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way did the intellectuals align national and nationalistic values with the pro-
ject of creating a ‘Republic of Letters’ that extended beyond each country’s 
borders, a ‘space’ in which one could produce and disseminate thought 
whose objective was to encourage political action? What kinds of networks 
did they succeed in establishing in the interwar period? Who were these 
intellectuals-in-action? What role did they play in their institutions’ and cul-
tural associations’ activities? 

A wider and intricate analytical framework emerges, exploring right-wing 
intellectual agents and their networks, their travels and the circulation of 
ideas, during the interwar period and on a transatlantic scale, offering an 
original contribution to the debate on interwar authoritarian regimes and 
opening new possibilities for research. 
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9 Local and global connections of 
Argentinian, Uruguay an and 
Chilean fascists in the thirties and 
early  forties1 

Ernesto Bohoslavsky and Magdalena Broquetas 

9.1 Introduction 

In July 1935, the Uruguayan writer and journalist Adolfo Agorio (1888–1965) 
went to Germany, a country he had previously visited ten years before. He 
travelled as a guest passenger on the first Zeppelin ‘Hindenburg’ flight between 
Rio de Janeiro and Berlin. In a radio speech in Berlin, Agorio praised Nazi 
Germany and its Führer, conveying that he reflected the prevailing sentiment 
of Uruguayan public opinion. During his stay in Germany, Agorio regularly 
sent reports and personal impressions to be published in the Montevideo-
based conservative newspaper La Mañana. After his return to Uruguay, 
Agorio collected his notes in the book Impresiones de la Nueva Alemania 
(Impressions of the New Germany). The presentation of his travel book was 
attended by several members of the German colony, the Reich Ambassador 
and the authorities of the Nazi Party’s Uruguayan Section. The leader of the 
Section, Julio Holzer, highlighted the positive image that Agorio had generated 
within German intellectual and political circles, underlining that even 
Chancellor Adolf Hitler had shown an interest in Agorio’s opinions and the 
Uruguayan situation.2 Notwithstanding that Holzer’s statement was a lie, the 
episode illustrates the networks that Southern Cone extreme right-wing 
politicians and propagandists established with European fascist regimes and 
leaders during the interwar period. South American fascist and reactionary 
leaders and intellectuals travelled to Nazi Germany, Mussolini’s Italy and 
Francoist Spain, and in some cases met the Duce or the Führer. Thanks to  
their stays in these countries and to their professional intellectual activities, 
these politicians and intellectuals were able to build, in the thirties, an intricate 
network with European fascist governments, leaders and press that would last, 
at least, until the end of the war. 

This chapter focuses on the international connections of political groups 
and newspapers in Argentina, Uruguay and Chile that existed within a fascist 
transnational culture in the thirties and in the early forties. Organizations 
such as the Movimiento Nacional Socialista (MNS, National-Socialist 
Movement) (the so-called ‘nacis’, from Chile), the  Acción Revisionista de 
Uruguay (ARU, Uruguayan Revisionist Action), the Legión Cívica Argentina 
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(LCA, Argentine Civic Legion) and the Alianza Juvenil Nacionalista (AJN, 
Nationalist Youth Alliance) from Argentina, shared the self-image of being 
an ideological ‘third way’. They perceived themselves as new and 
revolutionary forces, opposed to Marxism but also to conservative right-
wing parties, which until the thirties were unwilling to completely abandon 
Liberal constitutionalism and democratic regimes. According to many 
authors, these political organizations offered an alternative to international 
socialism by identifying ‘Capitalism’ with greed more than with private 
property.3 Although none of these political groups attained power or lasting 
political success in the three countries, they renewed the ideological debates. 
Some of them embraced political corporatism and proposed to meaningfully 
alter the political economy through the adoption of Christian values and the 
social doctrine of the Catholic Church. These organizations can be defined as 
‘peripheral fascisms’: ‘peripheral’ here refers both to the international 
marginality of the country (less developed regions of the world, with social 
and economic structures that differ from the Italian and German situations) 
and the ideological marginality regarding the ‘legitimate’, core, globalized, 
Europe-originated fascist centres. Peripheral fascisms were interested in 
national politics but had transnational goals, interests and self-images shared 
with similar organizations beyond the national borders. Politicians like Agorio 
displayed a national agenda and at the same time maintained links with 
European fascist party leaders, intellectuals and newspapers in an effort to 
find international allies and, if possible, covert funding. Roger Griffin has  
convincingly stated that studying these peripheral fascisms ‘could lead to 
deeper understanding the role played by marginality in the study of fascism, 
not in the geopolitical sense of “core and periphery”, but in a temporal, 
ontological and cultural anthropological sense’.4 Research on the less 
important fascist movements can therefore contribute to an improved 
knowledge of the nature of fascism through time and space, by de-centring the 
traditional perspective centred on Italian and German cases. 

In the first section of this chapter, we describe the main fascist or 
fascistizing political forces in the three countries during the interwar period. 
The second section focuses mainly on the fascist and reactionary 
newspapers in order to perceive their international networks within the 
global ‘New order’. We propose that Southern fascists developed strong 
political and intellectual relations with South American counterparts, which 
can be traced in the newspapers of the former. It is likely that these South 
American fascist groups felt that their political reality had more in common 
with other counterparts (other peripheral fascisms) than it did with the 
political reality of their European comrades. 

