The obvious counterpoint was the
unitary republic in France. Recent events on the other side of the Pyrenees
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undermined the authority France’s republican model might otherwise have
enjoyed among Spanish elites. In May 1870, as a French plebiscite ratified a
new liberal constitution, Luis Rivera saluted the ‘good Republicans’ seeking
to install a unitary republic in France even if ‘here we are all federal repub-
licans’.82 The violent suppression of the Paris Commune in spring 1871
by Versaillais troops shocked Spanish republicans. Paris was retaken in a
‘bloody week’ in May during which national troops overran the fédérés bar-
ricades and killed in combat or summarily executed up to 25,000 suspected
communards.®® The Third Republic’s installation, under the command of
Adolphe Thiers, of a centralised, unitary (and, to many, clerical) republican
system only contributed to its further loss of credibility as a model. Luis
Fors, La Lgualdad’s correspondent in Paris, observed in January 1872 that
‘what is happening today in France shows once more the superior qualities
of the federal Republican form’.3* Acknowledging that ‘not all evils suffered
by the French people are children of the unitary republican form in force
here’; he attributed the ‘injustices that prevail’ in France to the govern-
ment of the ‘decrepit’ Thiers.®® The source of his criticism on this occasion
were the actions of the ‘clerical’ and ‘ultramontane’ elements of the unitary
government to block the provincial governments’ educational reforms in
favour of universal compulsory (and in many cases free) education. The sti-
fling of what Fors considered the population’s spontaneous ‘thirst for edu-
cation” was the clear result of its unitary, rather than federal, system of rule.

If a federal Republic, the only logical one for democratic peoples, was in
force in France, the benefit of popular education would be a fact, because
the provinces, being autonomous in their internal organisation, would set
out the project of Jules Simon in the majority of departments, judging it a
necessity for its well-being and progress. But the phantasmagorical Republic
of 4th September has to its great misfortune the quality of being among the
ranks of the Unitarian ones, for that reason the departments will be attacked
viciously in their most noble aspirations by that lair of Ultramontanes called
the Assembly of Versailles.®

The crises of French republicanism—the ‘impossible politics’ (to para-
phrase Tocqueville) of the Second Republic, the fratricidal violence involved
in suppressing the Commune and the centralised republican form taken by
Thiers’ and MacMahon’s conservative Third Republic—*‘haunted’ Spanish
republicans.?” It precluded the sexenio elites from turning to France as a
republican guide, though Proudhon remained influential among Spanish
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federalists. In return, both Thiers and later Léon Gambetta distrusted
the ‘radical nature’ of Spanish federalism.® Indeed Rafael Marfa de Labra
insisted that the end of France as a credible political role model for Spain
had occurred much earlier, in the aftermath of the 1789 revolution and
the ‘so-called Napoleonic Code’ which betrayed and ‘reigned over the
general ruin of the intent of 1789’.%° France’s political inconsistency in the
subsequent sixty years and ‘the extraordinary number of Constitutions,
not only diverse but conflicting [...] have deprived her until today of the
authority to speak on this matter’.”° The United States, on the other hand,
furnished a comparatively stable and long-lasting experiment of federal-
ism: even the Civil War, which had threatened to destroy the Union, could
be ‘spun’ as evidence of the ultimate resilience of its federal system.

In his dissection of contemporary politics, Labra also sought to move
beyond the conventional dichotomy of federal republic versus unitary
republic, United States versus France. He argued that his contemporaries
had misunderstood the character of the North American federal republic
and appropriated it erroneously in their arguments for and against a fed-
eral system in Spain. For Labra, the principal concern was to demonstrate
the compatibility of federalism with the nation. He argued that republic,
nation and liberty were mutually reinforcing and signalled the supplanting
of local privileges, interests and allegiances with ‘the principle of human
solidarity’ over the greater distances and more numerous frontiers that
characterised the modern age. Spanish federalists were quite mistaken
when, ‘focusing only on north American appearances’ they sought to
‘destroy national unity, in the name of a federalism that in America only
served to umite’ ! Not that this should be mistaken for the advocation
of unitary republicanism, Labra insisted. What was needed was a form of
republican rule that harmonised ‘local life” or ‘provincial and municipal
authority’ with ‘general life’, or that of the nation, organised according to
‘an organic principle which implies first of all and above all (and hence on
the sovereignty of the Nation as well as the autonomy of the town) the
natural, indispensable and inalienable right of human personhood’. It was
in this regard, Labra asserted, that the experience of the United States,
especially in its recent troubled history, ‘is of exceptional value’.??

