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FOREWORD

Benedict Anderson
Cornell University

If one decided, in a frivolous moment, to sketch a Borgesian version of
Aesop’s Fable of the Rabbit and the Tortoise, one would need only to
extend their race over the horizon to an ever-receding winner’s tape.
The rabbit, even after many naps, would speed past the tortoise again
and again. But a rabbit has a short life while a tortoise lives long and
will in the end rumble-stumble past his rival’s corpse. Where to? Does
he think with Beckett: “I can’t go on, I'll go on™?

Today it is not difficult to find very energetic, even if usually (but not
always) small, self-described anarchist (or syndicalist) groups around
the world, mostly in urban areas. At the same time, there are only a
few places left where seriously Communist parties still exist. Explaining
the colossal phalanx of police and other security professionals guard-
ing the New York Republican convention which ensured Bush’s sec-
ond presidential nomination, the commissioner told reporters that the
real danger did not come from Communists or even djihadi Muslims,
but from violent anarchists. From the early 1990s, scholarly interest in
anarchism has produced a minor avalanche of excellent studies.

There can be little doubt that this development arose from the decay
and collapse of the Soviet Union, the fall of Communist regimes in
Eastern Europe, China’s headlong rush down the yellow-brick capital-
ist road, Fidel Castro passing the reins to his septuagenarian younger
brother, and Kim Il-sung to his son, and probably grandson too. This
cataclysm, along with the fossilization of “social democracy”, has
encouraged many kinds of people on the left to look for hope else-
where, and also re-engage with non-Leninist socialist traditions. All
the more so, since orthodox Marxist politicians and intellectuals had
long cast anarchism, ‘utopian’ rather than ‘scientific’, into the dustbin
of history, and created a good deal of falsified historiography to ensure
it stayed there.

What we are aware of now is that anarchism got an early start with
the work of Fourier and Proudhon, and was ‘passed” by Marx and
Engels until Bakunin threatened to take over the First International.
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Between Marx’s death and Lenin’s sudden rise to power in 1917,
orthodox Marxism was in the minority as far as leftist opposition to
capitalism and imperialism was concerned—successful mainly in the
more advanced industrial and Protestant states of Western and Cen-
tral Europe, and generally pacific in its political positions. It was rather
anarchism (or anarchisms—the outlook was always highly contested,
despite the major contributions of Bakunin and Kropotkin) that stole
hearts and headlines, first with the wave of spectacularly successful
and failed assassinations of heads of states, top politicians and capital-
ists (from Buffalo to Harbin) under the rubric of “propaganda by the
deed”; then by the rise of syndicalism with its signature theme of the
revolutionary general strike, discussed by Sorel but in fact first theo-
rised by the anarchists of the 1870s. In his memoirs, Léon Blum, the
peaceable former socialist Prime Minister of France, could write that
his generation was saturated with anarchist ideas and values.

Lenin was not exactly a rabbit, but his establishment of a Marxist-
Leninist regime in much of former Tsardom shot orthodoxy far ahead
of any competition. This was followed by the establishment of the
Comintern, the Communization of much of east and central Europe,
Mao’s rise to autocratic power, and so on. In the standard historiog-
raphy, anarchism made its last heroic and tragic stand in the Spanish
Civil War. Europe’s anarchism was on its last legs by the end of World
War II, and finished off as a mass movement in the aftermath—for the
time being at least.

What were anarchism’s early advantages? Certainly not theoreti-
cal. Marx’s towering theoretical contributions were widely acknowl-
edged on the left, not least by Bakunin, who graciously called Marx the
“supreme economic and socialist genius of our day” (of their relations,
he later wrote, Marx “called me a sentimental idealist, and he was
right; I called him gloomy, unreliable and vain, and I was right too”).?
But in Bakunin and in Kropotkin, and others, anarchism had powerful
writers and leaders; in Malatesta it had a charismatic, nomadic politi-
cal activist.

! See Joan Ungersma Halperin, The Artist and Social Reform: France and Belgium,
1885-1898, New Haven: Yale University Press, 1961, 12.

? Quoted in Guy Aldred (ed.), Bakunin’s Writings, Indore/Bombay: Modern Pub-
lishers/Libertarian Book House, 1947, 92, 99.
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Its main assets were, I believe, three. First of all was its utopian
élan. James Ensor’s masterpiece, the huge painting he completed in
1888 and entitled Christ’s Entry into Brussels, 1889, exemplified this
élan, not only by its hectic dates, but by the huge red banner over
the popular crowds surrounding the triumphant Christ, emblazoned
with Vive La Sociale, meaning “long live the revolutionary new soci-
ety being born”, and by the enigmatic, grandfatherly face of the Mar-
quis de Sade in the lower right hand corner. About the same time, a
group of Italian anarchists persuaded the elderly Emperor Pedro II
of Brazil to make over land sufficient to establish utopian colonies
where anarchists could live unmolested as they dreamed. (Unluckily
the Emperor was soon overthrown, and his brutal republican succes-
sors quickly obliterated these colonias). It was surely also this spirit
that made anarchism attractive to so many artists and writers, at least
in Western Europe.

Second was anarchism’s positive attitude towards peasants and agri-
cultural labourers, who almost everywhere outside northern and west-
ern Europe were much larger in numbers than the urban and industrial
working classes. Finally, for a long time, anarchism could be said to
be more seriously internationalist than its competitor. This attitude
partly arose because anarchism rode the huge waves of migration out
of Europe that characterized the last 40 years before World War I: Ital-
ians, Spaniards, Portuguese, Poles, Jews and so on poured into the New
World, round the Mediterranean, and into the empires being created
by the Europeans in Asia and Africa. (Malatesta spent years in Argen-
tina and Egypt, for example, while Marx and Engels stayed in Western
Europe).

This internationalism certainly had its theoretical side, but more
important, it was a matter of experience and struggle in non-European
contexts and terrains. Necessarily these first generation activists found
themselves often as ‘foreigners’, and as such bringing the outside inter-
national world with them. If and when they returned to Europe, as
many did, especially Italians, they brought that extra-Europe experi-
ence back home. The main thing was that they did not only work, but
they constantly crossed state borders.

It is just here that we see the estimable contribution of the pres-
ent volume, which focuses on anarchists in the world outside western
Europe (except for the case of Ireland): the Caribbean, Peru, Argentina,
South Africa, Egypt, then Korea, enlaced with China and Japan, and the



Xvi BENEDICT ANDERSON

Ukraine.’ In some cases, for example, the Caribbean and South Africa,
the migrants could float in on such imperial, or ex-imperial, languages
as English and Spanish. But Italians had to deal with Spanish in Argen-
tina, and in Egypt with Greek, French, Arabic and English. Interna-
tionalism was only seriously possible if linguistic communication was
successful. One could say that anarchists were the most productive
translators of the era—out of need. La Sociale was no less significant.

This book offers numerous and fascinating examples of straightfor-
ward political activity and organisation—unions, federations of unions,
strikes, walkouts, demonstrations, meetings, clubs, even occasional
participation in electoral politics. But these activities and organisations
were also understood as the social bases of the good society to come:
mutual help, mutual sociability, loyalty to the comrades, a common
vocabulary. But we can see an additional side of La Sociale by looking
at Edgar Rodrigues” Os Anarquistas: Trabalhadores italianos no Brasil,*
a first hand account of the life of anarchists and syndicalists in the Bra-
zil of that era, which features a long list of plays and ‘musicals’, staged
for anarchist audiences in short-term-rented theatres in Rio and Sao
Paulo. There were also weddings, bars, parks, and so forth. It is just
here that one sees the link to the peaceable, isolated colonias men-
tioned above.

The “African’ cases are especially interesting, because the anarchists’
aims were much more difficult to achieve in this regard. Anarchism
was brought to Egypt by Italian workers recruited for the gigantic con-
struction project that was the Suez Canal. Direct access to the Arabic-
speaking population was a huge problem, quite aside from the culture
of Mediterranean Islam. Demotic Greek was a sort of lingua franca in
the big cities, especially Alexandria, but Greek wasn’t a Romance lan-
guage and had its own orthography. Greeks were also not Catholics.

Gorman’s chapter shows beautifully how hardly solidarity was won:
by endless translations, written and oral, and constant oral practice.
And won it was, with difficulty and perseverance, via ‘international’
unions organising Arabs and Europeans, multi-lingual meetings and
speeches, and even a degree of cooperation with nationalistically-
minded Egyptian intellectuals. The movement was anchored in radical

* Today we usually think of the Ukraine as part of ‘Europe,” but it was long regarded
as part of the half-Asiatic empire of the tsars.

* Edgar Rodrigues, Os Anarquistas: Trabalhadores italianos no Brasil, Sio Paulo,
Global editora e distribuidora, 1984.
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and anarchist networks spanning the three sides of the Mediterranean,
linking Europe and the Middle East, led strikes and helped launch
Communism in Egypt. As an example of its practical international-
ism, there is Malatesta’s remarkable involvement in Ahmad ‘Urabi’s
1882 revolt.

Van der Walt’s fine chapter on South Africa shows another set of
intractable non-European difficulties: those connected to race. How
could young Scottish anarchists and syndicalists reach out to black
workers when fearful white workers typically tried to secure their frag-
ile place by forming white-only unions? Borne into South Africa by
European immigrants, the anarchist and syndicalist movement never
appealed to more than a small section of the whites. Indeed, its main
success was when it developed into as a popular, radical, union tradi-
tion amongst the Africans, Coloureds, and Indians. Sometimes coop-
erating with nationalists (as did the Egyptians and the Asians), it had
no love for the nation-state; it sought the grail of an anti-nationalist
mode of anti-imperialism, via the One Big Union.

Northeast Asia is a different story in many respects. Neither Japan
nor China was ever colonized (although a substantial part of China
was conquered or concessioned), but Korea, from 1910 to 1945 was
forcibly included in the realm of the Japanese ‘Emperor’. There were
plenty of Europeans around, but they were soldiers, diplomats, mis-
sionaries, teachers, journalists, and capitalists: no workers or peasants.
All three countries were ‘Confucian’ to varied extents, but their spoken
languages were mutually unintelligible. The editors of this book posit
Meiji-Taisho Tokyo as East Asia’s counterpart to Kropotkin’s Lon-
don. The British capital was safer for anarchists than Paris, Madrid or
Rome, and, as we shall see, radical Koreans and Chinese were safer in
Tokyo than in Shanghai or Seoul.

Meiji Japan, eager to get fuller access to European philosophy, natu-
ral and social science, literature, etc., plunged into a massive endeav-
our of translation, not only from French and English, but also German
and Russian. (Tolstoy, an anarchist favourite, arrived straight from St.
Petersburg). Anarchist texts interested both the Japanese police and
home-sprung radicals opposed to the authoritarian political regime:
the timing is probably significant, since 1870-1939 was the noonday
of anarchism and syndicalism in the West.

Japan naturally produced its own influential anarchists and syn-
dicalists, some of high intellectual and moral calibre, and syndicalist
unions, though they often came to bloody ends, but immigrants also
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proved key people, as Hwang nicely shows. Thousands of young Chi-
nese, either sent by the Manchus or shipped by other means, came to
study in Japan at a time when the writing of Japanese was still heav-
ily done in kanji. Koreans were also brought to Japan, with the idea
that this was a good way to domesticate them and ward off national-
ist resistance. A small Japan-educated intelligentsia became visible as
early as the late 1910s.

Books prohibited back home were usually available in the metropo-
lis. It should also be said that newspapers played a parallel role. Already
in the 1870s a global circuit of telegraphic under-ocean cables was in
place, so that literate East Asians had almost immediate access to the
Boer War in Africa, the Cuban rebellion in the Caribbean, and near to
home the revolution in the Philippines.

What is both touching and instructive in Hwang’s study, and also
indicated in Dirlik’s chapter on China, is actually the practical interna-
tionalism of the first generation of Korean anarchists, some of whom
fled to China and linked up with Chinese comrades in an astonishingly
energetic campaign to create La Sociale—schools, workers’ colleges,
libraries, cooperatives, militias, refuges and so forth. These days, when
Koreans have a reputation for diehard, inward-turning nationalism,
Hwang’s account is really poignant. The transnational dimension of
‘Asian’ anarchism is also stressed by Dirlik, who focuses on the role of
networks and translocal connections in the making of the movement.

The next part of this book, probably more familiar to readers than
the Asian and African sections, consists of four powerful studies of the
Spanish- and Portuguese-speaking Americas, though the important
North American IWW Wobblies make brief but significant appear-
ances. What is most valuable here is the sharp contrast in experience
and praxis that the authors bring out. Biondo and Toledo’s description
of radical politics in Sdo Paulo from 1895 until 1935 etches espe-
cially clearly the familial tension that could arise between extremist
anarchism and its pragmatic relative, syndicalism.

In Europe, the upsurge of syndicalism was mainly a response to the
deepening of industrialism and the rapid growth of the urban work-
ing-class, as well as the violent state reaction to anarchism’s spectacu-
lar “propaganda by the deed”, in the last quarter of the 19th century.
The emergence of syndicalist unions in China and Japan (in Korea,
these were ruthlessly crushed) was conditioned by similar factors. Syn-
dicalists believed that revolutionary change could only come from the
massive organisation of trade unions, and their federation in different
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forms, including the dream of a single “big union” of them all. Their
method of action was centrally defined by the strike, local, trade or
general.

Anarchists did not ignore the significance of unions, and many
played active roles within them. Moreover, the roots of syndicalism lay
in the anarchist wing of the First International, and a great many anar-
chists embraced syndicalism. Nonetheless, a vocal section of anarchists
always suspected that these unions were bases for undesirable inter-
nal hierarchies, and that, too often, they focussed on short-term “eco-
nomic gains”—higher wages, shorter working hours, and so on—at
the expense of general social liberation.

Syndicalism flourished in Sao Paulo, the sole large industrial centre
of a Brazil that was still overwhelmingly rural and pre-industrial, and
its main concerns were often with the “working man”. In some anar-
chist eyes, it therefore marginalized women and rural labour, and was
not much interested in the general social and cultural transformation
of the population. In a country dominated by a tight-knit oligarchy,
and foreign capital, and with a very limited suffrage, anarchists and
syndicalists were nonetheless united in their hostility to the coalition
of oligarchs, capitalists, and the armed power of the state.

Laforcade’s wonderful micro-study of anarchist and syndicalist rad-
icalism in riverine Argentina in the same era forms a nice parallel to
the case of Sao Paulo. It is instructive that he focuses not on industrial
workers in the restricted sense, but rather on the longshoremen and
sailors employed in coastal and riverine shipping, who held a key stra-
tegic position in a country whose internal and external commerce was
heavily determined by its unusual geography. Buenos Aires stood near
the meeting-point between the Atlantic Ocean and the gigantic Rio de
la Plata, navigable for hundreds of miles into the interior, shared with
Uruguay and Paraguay, and dotted with the riverine ports through
which agricultural exports from the interior overwhelmingly passed in
a largely pre-railway era. Waterfront and on-ship strikes had a capac-
ity for inflicting ‘damage’ on the class enemy that was unmatched by
any radical group in Sao Paulo. One consequence was that anarchists
and syndicalists found in unionism a powerful weapon, and cooper-
ated and competed on the waterfront for many years.

In both studies, we see the crucial role that immigration played
in developing communication with European comrades, especially
in Italy, Portugal and Spain. But we are also shown how the experi-
ence of being ‘foreign’ created a strong stimulus for assimilation to
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local conditions and for developing solidarity across ethno-linguistic
lines, particularly in the face of official efforts to create a deep divide
between ‘foreign’ trouble-makers and loyal, nationalist-minded ‘citi-
zens, paralleling, for example, the efforts in Egypt to unite ‘foreign’
and ‘local’ labour.

To the cases of Sao Paulo and Buenos Aires, Shaffer’s original chap-
ter provides an impressive contrast. He describes and compares two
very different types of transnational radical networks that grew up on
the fringes of the rapidly expanding US empire in the Americas. The
first linked Cuba with Puerto Rico, southern Florida (Tampa mainly),
and Panama, that Yankee imperialism snatched out of Colombia’s
hands to enable the creation of the inter-oceanic Panama Canal. Small
places, without big industrial cities, all controlled by the US after 1903;
huge immigration from rural Spain to Cuba in the 1880s and 1890s,
and large Cuban emigration to southern Florida and Panama later on.
Hence a network in which ‘language’ was no obstacle, but rather a
source of solidarity across state lines. In this context, syndicalism was
a powerful force, straddling borders, and conflict between anarchist
‘purism’ and syndicalist unionism was rare.

Anarchism and syndicalism had come to Cuba early, with the wave
of immigration from anarchist Catalonia, above all. But almost at once
it faced the problem of nationalism in a way that is invisible in Brazil
and Argentina. Anarchists had defended immigration against creole
nationalism, and if they initially hesitated to support Marti’s national
revolution against Spanish colonialism, they eventually came round on
anti-imperialist grounds, playing a central role. Curiously enough, the
American occupation in 1898 allowed the anarchists to develop some
favourite traditional themes: the condition of women, especially those
working in the tobacco factories of Cuba and Tampa, the pitiable con-
dition of children’s health and education, and so forth. At the same
time, bound by the Spanish language it also moved easily across state
boundaries, and created a dense network of communication, financial
support, and educational activities that crossed over into the southeast
tip of the USA and across the Caribbean to the Canal Zone.

Shaffer’s contrasting case developed around and across the border
between the US and Mexico, especially once the Mexican Revolution
got under way. Here we find syndicalism showing up, especially in the
oil-fields along the Caribbean coast and in the largest urban conglom-
erations. Doubtless, this was partially the result of generally close ties
with the syndicalist Wobblies themselves, who included a significant
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number of native Spanish speakers and well as bilingual Anglos in the
American border states between California and Texas, who also were
committed to internationalism.

Hirsch’s moving chapter on Peru makes ‘anarcho-syndicalism’
its basic subject. Facing the remote southern Pacific rather than the
heavily criss-crossed Atlantic, Peru experienced very little like the vast
European migrations into Brazil, Argentina, and Cuba. On the other
hand, it had a huge native population, which had long been extirpated
in Cuba and Argentina, and been completely marginalized in coastal
Brazil. Hence it faced a very different kind of nationalist question—
one far closer to that confronting the movement in Egypt and South
Africa, where Europeans were a small minority.

The origins of Peruvian anarchism and syndicalism therefore have
some features comparable to the three previous Latin American and
Caribbean cases, but others startlingly different. On the one hand, it
was brought to Peru not by poor émigrés but by an upper-class Peru-
vian intellectual, Manuel Gonzalez Prada, who spent 7 years of self-exile
(1891-1898) in Spain and France. There he developed close contacts
with radical leftists just at the time when syndicalism was in the ascen-
dant at the base and when anarchism still had a strong influence in
intellectual circles. On the other hand, at the end of the 19th century,
Lima and the nearby port-city of Callao were starting to follow the ear-
lier path of Sao Paulo, Buenos Aires, and Johannesburg—industrialis-
ing big city agglomerations increasingly connected to foreign capitalist
investments in mines and other export industries.

In Hirsch’s narrative there are three themes of unusual interest. The
first is that, well before any other political group, the anarcho-syndi-
calists made determined efforts to reach out to, and create solidar-
ity, with the indigenous populations, both in the former Inca capital
of Cuzco in the remote highlands and in urban coastal towns where
migrations from the interior were beginning. This cannot have been
easy, since few people of Spanish descent mastered either Quechua
or Aymara, and the cultural gap between the highlands and the coast
was truly vast.

Here a comparison is warranted with Brazil and Cuba, as well as
South Africa. In the 1880s, Brazil and Cuba were the last in the world
legally to end slavery. Shaffer shows how the Cuban anarchists sought
to deal with the race question, although Toledo and Biondi do not men-
tion the large population of urban blacks along the country’s northeast
coast. Yet the blacks in both countries were far closer in religion and
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language to the dominant whites than anything comparable in Peru.
In South Africa, the indigenous African majority (and African workers
in particular) were culturally distinct, yet, as van der Walt shows, the
latter were nonetheless championed by and increasingly central in the
local anarchist and syndicalist movement.

Second, Hirsch underlines the Peruvian radicals’ close ties with
their counterparts in neighbouring Chile—at a time when the govern-
ments of the two countries were ferociously hostile to one another.
Finally, the author underscores the serious efforts to empower and
succour women, especially women workers, as well as to carry out
the traditional anarchist endeavours to create a new culture by build-
ing schools, pamphleteering, literacy campaigns, and all the sociability
characteristic of La Sociale.

Why is there a chapter on Ireland in this book? Morphologically,
it can hardly be called a colony in the standard sense, parallel to, say
South Africa, Indonesia, Syria, or Mozambique. It had its own parlia-
ment in the 18th century, and after the Reform Act and the end of
legal discrimination against Catholics, both happening in the 1830s,
it had a powerful electorally-based presence in Westminster. From
the 18th century on some of the most outstanding writers in the UK
were Irishmen too, including Swift, Burke, Sheridan, Wilde, and Joyce.
Immigration into Ireland from Britain was negligible, while Irish emi-
gration into Britain (and the USA) from the 19th century on has been
massive. By 1900, only a very small minority, in the far west of the
island, spoke Gaelic rather than English. What marked most of the
island off from Britain was the attachment to an often cruelly perse-
cuted Catholicism and its poverty-stricken agricultural economy. It
was one of the earliest European places where a militant nationalist
movement was born.

O’Connor’s sober text makes the link, not through anarchism (which
is not much mentioned) bur rather through syndicalism, even though,
by his own account, few Irish worker radicals called themselves syn-
dicalists. It appears in the decade before World War I, at a time when
syndicalism was a major social force in Catholic Western Europe—
France, Italy, and Spain, and when the Wobblies were a household
word in the USA to which so many Irish people had fled during and
after the great famine of the 1840s. It was also inextricably linked to the
rising mobilisation of Irish nationalist identity, and hostility to Brit-
ish domination—even of the local branches of powerful trade unions
controlled from across the Irish Sea.
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O’Connor’s work shows us some parallels with South America, and
to an extent South Africa—radical unions centred in the big commer-
cial and industrial port-cities of Belfast and Dublin; and the strategy of
seizing for workers’ control, not so much of factories, as of the arter-
ies of transportation, shipping and railways above all, in an economy
dependent on the export of agricultural products, as well as cattle and
horses. In syndicalist fashion, it was thought possible to create a pow-
erful central transport workers’ union which could then expand to
include smaller unions and eventually agricultural labour. Hence, the
birth of the Wobblyish goal of One Big Union.

The rapid rise of radical Irish syndicalism intersected with the onset
of the hitherto largest and bloodiest war in human history, which
provided an opportunity or two for armed rebellions against London.
First came the hopeless Easter Uprising of 1916, which charismatic
syndicalist labour leader James Connolly quixotically joined with a few
hundred followers, leading to his execution. Then, in the immediate
aftermath of the Armistice, came the reinvigorated IRA’s guerrilla war
for independence, which ended with the independence of the Catholic
two thirds of Ireland, and London’s continued control of Protestant
Ulster. Syndicalist labour played only a minor role in the war, and
then faced the determination of the dominant Catholic bourgeoisie to
cement its power, and the massive hostility of the Catholic Church to
any kind of radicalism, especially as Lenin was now in power in the
Soviet Union. Yet it was a potent force.

Finally, and this is a lovely surprise, there is a brilliant chapter
by Shubin on the anarchist movement led by the Ukrainian Nestor
Makhno from Tsardom’s collapse in 1917 to its crushing by Lenin
and Trotsky in 1921 (almost the same period as that between the
Easter Uprising and the War for Independence in Ireland). Shubin
tells the reader that early Russian anarchism grew out of the narod-
nik movement of the 1860s and 1870s, but was completely destroyed
by the Tsarist police, and was only revived a generation later, with
strongholds, especially in the Ukraine. Literate Russians (in the broad
vague sense) were certainly aware of the Russian roots of contempo-
rary anarchism—Bakunin and Kropotkin—but their traces are only
dimly visible in this account.

The uniqueness of Makhno—for this book—is that he came to power
in large parts of the Ukraine thanks to an organised armed force which
he led with brio. The core of this armed base may explain why he
was usually hostile to Ukrainian nationalists, who were notoriously
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anti-Semitic as well as navel-gazing. The men and women who com-
prised the Makhnovist army were ethnic Ukrainian and other peas-
ants, some urban workers, as well as local Jews and even a substantial
number of Cossacks, whose own ethnic origins were a wild mélange of
different linguistic and ethnic groups. (Yet the Tsars had often used the
Cossacks for pogroms against the Jews). Like the movements in China,
Cuba, Egypt, Ireland, Peru, South Africa and elsewhere, it sought to
organise beyond nationalist categories.

Makhno’s army was partially made possible by Berlin’s pulveriza-
tion of the Tsar’s armies, ending with Lenin’s and Trotsky’s signing the
humiliating treaty of Brest-Litovsk to prevent further German incur-
sions, especially in the Ukraine. Germany’s own collapse towards the
end of 1918, let loose a vast swarm of men with weapons and military
experience in the old empire, for Makhno, as well as the Bolsheviks
and Whites, to recruit.

The immediate onset of the Civil War gave Makhno further room
to manoeuvre, between Reds and Whites—for a while. Shubin gives
two striking examples of how Makhno used his military power beyond
the battlefield. Anti-Semitic killers, rapists and looters, even when they
appeared in his own army, were liable to execution out of hand. At
the same time, Makhno ordered a massive distribution of land to the
peasants and agricultural labourers well before the Bolsheviks passed
similar decrees. Without military power, this distribution was scarcely
possible. Only in Manchuria in the late 1920s amongst the Korean
forces, and then in the 1930s, in Civil War Spain, did anarchism have
comparable power and opportunities.

One crucial thematic throughout this book was the rise of nation-
alism—in Canton, Tokyo, Seoul, Odessa, Dublin, Havana, Cairo, Bar-
celona and Cape Town—in the springtime of anarchism. For all its
genuine internationalism, anarchism had to deal with a force which it
did not wholly comprehend, and had some good reasons to suspect.
Alliances, as this book shows, were possible in many places, perhaps
especially where anarchists were themselves ‘natives.” But it was a good
deal harder where anarchists and syndicalists had left their native
lands. Still, they adapted. In the chapters on Latin America we can
observe them making international links, for example, between Argen-
tina, Uruguay and Brazil, Chile and Peru, and in Cuba and Spain. In
China, Cuba, Korea, Ireland and Ukraine, they played an important
role in ‘independence’ wars.
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And now? The editors of this book begin its time-frame in around
1870 and close it in 1940. Readers will recognize 1940 as the year after
the bloody triumph of Franco’s armies in Spain (and the first year of
fascism’s military domination of most of Europe). Was the Spanish
Civil War perhaps the last international war? Volunteers from many
places fought on both sides—South Africa’s poet Roy Campbell for
Franco, France’s André Malraux for the dying Republic. This book
shows, in a poignant sentence or two, something truly amazing—
young Chinese, anarchists and not, joining the Republic of Spain’s
struggle on the other side of the world.

But in fact, as these chapters also show, classical anarchism was
entering a relative decline from the late 1920s, perhaps because it
usually eschewed the ruthless discipline and centralization promoted
by the Comintern. In an age of mass militarization, vastly enhanced
police power aided by technological innovation, and militarized
nationalisms, anarchism appeared to have less and less relevance. In
the subsequent era of the Cold War, neither of the opposing blocs,
which also included satellites in the ex-colonial world and satellite
parties, paid much attention to anarchism—consigned by historian
Eric Hobsbawm, with some teardrops of nostalgia, to the category of
“primitive rebels”. Not a single post-World War II nationalist revolu-
tion was led by anarchism (although in some, like Korea, it still played
an important role)—unsurprisingly since all these movements aspired
to become “nation-states” within the United Nations, no matter what
their ideological orientation.

It may be that this situation was a kind of blessing in disguise. This
year, for the first time, South Africa, ruled by former eminences of the
nationalist ANC (African National Congress), with the support of the
Communist Party, has been designated the most unequal society in the
world, narrowly outpacing the traditional ‘champion’, Lula’s Brazil.
Ireland is virtually bankrupt, Egypt is in ruinous shape under the end-
less dictatorship of Mubarak. Neither La Kirchner’s Argentina, Gar-
cia’s Peru, ‘Orange’ Ukraine, gerontocratic Cuba, nor deeply-divided
Korea offer much reason for optimism. But anarchism and syndical-
ism cannot in any way be blamed.

In Paris, in May 1968, one of the student activists’ most famous slo-
gans was: “May the last capitalist be strangled with the guts of the last
bureaucrat”. Behind the Roger Corman imagery we can see something
inherited from the time of Proudhon and Bakunin: hostility to the
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state, any state, as a hierarchical institution of enormous power with
an unappeasable hunger for more of it. Another slogan was: “Liberty
for the Imagination”, with its retro-echo of Lennon.

Anarchism in its heyday would have been delighted with this kind
of rhetorical effervescence. The US of the short 1960s created, probably
without much memory of American anarchism, Make Love Not War,
with the scent of La Sociale around it. Old anarchists were often strong
about Free Love, at least in principle, even if in practice it was much
messier than they had expected. Nonetheless, ‘liberation’ for women,
then a bit later for gays and lesbians, as well as oppressed ethno-lin-
guistic minorities, drew on anarchism’s utopian élan and adhesion to
the idea of self-rule by smaller, head-to-head communities and friendly
‘horizontal” relations with others of the same type.

Meanwhile, the world was changing rapidly in ways that partly
reverberated with the world of 1870-1940. First and foremost was the
tsunami of cross-national migrations after World War II, no longer
mainly from the North to the South but vice versa, driven from behind
by fear and misery and drawn ahead by hope and capitalism’s hun-
ger for cheap labour. We can see here certain reflections of themes
dominating this book. Poor Chinese learned Spanish, Indonesians
Japanese, Filipinos Arabic, Mozambicans Xhosa or English, Turks
German, Ivoiriens French, and so on.

But the processes did not work only in one direction. Apichai Ship-
per’s fine recent Fighting for Foreigners: Immigration and its Impact
on Japanese Democracy book shows these processes perfectly.” While
the scornful Thai, Persian, Indian, Filipino and Indonesian national
embassies did less than nothing for their despised fellow-citizens,
especially if they were illegal immigrants, and the Japanese national
state, the mega-corporations and the yakuza exploited and abused
them, it was precisely a fascinating mélange of ordinary Japanese who
came to their aid, perhaps as in an anarchist’s dream-world: unions,
angry lawyers and doctors, local governments, church-people from the
Christian minority, NGOS and so on. The immigrants” national solip-
sism was also diluted in many ways, not least because the Filipinos
came to understand their Bengali opposite numbers as in the same
boat and helped by the same dedicated Japanese, not abstractly in the

> Apichai Shipper, Fighting for Foreigners: Immigration and Its Impact on Japanese
Democracy, Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 2008.
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manner of “human rights rhetoric”, but with human solidarity and a
good nationalist shame at how ‘Japan’ was exploiting these wretched
of the earth.

Second was the communications revolution of the 1990s, paralleling
the telegraphic revolution of the 1880s, which colossally advanced the
speed and depth of global communications, not only for national-state
surveillance agencies, but for anyone who was literate and had cheap
access to internet cafés. Once again, there was a vast need for transla-
tion, since the cross-national networks worked mainly with the “grand
languages” of our time, Anglo-American English, French, Chinese,
Arabic, Russian, Portuguese, and so on. What is interesting here is
recognition. Leftists, gays and lesbians, workers, feminists, and ecolo-
gists knew they belonged to globality, but this was something new for
minorities threatened with extinction, for which the story of Chiapas
became a template for armed, militant autonomy within a bleached
out nation state.

Third was the challenge of electoral, mediatic democracy and the
‘regime’ of human rights. Even in the time of classical anarchism elec-
toral democracy, rare as it then appeared, was a theoretical and practi-
cal problem. British experience, also German and French, had shown
that left-wing pressure, expressed through electoral channels, could
create, through national laws, changes that a hundred strikes could
not easily emulate. Protection of women and children from appalling
abuse in mines and factories, safety measures, later insurance, recog-
nition of unions, wage arbitration, and so on. But these changes were
embedded in ‘law,” and enforced (or not) by the national state in the
form of proliferating bureaucracies: end product, the post-World War
IT welfare state. “Relax, we’ll take care of you”, so to speak, emphasiz-
ing the obverse pronouns.

The story of “human rights” offers certain parallels. As originally
proposed by Amnesty International, classical anarchism would have
loved the idea and its original agent: non-state and genuinely inter-
national, even if its’ HQ was in post-imperial London and its guiding
spirit an Irish politician. (Indeed, Kropotkin saw the Red Cross and
lifeboat associations as examples of an emergent anarchist-communist
tendency). The still small secretariat had exemplary rules, of which the
most important were that no HQ researcher could study or care for
his or her own country of origin, nor could AI support-groups around
the world. The disaster for Al was being awarded the Nobel Peace
Prize. “Human rights” soon after became the masking slogan for all
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kinds of Machiavellian military interventions (as well as cynical non-
interventions) by the dominant Western powers, led by the United
States. Once again, “leave it to us”.

Last was the transformation of finance capital itself, under the
motto of neo-liberalism. In former days, people in the Caribbean, and
Central and South America could be sure that United Fruit’s violent
successes were American. Whatever its cross-national reach, giant
capitalism was still national at its roots: thus it was something which
local nationalisms could combat, if they wished, under the flag of anti-
colonial nationalism’s traditional opposition to imperialism.

Meanwhile finance capital, at least in part, moved on. One has to
consider an imaginary (but exemplary) United Fruit, whose head-
quarters are still in Boston, but whose major shareholders are Saudi
Arabian princes, Swiss bankers, United Emirates sheikhs, American
insurance companies, Japanese conglomerates, and so on, with, say,
Indian CEOs. Meantime, the family that built United Fruit vegetates
on hedge funds. In fact, Marxist theorists and anarchist activists had
long emphasized the transnationality of capital. Nonetheless, perhaps
in the grip of old-style anti-(national) imperialist nationalism, they did
not imagine the situation we are faced with today.

The beauty of this book is that it shows what classical anarchism,
and its progeny, syndicalism, bequeathed to our dyspeptic times.
Exemplary courage, theoretical contestation (which lasts longer than
theoretical certitude), concerns about how to live freedom, interna-
tionalism from experience, not from libraries, a sceptical view of the
limits of nationalism, no matter how anti-imperialist, the building of
transnational and transregional networks, a commitment to socio-cul-
tural emancipation and grass-roots level organisation, enmity toward
“don’t worry we will take care of you” welfare bureaucracies, and of
course utopias, over the rainbow.

Classical anarchism arose in an era when ultimate progress seemed
assured; one could say it was “simply” a matter of the hopeful struggle
of the oppressed against the oppressors. Dystopia was off the screen.
Today’s anarchism lives under the sign of disaster—global warming,
extinction of species and languages, and sauve-qui-peut-ism of every
kind on. Let’s hope the tortoise can keep on truckin.’
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This volume examines the history, influence, aspirations, and actions
of anarchism and syndicalism in the colonial and postcolonial world
from the 1870s until the 1940s. By ‘colonial and postcolonial world” we
mean those regions of the world under the formal control of external
powers, as well as the ex-colonies, that were ostensibly independent
social formations, but remained subject to a significant degree to infor-
mal imperial power influenced by colonial legacies. The case studies
presented in this volume are drawn from Africa, Asia, Latin America,
and Eastern Europe (with the exception of Ireland).

Each of these case studies analyzes anarchism and syndicalism
within a colonial or a postcolonial context. In other words, they situ-
ate their analyses within the larger context of late 19th and early 20th
century imperialism and globalization, from the 1870s into the 1930s.
During this epoch, associated with the first modern globalization,
imperialist power increased substantially and coincided with a hereto-
fore unprecedented revolution in communication and transportation
technologies, international mass migration, and the emergence of a
truly global economy, which in turn spread industrialization across the
colonial and postcolonial world.

The regions and countries examined in this volume all had a his-
tory of colonialism, including China, dismembered from the late 19th.
century. By the early 20th-century, Britain, France, Germany, Japan,
Russia and the United States ruled 90 percent of Africa, 57 percent
of Asia, a quarter of the Americas, around half of East and Central
Europe, and all of Polynesia.! The great powers also exercised immense

! J. Marko Bocjun, “The Working Class and the National Question in the Ukraine:
1880-1920”, Ph.D., York University, 1985, 132.
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indirect control over independent states and other polities in these
regions, through the international state system, industrial investments,
trade controls, and gunboat diplomacy.”? Very often imperial capital
either displaced or worked closely with the local bourgeoisie to main-
tain a highly unequal internal system of domination. Imperial capital
also directed belated industrial change in subject territories in Europe,
Africa, Latin America, and Asia.

In recognition of the globalized character of the world during this
period, this volume seeks to understand how anarchism and syndi-
calism developed as transnational movements. To this end it focuses
not only national and local contexts but on supranational connections
and multidirectional flows of the ideas, people, finances, and organi-
sational structures that gave rise to these movements. In this way, it
transcends Eurocentric narratives and obviates the frequent tendency
to view movements in the colonial and postcolonial world as mere
imitations or extensions of European movements. Instead it carefully
examines both the universal and particular history of anarchism and
syndicalism as reflected in the ideas and culture, social composition,
and character of each social movement.

At another level, this collection pays close attention to how anar-
chists and syndicalists engaged with imperialism, anti-colonial move-
ments and the national question. By the national question, we have
in mind both the challenge posed by the role of national and racial
identities to working class movements, and the place of demands for
national self-determination (and racial equality) in class struggles. The
volume seeks, then, to recover the history of anarchist and syndicalist
anti-imperialism—as it was manifest in both theory and practice. This
is a vital history that has often been ignored, or dismissed, in many
texts. The papers in this volume, however, demonstrate unequivocally
that anarchism and syndicalism were important currents in anti-impe-
rial, including anti-colonial, struggles in the late 19th and early-to-mid
20th centuries—and were, for most of this period, more important
than their Marxist rivals.