9.2  Southern Cone fascists during the interwar period 

Scholar literature has identified two fascist waves in the Southern Cone 
during the interwar period.5 The first one appeared almost concurrently 
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with the rise of fascism in Italy, in the mid-twenties and was encouraged 
primarily by Italian immigrants and their descendants. Charles Maurras 
and Action Française had a similar impact as the Italian Fascist press in 
those years, due to the long-standing French intellectual influence on 
South-American elites.6 These first fascist organizations generally had few 
members and their demands for a Catholic and corporatist new political 
regime seemed peculiar, unacceptable and unnecessary to conservative 
leaders in Buenos Aires, Rio de Janeiro and Santiago. The ‘red fear’ 
prompted after the Russian Revolution led to the creation of ruling-class 
self-defending organizations, such as the Liga Patrótica Argentina 
(Argentine Patriotic League, LPA) and Chilean Ligas Patrióticas (Patriotic 
Leagues). All of these paramilitary leagues embraced an open anti-leftism 
and anti-unionism aimed at reducing the challenges faced by the working 
class. Moreover, these organizations encouraged some kind of corporatist 
reform in order to replace political parties with a poorly defined 
corporation of delegates, but showed almost no interest in developing mass 
political mobilization in the streets or a Marcia su Roma (March on Rome). 

During the twenties, fascism generated broad interest – and sometimes 
admiration – even in people ideologically further from the extreme right, as 
was the case with Argentinian progressive writer Victoria Ocampo who met 
Mussolini in 1934.7 Most politicians perceived fascism as an exclusively 
Italian product that occasionally raised some interest and debate, but they 
certainly did not encourage or support the creation of meaningful South 
American counterparts. Political parties such as the Partido Nacional 
Fascista (Fascist National Party, Argentina), the Partido Popular 
Corporativo (Popular Corporatist Party, 1926) and the Comité Central 
Nacionalista (Nationalist Central Comittee, 1927), both from Chile, and the 
Legião Cruzeiro do Sul (Southern Cross Legion) and the Partido Fascista 
Brasileiro (Brazilian Fascist Party) both from Brazil, never evolved into 
mass organizations and eventually, in most cases, had dissolved before 
1930.8 Historian Gerardo Caetano detected that there were no ‘proper’ 
fascist parties in existence in Uruguay in the mid-twenties, but corporatist 
ideas created an early interest among businessmen and merchants who 
considered them promissory to the increase in the representation of their 
economic interests within the State. Some of these men visited Italy, 
Germany and Spain during that period.9 Fascism quickly acquired 
distinguished admirers in the two Uruguayan traditional political parties: 
the more Conservative Partido Nacional (National Party) and the more 
Liberal, progressive and factious Partido Colorado (Red Party). Important 
right-wing politicians of both parties showed sympathy and even hope for 
Mussolini’s fascism. Several conservative leaders expressed a very selective 
assessment of fascism, mostly perceived as a political regime aimed at 
invigorating the economy and strengthening the national feeling that could 
be selectively and carefully replicated in Uruguay. This was the case with 
Luis Alberto de Herrera (1873–1959), the most important leader of the 
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Partido Nacional. Although Herrera was a conservative politician who 
supported the multi-party system, he was attracted to the ‘regenerating 
effects’ of fascism on the national soul.10 Julio María Sosa (1879–1931) was 
the first leader of the Partido Colorado to publicly declare his admiration of 
fascism. In 1927, Sosa visited Italy and was so impressed that one year later 
he proposed a corporatist reform, inspired by the ‘lessons’ of that trip. In 
the first month of 1928, Pedro Manini Ríos (1879–1958), another major 
Colorado leader, headed an official delegation that visited several European 
countries, including Italy, where they were welcomed personally by 
Mussolini. When Manini Ríos returned to Uruguay he praised the Italian 
economic growth and the new political regime.11 

The second fascist wave was much longer and had a greater political 
impact than the first one. The growth of Southern Cone fascist groups in 
the thirties was directly related to the devastating consequences of the 
international economic crisis started in 1929. The primary export-led 
economy was violently shaken and its crisis led to fiscal bankruptcy, social 
unrest, increasing unemployment and a lack of crucial European imported 
goods. The negative effects of the economic crisis stimulated political unrest 
and conflicts. In the thirties, fascism certainly showed surprising appeal 
outside its original Italian home. South-American right-wingers found, in 
Rome first and Berlin later, a mix of National regeneration, industrialization, 
social peace and Imperial attitude that gained their approval. The rise of 
Nazism in Germany was a confirmation of the increasingly accepted 
normalization of fascism, beyond the particular Italian conditions. Romanian 
Iron Guard, Spanish Falange and the British Union of Fascists are well-
known examples of non-Italian fascist movements in the thirties. The 
triumphant Francoist coup d’Etat and later the disappearance of the Second 
Republic were perceived as evidence that fascism was compatible with the 
Spanish-American soul.12 

In the thirties, Argentinian, Uruguayan and Chilean Nationalist groups 
shared political organization patterns, hyper-personalist leadership styles 
and ideological principles (and enemies), all of which enable us to define 
them as fascist.13 These groups spread anti-Semitism, National-Catholicism, 
anti-communism and anti-Americanism. Some of them proved to be closer to 
the Catholic Church, whereas others had a stronger counter-revolutionary 
mark, were more openly racist or felt more inspired by Franco’s regime or 
Romanian Iron Guard. 

