
ignored Spanish historiography. The expert reader will find the reading of this book de-
lightful as she or he encounters familiar faces illuminated in a new light, such as the Mar-
qués de Ensenada, who, before becoming a powerful minister of state, made a career in the
expanded naval bureaucracy. For Europeanists, this volume contributes to wear down the
field’s excessive focus on Britain and France. In this sense, Storrs is not decentering Eu-
ropean history; he is just adding Spain to the center. The Spanish Resurgence might be
useful in graduate seminars as well, as the Europe of the early eighteenth century emerges
in this book with all its complex layers of identity, challenging students’ modern percep-
tions of national identities. Finally, Storrs invites Atlanticist readers to turn their heads to
the Mediterranean. If attended, this challenge might help us refine and complicate our un-
derstandings of the often taken-for-granted European side of the Atlantic equation.

María Bárbara Zepeda Cortés

Lehigh University

TheEndof IberianRuleon theAmericanContinent, 1770–1830.By Brian R. Hamnett.
New York: Cambridge University Press, 2017. Pp. viii1364. $120.00 (cloth); $34.99
(paper); $28.00 (Adobe eBook Reader).

Around thirty years ago, I watched Brian Hamnett deliver a one-hour lecture to under-
graduates at the University of Essex about the independence wars in South America.
Speaking from notes, he summarized in precise detail the complex and interwoven dy-
namics that linked secession in Venezuela to the civil wars in the River Plate, replete with
battle tales and stories about this or that constitutional congress; there were so many.
When the hour was up, Hamnett ended his lecture on cue: what came after the dissolution
of the Spanish empire was a story of chronic instability, rebellion, and halting republican
rule. Hamnett’s ability to synthesize without overgeneralizing was remarkable then. It is
remarkable in this book, which now must be considered the single most important work
to summarize the pressures on the Iberian empires, which eventually drove them to im-
plosion.
In the last ten years, there has been a renewed debate about Iberian dissolution and

Latin American independence, occasioned in part by the series of ongoing bicentennial
retrospectives of the years after 1810 (which is usually taken as a marker, wrongly as
readers will clearly see in The End of Iberian Rule). Hamnett’s book steps back from this
outpouring to give us a digest. But he is also a careful historian of places; he has been
studying the politics and commercial effects of cochineal exports from Oaxaca in the
eighteenth century for almost half a century. His eye for the local within the panoramic
sweep is astonishing. It is one of the breakthroughs of this book that a reader will move
up and down the scales of analysis from palace intrigues inMadrid and Lisbon to peasant
grievances in the Central Andes and Southern Mexico.
The other big breakthrough is to bring the Portuguese into the picture. It has been one

of the misfortunes of Latin American and Iberian history to sever Lisbon’s and Madrid’s
realms. Partly, this is understandable. Lisbon was much more integrated into the British
orbit than Spain was; Brazil broke away from Portugal without breaking up—unlike
Spanish America, where secession from Madrid meant decomposition of the former co-
lonial spaces of the Americas into eighteen republics. The outcomes tended to drive the
narratives. But seen the other way around, from the middle of the eighteenth century on-
ward, the Portuguese and Spanish empires faced similar pressures and responded with
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similar measures. Explaining the eventual divergence means being more attentive to con-
tingencies and the power of some local forces, especially within the metropoles.
Hamnett makes three, braided, arguments. His first is that these were early modern,

composite monarchies, fairly adept at managing local resistances and adaptations until
the turn of the eighteenth century, whereupon the escalation of war, the demands for rev-
enues, and the commercialization of social relations meant that they both had to reform.
But there was a constraint. As he notes, they became neither effective absolutists nor ef-
fective colonizers. The result, especially after the spike of revolts and resistances of the
1770s, was a kind of stand-off, which made the colonial regimes more brittle, if not in-
cendiary, as dispossessed peasants’ grievances set in and the effects of the French Rev-
olution spread across Europe. The main unifying fabric was the image of a remote mon-
archy.
Second, the ruling elites in Iberia and the Americas grew apart, but not in the way that

historians have customarily argued. Many historians used to argue that creoles (Iberians
born in the Americas) pulled away to become more proto-nationalist, while peninsulars
(born in Spain, but living on both sides of the Atlantic) became more conservative and
autocratic. Hamnett shows how both of these blocs were more divided than we have
imagined. Behind the doors of ministerial chambers and merchant guilds, and in imperial
juntas, this east-west divide tended to dissolve. Much more important were disputes over
trade and finance that criss-crossed the affiliations of birth. Chapter 4, for instance, has an
illuminating tour of the municipal-level debates in Mexico City, Quito, and elsewhere,
which revealed the depth of the divisions. The crisis of the Spanish monarchy had much
more to do with the breakdown of a weak “ministerial absolutism” (103) than early na-
tionalism.
Finally, though we think of the breakaway of the mainland American colonies as the