With French-style unitary republicanism discredited and the descent of
their own federalist experiment into cantonal insurrection, the post-sexenzo
writings and speeches of Spanish progressive liberals were more qualified in
their support for the US political system than they had been between 1868
and 1874. The constitutional model with which the United States princi-
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pally ‘competed’ was now that of Great Britain. The Restoration political
system constructed by Antonio Canovas, which succeeded in appearing
representative without being democratic, aspired to emulate the much
envied and seemingly stable liberal constitutional monarchy operating in
Britain. Canovas, a great anglophile, had already advised the then Prince
Alfonso’s enrolment at Sandhurst Military College during the sexenio in
order that he learn from England’s (never Britain) ‘constitutional tradi-
tions’.”® The cornerstones of the Restoration Constitution were the crown
and the bicameral Cortes. The conservative architect of the Restoration
was not the only admirer of the British monarchical system. Many liberal
politicians and intellectuals opposed to the Alfonsist Restoration and its
politics of turnismo were also anglophiles, including the Gayango family,
Francisco and Hermenegildo Giner de los Rios (founders of the The Free
Educational Institution in 1876), Rafael de Labra and Gumersindo de
Azcarate. Labra and Azcarate published works during this period compar-
ing the foundational laws and systems of rule of Britain and the United
States, but for many it was not so easy to distinguish between the assumed
political ideals of the two Anglo-Saxon countries. Indeed, their values were
very often conflated. Praise for the American Constitution and political
values often seemed a proxy for those of the British parliamentary system.
As Gumersindo de Azcarate told his illustrious audience at a Columbine
anniversary conference in 1892, the North American was not ‘an entirely
new national type” who had constructed ‘a substantially different civilisa-
tion” across the Atlantic. The distinctions between the political orders of
the new and old world were of scale rather than essence:

Even in the political order [of the United States], which appears the most
original, it is easy to see the entire Anglo-Saxon tradition in the North
American Constitution, despite the distance which at first glance appears
to exist between a unitary monarchy, with an aristocracy and an official
religion, and a democratic and federal republic, in which the churches are
absolutely independent of the state.”*

Azcarate’s opinion was widely shared. In this view, what was key to under-
standing the USA’s (and by extension Britain’s) politics was the ideal of
liberty. In a series of lectures given at the Instituto Libre de Enserianza, later
published in 1881 as a book entitled La Revolucion Norte-americana del
siglo XVIII, Labra heaped admiration upon British institutions and political
values as the originators of the modern democratic era. Contemporary
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political history, he declared, did not begin as he had once thought, in
France in 1789; rather ‘the eyes of the thinker, the historian, of the states-
man, always turn to other people that all of us proclaim as teacher, to
England’.”® In Labra’s interpretation, Britain was lauded as the inventor
of political liberty; the importance of the United States came insofar as it
had transformed the peculiar and contingent vision of liberty invested in
British institutions and ideals into a political principle or theory with uni-
versal application—and had put this principle into practice. Thus, ‘it was
necessary that the English spirit pass through America’ and for this reason,
‘the Bill of rights of 1776 [the Virginia Declaration of Rights] which deci-
sively influenced the French stage of 89, [...] has remained the objective
of the political order of modern democracy’.”® Despite the USA’s lack of a
parliament and its role as a conduit and practical crucible, rather than orig-
inator, of the value of political liberty, the United States remained crucial
for Labra, most notably for its proving of the link between political liberty
and nationhood and its demonstration of the unifying properties of feder-
alism. The imperfections of the North American presidential system may
have meant that it could not be viewed uncritically ‘as the model country
and the non plus ultra of political advances’, but the United States never-
theless represented ‘the first and largest democracy of the Modern Age’.%”