In Argentina, general Uriburu led a coup d’état in 1930 that overthrew 
President Yrigoyen and directed an authoritarian and corporatist 
government until 1931. After the coup, the so-called Nationalist groups 
multiplied in the country.14 Their journals, for example, Clarinada and radio 
stations such as the Catholic Radio Ultra15 and Radio Paris16 reached 
wider audiences and, consequently, increased their appeal and mobilization, 
which was initially restricted to elite men. Many of the nationalist activists 
argued for the overthrow of democratic order, since it was considered to be 
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decadent and held Argentina in a semi-colonial relationship with foreign 
powers. Their conspiracy theories argued that the ‘oligarchy’ (labelled as 
sepoy or anti-national), Jewish-Marxist internationalism and British 
imperialism were controlling Argentine economy and politics.17 Some of the 
theories included updated versions of anti-Semitic propaganda such as The 
Protocols of the Elders of Zion.18 Towards the end of the thirties, nationalist 
organizations developed strategies to attract and mobilize people from lower 
class backgrounds and became more concerned with social issues and anti-
imperialism.19 This ‘social’ turn included an abandonment of the reactionary 
anti-union LPA positions and a concern for working class integration and 
welfare, but without resigning to strident anti-communism. 

Argentinian Nationalist movements had a common ideology, but were not 
capable of creating a unified party. One of the main reasons was the 
competition among potential leaders: General José Félix Uriburu (1868–1932), 
Manuel Fresco (1888–1971), Enrique Osés (1899–1954), Juan Ramos 
(1878–1958), Leopoldo Lugones (1878–1938) and Juan Queraltó (1912–1987), 
among others, frequently wanted to become the Argentinian Duce or Caudillo. 
The nationalists were divided into a myriad of groups based around a figure 
and a publication, notoriously far from the electoral achievements of Brazilian 
Integralismo. The  Legión Cívica Argentina (Argentine Civic Legion, LCA), the 
Acción Nacionalista Argentina (Nationalist Youth Alliance, ANA), the 
Afirmación de una Nueva Argentina (Affirmation of a New Argentina, 
ADUNA) and the Alianza de la Juventud Nacionalista (Nationalist Youth 
Alliance), later Alianza Libertadora Nacionalista (Nationalist Liberator 
Alliance) were the most important Nationalist groups in the thirties and 
forties. The LCA was mainly composed of assault troops who aimed to defend 
and support the dictatorship established in 1930 by General Uriburu. Its ideas 
included anti-communism, xenophobia and corporatism.20 The LCA was very 
close to Italian fascism, especially in manner by which it mobilized its armed 
and uniformed members (the grey shirts) against workers and political 
opponents.21 The ANA was one of the most important LCA splits in 1932. 
One year later, ADUNA appeared, led by Juan Ramos, a close friend of 
General Uriburu who had also visited fascist Italy.22 In the thirties, ANA and 
ADUNA were not able to become mass fascist parties since Conservative 
politicians controlled the political situation and this significantly reduced the 
political space for radical right organizations. Both ANA and ADUNA failed 
in their attempts to gather Nationalist organizations and to create a well-
established political party. Only the AJN managed to mobilize followers in 
Buenos Aires city – mainly rightist students – and later to organize Nationalist 
unions.23 One of the most astonishing cases was Manuel Fresco, Governor of 
the Province of Buenos Aires between 1936 and 1940. Despite being a man 
from the very traditional Conservative Party, Fresco’s policy was inspired by 
Fascist ideology: enthusiastic and aggressive social and labour laws, mandatory 
Catholic education and banning of the Communist Party.24 Fresco was fiercely 
opposed to the universal suffrage – in fact, universal masculine suffrage – and 
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publicly and enthusiastically praised Hitler and Mussolini. In 1945, AJN and 
Fresco merged with the rising forces surrounding Peron, whom they saw as the 
expected charismatic leader. 

The most influential European intellectuals in Argentine nationalist books 
and newspapers were probably Charles Maurras, Ramiro de Maeztu (who 
spent some years in Argentina as Miguel Primo de Rivera’s ambassador) and 
Oswald Spengler. However, Mussolini, Hitler, José Antonio Primo de Rivera 
and even Oswald Mosley were repeatedly mentioned as exemplary ideologues 
in the Nationalist journals.25 However, the Catholic themes, concepts and 
authors had an overwhelming presence among the nationalist leaders and 
newspapers. Indeed, the historian Loris Zanatta has argued that Argentine 
nationalism in the late thirties should be understood as the political arm of 
the Catholic Church.26 Groups like the AJN considered Catholicism and 
Hispanism as core elements of Argentine national identity and history. Two 
prominent Catholic preachers and intellectuals, Leonardo Castellani 
(1899–1981) and Gustavo Franceschi (1881–1957) also visited Italy and 
personally met Mussolini and other European fascist leaders. Franceschi sent 
his positive impressions on Germany to the Buenos Aires-based Catholic 
newspaper Criterio. He was in Germany in the first half of 1933, and in 
April 1937 he visited Francoist Spain to deliver money, donations and 
supplies in order to restore the damaged churches.27 In 1934, the famous 
Argentinian priest Miguel de Andrea (1877–1960) visited Italy and Germany 
and praised, in El Pueblo, the anti-communist policies of both governments, 
but after 1936 he began to criticize the Nazi rearming process.28 Juan Carlos 
Goyeneche (1913–1982), a long-standing member of Nationalist and Catholic 
Argentine organizations, travelled to Europe on several occasions and he 
stated he met Franco, Mussolini and von Ribbentrop in November 1942 and 
later Pope Pius XII.29 Goyeneche interviewed Mussolini in the first months of 
1943 in order to spread Italy’s support to the Argentine claim of sovereignty 
over the Falkland Islands.30 Matías Sánchez Sorondo (1880–1959), a veteran 
conservative politician who embraced sympathy for fascism, was invited by the 
Nazi Propaganda Minister to visit Germany in 1937. During his six-week tour, 
Sánchez Sorondo met Hitler and Göering and offered positive impressions of 
the situation in Germany in his interview in Berliner Tageblatt.31 Thanks to an 
official invitation, he visited Italy in March 1937 and met Mussolini, to whom 
he offered a book with his parliamentary pro-Axis speeches.32 He also held 
meetings with Luciano De Feo, the president of the Istituto L’Unione 
Cinematografica Educativa, and with Dino Alfieri, Secretary for Press and 
Propaganda. Later he travelled to Spain and met General Franco.33 After that 
Sánchez Sorondo became an eager anti-communist and pro-Axis ideologue 
and senator. 

