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FOREWORD

Spain emerged from the Spanish-American War a de-
feated and demoralized nation shorn of all her American and
Pacific possessions. For a power that could look back to a
glorious past of concuest and empire, it was difficult to
accept the reality of a dominion which had shrunk to a mere
fraction of its former dimensions.

Spain's misfortune occurred at the threshold of a pe-
riod in European history marked by an intensification of co-
lonial rivelries over a greatly diminished field of expan-
sion. At the turn of the twentieth century there remained
one independent state in North Africa--Morocco, Spain had,
she thought, the strongest c¢laim to influence and territory
in that ancient and feudalistic state. The Spanish people
for centuries were associated with the inhabitants of the
Moorish empire in peace and in war. Spain even retained a
few penal colonies on the Moroccan coast, but other powers,
France and Great Britain in particular, also pointed to
strategic and economic interests of their own which could
not be ignored because of the latter claimants' superior
strength.

French policy with regard to Morocco often receives a
generous share of attention in modern works while Spaint's
lMoroccan policy usually is treated only in so far as it in-

Jects itself into northwest African affairs. In this con-
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nection, the present study has inverted the French and Span-
ish positions. This essay endeavors to set forth the role
of Spain in the disintegration of Morocco from 1902 to 1904
in relation to the policies of France and England, as impor-
tant principals affecting Spanish strategy.

It is hoped that the first three chapters, dealing
with the source of Spaints interests in Morocco, the plight
of that African empire, and the policy of the powers, will

lead to a better understanding of this thesis.



CHAPTER I
ORIGIN OF SPANISH PREOCCUPATION WITH }MOROCCO

For eight centuries before the discovery of America
Spain was the battleground of the Moors and the Spaniards.
In this long period the Moors never succeeded in occupying
the whole of the peninsula, Whenever the Moors found Span-
ish pressure too strong they called on their allies at their
base in northern Africa for assistance., The idea of "swap-
ping roles," of carrying the wer from Spain into Morocco was,
therefore, but the natural reaction to expect as soon as the
North African infidels had been driven out of the Peninsula.

At first, expeditions from Spain were impelled by a
desire for revenge and the ambition of religious zealots to
Christianize their former conquerors. Later, invasions of
northern Africa were underteken from time to time in order
to insure the security of the Kingdom of Granada and the
Andalusian region against Moorish attacks. From these cam-
paigns sprang a policy of expansion, at the expense of Mo-
rocco and other North African states, which was adhered to
intermittently by governments of Spain from the fifteenth to

the seventeenth centuries.l

1 piario de las Sesiones, Congreso de los Diputados,
Legislatura de 1903, S8esion del 3 de Jjunio de 1904, Vol. 12,
no. 158, p. 4774, Hereafter cited as Diario. Mariano Gomez
Gonzdlez, La Penetracion en Marruecos (Madrid, 1909), p. 86;

Salvador de]ﬂadariaga, Spain (New York, 1943), p. 198.
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Following the expulsion of the Moorish invaders from
Spain in 1492, Isabel, the Queen of Castile, encouraged her
subjects to undertake military expeditions to North Africa.?
As a result, the late fifteenth century saw numerous mili-
tary efforts of a private character for colonizing the
southern side of the Strait of Gibraltar., One of them was
led by Don Pedro Estopiffien. With the private fleet of the
Duke of Medina Sidonia, a great noble holding feudal rights
over the African coast granted to him by the Castilian King
John I in 1449, Don Pedro took Melilla® and held it for the
King and Duke,4

Cardinal Cisneros, who was given the direction of
Castilian affairs after the death of the Queen and the short
regency of Philip the handsome, actively continued the pol=-
icy of the deceased ruler at his own expense under the re-
gency of King Ferdinend of Aragon.5 After the Cardinalt's
death, however, the policy of expansion and pacification
south of the peninsula was modified and at times pushed into

the background. This was due to the diversion of Spanish

2 1vid., p. 198; Gabriel llaura y Gemazo, La Cuestion
de Marruecos Desde del Punto de Vista §§paﬁol (Madrid, 1905),
P. L. 1s author states that Isabel, in her testament,
begged and commanded the heirs to the throne not to cease
the conquest of Africa and to fight against the infidels.