2 Martin van Creveld, The Rise and Decline of the State, Cambridge, New York,
Melbourne: Cambridge University Press, 1999, 318; M. Lang, “Review Article: Glo-
balisation and Its History”, The Journal of Modern History, 78, 2006, 913-918.
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The framing of this volume

In order to highlight this experience of imperialism and inequality, we
have organised this volume around the framework of a “colonial and
postcolonial world”, rather than the Cold War concept of a “Third
World” (or its successor, the “Global South”). The “Third World”
idea routinely excludes the colonial regions within Europe itself,
despite obviously instructive parallels with African, Asian and other
experiences.

The concept has also always been defined in negative, incoherent,
and state-centric terms.’ It originally signified countries outside the
(‘socialist’) East and the (‘capitalist’) West—yet it was itself never
defined by reference to its own economic system; it included ‘socialist’
China and Cuba alongside overtly ‘capitalist’ countries. It also signi-
fied newly independent, and supposedly non-aligned, ‘nations.” Typi-
cally, these states defined themselves as “anti-imperialist”—even when
their ruling elites continued to collude with the great powers. Finally,
it referred to those countries defined as undeveloped or underdevel-
oped, which implied the need for economic assistance from advanced
nations. This last claim always elided the great deal of socio-economic
variation within and between these countries, and the reality of sub-
stantial, even dramatic, growth and industrialisation, signified by the
meteoric rise of Newly-Industrialising Countries (NICs). The notion
of a “colonial and postcolonial world” avoids these difficulties, while
retaining the stress on the importance of imperialism invoked by the
“Third World” idea.

The volume’s focus on the period 1870 to 1940 has been chosen
both to capture an era of unmatched mass anarchist and syndicalist
influence, and the distinctive economic, social and political processes
that took place in that period. (The closure of this era, and its impli-
cations for the anarchists and syndicalists, will be considered in more
depth in our closing chapter, “Final Reflections”).

* See, inter alia, Ajiz Ahmad, In Theory: Classes, Nations, Literatures, London:
Verso, 1992, chapter 3; Mark T. Berger, “After the Third World? history, destiny and
the fate of Third Worldism”, Third World Quarterly, 25: 1, 2004, 9-39; Bill Warren,
Imperialism: pioneer of capitalism, London: Verso, 1980; Heloise Weber, “Reconsti-
tuting the “Third World’? poverty reduction and territoriality in the global politics of
development”, Third World Quarterly, 25: 1, 2004, 187-206.
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The period was one of unprecedented increases in transoceanic and
intra-continental migration, global economic integration, and impe-
rial expansion, with the first genuinely global economy emerging by
the 1870s.* From 1870 to 1914 world trade and output grew steadily,
with major powers developing trade to gross domestic product ratios
exceeding 35 percent.’ By all measures, levels of integration matched
and typically exceeded those of the late 20th century, and capital
moved “quickly and pretty freely across existing national and imperial
boundaries”.®

Jack London, a perceptive witness to these globalizing processes,
expressed astonishment at the extraordinary “shrinkage of the planet”,
which made the “East...next-door neighbour to the West”.” Critical
to this integration was European technical prowess, which led to the
effective partition of the globe between a few great states by 1914.%
British pre-eminence resulted in an empire incorporating a quarter of
the world’s land and 800 million people in 1900.° The next imperial
tier comprised modern powers like Austro-Hungary, Belgium, France,
Germany, Italy, Japan, the Netherlands, and the United States. Declin-
ing premodern empires, oscillating between modernization and dis-
memberment filled out the bottom imperial tier: China, Iran, Ottoman
Turkey, Portugal, Russia, and Spain.

Such a world posed great opportunities as well as immense chal-
lenges for the class-centred anarchists and syndicalists. At one level,
the very circuits and centres of imperialism, industrial capitalism,
and state formation provided the nexus in which their nemesis, the
anarchists and syndicalists, emerged. The first globalisation’s unprece-
dented mobilisations of labour for industry and war spread radicalism
and connected the radicals, its cheap communications via steam-
ships, telegraphs and the penny press provided a means of continual

* Eric Hobsbawm, The Age of Capital, 1848-1875, Abacus, London, 1977, 66 et
seq.; Lang, 924.

> See Paul Hirst, “The Global Economy: myths and realities”, International Affairs,
73: 3, 1997, 411.

¢ Anderson, 3.

7 Jack London, 1900, “The Shrinkage of the Planet”, from his Revolution and Other
Essays, 1910, Macmillan, online at http://sunsite.berkeley.edu/London/Writings/Revo-
lution/shrinkage.html, accessed 15 January 1997.

8 Van Creveld, 317.

° Ben Crow, Alan Thomas, Paul Frenz, Tom Hewitt, Sabrina Kassam and Steven
Treagust, 1994, Third World Atlas, second ed. Buckingham/Milton Keynes: Open Uni-
versity, 31.
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contact, and its new industrial centres provided the mass recruits to
the syndicalist unions.

The very experience of migration eroded insularity, and demon-
strated the common experience of the popular classes the world over,
giving the anarchist and syndicalist case for internationalist class-
struggle the ring of truth. The routine brutality of states, both colonial
and postcolonial, and the grim conditions in fields as well as factories,
strengthened the case for radical anti-statism and anti-capitalism. The
emerging power of unions and other mass movements, partly a reflec-
tion of the era’s mass concentrations of urban workers, convinced many
that a revolutionary transformation of society was within reach.

Before V. 1. Lenin, classical Marxists also lacked an effective approach
to struggles in the colonial and postcolonial world (with the key excep-
tion of Eastern Europe).'” Marxists in these regions were (where they
existed), typically marginal, burdened with the doctrine that the mate-
rial prerequisites for socialism were lacking, and a fixed commitment
to legalistic reformism in contexts where few could vote. The rise of
Bolshevism, with its distinctively anti-imperialist and militant posture,
radically changed matters. Meanwhile, anarchists and syndicalists had
inscribed a record of mass mobilisation across the colonial and postco-
lonial world, and (see below) of anti-colonial struggle. With Bakunin,
these revolutionaries envisaged the “completed and real emancipation
of all workers, not only in some but in all nations, ‘developed’ and
‘undeveloped’”," without supposedly necessary intermediate stages.

However, while industrialisation, class formation and class conflict
provided the social forces that the anarchists and syndicalists mobil-
ised, and in which their programmatic flexibility and militancy could
be activated, the contours of capitalism, the state and the popular
classes were also profoundly shaped by imperialism. Thus, at another
level, the colonial and postcolonial setting posed peculiar challenges
to the revolutionary libertarian socialists: racial, regional, and national

10 See, inter alia, Ephraim Nimni, “Great Historical Failure: Marxist theories of
nationalism”, Capital and Class, 25, 1985, 58-82; Sanjay Seth, “Lenin’s Reformulation
of Marxism: the colonial question as a national question”, History of Political Thought,
XIII: 1, 1992, 99-128; Lucien van der Walt and Michael Schmidt, Black Flame: the
revolutionary class politics of anarchism and syndicalism, San Francisco, Edinburgh:
AK Press, 2009, 92-98.

! Mikhail Bakunin, “Letter to La Liberté”, in Sam Dolgoff (ed.), Bakunin on Anar-
chy: Selected Works by the Activist-Founder of World Anarchism, London: George
Allen and Unwin, [1872] 1971, 284.
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divisions amongst the working class and peasantry, as well as the rise
of nationalism in the context of anti-imperialist movements.

National and racial identities, as movements like Zionism and
Garveyism showed, could flow as easily via migrant and other net-
works as internationalist ones. Such sectional tendencies undercut
internationalism, tended to become sharper as labour market compe-
tition intensified, and foreshadowed the world that followed the first
modern globalization and the age of empire: the world of nation-states
and economic nationalism, rooted in the 1920s and running into the
1990s (discussed further in the concluding chapter).

Anarchism and syndicalism

Although the term ‘anarchism’ is often applied very loosely, this vol-
ume uses a narrow definition. The modern anarchist movement arose
from the late 1860s in the context of an internationally expanding
workers’ movement, linked together in the International Working-
men’s Association (or First International, 1864-1877).!2 Debates over
the question of the state between Karl Marx and Mikhail Bakunin
(1814-1876) were critical in establishing the anarchist current as a dis-
tinctive form of socialism. According to Piotr Kropotkin (1842-1921),
the most important anarchist theorist after Bakunin, “modern anar-
chism” emerged “little by little in the Congresses of the great Associa-
tion and later on among its successors”, giving birth to a mass working
class and peasant movement."

The core ideas of anarchism, as expressed by Bakunin and Kropot-
kin, are clear. Fiercely opposed to all forms of social and economic
inequality and oppression, anarchism rejected capitalism, the state and
hierarchy in general. A revolutionary and libertarian doctrine, anar-
chism sought the establishment of individual freedom through the
creation of a cooperative, democratic, egalitarian and stateless social-
ist order. This would be established through the direct action of the

12 David Miller, Anarchism, London, Melbourne: ].M. Dent and Sons, 1984, 4, 45;
George Woodcock, Anarchism: a history of libertarian ideas and movements, new edi-
tion with postscript, Penguin, 1975, 136, 170.

' Piotr Kropotkin, “Anarchism”, in Roger N. Baldwin (ed.), Kropotkin’s Revo-
lutionary Pamphlets: a collection of writings by Peter Kropotkin, New York: Dover
Publications, [1905] 1970, 295; Piotr Kropotkin, The Place of Anarchism in Socialistic
Evolution, Cyrmu: Practical Parasite Publications, [1886] 1990, 5-6.
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working class and peasantry, waging an international and internation-
alist social revolution against capitalism, landlordism and the state.

Syndicalism, on the other hand, refers to a form of revolutionary
trade unionism, centred on the view that revolutionary union action
can establish a collectivised, worker-managed social order resting on
union structures.” Syndicalists argued that “the trade union, the syn-
dicate, is the unified organisation of labour and has for its purpose the
defence of the interests of the producers within existing society and
the preparing for and the practical carrying out of the reconstruction
of society after the pattern of Socialism”.'¢

Syndicalist ideas emerged from “the non-political tradition of social-
ism deriving from the libertarian wing of the First International”."
The “main ideas” of syndicalism can “all be found” in the First Inter-
national, “and especially in the writings of the Bakuninist or federalist
wing”."* This, as both Marx and Friedrich Engels noted, maintained
that workers “must...organise themselves by trades-unions” to “sup-
plant the existing states”, with the “general strike” the lever “by which
the social revolution is started”.'” Thus, syndicalism was always an
integral part of the broad anarchist tradition, although the relation-
ship between anarchism and syndicalism was a complicated one: some
anarchists rejected syndicalism, while a substantial section of syndi-
calists denied (or did not know) that syndicalism was embedded in
anarchism.*

4 Van der Walt and Schmidt, 33-81.

> Ralph Darlington, Syndicalism and the Transition to Communism: an interna-
tional comparative analysis, Aldershot, Hampshire and Burlington, VT: Ashgate, 2008,
4-7.

' Rudolph Rocker, Anarcho-syndicalism, London: Pluto Press, [1938] 1989, 86.

7 Wayne Thorpe, The Workers Themselves’ revolutionary syndicalism and inter-
national labour 1913-23, Dordrecht, Boston, London/Amsterdam: Kulwer Academic
Publishers/International Institute of Social History, 1989, xiii-xiv.

8 Louis Levine, Syndicalism in France, second ed., New York: Columbia University
Press, 1914, 160-161; L. Lorwin, “Syndicalism”, in Encyclopaedia of the Social Sciences,
New York: The Macmillan Company, 1959, 497.

¥ Karl Marx, “Letter to Paul Lafargue in Paris”, In Marx, Engels, Lenin: anar-
chism and anarcho-syndicalism, N.Y. Kolpinsky (ed.), Moscow: Progress Publishers,
[19 April 1870] 1972, 46; Friedrich Engels, “The Bakuninists at Work: an account of
the Spanish Revolt in the summer of 1873, in N.Y. Kolpinsky (ed.), Marx, Engels,
Lenin: anarchism and anarcho-syndicalism, Moscow: Progress Publishers, [1873] 1972,
132-133.

20 Van der Walt and Schmidt, 20-22, 133-144, 149-170.
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Taking anarchism and syndicalism seriously

Anarchism and syndicalism, as Benedict Anderson recently reminded
readers, constituted an immense “gravitational force” across the planet
in the late 19th and early 20th centuries. They were, he notes, the
dominant element in the self-consciously internationalist radical Left”
from the 1870s onwards and “the main vehicle of global opposition
to industrial capitalism, autocracy, latifundism, and imperialism” by
the turn of the century.” Before 1917, Eric Hobsbawm conceded, “the
marxist left had in most countries” been “on the fringe of the revo-
lutionary movement, the main body of marxists had been identified
with a de facto non-revolutionary social democracy”, and “the bulk of
the revolutionary left was anarcho-syndicalist, or at least much closer
to the ideas and the mood of anarcho-syndicalism than to that of clas-
sical marxism”.*

Yet, in spite of its historical significance, anarchism and syndical-
ism as an international movement, has “not been well-served by the
academy”.” Too often its history has been “buried under subsequent
defeats and political orthodoxies”, when not effaced altogether by its
rivals on the Left.** But the history of the movement is of paramount
importance, precisely because it is essential to understand the trajec-
tory of labour, of the left, and of anti-imperialist movements. Fur-
thermore, as Arif Dirlik points out, it is crucial to “recall anarchism,
which Leninist Marxism suppressed”, for it raises questions about the
very meaning of socialism, and the place “democratic ideals for which
anarchism...served as a repository”.

Taking a global view of anarchist and syndicalist history

The general underestimation of the historical importance of anar-
chism and syndicalism is rooted in the literature’s tendency to focus

2 Benedict Anderson, Under Three Flags: anarchism and the anti-colonial imagina-
tion, Verso, 2006, 2,54.

2 Eric Hobsbawm, Revolutionaries, London: Abacus, 1993, 72-3. The odd spelling
of “marxism” appears in Hobsbawm’s text.

# Robert Graham, “[Review essay] Alan Ritter, Anarchism: a theoretical analysis/
Michael Taylor, Community, Anarchy, and Liberty/David Miller, Anarchism”, Telos,
60, 1985, 197.

# David Howell, “Taking Syndicalism Seriously”, Socialist History, 16, 2000, 30.

» Arif Dirlik, Anarchism in the Chinese Revolution, Berkeley, Los Angeles, London:
University of California Press, 1991, 3-4, also see 7-8.
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on the North Atlantic. The standard surveys of the movement’s history
scarcely take into account the three quarters of humanity that com-
prised the colonial and postcolonial world. George Woodcock’s classic
study ignored Asia and Africa, and only looked at one case of a colo-
nial society within Europe itself: the Ukraine. Latin America garnered
only three pages, despite the author noting that “until the early 1920s
most of the trade unions in Mexico, Brazil, Peru, Chile, and Argentina
were anarcho-syndicalist”, and that anarchism had there a “place that
cannot be ignored”.? The work of James Joll reflects the same imbal-
ance.” Studies by Daniel Guérin and Roderick Kedward fare no bet-
ter, offering a brief treatment of the Ukraine.”® Peter Marshall’s more
recent study by comparison is balanced. And yet, it allocates only 2
out of 41 chapters, totalling 33 pages out of 706, to the colonial and
postcolonial world.”

To describe this literature as strictly ‘Eurocentric’ would be mislead-
ing. Other than the coverage of the Ukraine, it ignores the colonial
regions of Eastern Europe, and its coverage of Western Europe and its
offshoots is oddly incomplete, with cases like Ireland omitted.” Such a
narrow and unrepresentative selection of cases has resulted in a flawed
assessment of the history of anarchism and syndicalism. It posits, for
instance, the thesis of Spanish exceptionalism, that is the notion that
anarchism in Spain “became a mass movement...to an extent that it
never did elsewhere”.?! Supposedly, Spain was “the only country in the
20th Century where Anarcho-communism and Anarcho-syndicalism

% Woodcock, Anarchism: a history of libertarian ideas and movements, 401-403.

% James Joll, The Anarchists, London: Methuen and Co., 1964, 175, 184-188, 217,
221-223, 239.

# Daniel Guérin, Anarchism: from theory to practice, New York: Monthly Review
Press, 1970, 98-101; Roderick Kedward, The Anarchists: the men who shocked an era,
London/New York: Library of the Twentieth Century, 1971, 81-83.

¥ Peter Marshall, Demanding the Impossible: a history of anarchism, London: Fon-
tana Press, 1994, 473-475, 504-535.

% The Portuguese movement, which dominated that country’s labour movement,
is also strikingly absent. See Bernhard Bayerlein and Marcel van der Linden, “Rev-
olutionary Syndicalism in Portugal”, in Marcel van der Linden and Wayne Thorpe
(eds.), Revolutionary Syndicalism: an international perspective, Otterup/Aldershot:
Scolar/Gower Publishing Company, 1990, 160-164. Likewise, Australia, Canada, New
Zealand and Scotland are routinely ignored. Contra. “Spanish exceptionalism”, the
case can also be made that anarchism and syndicalism were “adopted extensively
as revolutionary theories and practices” and a real “mass movement” in France and
the Netherlands (in both, the main labour centres were, for a time, revolutionary
syndicalist) and Britain, Germany and above all, Italy (in all three anarchism and
syndicalism were a powerful minority tradition with mass support): see van der Walt
and Schmidt, pp. 271-295.

3 Joll, 224.
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were adopted extensively as revolutionary theories and practices”.*”
Another problematic conclusion either explicit or implicit in this lit-
erature is that “anarchism has rarely taken root in “Third World’, colo-
nial territories”, with the possible exception of Korea.”

Such claims only make sense if the history of anarchism and syndi-
calism in most of the world is elided. “[T]he truth is”, as Jason Adams
astutely notes, “that anarchism has primarily been a movement of the
most exploited regions and peoples of the world”.** In other words, the
history of anarchism and syndicalism mainly took place in the ‘East’
and the ‘South’, not in the ‘North’ and the ‘West’.*> Latin America and
Asia, for example, provide many examples of powerful and influential
anarchist and syndicalist movements, some of which rivalled that of
Spain in importance. Similarly, Asia, Africa, the Caribbean and East-
ern Europe (and Ireland) provide ample evidence of movements oper-
ating in colonial situations, as well as in postcolonial contexts.

Argentina, Geoftroy de Laforcade’s contribution to this collection,
is an instructive case. As de Laforcade demonstrates, Argentina pos-
sessed a vibrant and deeply embedded movement by the turn of the
century. It is worth noting that Argentine anarchism stretches back to
the days of the First International, and that the great Bakunin-Marx
debate resonated locally at that time. The precocious development of
anarchism in Argentina stemmed from massive proletarian immigra-
tion, the formation of transnational activist networks, and the diffusion
of a radical press. As in other parts of Latin America these processes
combined to produce a movement that would span continents.

Anarchism and syndicalism in Argentina spread rapidly in the bur-
geoning working-class neighbourhoods and workplaces in Buenos
Aires, the nation’s capital and chief port. By the turn of the century,
Buenos Aires was (with Paterson in the United States) one of the
world’s two great anarchist publishing centres, and Argentina became

2 M.M. Breitbart, “Spanish Anarchism: an introductory essay”, Antipode: a radical
journal of geography 10/11: 3/1, 1979, 1. Also see Marshall, 453.

3 John Crump, “Anarchism and Nationalism in East Asia”, Anarchist Studies, 4:1,
1996, 45-64, 60-61.

** See Jason Adams, Non-Western Anarchisms: Rethinking the Global Context,
Johannesburg: Zabalaza Books, n.d. [2003], 2-4.

% A point previously made in Lucien van der Walt, 2007, “Anarchism and Syn-
dicalism in South Africa, 1904-1921: rethinking the history of labour and the left”,
Ph.D., University of the Witwatersrand, Ch. 2; van der Walt and Schmidt, Chs. 1, 9.
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the only country to sustain to two anarchist dailies.*® The Argentine
labour movement reflected the influence of syndicalism. Shortly after
it was founded in 1901, the Regional Workers’ Federation of Argen-
tina (Federacion obrera regional argentina, FORA) adopted the ideal of
“anarchist-communism” at its fifth congress. The FORA would remain
Argentina’s dominant labour federation for the next decade.

Anarchist influence in Argentina, as de Laforcade shows, extended
beyond FORA to include Catholic unions and the rival General Union
of Labour (Unién general de trabajadores, or UGT). The UGT evolved
into a syndicalist Regional Workers’ Confederation of Argentina
(CORA), which merged with FORA at its ninth congress in 1915. This
precipitated a split between a self-described ‘anarchist’” wing (identi-
fying with the positions of fifth congress of 1905, the FORA-V) and
a ‘syndicalist’” wing aligned to the 1915 merger congress (the ninth,
which adopted more pragmatic positions, thus FORA-IX). The two
FORAs grew into the 1920s, with around 250,000 members at their
height, and no significant rival centres.”” Analyses that downplay the
anarchist influence in Argentina overlook the striking fact that the
main split in the union movement was between rivals located within
a shared, broad, anarchist tradition.”® In the Argentine context, Marx-
ism—represented by the tiny, moderate local Socialist Party—paled in
comparison to the influence of the libertarian movement.*

Argentina was by no means an exceptional case of an anarchist
“mass movement” in Latin America. In Cuba, anarchism emerged
in the 1870s, and “dominated leadership positions in the incipient
labour movement” from the 1880s, as Kirk Shaffer notes in his study
for this collection. In fact anarchist hegemony persisted for nearly five
decades, spanning the Workers’ Circle (1885), the Workers™ Alliance
(formed 1887), the syndicalist Cuban Labour Federation (CTC, 1895),

* Yaacov Oved, “The Uniqueness of Anarchism in Argentina”, Estudios Interdisci-
plinarois de America Latina y el Caribe, 8: 1, 1997, 63-76, 69.

7 For data, see inter alia, Thorpe, 313 note 13 and Ruth Thompson, “Argentine
Syndicalism: reformism before revolution”, in van der Linden and Thorpe (eds.),
173-174.

* For example, Ruth Thompson, “The Limitations of Ideology in the early Argen-
tinean Labour Movement: anarchism in the trade unions, 1890-1920”, Journal of
Latin American Studies, 16, 1984, 81-99.

¥ On the party, see inter alia G.D.H. Cole, The Second International, 1889-1914.
London/New York: Macmillan/St Martin’s Press, 1956, 825-833; Jeremy Adelman,
“Socialism and Democracy in Argentina in the Age of the Second International”, His-
panic American Historical Review, 1992, 72: 2, 211-238.
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the Labour Federation of Havana (1921), and the National Confedera-
tion of Cuban Workers (Confederaciéon Nacional de Obreros Cubanos,
CNOGC, 1925), the latter claiming 200,000 workers.* Yet this history
has long been obscured, according to Shaffer, by accounts that excised
anarchists or misrepresented them as Marxists."’ Both the Argentine
and Cuban cases reflect the larger Latin American pattern: substan-
tial Marxist movements simply did not exist before the mid-1920s,*
and labour movements were commonly identified with anarchism and
syndicalism throughout the rise and fall of the First International and
the Socialist (so-called ‘Second’) International (1889).

Ediline Toledo and Luigi Biondi’s chapter on Brazil, likewise dem-
onstrates the “diffuse sympathy” anarchism registered among workers
in expanding centres like Sao Paulo. The syndicalist Confederation of
Brazilian Workers (COB, 1906) also dominated the union movement.
The COB had between 100,000 and 125,000 members in Rio de Janeiro
alone by mid-1919, while the moderate socialists were marginalised
and isolated. Anarchists in Mexico, also examined by Shaffer, played
a leading role in the unions from the days of the General Congress
of Mexican Workers, formed in 1876. The syndicalist federation, the
House of the World Worker (Casa del Obrero Mundial, COM or
Casa) formed in 1912, was the main labour centre in the 1910s, with
150,000 members.* In 1921, COM was reorganised as the General
Confederation of Labour (Confederacion General de Trabajadores, or
CGT), which brought in the Mexican section of the syndicalist Indus-
trial Workers of the World (the IWW, or Wobblies), peaking at 80,000
in 1928-1929.*

" See Frank Fernandez, Cuban Anarchism: the history of a movement, Tucson, Ari-
zona: See Sharp Press, 2001, 39-59; Kirk Shaffer, “Purifying the Environment for the
Coming New Dawn: anarchism and counter-cultural politics in Cuba, 1898-1925”,
Ph.D. diss., University of Kansas, 1998.

41 Shaffer, vii, 2.

2 Manuel Caballero, Latin America and the Comintern, 1919-1943, Cambridge,
London, New York, New Rochelle, Melbourne, Sydney: Cambridge University Press,
1986, 8-9; Julio Godio, El movimiento obrero de américa latina, 18501918, Bogota:
Ediciones Tercer Mundo, 1978; Ricardo Melgar Bao, El movimiento obrero latinoame-
ricano: historia de una clase subaltern, Madrid: Alianza Editorial, 1988.

* John Hart, “Revolutionary Syndicalism in Mexico”, in van der Linden and
Thorpe (eds.), 194, 197.

* John Hart, Anarchism and the Mexican Working Class, 1860-1931, Austin: Texas
University Press, 1978, 156; Hart, “Revolutionary Syndicalism in Mexico”, 200-201.
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Anarchism and syndicalism similarly exercised a preponderant
influence over labour movements in Latin America’s less developed
countries. Steven Hirsch’s chapter on Peru demonstrates that anar-
chists and syndicalists were the dominant force in the labour move-
ment for the first three decades of the 20th century. They organised the
principal labour unions in Lima-Callao such as the Workers’ Regional
Federation of Peru (FORP, 1913, 1919) and the Workers’ Federation of
Lima (FOL, 1921) and in the provinces. Peru’s organised labour move-
ment had contact with FORA and the anarcho-syndicalist dominated
union movement in Chile.* Syndicalism was also a significant force
in Paraguay, Uruguay, Bolivia, and Ecuador, and visible in Costa Rica,
Venezuela, Puerto Rico and Panama. In Puerto Rico, for example, as
Shaffer shows, anarchists were a vocal dissident minority in the Free
Federation of Workers (Federacion Libre de Trabajadores, or FLT).

African, Asian and European cases

The movement in Africa never attained the influence it had in Latin
America, not least because of the late onset of industrialisation and
proletarianisation. Yet, as in the Latin American case, the movement
emerged in the areas most closely linked to global processes of capi-
tal accumulation and imperial penetration: southern Africa, and the
Mediterranean perimeter of North Africa. Anthony Gorman’s chap-
ter on Egypt and Lucien van der Walt’s contribution on South Africa
highlight two relatively unknown but highly significant movements,
operating at different ends of the diverse continent.

The movement in Egypt emerged along with that elsewhere, and
represented in the First International in 1876. It drew much of its early
support from the skilled Europeans hired to work on the state’s great
modernisation projects—most notably the Suez Canal—although it
aimed to organise across the barriers of culture and class. Gorman
shows that the movement eventually expanded beyond its original
immigrant, mainly Italian, nucleus to include Arabic-speaking Egyp-
tians, as well as local Greeks and Jews. This shift was linked to the

% See Peter Deshazo, Urban Workers and Labour Unions in Chile 1902-1927,
Madison: Univ. of Wisconsin Press, 1983, and Sergio Grez Toso, Los anarquistas y el
movimiento obrero: La alborada de “la idea” en Chile, 1893-1915, Santiago de Chile:
LOM Ediciones, 2007.
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rise of syndicalist unions and “resistance leagues” in the expanding
industrial sector around the turn of the century.

Anarchist activities in South Africa date from the 1880s when the
opening of great mines helped launch an industrial revolution. How-
ever, the greatest influence of anarchism and syndicalism came after
the turn of the century, when Britain had conquered the region and
created thereafter the Union of South Africa in 1910. By the end of
that decade, a substantial bloc of syndicalist unions had emerged in
manufacturing and services—most of these unions were initiated by
white radicals, but their base was mainly among people of colour. The
most notable was the Industrial Workers of Africa. It was through
such structures that pioneering white militants like Scots immigrant
Andrew Dunbar (1879-1964) recruited Africans like T.W. Thibedi
(1888-1960), and Indians like Bernard L.E. Sigamoney (1888-1963).

The overall membership of the South African syndicalist unions
probably did not exceed 4,000 workers countrywide in the late 1910s,
as compared to roughly 47,000 in the South African Industrial Fede-
ration (SAIF, 1914), and 6,000 in the Cape Federation of Labour
(1913). It must, however, be noted that these syndicalist unions were
some of the very first unions among people of colour, who were largely
excluded from the two big federations.

In both African cases, the anarchists and syndicalists did not actu-
ally establish union federations linking the unions they led or initiated.
They played a role—a minority one—in the leadership of more ortho-
dox union centres that emerged from the 1910s: the General Confed-
eration of Labour (Confédération Générale du Travail, CGT, or Ittihad
al-nigabat al-‘am) formed in Egypt in 1921, and the Cape Federation
of Labour and the SAIF, respectively.

In Central Asia, anarchists could be found across the (ex-)Rus-
sian and Ottoman territories, with adherents amongst Arabs, Turks
and national minorities.*® In South Asia, anarchism influenced Ben-
gali extremists of the early 1900s, the Ghadar Party in the 1910s and

6 See Ilham Khuri-Makdisi, “Levantine Trajectories: the formulation and dissemi-
nation of radical ideas in and between Beirut, Cairo and Alexandria, 1860-1914”,
Ph.D. diss., Harvard University, 2003; Max Nettlau, A Short History of Anarchism,
London: Freedom Press, [1934] 1996, ch. 16; Mece Tungay and Erik Jan Ziircher
(eds.), Socialism and Nationalism in the Ottoman Empire, 1876-1923, London, New
York/Amsterdam: British Academic Press imprint of I.B. Tauris Publishers/Interna-
tional Institute of Social History, 1994.
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the Hindustan Republican Socialist Association in the 1920s.*” It was,
however, in East Asia that anarchism and syndicalism were most
prominent.

In East Asia, Dirlik notes, anarchism became the “the dominant
ideology” during the first two decades of the 20th century. Pioneer-
ing union efforts in the Philippines were followed by more durable
and sophisticated movements not just in imperial Japan, but in China,
Korea and Vietnam,” as well as Taiwan and British Malaya (now
Malaysia). Dirlik’s chapter provides a partial overview of the East Asian
movement, where immersion “in the burgeoning labour movement”
was often an important focus. In China the anarchists played a lead-
ing role in unions in the major urban centres.*” Anarchists founded
the first modern unions, with around forty anarchist-led unions in the
Canton area alone by 1921, and “anarchist domination” of the unions
in Canton and Hunan into the mid-1920s.%

While the East Asian movement tended to develop late by European
standards, its peak—the late 1910s into the early 1930s—overlapped
quite closely with other movements in the colonial and postcolonial
world. Dongyoun Hwang’s chapter on Korea shows the movement
belatedly emerged in the 1920s, and its key period spanned the 1920s
and 1930s. Despite concerted efforts to establish anarchist organi-
sations in Korea, Japanese colonial police thwarted these efforts by
repeated “prompt and brutal suppression”. Korean anarchists had
more success in the border areas and in China and Japan. Syndicalism
was influential—although repression in Korea meant that the most
successful Korean syndicalist initiatives occurred among Korean work-
ers in Japan.

As the preceding discussion of the colonial and postcolonial world
suggests, the “great age of the anarchists” certainly did not come

% On India/Pakistan, see Harish K. Puri, Ghadar Movement: ideology, organiza-
tion and strategy, Amritsar: Guru Nanak Dev University Press, 1983, esp. ch. 2, and
Jitendra Nath Sengal, Bhagat Singh: a biography, Gurgaon: Hope India Publications,
[1931] 2006, esp. ch. 11.

# On Vietnam, see Hue-Tam Ho Tai, Radicalism and the Origins of the Vietnamese
Revolution, Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1992, esp. ch. 2. On the Philippines,
see Anderson.

4 Dirlik, Anarchism in the Chinese Revolution, 15, 27, 128, 170, 290; Arif Dirlik, The
Origins of Chinese Communism, Oxford, New York: Oxford University Press, 1989,
214-215

* Dirlik, Anarchism in the Chinese Revolution, 15, 27, 170; Dirlik, The Origins of
Chinese Communism, 214-215.
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to a close in 1914.%' The studies in this volume point to a different
chronology.

Like the famed National Confederation of Labour in Spain (Con-
federacion nacional del trabajo, or CNT, 1910), the FORAs, FORP,
CNOC, and COM (and its successor the Mexican CGT), along with
Chinese, Korean, Egyptian, and South African syndicalist organisa-
tions, grew rapidly throughout the 1910s, into the 1920s, and often,
beyond.”* This trajectory is also evident in the story of the Irish Trans-
port and General Workers Union (ITGWU), linked to the Irish Trade
Union Congress, which is discussed in Emmet O’Connor’s contribu-
tion on Ireland. Anarchism emerged in Ireland as early as 1885.% Three
decades later, deeply influenced by syndicalism, the ITGWU exploded
from 20,000 in 1913 to 120,000 by 1920.

Provincialising Spanish anarchism

By adopting a broader, global scope of comparison and eschewing a
traditional focus on the West, then, this volume challenges the validity
of the Spanish exceptionalism thesis. Anarchist and syndicalist influ-
ence among the working-classes and union movements in Argentina,
Brazil, and Cuba, was arguably as significant, if not more so, than in
Spain. The CNT at its zenith represented approximately half of Spain’s
union movement, whereas the FORAs, CTC, CNOC, COB and FORP
comprised a decisive and overwhelming majority of the organised
labour force in their respective countries.*

From a colonial and postcolonial world perspective, then, Spain’s
movement is only one important link in a chain of mass anarchist
and syndicalist movements. Barcelona, the “fiery rose” of Spanish
anarchism, likewise, must be seen as only one among many “impor-
tant red-and-black cities”.*> Anarchism and syndicalism found fertile
soil for its “fiery roses” to blossom as powerful movements in urban
centres across the globe, including Buenos Aires, Canton, Gulyai-
Pole, Havana, Hunan, Lima, Lisbon, Montevideo, Mexico City, Rio

51 Contra. Kedward, 5.

2 Van der Walt and Schmidt, 164-169.

* Fintan Lane, “The Emergence of Modern Irish Socialism 1885-1887”, in Red and
Black Revolution: a magazine of libertarian communism, 3, 1997, 20-21.

5 Van der Walt and Schmidt, 165, 274-275.

% Van der Walt and Schmidt, 291.
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de Janeiro, Sao Paulo, and Santiago; there were also budding move-
ments in centres like Alexandria, Cape Town, Dublin, Johannesburg,
and Beirut.

The class character of anarchism and syndicalism

Anarchism has long been stereotyped as a movement based on petty
bourgeois artisans and peasants, who, threatened by the modernizing
forces of industry and mechanization hanker for a pre-modern past.*
This interpretation has been propounded by Marxist activists and
scholars. Not surprisingly, they routinely portray anarchists as ‘reac-
tionary’ petty bourgeois types or occasionally as pre-political Tumpen-
proletarian’ socialists.”” Even syndicalists are often are characterised as
“workers in small industry and artisan crafts”, isolated from “medium
and large-scale industry”.”® Such claims naturally conduce to the sim-
ple conclusion that anarchism and syndicalism are anti-modern move-
ments. For some, this reinforces the teleological proposition that the
Marxists alone “always and everywhere represent the interest” of “the
proletariat” which “alone is a really revolutionary class”.”

Under close empirical analysis, the thesis of the petit bourgeois class
composition of anarchism and syndicalism assertion is difficult to sus-
tain. The largest organisations in the broad anarchist tradition were
the syndicalist unions. Studies drawn largely from the Western experi-
ence have demonstrated that the majority of workers in the syndical-
ist unions were unmistakably proletarian. These proletarians were not
limited to casual and seasonal labourers, like construction workers,
dockers, gas workers, and farm labourers; factory workers in light and

% See, for example, G.M. Stekloft, History of the First International, revised ed.,
London: Martin Lawrence, 1928, 312; E. Yaroslavsky, History of Anarchism in Russia,
London: Lawrence and Wishart, [? 1937], 26, 28, 41, 68-69; Eric Hobsbawm, Primi-
tive Rebels: studies in archaic forms of social movement in the 19th and 20th centuries,
third ed., Manchester: Manchester University Press, 1971; Hobsbawm, Revolutionar-
ies; Kedward, 24-26; also see Woodcock, 444-445.

57 Stekloft, 312; also see Nikolai Bukharin, The ABC of Communism. Michigan/
Toronto: University of Michigan Press/Ambassador Books, [1922] 1966, 77-78; Yaro-
slavsky, 26, 28, 41, 68-69.

% Astrogilda Pereira, quoted in E.A. Gordon, “Anarchism in Brazil: theory and
practice, 1890-1920”, Ph.D., Tulane University, 1978, 33; Maurice Zeitlin, Revolution-
ary Politics and the Cuban Working Class, New York: Harper & Row, 1970, 160-163.

** Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels, The Communist Manifesto. Chicago: Henry Reg-
nery Company, [1848] 1954, 34, 39-40.
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heavy industries, miners, and railway workers also constituted core
elements of the syndicalist unions.®

The studies in this collection generally bear out the proletarian
social base of anarchism and syndicalism. O’Connor’s chapter shows
that that syndicalism had a particular resonance among construc-
tion, metallurgical, mine, and transport workers, while at its height
in 1920, half its membership were farm workers." In Peru, Hirsch
points out that anarchism and syndicalism drew support largely from
semi-skilled factory, port, and railway workers.®> Mexican syndicalism,
likewise, had strong support from skilled workers in small plants, as
well as a mass base among factory workers, notably in textiles, and
miners.®’ In the case of Brazil, Toledo and Biondi’s study demonstrates
that anarchism and syndicalism garnered support from factory as well
as artisanal labour in Sao Paulo.** In Argentina, de Laforcade shows
that anarchist and syndicalist unions set down deep roots in the urban
working class, and in the expanding “ports to an extent never equalled
in any other sector of the economy”.