Contrary to the inability of Argentinian fascists to unify their political 
forces, on the other side of the Andes the Chilean counterparts showed 
more successful electoral results. The Movimiento Nacional Socialista de 
Chile (MNS) created in April 1932 was the most important far-right 
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organization in Chile. Its members called themselves ‘nacistas’ in an unlikely 
effort to differentiate from the German ‘Nazis’. MNS’s 20,000 members were 
mainly from lower and lower-middle urban class backgrounds. The MNS 
embraced anti-liberal nationalism and promoted a strong government to 
ensure order, hierarchy and social justice. Scholar literature characterized 
MSN as ‘fascist’ because of its militarized and authoritarian organization, as 
well as for its conviction of the usefulness and legitimacy of political violence 
of its Nacista Assault Troop members.34 Contrary to Nazi racism, MNS 
conceived Christianity as a Western world column to be sustained in the fight 
against Liberal and Marxist materialism.35 This pragmatic and utilitarian 
defence of Catholicism certainly did not encourage the Church to abandon 
their traditional alliance with the Conservative Party. 

The course of MNS is inextricably linked to Jorge González von Marées 
(1900–1962), known as El Jefe, the party’s main leader until its dissolution in 
1941.36 The Chilean political class was struck by González’s style rather than 
by his words. His energetic rhetoric, aimed at simultaneously confronting all 
other political parties, was excessive for a political life that was based on the 
multiparty government coalitions. Because of the accumulation of negations 
(anti-liberalism, anti-conservativism, anti-communism), their lack of links with 
the establishment and the youth of their leaders, Conservatives considered that 
the MNS and González were too radical to be useful or interesting: as English 
or French counterparts, they understood that there were better ways to protect 
the socio-economic order.37 In spite of the fact that both the Communist and 
the Socialist parties grew impressively during the thirties, conservative 
politicians afforded that threat without imposing a dictatorship. The MNS was 
seen by the public – and particularly by the establishment – as merely a group 
of hot-headed and violent boys who were prone to have shoot-outs with both 
the communists and the police.38 

While González exercised an unchallenged political leadership, Carlos 
Keller (1898–1974) concentrated on the theoretical and ideological issues. 
Keller was born in Chile, but his family origins were German: he got his 
doctorate in Germany in 1921 and then went back to Chile, where he served 
as a public official. During his stay in Germany, Keller had read Oswald 
Spengler’s work,  which  exerted  a  great  influence on his political and historical 
writing.39 Keller and González shared a biological determinism approach to 
history that was based on stages of national emergence, boom and decay. 
According to them, Chile lived from the end of the nineteenth century 
without a direction, and was therefore unable to develop into an ‘organic 
entity’. Liberalism and cosmopolitanism had distanced Chile from its 
traditional values and led to a moral crisis and the risk of a ‘total spiritual 
absorption by other countries with stronger capacities’.40 National decadence 
was caused by ‘the exhaustion of the creative possibilities’: that  was  ‘the evil 
of Chile’ (also the title of González’s book).41 So, Communism and 
Liberalism were perceived as anti-national and anti-spiritual forces that had 
threatened the Chilean way of life since the mid-nineteenth century. 
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Unlike Argentine nationalist organizations, MNS participated in the 
elections and even elected some national deputies and local authorities, but 
at the same time promoted the elimination of the liberal-democratic order. 
In 1937, three MNS deputies were elected with 3.5% of the votes and in 
1938 the MNS obtained just under 5% in town elections. Conservative 
president Arturo Alessandri (1932–1938) showed no interest in possible 
MNS contributions to control leftist forces. The polarization between the 
conservative government and the Popular Front formed in 1936 by 
Radicals, Socialists and Communists made it difficult for Chilean fascism to 
express its proclaimed ‘third way’.42 In 1934 the Judiciary outlawed the 
party for some time due to its openly violent activities and in 1935 MNS’s 
Assault Troops were prohibited from using uniforms. The MNS launched a 
coup attempt on 5 September 1938, before the presidential elections, but the 
Carabineros (Chilean Police) commanders quickly controlled the situation: 
about 60 Nacistas were shot in cold-blood after their surrender.43 If 
political space available to the MNS was cut back after the failed coup, the 
beginning of the Second World War reduced it even more since suspicions 
about the imperialist plans of the Third Reich in Latin America alarmed 
Chilean society.44 The overwhelming pro-Allied sympathies hindered the 
survival of Chilean fascist parties, accused of being an Axis ‘fifth column’, 
and dispersed MNS members towards different ideological positions. 