markers of Latin American revolution, this was the effect of something else: metropolitan
collapse after 1807. Until then, the regimes were in trouble. But they were not falling
apart. It was only after the French invasion that the breakup began, and when the breakup
began, the forces that turned the civil war into revolution (which is a word that Hamnett
uses sparingly) were unleashed. Here, the difference between metropolitan responses in
Spain and Portugal were manifest. The decision of the Braganza house to relocate to Rio
de Janeiro, to Americanize the monarchy, was perhaps the most decisive determinant of
Brazilian unity, for the latent divisions were contained, albeit barely. Meanwhile, on the
Spanish side, the monarchy got captured by Napoleon, which sparked debates across the
Spanish realm over how to fill the gap. None of this was quite predetermined, but the first
half of Hamnett’s book does, if one reads carefully, imply that the Portuguese rulers were
more pragmatic in dealing with their colonies, more willing to bend, than the Spanish,
whose feud over how hard to drive the screws into the colonies to pay for metropoli-
tan wars, was more intense. When Fernando VII returned to the throne in May 1814, he
vowed to “restore” an absolutist regime that had never really existed, a decision that even-
tually brought the whole edifice down.
Brian Hamnett is at his best in his treatment of the complex, shifting, intrigues and bat-

tles within elites over policy, especially financial, commercial, and constitutional. This
makes sense; it reflects his underlying argument that, faced with the pressures of revolu-
tionary war in Europe and theAtlantic, Spanish (and one should include creoles as well as
peninsulars) elites could not come upwith a workable alternative to their exhausted, com-
posite, monarchy. Once independent, Spanish American magnates fared no better in get-
ting their charters to stick. Brazilians (though not Portuguese) did, in the form of consti-
tutional monarchy, and it held. This did not mean, as he shows effectively in chapter 8,
that the Luso-Brazilians did not have to confront basic questions about legitimacy. But a
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pragmatic conservativism, and the elements of a nascent Brazilian identity, provided
enough cover for elite unity. It did not in either Spain or Spanish America, which may
have forked into “Spanish” and “American” ways; but there was not enough shared pa-
triotic spirit or juridical structure beneath either label to yield to coherent successor na-
tions.

Jeremy Adelman

Princeton University

The Spanish Foreign Legion in the Spanish Civil War, 1936. By José E. Álvarez.
Columbia: University of Missouri Press, 2016. Pp. xxii1292. $50.00.

This volume, as the title indicates, follows the Spanish Foreign Legion up to the end of 1936,
the first year of the Spanish Civil War—a moment when Franco’s forces, self-described
as “Nationalists,” were trying to occupy Madrid. It begins with a useful account of the Le-
gion’s foundation. Properly named the “Foreigners’ Regiment” (Tercio de extranjeros),
although it was almost entirely Spanish, the Legion was created in 1920 during the “pac-
ification” of Spain’s Moroccan territory when poorly trained conscripts were being slaugh-
tered by tribesmen; a dedicated, disciplined, and highly trained force had to be created.
Álvarez points out that the Legion subsequently played an important political and mil-
itary role in shaping General Franco’s career. By the outset of the Civil War, it had grown
to a force of 3,758 men.
The Legion’s merciless way of waging war is well described in this book. Yet one lifts

an eyebrow when Dennis Showalter comments in his foreword that “few military forces
have been so comprehensively vilified” (xiii). Historians have had little good to say, after
all, about the Waffen SS, the “Black and Tans” in Ireland, and the Soviet forces that oc-
cupied Germany in 1945. Showalter’s comparison of the Legion with the Republic’s Inter-
national Brigades (xiv) is particularly out of place: even if both forces had been composed
of battle-hardened World War I veterans—which was not the case for the International Bri-
gades, since most of its soldiers were too young to have served in that conflict—not even
Francoist propaganda accused the Brigades of the killing, looting, and raping that the Le-
gion indulged in. Such atrocities were especially common in the weeks, described vividly
by Álvarez, when it rampaged north from Seville through Extremadura, then linked up with
General Mola’s forces coming from the north and turned eastward along the Tagus valley
toward Madrid. The Legion had a long-standing and well-deserved reputation for ferocity,
or rather savagery; bestial behavior was an essential part of its character. Its motto “Long
Live Death”—probably adopted by its founder, Lt. Colonel José Millán Astray, an ad-
mirer of the Japanese Bushido code—and its necrophiliac anthem “Bridegrooms of Death”
(Novios de la muerte) made it quite different from its French equivalent and from other elite
regiments such the United States Marines or British Guards regiments. Its only excuse was
that it was fighting an equally cruel enemy in Morocco.
The majority of the extensively and imaginatively used primary sources for this book

are the military records of the Legion itself. One senses that the task must have been te-
dious, as the actions of the Legion were very consistent day after day: it approached towns
and villages and shelled them heavily, often aided by bombing from German and Italian
aircraft. The defending Republican militia, untrained and undisciplined, resisted desper-
ately and often heroically with whatever arms they could find, since they could expect ex-
ecution if they surrendered. In the end, Legion discipline and military skill told: except in
the taking of Badajoz, where the Legion suffered substantial losses, its actual casualties were
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