S A Mediterranean coast city located in northeastern
Morocco.

4 Gonzalo de Reparaz, Politica de Espaffa en Africa
(Barcelona, 1907), III, 168-69; Madariaga, Spain, D. 198.
5 Ibido, ppo 198"‘99.



5
attention by the power politics of Europe and the exploita-
tion of Hispanic America., Isabel's African policy of expan-
sion survived principally as a defensive strategy designed
to contain their former conquerors within bounds. This lim-
ited policy was characterized by the conquest of key posi-
tions along and near the North Africen coast. Among them
were'Melilla, Mazalquivir, Pefion de Velez de la Gomera,
Ordn, Bugfa, Algiers, Tunis, Tlemcen, and Tripoli. They
served as observation posts and as bases for military action
whenever Spain or Spanish interests were threatened by Afri-
can states.6

On September 18, 1509 Spain and Portugal, the latter
for a time also casting covetous eyes toward Africa, signed
an agreement which gave the former country everything east
of Pefion de Velez de la Gomera.7 After the disastrous de-
feat of the Armada in 1588, however, Spanish interest in Af-
rica diminished.8 In the seventeenth century the Hapsburg
rulers exhausted the energies of the Spanish realm in Euro-
pean wars while at the same time African affairs were neg-
lected. As a result Spain suffered the loss of a number of

strategic forts on the north and west coasts of Africa, in-

6 Reparaz, Poli{tica de Espafia en Africa, III, pp. 169
172-75; Maura, Cuestion de liarruecos, pp. %-4; Madarisga,
SEain 9 pp o 198-99 .

7 A rocky coastal Moroccan cliff located southeast of
the Strait of Gibraltar and Ceuta.

8 Reparaz, Polftica de Espafia en Africa, III, 172-74.
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cluding Larache9 which was lost in the reign of Charles II.
The critical state upon which the seventeenth century ended
marked & profound change in the position of the Spanish na-
tion with regard to the status of Morocco and Northwest Af-
rica in general.lo
The eighteenth century saw the accession of the Bour-
bons to the throne of Spain and on them rests the responsi-
bility for the permanent loss of Gibraltar to England in
1713, From that moment Spain was nd longer the only major
power possessing preeminent rights in the Moorish empire.
Spanish governments thereafter could not touch the question
of Morocco without awakening the fears and suspicions of the
interemted powers. The future status of the Shereefian ea-
pire became an international <3once:m.l.l
In the span of one thousand years before the position
of Morocco became a matter of international significance,
Spanish-lloroccan relations evolved through four stages. The
evolution of this association began with a lengthy period of
Moorish military operations on Spanish soil followed by a
shifting of the scene of fighting from Spain to North Af-

rica, With the avowed eims of Beeking vengeance, Christian-

ization of the enemy, and conquests, Spanish expeditions

° Larache is located forty miles south of Tangier on
the Atlantic coast of Morocco.

0 Reparaz, Politica de Espafia en Africa, III, 176;
laura, Cuestion de Marruecos, p. 6.

ll,Reparaz, Politica de Espafia en Africa, III, 180.
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moved south across the Strait. Soon, however, under the rule
of the Hapsburgs Spain's attention was dravm awey from the
Africen continent and toward European and American affairs.
By the time Spain awoke to the opportunities lost in Africa
as a result of neglect and lack of fpresight, England was
planted on the Rock of Gibraltar squarely on the Spanish
path to Africa., This British intrusion in the loroccan
question marked the initiation of a new Spanish course with
reference to Morocco. It eventually led to the policy of

the status quo.




CHAPTER II
THE PLIGHT OF MOROCCO

At the turn of the twentieth century Morocco was the
only independent state left on the north coast of Africa.
In a world inhabited by nations ever on the watch for oppor-
tunities to expand their borders behind a false face of
peace, that country of from four to five million souls and
comprising an area of approximately 225,000 Bquare miles,
was in sore need of a government which could maintain order
at home and present a bold face backed with bayonets to ac-
quisitive European powers.l But such was not the situation.