Uruguayan political experience in the thirties was deeply transformed by 
the coup d’etat that President Gabriel Terra led on 31 March 1933 with the 
support of the Police and the consent of the Army. His aim was to get rid 
of the reformist branch of his ruling Partido Colorado, which harmed the 
interests of landowners and industrial businessmen. From then up to 1938, 
as Raúl Jacob has pointed out, Terra’s ‘sui generis authoritarianism’ 
controlled opposition through political prison, torture, reduced public 
freedom and press censorship.45 Terra’s dictatorship was promoted and 
supported by a bi-partisan alliance formed of politicians from the two 
largest Uruguayan parties (Nacional and Colorado). Terra did not lead its 
regime towards a fascism-styled one-party dictatorship. A general rejection 
of a parliamentary system or multi-party democratic regime never took 
place and the new constitution, passed in 1934, did not include any kind of 
corporatist government institutions.46 Although all political parties were 
able to participate in elections, some of them decided not to do it in order 
to show their resistance to the regime. 

The dictatorship brought about radical sharp divisions within the society, 
already shaken up by the clashing points of view and alignments on 
international issues, such as Spanish Civil War, the rise of fascism and the 
beginning of the Second World War. The dictatorship’s bi-partisan supporters 
were sympathetic towards Italian and German regimes and Francoist Spain. 
They were particularly interested in values defended by European fascists 
such as anti-communism, anti-egalitarianism and the moral call to accept 
duties and sacrifices. In the second half of the thirties, intellectual young men 
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who were disillusioned by liberal democracy created small political 
organizations closely aligned with fascism. The groups neither had a relevant 
influence on local politics nor reached many supporters. However, the very 
existence of these small fascistized organizations shows that Uruguayan 
political life was not immune to the fascist transnational temptation. Some of 
these groups were Acción Nacional (National Action, 1935–1940), Unión 
Nacional del Uruguay (Uruguay National Union, 1936–1937), Asociación de 
la Juventud Patriótica (Patriotic, Youth Association, 1937) and Movimiento 
Revisionista (Revisionist Movement, 1938–1939). The writer and journalist, 
Adolfo Agorio, who became an outstanding intellectual in the twenties after 
publishing several philosophical essays, in the thirties became a theoretical 
reference for having published pro-fascist books such as Roma y el espíritu de 
Occidente (Rome and the Western spirit, 1934). He directed the journal 
Corporaciones between 1935 and 1938 and in 1937 created a political group 
called Acción Revisionista del Uruguay (Uruguayan Revisionist Action, 
ARU). The ARU portrayed itself as a social movement whose purpose was 
to provide a thorough revision of Uruguayan politics and society. 

Once the Civil War started in Spain in 1936, the Uruguayan Church 
hierarchy supported Falangism, Francisco Franco’s uprising and his 
promotion of Hispanic Catholicism.47 Various political organizations that 
were ideologically aligned with Falangism appeared in many Uruguayan 
cities with the aim of offering religious services and delivering political 
propaganda: this was the case of the Unión Nacional Española (Spanish 
National Unity, UNE), created in September 1936 by Spanish immigrants 
and Uruguayan Franco supporters. The UNE was followed by the creation, 
two months later, of the Uruguayan Section of the Falange Española 
Tradicionalista (Traditionalist Spanish Falange, FET) and of the Junta de 
Ofensiva Nacional-Sindicalista (National-Unionist Offensive Junta, JONS). 
Likewise, there was evidence that solidarity with the Spanish Nacionales had 
taken between 1936 and 1939. After the end of the war in Spain, 
representatives of Falange in the River Plate celebrated masses and funerals in 
honour of the dead Francoist combatants. Uruguayan Falange members 
created personal and political networks and created FET headquarters in 
many cities around the country. Mainstream politicians were sensitive to fascist 
temptation. Luis Alberto de Herrera became a member of the Uruguayan 
Section of the FET.48 His son-in-law, Carlos Lacalle (1910–1971) and many 
other South American Catholic students were invited by Pax Romana – an 
organization whose purpose was to gather Catholic students around the 
world – to attend its 19th International Congress in Spanish cities in 1946.49 

The trip offered a great opportunity to the Uruguayan politician to experience 
for himself the Spanish post-Civil war situation: his impressions were included 
in a book that Lacalle published in 1947 in order to ‘testify to what they really 
saw and lived in Spain’. The Spain that Lacalle visited was, in his words, the 
one that defeated the Anti-España born in the nineteenth century and matured 
‘in the red days of 36’.50 
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From 1938 onwards, there was a turning point in the national political 
situation and in the way the Uruguayan government dealt with international 
issues. That year Alfredo Baldomir, former Police Chief and Minister of 
Defence during Gabriel Terra’s dictatorship, became the new President. 
Baldomir took the first steps of a transition towards democracy, which 
coincided with a stronger US anti-fascist and democratic influence. The 
scenario stopped being favourable for politicians, intellectuals and Catholic 
clergy sympathetic to fascism. In 1938, Agorio’s magazine  Corporaciones 
stopped being published. Francoist and extreme-right movements were 
outlawed in 1940 by the Ley de Asociaciones Ilícitas (Illegal Associations 
Act). Since then, fascist and Falangist organizations have found less political 
space and fewer opportunities because the Uruguayan government has 
acquired an international profile as a ‘democratic’ and pro-Allied nation. As 
Juan José Linz suggested many years ago, a more stable and legitimate 
democracy offered scarce political space for the fascistizing wave.51 Herrera 
was fiercely opposed to an active collaboration of the Uruguayan Armed 
Forces in the war and to the presence of US military Air Force and Navy on 
Uruguayan soil. So did many extreme-right-wing organizations which 
believed that behind the US concerns around a possible Axis presence in 
Uruguay lay a renewed imperial will. In December 1940, several conservative, 
nationalist and fascist Uruguayan politicians paid public tribute to Herrera 
for his opposition to US interference in domestic affairs. It is remarkable that 
right-wing Argentinian intellectuals, politicians and military officers – with 
whom Herrera exchanged letters and shared a revisionist historiographical 
perspective – travelled to Montevideo to attend the meeting.52 The director of 
the German Embassy-sponsored El Pampero, Enrique Osés, and the former 
member of La Nueva República, Ernesto Palacio were among the Argentinian 
guests eager to support their Uruguayan counterparts. 