Labra’s reference to the ‘imperfections’ of the presidential system
points to the importance he and other liberal observers of the United
States attached to the role accorded to the executive branch in the separa-
tion of powers. Again, this was an aspect of constitutionalism in which the
British and North American systems were elided in Spanish imaginings. It
was also an area in which Spanish interest was driven above all by histori-
cal domestic concerns; radical liberals had already felt compelled to seek
publicly the ousting of monarchs deemed unfit to rule twice that century,
unsuccessfully in the case of Ferdinand VII towards the end of the Liberal
Biennium, but successfully, of course, in the case of Isabel II who was
forced to abdicate in the wake of the Glorious Revolution. The concern
was to avoid any possible return to absolutism. After all, the third Carlist
war, and with it the military threat of installing an absolutist-leaning,
deeply clerical rule in Spain, had only ended in 1876 and the disappoint-
ment—from a progressive and radical perspective—at the rolling back of
democratic laws at the end of the sexenzo demonstrated that ‘progress’ did
not always march, smoothly and ineluctably, forwards. Spanish interest
in the process of impeachment and worries about the provisions around
executive power in the US political system must be linked to domestic
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concerns about the extent of monarchical authority. Spanish liberals failed
to reach concordant views on the US system’s ability to provide effective
checks and balances on the power of the executive branch. The Nueva
Prensa in 1880 identified the four-year presidential term and the possibil-
ity of accusing, trying and condemning the president whilst in power as
sufficient checks on the extensive powers accorded to him, which they
acknowledged exceeded even those of a constitutional king. The ability
to subject presidents to criminal trial and impeachment was well known,
given the 1868 impeachment of President Andrew Johnson, an event
monitored closely, it not entirely accurately, in the Spanish press.”® That
the head of state could be put on trial whilst in office without violence or
military intervention was a source of great astonishment—and admira-
tion—for Spanish liberals all too accustomed to extra-parliamentary and
extra-judicial methods of bringing about political change;

In America, the most complicated and serious political issues end like all
ordinary issues with a trial and a verdict by the judge. For us, to arrive at a
solution to the simplest issues, it is essential to disrupt public order, create
social conflicts and produce disturbances whose beginning is known and
even sought, but whose scope no one knows.”

The subjecting of the president to the full severity of the law was ‘the secret
of a good organisation of executive power’; those who did not approve of
this constitutional arrangement, Nueva Prensa declared, ‘cannot truly call

themselves liberals’.100

If they love liberty, if they understand it as the rational way of working, not
as the negation of all duties, if they understand that liberty obliges much,
tyranny little or none at all, they should turn their eyes to this model people
and be inspired by its institutions and its customs, not to obtain a servile
and absurd imitation of its laws, but to discover the goal that guides their
own path, under the standard of democracy, toward an equally prosperous
and flourishing state.!"!

Gumersindo de Azcarate, however, was more sceptical about the powers
accorded to the US president and, for that matter, to the heads of state in
France and Great Britain. Convinced of the need to address this topic in
his 1878 lectures to the Institution by the recent political crisis in Paris,
Azcarate undertook a comparison of the powers and checks accorded to
heads of state.!? (The comparison of the United States, France and Britain
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was valid, he maintained, given that there was little difference between a
constitutional monarchy and a republic.)

In France, he observed, the president was the head of the executive
branch, could intervene at will in the legislative branch to propose laws,
to use his powers of suspending veto, and, with the agreement of the
Senate, to dissolve the chamber of deputies. In Britain, the greatest degree
of separation of power had been achieved: executive power lay with the
cabinet, the legislative with the parliament, the judicial with the courts
and the authority to nominate ministers and dissolve parliament with the
monarch. In the United States, meanwhile, the president’s power resided
almost exclusively in the executive branch, with authority to intervene in
the legislative only to use the suspending veto and to address the house
but not to propose laws nor to dissolve the legislative chamber. In all three
countries the head of state had the authority to grant pardons, control the
army and direct foreign policy. In Britain, the head of state could not be
held to legal account, in France only in cases of high treason whilst in the
United States, as the impeachment of President Johnson illustrated, the
president ‘is as responsible as any functionary’.!®® Thus, if in France the
president was granted ‘initiative without limits’; in the United States ‘he
is absolutely denied it”.!%* In Azcdrate’s comparative exercise the power of
the US presidency thus emerged as the most diluted and subject to the
greatest checks.