The last able sultan, and he was not the strongest
representative of his line, was Mulai-el-Hassan, who died in
1894, His policy of maintalning strong imperial authority
at home and keeping foreign nations at arm's length was con-
tinued with some success by an able minister, Si Ahmed, but

he died in 1900.°

When the young, inexperienced, and incom-
petent Sultan Abdul Aziz, the son of Mulai-el-Hassan, as-
sumed authority in person, he found a system of government
in existence which only a firm ruler could control with any

hope of success, For this the young sultan was ill prepared,

1 Sidney B, Fay, The Origins of the World War (New
York, 1931), p. 156.

2 Eugene N. Anderson, The First Moroccan Crisis (Chi-
cago, 1930), pp. 1-2.







Si Ahmed, who had put the boy on the throne as being more
docile than his older brother, had taught him that his only
mission in life was to amuse himself, Abdul Aziz, poorly
trained and much too ready to accept any advice offered him,
devoted his time to amusing pursuits.5

The sultan theoretically possessed both religious and
temporal powers, but in actual practice his control more
nearly resembled that of a feudal suzerain than that of a
national sovereign. To enforce his authority there grew up
around him a corps of officials known collectively as the
Maghzen. Many of them were sinecurists whose duties were
similar to those of Louls XIV's gentlemen of the chambers.
The functions of the government were in the hands of an ad-
ministrative court, divided like the Cabinets of Europe, and
the administration of the provinces was placed under the con-
trol of governors, or caids, and Qumanas, tex collectors,
who were the personal appointees of the sultan or by his au-
thority appointees of the Maghzen., To complete the list of
parasites, the government was honeycombed with a large num-
ber of minor officials. The system was saturated with cor-

ruption.

3 Grehem H. Stuart, French Foreign Policy from Fasho-

da to Seragevo, 1898-1914 (New York, 19 s PD. -40;

aro G. colson, Sir Arthur Nicolson, Bart, First Lord
Carnock, A Study in the 0ld Diplomacy (London, 1930), pp.
YZ4-7Z5. These sources state that Abdul Aziz, on the advice
of his foreign advisers, purchased automobiles and pianos by
the dozen, bicycles by the hundred, and quantities of cam=-
eras, coaches, dolls, lawnmowers, houseboats, cigarette-
lighters, and animals for his menagerie.
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The position of the sultan was made even more diffi-
cult by his military weakness which effectively prevented
any change that might strengthen the hands of the sovereign.
Like feudal lords of the liiddle Ages, the Shereefian emperor
recruited his army when needed by requests to the tribal
chieftains to bring their contingents to his service. The
response depended on the will of the chieftains rather than
that of the sultan. If the sultans were strong or the
chiefs wished to gain some material advantage, the request
was complied with, but if he was weak it was likely to be
ignored. The richer the tribe the more defiant it was of
the sovereign.4 This was a situation which "invited" for-
eign ihtervention.

Prior to 1912 no intensive or accurate survey of Lio-
rocco's resources was made by the government of the country
nor by any foreign power, but enough had been learned by
some of its European residents and ocecasional travellers to
satisfy the advocates of colonial expansion that the country
was a very worthwhile morsel. Very attractive were the ag-
ricultural possibilities of the land., The soil was rich and
barely scratched by the natives., Barley, some wheat, olives,
figs, vines, and palms flourished, horses, sheep, goats,
cattle, and mules grazed on the plains and mountain slopes.
This was true of both north and south llorocco where the

pleasant climate acted as an additional incentive to would-

4 stuart, French Foreign Policy, p. 137; Gomez Pene-
tracidn en Marruecos, P. 28.
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be colonizers. More importent still, buried beneath the soil
was a great variety of minerals including iron, copper, coal,
cobalt, magnesium, zinc, molybdenum, silver, gold, tin, and
graphite.5 These assets in the hands of a weak power were a
great temptation to ambitious Europeans.