The African contributions to this volume also corroborate this
claim. In Egypt, Gorman shows, the majority of anarchists were ini-
tially skilled manual workers, but by the end of the 19th century the
movement shifted towards the “new working class, particularly ciga-
rette workers, printers and the employees of the new public utilities,
such as the tramways”. In South Africa, van der Walt notes, lead-
ing activists included blacksmiths, carpenters and teachers, but the
popular membership of syndicalist unions was primarily drawn from

® Larry Peterson, “The One Big Union in International Perspective: revolutionary
industrial unionism, 1900-1925”, in J.E. Cronin and C. Sirianni (eds.), Work, Commu-
nity and Power: the experience of labour in Europe and America, Philadelphia: Temple
University Press, 1983, 68-75; Marcel van der Linden and Wayne Thorpe, 1990, “The
Rise and Fall of Revolutionary Syndicalism”, in van der Linden and Thorpe (eds.),
7-12; van der Walt and Schmidt, ch. 9.

¢ This is in line with previous research, such as Joseph White, 1990, “Syndicalism
in a Mature Industrial Setting: the case of Britain”, in van der Linden and Thorpe
(eds.), 105-108.

2 Steven J. Hirsch, “The Anarcho-Syndicalist Roots of a Multi-Class Alliance:
organised labour and the Peruvian Aprista Party, 1900-1933”, Ph.D. diss., George
Washington University, 1997, 13, 15, 27, 30, 34, 47, 59, 169.

¢ Hart, “Revolutionary Syndicalism in Mexico”, 192-198.

¢ The claim that anarchism and syndicalism represented atavistic craft workers in
Brazil has long detracted from due recognition of their impact in the factories: see
Sheldon Leslie Maram, “Anarchists, Immigrants and the Brazilian Labour Movement,
1890-1920”, Ph.D., University of California, Santa Barbara, 1972, 98-100.
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semi-skilled and unskilled workers in manufacturing and services, like
dockers, tramway workers, clothing workers, and employees in food
and tobacco processing.

In short, this volume documents the industrial and service sector
composition of anarchism and syndicalism. In the colonial and post-
colonial world, it was precisely the sectors most closely associated with
capitalist globalisation and state modernisation that furnished the bulk
of anarchist and syndicalist activists. Most of the cases also indicate
a concerted attempt to develop support among rural wage workers:
this was particularly true in Argentina, Cuba, Ireland, Peru, and Puerto
Rico.

It is also important to note that peasant farmers were sometimes
targeted for recruitment and mobilization. In China, Dirlik notes,
anarchists were the first Leftist radicals to seriously consider the peas-
antry as a revolutionary force and to spearhead “the transmission of
the revolutionary movement to rural areas”. Dirlik points out Chi-
nese anarchists shared with Kropotkin a vision of the world, in which
industry and agriculture, town and country, would be harmoniously
integrated.

Efforts to organise the Mexican peasantry along anarchist and syn-
dicalist lines date back to the late 1860s.*> Subsequently, as Shaffer
shows, the anarchist Mexican Liberal Party (PLM) of Flores Magoén
organised armed revolts in Baja California (Mexico, 1911), and in
Texas (United States, 1915), which drew heavily on peasant support.
Building alliances between urban workers and rural peasants was
never easy. Deep divisions existed between Zapatista peasants and
COM’s urban-industrial worker base during the course of the Mexican
Revolution. In Peru, ethnic and regional tensions between indigenous
peasants in the countryside and mestizo workers in urban areas com-
plicated anarchist attempts to forge durable solidarity networks.

Successful peasant organisation and mobilization by anarchists,
clearly demonstrated the peasants’ revolutionary potential. The most
dramatic example comes from colonial Europe in the form of the
Makhnovischna (or Makhno movement) anarchist movement which
developed in the Ukraine from 1917—the subject of Aleksandr Shubin’s

% Hart, Anarchism and the Mexican Working Class, 1860-1931, 29, 32-42, 70-71,
47, 54, 81-82.
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contribution. Anarchist currents were influential in the Ukraine from
the 1880s, with Bakunin’s views of particular importance.*

The movement revived in the early 20th century. The eponymous
Nestor Ivanovich Makhno (1889-1934) came from a poor peasant
family, and was jailed in 1908 for anarchist activities. Working in
wage labour from his adolescence, he played an important role in the
unions of Gulyai-Pole, a small manufacturing town, after his release
in 1917.%

However, it was from the peasantry of the Ukraine—the richest
farming region in the Russian Empire, producing around 20 percent
of the world’s wheat by 1914—that the movement drew its big battal-
ions.® From 1917 the anarchists in the Ukraine organised the peasants
to expropriate land, and then form a largely peasant militia, the Revo-
lutionary Insurgent Army of the Ukraine, the following year. As the
Makhnovischna seized control of large sections of West Bank Ukraine,
they redistributed land and promoted cooperatives and a system of
councils.

The emphasis on peasant organisation and self-defence likewise can
be seen in the Korean case. Although Korean anarchists were active
in Seoul, Shanghai and Tokyo, Hwang points out, they joined Chi-
nese and Japanese anarchists in the Movement for Rural Self-Defence
Communities in Fujian Province in the 1920s. As a result, peasant
militias were formed to fight off bandit and Communist attacks. In
Kirin province in Manchuria, anarchist veteran Ha Ki Rak (1912-
1997) recorded, the anarchist general Kim Jao-jin (of the Korean Inde-
pendence Army, which controlled the area) sponsored the “Korean
People’s Association in Manchuria”. An anarchist aligned body it ran
education, services, military defence and cooperatives from 1929 to
1932 in an area with an estimated population of two million.* Ha
characterised Kim as the “Korean Makhno”, and suggested this “Kirin

% See Serge Cipko, “Mikhail Bakunin and the National Question”, The Raven, 3:
1, 1990, 3-14; J.P. Himka, “Young Radicals and Independent Statehood: the idea of
a Ukrainian nation-state, 1890-1895”, Slavic Review, 41: 2, 1982, 219-221, 223-224,
227-229.

¢ Alexandre Skirda, Nestor Makhno: Anarchy’s Cossack: the struggle for free soviets
in the Ukraine 1917-1921, Edinburgh, San Francisco: AK Press, [1982] 2003, 35-36.

% Colin M. Darch, “The Makhnovischna, 1917-1921: ideology, nationalism, and
peasant insurgency in early twentieth century Ukraine”, Ph.D., University of Bradford,
1994, 136, 138-139.

% See Ha Ki Rak, A History of Korean Anarchist Movement {sic.}. Taegu: Anarchist
Publishing Committee, 1986, 69-96.
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Revolution” compared favourably to the Makhnovischna revolution in
the Ukraine from 1918 to 1921.

Anarchism, syndicalism, and transnational networks

A salient feature of anarchism and syndicalism was the pivotal impor-
tance of transnational networks in constituting the movement. Com-
prised of formal and informal structures, these networks facilitated
doctrinal diffusion, financial flows, transmission of information and
symbolic practices, and acts of solidarity. Anarchist networks, as a key
recent study has shown, were often built upon migratory diasporas
and were reinforced by the movement’s press and the travels of major
activists.”” It might be added that were also connected by linked shared
campaigns (such as the international protests against the execution
of anarchist educator Francesco Ferrer i Guardia, 1859-1909), and
common rituals like May Day (originating as a commemoration of
American anarchists executed in 1887 after the struggle for the eight-
hour day).

The papers in this collection, therefore, seek to balance a national
case study approach with careful attention to the role transnational
processes played in the development of anarchism and syndicalism.
Shaffer’s study illustrates the merits of paying close attention to the
transnational dimension. He delineates two different anarchist and
syndicalist networks encompassing the Caribbean, Mexico and south-
ern US. One network linked Cuba, Panama, Puerto Rico, and the US.
Its hub was in Havana from whence came ;Tierra! (‘Land!’), the anar-
chist weekly. ;Tierra! would be instrumental in the coordination of
a cirum-Caribbean anarchist movement. The other, overlapping net-
work discussed by Shaffer connected Mexico and the US Southwest.
Here, the PLM paper Regeneracion and the cross-border organising of
the IWW played central roles. Political exile and economic migration
also contributed to reinforcing the networks as radicals and workers

70 Davide Turcato, “Italian Anarchism as a Transnational Movement, 1885-1915”,
International Review of Social History, 52: 3, 2007, 412-416; For an analysis of the
impact of mass immigration, itinerant anarchist militants, and the transnational anar-
chist press on the development of Argentine anarchism, see José C. Moya, Cousins and
Strangers: Spanish Immigrants in Buenos Aires, 1850-1930, Los Angeles, University of
California Press, 1998, especially 307-317.
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circulated widely between jobs and temporary sanctuaries throughout
the Caribbean, the US and Mexico.

The diffusion of anarchism in East Asia likewise was fuelled by trans-
national and translocal connections. Dirlik stresses the importance of
translocal ties in linking revolutionaries across Asia (and also beyond
Asia), with the networks not only diffusing ideas but also reshaping
them locally. Imperial Paris was important to East Asian anarchism,
but imperial Tokyo was undoubtedly the central “location for radi-
cal education and activity that is quite reminiscent of the role played
by London for radicals in Europe”, drawing in students and radicals
from across Asia, spreading nationalism, anarchism and later Marx-
ism. Dirlik stresses in his chapter that the anarchism encountered by
Chinese radicals “in the early part of the 20th century was already a
product of global circulation, having spilled out of Europe into loca-
tions across Asia, Africa and Latin America”. It was adapted to local
circumstances and demands (as Toledo and Biondi also note of Brazil,
and as Shaffer notes of Cuba) but if “native experiences shaped the
translation of anarchism into local idiom, the very act of translation
transformed the local idiom as well”.

As indicated earlier, anarchism and syndicalism emerged within the
circuits and centres of imperialism, industrial capitalism, and state for-
mation, including its labour mobilisations and communications rev-
olution. As concrete examples, the opening of the Suez (1869) and
Panama (1914) canals is very much part of the story of anarchism: the
workforce recruited to the former helped launch Egyptian anarchism,
as Gorman suggests, and the workforce recruited to the latter spread
the movement to the isthmus of the Americas, as Shaffer notes. In
Egypt, this contributed to the development of a network linking Egypt,
Greece, Lebanon, Palestine, Tunis and Turkey, as well as the major
centres in Europe and the Americas, “based on personal recommenda-
tion and shared ideological vision”.

Likewise, as van der Walt argues, anarchism and syndicalism came
to South Africa in the wake of an industrial revolution financed by
European capitalists and hastened by British imperial expansion.
British-born immigrants—workers and soldiers—played a key role
in fostering the movement. The first organised activity dated to 1881,
in Port Elizabeth. Links between South Africa and Britain, especially
Scotland—via the radical press, migration, and visits—networked mili-
tants in imperial Europe and colonial Africa, with Scotch radicals from
the Clydeside factories decisive in introducing the IWW, including the
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variant associated with Daniel De Leon (1852-1914). Thus, the IWW,
formed in Chicago with influences from Paris, spread via Detroit into
Glasgow, and from there into Cape Town, Durban, Kimberley, Preto-
ria and Johannesburg.

Language and ethnic diasporas clearly played an important role in
such transnational networks. This can also be seen among the Chinese
anarchists who were active in Cuba, France, the United States, Japan,
and British Malaya.”! Language and a shared press—notably papers
like Pingdeng (“Equality”)—helped establish the transnational Chinese
anarchist network and foster a shared class struggle.”” It was the Chi-
nese anarchists who launched the Malaysian trade unions.” The Ital-
ians played a similar role. Indeed, a great deal of the history of Italian
anarchism took place outside of Italy. Biondi and Toledo point out
there were more Italian-language anarchist periodicals in Brazil than
Portuguese ones.

While this might seem a recipe for ethnic insularity, the medium
should not be confused with the message. The Italian anarchists were
certainly connected by common origins, language and culture but
were defined by their anti-nationalist and “cosmopolitan global move-
ment opposed to all borders”.”* In the Western Hemisphere anarchist
networks, as Shaffer suggests, arose from “language facilitated network
connections” amongst a range of Spanish-speaking nationalities across
a range of countries and communities.

Hwang’s work makes a similar point, showing that Korean anar-
chism cannot be reduced to anarchism within Korea proper. It was
a regional movement active across East Asia, linked by a common
press and it operated in a cosmopolitan context.”” Thus, Korean anar-
chism first emerged in China and Japan, and was always located in a

71 On Cuba, see Jane Mee Wong, “Pingshe: retrieving an Asian American anarchist
tradition”, Amerasia Journal, 34: 1, 2008, 143, 148-149; On Malaya, see C.F. Yong, “Ori-
gins and Development of the Malayan Communist Movement, 1919-1930”, Modern
Asian Studies, 25: 4, 1991, 625-648.

7> For instance, see Wong, 135-139.

7 Datuk Khoo Kay Kim and Ranjit Singh Malhl, “Malaysia: Chinese anarchists
started trade unions”, The Sunday Star, 12 September 1993.

74 Turcato, 416; See also Donna R. Gabaccia and Fraser M. Ottanelli (eds.), Ital-
ian Workers of the World: Labour Migration and the Formation of Multiethnic States,
Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 2001, chs. 3, 5, 7.

7> For more on this, see also Dongyoun Hwang, “Beyond Independence: the Korean
anarchist press in China and Japan in the 1920s and 1930s”, Asian Studies Review, 31:
1, 2007, 3-23.
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cosmopolitan milieu characterised by transnational linkages and activi-
ties. There were many examples of joint Chinese, Japanese and Korean
anarchist cooperation in the 1920s. Notable initiatives included coop-
eration in the radical Lida College in China, peasant organising in
Fujian Province, and the founding in 1927, in Nanjing, of the Eastern
Anarchist League (Mujeongbu juui dongbang yeonmaeng) by Chinese,
Indian, Japanese, Korean, Taiwanese, and Vietnamese delegates.

The concept of “informal internationalism” helps explain the simul-
taneous emergence of anarchism in Europe, Latin America and North
Africa from the late 1860s and 1870s previously alluded to in this
introduction.” The First International provided the womb in which
the anarchist movement emerged, but the formal meetings of the
International, its press, and its debates were located within the body of
a dynamic global working class and peasant network. Anarchism had
an organised presence in Argentina, Cuba, Egypt and Mexico from the
1870s, followed by Ireland, South Africa and Ukraine in the 1880s. The
first anarchist-led, syndicalist, unions outside of Spain (the Spanish
Regional Workers’ Federation, 1870) and the USA (the Central Labour
Union, 1884) were Mexico’s General Congress of Mexican Workers
(1876) and Cuba’s Workers’ Circle (1887). These were the immediate
ancestors of the better known syndicalist unions that emerged globally
from the 1890s onwards.”

To put it another way, anarchism was not a West European doc-
trine that diffused outwards, perfectly formed, to a passive ‘periphery’.”®
Rather, the movement emerged simultaneously and transnationally,
created by interlinked activists on three continents—a pattern of inter-
connection, exchange and sharing, rooted in “informal international-
ism”, which would persist into the 1940s and beyond.

Nor were these linkages only informal. Besides the First Interna-
tional, and the Eastern Anarchist League, we can adduce transnational
bodies like the Anti-Authoritarian International (or “Black Interna-

’¢ Constance Bantman points to this process when she notes that many of the key
themes in ‘French’ syndicalism were derived from informal international collabo-
rations from the First International onwards, and inspired by developments in US,
Australian and British unions: Constance Bantman, “Internationalism without an
International? Cross-channel anarchist networks, 1880-1914”, Revue Belge de Philolo-
gie et D’Histoire, 84: 4, 2006, 961-981, 974-979.

77 yan der Walt and Schmidt, 16, 153-158.

8 We refer here to the “European diffusion” model of history, as noted in Barbara
Weinstein, “History without a Cause? Grand narratives, world history, and the post-
colonial dilemma”, International Review of Social History, 50: 1, 71-93.
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tional”, 1881), of which the American Central Labour Union, and
the Mexican General Congress of Mexican Workers, were the larg-
est affiliates, and the syndicalist International Workers Association
(1922), with its powerful Latin American wing, the American Con-
tinental Workers’ Association (Asociacion Continental Americana de
Trabajadores, ACAT, 1929).

To speak of discrete ‘Northern” and ‘Southern’ anarchist and syn-
dicalist movements, then, would be misleading and inaccurate. The
networks discussed in this section straddled the colonial, postcolo-
nial, and imperial countries, linking for example, radicals in Mexico
and the US, in Cuba and Spain, South Africa and Britain, and Korea
and Japan. The movement, in short, was not just internationalist in
principle and imagination, but global in its creation, organisation,
reach and aspirations. At the same time, it did not deny the exis-
tence of nationality but rather it sought to reconcile nationality with
internationalism.

Race, nation and imperialism

The question of how anarchism and syndicalism approached issues of
nationality, race, and imperial power is one that has received surpris-
ingly little attention in the literature. Yet the anarchist and syndicalist
movements were ascendant in a period marked by the first modern
globalization and empire-building. The way in which the anarchist and
syndicalist movement engaged with divisions within the international
working class and peasantry, and the impact of imperial power on dif-
ferent parts of the globe, in this particular context, remains strikingly
under-examined in the existing literature.

The standard texts on anarchism and syndicalism pay scant atten-
tion to how these confronted imperialism and the national question, or
how their history was shaped by the inescapable presence of empires.
The works of Joll, Woodcock, and Marshall, for example, studiously
avoid an analysis of how anarchists and syndicalists grappled with
racial and national divisions in the popular classes.

The issue of how anarchism and syndicalism engaged with anti-
imperialist struggles is also given short shrift in these texts. Conven-
tional treatments, focussed on Spanish anarchism, tend to gloss over
not only regional and ethnic divisions within the CNT, but the Span-
ish empire itself. Their examinations of the Makhnovischna scarcely
note that the movement was operating in a territory long subject to
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Poland and Russia (and briefly, Germany), emerged in the context of
the massive wave of independence struggles then sweeping Central
and Eastern Europe, and competed (and sometimes cooperated) with
Ukrainian nationalists.”” Daniel Guérin’s work at least takes up the
issue of when and why anarchist luminary Bakunin supported inde-
pendence struggles, but neglects to carry this through into his discus-
sion of the Makhnovischna.®® Marshall’s analysis of Asian and Latin
American movements correctly notes their anti-imperialism, but elides
what this entailed.®

It is understandable, then, that there is a fairly widespread notion
that historical anarchism and syndicalism were conspicuously absent
from anti-imperialist struggles—a view found even among some con-
temporary self-described anarchists. For some, this supposed absence
is evidence of anarchism’s commendable ethical universalism, and
its rejection of arbitrary social divisions.** For others, by contrast, it
purportedly demonstrates a deplorable Eurocentrism that apparently
ensured anarchism had “almost nothing to do with the anti-colonial
struggles that defined revolutionary politics in this century”.®

However, both of these academic and polemical literatures are deeply
flawed: they ignore the depth and breadth of anarchist and syndicalist
anti-imperialism. There is a small but valuable scholarly corpus that
rather more effectively addresses the relationship between anarchism
and syndicalism, on the one hand, and the national question, on the
other although it is schematic and often Eurocentric.*

7 For instance, Joll, 184-188.

8 Guérin, 67-69, 98-101.

81 Marshall, Demanding the Impossible: a history of anarchism, 561-598.

82 Murray Bookchin argued that historical anarchism rejected nationalism, region-
alism and ‘nationality’ as inherently authoritarian and parochial, advising contempo-
raries to look askance at national liberation struggles: Murray Bookchin, “Nationalism
and the National Question”, Society and Nature, 2: 2, 1994, 8-36.

8 Christopher Day, The Historical Failure of Anarchism: implications for the future
of the revolutionary project, Chicago: Kasama Essays for Discussion, [1996] 2009,
5; also see Lorenzo Kom’boa Ervin, Anarchism and the Black Revolution and Other
Essays, Philadelphia: Monkeywrench Press and the Worker Self-Education Founda-
tion of the Industrial Workers of the World, 1994, 3-6, 21, 23 (but cf. 123).

8 This literature dealing specifically with this issue is very limited and often sche-
matic (certainly by contrast with the extensive work on Marxism and the national
question), and almost entirely focused on western Europe: key works include Jean
Caroline Cahm, “Bakunin”, in Eric Cahm and Vladimir Claude FiSera (eds.), Socialism
and Nationalism, Nottingham: Spokesman, 1978; Jean Caroline Cahm, “Kropotkin
and the Anarchist Movement”, in Cahm and FiSera (eds.); Michael Forman, Nation-
alism and the International Labour Movement: the idea of the nation in socialist and
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In general, it emphasizes that Bakunin and Kropotkin subscribed to
the principle of “respect for humanity” based on “the recognition of
human right and human dignity in every man, of whatever race” or
“colour”.® For Bakunin anarchism implied a “multi-national, multi-
racial” and “world-wide” working people’s organisation dedicated to
a class-based libertarian revolution.*® A recent study on anarchism in
Western Europe also found that from “its very inception” it rejected
xenophobia in favour of international unity, anti-militarism and anti-
colonialism.*” With respect to “Syndicalist movements”, Marcel van
der Linden observed that they “probably belonged to those parts of

the international labour movement which were the least sensitive to

racism”.%®

The few extant analyses of anarchist and syndicalist engagements
with racial and national divisions in the colonial and postcolonial
world also offer important insights.*” In general, they underscore an
active opposition to prejudice and oppression. In late 19th century
Cuba, for example, the anarchist Workers’ Circle was the “first work-
ing-class association...that was explicitly antiracist and antinational-
ist”, and organised across racial lines, “fostering class consciousness
and helping to eradicate the cleavages of race and ethnicity”.”® Its

anarchist theory. Pennsylvania: Pennsylvania State University Press, 1998; M. Grauer,
“Anarcho-Nationalism: anarchist attitudes towards Jewish nationalism and Zionism”,
Modern Judaism, 14: 1, 1994, 1-19; Rob Knowles, “Anarchist Notions of National-
ism and Patriotism”, edited by J. Zizek and C. Leitz (eds.), Writing Europe’s Pasts:
proceedings of the thirteenth biennial conference of the Australasian Association for
European History, Auckland, New Zealand: Australian Humanities Press, Unley, 2001,
277-286; Carl Levy, 2004, “Anarchism, Internationalism and Nationalism in Europe,
1860-1939”, Australian Journal of Politics and History, 50: 3, 330-342. Also see Cipko,
3-14. For a more global approach, see van der Walt and Schmidt, ch. 10.

8 Mikhail Bakunin, “Federalism, Socialism, Anti-Theologism”, in Sam Dolgoff
(ed.), Bakunin on Anarchy: Selected Works by the Activist-Founder of World Anar-
chism, London: George Allen and Unwin, [1867] 1971, 147.

% Bakunin, “The Programme of the International Brotherhood”, in Sam Dolgoff
(ed.), Bakunin on Anarchy: Selected Works by the Activist-Founder of World Anar-
chism, London: George Allen and Unwin, [1872] 1971,

174, emphasis in the original; Mikhail Bakunin, Statism and Anarchy: Cambridge
University Press, [1873] 1990, 45.

8 Bantman, 961, 964.

8 Marcel van der Linden, “Second Thoughts on Revolutionary Syndicalism”, key-
note address at Syndicalism: Swedish and International Historical Experiences, Stock-
holm University, Sweden, March 13-14, 1998, 15

% For a summary, see van der Walt and Schmidt, ch. 10.

% Joan Casanovas, “Labour and Colonialism in Cuba in the Second Half of the
Nineteenth-Century”, Ph.D., State University of New York, 1994, 8, 302-303.
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successor, the Workers’ Alliance, “eroded racial barriers as no union
had done before in Cuba”, and sought to combat racial discrimination
by employers and the state.”® In Brazil, labour activists “inspired by the
egalitarian doctrines of socialism, anarchism and anarcho-syndicalism”
struggled to forge an interracial labour movement, uniting native-born
and immigrant workers, and black and white, with explicit appeals to
Afro-Brazilians.”

Similarly, anarchists and syndicalists in Peru explicitly rejected doc-
trines of inherent racial inequality, championed the cause of indigenous
emancipation, and developed a significant presence among Indian peas-
ants and mine workers.”? Nevertheless, positivist philosophical influ-
ences also shaped the movement’s attitudes toward native Peruvians
inasmuch as it tended to see their Westernisation as progressive.” In
Mexico the movement struggled against the “wage disparity between
Mexicans and North Americans”, and “discriminatory practices by
foreign managers”.”> The PLM also adopted an anti-racist posture. It
claimed that racial and national prejudices were “managed by the capi-
talists and tyrants” to make “impossible the union of all nations who
are separately fighting to free themselves from Capital”.*®

Supplementing the abovementioned literature, the papers in this
volume shed additional light on the movement’s relationship to the
national question, demonstrating that a radical and subversive anti-

1 Joan Casanovas, “Labour and Colonialism in Cuba”, 366, 367, 381, 393-4; Joan
Casanovas, 1995, “Slavery, the Labour Movement and Spanish Colonialism in Cuba,
1850-18907, International Review of Social History, 40:3, 381-382.

%2 George Reid Andrews, “Black and White Workers: Sdo Paulo, Brazil, 1888-1928”,
Hispanic American Historical Review, 68: 3, 1988, 497-500, 511.

% Steven Hirsch, “Anarchist Trails in the Andes: Transnational Influences and
Counter-Hegemonic Practices in Peru’s Southern Highlands, 1905-1928”. Paper pre-
sented at the European Social Science History Conference, Ghent, Belgium, 13-16
April 2010.

** On anarchism and its relationship to the Indian question in Peru, see, inter alia,
Piedad Pareja, “El anarquismo en el pert y el problema indigena”, Revista Proceso, 6,
1977, 109-119; Gerardo Leibner, “La Protesta y la andinizacién del anarquismo en
el Pert, 1912-1915”, Estudios Interdisciplinarios de America Latina y el Caribe, 5:1,
1994, 83-102; Wilfredo Kapsoli, Ayllus del Sol: Anarquismo y Utopia Andina, Lima:
TAREA, 1984. On the movement’s problematic relationship with Asian immigrants
see Peter Blanchard, The Origins of the Peruvian Labour Movement, 1883-1919, Pitts-
burgh: University of Pittsburgh Press, 1982, 123-125, 165-166.

% Norman Caulfield, “Wobblies and Mexican Workers in Petroleum, 1905-1924”,
International Review of Social History, 40:1, 1995, 52, 54, 56, 64-5, 67-8, 70-2.

% Quoted in David Poole, “The Anarchists in the Mexican Revolution part 2: Praxe-
dis G. Geurerro 1882-19107, The Cienfuegos Press Anarchist Review, 4, 1978, 71.
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racialism and internationalism were hallmarks of the movement. De
Laforcade demonstrates that in Argentina there was a “fierce anarchist-
inspired opposition to nativist and ethnically divisive projections of
working-class identity”. Shaffer’s contribution underscores anarchist
efforts to surmount racial and national divisions in the working class
in Cuba, Mexico and Panama had varying degrees of success. Toledo
and Biondi’s work on Brazil shows that exclusive cross-class ethnic
associations co-existed alongside integrated anarchist and syndical-
ist class-based organisations. The immigrant workers—mostly Italian
and Spanish—were divided by country, even province, of origin, as
well as by language, and language also posed problems for their rela-
tions with the (Portuguese-speaking) Brazilian workers. Hirsch’s study
documents the Peruvian movement’s efforts to organise and empower
indigenous peasants and to forge a working-class alliance that tran-
scended ethnic and regional divisions.

In the Ukraine, the largely ethnic Ukrainian Makhnovischna distin-
guished themselves from the nationalists in their violent opposition to
the murderous anti-Semitism sweeping the collapsing Russian empire.
Besides arming Jewish communities, and forming a Jewish battalion in
the Revolutionary Insurgent Army, Shubin notes, the movement exe-
cuted members found to have been involved in pogroms; it also acted
against those who attacked German settlers. In Ireland, the syndical-
ists faced the challenge of organising in industrialised Ulster, where
as O’Connor notes, the Catholic minority formed a subaltern caste.
The ITGWU sought to overcome the sectarian divide with class soli-
darity, and had some success in opposing Protestant Unionism, while
supporting Irish republicanism. It was, however, eventually forced
to accept the division of the country set out by the 1921 Anglo-Irish
peace treaty.

In Egypt, Gorman shows, the anarchists” syndicalist unions united
workers into inclusive ‘international’ unions, despite divisions fanned
both by employers and by sections of the Egyptian nationalist move-
ment which drew on nativist and ethnocentric appeals. The movement
was committed to “an internationalist mission and membership”, and
took great efforts to deal with “ethnic, religious and linguistic plural-
ism”, “engaging with the diversity of Egyptian society at large”.

The South African context presented a host of acute problems that
militated against uniting the popular classes across race and ethnic
lines. The majority of the working class were African workers, drawn
from conquered peoples, mostly unfree labourers subject to internal
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passports, segregation and indenture. Free Coloured and Indian work-
ers likewise were subject to discriminatory practices in accordance
with the racist ideal of white supremacy elaborated under the post-
1910 state. The white working class, restive and distrustful of big com-
panies who might replace them with unfree black labour, organised
along segregationist lines in bodies like SAIF.

Anarchists and syndicalists in South Africa, however, as van der
Walt demonstrates, were distinguished by a commitment to interracial
labour unity, and “the abolition of all forms of native indenture, com-
pound and passport systems; and the lifting of the native worker to the
political and industrial status of the white”. Most favoured an IWW-
style One Big Union as the means to sweep away such “tyrant laws”,
uniting the working class in the struggle for the social revolution. The
syndicalist unions it formed amongst Africans, Coloureds and Indians
were seen as stepping stones to this great goal.

Internationalism, anti-colonialism, and national liberation

It is ironic that the English language literature on anarchism and
syndicalism provides nothing comparable to the rich scholarship on
Marxist approaches to anti-imperialist struggles. Even nationalist nar-
ratives concede anarchists and syndicalists played a key role in 19th
and 20th century struggles. Flores Magon lies buried alongside gener-
als and presidents in the Rotunda of Illustrious Men in the National
Pantheon at Chapultepec Park, Mexico City, “part of the nationalistic
myth of the ‘institutionalised Mexican revolution’”.”” In the Repub-
lic of Korea, anarchists Yu Rim (1894-1961), Bak Yeol (1902-1972)
and Yu ha-myong (1891-1985) are commemorated as “independence
activists”, and Kim Jwa-Jin’s birthplace is a national monument.*®
Meanwhile, Shin Chaeho (1880-1936)—the most famous Korean
anarchist—features in school textbooks. The 110th anniversary of
Makhno’s birth received official celebrations in Gulyai-Pole, stressing

7 Colin M. MacLachlan, Anarchism and the Mexican Revolution: the political trials
of Ricardo Flores Magon in the United States, Berkeley, Los Angeles, Oxford: Univer-
sity of California Press, 1991, 109.

% Seo Dong-shin, 2007, “Korean Anarchists Pursuing Third Way”, Korea Times,
26 January 2007; Hongseong Portal, “Commemorative Festival for Admiral Kim Jwa-
Jin’s Victory” online at http://hongseong.go.kr/english/festival/festival_05_01.html,
accessed on 6 June 2008.
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his role as an independence activist.”” In Dublin, Ireland, the name of
the De Leonist syndicalist James Connolly (1868-1916, executed after
the failed Easter Rising), adorns train stations and a hospital; like Kim,
he has a statue, although this one was sponsored by the unions.'® The
National Union of Mineworkers in South Africa (allied to the ruling
nationalist African National Congress, or ANC), is investigating estab-
lishing a “workers’ monument” to the “worker hero” Thibedi."!

The papers in this collection are, then, of the utmost importance
in opening up a serious examination of anarchist and syndicalist
responses to imperialism. By the late 19th century, imperialist eco-
nomic and political penetration had evoked various political and
cultural responses across the colonial and postcolonial world. Col-
laboration and accommodation with empire were always important
currents. However, there were major independence struggles across
the Spanish empire in the 1890s, followed by colonial Europe in
the 1910s. The late 1910s saw protests sweep the African and Asian
colonies, and the Arab Revolt against the Ottomans, along with rising
demands for more economic independence in Latin America and
Southern Africa. By the late 1920s, mass independence movements
were becoming important in Africa and Asia. From the 1940s, the
remnants of formal imperial rule were collapsing across the world (at
least outside of the rapidly expanding Soviet realm).

It is important to stress that nationalism was one—but only one—
current in these national liberation struggles; the two are all too often
conflated. Nationalism is a definite doctrine, which views the world
as comprised of discrete nations, each requiring its own nation-state
to express its general will. Nationalist movements therefore centre
on uniting all sections of the nation, regardless of class, towards that
end. This outlook differs radically from the anarchists and syndicalists’
insistence on class-based internationalism and anti-statism, and gen-
erally also (as we will show below) to their own visions of decolonisa-
tion and self-determination.

wc

% Sergey Shevchenko, 12 January 1999, “‘Makhno is our Tsar, Makhno is our
God’”, online at http://www.hartford-hwcom/archives/63/354.html, accessed on 10
December 2007.

11916 Rebellion Walking Tour, “The History: Statue of James Connolly”, http://
www.1916rising.com/pic_connollystatue.html, accessed on 15 September 2008.

101 Resolutions of the 2006 congress of the Congress of South African Trade
Unions, online at http://www.cosatu.org.za/cong2006/congress06/resolu.pdf, section
1.12, accessed 15 September 2008.
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Indebted to European revolutionary thinking, colonial nationalist
movements were areaction against European (and other) imperialism,'*
usually launched by frustrated native elites. In practice, colonial nation-
alists vacillated between accommodation with empire, and demands
for more radical autonomy, even statehood. Only from around 1919
did the latter demands begin, fitfully, to dominate colonial nation-
alism.’” Even then, however, nationalism often struggled to assume
leadership of national liberation movements, because religious- and
class-based currents were also important forces.

Three major anarchist and syndicalist approaches to
independence struggles

The notion that anarchism and syndicalism ignored anti-imperialist
struggles is indefensible. Anarchism and syndicalism were doctrin-
ally opposed to imperialism, and thus, in principle, always supported
some notion of national freedom. Support for national freedom fol-
lowed from the anarchist opposition to hierarchy, and stress on vol-
untary cooperation and self-management. “The right of freely uniting
and separating”, Bakunin wrote, “is the first and most important of
all political rights”.!** In place of state centralism and nationalism, he
advocated a “future social organisation” that was “carried out from
the bottom up, by free association, with unions and localities feder-
ated by communes, regions, nations, and, finally, a great universal and
international federation”.'®> National self-determination itself would,
in short, be premised on individual freedom through cooperation, and
classlessness as well as statelessness.

The difficulty was, however, that many of the national liberation
struggles in the colonial and postcolonial world were influenced by
nationalism, or at least, the nationalist dream of independent state-
hood. The question was therefore posed: how should anarchists and
syndicalists relate to nationalism, and to struggles for independence

12 Bocjun, 132-133.

1% Erez Manela, The Wilsonian Moment: self-determination and the international ori-
gins of anti-colonial nationalism. Oxford, New York: Oxford University Press, 2009, 5-6

1% Quoted in Paul Eltzbacher, Anarchism: exponents of the anarchist philosophy,
London: Freedom Press, [1900] 1960, 81.

15 Mikhail Bakunin, “The Paris Commune and the Idea of the State”, in Dolgoff
(ed.), [1871] 1971, 270.
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that stopped short of the social revolution for “a great universal and
international federation” and a new “social organisation”?

Anarchists and syndicalists seemed to have adopted three main
approaches.'® The first of the anarchist and syndicalist responses was
that current independence struggles were futile, inasmuch as they were
viewed as simply replacing foreign with local oppressors. There were,
for instance, substantial tensions between Cuba’s early anarchist-led
unions, stressing class struggle, and the separatist movement, stress-
ing the national unity across class, which is touched upon in Shaffer’s
chapter.’” Key anarchists like Enrique Roig de San Martin (1843-
1889) suggested that any change short of full-blown social revolution
(delivering national freedom) was futile, and sought to distance the
unions from the separatists.'® This position effectively maintained that
national liberation struggles were basically nationalist, and would thus
inevitably generate narrowly nationalist outcomes: a new state, and the
persistence of a class system. This left these anarchists and syndical-
ists outside of national liberation movements; notwithstanding their
principled opposition to imperialism and colonialism, it often meant
they sidestepped these issues for an ostensible focus on class struggle.

The second modal approach was quite the opposite: it actively and
uncritically embraced nationalism. Like Roig de San Martin, it tended
to conflate nationalism and national liberation, except that it saw
this relationship as positive and necessary. In his pioneering work on
Korean anarchism, John Crump drew attention to a tendency that was
so deeply imbued with nationalism that it “flouted the basic principles
of anarchism”.'” Yu ha-mydng and Yu Rim served in the Korean Pro-
visional Government in exile, and with Ha formed an Independent
Workers and Peasants Party (IWFP) to run in the first post-indepen-
dence elections. Yu Rim stated that “We Korean Anarchists are not
literal non-governmentists” but “want to establish an independent and
democratic unified government”.'’ In China, likewise, the anarchists
Li Shizeng (1881-1973) and Wu Zhihui (1865-1953) were closely

1% This draws on ideas that previously appeared in Lucien van der Walt, “Pour Une
Histoire De L’anti-Impérialisme Anarchiste: ‘Dans Cette Lutte, Seuls Les Ouvriers Et
Les Paysans Iront Jusqu’au Bout’”, Refractions, 8, 2002: 27-37, and van der Walt and
Schmidt, 297-321.