A brief comparison between the three national cases shows that the 
conservative forces of Uruguay and Chile in the thirties were more self-
confident than the Argentine ones. They retained power without the help of 
the Armed Forces or the enthusiastic newly formed anti-communist fascist 
forces. The Leftist threat was more important in Chile due to the strength 
of the unions and the Socialist and Communist parties: this situation 
allowed MNS to perceive itself as a non-conservative force committed to 
promoting social justice under authoritarian patterns. Contrary to this, until 
the late thirties, Uruguayan and Argentinian fascist groups had mainly been 
anti-leftist forces, ideologically and politically engaged with the socio-
economical order – and in some cases with traditionally conservative 
parties. Chilean fascists were the most interested in electoral campaigning 
and undoubtedly the most successful of the three cases: Argentinian and 
Uruguayan fascists showed no interest in ballot boxes or Parliamentary 
seats and dedicated themselves mainly to ideological struggles and currying 
favour with Army officers, Catholic clergy, and Italian and German 
embassies. 
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9.3  The Southern Cone fascist newspapers and their 
international connections 

As in many other parts of the world, South American fascist groups 
launched their own newspapers and magazines in order to obtain support 
and attract public attention. Political movements and newspapers had 
different links. In some cases, the press clearly corresponded to a specific 
leadership as was the case for Enrique Osés and Crisol in Argentina, but 
lacked an official link to a political party or league. In other cases, the 
magazine was the house organ of a political party like Acción Chilena, 
which was officially an MNS publication. Finally, there was at least one 
case in which the magazine board and the main editor were the embryo of 
a political group such as the case of Corporaciones, in Uruguay. The 
attempts to create and spread Fascist and pro-Axis press clashed with the 
mainstream media, but also with the resistance of the main political parties. 

The press played many significant roles for the activists. In the first place, 
it was a political resource aimed at spreading their goals and ideas to those 
still not convinced. The journals edited in Argentina, Chile and Uruguay 
followed European interwar politics with great interest, paying special 
attention to the evolution of the Mussolini, Hitler and Franco governments. 
The newspapers presented these leaders as models to be followed in the 
Southern Cone due to their capacity to reverse national decadence: 
according to their ideas, fascism was to be the answer not only to Western 
doubts, cultural decay and class struggle, but also to South-American 
problems. Second, fascist newspapers disseminated to sympathizers 
controlled and select data about national politics or international news, 
such as the Spanish Civil war and the Second World War. In addition, the 
press contributed to spreading ‘Nationalist’ South American and European 
ideas with book reviews and advertisements. Finally, the fascist press 
considered itself a political tool to boost the supposedly lethargic national soul 
through a constant attack on both leftist and commercial press, and by 
providing counter-information on national and international topics (mainly the 
ones involving matters of war in Italy, Spain and Germany). Yet the fascist 
press competed unsuccessfully against consolidated commercial newspapers, 
which had a far bigger audience that was widely distributed throughout the 
different social groups. Commercial and conservative papers such as La 
Nación, La Prensa (in Buenos Aires) and El Mercurio (in Santiago) were well 
established by the thirties and forties and had a greater ability to set national 
agendas and political debates and to generate hegemonic consensus. 
Uruguayan newspapers showed broad ideological diversity but highlighted two 
blocks: those which supported Terra’s dictatorship (1933–1938) and those 
which did not.53 

Created in 1932 by the priest Alberto Molas Terán, Crisol was one of the 
most important nationalist newspapers in the interwar period in Argentina. 
Although it initially had clear links with the LCA, Crisol lasted longer than 
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the movement.54 Its director was Enrique P. Osés, regularly referred to by 
the paper (and sometimes by himself) as Jefe del Nacionalismo (Chief of 
Nationalism) or Primer Camarada (First Comrade). The German Embassy 
in Argentina and Buenos Aires-based German companies were covert or 
open supporters of Crisol until its definitive closing in 1944. Notably, 
Argentinian Ministries bought advertisements in Crisol and contributed to 
keeping the journal afloat. Crisol had been an enthusiastic defender of 
Hitler’s regime since 1933 and also organized collective trips to the ‘New 
Germany’ and Fascist Italy to see their achievements.55 

In the beginning, the journal printed 4,000 copies, which was a very small 
number for a city the size of Buenos Aires, where La Nación or La Prensa 
could probably sell as many as 150,000 copies of each paper on a daily 
basis. Crisol declared they had sold more than 20,000 copies each day, but 
this was not confirmed by any other source (there is a strong chance that 
most of them were sent to LCA members in the capital city and in the 
provinces).56 Crisol was the first Argentine anti-Semitic press explicitly 
devoted to lower-class people, an attempt to reproduce the successful 
popular press created by the Nazis.57 Crisol spread intense and obsessive 
anti-Semitism: Argentine and Western problems were to be considered as 
the result of a Jewish plot. Daniel Lvovich has showed that Crisol’s intense 
anti-Semitism cannot be explained merely in light of the financial support 
of the Nazis, since other newspapers that also received this funding did not 
show the same aggressiveness.58 Daniela Moraes has found interesting 
connections between LCA, Crisol and Brazilian Integralismo in the mid-
thirties: Brazilian delegates visited Crisol’s office in 1935 and 1936; the LCA 
Secretary visited Integralistas headquarters and the Female branch in 1936. 
Argentinian Nationalists and Brazilian Integralistas saluted each other 
publicly through their journals and celebrated their brotherhood and 
common political purposes.59 