A factor which also contributed to Morocco's eventual
loss of independence was the ethnological make-up of its
people., The feeling of national consciousness, very common
in a great part of the world, simply did not exist in the
Shereefian empire, Berber, Arab, Moor, and Jew inhabited
the land as distinct elements with little or no tendency to-
ward fusion., All these people possessed a strong sense of
independence, but the Berbers, who inhabited the northerﬁ
areas, and especially those in the mountain sections, clung
to thelr freedom with excessive fervor.6

Within the tribes the chieftains of pre-protectorate
Illorocco occupied positions similar to feudal lords. They
built castles in the most inaccessible locations in the
mountains, often well guarded by narrow, steep passes.,
Force was of no avail., Only hunger was an effective weapon
against them. From their strongholds they ruled their sub-
jects and defied the authority of the Sultan. ZEach little

O Ima Christine Barlow, The Agadir Crisis (Chapel
Hill, 1944), pp. 4, 9-10; Gonzalo de Reparaz, Aventuras de
un Geografo Errante (Madrid, --%, p. 271; Jose Marla Cordero
Torres, g§ganiza016n del Protectorado Espafol en Marruecos
(Madrid, 1943), I, 20-21.

6 Barlow, Agadir, pp. 12, 1l4.
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division defended a small area of fertile land and pasture
and waged war on neighboring sections to widen the territory
under their control. (Caids or governors were seldom suc-
cessful in trying to subdue them.'7

In consideration, then, of the rulert's corrupt and
grafting administration, his inability to raise an army per-
sonally loyal to him, and the evident disunity of the
people, it is not at all surprising that foreign powers de=-
termined to add it to their dominions. What is surprising
is the fact that they waited so long to carry out their in-
tent.

7 Ibid., p. 14.



CHAPTER IIT

POSITION OF THE POWERS WITH REGARD TO IIOROCCO
IN THE NINETEENTH CENTURY

The international status of Morocco became an issue
when the advancements of the nineteenth century, notably
those in communication and commerce, made the isolation of
any peoples iImpossible and doomed to elimination from the
list of independent, but backward, states those which failed
to progress. These circumstances coincided with the deteri-
oration of Spanish unity at home and power abroad, which to-
gether with the restraining influence of the British en-
trenchment at Gibraltar (accomplished early in the previous
century) and the "intrusions" of the other nations, forced
Spain to become resigned to the fact that Morocco could no
longer be dealt with on strictly bilateral terms. As a re-
sult, the policy adhered to by Spanish governments through-

out the century was the maintenance of the status quo in Mo-

rocco. This policy was made necessary by the need to pre-
vent the absorption of that African state by third powers --
a tendency that, as time passed, became more and more evi-
dent in the activities of the other European nations which
were attracted in ever-increasing intensity to the relative-

ly weak Shereefian Empire.l

1 cordero, Organizacidn del Protectorado, I, D. 25.
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France, after the conquest of Algeria and Tunis and
particularly subsequent to the debacle of the second empire
under Napoleon III, appeared to be exceedingly interested in
further colonial expansion westward. With respect to Moroc-
co, which lay in this region of Africa, French policy looked
forward to eventual annexation, but was cautious as it would
have to deal with Great Britain, Spain, and Germany.z

British policy in Morocco was never expansionist with
the exéeption of a mild wish to acquire Tangier in order to
keep it out of the grasp of a possible future opponent., The
efforts of the government of England were rather negative
and watchful of other nations and designed to prevent her
rivals acquiring politiecal, economic, or strategic advantages
prejudicial to her own interests. English power was not
dominant, but it was the most influential in Moroccan court
end commercial circles.5 The opposite was true of the newly
arrived German competitor,