107 Also see Casanovas, “Labour and Colonialism in Cuba”, 309-321.

108 Casanovas, “Labour and Colonialism in Cuba”, 361-363.

19 Crump, 46.

110 Quoted in Ha, 144.
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associated with what Dirlik labels the anti-Communist “nationalisti-
cally obsessed Guomindang Right”. In practice, they saw the national-
ist programme as a necessary step towards a future transition toward
anarcho-communism."! In other words, this approach saw the forma-
tion of independent nation-states as a partial break with imperialism,
and, indeed, a precondition for a future anarchist society. From this
stages approach followed a willingness to set aside differences with the
nationalists, downplaying anti-statism and class struggle—at least until
independent statehood was achieved.

The third anarchist and syndicalist position on independence strug-
gles was the most sophisticated, and arguably the most important his-
torically: a project of critical engagement and radicalisation. National
liberation struggles were seen as a crucial part of the libertarian pro-
gramme, and of the class struggle. While current independence strug-
gles could be captured by bourgeois and other elite forces, this was not
inevitable. Nationalist and elitist forces could be displaced, with the
intervention of anarchists and syndicalists pushing national liberation
struggles directly towards internationalist and anti-statist social revo-
lution. Success would merge class and national struggles, rather than
somewhat artificially separate the two.

From 1892, as Shaffer indicates, Cuban anarchism largely commit-
ted itself to the separatist struggle. It declared unequivocal support for
“the collective liberty of a people, even though the collective liberty
desired is that of emancipation from the tutelage of another people”,
but added the struggle must lead to the predominance of the interests
of the popular classes.""> Many joined José Marti’s Cuban Revolution-
ary Party (Partido Revolucionario Cubano, or PRC). When the War
of Independence started in 1895, anarchists made a ‘huge’ contribu-
tion, providing soldiers, resources, propaganda and subversion—and
martyrs.'"”* The anarchists retained their own agenda throughout, and,
after formal independence, were relentless critics of the postcolonial
elite and its United States backers.

This position, in short, centred on contesting the national liberation
struggle within a larger movement that included nationalists. At its
heart was a conceptual distinction between nationalism (merely aim-

W Crump, 47-48; Dirlik, Anarchism in the Chinese Revolution, Ch. 11.

112 Fernandez, 15-38; also see Casanovas, “Labour and Colonialism in Cuba”, 413-
423, 433-442.

113 Casanovas, “Labour and Colonialism in Cuba”, 424.
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ing at a new state) and national liberation in general (potentially able to
move to social revolution); and, from this, a determination to achieve
leadership of the national liberation struggle. From this perspective,
anarchists and syndicalists must participate in national liberation
struggles, while remaining sceptical of the nationalists and their plans
for statehood. Genuine national liberation did not mean independent
statehood, but the satisfaction of the demands of the masses for social
and economic equality via a libertarian socialist society.

For example, Connolly—as O’Connor notes—was well known for
the dictum that since “the Irish national struggle was also a social
struggle, only the working class could complete the struggle, and only
socialism could guarantee real economic independence”. The other key
figure in Irish syndicalism, Jim Larkin (1874-1947) held a similar posi-
tion. Both men gave to socialist republicanism a distinctly syndicalist
edge. The syndicalists in South Africa in the late 1910s—admirers of
Connolly—similarly rejected African (and Afrikaner) nationalism in
favour of national liberation through an interracial One Big Union. In
South Africa, according to van der Walt, syndicalist formations like
the International Socialist League viewed the revolutionary One Big
Union as proletarian forge in which a common society embracing all,
regardless of colour, would be created. Rather than create a nation-
state, they sought to establish a self-managed libertarian socialist
“Industrial Republic”, as “an integral part of the International Indus-
trial Republic”.

In Puerto Rico, Shaffer notes, anarchists challenged the mainstream
independence groups, insisting that real independence had to involve
an anarchist and communist restructuring of society. In Mexico, the
PLM’s work provides a clear example of an anarchist current aiming
to push struggles against Western domination and local elites in a
revolutionary direction. At the same time, PLM experience shows the
difficult questions that participation in such struggles can pose. Most
notable is the PLM’s attempt to radicalise the Plan of San Diego (PSD),
a 1915 separatist revolt in southern Texas by Mexicans and Mexican-
Americans that had overtones of racial warfare.

In China, too, collaboration with the nationalist party, the Guom-
dindang, was a controversial issue, with some anarchists seeking to
tactically use Guomindang resources for their own, distinct, purposes:
Dirlik’s and Hwang’s chapters deal with some of the complexities this
entailed. The revolutionary outlook on national liberation was also
very influential among Korean anarchists. Militants like Yi Jeonggyu
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and Bak aimed at social revolution, rather than simply a political
revolution that aimed merely at independence. Hwang challenges
Crump’s emphasis on the nationalist inclination of the Korean move-
ment, arguing that while anarchism was ‘re-read’ to stress indepen-
dence, independence was often rethought as part of a larger set of
transnational and universal problems and concerns. Shin’s 1923
“Declaration of the Korean Revolution” fits well: besides independence
from Japan, it stressed the abolition of class rule and exploitation in
“an ideal Korea”.'"

In Egypt, Gorman shows, the anarchists disagreed with the nation-
alists, but engaged in several de facto alliances. One was the participa-
tion of the Italian anarchist Errico Malatesta in the 1882 revolt led by
Ahmad “Urabi, and this convergence was also in evidence in the 1919
Revolution, marked by countrywide agitation against British rule, and
syndicalist activity between foreign and Egyptian labour. For its part,
the Military Revolutionary Soviet of the Makhnovischna declared,

When speaking of Ukrainian independence, we do not mean national
independence in Petliura’s [Symon Petliura, head of the nationalist
Directory] sense, but the social independence of workers and peasants.
We declare that Ukrainian, and all other, working people have the right
to self-determination not as an ‘independent nation’, but as ‘indepen-
dent workers’.

To the extent that the activities of Makhnovischna and Korean People’s
Association in Manchuria constituted social revolutions, they would
exemplify a successful drive to push national liberation well beyond
the bounds of narrow nationalism.

The third anarchist and syndicalist position on independence strug-
gles was very much in line with Bakunin’s support for independence
movements on the basis that national liberation had to be fought “as
much in the economic as in the political interests of the masses”. A
movement dominated by “ambitious intent to set up a powerful State”,
and the agenda of “a privileged class” would end up a “retrogressive,
disastrous, counter-revolutionary movement”.!”> He believed that:''¢

114 Shin Chaeho, “Declaration of the Korean Revolution”, in Robert Graham (ed.),
Anarchism: a documentary history of libertarian ideas, volume 1: from anarchy to anar-
chism, 300 CE to 1939, Montréal: Black Rose, [1923] 2005, 373-376.

5 Bakunin, quoted in Guérin, 68.

16 Bakunin, “Federalism, Socialism, Anti-Theologism”, 99.



RETHINKING ANARCHISM AND SYNDICALISM Ixvii

Every exclusively political revolution—be it in defence of national inde-
pendence or for internal change...—that does not aim at the immedi-
ate and real political and economic emancipation of people will be a
false revolution. Its objectives will be unattainable and its consequences
reactionary.

The “statist path involving the establishment of separate...States” was
“entirely ruinous for the great masses of the people”, because it did
not abolish class power but simply changed the nationality of the rul-
ing class."”

A Note on the Volume’s Organisation and Scope

This volume is divided into two parts. The first part consists of studies
that examine anarchism and syndicalism in the context of European
and Japanese colonialism. We define colonialism in a straight-forward
manner to refer to peoples and regions of the world subject to direct
foreign political and economic control. Some may find controversial
the designation of China as part of the colonial world. Although it
was never completely colonized, it was systematically subjected to an
expanding range of formal concessions of territory and rights from
the 19th century, and then to a protracted colonial conquest from
the 1930s. The case can thus be made for its inclusion in the colonial
section given its colonial and ‘semi-colonial’ status by the early 20th
century.

The second part groups studies that probe the experience of anar-
chism and syndicalism in the context of postcolonial situations, which,
given the period covered by this volume, necessarily means primar-
ily Latin American cases. For the purposes of this book, ‘postcolo-
nial’ denotes ex-colonies that, despite independent polities, remain
profoundly influenced by the legacies of colonialism. In particular, it
refers to countries subject to a clear (but widely varying and contested)
degree of indirect external control and of relative economic depen-
dence within the world capitalist economy’s division of labour. These
external constraints condition, but do not determine, internal systems
of domination by class, race, culture, and gender.

17 Mikhail Bakunin, “Statism and Anarchy”, in Sam Dolgoft (ed.), Bakunin on
Anarchy: Selected Works by the Activist-Founder of World Anarchism, London: George
Allen and Unwin, [1873] 1971, 343.
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No single volume can possibly address the entirety of the historical
experience of anarchism and syndicalism in the colonial and postco-
lonial world. This book focuses fundamentally on several key analyti-
cal questions: Which social groups formed the base of support for
anarchist and syndicalist movements in the colonial and postcolonial
world between 1870 and 1940? What were the doctrinal tenets, pro-
grammatic goals, and organisational structures of these movements?
What methods of struggle did they employ? How did they address
racial and ethnic cleavages? How did these movements grapple with
colonialism, national liberation, imperialism, state formation, and
social revolution?

Other questions and lines of inquiry also need to be investigated. We
suggest that gender ideologies and practice, race relations, and genera-
tional dynamics in anarchist and syndicalist movements in the colonial
and postcolonial world require further scholarly research. Likewise,
more studies on the countercultural and internationalist dimensions
and influences of these movements are needed. We are also cognizant
of the limited coverage of our volume. Certainly, anarchist and syndi-
calist (and anarchist and syndicalist-influenced) movements in other
African, Eastern European, Middle Eastern, South Asian, Central
American, and Pacific island contexts deserve scholarly examination.
The post-1940 period also needs attention. We hope this volume opens
up new vistas on the history of labour and the left, and the materials
collected here will help to shape future research agendas.
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PREFACE TO THE PAPERBACK EDITION!

Steven J. Hisrch and Lucien Van Der Walt

Struggles against colonialism and imperialism helped define the nine-
teenth and twentieth centuries. The world today reflects the profound
influence of these struggles, as well as the imprint of the old empires
on the borders, economies, racial and social divisions and regime types
of the post-colonial regions. The “national question” (i.e. the racial,
ethnic, and national stratifications within societies and classes, as well
as racial, ethnic, and national oppression), remains a potent source
of conflict, and is in many cases directly related to the colonial and
semi-colonial past.

It is tempting, in retrospect, to view anti-imperialism and decolo-
nization as inevitably and naturally leading to the formation of new
nation-states, and to the stewardship of nationalist parties over the
nascent nations. It is also tempting to assume nationalism as the pre-
eminent mode of national liberation and independence, and as the
most natural approach to the national question.

Tempting, but teleological, reductionist, and mistaken. Multiple
trajectories existed in all national liberation struggles, and multiple
answers to all national questions.

People responded to colonialism, imperialism, and the national
question in a wide range of ways, among them millenarianism, reli-
gious fundamentalism, collaboration with empire, assimilation, racial,
ethnic and national mobilization across class lines, and class mobiliza-
tion across racial, ethnic and national lines; nationalism was only one
possible response, and by no means self-evidently the most obvious or
even the best solution, even to those constituencies that the national-
ists sought to mobilize.

Although a growing literature has started to draw attention to these
complexities, noting for example the influence of Marxism-Leninism
in East Asian decolonization, the role of anarchism and syndicalism

! This is a new preface, prepared for the paperback edition of this book. Its place-
ment after the existing foreword and introduction was necessary in order to maintain
the integrity of the existing contents, index and pagination—the Editors.
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in these matters remains largely ignored. This omission is all the more
striking when one considers that major anarchist and syndicalist cur-
rents permeated large swathes of the colonial and postcolonial world
in Africa, Asia, Eastern Europe, Ireland, and Latin American and the
Caribbean from the late nineteenth century until the 1940s—and, let
us stress, also into the present.

A central aim of this volume is, then, to explore the (overlooked)
influence of anarchism and syndicalism in the colonial and postco-
lonial world, and, in particular, their role in anti-colonial and anti-
imperialist struggles from the 1870s to the 1940s. This influence, which
assumed multifarious forms, has been largely obscured in conven-
tional North Atlantic- and nation-state-centered studies of anarchism
and syndicalism. It has also been obscured by the tendency in the lit-
erature to assume that the exclusive goal and ineluctable outcome of
national liberation struggles was and is the formation of new indepen-
dent states—a perspective that anarchists and syndicalists viewed with
skepticism and powerfully challenged.

Focusing on the colonial and postcolonial world, the studies in this
volume fundamentally challenge, in different and striking ways, the
standard narrative of anti-imperialism and decolonization. They show
how anarchists and syndicalists, acting on internationalist principles,
forged transnational and transregional networks of anti-colonial and
anti-imperialist resistance and solidarity. It is the articulation of this
transnational and internationalist dimension, with anarchism’s and
syndicalism’s diverse responses to the national question, nationalism
and imperialism, that we stress are in need of greater scholarly atten-
tion and analysis.

With respect to anti-imperialism and the national question, the
chapters illustrate that anarchists and syndicalists actively participated
in national liberation struggles. Without abandoning their anti-statist
and social revolutionary aims, anarchists and syndicalists were gener-
ally inclined to collaborate with radical nationalists and other Leftist
forces in national liberation struggles. Sometimes they followed the
lead of the nationalists; more often, they sought to actively displace
them, in order to direct these national liberation movements toward
social revolution and the creation of anarchist/syndicalist modernity:
an international, libertarian, classless, self-managed socialist society,
free of social and economic hierarchies, including those of empire,
nation and race.
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In other words, they often participated in national liberation strug-
gles, seeking to cooperate with—yet ultimately defeat and supplant—
nationalism, including its politics of cross-class alliances, and its statist
aims, in order to fuse national liberation with class struggle to achieve
libertarian social revolution.

The chapters in this volume also highlight the interconnections
of anarchist and syndicalist movements across continental divides,
national and racial boundaries, urban and rural spaces, and varie-
gated geographic terrain. They demonstrate, as well, the multinational,
multiracial, and multiethnic social composition, and the cosmopoli-
tan character of anarchist and syndicalist movements in colonial and
postcolonial contexts. Contrary to what might be supposed of class-
based movements like anarchism and syndicalism, they did not con-
strue racial and national oppression in strictly economic terms, nor
did they shy away from forthright opposition to these types of oppres-
sion. Rejecting social Darwinism and “scientific” racism, they stressed
an ethics of universal human rights and dignity, and of cultural toler-
ance and diversity; the anarchist and syndicalist modernity was a uni-
versal human society, rooted in class-based internationalism, yet never
a monolithic or a narrowly Western or European one.

By demonstrating the cosmopolitan, global and transnational char-
acter of these movements, the papers also challenge the tendency
in histories of anarchism and syndicalism to present this history as
confined to the North Atlantic. In doing so, they underscore the vast
imprint that anarchists and syndicalists made upon working class,
peasant, indigenous, and anti-imperialist movements in the colonial
and postcolonial world.

They also challenge the literature’s predilection towards Spanish
exceptionalism, that is, the claim that anarchism and syndicalism built
a mass base in Spain alone. Instead they show that Spain was only
link in a red-and-black chain of anarchist and syndicalist strongholds
spanning the globe. And finally, they provide a necessary corrective to
the standard chronology of anarchism’s and syndicalism’s decline by
highlighting their durability and vitality well beyond 1914, both in the
North Atlantic and in the colonial and postcolonial world.

No volume can be sufficiently comprehensive to cover all issues, and
an edited volume by its nature lends itself to authors’ variable treat-
ments and conceptualizations of the issues under debate. Yet that same
variation also provides an indication of the richness of approaches to,
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and experiences of, anarchism and syndicalism in the colonial and
postcolonial world. It might be argued, for example, that the volume
did not pay adequate attention to anarchism’s intersections with Marx-
ist currents during the period under study. Perhaps, but that was not
its aim; nor should it be anachronistically insisted that Marxism was a
significant force in most colonial and postcolonial regions before the
mid-1920s, for it was not.

Though a great deal of work remains to be done to reconstruct the
histories of local anarchist and syndicalist movements, especially in
Asia including the Middle East, and in Eastern Europe and Africa, we
remain convinced by the mounting evidence that global anarchist and
syndicalist networks, movements and currents, from the 1870s into
the 1940s (and often, beyond), played a pivotal role in anti-colonial
and anti-imperialist struggles, in promoting internationalist solutions
to the national question, and in shaping the colonial and postcolonial
world. Rather than overstating anarchism’s and syndicalism’s influ-
ence in anti-imperialist struggles relative to other radical movements,
we have only touched the surface of this critical history.

Since our hardcover edition was published, several notable research-
based historical studies on anarchism, syndicalism, and anti-imperial-
ism have further demonstrated the profound impact of anarchist and
syndicalist transnational networks and movements on colonial and
postcolonial political cultures and anti-imperialist movements.> We
applaud these important new contributions to anarchist and syndical-
ist historiography. And we hope that the trend to explore anarchism’s
and syndicalism’s engagement in anti-colonial and anti-imperialist
struggles continues.

Steven Hirsch
Lucien van der Walt
August 2013

2 Notably: Ilham Khuri-Makdisi, The Eastern Mediterranean and the Making of
Global Radicalism, 1860-1914, Berkeley: University of California Press, 2010; Maia
Ramnath, Haj to Utopia: How the Ghadar Movement Charted Global Radicalism and
Attempted to Overthrow the British Empire, Berkeley: University of California Press;
David Porter, Eyes to the South: French Anarchists and Algeria, Oakland: AK Press,
2011; Kirwin R. Shaffer, Black Flag Boricuas: Anarchism, Antiauthoritarianism, and
the Left in Puerto Rico, 1897-1921, Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 2013.
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ANARCHISM AND SYNDICALISM
IN THE COLONIAL WORLD






“DIVERSE IN RACE, RELIGION AND NATIONALITY...BUT
UNITED IN ASPIRATIONS OF CIVIL PROGRESS™:
THE ANARCHIST MOVEMENT IN EGYPT 1860-1940

Anthony Gorman
University of Edinburgh

Anarchism first appeared in Egypt among Italian political refugees
and workers during the 1860s. Nurtured by a developing interna-
tional network of labour, transport and communications across the
Mediterranean, it expanded beyond Italian circles to attract members
from across Egypt’s diverse ethnic and religious communities over
the following decades. Though heterogeneous in character, different
anarchist trends shared a discourse of radical social emancipation that
in its propaganda and public actions proclaimed the universality of
humankind and decried the evils of capitalism, state power and reli-
gious dogma.

In the years after 1900, anarcho-syndicalism played an energetic
and central role in the development of the labour movement in Egypt,
articulating the rights of workers in the struggle against capital and
promoting an internationalist activism that resisted nationality, reli-
gion and race as the bases of organisation as it countered imperialist,
nationalist and state-based perspectives. Yet, while it rejected national-
ism as an organising principle, anarchism did at times make common
cause with the nationalists against imperialism, and arguably influ-
enced the strategy and tactics of the nationalist movement.

Origins

The presence of a foreign working community in Egypt at the end of
the 19th century has its roots in the policies pursued by Muhammad
Alj, ruler of Egypt from 1805 until 1849. Embarking on a programme
to modernise the military, state administration and the economy, he
had encouraged those with the necessary skills to migrate to Egypt to
assist in the task. Under his successors, Sa‘id (1854-1863) and Isma‘il
(1863-1879), an impressive series of infrastructure projects, all requiring
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skilled labour went ahead—the establishment of a railway network,
the expansion of the canal system and an extensive urban building
programme. The flagship project, the construction of the Suez Canal,
required large numbers of Italian, Greek, Syrian and Dalmatian work-
ers, in addition to Egyptian labourers, before being completed in 1869.!
However, the availability and employment of such labour, both long-
term migrants and seasonal workers, was not a phenomenon confined
to Egypt but part of a broader trend throughout the Mediterranean
and beyond to the New World that laid the foundations of an interna-
tional network not only in labour but capital, goods and ideas.?

That anarchism should first find a following amongst Italians in
Egypt is not surprising given the presence of a significant Italian work-
ing community, the established tradition of Egypt as a place of ref-
uge for political exiles and the historical role played by Italians in the
development of the anarchist movement.> In time this combination
of labour and political radicalism proved potent. The Italian Workers
Society (Societa Operaio Italiana), formed in Alexandria in the early
1860s to protect the interest of its members, was the first in a series of
Italian organisations that took on an increasingly political character.

By the middle of the next decade veterans from Garibaldi’s cam-
paigns and other radicals established Thought and Action (Pensiero
ed Azione), a political association based on Mazzinian principles.*
Soon after in 1876, a more radical splinter group was recognised as
an official section of the First International in Alexandria.” Additional

! Athanase G. Politis, L’'Hellénisme et L’Egypte Moderne, Paris: Félix Alcan, 1930,
vol. 2, 82-85.

2 Tlham Khuri-Makdisi, ‘Levantine Trajectories: The Formulation and Dissemina-
tion of Radical Ideas in and between Beirut, Cairo, and Alexandria, 1860-1914’, Ph.D.
diss., Harvard University, 2003, 318-326.

* Ersilio Michel, Esuli Italiani in Egitto (1815-1861), Pisa, 1958. It should be noted
that contemporary sources usually refer to ‘internationalists’ although the subsequent
development of the movement makes clear that the majority of these were anarchists
with some legalitarian socialists (Marxists).

* Giuseppe Mazzini (1805-72) was a prominent Italian political figure associated
with the First International who held democratic, republican and, for a time, radical
views.

*> Leonardo Bettini, Bibliografia dell’anarchismo, Florence: Editrice, 1976, vol. 2,
282n. Bettini’s short essay, ‘“Appunti per una storia dell’anarchismo italiano in Egitto’,
281-288 stands out as a pioneering work on Italian anarchism in Egypt.
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sections were formed in Cairo, Port Said and Ismailia the following
year and presented their first report at the Anti-Authoritarian Inter-
national held at Verviers, Belgium that September.®

Although strongly Italian in character, even at this early stage the
movement was seeking to expand its activities beyond the boundaries
of this ethnic community. The report presented at Verviers does not
survive but the published proceedings show that the Alexandria sec-
tion, with the support of the section in Cairo, and the Greek Federa-
tion, successfully sponsored a proposal, calling on the federal bureau
to disseminate socialist propaganda in the East “in Italian, Illyrian,
Greek, Turkish and Arabic”.” The dissolution of the International soon
after meant the motion came to nothing yet it was a clear statement of
the intention to disseminate the ideas of the First International beyond
European communities to the indigenous peoples of the Eastern
Mediterranean.

The international network

The anarchist movement was not only global in ambition but interna-
tional in connections, scope and operation. The Egyptian participation
at Verviers was the beginning of a continuing pattern of involvement
with international congresses. At the London conference in July 1881
that unsuccessfully sought to reconstitute the International, the Egyp-
tian sections, now in federation with Istanbul, were represented by
Errico Malatesta, one of the pre-eminent anarchists of his time.* Fran-
cesco Cini, who lived for many years in Egypt from the 1870s, attended
the revolutionary socialist congress at Capolago in Italy in 1891 that
strongly endorsed an anarchist programme. Later, Cini would be cho-
sen as the delegate for Egyptian anarchists at the London conference
of August 1914 subsequently cancelled due to the outbreak of the

¢ James Guillaume, L’Internationale, Documents et Souvenirs, 1864-1878, Paris:
Gerard Lebovici, 1985, vol. IV, 258, 262. The Anti-Authoritarian wing of the Inter-
national had been set up by Mikhail Bakunin and his allies following the split with
Karl Marx at the Hague Congress of the First International in 1872.

7 Bettini, Bibliografia dell’anarchismo, 281n; see also Guillaume, L’Internationale,
vol. IV, 259, 261. All translations are mine.

8 C. Masini, Storia degli anarchici italiani da Bakunin a Malatesta, Milan: Rizzoli,
204. Malatesta (1853-1932) led a tireless life of militancy in Europe, the Americas and
the Middle East over the next fifty years.
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war.’ The pattern continued beyond the war with the participation of
Alexandria anarchists at the Second Congress of the Italian Anarchist
Union (Unione Anarchica Italiana), held in Italy in July 1920.'°

More informally, the international anarchist network was lubricated
by the frequent movement of individual militants between different
countries and across continents, from Asia to Europe, North Africa
and the Americas. Egypt itself had the advantages of serving as a rela-
tively safe political haven while not being far from Europe. In time, it
developed into a significant anarchist centre at the eastern end of the
Mediterranean with close connections to Greece and Turkey, attested
by the confederation between anarchists in Egypt and Istanbul dur-
ing the 1880s. Regular connections were also maintained with groups
in Tunis, Palestine and Lebanon, as individual activists crisscrossed
the Mediterranean or followed the line of the North African coast,
utilising a network based on personal recommendation and shared
ideological vision. These links operated far beyond the Mediterranean,
extending not only with the main European centres but also across
the Atlantic to the United States, particularly in the greater New York
area, and to South America, in Brazil and Argentina.

While most of this movement was perforce of the rank-and-file flee-
ing repression, carrying confidential information, or seeking economic
opportunity, leading anarchists also travelled for personal and political
purposes. Egypt was a regular destination. Amilcare Cipriani, a key
if mercurial figure of revolutionary politics during the 19th century,
was perhaps one of the first, visiting twice in the 1860s."" Other nota-
ble visitors included the celebrated geographer, Elisée Reclus (1884),'

° Nunzio Pernicone, Italian Anarchism 1864-1892, Princeton University Press,
1993, 255-257; Ambasciata d’Ttalia in Egitto, Archivio Storico Ministero degli Affari
Esteri, Rome, Italy b. 142 (1914) Ministry of Interior memo, 22 March 1914, hereafter
AIE.

1 Emilio Falco, Armando Borghi e gli anarchici italiani 1900-1922, Urbino: Quat-
troVenti, 1992, 211n.

' Cipriani (1844-1918) was present at both the foundation of the International
in London in 1864 and the Paris Commune in 1871. On his second visit to Egypt in
September 1867, he was involved in the death of three men, an affair for which he was
condemned to 20 years’ transportation in New Caledonia in 1881, Masini, Storia degli
anarchici italiana, 196-197; Dizionario Biografico degli Anarchici Italiani s.v. Cipriani,
Amilcare.

12 Henriette Chardak, Elisée Reclus, une vie: 'homme qui aimait la terre, Paris:
Stock, 1997, 403-407. Reclus (1830-1905) stands in the highest rank of 19th cen-
tury anarchist thinkers and was an important influence on educational thought in
the movement.
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Malatesta (1878, 1882-83), Luigi Galleani (1900-1901)" and Pietro
Gori, who passed through Egypt and Palestine on a lecture tour in
early 1904." The presence of such charismatic activists and thinkers no
doubt inspired the local anarchist community to greater efforts even as
they spurred on security authorities to greater surveillance.

Important as these visits were, the written word arguably sustained
a more regular sense of international community and global politi-
cal mission among anarchists. An ‘imagined community’ created and
consolidated not by ‘print capitalism’ but print internationalism, the
scattered arms of the movement were kept connected and informed
by an expanding anarchist press from the second half of the 19th cen-
tury.” Information flowed in both directions. Activists in Egypt regu-
larly subscribed to anarchist newspapers published in Europe, North
Africa, and the Americas, most often in Italian but also in French and
Greek.'® Militants in Egypt contributed items on Egyptian affairs to
anarchist newspapers abroad, particularly before the development of
a local anarchist press. When newspapers such as La Tribuna Libera
(“The Free Tribune”) and L’Operaio (“The Worker”) were established,
they were available to an international readership that could follow
labour and social affairs in Egypt.

In this way anarchists in Egypt (and elsewhere) were able to keep
informed of the fortunes of the movement at home and abroad, being
provided with theoretical discussions, commentary and serialised lit-
erature that promoted a shared sense of the international nature of
the anarchist project. Many publications were dedicated to workers’
issues, offering insights, debates and discussion of common difficul-
ties on matters of labour organisation and strategy. Facilitated by an
increasingly developed international transport system, particularly

3 Galleani (1861-1931) had escaped imprisonment on the island of Pantelleria and
taken refuge in Egypt at the end of 1900. In November 1901 he left for the United
States to assume the editorship of the anarchist newspaper La Cronaca Sovversiva:
Ugo Fedeli, Luigi Galleani, Quarant'anni di lotte rivoluzione (1891-1931), Cesena:
L’Antistato, 1956, 106-107.

14 Carlo Molaschi, Pietro Gori, Il Pensiero: Milano, 1959, 13.

> On Anderson’s thesis of the role of print capitalism in creating the ‘imagined’
national community see Benedict Anderson, Imagined Communities: Reflections on
the Origins and Spread of Nationalism, London: Verso, 1981.

' Among the newspapers read by anarchists in Egypt were I Libertario (La Spezia),
Il Grido della Folla (Milan), Sosialistis (Athens), La Rivoluzione Sociale (London), Le
Réveil (Geneva), L’'Operaio (Tunis), La Liberta (New York), La Protesta Humana (San
Francisco), and La Nuova Civilta (Buenos Aires).



8 ANTHONY GORMAN

steamship services, the international anarchist press served as a vital
channel for dissemination and diffusion of ideas by a movement that
saw itself as international in practice and conception.

The local scene

Despite the reverses suffered in Europe at the end of the 1870s and
early 1880s, the anarchist movement continued to grow internation-
ally. In 1881 in Alexandria, anarchists had established a European
Social Studies Circle (Circolo europeo di studii sociali) where they dis-
cussed social questions and were operating a clandestine press for the
printing of posters. In the same year a conference was convened at
Sidi Gabr and attended by about a hundred activists from different
anarchist groups across Egypt."”

At this very time Egypt was in the middle of a deep political crisis.
Unable to service the debt incurred to fund expensive infrastructure
projects and Ismail’s expensive lifestyle, Egypt had been forced to
accept European control over its treasury in 1876. Three years later
under European pressure, Isma‘il had been deposed and succeeded by
his son Tawfiq who endeavoured to satisfy Egypt’s creditors. A contest
for power developed between elements of the Turko-Circassian elite
and Egyptian nationalist officers led by Ahmad ‘Urabi who sought a
constitutional government. By the beginning of 1882, ‘Urabi as War
Minister was confronted by hostile British and French governments
determined to defend European investments and their own resident
nationals.

Characterised as anti-foreign, ‘Urabi did in fact receive support from
some elements of the foreign community, including Italian workers
in Alexandria and a number of anarchists (see below).!® In June, fol-
lowing their bombardment of Alexandria British forces landed in the
city and marched against Urabi, defeating him at a last stand at Tel
al-Kabir in September. British occupation of the rest of the country
quickly followed.

In the early years of the British occupation, the anarchist movement
in Egypt was plagued by the fragmentation, disputation and faction-

17 Bettini, Bibliografia dell’anarchismo, 282, 305.
' On Italian workers, see Tareq Y. Ismael and Rifa’at El-Sa’id, The Communist
Movement in Egypt, 1920-1988, Syracuse UP, 1990, 13; on anarchists, see below.
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alism that characterised it elsewhere.’ During the 1870s anarchists
and socialists had been uneasy comrades under the umbrella of the
International. The defection of Andrea Costa (an influential figure in
Egypt) to legalitarian socialism in 1879 had caused a significant local
schism. The movement suffered other internal divisions, particularly
the enduring conflict between anti-organisationalists and anarcho-
syndicalists on the role of collective association in achieving anarchist
aims. Until the end of the 19th century, the former trend appears to
have been in the ascendancy but with the growth of the labour move-
ment anarcho-syndicalists expanded their influence. Other disputes
reflected the power of personalities. Ugo Parrini, a key figure and
staunch anti-organisationalist, was notorious for his uncompromising
style and was a persistent obstacle to greater cooperation among anar-
chists. Not until after his death in 1906 was a national programme of
action agreed which provided a solid basis for collaboration within the
Egyptian movement.

Although Italians remained the dominant ethnic group among
anarchists in Egypt right up until World War I, over time the move-
ment would expand beyond its original Italian nucleus and take on a
more multiethnic character. Greek anarchists, particularly, produced
a distinguished record of syndicalist activity, leading militants, and
an impressive press and pamphlet literature, but the participation of
Jews, Germans, and a variety of Eastern European nationalities was
also notable.”

The extent of the participation of Arabophone Egyptians, while
undoubted, is still difficult to quantify. While apparently absent from
anarchist circles before 1900, the appearance of native Egyptians in
important industrial actions, educational activities and anarchist meet-
ings during the first decade of the new century suggests a growing
involvement.”! That impression is confirmed by the concerns expressed
by Egyptians and the British authorities about the potential threat of
anarchism and the new radical ideas posed towards Egyptian society.?

¥ Ugo Parrini’s own account of a movement riven by personal and ideological
differences, republished in Bettini, Bibliografia dell’anarchismo, 303-307, while no
doubt generally self-serving, is probably reliable on this point.

» On Greek anarchists, see my forthcoming article.

2! For example, see Enrico Pea, La vita in Egitto, Milan: Mondadori, 1949.

22 See, for example, Egyptian concerns: Zachary Lockman, ‘Imagining the Working
Class: Culture, Nationalism, and Class Formation in Egypt, 1899-1914’, Poetics Today,
15, 1994, 176n; for British concerns regarding young native Egyptians returning from
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The ethnic diversity of the anarchists in Egypt was matched by
the wide range of occupational backgrounds. The majority of anar-
chists were skilled artisans such as carpenters, masons, cabinetmakers,
shoemakers, stonecutters, tailors and painters, a phenomenon usually
explained by the strong tradition of the guild, the better education
and the relatively greater economic security of skilled tradesmen over
factory workers.” Some came from the petite bourgeoisie, particularly
grocers, jewellers, tavern and bar owners, whose businesses offered
a useful place for meetings. Yet other anarchists had a commercial
background being involved in trade, owning or working for merchant
houses—particularly true of Jews in Alexandria—or came from the
professional class, chiefly doctors, lawyers, pharmacists, journalists
and writers. By the end of the 19th century there was a shift away
from the artisan core to the new working class, particularly cigarette
workers, printers and the employees of the new large utilities, such as
the tramway companies, providing new members. The great majority
of anarchists attested in the record are men but the establishment of
a separate women’s section in Cairo in the 1870s and the attention
given to women’s issues suggests significant initial and ongoing female
participation.*

Addressing the East

A diverse, multi-dimensional and sometimes contradictory assemblage
of ideas, anarchism called for the moral, political, economic and social
emancipation of all men and women through international solidar-
ity and brotherhood. In promoting ‘the Idea’, it called for a struggle
against the main causes of human exploitation, ignorance and injus-
tice: capital (and its agent, the bourgeoisie), the state and dogmatic
religious authority.

Anarchists never came to an absolute agreement on how this struggle
might be conducted in Egypt but there was recognition of the particular

studies abroad, FO Foreign Office, National Archives, UK, 371/1115/ 46990, Lord
Kitchener to Sir Edward Grey, 14 Nov. 1911, hereafter FO.

23 Pernicone, Italian Anarchism, 78-79.

24 Bettini, Bibliografia dell’anarchismo, 282n. A list of 53 anarchists, which contains
the names of 6 or 7 women, may provide a representative sample of the movement in
Alexandria in the early 1880s: Polizia Internazionale, Archivio Storico Ministero degli
Affari Esteri, Rome, Italy, b. 41 Rome to Alex, 7 April 1881, hereafter PI. It should also
be noted that the ‘anarchist couple’ was a regular feature of the movement.
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difficulties the anarchist message faced there. Dr Enrico Insabato, an
anarchist in Cairo, believed that European anarchists had first to disas-
sociate themselves from those things that had overshadowed relations
between East and West in order to effectively promote their message.”
He singled out three particular aspects: the tradition of religious division
(which he accused priests of creating); Western attempts at political
domination of the East, notably the Crusades and the more recent ‘cler-
ical and diplomatic dynamite’ conducted by certain Western powers;
and finally, the forces of international capital:

We must show [them, i.e. the Arabs] that not all Europeans are exploit-
ers and besides that the enemies of the Orient are also ours...For them
irresponsible anonymous capital is European [but] the day they become
aware that the capitalist does not constitute the lowest part of the Euro-
pean population, they will give just form to their hatred.

Once anarchists found a “common language” and established intel-
lectual communication with an audience in the East, Insabato believed
that “the Idea is not only possible here but that it is destined to be the
most illuminating fulcrum for the future development of European-
Oriental relations”.

Anarchist language in Egypt was strongest when it was attacking
the evils of capitalism. While it also believed that dogmatic religious
authority was one of the chief forces responsible for ignorance and
injustice and called for emancipation not only from churches but
“from synagogues, from temples and from mosques”,?” Islam as a faith
does not seem to have been specifically targeted in anarchist litera-
ture. This may have been because its non-hierarchical structure put
it in a favourable light compared to other religions. Insabato himself
had singled out Catholicism and Brahmanism as anarchism’s religious
adversaries since they taught “blind and passive obedience” and were
thus a type of “intellectual alcoholism”. Islam, by contrast, was praised
for its tolerance by Raoul Canivet at the opening of the Free Popular
University.?®

The anarchist attitude to the Egyptian state was much more hostile
even if it appears not to be detailed or systematic. There was general

» For the following, see Enrico Insabato, ‘Le Idee Avanzate in Egitto (II)’, Lux!

Vol. 1 no. 3 (16 July 1903), 37-38.

% Insabato, ‘Le Idee Avanzate in Egitto (II)’, 37.

¥ Quote from a 1906 May Day poster, AIE, b. 107 (1904-1906) Anarchici.