After directing Crisol, Enrique Osés conducted El Pampero, which also 
was covertly supported by the German Embassy between 1939 and 1944.60 

Undoubtedly El Pampero was a more serious and well-funded media 
initiative than its predecessor. It had more pages than Crisol and its Sport 
section was longer, probably in order to become a more competitive journal 
in the market for the mass population and the less educated readers.61 It 
made the dubious claim about daily circulation of 75,000 copies,62 but it is 
likely that this deliberate exaggeration was intended to boost the willingness 
of the German Embassy and some German companies to advertise in the 
newspaper.63 Crisol and El Pampero were not the only pro-Axis voices in 
Buenos Aires, they were joined by El Fortín, Choque; La Voz del Plata, La 
Maroma, Clarinada and Cabildo (headed by former governor Manuel 
Fresco) among others. Most of them granted public or covert funding 
provided by the Nazi government, German Transocean news Agency and 
Argentina-based German companies.64 The Italian and Spanish inhabitants 
in the city had their own press, which contributed to spreading fascist ideas, 
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as was the case for Il Mattino d’Italia and the Diario Español. In addition 
to this, the German population had a Nazi newspaper, Deustche La Plata 
Zeitung, which was bitterly opposed to Argentinischen Tageblatt which was 
identified with anti-fascist local and international organizations. 

Between 1933 and 1941, Chilean Nacistas edited Trabajo, a journal aimed  
at both daily dissemination of propaganda and MNS internal organization 
issues.65 The denouncing of a Jewish universal conspiracy found enthusiastic 
supporters and adapters to the national reality in Trabajo, which advertised 
anti-Semitic and anti-Freemason Nazi propaganda.66 If Trabajo was devoted 
to the coarsest anti-Semitic agitation, other publications and more 
‘theoretical’ and ‘philosophical’ pamphlets avoided that level of rusticity. 
Acción Chilena. La revista de los problemas nacionales (1934–1938) was 
directed by Carlos Keller. An abundance of advertising by professionals and 
industrialists of German origin and of the powerful landowners association 
(Sociedad Nacional de Agricultura) helped to pay for their monthly print 
run.67 Trabajo and Acción Chilena included articles by prominent cultists of 
the Latin America and Europe reactionary, conservative and fascist thought. 

The perception of Trabajo on the left and centre-left parties had obvious 
conspiratorial features. Trabajo denounced the Popular Front parties that 
were ‘the tentacles of the Soviet’,68 which ‘smile sardonically in the dark’ 
thanks to their progress. Nacistas considered that the Popular Front was the 
‘Trojan horse’ with which the Comintern deceived progressive parties and 
peoples with the purpose of ‘inserting the Soviet virus more easily and 
bringing to power weak and disjointed governments that unleash the 
dissociative action of the communist leaders’.69 The characterization of 
communism was not exclusively political but cultural, as an enemy of 
Western Christian civilization.70 Marxism was the doctrine of the mediocre 
and the materialists, of the ‘number over quality’, of amorphous masses over 
intelligence so it was the most benefitted with a multi-party democracy.71 

Clara Aldrighi stated that in the thirties, Uruguay suffered a wide-ranging 
anti-Semitic campaign, led by different politicians, intellectuals and journals, 
orientated towards enforcing anti-immigration laws and combatting the 
hitherto hegemonic cosmopolitism.72 She found clear sympathies towards 
Falangism, Fascism and Nazism in the most important national newspapers 
such as El Debate, El Pueblo, El Diario and La Tribuna Popular, but no 
explicit anti-Semitic traits. The Catholic newspaper El Demócrata, which 
had a relatively wide circulation and was linked to the Catholic workers 
union, was a pioneer in the spread of an anti-Semitic wave, which took 
place between 1932 and 1934. The publishing house of El Demócrata – 
which also published religious leaflets and books by anti-Semitic authors – 
ran a Catholic bookshop and hosted a circle of collaborators who kept 
close relationships with the magazines Crisol and Criterio from Buenos 
Aires and La Palabra from Mexico. El Demócrata used to publish anti-
Semitic articles which had previously appeared in those journals. After 1934 
La Tribuna Popular, another popular newspaper, resumed the campaign 
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that was started by El Demócrata, using most of the same ideas. Other 
publications which spread anti-Semitism within the German and Italian 
immigrant communities were L’Italiano, Deutsche Wacht and Deutsche La 
Plata Zeitung, the latter edited in Argentina. 