Since Germany did not achieve unity until 1870-1871
and the German government under Otto von Bismarck was not
really interested in overseas territorial acquisitions, its
policy toward Morocco was dictated almost exclusively by

economic considerations which ealled for the continued ex-

2 Edmund D, Morel, Ten Years of Secret Diplomacy, An
Unheeded Warning (London, I915), pp. 13-14,

3 Jerénimo Becker, Espafia y Marruecos (Madrid, 1903),
P. 306; Morel, Secpet Diplomacy, pr. 7-8; Fay, Origins of
the War, p. 158; Gomez, Penetracion en Marruecos, p. 53,
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istence of an independent Moroccan entity. These were only
a small part of German holdings abroad in the late nine-
teenth century, but they eppeared to promise further gains
in the future; so trade and investments were nurtured with
the hope of creating an important market for the finished
products of Ger.many.4
The Conference of Madrid occurred because of the keen
rivalry of these four western nations. It led to, and was
accentuated by, the abuse of the nrotégé system.5 This dis-
regard for Moroccan rightsplaced the Sultan in the very dif-
ficult position of satisfying the violent objections of his
subjects to foreign infiltration without bringing the wrath
of the powers on his neck. Secretly animated by British
sympathy with Morocecot's point of view, therefore, the sultan
was moved to ask his European customers to limit the exten-

sion of their protection to those persons and under such

4 Becker, Espafla y Marruecos, p. 305; Gomez, Penetra-
cion en Marruecos, pp. 65, 67; Stuart, French Foreign Pol-

I, Pp. 138-590

o The "protégé system" was instituted by treaty ar-
rangement with the major powers of Europe as follows: Dip-
lomatic and consular posts, as they were established, were
granted the privilege of extending their protection over na-
tives whom they employed in their services. This protection
also applied to natives who conducted commercial business
concerns of aliens to protect them from the rapaciousness of
tax collectors and the vengeance of fanatical Moroccans.
Until 1880, the ownership of land by foreigners was prohib-
ited in the country, therefore, enterprisers, interested in
making agricultural investments, acquired control of agri-
cultural associations among the natives who owned land, and
gathered their profits in this indirect manner. (Barlow,

Agadir, pp. 19-21.)
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6 In this

conditions as his treaties with them stipulated.
regard lMorocco was supported by Spain, the Spanish govern-
ment was aware of the weakened condition of that African
state and was fearful of accelerating its decomposition.

The diplomatic representatives at Tangier discussed
the problem brought up by the sultan. But due to the un-
yvielding attitude of the French diplomatists, who were anx-
ious to prevent any diminution of the rights and privileges
of France in Morocco, no solution was found. Great Britain
was not satisfied with this lack of decision. The London
government used its influence, consequently, to bring about
an international conference for the purpose of ameliorating
the difficulties which the practice of protection had pro-
duced.,

Spain was favorable to the idea of a conference and
gave it her support. 7To the Spanish government an interna-
tional meeting presented an opportunity to avoid making any
changes in the status of Morocco, thereby preventing the al-
teration of Spaint's security position in the Mediterranean.7
In addition, the decision to make Madrid the site of the in-
ternational gathering was concrete evidence that in arriving

at this choice of meeting-place the powers recocnized the

exceptional, if not primary, interest of Spain in the lioroc-

6 Reparaz, Politica de Espaffa en Africa, pp. 239-40.

7 Ivid., p. 240.
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8 Spain's government was thus encouraged to

can problem,
fhink that Spanish'interests would not suffer significantly.

The conference convened in the Spanish capital on May
19, 1880, with the president of the Council of Ministers of
Spain, Cﬁnovas del Castillo, as the presiding member of the
gathering. lMohamed Torres, the delegate of Morocco,'pre-
sented his program of reform and had the support of the Lon-
don representative, Sir Lionel Sackville-West, but all his
efforts were in vain against French opposition, which was in
turn supported by Germany because the latter declared she
had no §pecial interests in Morocco.

France recognized that there were abuses, but she
wished to maintain the protégé system for her own purposes.
Spain wished to reduce protégés to a minimum in order to
preserve the independence of Morocco., Great Britain, Spain,
and Morocco, then, were the least successful participants,
France obteining her desire to leave a door open through
which she could penetrate the Moorish empire.9

The agreement which was finally signed in Madrid on
July 3, 1880, by Austria-Hungary, Belgium, France, Cermany,
Ifaly, Morocco, the Netherlands, Norway, Portugal, Speain,
Sweden, Great Britain, and the United States did not repre-

sent a radical change in the foreign protective system al-

8 Conde Alvaro Figueroa y Torres de Romanones, Las
Responsabilidades del Antiguo Regimen de 1875 a 1923 (Ma-
drid, 1924), p. 8.