# Anthony Gorman, ‘Anarchists in Education: The Free Popular University in
Egypt (1901)’, Middle Eastern Studies, 41: 3, 2005, 308.
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condemnation of the coercive aspects of the state, particularly the
actions of the police, state security services and the culture of sur-
veillance. The injustice of laws and the abuse of power were regularly
criticised. Anarchists eschewed involvement in institutional politics in
principle but they believed that the particular character of the Egyp-
tian government, which impeded the formation of political parties and
electoral contests, meant that the anarchist approach was better suited
to Egyptian conditions than the pursuit of power through parliamen-
tary contests advocated by legalitarian socialists.”

Further research is required to present a more complete picture of
how anarchists viewed Islam and the Egyptian state. Pragmatic con-
siderations, such as the viability of anti-religious rhetoric or concerns
of deportation may have played some role in determining the limits
of activism. Whether for ideological or practical reasons, anarchists
did not target religion or the state head on. The programme of action
agreed at the anarchist conference held in 1909, one of the most widely
agreed manifestos of the Egyptian movement, observed the standard
demands for the abolition of private property and the state, but it gave
more attention to the goal of social transformation through the use of
propaganda, education and workers’ associations, urging members

...to take part collectively and individually in all agitation of a moral,
economic and social nature, actively participating in all struggles between
capital and labour, and [...] to maintain in their public and private life
that consistency between ideal and action that attracts popular sympathy
towards anarchists.”

The commitment to its internationalist mission and membership
remained a central theme of anarchist discourse in Egypt. Public state-
ments consistently emphasized the universal solidarity of all peoples.
As one May Day poster announced,

On this day, across the sea and borders, conscious minorities of people,
diverse in race, religion, nationality and customs but united in aspira-
tions of civil progress, love, peace, well-being, liberty and hope greet the
fateful date of 1 May.”!

# Enrico Insabato, ‘Le Idee Avanzate in Egitto’, Lux! Vol. 1 no. 2 (15 June 1903) 7.

30" AIE b. 120 (1909-1910) Stampa sovversiva, ‘Perche siamo anarchici—Che cosa
vogliamo’.

! Dated 1906 and signed ‘Gli Anarchici’ (The Anarchists), AIE b. 107 (1904-1906)
Anarchici.
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Such sentiments were commonly expressed by anarchists internation-
ally. In Egypt, the reality of a multi-ethnic working class gave this ideal
of people of different races, religions and nationalities united in soli-
darity more than rhetorical force. Particularly after 1900, this was a
distinctive feature of Egyptian anarchism: that it sought to engage with
the ethnic, religious and linguistic pluralism experienced by many in
their everyday and working life to promote an internationalist mes-
sage. At public conferences and labour meetings audiences of different
faiths and nationalities gathered to listen to the same message deliv-
ered in a number of languages. This is not to say that this interna-
tionalist call did not meet obstacles, sometimes within the movement
itself though more often without. Nevertheless, the record suggests
that anarchism was in principle committed to adapting to and engag-
ing with the diversity of Egyptian society at large.

Propagating the Idea

Anarchists in Egypt overwhelmingly favoured propaganda of the word
over “propaganda of the deed”. Although there were some cases of
workplace-related violence, they eschewed political assassination and
violence against members of the government or ruling class even if
they applauded such acts carried out by their comrades in Europe and
the United States.”” Nevertheless, local consular authorities were eager
to promote a sense of the threat that anarchism posed to society at
large.

The sensational announcement in October 1898 of the arrest of
eighteen anarchists in Alexandria on charges of conspiracy to assas-
sinate the German Emperor Wilhelm II during his visit to the Middle
East was perhaps the most obvious example.” Splashed across the local
and international press to maximise its impact, the affair seems to have
been cooked up by an agent provocateur, perhaps with some assistance

32 A full history of political violence in Egypt has yet to be written. Existing stud-
ies take the assassination of Prime Minister Butrus Ghali in 1910, an action possibly
inspired by anarchist tactics but carried out by a nationalist, as their starting point. See
Donald M. Reid, ‘Political Assassination in Egypt, 19101954, International Journal of
African Historical Studies, 15: 4, 1982, 625-651; Malak Badrawi, Political Violence in
Egypt 1910-1925: Secret Societies, Plots and Assassinations, Richmond: Curzon, 2000.

3 AIE no. 86 (1900-1904) Anarchici, 1899 Processo in Alessandria d’Egitto contro
diverti anarchici.
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from the Italian consulate, and thus reflects more the concerns of
the authorities than any real threat of revolutionary violence by local
activists. In the trial the following year, the accused were all acquitted
of the main charge although they were found guilty of lesser charges of
possession of prohibited literature. A series of rumours of conspiracies
ascribed to anarchists in subsequent years should probably be put in
the same category.*

Rather than favour political violence, anarchists in Egypt preferred
the spoken or printed word to disseminate their ideas, principally
through communal study, public meetings, demonstrations and the
press. Small groups had been organised at least since the early 1880s
as a forum for holding discussions and attracting new members.” This
pattern continued into the new century but it took on a broader com-
pass. The “European Circle” of 1881 gave way to the International
Reading Room (Sala di lettura internazionale), a small library of anar-
chist books and newspapers in Cairo, which opened its doors to the
public in June 1902, distributing a manifesto in Italian and Hebrew
(or Yiddish?) on the occasion.

A series of similar ventures followed: a Social Studies Club was
launched in Alexandria by young Jewish anarchists in 1903 and a Lib-
ertarian Studies Room (Sala di studi libertari) the following year in
Cairo.* Three years later a committee of Europeans, local Jews and
Egyptians invited “all workers and friends of justice” to help establish
an International Reading Room which would hold “scientific, philo-
sophical, political and social works in every language”.”” Other asso-
ciations moved beyond the reading room and stressed specific aspects
of libertarian thought. Atheist Clubs (Cercles Athées) were set up both
in Cairo and Alexandria while a section of Free Thinkers (Libres pen-
seurs), with a membership of more than two hundred, was organised
in Alexandria.*®

The local anarchist press aimed for a larger audience. After the false
start of 1877, the appearance in Alexandria of the bilingual La Tribuna
Libera/ Le Tribune Libre heralded a renewed period of activity in

** See, for example, Lord Cromer’s telegram which refers to alleged rumours of
Italian anarchists discussing the assassination of the Khedive (FO 78/5090, 7 Oct. 1900,
no. 10). For various Italian concerns, see AIE b. 86 (1900-1904) Anarchici.

% Bettini, Bibliografia dell'anarchismo, 282.

% AIE b. 85 (1900-1904) Parrini Ugo Ucilio.

7 AIE b. 107 (1904-1906) Stampa Anarchica, Ministry of Interior memos, 6 June,
3 Sept. 1907.

3 AIE b. 120 (1909-1910) Circolo Ateo.
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October 1901.* Announcing itself as an “International organ for the
emancipation of the Proletariat”, La Tribuna sought nothing less than
the “complete emancipation of moral-political-economic and social
slavery” of the workers of the world.* In the course of the seven issues
that appeared before the end of the year, it set an example for the radi-
cal press that followed, featuring articles on anarchist thought, local
and international news of the movement, extracts from noted writers
such as Leo Tolstoy, and a series on education by Dutch anarchist,
Ferdinand Domela Nieuwenhuis.

Over the next decade, a series of newspapers and periodicals took
up different aspects of the anarchist programme. In Alexandria the
weekly L’Operaio (1902-03) promoted anarcho-syndicalism, focus-
ing on issues of workers’ associations, education and public health.
In response, il Domani (“Tomorrow”) (1903) in Cairo adopted a stri-
dently libertarian tone. Lux! (“Light!”) (1903) a fortnightly literary
journal presented extended discussions of anarchist theory and prac-
tice, while the Alexandrian weekly, Risorgete! (“Rise Again!”) (1908-
1910), promoted a strong anti-clerical line.* In 1908 the appearance of
O Ergatis (“The Worker”), “an organ for the emancipation of women
and the worker”, provided for a Greek language readership. Although
contrasting in styles and specific orientation, particularly true of il
Domani and L’Operaio, these publications were expressive of the ideo-
logical and linguistic diversity of the Egyptian movement. From 1909,
a more coordinated anarchist press was forged from the consensus
of the conference in Alexandria that year.*> In the succeeding years
two newspapers, L'ldea (1909-1911) and L’Unione (1913-14), both
co-edited by committees in Cairo and Alexandria, spoke to a broad
audience with articles in Italian, French and Greek.

Despite its polyglot character, the anarchist press in Egypt does not
appear to have included an Arabic language newspaper.* Nevertheless,

¥ In February 1877 the newly established Alexandria section of the International
had published a newspaper, Il Lavoratore, that was quickly closed down by the author-
ities. For this and a useful but incomplete listing of anarchist newspapers published in
Egypt, see Bettini, Bibliografia dell'anarchismo, 81-88.

0 La Tribuna Libera 20 Oct. 1901.

4 This is probably the same as the weekly Risveglio Egiziano mentioned in a
Ministry of Interior memo, AIE b. 111 (1907-1908), Anarchici, Min of Interior memo,
16 Feb. 1908.

4 AIE b. 120 (1909-1910) Stampa sovversiva, ‘Perche siamo anarchici—Che cosa
vogliamo’.

# Some short Arabic language texts, mostly advertisements, appeared in L’Operaio.
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anarchism (usually referred to as fawdawiyya in Arabic) had regularly
featured in the mainstream Arabic newspapers since the 1890s, usu-
ally in reporting the activities of the movement abroad. At the same
time modernist journals such as al-Mugtataf and al-Hilal carried arti-
cles discussing the origins and development of anarchist thought and
practice, sometimes in the context of the broader socialist movement.*
From 1897 al-Jami‘a al-Uthmaniyya engaged with socialist ideas while
a review, al-Mustagbal (“The Future”), which appeared in 1914 but
was soon closed down by the authorities, featured the work of Salama
Musa and Shibli Shumayyil, two Egyptian writers influenced by anar-
chist ideas.*

As the international anarchist press served to promote the ideas and
sustain the identity of the movement globally, so did its local counter-
part on a smaller scale. The effectiveness of this press in promoting the
ideas of the movement has to be qualified by two important consider-
ations. The first is the literacy of the target audience. This was much
higher amongst the foreign working class with, for example, sixty-
seven percent of Italians and almost sixty percent of Greeks being able
to read and write, than for native Egyptians, where only thirteen per
cent of men and about one per cent for women, were literate.** How-
ever, access to newspapers was not strictly limited to the literate since
the common practice of reading newspapers out aloud in cafés allowed
for the transmission of ideas to the unlettered.

Affordability was also a limiting factor. Although anarchist news-
papers suffered from regular financial difficulties in production, they
were competitively priced. La Tribuna Libera, L'Indipendente (“The
Independent”) and L’Unione (The Union”) all sold for five milliémes
(half a piastre) a copy. This was the same price as the mainstream

* See, for example, ‘al-Ishtirakiyyun wa al-fawdawiyyun’, al-Mugtataf 18 no. 11
(Aug. 1894), 721-729 and 18 no. 12 (Sept. 1894) 801-807 (a short series on socialists
and anarchists).

* For a fuller discussion, see Donald M. Reid, “The Syrian Christians and Early
Socialism in the Arab World’, International Journal of Middle East Studies, 5, 1974,
177-193.

* Quoted in Robert Tignor, State, Private Enterprise, and Economic Change in
Egypt, 1918-1952, Princeton, N.].: Princeton University Press, 1984, Tables A.1-2 and
Donald M. Reid, Cairo University and the Making of Modern Egypt, Cairo: AUC Press,
1991, 113. The figures are taken from the 1917 census (for Italians and Greeks) and
the 1907 census (for Egyptians) on the basis of number of literate persons per 1,000
persons over five years. The rate for Jews, a group that included both Egyptians and
non-Egyptians, was almost forty-four per cent (1907).
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Arabic language papers at a time when the daily wage for highly skilled
(usually European) labour was between twenty and forty piastres and
for unskilled (most often Egyptian) workmen, about eight piastres.”
L’Operaio, unusually for an anarchist newspaper, carried advertising
and sold for only one millieme. Other anarchist publications, partic-
ularly numeri unici (one-off issues), were often free or by voluntary
donation. At the other end of the scale Lux!, which in any case was a
more literary production, was expensive at two piastres a copy. Circu-
lation figures are difficult to establish but we know that the first issue
of La Tribuna Libera was one thousand copies (six hundred of which
were sent abroad).®

While the press served to connect its readership through dissemina-
tion of news and analysis, the anniversaries of important political events
offered an opportunity for a public commemoration of the radical past
and celebration of its principles. On these occasions, posters, leaflets and
flyers were printed, posted in the streets and distributed to the public
by different anarchist groups, promoting the values of their cause and
their aspirations for the future. Initially the most féted of these days was
18 March, the anniversary of the Paris Commune of 1871, publicly cele-
brated in Egypt by 1889.* In time it would be challenged by May Day in
marking the international solidarity of workers.” For Italian anarchists
the occasion of 20 September, the anniversary of the capture of Rome
and the completion of Italian unification in 1870, provided a specific
occasion to contemplate a sense of lost opportunity.”

Other expressions of anarchist sentiment were more spontaneous.
In January 1907 a series of public protests gathered in Alexandria and
Cairo to oppose the rumoured deportation of three Russian revolution-
aries.”” Two years later anarchist hostility towards religious authority
and political tyranny came together dramatically when the Spanish
government arrested Francesco Ferrer i Guardia, a noted anarchist

47 Joel Beinin and Zachary Lockman, Workers on the Nile: Nationalism, Communism,
Islam, and the Egyptian Working Class, 1882-1954, London: 1.B. Tauris, 1988, 39.

8 AIE b. 87 (1900-1904) Anarchici, La Tribuna Libera, Memo 16 Nov. 1901.

% PI'b. 41, 1890 Alessandria, Alexandria to Rome, 13 May-April 1890. The 14 July
had served as the occasion of a public conference and march in 1881: Bettini, Bibli-
ografia dell’anarchismo, 305.

0 The earliest attested celebration of 1 May is PI b. 41, 1891 Alessandria, Alexan-
dria to Rome, 18 April 1891.

>t AIE b. 86 (1900-1904) Anarchici, 25 Sept. 1904.

52 Egyptian Gazette 19 Jan., 21 Jan. 1907; al-Ahram 19 Jan., 26 Jan. 1907.
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thinker, educator and founder of the Modern School movement in
Spain, on charges of taking part in the anti-conscription uprising.
News of the action spread quickly and prompted widespread protest
internationally. In Alexandria a Pro-Ferrer committee was formed and
hundreds of copies of a numero unico published on 30 September 1909
to publicise the case. On 4 October a series of speakers denounced
the actions of the Spanish government at a meeting at the Free Popu-
lar University. Despite these and other protests Ferrer was executed
in Barcelona some days later but he soon acquired martyr status. In
Cairo later that month a number of anarchist organisations held a
pro-Ferrer protest march.” By the end of the year a plaque in Ferrer’s
memory was set up in Alexandria and on 1 May the following year, the
cry was heard: “Vive 1 May, Vive liberty, Vive Francesco Ferrer”.>*

Popular education

The outrage expressed at the execution of Ferrer was not simply a pro-
test against state tyranny but recognition of his status as an advocate
for secular education, an important vehicle for social emancipation in
anarchist thought. Indeed, it was in the cause of public education that
anarchists in Egypt mounted their most ambitious project, the Free
Popular University (Universita Popolare Libera, henceforth UPL) in
Alexandria in 1901.”° Planned in the early months of that year and
galvanised by the leadership of Galleani, the UPL was inaugurated in
May with the aim of providing free evening education to the popular
classes. The event was covered at length in the local European and
Arabic language press which endorsed enthusiastically its objectives
and drew widespread support from across the full range of Alexan-
drian society.

Although inspired by a European model (the first UPLs had opened
in Italy over the previous twelve months), the UPL in Egypt developed

> For a hostile report, see ‘A Ferrer Fiasco’, Egyptian Gazette, 18 Oct. 1909.

> AIE b. 126 (1911) Anarchici, Ministry of Interior Memo, 9 Dec. 1909 (plaque);
AIE b. 120 (1909-1910), Ministry of Interior Memo, 4 May 1910 (May Day). The
Ferrer affair would be taken up in the local Greek and Arabic language press, as well
as the theatre: see [Tham Makdisi, “Theater and Radical Politics in Beirut, Cairo and
Alexandria’, Centre for Contemporary Arab Studies, Georgetown University, 2006.

> For a more detailed discussion, see Anthony Gorman, ‘Anarchists in Education’,
303-320. A similar project planned in Cairo was quickly targeted by the authorities
and abandoned at the end of 1901.
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its own specific programme and character. Ideologically it applied a
more radical vision than the Italian UPLs, which had close ties to the
Italian Socialist Party (PSI), in offering classes in the humanities and
the latest advances in science to workers and providing individual lec-
tures on progressive social issues, such as workers’ associations and the
position of women in society. The UPL in Alexandria was also more
internationalist by virtue of catering to a culturally and linguistically
diverse community. Drawing on the services of voluntary teachers,
classes were given in a number of languages, principally Italian and
French, but also in Arabic and other languages. As one Alexandrian
daily newspaper noted, “All the languages that sound in the mouths of
the happy fellow drinkers of the waters of the Nile serve as a vehicle
in lectures of different university teachers”.>

Despite this propitious beginning, the radical nature of the UPL
soon attracted hostility. Concerned at its political character the Ital-
ian consular authorities moved quickly to institute legal proceedings
against a UPL lecturer, Dr Curti-Garzoni, after he had made certain
remarks in class regarding the recent assassination of the Italian king,
Umberto I. The action, while attracting some public criticism, effec-
tively undermined the momentum behind the UPL and witnessed a
quick shift in attitude in some quarters. Formerly supportive, al-Ahram
now accused the university of being based on “depraved principles”
and standing “revealed for its disgrace and emptiness”.”” Within a year
reliably bourgeois elements had wrested control of the UPL from its
anarchist founders and proceeded to transform it into a vocational
college that, among other things, taught shorthand, accountancy and
languages. Its brief life as a revolutionary project notwithstanding, the
UPL marks an important moment for anarchism in Egypt and almost
certainly served as an inspiration to Egyptian nationalists who would
establish the Higher Schools Club (Nadi al-madaris al-‘ulya) in 1905
which similarly put educational means to political purpose.®®

% “Universita Popolare Libera’, L'Tmparziale 17-18 Nov. 1901.

%7 ‘al-Kulliya al-hurra’, al-Ahram 13 July 1901.

8 Egyptian nationalist interest in the UPL is attested by the considerable cover-
age given to it in the pages of al-Liwa’, and by the participation of its correspondent,
Muhammad Kalza, in the official opening. On the Higher School Club, see Anthony
Gorman, Historians, State and Politics in Twentieth Century Egypt: Contesting the
Nation, London: Routledge, 2003; Curzon, 2003, 82; ‘Abd al-Rahman al-Rafi‘i, Mus-
tafa Kamil, Ba'‘th al-haraka al-wataniyya, Cairo, 1939, 192-195.
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Anarcho-syndicalism and labour

Anarchism in Egypt would have its most significant impact on the
development of the labour movement. With the emergence of a new
working class of critical mass at the end of the 19th century, anarcho-
syndicalism, in contrast to the anti-organisationalists, held that formal
collective organisation was the necessary instrument of social revolu-
tion and began to assert itself as a force. Employing a discourse that
stressed the virtues of solidarity, workers’ rights, and justice, it played
a central role in the organisation and formulation of the strategy and
tactics of working class militancy in resisting the predations of capital.

Organised labour was far from new in Egypt. Guilds had been an
integral part of the traditional Ottoman order, serving as guardians of
the trade, regulating entry into the profession, maintaining standards
of workmanship, controlling competition and providing a framework
for mutual aid.” The modernisation programme of Muhammad Ali in
the first half of the 19th century and the progressive incorporation of
Egypt into the international capitalist system in the second had begun
to undermine established social and economic structures. Greater for-
eign trade, the demand and import of large amounts of goods and
the inflow of capital invested in land companies, agriculture and local
industry in Egypt significantly changed the economic and social role
of guilds and the character of the working class.®

As has already been indicated, an important part of this process
was the establishment of a local foreign workforce alongside native
Egyptian labour. Historians of the Egyptian labour movement, pri-
marily concerned with its contribution to the national movement,
have tended to stress the differences between the European and for-
eign worker above any common basis for action.®® While acknowledg-
ing in varying measure the positive role played by foreign workers in

% For a short, useful discussion, see Joel Beinin, Workers and Peasants in the Mod-
ern Middle East, Cambridge University Press, 2001, 16-19. For a more detailed analy-
sis on guilds in Egypt during this period, see Juan Cole, Colonialism and Revolution
in the Middle East, Princeton University Press, 1993, 164-189, and John T. Chalcraft,
The Striking Cabbies of Cairo: Crafts and Guilds in Egypt, 1863-1914, Albany NY: State
University of New York, 2005.

% For some discussion on developments in finance during this period, see Roger
Owen, The Middle East in the World Economy, 1800-1914, Methuen: London and
New York, 1981, 233-243.

¢! Lockman, Tmagining the Working Class’, 186.
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inspiring the organisation of Egyptian workers, they have tended to
emphasize the factors that militated against such cooperation: the eth-
nic character of some occupations, the differential rates of pay, and the
legal advantages foreign workers enjoyed under the Capitulations.*

This characterisation of the relationship between these two groups
requires some revision. While the factors noted clearly played some
part in determining the pattern and configuration of labour activ-
ism, the record shows a clear and sustained evidence of cooperation
and collaboration between the elements within these two groups that
took off at the very beginning of the new century. As Lockman has
rightly pointed out, the native Egyptian working class was not homo-
geneous, did not function as a single actor nor did it possess a single
subjectivity.® The same is true of the local foreign working class.*®*
Our understanding of the relations between these two groups should
therefore not be reduced to a European style of labour organisation in
competition with a new emerging Egyptian labour model. It is argued
here that a model of collaboration between European and Egyptian
workers grounded in an internationalist ethic and universal workers’
rights was locally constituted in Egypt during the critical years from
the beginning of the 20th century until 1914.

The international or mixed union (in Arabic, nigaba mukhtalifa)
was the clearest formal expression of common cause between foreign
and Egyptian workers and the most obvious vehicle for anarcho-syn-
dicalist militancy. Accepting workers of all nationalities, these unions
were established in important trades, such as cigarette workers, tai-
lors, tobacco workers and shoemakers, but they were also set up on
a less specific basis, such as the International Union of Workers and
Employees (IUWE) formed in Cairo. Meetings and demonstrations
reflected the international character of the membership. At a meeting
during the tailors’ strike in 1901, workers’ demands were read out in

¢ The Capitulations were a series of agreements made between the Ottoman
Empire and many European states that granted certain economic and legal privileges
to foreign nationals, principally exemption from certain customs duties and the right
to be subject to their own national law administered by consular authorities.

63 Zachary Lockman (ed.), Workers and Working Classes in the Middle East: Strug-
gles, Histories, Historiographies. State University of New York Press, 1994, 72.

¢ For a fuller discussion, see Anthony Gorman, ‘Foreign Workers in Egypt 1882—
1914: Subaltern or labour elite?’, 237-259 in Stephanie Cronin (ed.), Subalterns and
Social Protest: History from Below in the Middle East and North Africa, London and
New York: Routledge, 2008.
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a number of languages while at the inaugural meeting of the [IUWE
in 1909 speakers addressed an audience of more than two thousand
people on the importance of the collective action and international
solidarity in Arabic, French, Greek, Italian and German.® Union lead-
ership was similarly international. A committee of fourteen made up
of five Greeks, five Egyptians, two Syrians, one Italian and an Arme-
nian, for example, ran the shoemakers union.®

In common with existing workers’ associations, these international
unions provided various welfare services to members but they also
represented a break from earlier patterns of labour organisation. They
more aggressively championed workers’ interests in the battle against
employers and they also appealed to higher values of international
solidarity and universal brotherhood adopting names redolent with
ideological aspirations such as Concord (tailors), Progress (tobacco
workers) and Reform (shoemakers). They were complemented in this
by the resistance leagues (leghe di resistenza), first established in Alex-
andria amongst printers, tailors and cigarette rollers at the beginning
of the decade by the tireless Pietro Vasai, which probably served as a
smaller, disciplined core of anarcho-syndicalist practice.”’ In Cairo in
1910 the common purpose and ideological affiliation between these
organisations was made particularly clear, when the [IUWE, the Ligue
Typographique, the Association of Cigarettiers and the International
Federation of Resistance, rented a common premises.®®

The cigarette rollers union embodied the new militancy of the inter-
national unions. Originally set up as a Greek body in Cairo during
the 1890s, it accepted membership from rollers of all nationalities just
prior to launching the successful strike of 1899-1900 that is regarded
as a milestone in industrial militancy in Egypt.® The successful
outcome of this action put the cigarette workers at the vanguard of the

% Beinin and Lockman, Workers on the Nile, 54 (tailors); Phos 7 July, 14 July
1909; al-Mugattam 12 July 1909 (IUWE). In other sources, this union is known as
the Association Internationale de coopération pour 'amélioration des classes ouvriéres,
AIE b. 120, Ministry of Interior Memo, 4 July, 11 July 1909

 Tilegraphos 26 Dec. 1901

¢ AIE b. 88 (1900-1904) 29 May 1902.

% AIE b. 126 (1911) Anarchici, ‘Movimento anarchico in genere’, Memo 8 Aug.
1910

% For a fuller discussion of these events, see Gorman, ‘Foreign Workers in Egypt’,
245-249. Among the strike leadership Kordatos identifies the Vourzonides brothers as
anarchists and Solomon Goldenberg (known from other sources to be an anarchist),
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new labour movement. However, the peaceful gains of this strike con-
trasted with the bruising confrontations in December of the following
year when police used canes and fire hoses to attack workers. More
desperate still was the strike of 1903. At the height of the confronta-
tion, anarchists Ugo Parrini and Nicolas Doumas led the call for a
general strike, urging workers to fight violence with violence.

Ultimately the strike collapsed as employers brought in other Egyp-
tian and Syrian workers as strike breakers and successfully split the
united front by branding the industrial dispute an ethnic conflict.
Cigarette workers would take some years to recover from the blow.
When they did reorganise in 1908, the two cigarette unions, the Matos-
sian Union and the Ligue Internationale des Ouvriers Cigarettiers et
Papetiers du Caire, further expanded their membership by accepting
all cigarette workers, not only rollers.

By the end of the first decade of the century, the anarcho-syndicalist
international union had emerged as a significant industrial and indeed
moral force. As one Cairene newspaper confidently announced,”

Happily in Cairo some years ago, a movement began to be observed of
the fraternisation of the working classes, and after not many years the
city of the Caliphs will be one of the first socialist centres on account of
its international character.

The optimism may have been overstated but the sentiment expressed
captured the confidence of a broad movement within the working
classes based on universalist principles in which anarchists and syndi-
calists had played a leading role.

Competing orientations

Despite the successes of the international unions, the call for work-
ers of all nationalities to unite and defend their interests did not go
unchallenged. The closest ideological rivals were the socialists with
whom anarchists shared an anti-capitalist programme but disagreed
on the manner and the rationale it should be pursued.”

Yiannis Kordatos, Istoria tou ellinikou ergatikou kinimatos, Athens: Boukoumani,
1972, 174n.

7 Phos 11 March 1909.

I The socialist movement in Egypt before 1921 awaits its own study. After the
breakup of the First International in the 1870s it probably maintained a continuous if
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One source of competition for the loyalty of foreign workers was the
local national associations found in the foreign communities that pro-
vided welfare services and a social life for members within a commu-
nitarian or homeland orientation. These were particularly significant
in the Greek community where the power of the bourgeois oligar-
chy in funding and controlling community institutions maintained a
patron-client relationship with workers.”

However, the most significant challenge to the internationalist aspi-
rations of syndicalism in respect of Egyptian workers was the emerg-
ing nationalist movement. Initially, workers had not figured in the
thinking of young nationalists like Muhammad Farid, who in the mid-
1890s had regarded signs of militant labour as part of a “European
disease” and alien to the Egyptian context.” Over the next decade and
a half as the phenomenon of strikes increased and the power of the
labour movement became clear, the nationalist position shifted.”* In
1909 the Watani Party openly backed the formation of the Manual
Trades Workers Union (MTWU), a diverse body of Egyptian urban
workers, recognising both the need to constitute a broader national
community and the political potential of the worker in the struggle
against the British occupation.”

Well before this time, anarcho-syndicalists had been aware of the
need to engage with the native Egyptian worker. This was most eas-
ily done in the framework of the international union; however the
structure of the working class, where many occupations were for
all practical purposes practised only by Egyptians, meant that their
formation was often not feasible. Nevertheless, some anarchists and
particularly the editors of L’Operaio even as they recognised certain
difficulties highlighted the importance of promoting the necessity of
labour organisation and militancy to the native proletariat. When the
cab drivers in Alexandria went on strike in April 1903, the paper her-

uneven existence in the ensuing decades. Under the Second International established
in 1889 socialists promoted social democratic politics and were a significant force
among Italian and possibly other workers in the decade or so before the outbreak of
the First World War.

2 Anthony Gorman, ‘Foreign Workers in Egypt 1882-1914’, 254.

7* Beinin and Lockman, Workers on the Nile, 55.

7+ For the nationalist ‘discovery’ of the working class, see Lockman, ‘Imagining the
Working Class’, 157-190.

75 Beinin and Lockman, Workers on the Nile, 67-72.
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alded this as the beginning of a genuine Egyptian militancy.”® The edi-
tors of L'Unione similarly stressed the shared interests of European
and Egyptian workers, emphasizing they had to unite to successfully
defend their interests because “capital is our common enemy”. More
than that they pointed to the universal condition of workers:””

Labour has no frontiers or language. Therefore we make no issue of
nationality, of religion, of race. All feel the same needs, all suffer the
same grief; all have one single aspiration: their own well-being, which
cannot be other than the result of the common well-being.

Egyptian nationalists, however, articulated quite a different political
vision and in the years after the formation of the MTWU contended
with anarcho-syndicalists for the support of the working class in Egypt,
employing both discursive and organisational tactics, and drawing on
nativist and ethnocentric appeals to splinter the internationalist labour
movement. In this, they followed the employers during the cigarette
strike of 1903.

One arena in which these conflicts were played out was the Inter-
national Printers League of Cairo. Established at the beginning of
the century by Italian anarcho-syndicalists, the membership of the
union was predominantly Italian but included Greek and Egyptian
members. In 1909 a splinter group of Italian workers sought to break
away from the union to form an Italian Mutual Assistance Society.
The anarchist I’ldea came out strongly against the move branding it a
“regression” that rejected “brotherhood and international solidarity”.”
For a time, a split appears to have been averted but in February 1911
some parting of the ways between Egyptian and European print-
ers seems to have occurred.” In the years that followed, anarcho-
syndicalist forces were weakened by the government campaign of
deportation waged against activists, Pietro Vasai being among them.*
Yet, by 1915, now under the leadership of Italian anarchist Giuseppe
Pizzuto, Europeans and Egyptians were again accepted as members
of the union on equal terms.*

76 ‘La Coscienza Indigena’ L’Operaio 11 April 1903.

77 L’Unione 13 July 1913.

78 L'Idea 1 May 1909.

7 Amin ‘Izz al-Din, al-Tabaqa al-‘amila al-misriyya mundhu nashatiha hatta
thawrat 1919, Cairo: Dar al-sha‘b, 1967, 123.

8 Kordatos, Istoria tou Ellinikou Ergatikou Kinimatos, 175-176.

81 FO 407/185, no. 155 Allenby to Curzon, Ramleh 31 Aug. 1919.
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The postwar order

Britain declared Egypt a protectorate following the outbreak of the
World War I and for the next four years oversaw a policy of clamp-
ing down on all political activities, interning nationalists, surveilling
or deporting foreign anarchists and closing down newspapers. With
the end of hostilities in 1918 Egyptian nationalists renewed their calls
for the immediate evacuation of British forces and Egyptian inde-
pendence. The British government sought to resist these demands, a
policy that detonated a series of protests across the country, known as
the 1919 Revolution, which saw nationalists fronting a broad-based
coalition of forces.

The same year witnessed an explosion in industrial unrest unleashed
after the enforced moderation of the war years. A strike in the Suez
Canal in May was the prelude to an outbreak of strikes in August
by Egyptian and foreign workers in Cairo and Alexandria and the
establishment of a large number of new labour syndicates. Anarcho-
syndicalists again played a leading part in this movement. Pizzuto
at the head of the printers’ union led the move to set up a Bourse
de Travail in Cairo in the summer of 1919 before being deported in
September. In February 1921, after considerable planning the General
Confederation of Labour (Confédération Générale du Travail, CGT, or
Ittihad al-niqabat al-‘am) was established in Alexandria with anarchist
Joseph Rosenthal as one of its chief organisers.®> The CGT brought
together almost three thousand mostly foreign workers from twenty-
one unions, but it was a measure of Rosenthal’s standing at the time
that he was visited privately later in the year by Mustafa al-Nahas, a
leading member of the Wafd and future Egyptian Prime Minister.*’

These years also saw a reconfiguration of radical political forces. In
August 1921 the Egyptian Socialist Party (ESP), the precursor of Egyp-
tian Communist Party, was established. Based in Cairo with branches
in Alexandria and the Delta, it claimed a party membership of fifteen
hundred by late 1922 drawn from both Egyptian nationals and resident
foreigners. Its programme was anti-imperialist, calling for the libera-
tion of the Nile Valley (Egypt and the Sudan), and anti-capitalist. Its

82 Beinin and Lockman, Workers on the Nile, 111-113, 139. The names of both of
these organisations owed a clear debt to French anarcho-syndicalism.

8 FO 141/779/9065 Cairo 1919-1921 Bolshevism, Report on Rosenthal and Edward
Zaidman.
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economic and social principles owed a significant debt to anarchism
even if it did embrace parliamentary politics.** According to one of its
leaders, the party aimed

to defend their [i.e. workers’] interests in parliament and elsewhere, and
to work to force the government to issue social laws to protect the work-
ers, who were left to the mercy of capitalism and its tyranny.*

These words of Rosenthal, a key figure in radical politics of more than
twenty years, suggest that many of those who had been anarchist mili-
tants before the war were now drawn to the party as the main vehicle
for the radical challenge to the traditional political order.* In this they
finally agreed with their close rivals, the socialists with whom they had
been doing battle and making common cause since the 1880s.

The early life of the ESP was marked by internal conflicts over pol-
icy and strategy prompting the departure of more moderate members.
One contentious issue was the question of affiliation with the Com-
munist International (Comintern). Following contacts with Moscow,
a general meeting of the ESP in January 1923 accepted the necessary
twenty one conditions for Comintern membership and the Commu-
nist Party of Egypt (ECP) was formally established, adopting a pro-
gramme that called for the end of the Capitulations and equal pay for
Egyptian and foreign workers.” Additional conditions were required,
among them the expulsion of Rosenthal as an ‘undesirable’ element,
very probably because of his anarchist past, and possibly others with
a similar record.

In 1922, the bitter dispute between Egyptian nationalists and Brit-
ain was temporarily settled by the British decision to unilaterally grant
Egypt self-rule even if it reserved certain important powers to itself. At
the beginning of 1924, Sa‘d Zaghlul at the head of the Wafd, became
the head of Egypt’s first popularly elected government under the new

8 Ismael and Rifa’at El-Sa’id, Communist Movement in Egypt, 21-22. Salama
Musa’s comment that the party was first called the Anarchist Party (al-hizb al-ibahi)
also suggests a strong debt to the anarchist tradition, Salama Musa, Tarbiyya Salama
Musa, Dar al-Mustaqgbal, 1958, 203.

8 TIsmael and Rifa’at El-Sa’id, Communist Movement in Egypt, 15, 17.

% Though certainly Jewish, Rosenthal’s geographic origins are unclear. Beinin and
Lockman, Workers on the Nile, 130 assert he was born in Palestine but he has variously
been described as Russian and Austrian.

87 Ismael and El-Sa’id, Communist Movement in Egypt, 21-22.
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constitution. He soon launched a sustained attack against the ECP
and other radical opposition. For the rest of the 1920s and into the
early 1930s Communists, anarchists, socialist and radical nationalists
were subject to a campaign of government repression. During this
time anarchists themselves maintained a separate presence in Egypt
but more research is required to establish how significant the move-
ment was during this period.** While its role was clearly diminished
compared to its pre-war position, anarchist thought and international
syndicalism continued to exercise some influence. In the 1930s the
Atheists Circle and Les Libres Penseurs continued to operate in Cairo,
attracting a new generation of socialists and free thinkers, some of
whom would play a part in the revived left of the 1940s.* By this time
the labour movement drew ideological support from the Communist
movement and the Muslim Brotherhood but it nevertheless still owed
something to its anarcho-syndicalist roots.

Anarchists and Egyptian nationalism

It was not only in the competition for the loyalties of workers that
anarchists clashed with nationalists. There was a much more funda-
mental ideological gulf between the two movements. As Insabato had
made clear,”

...we do not love religious fanaticism but we find that those who wish to
substitute religious fanaticism with that of fatherland, nationality, caste
or class make progress go backwards.

Yet despite their profound differences nationalism and anarchism did
share a common enemy, imperialism, and on more than one occasion
became de facto allies in opposing it. Perhaps the earliest example of
this was in 1882 when Malatesta and his companions joined Urabi’s
forces to resist the British, less to assist the nationalist cause per se than
to take advantage of the opportunity the situation offered for social

8 The Italian and Greek governments were concerned about the activities of Egyp-
tian anarchists both at home and abroad. See, for example, the list of antifascists,
anarchists and socialists in Marta Petricioli, Oltre il Mito, L’Egitto degli Italiani (1917-
1947), Milan: Mondadori, 486-489.

% Interview with Yusuf Darwish, a Communist lawyer and activist from the 1940s
who attended these associations in the mid-1930s.