It was this distrust of presidential power that had paradoxically led,
according to Azcarate, to disparaging associations between the authority
of the American president and that of a king. The exclusion of the presi-
dent from intervening, debating and engaging with the legislative branch
ensured that US presidents made use of the sole method of intervention
open to them, that of the veto:

when he judges a decision by the legislative power to be unjust or inappro-
priate, it could be the case that it does not become law, despite having the
support of the majority of the chamber and it being the true representation

of the country.!%

This had been the case with President Johnson who, ‘far from conceiv-
ing of himself as a mere magistrate of the legislative Power, attributed a
supremacy for himself, which could be deduced from the written law’.
The French system precluded an intervention in the executive of the type
of Johnson’s impeachment, though equally, ‘if the marshal Mac-Mahon
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had found himself at the helm of a state like the Anglo-American [sic], the
crisis experienced in the neighbouring country would have been less dis-
tressing’.1% Though all three systems came in for criticism from Azcdrate,
the one that appeared most satisfactory was the one founded upon consti-
tutional monarchy.

You will be in agreement with me, in that Queen Victoria, even if she
wanted, could not adopt an attitude comparable to the one adopted by
Johnson in the United States in 1867 or by marshal Mac-Mahon in France
in 1877. Well this is because there the ultimate consequences of the prin-
ciple of self government having been deduced, the parliamentary regime has
unravelled completely and as a consequence the function and the power of
the head of State has become enclosed within its proper limits, within which
they should today be contained, in monarchies as in republics.!?”

Not all observers of the United States focussed on the political principles
and values enshrined in America’s founding documents or institutions as
they tried to unravel the secret of the USA’s apparent ‘success’. Many
Spanish observers of America, particularly those who had travelled there,
joined with international observers, including Argentinian statesman
Domingo Sarmiento, the French ‘Americophile’ Edouard Laboulaye and
the editors of Italy’s liberal Nuova Antologia, to insist that what cemented
America’s modernity could not be found in documents and institutions
but instead had to be sought in its political processes and practices: how
its democracy was made, not constituted. What was worthy of note—and
perhaps of emulation—was its political culture, how its people were edu-
cated politically and how they made politics work. Images of the Capitol
building in Washington on the opening day of Congress depicted the
seat of the US legislature as the physical embodiment of modern, popular
sovereignty.'08

What particularly impressed was the way in which democracy was prac-
ticed locally. Images abounded of the United States as a place where demo-
cratic practices were firmly rooted in communities, where sheriffs and other
office holders were elected by their neighbours, where local government
was effective, where men and women formed networks of associations and
pressure groups and where philanthropists—often women—directed their
wealth and energy toward the ‘public good’. ‘The strength’ of the United
States, declared El Progreso, ‘comes from the fact that the citizen is all and
the government is nothing’.!? Large, festive political rallies, such as the
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republican reunion in Middlebury attended by José Jordana y Morera,
and the proliferation of newspapers around election time (even if they did
tend to focus, negatively, on the deficiencies of political opponents) gave
the impression of a lively civil society that seemed far removed from their
own.!® The Nueva Prensa concluded gloomily that ‘we have to consider
American municipal organisation [...] as a dream as golden as it is unat-
tainable’ . Caciguismo, the practice of negotiating power and privilege
between the political centre and the patria chica (the local unit of experi-
ence of government and nation) through clientalist networks mediated
by local bosses or caciques, endured through the revolutionary sexenio
and well into Spain’s twentieth century. ‘Everywhere’, the Nueva Prensa
lamented, ‘the fatal influence of a politics that corrupts and poisons every-
thing’ could be felt.!1?

That said, the perception of the theatricalities of US democracy was not
always complimentary. The pageantry and commercialism of American
elections—the financial resources needed to mobilise support for candi-
dates across such a large territory and the employment of modern business
practices to advertise candidates as if they were products—appeared vul-
gar and uncivilised.'® Besides the distasteful selling of politics, there were
several aspects of the processes and functioning of US democracy that
struck Spaniards as far from model. Those who professed admiration for
the US republic had to somehow reconcile what they had to admit were
malfunctioning or corrupt democratic practices with their insistence on
the advanced or exemplary nature of North American politics. Meanwhile,
those who were opposed to the modernity that the United States was
deemed to embody could seize upon the corruptions and imperfections
in its democratic culture as evidence that the USA was more anti-model
than exemplar. The final section sets out the contours of the limits of the
United States as a political model of the modern democracy.