9 Reparaz, Politica de Espaffa en Africa, pp. 240-41.
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ready in force., Protégés attached to consular establish-
ments and business concerns were limited, but the number of
interpreters, guards, and domestic servants employed by dip-
lomatic offices remained unlimited, The right of protection
was extended only to the immediate family of protected per-
sons and were made subject to the civil courts of Morocco,
but none could be arrested without his protectorts first be-
ing notified. Agricultural associations were to pay the ag-
ricultural tax and the tax on herds, but the collection was
to be accomplished through the protégé's consular agents.
Irregular protection was forbidden, and Moroccans natural-
ized as citizens or subjects of a foreign power on returning
to thelr native country were again to be subject to the laws
of the sultan., Lastly, the government of Morocco was to be
furnished with a 1list of all subjects over whom foreign pow-
ers had spread their protection.lo

The Conference of Madrid failed in its principal pur-
pose to limit effectively the ability of foreign powers to
spread thelir political and economic influence in liorocco
with 1little regard for any but selfish motives. They still
retained privileges which infringed on the soveréignty of
the sultan and roused the anger of the natives toward their
ruler for permitting it, thus aggravating conditions which

later led to revolts, civil war, and foreign rule.11

10 Barlow, Agadir, pp. 19-21.

11 Romanones, Responsabilidades del Antiguo Régimen,

D. 8.
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If the multi-nation agreement accomplished anything,
it was the extension of the "most favored nation treatment"
(hitherto limited to Britain and France) to all nations.12
Nothing else was significantly modified. The policies of
the four chief rivals most immediately involved remained es-
sentially the same through the remainder of the century.

Spain continued to frown on any suggestion of the al-
teration of the position of her neighbor across the

13

strait. Great Britain likewise desired no changes and was

determined to keep any strong country from becoming estab-
lished near Gibraltar, and particularly in Tangier.14
France, while giving lip service to the policy of the status
quo, continued to work for the extension of her Algerian

territory westward toward the Atlantic.l5

And Germany, out-
wardly at least, still largely restricted its activities to
the expesnsion of the Moroccan market for German goods and
the extraction of natural resources to feed the industries
of the homeland.16 For a time, then, the ambitions and

Jealousies of these powers allowed liorocco a relatively in-

12 forel, Secret Diplomacy, pp. 18-19.

13 lfaura, Cuestidn de Marruecos, p. 25; Reparaz, Po-
1itica de Espaflfa en Africa, pp. 245-51.

14 Morel, Secret Diplomacy, p. 7; Fay, Origins of the
War, p. 158,

15
16

Becker, Espafla y Marruecos, p. 307,

Ibid., p. 305; Gomez, Penetracidn en lMarruecos,

P. 65,
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dependent existence, In this sense the lMadrid accord helped

delay Moroccots eventuel partition.



CHAPTER IV
FRANCO-SPANISH ACCORD OF 1902

The policy of Spain from the eighteenth to the twen-
tieth centuries was sympathetic and pacific toward Liorocco.
It had as its immediate purpose the preservation of loroccan
political and economic integrity. The policy was designed
to protect Spanish interests and prevent a potential enemy
from establishing itself in that African country.