% Enrico Insabato, ‘Le Idee Avanzate in Egitto (II)’, Lux!, 37.
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revolution.” For its part when the Watani Party embraced the labour
movement, it nevertheless recognised the importance of allying with
foreign workers and urged Egyptian workers during the tram strike of
1911 to, “Unite and strengthen yourselves and increase your numbers
through combination and through unity with the European workers,
your comrades”.”

This confluence of political interest was repeated more forcefully
during the 1919 Revolution when nationwide agitation against contin-
ued British rule, and syndicalist activity between foreign and Egyptian
labour, worked together to improve working conditions.”” Nationalists
were also influenced by the strategies and tactics of anarchism at home
and abroad. The likelihood of the UPL influencing nationalist educa-
tion policy has been mentioned. It seems clear the anarchist organisa-
tion had influence on nationalist political activity more generally as
well.*

Conclusion

In the fifty years before World War I an anarchist community emerged
in Egypt sustained by an expanding Mediterranean network of migra-
tion, labour mobility, communications and transport. Initially taken
up by elements in the resident Italian community, it was gradually
embraced by members of other communities who shared a radical view
of social emancipation of social, economic and intellectual life. In the
decade and a half before World War I anarcho-syndicalism, typified by
the ‘international” union, was a leading force in the organisation and
development of a militant labour movement. Calling for international
solidarity among all workers, it adapted with little effort to a society
characterised by ethnic and religious pluralism and articulated an anti-
capitalist, anti-nationalist discourse as it did battle with nationalist and
other forces in seeking the support of the popular classes in Egypt.
As a libertarian movement, anarchists may have had a less definable

' The action was later recalled with pride, I Processo degli Anarchici, Alexandria,
Cairo 1899, 55. For anarchists at Tel al-Kabir, see PI b. 41, 6 and 20 Oct. 1882.

%2 Beinin and Lockman, Workers on the Nile, 71 (quoting al-Liwa’).

% Beinin and Lockman, Workers on the Nile, 111-112.

% For example, in September 1910, leading Watanist ‘Abd al-‘Aziz Jawish was
reported to be promoting Italian anarchist literature, FO 371/1114, 6-7.
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but still significant impact, along with socialists and liberals, on the
advancement of secular thought in Egyptian intellectual life.

Despite these successes, the anarchist movement faced considerable
difficulties in Egypt. The coercion of the state through a sustained
campaign of surveillance, prosecution and occasionally deportation
no doubt hampered the movement as did its characterisation by the
authorities as a group of dissolute, political adventurers promoting an
alien ideology. More than this, however, the achievement that anar-
chists had made in formulating an anti-capitalist discourse, in call-
ing for social emancipation and articulating the consciousness of
workers would from the beginning of the 1920s, be appropriated by
other forces, chiefly the Egyptian Communist Party and the Egyptian
national movement.
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REVOLUTIONARY SYNDICALISM, COMMUNISM AND THE
NATIONAL QUESTION IN SOUTH AFRICAN SOCIALISM,
1886-1928

Lucien van der Walt
University of the Witwatersrand

This chapter examines the manner in which anarchists and revolu-
tionary syndicalists confronted the national question in South Africa,
particularly during the 1910s, the period of unquestioned syndicalist
hegemony on the revolutionary left. The national question has been
perhaps the single most important issue facing labour and the left in
South Africa. It centres on two main elements: the deep racial and
national divisions in the country, and the national oppression of the
African, Coloured and Indian majority. Both elements were deeply
rooted in its colonial history, but also tightly entangled in its modern
economy, as will be discussed later.

I argue that the local anarchists and syndicalists maintained a prin-
cipled opposition to racial discrimination and oppression, and a prin-
cipled commitment to the creation of a multiracial anti-capitalist,
anti-statist movement. These two positions constituted the irreducible
core of the libertarians” approach to the national question—a distinc-
tive approach that differed in critically significant ways from the later,
Communist, “national-democratic” approach (of which more below).

However, it is important to distinguish between two key expressions
of this approach, which had different tactical and practical implica-
tions. The first may be termed abstract-internationalism: this opposed
popular prejudice as well as official discrimination, but failed to take a
crucial step of combining this principled position with active, and spe-
cific, efforts to mobilise African, Coloured, and Indian workers around
both their class and national grievances. In practice, this approach was
identified with a de facto focus on white labour.

The second may be termed the activist-integrationist approach: it
developed strategies that moved from analysis and principle to consistent
and targeted efforts to mobilise African, Coloured, and Indian workers
around both class and national issues. It enabled, it will be argued, the
construction by 1921 of a genuinely multiracial revolutionary syndicalist
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movement, organised in a network of newspapers, unions and political
groups, firmly committed to uniting the local working class to struggle
simultaneously against the specific national oppression of the African,
Coloured and Indian majority, and the capitalist exploitation and state
domination of the whole working class, African, Coloured, Indian and
white.

The vehicle of this combined struggle was usually envisaged as a
revolutionary interracial One Big Union on the model of the Industrial
Workers of the World (the IWW, or Wobblies): “The key to social
regeneration...to the new Socialist Commonwealth is to be found in
the organisation of a class conscious proletariat within the Industrial
Union”,' creating an Industrial Republic “administered...democrati-
cally by the workers themselves”.?

The One Big Union was to be the proletarian forge in which a com-
mon society embracing all, regardless of colour, would be created. The
aim of the working class revolution was not to constitute an indepen-
dent national state. It was to overcome national and class inequality
through the working class battle to constitute a self-managed liber-
tarian socialist “Industrial Republic”: this would unite the African,
Coloured, Indian and white working people, and also form “an inte-
gral part of the International Industrial Republic”.?

Not only did this vision come to dominate the radical left in the
1910s, but it enabled the anarchists and syndicalists to pioneer multi-
racial left-wing organisation, as well as union work amongst the Afri-
can people, to work alongside Coloured and African nationalists, and
to develop an increasingly sophisticated analysis of—and strategy to
resolve—the national question.

While the libertarian movement was pioneered by white immigrant
radicals, mainly of British and Jewish origin, the demographic profile
of the movement changed radically over time. Thus, the local roll call
of anarchists and syndicalist militants includes revolutionary people of
colour, like Fred Cetiwe, K.C. Fredericks, Johnny Gomas, Hamilton
Kraai, RK. Moodley, Bernard Sigamoney and T.W. Thibedi, along-
side white radicals like W.H. ‘Bill" Andrews, A.Z. Berman, S.P. Bun-
ting, Andrew Dunbar, Henry Glasse, Wilfred Harrison, H.B. ‘Barney’
Levinson and Ferdinand Marais.

' The International, 5 May 1916, “What’s Wrong with Ireland”, hereafter Int.
* Int.,, 21 January 1916, “The Most Effective Means”.
* Int., 22 February 1918, “Industrial Unionism in South Africa”.



36 LUCIEN VAN DER WALT

The local syndicalist movement also came to centre on a number
of IWW-style unions in the major centres, based amongst people of
colour. Anticipated by the practice of South African (SA) General
Workers” Union in Cape Town in the first decade of the century
(and by the aims of the local IWW formed in 1910), these unions
included the Clothing Workers Industrial Union, the Indian Industrial
Workers’ Union, the Horse Drivers’ Union, the Industrial Workers’
of Africa, and the Sweet and Jam Workers’ Industrial Union in the
1910s. Together they represented several thousand people, and were
amongst the very first unions amongst workers of colour. Amongst
white workers, the syndicalists had some influence in the Cape
Federation of Labour Unions, the shopstewards’ and workers’ committee
movement, and the Building Workers Industrial Union (BWIU).
Political groups that promoted anarchism and syndicalism included
the local Social Democratic Federation (SDF), the International Social-
ist League (ISL), the (separate) Industrial Socialist League (IndSL), and
the Socialist Labour Party (SLP).

In the late 1910s, the local syndicalist movement also had a sig-
nificant impact on formations like the South African Native National
Congress (SANNC, 1912, renamed the African National Congress, or
ANC, in 1923), and the African Political Organisation (APO, 1902),
representing African and Coloured nationalist formations, respec-
tively. Into the 1920s, syndicalist influences would continue within
the radical wing of white labour (especially the Council of Action of
1920-1922), the early Communist Party of South Africa (CPSA, 1921),
and the (predominantly African) Industrial and Commercial Workers
Union (ICU, 1919), which spread from South Africa into neighbour-
ing South West Africa, Northern Rhodesia and Southern Rhodesia).*

This analysis and research goes directly counter to the prevailing
interpretation of the early history of the left in South Africa, and of its
approach to the national question. Scholarship on these issues remains
dominated by the interpretations developed by what I term the “Com-
munist school”: writers identified with the CPSA and its underground
successor, the South African Communist Party (SACP, f. 1953).

While the Communist school undoubtedly played a key role in pio-
neering left and labour history in South Africa from the 1940s, it has
consistently caricatured the pre-CPSA left. Besides downplaying the

* Now independent Namibia, Zambia and Zimbabwe, respectively.
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achievements of anarchism and syndicalism, it has tended to treat the
early left as basically a overwhelmingly white movement that at best
viewed “the national oppression of the majority” as “not really very wor-
thy of consideration”—and, at worst, embraced “white supremacy” and
a “segregation policy”.® This is part of a larger interpretation of history—to
which we return below—which treats the CPSA/SACP, and the larger
Communist International (Comintern), as the unique repository of a
revolutionary, socialist, answer to the national question.

Only recently has the history of anarchism and syndicalism started
to be taken more seriously,” but there has been little in the way of a
serious reappraisal of their engagement with the national question.®
Such a reappraisal not only has significant implications for the inter-
pretation of labour and left history in South Africa, but also enables
the recovery of the impressive history of early black socialist radical-
ism—ironically, a casualty of the Communist school’s analysis.

Background: the national question, labour and the left

The area that became South Africa comprised a range of distinctive
agrarian societies—English, Afrikaner, and African—in the 1860s,
when the discovery of diamonds (1867) in Kimberley, followed by
gold (1886) on the Witwatersrand (the ‘Rand’ or ‘Reef’), precipitated

* Jeremy Cronin, 1991, “Origins and ‘Native Republic’”?, in Colin Bundy (ed.), The
History of the South African Communist Party, Cape Town: Department of Adult Edu-
cation and Extra-Mural Studies, University of Cape Town, 12.

¢ Jack Simons and Ray Simons, Class and Colour in South Africa, 1850-1950, Lon-
don: International Defence and Aid Fund, [1969] 1983, 192-4, 212.

7 Besides the work of this writer, there is some material in Jonathan Hyslop, The
Notorious Syndicalist: ].T. Bain, a Scottish rebel in colonial South Africa, Johannes-
burg: Jacana Media, 2004 (Bain briefly embraced syndicalism in the early 1910s), and
Allison Drew, Discordant Comrades: identities and loyalties on the South African left,
Pretoria: University of South Africa Press, 2002, especially 20-40. Also of importance
are sections of Elaine Katz, A Trade Union Aristocracy: a history of white workers in
the Transvaal and the general strike of 1913, Johannesburg: Institute for African Stud-
ies, University of the Witwatersrand, 1976, and Evangelos Mantzaris, Labour Struggles
in South Africa: the forgotten pages, 1903-1921, Windhoek and Durban: Collective
Resources Publications, 1995.

8 Thus, the view remains widespread that the CPSA, under pressure from the
Comintern, was the first socialist organisation to “put South Africa’s pressing social
problems, the national, democratic and land questions, at the top of their political pro-
gramme”: Allison Drew (ed.) South Africa’s Radical Tradition: a documentary history,
volume one, 1907-1950, Cape Town: University of Cape Town Press/Buchu Books/
Mayibuye Books, University of the Western Cape, 1996, 22, also 16.
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an industrial revolution. Large-scale foreign investment poured in
from large European investors seeking new outlets for capital, and
by 1913 nearly half the world’s total gold output came from roughly
fifty square miles on the Witwatersrand.’ Less than 15 percent of gold
mining shares were held locally in 1913, with mining investments
dwarfing all other Western investments in the entire continent."" Min-
ing was centralised in a small oligopoly, working closely with state
industries and infrastructure: this set the pattern for the industries that
followed.

The Union of South Africa was formed in 1910 by British imperial-
ism as a self-governing Dominion. It brought together a multiracial,
multinational and polyglot population under a single state, but not
on equal terms. The Transvaal and Orange Free State—the Afrikaner
republics—were conquered in the brutal Anglo-Boer War (1899-
1902), yet were included as provinces alongside Britain’s Cape and
Natal colonies. The African polities, such as the Pedi and Zulu king-
doms, which had been conquered in 1879, were included as well, but
as subject “Native Reserves”. Following World War I, German South
West Africa came under South African trusteeship, but was not for-
mally incorporated.'

The majority of the country’s mine workforce was drawn from
the defeated African majority of South Africa and the neighbouring
territories (such as Basutoland, Mozambique,”” and Northern and

° Riva Krut, “The Making of a South African Jewish Community”, in Belinda
Bozzoli (ed.), Class, Community and Conflict: South African Perspectives, edited by
Belinda Bozzoli. Braamfontein, Johannesburg: Ravan Press, 1988, 135-6. By 1990,
South Africa had produced nearly 40 percent of all gold ever mined.

10 Martin Legassick, “South Africa: capital accumulation and violence”, Economy
and Society, 3: 3, 1974, 253-291, 260.

' Bill Freund, “The Social Character of Secondary Industry in South Africa: 1915-
19457, in Alan Mabin (ed.), Organisation and Economic Change, Johannesburg: Ravan
Press, 1989, 81.

2 Known as South West Africa, its white population had representation in parlia-
ment from 1924. It is today independent Namibia.

1 Now Lesotho and Mozambique, respectively. The total population in 1911
comprised 4,000,000 Africans (67 percent), 1,276,000 Whites (21 percent), 525,000
Coloureds (9 percent), and 150,000 Indians (2,5 percent), although whites formed
half of the urban population in major centres. Ten years later, the urban population
was only 1,733,000 out of 6,928,000. See D.]J. Kotzé, “Die Kommunistiese Beweging in
Suid-Afrika tot die Stigting van die Kommunistiese Party van Suid-Afrika in 19217,
Institute for the Study of Marxism, University of Stellenbosch, 1987, 73-4; Lis Lange,
White, Poor and Angry: white working class families in Johannesburg, Aldershot,
Hampshire and Burlington, VT: Ashgate, 2003, 12, 39, 84; Peter van Duin, “South
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Southern Rhodesia). The Africans—the indigenous, black, Bantu-
speaking population, or ‘natives’ in colonial parlance—had been sub-
ject to accelerating processes of white conquest in the 19th century,
and held no independent territories by the turn of the century. In
1920, barely half (51 percent) of the African miners were drawn from
within South Africa itself: 36 percent came from Portuguese Mozam-
bique, and the remainder from other colonial territories."* Most were
male migrants who lived in closed hostels (‘compounds’), later return-
ing to their rural homesteads, a model of controlled migrant labour
pioneered on the mines but emulated in other urban industries."

This cheap and nominally unskilled workforce was effectively inden-
tured by rigid contracts, unlike the skilled miners and artisans, who
were initially mainly immigrant, often English-speaking, white work-
ers, drawn largely from across the British Empire.’ Later including
a growing number of Afrikaners, they developed into a permanently
urbanised, and free, workforce. By 1913, the Witwatersrand mines
employed 195,000 Africans (mainly labourers, but also clerks and
security guards), and 22,000 white workers."” A further 37,000 Afri-
cans worked in domestic service, with 6,000 in factories, workshops
and warehouses; there were also 16,500 white workers in building,
tramways, printing, electricity and other industries, including 4,500
on the state railways.

Besides ongoing African-white conflicts, boiling over into race riots
in some of the multiracial Witwatersrand slums, there were also ethnic

Africa”, Marcel van der Linden and Jiirgen Rojahn (eds.), The Formation of Labour
Movements, 1870-1914, Leiden, New York, Kobenhavn, Koln: Brill, 1990, 640
note 38.

'* David Yudelman and Alan Jeeves, “New Labour Frontiers for Old: black migrants
to the South African gold mines, 1920-85”, Journal of Southern African Studies, 13: 1,
1986, 123-4; also see Peter Alexander, “Oscillating Migrants, ‘Detribalised Families,’
and Militancy: Mozambicans on Witbank collieries, 1918-19217, Journal of Southern
African Studies, 27: 3, 2001, 505-525, 508.

* In 1916, sixty Witwatersrand mine compounds housed an average of four
thousand men each: Patrick Harries, Work, Culture and Identity: migrant labourers in
Mozambique and South Africa c. 1860-1910, Johannesburg/Portsmouth NH/London:
Witwatersrand University Press/Heinemann/James Currey, 1994, 195-196.

16 85 percent of skilled miners in the 1890 were immigrants; in 1921, more than half
of all typesetters, fitters and barbers, and over 40 percent of carpenters and electricians
were foreign-born: Elaine Katz, The White Death: silicosis on the Witwatersrand gold
mines, 1886-1910, Johannesburg: Witwatersrand University Press, 1994, 65; Freund,
“The Social Character of Secondary Industry”, 83.

7" D. Hobart Houghton, The South African Economy, Oxford: Oxford University
Press, 1964, 141.
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divisions amongst the Africans. Compounds were divided on ethnic
lines, and there was a degree of occupational segregation underground
and a long history of violent inter-ethnic “faction-fights”.'® There were
also divisions between the (largely skilled) white immigrants and the
(largely unskilled) local Afrikaners, further complicated by substantial
East European Jewish immigration. A third of whites were classified as
poor or very poor: most were proletarianized Afrikaners, trekking to
the unfamiliar cities to take “orders like black people” and speak the
English of the conquering British."”

Free workers in general—the whites, the large Indian population
of Natal, and the Coloured group, mainly in the Cape—were concen-
trated in the cities, terrified of replacement by each other, as well as
by the mass of cheap African labour, concentrated at the very bottom
of society. The small urban African population (that is, excluding the
mining compounds) outside the mines was around 40,000 in 1909 in
Johannesburg, the hub of the Witwatersrand; most were South Afri-
cans.” It lived in a twilight world: faced with segregation and discrimi-
nation, it was at the bottom of the local racial hierarchy, yet at the same
time also free labour. Compounding all these divisions were issues like
language: on the mines, for instance, communication between African
and white took place mainly through an impoverished pidgin called
fanakolo; in 1904, only five percent of Natal Indians were literate in
English.*!

The marginalised African and Coloured middle classes formed and
led the early nationalist movements like the SANNC, and the APO.
They lived in a situation where cheap African labour formed the bed-
rock of the mines—as well as state industry, and the growing commer-
cial farming and manufacturing sectors—and where the cheapness of

18 See, for example, Jeff Guy and Motlatsi Thabane, “Technology, Ethnicity and
Ideology: Basotho miners and shaft-sinking on the South African gold mines”, Journal
of Southern African Studies, 14: 2, 1988, 257-278; Harries, 121-124; John McCracken,
Politics and Christianity in Malawi, 1875-1940: the impact of the Livingstonia Mission
in the Northern Province, Blantyre: Christian Literature Association in Malawi, 2000,
Chs. 5 and 6.

¥ Sandra Swart, “‘Desperate Men’: the 1914 Rebellion and the politics of poverty”,
South African Historical Journal, 2000, 42: 161-175, 172.

% Harries, 199; in 1931, over 90 percent of newly arrived African labour on the
Witwatersrand, not employed in the mines, was from the Natal and Transvaal prov-
inces: Freund, “The Social Character of Secondary Industry”, 83.

2! Maureen Swan, Gandhi: the South African experience, Johannesburg: Ravan
Press, 1985, 12.
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African labour was primarily a function of the blacks’ historic incor-
poration into the country as a subject people: in this sense, local “capi-
talist relations of exploitation were constructed upon colonial relations
of domination”.?

The Union parliament was restricted to white men, the new British
Dominion being founded firmly on a principle of white supremacy.
Africans were represented largely through traditional authorities—by
indirect rule—or through various advisory structures, but were largely
ruled by fiat. In the Cape, however, a pre-existing qualified franchise
based was retained into the 1930s. In that province, one-third of white
men were disenfranchised in 1909, while Africans and Coloureds
comprised 15 percent of the electorate.® A similar, albeit far more
restrictive, system operated in Natal. In the two northern provinces,
race sufficed as a voting qualification.

Labourite and Communist approaches to the national question

On the eve of apartheid in 1948—in which Afrikaner nationalists
extended the segregation policies of the first four decades of Union—
there were two main approaches to the national question on the part
of labour and the left.

The first was identified with the mainstream white labour movement,
and dated back to the late 19th century: social democracy plus segrega-
tion, with welfare and industrial reform running alongside job reserva-
tion and preferential employment for whites, urban segregation, and
Asian repatriation. Essentially, this “White Labourism” answered the
national question by seeking to perpetuate white domination—some-
times softened by a rhetorical support for Africans and Coloureds
“developing on their own lines” in reserved areas.

2 Colin Bundy, “‘Left, Right, Left, Right’: the CPSA in the 1930s and 1940s”, in
Colin Bundy (ed.), The History of the South African Communist Party, Cape Town:
Department of Adult Education and Extra-Mural Studies, University of Cape Town,
1991, 32.

» David Ticktin, “The Origins of the South African Labour Party, 1888-19107,
Ph.D. diss., University of Cape Town, 1973, 42; see also Mohamed Adhikari, Let us
Live for Our Children’: the Teachers’ League of South Africa, 1913-1940, Cape Town/
Rondebosch: Buchu Books/UCT Press, 1993, 48. The total rose to over 21 percent in
1921. While people of colour could not sit in parliament, they could sit in local and
provincial governments in the Cape.
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White Labourism was the platform of the union-backed South Afri-
can (SA) Labour Party launched in 1910.** It was also identified with
the main union centre, the South African Industrial Federation (SAIF),
a loose body claiming 47,001 members in 45 affiliated unions in 1919.
White Labourism’s roots lay partly in the traditions of the first unions:
these were craft bodies formed by immigrants, mainly from the 1880s,
and their craft exclusiveness soon blurred into a larger racial exclu-
siveness; this was carried over into later industrial unions, and was
reinforced by fierce class struggles that saw employers pit African and
white against one another. The most tumultuous was the great Rand
Revolt of 1922—a general strike by white labour that escalated into
an armed rebellion, as well as racial clashes—which was directly pre-
cipitated by an attempt to replace white miners with African miners.
Many elements of White Labourism would be adopted by mainstream
Afrikaner nationalism.

The second key approach to the national question was identified
with the CPSA from 1928 when—under pressure from the Commu-
nist International (Comintern)—it adopted the “Native Republic”
thesis. This defined the key task of the party as establishing “an Inde-
pendent South African Native Republic as a stage towards the Work-
ers’ and Peasants’ Republic, guaranteeing protection and complete
equality towards all national minorities”.? This approach effectively
answered the national question by separating national liberation and
socialism into separate stages with distinct strategic tasks, with the first
stage aiming at the “bourgeois-democratic” goal of black majority-
rule in an independent republic. (The Comintern applied this two-
stage approach—formal independence first, socialism later—across
the colonial and semi-colonial world at this time, also considering it

2 South African Labour Party, “Programme of Principles”, in D.W. Krtiger (ed.),
South African Parties and Policies, 1910-1960: a select source book, Cape Town: Human
and Rousseau, [1910] 1960, 73.

# Bernard Hessian, “An Investigation into the Causes of the Labour Agitation
on the Witwatersrand, January to March, 1922”7, MA diss., University of the Witwa-
tersrand, 1957, 6.

* Communist Party of South Africa, “Programme of the Communist Party of
South Africa adopted at the seventh annual congress of the Party on 1 January, 19297,
in Brian Bunting (ed.), South African Communists Speak: documents from the history
of the South African Communist Party, 1915-1980, London: Inkululeko Publishers,
[1929] 1981, 104. For the Comintern resolution itself, see Executive Committee of the
Communist International, “Resolution on ‘The South African Question™, in Bunting
(ed.), South African Communists Speak.
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as a programme for the “black belt” region of the United States of
America).”

There was some disagreement in the CPSA over the concrete impli-
cations of the Native Republic. In the first place, the new approach
was adopted during Comintern’s “New Line” era (1928-1935), which
stressed the need to Bolshevise parties by purging unreliable elements,
and to end all cooperation with non-Communists: revolution was
assumed to be imminent.”® This suggested that the CPSA would lead
both stages, if necessary through front organisations. This lent itself, in
turn, to the view that the Native Republic would assume a radical char-
acter under party control, and so, shift rapidly into socialism—rather
like Mao Zedong’s and Le Duan’s version of two-stage theory.”

After the New Line era ended, the approach was abandoned. The
party was initially divided over whether the CPSA should lead the first
stage of the struggle, or leave that role to the African (or perhaps even
the Afrikaner) nationalists.”® Ultimately, it decided to aim at a “united
front” of “all nationalities and all anti-colonialist classes”, led by the
ANC and fighting for a unitary, democratic and capitalist state with
land reform and partial nationalisation.” Thus if the two-stage theory
had always suggested that the first stage be undertaken by some sort of
cross-class nationalist front, this final formulation suggested that this
must be embodied in an explicitly nationalist movement for “national-
democratic revolution”, independent of party control.

77 See, for example, Marc Becker, “Maridtegui, the Comintern, and the Indigenous
Question in Latin America”, Science and Society, 70: 4, 2006, 450-479.

# Drew, South Africa’s Radical Tradition, 108.

¥ See Mao Zedong, “On the People’s Democratic Dictatorship: in commemoration
of the twenty-eighth anniversary of the Communist Party of China”, in Editorial Com-
mittee for Selected Readings from the Works of Mao Tsetung (ed.), Selected Readings
from the Works of Mao Tsetung, Peking: Foreign Languages Press, [1949] 1971.

% A revealing debate took place in the Cape-based CPSA theoretical review, Free-
dom/Vryheid, in the 1940s: see, inter alia, Harry Snichter, January 1941, “A People’s
Programme”, Freedom/Vryheid; “G”, March 1941, “Short-Term Programme: a critique
on comrade Snichter’s ‘Peoples Programme”, Freedom/Vryheid; Cape District Com-
mittee, March 1941, “The Cape District Committee and the People’s Programme”, in
ibid.; East London Group, March 1941, “Comments on ‘A People’s Programme”, in
ibid.

' South African Communist Party, “The Road to South African Freedom”, in
Bunting (ed.), South African Communists Speak, 311, 313-20. See also David Everatt,
“Alliance Politics of a Special Type: the roots of the ANC/SACP alliance, 1950-54",
Journal of Southern African Studies, 18: 1, 1991, 19-39.
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The party had, in effect, ultimately reduced itself a support group
for the African nationalists, viewing nationalism as the true bearer of
national liberation, rather than as merely one approach to national
liberation. Thus, the CPSA/SACP—which was in the 1930s and 1940s
both numerically larger than the ANC, and dramatically more influ-
ential in unions and in black communities—surrendered its energies,
and its proclaimed vanguard role, to its weaker nationalist rival.

The Communist school analysis of the early left

As the CPSA developed, its leadership naturally wished to chronicle
its history and to establish its claims to be “the true vanguard of the
workers in the fight for the liberation of South Africa”, bathed in the
“light of Marxist-Leninist science”.** As part of this project, the Com-
munist school argued that the pre-CPSA left was comprised of two
main currents, often co-existing within the same groups.

The first comprised the proto-Bolsheviks, a minority described as
the “Communist nucleus” of “true socialists”.” This referred to a num-
ber of veteran radicals who not only helped found but also played a
key role in CPSA. In Communist school texts, these activists are seen
to have a sort of instinctive Bolshevism even before the CPSA, suppos-
edly “closely approaching the stand of Lenin”.** Later, this provided
the foundation of the CPSA. The other current comprised, suppos-
edly, everyone else on the early left—the anarchists and syndicalists
featuring prominently but, critically, as never more than an annoying
minority—and was basically seen as providing a series of object les-
sons in the errors of “ultra-left” posturing, sectarian ineffectiveness,
and abstract dogmatism.

In general, then, the pre-CPSA left was seen as rather a failure,
although it contained within itself the germs of the “true vanguard”.
This was exemplified by its approaches to the national question: the
proto-Bolshevik minority advocated “a more strictly ‘working class’

2 Dedication on frontispiece of Michael Harmel [writing as “A. Lerumo”], Fifty
Fighting Years: the Communist Party of South Africa 1921-71. London: Inkululeko
Publications, 1987 [1971].

% Yusuf Dadoo, 1981, “Introduction by Dr Yusuf Dadoo, National Chairman of
the South African Communist Party”, in Bunting (ed.), South African Communists
Speak, xv.

* Brian Bunting, Moses Kotane: South African revolutionary, London: Inkululeko
Publications, 1975, 20; Bunting (ed.), South African Communists Speak, 48; Harmel,
33-37.
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attitude towards the blacks”;* the rest, predictably, failed to address the
national question adequately. At best, they “ignored” the “revolution-
ary significance” of equal rights.’** Viewing “the national oppression
of the majority of people in our country” as “not really very worthy
of consideration”,” they “studiously” “evaded the colour issue”.*® At
worst, they embraced key elements of White Labourism, and overtly
supported segregation and colour bars.*

It fell to the proto-Bolsheviks, then, to “pioneer socialist work amongst
the black workers”, and move “step by step” towards an “appreciation”
of the “true nature” of the problem.” Despite their great efforts, even
these bold pioneers failed. It was only in the CPSA of the late 1920s
that the national question was first adequately addressed, when with
the “fraternal assistance of the world Communist movement and the
inspiration of Lenin’s ideas”, the CPSA adopted the “Native Republic”
thesis.* Only then could the party grasp the ‘revolutionary’ character
of African nationalism, leading to the ‘fusion’ of class struggle and
national struggle—in concrete terms, an alliance between the CPSA/
SACP and the ANC, finally established in the late 1940s.*2

According to this narrative, in short, the left before the CPSA was
basically a white movement; it could only indigenise from the late
1920s when it adopted the two-stage approach; and it was the growing
understanding of Marxism-Leninism—the achievement, alone, of the
CPSA/SACP—that first provided an adequate basis to address the

* Eddie Roux, Time Longer than Rope: a history of the black man’s struggle for free-
dom in South Africa, second ed. Madison: Wisconsin University Press, [1964] 1978,
129.

3% Harmel, 42.

7 Cronin, “Origins and ‘Native Republic’”, 12.

% Eddie Roux, S.P. Bunting: a political biography, University of the Western Cape,
Bellville: Mayibuye Books, [1944] 1993, 74-7; see also Roux, Time Longer than Rope,
129-135; Simons and Simons, Class and Colour, 139-141, 144-145, 154.

* Bunting, Moses Kotane, 191-192 .

“ Bunting, Moses Kotane, 20.

4 Cronin, “Origins and ‘Native Republic’”, 14; Harmel, 42.

2 Bunting, Moses Kotane, 186; Jeremy Cronin, “Rediscovering our Socialist His-
tory”, South African Labour Bulletin, 15: 3, 1990, 99-100; Forman, 3 July 1958, quoted
in Sadie Forman and Andre Odendaal, “Introduction”, in Sadie Forman and Andre
Odendaal (eds.)., Lionel Forman: a trumpet from the rooftops, London/Cape Town,
Johannesburg/Athens, Ohio: Zed Books/David Philips/Ohio University Press, 1992,
xxiv; Harmel, 86, 87-9, 93-4, 96-7; Jack Simon, “Lectures on Marxism-Leninism,
Novo Catengue 1977-1979”, in edited by Marion Sparg, Jenny Schreiner and Gwen
Ansell (eds.), Comrade Jack: the political lectures and diary of Jack Simons, Novo
Catengue, New Doornfontein/Johannesburg STE publishers/African National Con-
gress, [1977-1979] 2001, 183, also 153.
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national question. This narrative then points to the rapid recruitment
of people of colour into the CPSA in the late 1920s as evidence of
the correctness of the Native Republic, and as, supposedly, the first
instance of black adherence to a radical socialist position.

Emergent anarchism and syndicalism in South Africa, 1886-1913

These claims are all highly doubtful, as indicated in the opening state-
ments in this chapter, and as will be now demonstrated in the follow-
ing discussion. The local anarchist tradition may be dated back to the
1880s and the tireless efforts of Henry Glasse. An Englishman born
in 1857 in Surat, India, Glasse was involved in radical London circles
before moving to Port Elizabeth by the start of the 1880s.** This was a
thriving port but rapidly losing ground to Cape Town—capital of the
Cape Colony, and later the seat of the Union parliament—in the battle
for trade with the inland mining centres.**

Glasse worked in a range of jobs, including a stint on the Witwa-
tersrand mines, wrote for Peter Kropotkin’s Freedom in London and
the Cape labour press, and engaged with workers through the local
Mechanics’ Institute, a worker-education centre.®* In short, he was
rather typical of the radical European immigrants who introduced the
various socialist trends into South Africa in the late 19th century.*

# Max Nettlau, A Short History of Anarchism, London: Freedom Press, [1934]
1996, 382; H. Oliver, The International Anarchist Movement in Late Victorian Lon-
don, London/New Jersey,: Croom Helm/Rowman and Littlefield, 1983, 4-5, 7, 46, 70,
145-146, 149; John Quail, The Slow Burning Fuse: the lost history of the British anar-
chists, London, Toronto, Sydney, New York: Paladin, Grenade Press, 1978, 8-9.

4 Alan Mabin, “The Rise and Decline of Port Elizabeth, 1850-1900”, The Interna-
tional Journal of African Historical Studies, 19: 2, 1986, 288-289, 295-298; also see
Vivian Bickford-Smith, Ethnic Pride and Racial Prejudice in Victorian Cape Town,
Johannesburg: Witwatersrand University Press, 1995, 11-13, 16-17, 43-6, 129-130.

* Henry Glasse, 1901, Socialism the Remedy: being a lecture delivered in the
Mechanics’ Institute, Port Elizabeth, Cape Colony, by Henry Glasse, Freedom Press,
London, International Institute of Social History library holdings, catalogue no. AN
90/65; Henry Glasse, 6 October 1905, “To Work! To Work! A reply to Brutus”, The
Cape Workers Vanguard (hereafter CWV.) and Henry Glasse, 13 October 1905, “To
Work! To Work! A reply to Brutus (Concluded)”, CWV.; [Henry Glasse], November-
December 1905, “International Notes: South Africa”, Freedom (kindly provided by
Marrianne Enckell of the Centre for International Research on Anarchism, Switzer-
land); Nettlau, 262, 382; Oliver, 70 note 34, 46, 70, 145-6, 149.

¢ Cf. the profile of immigrant English, German and Italian radicals developed in
Sheridan W. Johns, Raising the Red Flag: the International Socialist League and the
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It was in South Africa that Glasse translated a number of key works
by Kropotkin; these remain the standard English editions. He also
acted as a local distributor of Freedom Press materials, like Errico
Malatesta’s pamphlets, and Kropotkin’s Russian-language paper, Kleb
i Volya (“Bread and Liberty”), which was sold mainly to local Jewish
anarchists.” In 1901, Freedom Press published Glasse’s Socialism the
Remedy,*® and the following year his The Superstition of Government
was honoured by being jointly published with Kropotkin’s Organised
Vengeance, Called “Justice”.* Around this time, he managed to form a
Socialist Club, to which he gave his “exposition of Socialism from the
Anarchist or Libertarian Standpoint” to a “very good audience”.”® Like
Kropotkin, he was very favourably disposed to syndicalism, looking to
the “great and final conflict—the General Strike which will also be the
Social Revolution”.”!

While Glasse’s writings sometimes rested on fairly general and
abstract arguments (“Peasant, seize the land; workman, seize the
factory”), he was keenly aware of the impact of colonialism, and the
specific problems faced by Africans as a conquered people. Writing to
Kropotkin, he argued:*

I have worked in the mine with them, and lived amongst them in the
Cape Colony, and now I am trading with them; and I can assure you,
dear comrade, that I would rather live amongst them, than amongst
many who call themselves ‘civilised’. You can still find amongst them
the principle of Communism—primitive Communism...I have seen
amongst them, such brotherly love, such human feelings, such help for
one another that are quite unknown between ‘civilised’ people...

Communist Party of South Africa, 1914-32, Bellville: Mayibuye Books, University of
the Western Cape, Bellville, 1995, 24-30.

¥ Henry Glasse, 6 September 1896, letter to C.M. Wilson, and H. Glasse, 12 Decem-
ber 1900, letter to J. Turner, manager of Freedom, both in Alfred Marsh Papers, Inter-
national Institute of Social History; [Henry Glasse], “International Notes”. On Kleb
i Volya, see Paul Avrich, The Russian Anarchists, Princeton, New Jersey: Princeton
University Press, 1967, 54, 61, 63, 84, 107.

* Henry Glasse, 1901, Socialism the Remedy.

¥ Peter Kropotkin/Henry Glass, 1902, Organised Vengeance, Called “Justice”/The
Superstition of Government, Freedom Press, London, International Institute of Social
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% Henry Glasse, 12 December 1900, letter to J. Turner.
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cluded)”, CWV.

2 Glasse, 1901, Socialism the Remedy, 11.
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Glasse’s idealisation of pre-capitalist cultures (and ironic play on the
Western claim to be ‘civilised’) was linked to a detailed critique of an
order that “robbed and ill-treated” the Africans:

They must not walk on the pavement, but in the middle of the road.
They must not ride in cabs or tram, and in the trains there are separate
compartments for them, just like cattle trucks. They must have passes
a la Russia, and are allowed to live only in the ‘location’, those Ghettos
set aside for them. They are not allowed to be on the streets after 9 p.m.,
in the land that was once their own—their Fatherland!

This outraged critique was a critical step in the application of anarchist
working class internationalism to the South African situation. Glasse
took a further, crucial, step when he argued for an interracial working
class movement with the correct position “in regard to the native and
coloured question”: race hatred was used to divide and rule.** “For a
white worker in this South Africa to pretend he can successfully fight
his battle independent of the coloured wage slaves—the vast majority—is,
to my mind, simply idiocy”.”