Tae Limrts o THE US PovriticaAL. MODEL

If the value of the ‘model-republic’ was in its provision of evidence of a
modern democracy and the ‘spirit of liberty’ in praxis, then Spaniards
could not fail to address the less positive results of this democratic experi-
ment. US elections were occasions when ‘the nation threw itself at politics
en masse with vivid interest’, but they were also ‘venal and despicable
there, like in few other places’.1!* The political scandals of the Gilded Age,
most notably the political patronage and vote rigging epitomised by the
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‘political machine’ at Tammany Hall in New York City and the corrup-
tion associated with the presidency of Ulysses Grant, were closely followed
in the Spanish press.!’® Presidential elections in the United States, the
Llustracion Espaniola vy Americana reported, were often violent and ‘truly
grotesque’. The spectacle of suspected illegal voters in New York impris-
oned in ‘Davenport’s cage’ for the duration of election day was enough to
set ‘Heraclitus and Democritus crying and laughing’.11¢

The best-known example of political corruption in the United States,
was without doubt that associated with the so-called Tammany ring in
New York in the 1860s and early 1870s. The name of William Tweed, the
‘boss’ of Tammany Hall infamously caricatured by Thomas Nast, would
be recognised by any literate Madrilenian who read the Cartas de los
Estados-Unidos posted to the larger Spanish dailies by foreign correspon-
dents based in New York and Washington. La Epoca, for example, always
keen to diminish the USA as a shining exemplar of political modernity,
covered the internecine working of party politics closely, especially that
of the “Tammany club, made famous by Tweed’.!”

Indeed, the curious manner of Tweed’s recapture in Galicia in the
autumn of 1876, following his escape from jail some months earlier
(where he was imprisoned for twelve years for defrauding New York City
of $200,000) served only to increase his notoriety in Spain. At the same
time, it hints at the pervasion of American political caricature, especially
Thomas Nast’s work for Harpers Weekly, across the peninsular. Tweed
was apprehended in Vigo, identified by the Spanish officer who recog-
nised him thanks to Thomas Nast’s depiction of Tweed as a thief all too
willing to punish ‘lesser’ juvenile thieves in his caricature ‘Tweed-le-dee
and Tilden-dum’, published in June 1876. That a Spanish officer on the
periphery of the peninsular was familiar with Nast’s caricature of Tweed,
suggests a wider circulation of images of the contemporary USA than
simply among the political cognoscenti and intellectual elites of the capi-
tal. Still, a note of caution, one that indicates the complexity of questions
of ‘reception’, must be sounded. Nast’s cartoon, which the secretary of
the American Legation in Madrid, Alvey A. Adee later told him, ‘made
you famous in Madrid’, was not read entirely as had been intended. The
first report of Tweed’s arrest informed that a certain “Twid” had been
captured in Vigo for the crime of ‘kidnapping two American children’—
the arresting Spanish officer, familiar enough with the cartoon to recog-
nise the man from his caricature but unable to understand its explanatory
annotations, written in English, read the cartoon literally and thus pre-
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sumed Tweed guilty of child abduction, seemingly ignorant of the accu-
sations of political corruption.!$

News of the corrupt power of political ‘bosses’ like Tweed must have
seemed all too familiar to Spanish readers, accustomed to caciquismo in
their own political system, and revealed the flaws in the idealised republic
across the Atlantic. Gumersindo de Azcérate noted that political par-
ties in the United States were stronger and more influential than those
in any other country and pointed particularly to the crucial role played
by the local boss or, as he translated it into a term easily recognised
by his audience, ‘gran cacigue’ '’ Anton Majujo, La Epoca’s US corre-
spondent, also reported to his readers ‘the immensely powerful political
leagues, known here by the name “Rings”, federal and provincial officials
who are nominated because of their influence and which I do not need
to describe, as in Spain we, unfortunately, have many, very prominent
examples in the provinces’.’?? Spain had its own gulf between pays légal
and pays réel to rival that of the USA’s Gilded Age. Political relationships
between Madrid and the provinces, rulers and ruled, were negotiated
though clientalist power networks, which were mediated by local bosses
or cacigques. These wealthy and influential intermediaries in effect were
the state in their localities. Through the trading of favours, practices of
patronage and election rigging they guaranteed local votes and taxes,
essentially shoring up existing provincial political and socio-economic
hierarchies. The introduction of universal male suffrage in 1890 did little
to halt the election fixing or to realign the relationship between local and
national politics in the provinces.!?! However, back in the United States
it seemed that at least some measures were being taken to halt and dis-
mantle political corruption. The difference between the American bosses
and the Spanish caciques, at least as it appeared to Azcdrate, was that in
the USA, as the imprisonment of Boss Tweed and other corruption-
combating measures demonstrated, corruption did not go unpunished
forever.