In addition to this, all the extreme-right organizations had their own 
journals. For example, Acción Nacional edited Audacia. Under the conviction 
that the extermination of the Jewish people and communists was crucial, 
Audacia stated the relevance of mandatory military recruitment and an 
educational reform targeted at spreading Latin and Hispanic values. Audacia 
addressed its Hispanic and Catholic rhetoric to the anti-pacifist youth. The 
journal Corporaciones (1935–1938) survived three different stages.73 The first 
six issues were dedicated primarily to ideological diffusion, but the second one 
was more ambitious. The journal had an increased number of pages and 
incorporated more diversified news sections. According to the editorial board, 
in the third stage, Agorio and his fellows launched the ARU and, 
consequently, Corporaciones became the ARU’s house organ. The funding 
sources of the journal remain unknown, but a certain amount of it was 
provided by the advertisers. Corporaciones sold approximately 3,000 copies. 
The inclusion of the propaganda from the Mussolini and Hitler regimes was a 
consequence of the close ties between Adolfo Agorio, the Italian and German 
embassies and the Uruguayan Section of the German Nazi party, and it also 
suggests there was covert funding. As Marques showed, Corporaciones was 
mainly identified with Brazilian Integralismo and published different articles 
about the movement as well as reproduced quotes from its most important 
leaders and intellectuals, such as Gustavo Barroso.74 In 1937 Agorio wrote the 
preface for Barroso’s book, O Integralismo e o mundo (Brazilian Integrism and 
the world), which provides evidence of the strong relationship they shared. 
Agorio especially praised Integralismo for its admiration of South American 
historical figures such as Simón Bolívar rather than for il Duce. Other ARU 
members such as Eduardo Bauzá and Teodomiro Varela de Andrade also had 
intellectual and personal connections with Barroso since they exchanged letters 
and notes to be published. 

9.4 Conclusion 

Undoubtedly, the economic crisis in 1929 caused a widespread malaise in 
relation to Liberalism and stimulated the second fascist wave in the 
Southern Cone. In the three countries expanding fascist groups faced 
authoritarian and conservative governments, which toyed ambiguously with 
the Axis and allowed them to grow. Chilean fascism was clearly the most 
successful of the three analysed cases: González leadership, a threatening 
Communist and union presence and a more democratic regime motivated 
the advance of MNS in the thirties. On the other hand, Argentinian and 
Uruguayan counterparts remained secondary in national political life. It is 
likely that they had a more intellectual than political influence since their 
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main leaders were, in fact, professors, journalists, preachers, propagandists 
or writers. Argentine Nacionalismo has been a long-standing and leading 
intellectual force but with a scarce electoral presence. The hemispheric and 
international alignments brought about by the Second World War reduced 
the political room and audience for local fascist groups, which were 
outlawed, repressed or forced into silence in the early forties, especially in 
Uruguay and Chile. 

João Fábio Bertonha has suggested that all peripheral fascisms claimed 
to be perceived as originals and not just as puppets of Rome or Hitlerian 
Trojan horses.75 Southern Cone fascists introduced themselves as 
autochthonous political forces, generally claiming their own names, such as 
nacistas in Chile, nacionalistas in Argentina and revisionistas in Uruguay. 
These groups disdained the relevance of the opposition between left and 
right and considered them ‘nationalist’ organizations that defended the 
Hispanic-American and Catholic roots of the country. Xenophobia and 
anti-Semitism were shared features of Chilean, Argentinian and Uruguayan 
fascist press and organizations. 

During the interwar years, fascist and fascism-friendly politicians and 
intellectuals developed intense international political connections that 
stimulated them to perceive they were involved in a common and 
transnational fight. They had multiple exchanges such as publications, 
letters, news and funding, among others. These networks contributed to the 
circulation of money provided from Rome or Berlin and aimed to purchase 
radio stations and newspapers and to sustain electoral campaigns. The 
Italian and German embassies made great efforts to diffuse their countries’ 
achievements among the immigrants but refused to target a mass audience 
directly. So, local fascist press contributed to spreading the news and the 
perceptions the Axis regimes wanted to be known. Although this article has 
shed light on the overwhelming presence of Catholic, Italian and Spanish 
versions of fascism, Southern Cone fascists were interested in the German 
situation since it was perceived as a desirable case of ‘economic miracle’ 
and accelerated social depuration. This was due, to a large extent, to the 
first-hand ideas that politicians, intellectuals and businessmen formed 
during their visits to the Third Reich. Because of the language gap and the 
relevant weight of the immigrant Spanish and Italian communities in 
Argentina and Uruguay, travellers such as Agorio and Goyeneche were key 
actors in fuelling the sympathy towards the Nazi model. 

The fascist newspapers spread the ideology of the organizations and 
politicians to which they were linked. These newspapers translated, 
assimilated and re-contextualized the ideas about European fascism, in 
terms of political vocabulary and historical experience, in order to make 
them relevant to local issues. They served to disseminate fascist doctrine, 
either in complex and intellectual versions (e.g. when transcribing 
theoretical texts of European fascism leaders), or in vulgar appropriations. 
The most noticeable difference between the journals was in the emphasis of 
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these functions: for example, Corporaciones and Acción Chilena were 
magazines that aimed to provide intellectual and political elites with a 
sociological, political and economic analysis, whereas Trabajo and El 
Pampero aspired from the beginning to reach the mass public. This article 
showed that the Argentinian, Chilean and Uruguayan fascist newspapers 
followed, with great attention to detail, the experience of neighbouring 
countries and even organized international meetings (such as Herrera’s 
tribute in 1940 in Montevideo) or cross-visits such as those carried out by 
LCA and Integralismo leaders in 1935 and 1936. In the search for continental 
allies, Argentinian and Uruguayan organizations had connections between 
them but also built links with Brazilian Integralismo. It is thought that 
further research will most likely offer more evidence on how Southern Cone 
fascist parties and politicians developed political and intellectual connections 
not just with European fascism but with other peripheral fascisms. 
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