This line of thought was also characteristic of the Cape Town-based
SDF. This was founded on May Day, 1904, emerged from amongst
skilled white workers, and in 1905, co-organised Cape Town’s first May
Day with the local Trades and Labour Council.* The city had grown
dramatically: in 1891, Port Elizabeth’s population was 23,000 compared
to Cape Town’s 79,000; by 1904, the figures were 33,000 to 170,000,
respectively.”” It had been boosted by 70,000 newcomers: 34,000 from
Europe, mainly from Britain, but including 9,000 Yiddish-speaking
Jews from Eastern Europe; 21,000 Coloureds; 9,000 Africans; 2,000
Afrikaners; and 2,000 Indians.”® A major port, it benefited from close
links to Kimberley and Johannesburg and British military activity, and
developed a significant manufacturing and service sector with the aid
of access to cheap imported inputs for products like paint and soap.”

** Wilfred Harrison, 1 July 1910, “Anarchy”, The Voice of Labour, hereafter VOL.

% See, for example, VOL., 26 January 1912, letter from Glasse.

% Jack Erasmus, 8 June 1905, “Social Democratic Federation: annual report”, South
African News, press clipping, Max Nettlau Collection, International Institute of Social
History; Ticktin, 330.

57 Bickford-Smith, 11, table 1.
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Port Elizabeth was a largely African and white city, but Cape Town
was shaped decisively by the large Coloured population. In the South
African context, ‘Coloured’ refers to a category of Westernised, mixed-
race, people of colour largely descended from the old Cape’s under-
classes, and mainly Afrikaans-speaking. In the local racial hierarchy,
Coloureds stood above the Africans, but below the dominant whites,
although most were wretchedly poor. Not only did the majority of
Coloureds live in the western and northern Cape, including Cape
Town and Kimberley, but in these regions they formed the clear
majority overall. Moreover, the combined Coloured and white pop-
ulation in these areas greatly overshadowed the African population.
Africans were only 4 percent of the Cape Town population by 1921,
and just 14 percent of the city’s industrial workforce in 1924 despite
rapid industrialisation.®!

This demography was quite unique in the Union, and meant that
the majority of the Cape Town working class was free labour. While
most Coloureds were labourers, there was an important and growing
artisan layer,”” many of whom could vote. There was also a relatively
high degree of social integration between Coloured and white: for
example, many although not all Cape craft unions admitted Coloureds,
quite unlike the situation in other regions.®> The Cape Federation of
Labour Unions (1913, succeeding bodies like the Trades and Labour
Council) therefore remained outside the segregationist SAIF, which
in turn made few inroads into the northern and western Cape.®* The
Federation was rather small, with sixteen affiliates by 1919, the largest

Garment and Tailoring Workers in Cape Town, 1900-1939”, Ph.D. diss., University
of Cape Town, 70-71.
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with barely 400 members; it was not more than 6,000 strong.*® Yet
Coloureds faced growing official segregation and popular discrimina-
tion from the late 19th century, with low Coloured wages a symptom
of a widening divide in the working class movement.®

The SDF appears in the Communist school texts as a small church
of “evangelical socialists” that ignored issues like race,*” while suppos-
edly cleaving to the dogmatic Marxism of “Hyndman in England”.®®
This is rather an uncharitable, not to mention misleading, description
of an organisation that was by any measure one of the most impor-
tant socialist groups before the CPSA. With a large and often domi-
nant anarchist wing, its achievements included organising interracial
unions and unemployed demonstrations, producing the country’s first
20th century socialist paper, and being the first left group to have its
members jailed for their anti-capitalist beliefs; it also helped found the
CPSA itself.

Initially, the SDF was a moderate body, and statist besides, with
a reform platform that did not even mention socialism, despite the
group’s early sympathy for H.M. Hyndman’s Marxist SDF in Britain.”
From this improbable beginning, the group would come to play a key
role in the emergence of a strong anarchist current in Cape Town.

In the first place, unlike the Hyndman SDF, its membership was
always politically diverse, including “anarchists, reform socialists, guild
socialists”,”” with the strong “anarchist section” including key figures
like “Levinson, Strauss, Hahne, Ahrens and others...all of European

% See G. Giffard, “‘Cutting the Current’: Cape Town tramway workers and the 1932
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% R.K. Cope, Comrade Bill: the life and times of W.H. Andrews, workers’ leader,
Cape Town: Stewart Printing, [? 1943], 96.

¢ TJack Erasmus, 8 June 1905, “Social Democratic Federation: annual report”, South
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Leader; Social Democratic Federation, [1904] 1973, “The Cape Town Social Demo-
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origin”.”* Glasse also linked up with the group, writing for its press.”
These anarchists played a key role in pushing the organisation to the
left, and set its pace; although it was never a purely anarchist forma-
tion, it cannot be described in any meaningful way as ‘Marxist’,” nor
properly understood unless the often dominant anarchist influence is
admitted.

In the second place, there was a major conflict amongst the founder
members in the first two years: this led the more moderate and statist
element to withdraw, and left Harrison, a carpenter, unionist and ex-
soldier, the key figure in the SDF. Harrison’s ascendancy was impor-
tant not only because of his excellent organising skills, charisma and
dynamism, but also because of his deep commitment to anarchism.
A “staunch and unwavering class fighter”,”* he was a brilliant speaker
who embraced the views of his friend Kropotkin.”> It was Harrison
who first used the word ‘communism’ in the South African press, dis-
cussing anarchist-communism.”® An “inveterate soap-box orator” who
breathed “hellfire and brimstone at capitalism” with a “fluent tongue”,”
he told crowds of Africans, Coloureds and whites at SDF rallies that:"®

Capitalism was on its last legs...Fields, factories and workshops were
to be owned and controlled by those who worked in them...Kropotkin
had proved that the problem of production had been solved. It now
remained only a question of ownership and distribution...laws—as we
know them—will be quite unnecessary.

Even sceptics were impressed by the “forceful and appealing way” he
“presented his case”, which “might almost have convinced many that
the Social and Economic Revolution was about to take place next day,

' Wilfred Harrison, Memoirs of a Socialist in South Africa 1903-47, foreword by
Tommy Boydell, Cape Town: Stewart Printing, [? 1947], 16, 118- 119.
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or at the very latest by the end of that week”. The SDF’s short-lived
monthly, the Cape Socialist, continued the theme, mixing commen-
tary and notices with lengthy extracts from Kropotkin, courtesy of
Glasse.”

The SDF set up a bookshop, reading room, refreshment bar, a “Social-
ist Hall” and reading circle at its first offices in Adderley street, and
held Sunday talks at the van Riebeeck statue on the Cape Parade, the
central public space; it also hired the City Hall on occasion; there were
also SDF events at the ‘Stone’ in Clifton street in District Six, a multi-
racial but mainly Coloured slum.* Both the statue and the Stone pro-
vided Hyde Park-style speaker’s corners, the former frequented mainly
by Coloureds and whites, the latter mainly by Coloureds and Africans.
Activities at the Stone were organised via former APO leader, unionist,
and SDF sympathiser, John Tobin. Obsessed with using every available
platform for propaganda, the SDF, the anarchist Harrison included,
stood candidates in elections—without any real intention of taking
office if elected.

Major SDF events could attract thousands of people. When the SDF
campaigned against World War I, its meetings at the Parade packed
the Dock Road from the Flat Iron Building to the Carlton Hotel.*!
Unlike the more segregated public sphere elsewhere, these public
events routinely attracted significant numbers of Coloureds, as well as
some Africans. As the SDF grew, it relocated to larger offices in Plein
and Barrack streets, where it sublet space to unions,* ran a refresh-
ment bar, and kept a printing press.* It provided members with an
active social life, with visits to the beach, a choir, and even a few social-
ist christenings.**

7 The sole surviving issue, named as The Cape Socialist Vanguard: official organ of
the Social Democratic Federation—Cape District, is in the folder “The Cape Socialist
Vanguard: organ of the Forward Labour Movement”, mixed up with the CWV., in the
serials collection, International Institute for Social History, Amsterdam. On the paper,
see Harrison, Memoirs, 5-6, 9-10.
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81 Harrison, Memoirs, 50-62.

82 Union resentment of SDF rates (and noise from SDF events) eventually led to
the rooms being provided free, a generous subsidy to the unions: CWV., May 1906,
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The SDF kept its platform open to a range of controversial speak-
ers, like the young Mohandas Gandhi—then emerging as a champion
of the local Indians—who at the time “declared himself a Socialist”.®
When James Keir Hardie of Britain’s Independent Labour Party toured
South Africa in 1908, he was dogged by hostile white crowds incensed
at his defence of African and Indian claims.®*® After the Cape Trades
and Labour Council fearfully cancelled his reception, it was the SDF
who hosted Hardie in an event that he fondly recalled as “far and away
the most enthusiastic I had”.¥” In 1910, it hosted British syndicalist
Tom Mann, another radical who defended people of colour, impress-
ing the APO with his “vigorous appeal to all wage-earners to organise

and present a united front”.*®

Across the colour line: the SDF achievement

These actions show up the Communist school claim that the SDF
“ignored” race or saw it as a “side issue”, or never “in practice” took
“steps to organise the non-white worker or to openly propagate racial
equality”.® Identifying with Hardie, and then Mann, strengthened its
already favourable reputation amongst Coloureds, but that reputation
rested on a deeper opposition to racism. Like Glasse, Harrison viewed
racial prejudice as basically caused by capitalism, and as antithetical
to working class interests: he was quick to put down the perennial
hecklers on this issue.”

Alone on the Cape union and left scene, the SDF condemned the
draft Act of the Union of South Africa in 1909: its colour bar clauses
were “contrary to all Democratic principles, and an insult to the
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coloured races of South Africa”® This aligned it with the APO, then
mounting a vigorous campaign against what it viewed as an “un-Brit-
ish” and “retrogressive” bill.”> While the SDF participated in several of
the meetings leading to the founding of the SA Labour Party, it with-
drew once a reformist and segregationist platform was adopted.”” The
SDF’s unstinting critique of the British Empire even garnered praise
from De Burger (“The Citizen”), the Afrikaner nationalist paper then
edited by D.F. Malan.”

By 1910 the SDF could report that it was developing a Coloured
constituency,” anticipating the interracial membership of the CPSA
by nearly twenty years. Such, indeed, was its credibility of the SDF
amongst Coloureds that Harrison won 212 votes against APO leader
Doctor Abdullah Abdurrahman’s 543 in a campaign in District Six,*
notwithstanding Abdurrahman’s powerful political machine. Mean-
while, the SDF set up a propaganda commission to reach Africans, gave
talks in Afrikaans as well as isiXhosa, drew people of colour into its
committees, and reach out to the APO; this influenced Abdurrahman
himself to sometimes employ socialist rhetoric.”” The APO hired the
Socialist Hall for its 1909 conference, and backed an SDF candidate in
the 1910 municipal elections.”®

Meanwhile, SDF activists like Harrison and J. Dibble of the Amal-
gamated Society of Carpenters and Joiners sought to remove union

' Quoted in Ticktin, 340; VOL., 21 August 1909. The Transvaal Labour Party, a
forerunner of the SA Labour Party, sent a secret counter-appeal to British Labour,
opposing any amendments: Lewis, 53.

°2 Abdullah Abdurahman, “The 1909 Presidential Address, Cape Town, 13 April
19097, in edited by R.E. van der Ross (ed.), Say it Loud: the APO presidential addresses
and other major speeches, 1906-1940, of Dr Abdullah Abdurahman, Bellville: The
Western Cape Institute for Historical Research, University of the Western Cape,
[1909] 1990, 48.

% Cope, 112.

% Visser, “Die Geskiedenis en Rol”, 18.

% Drew, Discordant Comrades, 23; Forman, “Chapters”, 42-4; Harrison, Memoirs,
13; A.W. Noon, 22 April 1910, “Cape Notes”, VOL.

% Harrison, Memoirs, 24.

7 Cope, 143; Drew, Discordant Comrades, 23; Forman, “Chapters”, 35, 42-44 ;
Harmel, 29-30; Harrison, Memoirs, 13; Lewis, 54-55, 78-79, 98 ; Simons and Simons,
Class and Colour, 76-77, 122, 125-128; van Duin, “Artisans and Trade Unions”,
104-105.

% See A-W. Noon, 22 April 1910, “Cape Notes”, VOL.; also see Lewis, 54-55;
Simons and Simons, Class and Colour, 113.
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colour bars, to unionise Coloureds, and to secure equal pay.” As
noted, some Cape craft unions admitted Coloureds. Now, Harrison
and company pushed this further: in 1905, the SDF, with Trades and
Labour Council backing launched the SA General Workers’ Union,
“open to all branches of labour who have not a specific Union to
join”, regardless of race.'® It drew in Coloured and white bricklayers
and painters, Jewish tailors and boot makers, tramway workers, and
Greek and Jewish cigarette rollers, becoming a major part of the local
union movement.'”’ SDF members and Jewish workers also initiated
a tailors’ union of “all nationalities”, although this had little success in
drawing in Coloureds.'” With the APO and others, the SDF set out
to unionise the cabinet makers, painters, printers and paperhangers.
When the cigarette rollers struck, and were locked out, the strikers set
up a “Knock Out” and “Lock Out” cigarette cooperative on SDF prem-
ises; SDF enthusiasts had previously set up short-lived co-operatives
by bakers and boot makers.'”

The onset of depression helped drive the strikes, and also prompted
SDF efforts at running soup kitchens in District Six."* The SDF also
took the lead in organised mass meetings of the multiracial unem-
ployed in mid-1906, where cigarette maker and SDF anarchist Levinson
called for direct action by the hungry.'” Young German radical Otto
Meyer demanded the crowds “Bring arms, and plenty of ammunition
and a black flag”.'® Marches on parliament, led by Harrison, Tobin
and others, and backed by the APO and the unions, eventually led to

% Forman, “Chapters”, 42-4; Harrison, Memoirs, 17-18, 22-26; Simons and
Simons, Class and Colour, 139.

100 CWYV., 27 October 1905, 2; also Bickford-Smith, 174.

" CWV., March 1906, “Tramway Guards and Motormen”; Bickford-Smith, 174;
Mantzaris, Labour Struggles, 1995, 32-39; Simons and Simons, Class and Colour, 74;
Visser, “Die Geskiedenis en Rol”, 10.

102 Mantzaris, Labour Struggles, 32-40, quote from 38; Simons and Simons, Class
and Colour, 74; also see Lewis, 19.

1 Mantzaris, Labour Struggles, 36-37, 56-61; CWV., June 1906, “Men versus
Money: the Lock Out”; Harrison, Memoirs, 10; Evangelos Mantzaris, “From the His-
tory of Bundist Activity in South Africa”, Bulletin of the Bund Archives of the Jewish
Labour Movement, 3: 31, 1981/82, 3; Ivan L. Walker and Ben Weinbren, 2,000 Casu-
alties: a history of the trade unions and the labour movement in the history of South
Africa, Johannesburg: South African Trade Union Council, 1961, 18-19.

194 Harrison, Memoirs, 9.

19 Cape Times, 7 August 1906, “[Editorial] Hooligans and Unemployed”; Cape
Times, 8 August 1906, “[Editorial] Leaders and Led”; Harrison, Memoirs, 8-9.

1% Quoted in R. Hallet, “The Hooligan Riots: Cape Town: August 1906”, University
of Cape Town, mimeo, 1978, 15.
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three days of looting and clashes with police.'”” Nearly fifty rioters were
arrested and charged,'” while Levinson, Cape Socialist editor Abraham
Needham, and Meyer were arrested for inflammatory speeches—“the
first time...South African socialists found themselves jailed for their
beliefs”.!” Although Levinson was acquitted, Meyer got twelve months
with hard labour."

Syndicalism on the Witwatersrand

Around this time, the left on the Witwatersrand displaced that of the
western Cape in importance. A critical development was the 1908
launch of South Africa’s first socialist weekly, the Voice of Labour, in
Johannesburg. Initially this paper was a free information sheet used to
promote a short-lived General Workers’ Union at the Witwatersrand,
Kimberley and Bloemfontein, the latter the capital of the old Orange
Free State. When the union foundered, the paper was reinvented as
a socialist paper by Archie Crawford, a radical fitter, and his partner
Mary Fitzgerald; it claimed a very respectable circulation of 2,000 at
its height. The energetic Harrison helped proofread the paper, wrote
pieces, and arranged for its Cape distribution via the SDF.'"!

In practice, the Voice of Labour was basically an open forum that
networked “the leading Socialists of Durban, Kimberley, Bloemfontein,
Pretoria, Cape Town and Johannesburg”,'? and sometimes Southern
Rhodesia. Its contents were consequently very varied, especially ini-
tially: alongside articles on “The State and the Child” and “Good Gov-
ernment” could be found articles on anarchism, syndicalism, and the
merits of direct action over parliamentary politics by Glasse, Harrison
and others.'”

7 Harrison, Memoirs, 8-9; also see Cape Times, 7 August 1906, “Hooligans and
Unemployed: disgraceful scenes”, Hallet, 15-27.

1% Cape Times, 7 August 1906, “Hooligans and Unemployed: disgraceful scenes”;
Cape Times, 8 August 1906, “Mob and Police”; South African Times, 7 August 1906,
“Unemployed Raids in City”; South African Times, 8 August 1907, “Hooligans Renew
Raids”.

1% Forman, “Chapters”, 42-44.

110 Hallet, 27-31.

1 Harrison, Memoirs, 36.

112 Archie Crawford, 14 August 1909, “A Socialist Party”, VOL.

3 For example, it could carry W.H. Pritchard, 14 August 1909, “Good Govern-
ment: a noble legacy”, VOL., alongside Henry Glasse, 15 September 1910, “My Notion
of Anarchism”, VOL., and Wilfred Harrison, 1 July 1910, “Anarchy”, VOL.
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Crawford (and thus, the Voice of Labour) appears in the works of
the Communist school as a man “tempted to compromise” on race,
who “evaded the colour issue” and failed to critique the SA Labour
Party’s embrace of “white supremacy”.'* This demonstrates the Com-
munist school’s tendency to caricature the pre-CPSA left, for Craw-
ford repeatedly insisted, on the contrary, that “Socialism passes over
geographic boundaries and transcends all lines, which some diseased
organs of society seek...to draw between Races and colours”.!'®

Crawford dismissed segregation as “foolish in the extreme”, lam-
basted the unions for ignoring the “300,000 coloured workers on the
Rand, two-thirds...on the mines”, and championed the local Indians’
struggle against increasingly restrictive legislation.'"® He walked out of
the founding of the SA Labour Party when his opposition to its segre-
gationist platform was rejected,'”” and ran as a candidate for the small
Socialist Party in the 1910 general elections. In his campaign, Crawford
argued “on the question of Colour, and at more than one time it looked
like he would be torn to pieces by an ignorant mob”.!'®

The significance of Crawford’s stance as editor was that it set the
tone for the Voice and the network that emerged around it, with a
solid commitment to working class solidarity across the colour line
that also linked it to IWW-style syndicalism then emerging locally.
Local radicals shared the “disillusion...in the value of parliamentary
reform” that was “spreading from Europe, from Britain, America,
Australia and New Zealand”, and embraced the “doctrines of the revo-
lutionary Syndicalists with their faith in the industrial struggle and the
general strike and their mistrust of politics”.'"

Mann’s 1910 tour, which preached the “gospel...of a complete
change of society” and the “perfected system industrial organisation to

14 Simons and Simons, Class and Colour, 141, 144-145, 154.

15 Archie Crawford, 31 July 1909, “Irrespective...of Colour”, VOL.

116 Archie Crawford, 8 March 1910, “From the Watch Tower”, VOL.; Archie Craw-
ford, 4 December 1909, “Economic Considerations”, VOL.; VOL., 13 March 1909, “In
Defence of the Indians”.

17 See Ticktin, 420-424.

18 VOL., 16 September 1910; VOL., 20 November 1909, “Notes of the Week: no
compromise!”; Contra. the Communist school version, expressed in Simons and
Simons, Class and Colour, 141, 154, and replicated in the work of Katz, A Trade Union
Aristocracy, 273.

19 Cope, 108-110.
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make this possible”,'*® directly inspired the founding of the local SLP
in Johannesburg in March 1910."' Often misunderstood as a “Marx-
ist” organisation,'? it was a syndicalist group following the doctrines
of Daniel De Leon, the American IWW leader. Links with De Leonism
were mainly, however, with the SLP in Scotland, which was the core
of the British SLP (1903),'* rather than De Leon in Detroit. Scots pro-
vided key members of the local group: Jock Campbell, the “leader”,'**
J.M. Gibson, the key ideologue, John Campbell, and Ralph Rabb and
W. Reid. Also important were Jews like Israel Israelstam, who also had
links to the Jewish Bund and the SDF,'* Englishmen like the union
activist Charlie Tyler, and even that rarity on the left, an Afrikaner,
the chemist Philip Roux.

At Mann’s urging, the Witwatersrand Trades and Labour Council—
forerunner of the SAIF—sponsored an Industrial Workers Union to
organise workers ineligible for the craft bodies.”* This held regular
Sunday night meetings at the Market Square—Johannesburg’s equiva-
lent of Cape Town’s Parade—and managed to secure the affiliation of
the independent Bootmakers’ Association, the Bakers” and Confection-
ers’ Society, and the Tailors” Society. Local syndicalists like the Irish
tram driver Tom Glynn nonetheless viewed the union as a “disgrace
to the originators” of radical industrial unionism, the IWW, because
of its links to the moderate Council and the segregationist SA Labour
Party.'”’

120 Tom Mann, Tom Mann’s Memoirs, London, Reading and Fakenham: MacGib-
bon and Kee, [1923] 1967, 245, 247.

121 “Socialist Labour Party of South Africa—Incorporation”, Department of Law,
file LD 1806-AG677/10, National Archives, Pretoria.

22 For example, Eddie Roux and Win Roux, Rebel Pity: the life of Eddie Roux,
London: Rex Collings, 1970, 7.

12 Nan Milton, “Introduction”, in Nan Milton (ed.), John MacLean: in the rapids of
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124 ‘Walker and Weinbren, 319.
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27 Tom Glynn, 15 July 1910, “The Movement: present and future”, VOL.
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Rather than boycott the Industrial Workers Union, however, the
syndicalists entered it. Glynn was soon elected its secretary-general,
and along with other “industrialists”—notably the Scottish blacksmith,
Dunbar—“captured the organisation and put it on a proper basis” in
June 1910.!%¢ It was renamed the IWW, called itself a “class-conscious
revolutionary organisation embracing all workers regardless of craft,
race or colour”, declared war on craft unionism, and linked up with
the IWW in Chicago.'”

Dunbar was a “hefty, stubborn-headed, well-meaning Scotsman”:
a fine orator, he made his reputation leading a two-week strike on
the Natal railways in 1906,"° and despised all political parties.””! He
was a fixture at the IWW’s Sunday night meetings at the Market
Square—held separately from those of the SLP, which met there in
the mornings, where the party sold a “steady stream of journals and
pamphlets” like The Socialist from Scotland and The Weekly People
from the United States.*

Despite the loss of supporters like the Bootmakers’, who protested
the new direction, the IWW held successful meetings at the govern-
ment railway yards in Pretoria, the old Transvaal capital which lay
just north of Johannesburg, setting up a “Pretoria Local”."** The IWW
was also established in the port city of Durban, the principal centre in
Natal.”** This section was strongly identified with a “comrade Web-
ber”, who specialised in “phrase-making, blood-curdling class war

128 Archie Crawford, August 1911, “The Class War in South Africa: the growth
and outcome of industrial unionism”, International Socialist Review, vol.. XI, 82-83;
Andrew Dunbar, 24 November 1911, “IWW Propaganda Notes”, VOL.; Solidarity,
1 October 1910, “Industrial Unionism in South Africa”. Also see Cope, 111.

12 Solidarity, “Industrial Unionism”; Katz, Trade Union Aristocracy, 301; Philips,
123.

130 See W.H. Andrews, 23 July 1937, “Natal Railway Strike”, The Guardian, folder
8.1, W.H. Andrews Papers, Mayibuye Centre, University of the Western Cape; Boy-
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1 Andrew Dunbar, 21 July 1911, “TWW Notes”, VOL.; Andrew Dunbar, 29 Sep-
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propaganda”.'*® He debated Tommy Boydell of the SA Labour Party
before a large crowd at the Durban Town Gardens on “Syndicalism
versus Socialism”.

Like Cape Town, Durban was defined by “the harbour, the railway
and the commerce with the mineral-rich interior”,"** and developed a
significant service and manufacturing sector. The two cities accounted,
in fact, for more than half of national manufacturing by the 1920s."*’
From 1905 Durban had the shortest rail link to the Witwatersrand,
enabling it to replace Cape Town as the main port."*® The population by
1910 was 65,000 (around half was white, primarily English-speaking),'*
although the total number doubles if the outlying areas are included.™
A quarter of the settled population were Indians, mainly descended
from indentured labourers, largely low-caste Hindus. While an Indian
bourgeoisie emerged, most local Indians were workers, along with small
farmers and an educated elite: doctors, interpreters, lawyers, teachers
and clerks.""" Despite the best efforts of officials to whittle down the
Indian vote, it was a serious factor in a number of wards in Durban.

While the IWW in Pretoria and Durban seem to have been primar-
ily propaganda circles, in Johannesburg the IWW successfully formed
a powerful Municipal Industrial Union among the white tram driv-
ers and conductors employed by the city. This followed a successful
wildcat strike led by Glynn, which was also supported by the munici-

1% Boydell, “Foreword”, xii; VOL., 14 June 1912, “Heard and Said”.

136 Ereund, Insiders and Outsiders, 29.
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of Natal Press/Indicator Press, 1996, 66.
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keepers, 169 small cultivators, and 38 grocers: see Freund, Insiders and Outsiders,
44-45, table 3.5. “Skilled manual workers” includes bakers and confectioners, barbers
and their assistants, basket makers, bricklayers, carpenters and their assistants, jew-
ellers, painters, and printers. On the bourgeoisie, see Lambert and Morrell, 66. See
also Vishnu Padayachee and Robert Morrell, “Indian Merchants and Dukawallahs
in the Natal Economy, c1875-1914", Journal of Southern African Studies, 17: 1, 1991,
71-102.



SOUTH AFRICAN SOCIALISM, 1886-1928 61

pal power station’s staff. Gathered at the tram yards in Newtown, and
wearing “bits of red ribbon”, the strikers forced the municipality to
capitulate within hours.'*> The IWW subsequently boasted of its inten-
tion to break the restrictive labour laws, which stipulated compulsory
conciliation, whenever necessary.'® The American IWW press was
enthusiastic: “they are getting on the right track down in the South-

ern Hemisphere”.'*

With between 300 and 400 members, the IWW now compared
favourably to major unions like the Amalgamated Society of Engineers
(the ASE, with 1351 in 1910) and the Transvaal Miners Association
(at 800 in 1909)."** A second strike followed on the trams in April
1911. This was precipitated by the sacking of Wobblies Glynn and
W.P. Glendon after the IWW led a boycott of an official enquiry, in
the course of which a witness was assaulted.'*

Following fiery speeches at the tramway sheds and at the Market
Square, attended by around 500 people, a second strike began. It
was waged in the face of a ban on public meetings, with clashes with
police led by women like Fitzgerald, and the arrest of the SLP’s John
Campbell, the IWW’s Dunbar and the SA Labour Party’s Andrews

142 The Star, “Tram Strike: scenes in the city”, undated press clipping, in “Tramway
Strike Johannesburg. Report by Inspector White Labour on above dated 24 January
19117, Mines and Works, MNW 44/01, M331/11, National Archives, Pretoria; W.H.
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Walker and Weinbren, 28-9; VOL., 9 February 1912, “IWW (S.A. Section): Annual
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13 “Industrial Workers of the World” Union expresses contempt for the ‘Indus-
trial Disputes Prevention Act’. Inspector’s comments”, a letter to Acting Secretary for
Mines by Inspector of White Labour (R. Shanks), Department of Mines and Works,
MNW National Archives, Pretoria.

Y4 Industrial Solidarity, “Industrial Unionism in South Africa”, 1 October 1910.

145 Katz, Trade Union Aristocracy, 176, 252.

16 Letter to Acting Secretary for the Mines, 12 May 1911, Inspector of White
Labour (R. Shanks), in “Johannesburg Tramway Employees Strike. Special Report on
by Inspector of White Labour”, MM331/11, National Archives, Pretoria; Crawford,
August 1911, op cit. 82-3; Archibald Crawford, February 1912, “The Pick Handle
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for speeches.!” Two IWWs, William Whittaker and T. Morant, were
arrested when dynamite was found on the tram tracks.'*® The strike
collapsed after a week, 70 workers were fired, and Glynn got three
months hard labour, commenting that “if Government ownership, as
our political Socialists tell us, is a ‘step in the right direction’ God help
the slaves when they take the wrong one”.'*

Still, the IWW scored a point when it was shown that Whittaker
and Morant had been framed by John Sherman, an agent provocateur."™
This led to a series of large IWW meetings in Pretoria that denounced
that “working class traitor and spy”, now working on the railways.""
In Johannesburg, meanwhile, the Market Square meetings contin-
ued to attract considerable crowds."”> In October 1911 a “Pickhandle
Brigade”, including Dunbar, Glynn, Fitzgerald and Morant, disrupted
the election meetings of incumbent councillors who had been involved
in the crackdown on the IWW tramway workers."”* Glynn, however,
was blacklisted locally, and eventually left the country: he ended up in
Australia, where he edited the IWW’s Direct Action and was arrested
during the wartime repression of the Wobblies."**

The Voice of Labour had also become something of a de facto syndi-
calist organ at this time. Crawford left the country from 1910 to 1911,
visiting radical labour groups in three continents. The editorship now
passed to ‘Proletarian’ in Cape Town—probably the Cape militant
Ferdinand Marais—a vociferous syndicalist. The paper never quite
lost its open character, but its copy was now heavily weighted towards

7" Appendix in “Johannesburg Tramway Employees Strike. Special Report on by
Inspector of White Labour”, op cit. Also see Walker and Weinbren, 30.
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and spy”.
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IWW and SLP materials.”® As an observer noted at the time, “From
Trades Unionism and Politics”, the Voice had “flowed to Industrial
Unionism and Direct Action”.”*® Even the SDF was swept up in the
syndicalist wave. It joined the IWW, SLP and the Johannesburg-based
Socialist Party in a short-lived “Industrial Freedom League” for a
“united advocacy of Industrial Unionism” in May 1911.""

The IWW, the SLP and the national question on the Witwatersrand

As noted above, Crawford’s reputation has fared badly at the hands
of the Communist School. So, too, it must be said, have those of the
IWW and SLP. Relying on the Communist school, Elaine Katz viewed
these groups as failing to take a principled position on the national
question.””® She added the charge that the IWW complained bitterly
in the Voice of Labour about the use of auxiliary African police in the
May 1911 tramway strike."* Pieter van Duin cited Communist school
works, plus Katz, to make even bolder critiques of the IWW.*® Marcel
van der Linden, in turn, cited Katz and van Duin in order to suggest
that the South African IWW was remarkable for breaking with the
traditional syndicalist opposition to racism.'®!

The problem, however, is that the primary material provides little
support for these arguments. In the first place, the IWW’s statement in
the Voice of Labour, to which Katz alluded, did not take issue with the
race of the police—only the repressive actions of the police in general,
black or white.'* One speaker who took the platform in the mid-1911

%5 For example, Vincent St. John, 27 October 1911, “History of the Industrial
Workers of the World”, VOL.; Philip R. Roux, 29 March 1912, “An Open Letter to
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en Bewegings, 1908-1915”, MA diss., University of Stellenbosch, 1987, 247-8.
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strike is on record for fuming against the use of black forces against
white strikers: he was, however, a member of the SA Labour Party, not
of the syndicalist IWW or SLP.'®*

The position of the IWW on the national question was unambigu-
ous: “fight the class war with the aid of all workers, whether efficient
or ineflicient, skilled or unskilled, white or black”.'** The SLP men, too,
were “pioneers in the adoption of an enlightened policy towards the
Coloured peoples”, promoting “unity among all wage slaves, regard-
less of colour”; Jock Campbell was famed as the first Witwatersrand
socialist “to make propaganda amongst the African workers”.'®> Mann’s
tour provided a further reference point, for he told his Johannesburg
audience: “Whatever number there are, get at them all, and if there
are another 170,000 available, white or black, get at them too”.'® He
viewed the local unions as beset by a “suicidal sectional unionism”
and lambasted the white man acting “towards the black man as a most
superior and lordly personage”.'*’

‘Proletarian’, likewise, advocated “an organisation of wage-workers,
black and white, male and female, young and old”, which would pro-
claim “a universal general strike preparatory to seizing and running
the interests of South Africa, for the benefit of workers to the exclu-
sion of parasites”.'*® The African workers would inevitably organise for
“mutual protection” and “revolt against wage slavery”, and the “only
logical thing for white slaves to do is to throw in their lot with the black
wage slave in a common assault on the capitalist system”. “Proletarian”
opposed the Defence Bill introduced soon after Union, which estab-
lished the national army while essentially restricting armed service in
the national army to whites. This was partly on anti-militarist grounds,
but partly because he viewed the Bill as a deliberate attempt to use
white workers against black: a “native rising”, he stressed, would be a

' On the speaker, see Rand Daily Mail, 12 May 1911, “Trams Today: tramway
men on strike”, press clipping in “Johannesburg Tramway Employees Strike. Special
Report on by Inspector of White Labour”, MM331/11, National Archives, Pretoria.
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ist Review, vol. XI, 3-6.

168 VOL., 27 October 1911, “The Problem of Coloured Labour”, emphasis in original.
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“wholly justified” response to “cruel exploitation” and should receive
the active “sympathy and support of every white wage-slave”.'®

It follows that the de facto failure of the IWW and SLP to recruit
across the colour line, thereby realising their vision of an interracial
One Big Union, cannot be attributed to racial prejudice or to oblivious-
ness to the national question. Rather, it reflected their overall weakness
as union organisers, at least outside the trams. This was compounded
by the enormous practical difficulties of organising the unfree African
workers, the majority of the Witwatersrand working class.

The IWW and SLP’s strength lay rather in public propaganda, like
the Market Square meetings, where radical speakers traditionally
attracted a “little knot of native and coloured men”."”’ Leading politi-
cians like John X. Merriman were convinced that the “ravings of the
syndicalists” were “appealing, not I fear without success, both to the
poorer Dutch [the Afrikaners] and to the Natives”.!”!

At the same time, the failure to really organise across the colour
line also indicated the lack of a clear strategy to systematically develop
linkages with workers of colour. Specifically, the IWW and SLP did
not link their principled opposition to racial oppression with active
and specific efforts to mobilise African, Coloured, and Indian workers
around both their class and national concerns.!”? In this sense, the SDF
in Cape Town was more effective in addressing the national question,
even though the SA General Workers’ Union lacked the grandiose
syndicalist programme of the IWW and SLP.

The stormy years, 1913-1914

In May 1913, a dramatic general strike on the Witwatersrand started,
» 173

which “shook the country like nothing had done since the Boer War”.
Initiated by white miners, it spiralled rapidly across industries. Just
as quickly, it slipped out of the control of the main unions involved,
the Transvaal Federation of Trade Unions (another predecessor of the

1 VOL., 1 December 1911, “Sundry Jottings from the Cape: a rebel’s review”.

170 Int., 1 October 1915, “Branch Notes”.

71 Cited in Brian Kennedy, A Tale of Two Mining Cities: Johannesburg and Broken
Hill, 1885-1925, Johannesburg A.D. Donker, 1984, 88.

172 See Lucien van der Walt, “Reflections on Race and Anarchism in South Africa,
1904-2004", Perspectives on Anarchist Theory, 1, 2004.

17 Boydell, “My Luck was In”, 66.
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SAIF), and the independent National Union of Railway and Harbour
Servants (NURHAS). On “Black Saturday”, July 5, imperial troops
shot 25 people dead.'” Riots and gun battles left strikers in control of
large parts of Johannesburg, the crowds drawing in the unemployed,
the poor whites, and even some “Coloured men”.'”®

This was followed by a series of impressive strikes by African min-
ers, lasting three days and involving 9,000."7¢ In October 1913, sporadic
Indian passive resistance campaigns took a new turn with a general
strike amongst Natal Indians on the coalfields, sugar farms and mills,
and railways. This centred a £3 annual poll tax imposed on ex-
indentured labourers, was initiated by Gandhi, and drew in 5,000."””

The failure of the compromise that ended the 1913 general strike then
led to a second general strike in January 1914. This time the state acted
quickly, mobilising the new South African Defence Force and the rural
commando militia, declaring martial law, raiding the unions, arresting
hundreds, and deporting nine key activists (among them, Crawford).

Several months later, the enforced social peace was again shattered
when the country entered World War I on the British side. While the
SANNC, APO and local Indian Congress suspended their activities to
rally to the flag, hard-line Afrikaner nationalists launched an armed
rebellion that split the army and mobilised around 12,000 insurgents,
mainly rural poor whites.'”® The SDF suffered a split when its pro-war
minority broke away in September 1914. The SA Labour Party—which
had grown massively in the wake of the massive labour struggles of
1913 and 1914—also split in 1915, when its radical anti-war section
walked out.

Anarchism and syndicalism certainly played a role in all of the
events of the stormy years. However, the official insistence that
the two general strikes were the work of a “Syndicalist Conspiracy” is

174 The Strike Herald, 2 August 1913, “Use of Troops”; The Strike Herald, 2 August
1913, “British Labour Party and the Imperial Troops”. Also see the American IWW
paper, Industrial Solidarity, 1 November 1913, “The Rand Slaughter”.