In the nineteenth century, Spanish strategy, with re-
gard to Morocco, existed in harmony with Spain's major pol-
icy of maintaining friendly relations with all the nations
of Europe. At the same time, care was taken to avoid inti-
mate, and entangling, associations with any individual state
or group of states., Spaln desired to be free to decide, as
occasions arose, the course which expediency might demand.
This policy received a shattering jolt from the cataclysnic
disaster of the Spanish-American War in 1898, That defeat
taught the Spanish government that Spain lacked powerful and
close friends in Europe. In addition, the loss of her valu-
able possessions in America and in the Pacific was a source
of bitter regret. The combination of these two results of
the struggle with the United States brought about a search
for enother policy which would satisfy the Spanish desire

for international recognition and respect as well as the re-
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1 It was natural that

surgent ambition to expand in Africa,
Spain should remember Isabel's and Cisneros' efforts to con-
quer northwestern Africa and turn longing eyes in the direc-
" tion of the week Empire of Morocco.z

To the Spanish government, French endeavors to help
bring the war with the United States to a close, and their
offer to accommodate the peace negotiators in Paris, were
entirely welcome. That friendly gesture from France was
looked upon as perhaps the very opportunity to form an asso-
clation with a neighbor which, in common with Spain, had a
materiel interest in Morocco., France, for her part, was mo-
tivated by an ulterior purpose. Fearing that Spain would
turn her attention to penetrating Morocco alone, the French
government wished to gain Spanish confidence, The Paris
government hoped to predispose Spain to a future arrangement
regarding the Moroccan state and other west African terri-
tories.5

British diplomats were acutely aware of Théophile

Delcassé!s victory in bringing the peace negotiations to

1 Romanones, Responsabilidades del Antiguo Regimen,
Pp. 1, 35-36; VWenceslao Ramirez de Villa-Urrutia, Palique
Diplomético--Recuerdos de un Embajador (Madrid, 1928
p. 125; Alberto Mousset, La Pollitica Exterior de Espaﬁh,
1873-1918 (Madrid, 1918}, pp. 180-31; Javier Martinez de
Bedoya, Don Antonlo Maura (Madrid, 1940), pp. 109-10,

2 Romanones, Responsabilidades del Antiguo Regimen,
pp Y 54-55.

3 Charles W. Porter, The Career of Theophlle Del -
casse (Philadelphia, 1936), Pp. 1l21-22, 126,
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Paris. Sir Henry Drummond Wolff wrote from iladrid to the
effect that the choice of the French capital for the peace
negotiations established for the moment Frengh suprenacy in
Spain, and that Spain, though no longer a strong power,
still possessed features likely to attract the ambition of
other countries, especially of France. Her natural re-
sources, her position-gg-the Strait of Gibraltar would make
a valuable reenforcement for France., He thought that the
influence of the Spanish nation in Morocco could be uti-
lized, while her desire for more territory in Africa to re-
place those lost made her extremely susceptible to the
friendly action of the French government.4 This judgment
proved to be accurate.

In response to a Spanish protest, in September of the
previous year, concerning the encroachments of local French
officials on the Spanish protectorate of the Rio de Oro re-
gion south of Morocco,5 the French ambassedor at ladrid, on
January 24, 1900, expressed his government's desire to come
to a definite agreement with the government of Spain regard-
ingvthe limits of the possessions of both netions in western

Africa.6 The reply of the Madrid government being favorable,

4 pPorter, Delcassé, p. 125.

S Documentos Dlnlomatlcos Presentados a las Cortes en
la Legislatura de 19500 por el Ninistro de Estado, Marqués de
Aguilar de Campdo (Madrid, 1900), LaIglesia to Sllvela Sept.
22, 1899, no. 1, pp. 1-3.

6 Ibid., PatenStre to Silvela, Jan. 24, 1900, no. 3,
pPp. 4-14,
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the two nations, after agreeing to base the negotiations in
Paris, proceeded, in the months of April, May, and June, to
the conclusion of a settlement. The parleys were conducted
directly between Fernando de Ledn y Castillo, the Spanish
ambassador at Paris, and Delcassé, the French foreign minis-
ter. Both powers were anxious to obtain a smooth and quick
ad justment of their colonial claims. Accordingly, on June
27, 1900, a convention was signed by Ledn y Castillo and
Delcassd on behalf of their governments.’

The accord fixed the boundaries of the Spanish pos-
sessions of Rio de Oro and Rio Muni so as to give Spain an
additional 136,250 square miles.8 Fishing and navigation
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