And if at time they let politicians help themselves at will, there comes a time
when laziness and indifference are shaken up, as the New Yorkers did in
1871, when they defeated, brought charges against and threw into prison,
where he died, the famous Tweed, the chief or Boss of the Tweed Ring, who
had taken over the administration of the city with great harm to the general
interest and to public morale.!??
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CONCLUSION

The democratic sexenio—and particularly the period of the First Republic
in 1873—represented a high point of the appeal in Spain of the ‘model
republic’ offered by the United States. But the end of the Spanish revo-
lutionary moment did not signal the end of the USA’s relevance as an
exemplar of republicanism and democracy in practice. Concepts such as
‘inalienable rights’ and ‘self-government’ became commonplace in the
political lexicon and culture of Spanish political elites and did not disap-
pear. The coming of the Spanish-Cuban-American War, of course, shifted
the argument and made it much more one-sided.

Two wider points emerge from this analysis. Firstly, the historiographi-
cal narrative of the sexenio as failure is discredited by the persistence of cur-
rents of republican and democratic sentiment and language and the legacy
of associationalism cemented by republicans’ and radicals’ ‘perfection’ of
the use of clubs and meetings. Far from being an immediately forgotten
parenthesis or simply a shorthand for the failure of nineteenth-century lib-
eralism in Spain, the democratic experiment conducted in the late 1860s
and early 1870s evidently left its mark. The reforms and ideals of the sex-
enio democratico and especially of the period of the First Republic, for all
their contradictions, vacillations, shortcomings and—ultimately—imper-
manence, nevertheless helped consolidate the principle of popular sover-
eignty in the political vocabulary of Spanish elites, if not as an enduring
political reality.!??

The second point is that interest in the United States for the most part
formed part of a sophisticated debate, which was principally borne from
national concerns. The images of America as the locus for modern, demo-
cratic politics in action were in part US self-projections, but they were also
produced and reproduced in Spain, shaped by liberal domestic concerns:
how to make federalism work in alignment with the nation; how to pro-
duce a foundational document that inscribes political liberty and gener-
ates stable government; how to secure Spain from a return to absolutist
rule; how to ensure vibrant political cultures in the municipalities, where
venal and corrupt politics, if it could not be eradicated, would at least go
punished. As Luis Rivera observed in Gz Blas, the US model-republic
provided the evidential material for political arguments between conserva-
tives and liberals over Spain’s ‘path to modernity’. As a radical republican,
Rivera, of course, was invested in imagining the stability and success of the
US republic, for this meant the silencing of those ‘blessed barons” who
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would ‘applaud’ at ‘the most insignificant disruption” in the United States
and would delight in any decline in its authority.

Learn, they would have exclaimed, learn what is the fatal end of civiliza-
tion and progress: here you have, this pueblo ilustrado as the lLiberalescos call
it, this country that the ungovernables present as a model, it is destroying
itself, annihilating itself in civil wars, which will before long lead to an early
death. There is no doubt, this country carries death in her bosom. Alas,
poor country, poor again and poor a thousand times if no Neo-Catholics
rise up for her good to regenerate and transform her!'?*

For the liberal political leaders of the sexenio, preoccupied with national
and political reform, the example of the United States mingled with
national liberal traditions as well as other influences. As such, the utility of
the North American repablica-modelo was not in any ability to offer a per-
fect, universal blueprint for a modern republic. This it could not provide.
Rather, it was found in the practical evidence, as it were, thrown up by
its near-100-year constitutional experiment in republican federalism and
democracy in practice, which the new Spanish politicians and intellectuals
could mine for those principles and policies that they felt had been vin-
dicated by the American experience. In the words of the so-called father
of the September revolution, José Maria Orense, the ‘system that the US
practices’ deserved emulation.

as I am guided in the experience of life by the countries in which our ideals
are realized, I proclaim the system practiced in the United States the most
complete, given that it has achieved such good results there.!?®
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