175 Contemporary report, cited in Kennedy, 85. Also see Katz, Trade Union Aris-
tocracy, 418.

176 Philip Bonner, “The 1920 Black Mineworkers’ Strike: a preliminary account”,
in Belinda Bozzoli (ed.), Labour, Townships and Protest, edited by Belinda Bozzoli.
Johannesburg: Ravan Press, 1979, 274.

177 Swan, 246-256; also see Shamim Marie, Divide and Profit: Indian workers in
Natal, Durban: Worker Resistance and Culture Publications, Department of Industrial
Sociology, University of Natal-Durban, 1986, 29-31.
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misleading.'”” The syndicalist movement on the Witwatersrand was
weak and divided by 1913.

On his return to South Africa, Crawford had attempted to forge a
United Socialist Party, “without discrimination as to race, sex, colour
or creed”, including the IWW, SDF, SLP and other groups.'® The
United Socialist Party platform was too vague to satisfy anyone and
quite unable to overcome the existing divisions: the constituent groups
were already firmly wedded to their existing programmes; besides,
each group clung jealously to its autonomy.'!

The SLP and IWW, for instance, had long sniped at one another,
each being preoccupied with its claim to represent the ‘real’ IWW tra-
dition.'®* Despite his professed interest in left unity, Crawford himself
waged a campaign against Dunbar in 1911 and 1912 that effectively
destroyed the IWW. The SLP also left the new party: “the U.S.P.
believes in political reform whereas the emancipation of the work-
ing class can only be accomplished through their organisation on the
industrial field”;'® SLP activists seemed to have then begun to work
in the SA Labour Party." The United Socialist Party fell apart, and
the Voice of Labour, citing apathy and financial problems, closed in
December 1912.'%

In the form of an organised current, then, syndicalism was sim-
ply unable to plan, launch, or lead the 1913 and 1914 general strikes.
Nonetheless, syndicalist ideas and slogans had “a considerable cur-
rency in labour circles” at this time."* This was shown, for instance,
by speeches that described the “Trades Hall” as “the government”, or

7% See Jan Smuts, 1914, The Syndicalist Conspiracy in South Africa: a scathing
indictment, Government Printers, Pretoria, Smuts Papers, University of Cape Town
Libraries, folder D10.10; also see TSH., 25 June 1913, “Who are the Inciters”.

180 Drew, Discordant Comrades, 30.

181 Harrison, Memoirs, 36; VOL., 24 May 1912, “U.S.P. Notes”; 31 May 1912, “U.S.P.
Notes”; 13 September 1912, “U.S.P. Notes”.

182 Andrew Dunbar, 21 July 1911, “IWW Notes”, VOL.; Andrew Dunbar, 21 July
1911, “IWW Notes”, VOL.; Andrew Dunbar, 29 September 1911, “TWW Notes”, VOL.;
Andrew Dunbar, 24 November 1911, “IWW Propaganda Notes”, VOL.; The Socialist,
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18 VOL., 8 November 1912, “U.S.P. Notes”.
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suggested “it might be necessary for the strikers to take over the mines
and work them themselves”, or called on workers to “have a general
strike, and have a revolution”.'® Such views also found expression in
The Strike Herald, produced in 1913 (and revived briefly in 1914) by
Crawford and Fitzgerald, both of whom were very prominent in the
1913 riots.

Moreover, the two general strikes plus the war issue re-energised
existing anarchists and syndicalists, radicalised new activists, and
evoked a widespread interest in radical ideas. There was, in the first
instance, an outpouring of new materials, like the De Leonist tract enti-
tled The Great Rand Strike: July, 1913. This drew “lessons” of “service
to the proletariat”.!® As an example of radicalisation, an instructive
case is provided by George Mason, a carpenter on the mines. Start-
ing as a fairly orthodox SA Labour Party figure, he took the dramatic
step of addressing African workers in 1913, when he called on them
to strike as well; in 1914, he was deported; by the time public pres-
sure forced the state to allow the deportees to return, he was becom-
ing a staunch syndicalist."® As for popular interest in the left, it may
be noted that SDF could attract thousands to anti-war rallies, with
left influence seen as sufficiently serious that anti-war activists like
Harrison were arrested for anti-war literature.'

Red, black and white: the ISL and One Big Union
amongst people of colour

These developments provided the energy for the rise of the ISL in
September 1915. Initial membership drew heavily on syndicalist vet-
erans like Dunbar, Jock Campbell and Tyler. A large component was

187 See Katz, Trade Union Aristocracy, 466-467; Jan Smuts, 4 February and 5 February
1914, “Indemnity and Undesirables Special Deportation Bill: second reading”, Union
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also provided by the anti-war SA Labour Party activists, like Mason,
Andrews, Bunting and Ivon Jones, all radicalised by the 1913-1914
strikes. For Bunting, for instance, the 1913 general strike was the “first
act of South Africa’s working class revolution, whose end is not yet”.""!
The new ISL soon operated across the country (bar Cape Town,
in deference to the SDF), and rapidly established itself as the largest
left political group prior to the CPSA. Its weekly paper, The Interna-
tional, remains the most impressive of the pre-CPSA periodicals, but
was only part of the ISL’s large-scale distribution of local and imported
papers, tracts and books. The ISL was formed at an auspicious time—
just ahead of a huge wave of class struggles starting in 1917. There
were 199 officially recorded strikes from 1906 to 1920: 68 took place
between 1916 and 1920, with 175,664 workers were on strike from 1916
to 1922; union membership surged from 9,178 in 1914, to 40,000 in
1917, to more than 135,000 in 1920."* A particularly important devel-
opment in this upsurge was the large-scale entry of people of colour
into unions outside of the Cape. This was pioneered by bodies like the
Industrial Workers of Africa, and exemplified by the dramatic rise of
the Industrial and Commercial Workers’ Union (ICU) in the 1920s.
The ISL is usually presented by the Communist school as fervently
Marxist, with its best elements comprising the core of the proto-
Bolsheviks;'”* at most, the Communist school suggests, there was a
syndicalist minority in ISL ranks, successfully opposed by the Marx-
ist leadership.”* The problem with such views is that even a cursory
examination of the sources demonstrates that the ISL was an unam-
biguously syndicalist formation in the IWW tradition. It resolved at
its first congress “That we encourage the organisation of the workers
on industrial or class lines, irrespective of race, colour or creed, as the

1 Quoted in Roux, S.P. Bunting, 66.

2 Cope, 200; H.R. Pike, A History of Communism in South Africa, second ed.
Germiston: Christian Mission International, 1988, 103-105; Simons and Simons, Class
and Colour, 333; Duin, “South Africa”, 640 note 39.

1% For example, Cronin, “Origins and ‘Native Republic’”, 9; Govan Mbeki, The
Struggle For Liberation in South Africa: a short history, Cape Town/Bellville: David
Philips/Mayibuye Books, University of the Western Cape, 1992, 27; Roux, Time Lon-
ger than Rope, 134; Jeremy Cronin [writing as “South African Communist Party”], The
Red Flag in South Africa: a popular history of the Communist Party, Johannesburg: Jet
Printers, 1991, 6. For an example of how these doubtful claims have been reproduced
in more scholarly work, consider Mantzaris, “Radical Community”, 161.

14 Cope, 206; Forman, “Chapters”, 74; Harmel, 39; Cronin, The Red Flag, 6; Simons
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most effective means of providing the necessary force for the emanci-
pation of the workers”.!®

It was the ISL, above all, that developed the vision and practice of the
integrated revolutionary One Big Union as the combined weapon for
national liberation and class struggle. The ISL was scathingly critical of
white craft unions (and the SA Labour Party) for their “craft scabbery”
against one other, and for their “complete oblivion to the sufferings
of the lower paid” and “unemployed white workers, mainly women”
and “intolerant” attitude “towards the native wage slave”.'*® Betraying
workers’ solidarity and class struggle, they disgraced themselves with
no-strike pledges for modest wages, “scabbing on Judas”, who at least
“demanded thirty pieces” of silver for his treachery.”” Theirs was a
“scab unionism” that pursued sectional privileges for “labour fakers”
(as the ISL called the union leaders) and aspiring “labour aristocrats”,
at the expense of the larger working class.'*

The craft unions’ disgrace was compounded by their failure to rec-
ognise the rise of the giant corporations and trusts, against which they
had “no earthly hope” of standing, especially in the face of mechani-
sation and skill dilution."” This new era required industrial unions,
united in One Big Union and embracing all workers. Racial prejudice
was against the interests of the whole working class—whether white,
black, skilled, unskilled, employed, or unemployed—and the tool of
“imperialist notions and alarums”.?

The instruments of national oppression were means to strengthen
the ruling class, as “cheap, helpless and unorganised” African labour
ensured “employers generally and particularly industrial employ-
ers, that most coveted plum of modern Imperialism, plentiful cheap
labour”.*" The “laws and regulations” which “degrade the native work-
ers to the level of serfs and herded cattle”—including the “denial of civil

%5 See Int., 7 January 1916, “League Conference”; Int., 14 January 1916, “The First
Conference of the League”.

19 Int., 3 December 1915, “The Wrath to Come”.

7 Int., 22 September 1916, “League Notes”; also see Int., 4 August 1916, “More
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19 Int., 9 August 1918, “Craft Unions Obsolete”; Int., 3 March 1916, “The War
After the War”.

20 Jnt., 22 September 1916, “Disunity of Labour”.

21 Int., 18 February 1916, “Workers of the World Unite”.
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liberty and political rights”—existed “for the express uses of Capital”,
as “weapons...to be used against all the workers”.*> Thus, “segregation
is a policy of capitalism, not of the labour movement”.?*® The policy of
White Labourism was foolish as well as immoral, as explained repeat-
edly to white workers: “Make no mistake, your puny breakwater—the
colour bar” cannot hold back the “big coloured Industrial Army com-
ing in on the tide of their evolution...demanding that place in the sun
to which every single human on this earth is rightfully entitled”.**

What was required was a “new movement” that would “recognise
no bounds of craft, no exclusions of colour”.**® This would organise
amongst the unskilled, especially the Africans, paying heed to “the
cries of the most despairing and the claims of the most enslaved”
workers.*%

Among its tasks would be “the abolition of all forms of native inden-
ture, compound and passport systems; and the lifting of the native
worker to the political and industrial status of the white”:* “These
tyrant laws must be swept away”,*® the ISL declared in laying out its
radical programme. Contrary to the literature’s tendency to treat such
race radicalism as a minority position in the organisation (suppos-
edly identified with figures like Bunting and Ivon Jones, who had to
struggle for the “recognition of the black worker” against the “mass”
of ISL members)*” it formed the very heart of official ISL policy, pro-
gramme and propaganda.

As for strategy, the ISL championed the view that “the Industrial
Union” was “the root of all the activities of Labour, whether politi-
cal, social or otherwise”.*'? Specifically, discriminatory laws had to be
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“repealed by the strength of Trade Unionism”,*"" expressed in its most

advanced form, the One Big Union:*"

Once organised, these workers can bust-up any tyrannical law. Unor-
ganised, these laws are iron bands. Organise industrially, they become
worth no more than the paper rags they are written on.

Such positions were hardly the hallmark of an organisation that, as the
Communist school claimed, viewed national oppression as “not really
very worthy of consideration”,?” let alone of one that purportedly
embraced segregation.”* On the contrary, the ISL waged a continual
ideological struggle against racial discrimination, arguing that “The
whole of the fight against capitalism is a fight with the prejudices and
capitalist-engendered aversions of the workers”.?> It systematically cri-
tiqued the doctrines of scientific racism as “pure poppycock”, stressing
that science showed that “all the fundamental phenomena and capa-
bilities of man are rooted in...humanity which is Black, White and
Brown”.!¢

The ISL’s position was nonetheless very much at odds with the two-
stage programme elaborated by the CPSA and SACP from 1928. It
doubted, in the first place, that African nationalists had a programme
that could genuinely emancipate the black masses. Like ‘Proletarian’
on the APO,?"’ the ISL viewed the SANNC as basically the party of
“native attorneys and parsons” and the “native property owner”, with
interests “completely alien to the great mass of the Native proletariat”.?'®
Moreover, these “Labour fakirs of Black South Africa” hesitated to
“give attention to the one weapon the ruling class fear—the organisa-
tion of the native workers”.?” (The APO and SANNC were certainly
moderate at this time: supporting the war effort and the repression of

2 Int., 7 April 1916, “Call to the Native Workers”.
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white strikers in 1913 and 1914, they occupied themselves largely with
sending polite petitions for minor reforms to the British Crown).

Besides, the ISL argued, the national oppression of workers of colour
was largely rooted in capitalism, meaning that national liberation under
capitalism was unlikely. Moreover, these workers were also oppressed
by class, as workers, meaning that their full emancipation from poverty
and powerlessness would not be achieved even within the best possible
non-racial capitalist order; the colour of the capitalists much change,
but class exploitation and cheap labour would not.

A two-stage solution was, in short, was neither required nor to be
desired: the One Big Union could simultaneously address the national
and social questions, and provide the class power at the point of the
production that made a thorough, and revolutionary, solution possible.

The ISL and the reform of the existing unions

The ISL aimed to reform the white unions, while taking the lead in
organising amongst people of colour, “the great mass of the proletar-
iat”, “black, and therefore disenfranchised and socially outcast”.*® At
times it ran in elections, usually with abysmal results, seeing the “white
political field” as a “fine opportunity of forcing the issue” of “solidarity
with the native workers”, and “an echo of this propaganda reaches the
native workers as well”.**!

ISL union leaders and activists, like Andrews of the ASE, sought to
reform the white unions into syndicalist bodies.?* In mid-1916, sev-
eral unions formed the BWIU, with a syndicalist-influenced platform:
it aimed to organise industrially, and cultivate “sufficient knowledge
and power to enable the Union ultimately to control effectively the
Building Industry”.?” ISL militant Tyler was its provisional secretary,
and subsequently, its secretary-general and organiser.”* Still, the Inter-

national worried, “at the risk of being thought hypercritics”, whether
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the union would admit “coloured fellow workers”—2* correctly, as it
turned out, for many BWIU locals were segregationist.

In August 1917, the ISL hosted a conference “to discuss ways and
means of urging the workers to unite and organise industrially...and
eventually to take over the control of the industry”.? It attracted forty-
five people—remarkably, including three Africans—and established
a multi-racial Manifesto Committee, later renamed the Solidarity
Committee.

The Committee’s manifesto, distributed at the December 1917 SAIF
congress, attacked the existing unions for “their narrow craft vanity,
their still narrower colour prejudice, their exclusive benefit funds, their
compromising with the robber system, their friendly agreements with
their masters to the neglect of the bottom toiler, their scabbery on the
unskilled and one another”.?”” They were a “delusion and a snare”, and
served “only the interests of the Capitalists”, and had to be superseded
by interracial and revolutionary industrial unions, linked up in one
National Industrial Union. This “one Industrial Union will become the
Parliament of Labour and form an integral part of the International
Industrial Republic”. Supporters of this project were invited to attend
a conference in Easter 1918, but only members of the International
Socialist League and the Industrial Workers of Africa (of which, see
below) were present at the event.??

An alternative means to contest the established unions was sug-
gested by the Shop Stewards’ and Workers’ Committee Movement in
Britain. This was essentially an independent rank-and-file movement
that overlapped with the existing unions, but was willing to defy the
union leaders in order to wage militant class struggle: “We will sup-
port the officials just so long as they rightly represent the workers, but
we will act independently immediately they misrepresent them”.** It
was basically a form of syndicalism, which aimed at “control of the

2 Int., 9 June 1916, “Trade Unions Reforming”.

26 This account draws heavily on Johns, 66-68.
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workshop, control of the Industry...and...Industrial Democracy”,*°
via one “great Industrial Union of the Working Class”.>*! This was also
shown by its close ties with the British SLP ad the American IWW,
including an arrangement for the interchange of membership cards
with the latter.”

Andrews, as the ISL’s most senior unionist, had been sent abroad
in 1917 as delegate to several international socialist and labour confer-
ences. In Britain, he addressed the Clyde Workers Committee, where
he “reminded the British workers of the struggle in South Africa, and
the task of liberating the Native peoples there and elsewhere in the
Empire”.”** Meanwhile, the Committee excited Andrews” “particular
admiration”, and convinced him of the need to “organise the South
African workers on similar lines”.*** Upon his return he was hired by
the ISL as a full-time organiser, in part in order to promote a local
workers’ committee movement.”> Andrews had some success in Wit-
watersrand engineering, rail and mines, but disappointingly, many of
the local “Works Committees” thus established were not particularly
radical. There was one critical exception, the Council of Action based
on the mines, of which more below.

The ISL’s positions were frankly not very popular amongst white
workers at this time. When it ran in elections, it was trounced by the
other parties, and always lost its deposit. Its weekly public meetings in
Johannesburg—held at the Market Square and at the City Hall steps—
faced increasing mob violence from thugs like the Comrades of the
Great War, a war veterans’ group. ISL activists faced a series of arrests
and trials, many of which were overtly aimed at suppressing its propa-
ganda. The white unions distanced themselves from the organisation,
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while recruits from the SA Labour Party soon left over the “revolution-
ary platform regarding the native workers”.>*

In 1917, the ISL was evicted from its offices in Trades Hall, the main
union house, after it refused to accept a management order barring
Africans from ISL facilities.” It moved to Neppe’s Buildings in Fox
street, owned by a Jewish supporter, where it continued to produce the
International, sell radical literature, house a radical library, run Social-
ist Sunday Schools, and hold meetings.

Immigrant Jews like Neppe played an increasingly important role,
with a large and active (and fiercely anti-Zionist) “Yiddish-Speaking
Branch” of the ISL formed in August 1917. This produced ISL materi-
als in Yiddish, organised meetings in the multi-racial slums of Johan-
nesburg where most of these immigrants lived, and ran a library and
reading room in the Palmerston Hotel.*® It established contacts in
South West Africa, raised money for strikes, and played a key role in
the acquisition of an ISL printing press in 1919.*° Perhaps the most
famous of the new recruits was Solly Sachs, a first-generation Latvian
immigrant who led the Reef Shop Assistants union, and later played a
prominent role in the CPSA.**

Black revolutionaries in the ISL

By this stage, the ISL had taken a leaf from the SDF book, and was
consciously cultivating links with people of colour, reasoning that “an
internationalism which does not concede the fullest rights which the
native working-class is capable of claiming will be a sham”.*! It estab-
lished its policy “as one of solidarity with Africans as fellow workers
in common struggle”.**> By 1918, had recruited a range of African,
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57 Johns, 75-76.
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Coloured and Indian members, and developed a record of working
alongside radicals in the SANNC and APO.

An early recruit was T.W. Thibedi, an African schoolteacher who
joined the International Socialist League after hearing a talk by Bun-
ting in Johannesburg.*? A brilliant man with a “genius at getting
people together, whether workers in a particular industry, women,
location residents, or whatever was needed at the moment”,?** he had
connections with the SANNC and lived in the Johannesburg slums
in the 1910s. Thibedi was in later years a leader of the Federation of
Non-European Trade Unions in the late 1920s, and a founder of the
first African miners’ union in the 1930s.

In February 1916, an ISL meeting in Johannesburg protested the
discriminatory 1913 Land Act,** the “first coming together in the
Transvaal of white socialists and the African National Congress”.**¢ It
hosted the SANNC’s Robert Grendon at a meeting “with a large num-
ber of natives”, where (to “boisterous approval”) it was declared that
the unions’ colour bar must go.** Another talk condemned the “bar-
barities to which the Indians in Natal were treated”.*®

In 1917, the ISL held a public protest against the Native Affairs
Administration Bill, which subjected Africans to rule by decree of
the Governor-General.** The meeting was “an historic occasion as
socialists demonstrated for the first time on the Rand against racial
legislation that did not directly affect whites”.>** Then SANNC speak-
ers shared the platform at the ISL’s 1917 May Day event, which was
disrupted by white thugs—such attacks on ISL were now becoming a
regular event.” In 1918, the ISL’s May Day celebrations took place in

23 On Thibedi, see Drew, South Africa’s Radical Tradition, 72 note 19; Roux, S.P.
Bunting, 108; Umsebenzi: the voice of the South African Communist Party, May 1991,
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Ferreirastown, a mainly Coloured area, the first time May Day in the
Transvaal was “directed to non-European workers”.>*

Having committed themselves publicly to the formation of unions
amongst people of colour, neglected by the existing unions, the ISL
launched an Indian Workers’ Industrial Union “on the lines of the
IWW?” in Durban in March 1917.>° This drew in workers in catering,
on the docks and in laundry, printing, and tobacco, and linked up with
Indian colliers and farm workers.”* In conjunction with the local ISL,
the union ran study classes—SLP materials featuring prominently—and
held open air meetings where the “the Indian Workers Choir enter-
tained the crowds by singing the Red Flag, the International and many
IWW songs”.>

This was one of the very first Indian workers’ unions in Durban—
possibly the first. It was initiated by Gordon Lee, a veteran white IWW
organiser, and later the chair of the Durban ISL.>¢ The ISL, however,
stressed the importance of the union’s members electing a committee
from their own ranks, which helped avoid paternalism as well as
helped develop cadre amongst people of colour. By August 1917, the
union was being run by Sigamoney, R.K. Moodley and one Ramsamy,
all of whom had a “good...grip on the class struggle”;*” they were all
recruited to the ISL.

Sigamoney was “a committed socialist and a leading member of the
ISL, and received fraternal support from trade-unionists and members
of the same organisation”.?”® Born in Durban, he was a school teacher;
he now became the most prominent Indian union leader and anti-
capitalist in the city.?” In October 1917, for example, Sigamoney chaired
a public debate on the use of elections, part of an ISL-initiated series

»2 Forman, “Chapters”, 65-66.
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to draw in local Coloureds and Indians; he was a featured speaker at
the ISL’s January 1918 annual congress.**

A few months later, the ISL called a meeting at Neppe’s Buildings
to “discuss matters of common interest between white and native
workers”.?! This launched a weekly night school for Africans, focus-
sing on political economy and the necessity of the One Big Union, with
the classes run by white ISL members. Sessions attracted around thirty
regular students, mainly from the downtown Johannesburg slums, as
well as the nearby mines of Village Deep and Crown.?* Bunting, Dun-
bar and Gibson were prominent lecturers, stressing the ISL wanted
to “make the natives who are the working-class of South Africa be
organised and have rights as a white man”,** and desired that “all the
workers black and white...come together in a union and be organised
together and fight against the capitalists and take them down from
their ruling place”.

In September 1917, the classes were transformed into the Industrial
Workers of Africa, explicitly modelled on the IWW.2¢* “If we strike
for everything”, Dunbar commented, “we can get everything...If we
can only spread the matter far and wide amongst the natives, we can
easily unite”.”

As with the Durban initiative, the union was coordinated by a com-
mittee elected by the membership, and again, the key figures were
recruited into the ISL. Besides Thibedi, African union leaders in the
Industrial Workers of Africa included Fred Cetiwe, educated at Qumbu
in the Eastern Cape, who worked in Johannesburg as a picture framer’s
assistant.”®® Cetiwe embraced ISL doctrines, and urged the union to

%0 Int., 9 November 1917, “A Socialist Conference in Durban”; 11 January 1918,
“Our Annual Gathering”; Alex Mouton, “Van Matroos tot Senator: the kleurryke and
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“preach our gospel”: organise and “abolish the Capitalist-System”.2¢’
He worked closely with Hamilton Kraai, an ISL member educated at
Peddie in the Eastern Cape, then working in Johannesburg as a fore-
man and a deliveryman.’® Union literature in African languages like
seSotho and isiZulu circulated across the Witwatersrand, including
the compounds, and even moved with migrants to rural Rustenburg,
Heilbron, and Cala.?®

The Industrial Workers of Africa and the ISL also held discus-
sions with the SANNC and APO. Sometimes this had an influence
on the nationalists, as when Transvaal APO leader and unionist Tal-
bot Williams wrote an IWW-style pamphlet on The Burning Question
of Labour for Coloured workers; this was published in APO and ISL
editions.””” Relations with the SANNC in Johannesburg were initially
tense, some black syndicalists viewing the moderate nationalist body
as representing “the men who organise rich and high people who are
the men who suck our blood and sell us”.*"*

However, the Transvaal SANNC was undergoing a period of radi-
calisation at the time, with the emergence of a radical wing opposed
to the moderate leadership.”> This wing was happy to work with—
indeed, overlapped with—the Industrial Workers of Africa and ISL,
with unionists like Cetiwe and Kraai playing a role in all three bodies.
Moderate SANNC leaders therefore deplored the lamentable “spread

27 Unlabelled report, May 1918 (full date illegible), in Department of Justice, JD
3/527/17.
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among our people of the Johannesburg Socialists’ propaganda”,””* and
worried that “Socialism of the worst calibre is claiming our people”.”*

The general strike movement of 1918

This was certainly demonstrated by the attempted African general
strike of the July 1918. Earlier that year, 152 African municipal work-
ers were sentenced to hard labour for striking, thereby breaching their
contracts, which inflamed black Johannesburg. The SANNC, Indus-
trial Workers of Africa and the ISL called a series of mass protests,
attracting around a thousand people, sometimes more.””> A joint
action committee of all three bodies was formed, comprising the syn-
dicalists along with sympathetic SANNC activists. After some plan-
ning, it proposed, to great acclaim by African crowds, a general strike
on the Witwatersrand for the release of the sentenced workers, and a
shilling-a-day pay rise for African workers.””¢ The resolution was car-
ried despite the opposition of SANNC moderates, who were shouted
down by the crowd. The ISL’s T.P. Tinker proclaimed: “The strike was
not for one shilling a day but for Africa which they deserved”.?”

The strike was cancelled at the last minute, although several thou-
sand African miners came out anyway at three mines.””® Eight people
were then arrested for incitement to public violence.””” Five were ISL
members (Bunting, Cetiwe, H.C. Hanscombe, Kraai and Tinker), and
a sixth was a member of both the Industrial Workers of Africa and the
SANNC (J.D. Ngojo). The remaining two were the SANNC’s Thomas
L. Mvabaza and Daniel Letanka, who had promoted the Industrial
Workers of Africa and the strike movement in the SANNC paper
Abantu-Batho (“The People”). The arrestees were, in short, hardly the
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gallery of “Congress leaders” portrayed in some works, since what they
shared was a connection with the syndicalist movement.?*

This was reputedly “the first time in South Africa” that “members
of the European and Native races, in common cause united, were
arrested and charged together for their political activities”.” The
case collapsed, Cetiwe, Kraai and Hanscombe lost their jobs, and the
Industrial Workers of Africa suffered a blow.** It was, however, soon
reorganised by Thibedi with a “gratifyingly large attendance”.”® Mean-
while, in March 1919, Cetiwe and Kraai played a leading role in a
civil disobedience campaign against the pass laws, initiated by SANNC
radicals. As Cetiwe said,”*

These passes are main chains, enchaining us from all our rights. These
passes are the chains chaining us in our employers’ yards, so that we
cannot go about and see what we can do for ourselves...It is the very
same with a dog...

The campaign led to nearly 700 arrests, and Bunting—who was acting
on behalf of many defendants—was assaulted by white hooligans near
the courthouse.”

Syndicalism in the Cape

In 1919, the ISL noted in Kimberley a “great awakening of industrial
solidarity among the Coloured workers...a large portion of the com-
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munity here”, and dispatched an organiser from Johannesburg, the
Jewish tailor Sam Barlin.”®® Kimberley, like the Witwatersrand, oper-
ated a compound system for African miners, but the major part of its
population was Coloured and white. In sharp contrast to the booming
gold mining towns and port cities, Kimberley declined rapidly in the
new century: in 1911, its population stood at 20,953 whites, and 43,401
people of other races; by 1914, these figures had fallen to 14,888 and
25,755 respectively, and this trend continued into the 1930s.*

Barlin set up ISL offices adjacent to those of the SANNC and APO,
and helped establish two syndicalist unions. One was the Clothing
Workers’ Industrial Union, based amongst the several hundred local
tailors—mainly Coloureds, with a smattering of Jews and Indians.
Once again, the union was run by an elected committee, and once
again, the leading figures were recruited to the ISL. Twenty-seven
members, all Coloureds, joined the ISL, mostly from the big work-
shops of Myer Gordon, Reid and Brown. The most important recruit
was Gomas, an apprentice tailor at Gordon’s, who later also played a
key role in the CPSA >

Within a few months, the Clothing Workers” Industrial Union
secured shopsteward recognition, the closed shop and wage increases,
and spread to Johannesburg, and Durban. It waged, meanwhile, a suc-
cessful strike to enforce its agreement with employers.”® Barlin also
helped form a Horse Drivers’ Union in Kimberley, based amongst the
Coloureds who dominated the trade; most worked for the munici-
pality and railways, often in refuse removal. These workers were not
included in the recently formed Municipal Employees Association,
representing whites. This union also provided ISL recruits, and was
headed by local activists K.C. Fredericks and Jan C. Smuts.*® It struck
towards the end of 1919 for a 25 percent wage increase, winning after
two tough weeks.*”!
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Meanwhile, Cetiwe and Kraai left for the segregated African ghetto,
Ndabeni, in Cape Town. They aimed to organise the Industrial Work-
ers of Africa on the docks: these employed the largest single workforce
in the city, as well as the majority of Africans. The union’s first Cape
Town meeting was held on 10th July 1919 in cooperation with the
newly formed IndSL, in District Six. It was attended by “200 native and
coloured”, and the “speeches appeared to be the reverse of pacific”.?*
With “fresh members” enrolled, union offices were set up in Francis
Street.

The IndSL, for its part, was a syndicalist breakaway from the SDF
in May 1918: its members viewed the SDF as “too academic”.* It
was initially driven by younger men, like C. Frank Glass, an English
tailor, and A.Z. Berman, a Russian Jew, school teacher and business-
man.”* The IndSL programme was the “abolition of the wage system
and the establishment of a Socialist Commonwealth based on the prin-
ciple of self-governing industries, in which the workers will work and
control the instruments of production, distribution and exchange for
the benefit of the entire community”.*” Its strategy was not “broadly”
Marxist,” but centred on “building up that efficient organisation com-
monly known as the One Big Union”.*” Elections were seen as useless,
even for propaganda. In any event the “big masses of the proletariat,
natives and a big section of coloured have no vote at all”.**

The IndSL was strongly orientated towards workers of colour, with
key militant Manuel Lopes stating bluntly that “propaganda amongst
the coloured and native workers is the work that counts”.*” Craft unions
and colour bars played into the ruling class’ policy of “divide and rule”,
based on irrational “patriotism, racial pride and nationalism”.>* Real
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socialism “claims for every man, women or child, white or coloured,
the right to life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness”.”" It advocated
the “solidarity of labour irrespective of colour or race”.*** Like the ISL,
its initial core consisted of white militants, but this too would change.

Its first headquarters were in Ayre Street, District Six, with a venue
that could seat 600.*” Detectives reported “considerable numbers
of coloured and native people” attending its functions, “the move-
ment...growing in numbers and importance”.** The IndSL was also
in regular contact with visiting IWW sailors, who “taught the League
to sing”.*®

Later the IndSL moved to better facilities in Plein street in central
Cape Town, where its new Socialist Hall was opened in early 1919 to
a crowd of “between 300 and 400 persons”, despite heavy rain.** The
audience was “chiefly Russian Jews and coloured”; speakers included
the fiery S.H. Davidoff (IndSL), Coloured unionists linked to the IndSL
like Brown, M.A. Gamiet and B. Kies, Harrison (SDF) and Boydell (SA
Labour Party).”” Open air events by the SDF and the League often
attracted over 400 people at this time,”” although the SDF was faring
badly in the competition with the new body.

Between May 1919 and May 1920, the IndSL held an amazing
135 outdoor meetings and 32 indoor lectures, as well as innumer-
able “socials, lectures etc.”.’® It was soon able to get “the services of
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a few coloured and Malay comrades in our propaganda”.’’® Besides
this, the IndSL ran a library, study groups, Socialist Sunday Schools
and a Young Socialist Society, and published a monthly called The
Bolshevik."!

In 1918, the Industrial Socialist League formed a syndicalist union
amongst the African and Coloured workers of the food processing fac-
tories in downtown Cape Town, like Hills factory and Buchanan’s.*'* The
first meeting was held 10 September at its headquarters, and attended by
30 workers who resolved to “form an Industrial Union” and do “every-
thing in its power to assure its success”.””> Berman was the organising
secretary, and Kies the chair, of the new Sweets and Jam Workers’
Industrial Union, and the IndSL provided funds.**

Many African workers also joined, so the second meeting saw a
“Com. Mpanpeni” acting as an interpreter, while “Com. Nodzandza”
was elected to the largely Coloured executive.’”® IndSL Meetings in the
factory district attracted the ire of employers, with at least one meet-
ing surrounded and stopped by a large police presence.’® Meanwhile,
the IndSL busied itself in the Cape Federation of Labour, where it
had radical resolutions—like support for the Soviet Republic, and the
“formation of Industrial Unions out of the existing Trade Unions”—
passed at the 1920 and 1921 congresses,’'’ although these were never
implemented.

In December 1919 the IndSL worked closely with the Industrial
Workers of Africa, which was embroiled in a major strike on the docks.
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The strike followed a joint meeting of the Industrial Workers of Africa,
the ICU and the Cape Native Congress in Ndabeni, attended by 800
and chaired by Kraai.’'® It was Cetiwe who proposed the strike, and
it was Cetiwe who, in the name of the Industrial Workers of Africa,
sent the municipality the ultimatum: 10 shillings a day for unskilled
workers, or strike action.’"

Initially supported by the Cape Federation of Labour and NURHAS,
the strike really rested on the Industrial Workers of Africa and the
ICU, which held daily mass assemblies on the Grand Parade in the
mornings, followed by evening meetings on Adderley Street.** Police
and soldiers began to evict strikers from the Docks Location, another
African ghetto, on Christmas Eve,””' the unions squabbled, and the
strike disintegrated. The two unions later held a joint meeting of 300
on the Grand Parade in March 1920.>*

Echoes and legacies

Cetiwe and Kraai had tried to push the SANNC towards a policy of
militant strike action at its annual congress in 1918, and repeated
the performance at the congress of 1920. They were defeated, but the
SANNC did resolve to support a general labour conference in Bloem-
fontein that year. The meeting drew in emerging unions from across
the country, including the ICU and Industrial Workers of Africa, which
resolved to merge under the ICU banner into “one great union of
skilled and unskilled workers of South Africa, south of the Zambesi”.?*
Ultimately Clements Kadalie, the leader of the original ICU, estab-
lished himself as the key ICU leader.
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“Strike of Natives in Docks”, 3/CT, 4/1/4/286, F31/4, Cape Archives. This was more
than double the minimum wage of 4 shillings established the previous year: Barry
Kinkead-Weekes, “Africans in Cape Town: the origins and development of state pol-
icy and popular resistance to 1936”, MA diss., University of Cape Town, 1985, 205. All
mention of the Industrial Workers of Africa is absent from Kadalie’s autobiography.

320 Clements Kadalie, 42; Wickens, 69-74.

21 Kadalie, 43; Wickens, 73-79, 82-83.

322 Wickens, 84.

323 Quoted in Wickens, 145-146.
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The reference to “one great union” was no mere rhetorical flour-
ish: the ICU repeatedly invoked the vision of “abolishing the capitalist
class” through one big strike, *** devised a constitution based on that of
the IWW,** and drew the ire of the CPSA for its “pronounced anar-
cho-syndicalist tendencies”.** It was far too eclectic, in fact, to be truly
called syndicalist—Garveyism was a major influence, for example—
but syndicalism was certainly part of its heady ideological mix. In the
1920s, the ICU would explode across the country with over 100,000
members, mainly African, at its height. Moreover, the ICU also spread
into neighbouring colonies, spreading elements of syndicalism even
further afield.*”

In the meantime, the ISL, SDF, IndSL and several other smaller
groups would come together to launch the CPSA, supplying most
of its key leaders; the International became the CPSA paper, and the
ISL Press the CPSA press. Not surprisingly, even an official Party his-
tory concedes, “syndicalist concepts remained within the Communist
Party for many years after its foundation; echoes of their approach and
phraseology appear in many documents and journals”.**® This linger-
ing syndicalism was largely excised during the New Line period, which
marked, in this sense, a major rupture in the party’s history.

The third echo of syndicalism in the 1920s was provided by the
Council of Action, identified with Percy Fisher, Ernie Shaw and H.
Spendiff, “desperate men—men who would stop at nothing”.** The
Council advocated the formation of “revolutionary industrial units”

? 330

and “a Republic of Industrial Workers”,** and briefly took control

3% For instance, Divisional Criminal Investigations Officer, Witwatersrand Divi-
sion, 1 May 1926, Confidential Report to Deputy Commissioner, South African Police,
Witwatersrand Division, Johannesburg, in Department of Justice file, JUS 915 1/18/26
part 2, Pretoria: National Archives.

325 Tndustrial and Commercial Workers Union of Africa, “Revised Constitution of
the ICU”, in Karis and Carter, From Protest to Challenge, [1925] 1972, 325-326.

326 Alfred Nzula, [1935] 1979, “The Struggles of the Negro Toilers in South Africa”,
appendix to Alfred Nzula, L.I. Potekhin and A. Zusmanovich, [1933] 1979, Forced
Labour in Colonial Africa, Zed Books, London, edited and introduced by Robin
Cohen, 206.

327 See Lucien van der Walt, 2007, “The First Globalisation and Transnational
Labour Activism in Southern Africa: White Labourism, the IWW and the ICU, 1904-
1934”, African Studies, 66: 2/3, 2007, 237-243.

328 Harmel, 40.

32 Boydell, “My Luck was In”, 196.

30 F.W. Pate and A. McDermid, 18 February 1922, “Manifesto of the Minework-
ers”, WD.
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