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RAILWAY WORKERS STRIKE
A demonstration of working class solidarity
ONE OF THE most encouraging features of the 
industrial field during the past few months has been 
the number of strikes in which the workers are taking 
direct action not to gain any immediate material 
benefit for themselves, but in solidarity with other 
workers in their industry or at their place of work 
who they consider have been unjustly treated by the 
bosses.

Of this nature is the Sunday strike now in pro­
gress among locomotive drivers, firemen and clean­
ers at the Stratford Locomotive of the L.N.E.R. 
A full report of the strike is given on Page 16; but 
the main issue of the strike is the dismissal by the 
Railway Company of a fireman who has been con­
nected with the anarchist movement for some time 
and who was imprisoned last autumn for ‘endeavour­
ing to cause disaffection among H.M. Forces.’

The significant fact about this strike is that it 
is in no way either a wage strike in the old trade 
union tradition, nor is it a political strike in any 
sense of the word. Hardly any of the men who are 
at present on strike have any sympathy for anarchist 
views, at least on a theoretical plane, and a number 
have expressed in strong terms their disapproval of 
the revolutionary attitude adopted by Owen, the 
fireman in question. The only political element in 
the strike has been introduced, not by the strikers, 
but by the Communist Party, who have endeavoured 
to make capital out of Owen’s views of opposition 
to the war to the extent of accusing him of being 
pro-Fascist and of making the statement that the 
strike has been engineered, or at least influenced by 
‘pro-Fascists’ and ‘leading Trotskyists’.

In fact the strike has arisen from the spontan­
eous feelings of solidarity of the Stratford railway 
workers for a fellow worker who they consider has 

been victimised, and it is being carried on in spite 
of rather than because of the political aspect of 
Owen’s case, of which the capitalist press and the 
Communists have made such great play. It both 
arises from and demonstrates that unity, based on 
the identity of class interests, which binds all work­
ers together behind the facades of political parties 
and reformist trade unions. It is based on a purely 
class issue and the workers who are taking part in it 
are in fact, although they may be theoretically op­
posed to anarchism, fighting a skirmish in the class 
war according to the anarchist tactic of direct action, 
and showing once again that basic unity which 
always arises among workers when they realise their 
interests are endangered.

The attitude of the Communist Party towards 
Owen, described in the report, is particularly inter­
esting, and at the same time nauseating, when one 
compares it with the statements they themselves 
made before the entry of Russia into the war. At 
that period the Communist Party were themselves 
making the very statements for which they are now 
accusing Owen of being pro-Fascist.

It is, indeed, ironic that the very C.P. member 
who is responsible for the distribution of the mani­
festos against the strike and Owen, sold Owen a 
pamphlet in 1940 entitled “The Men Behind the 
War”, a C.P. publication by James Johnson. Two 
passages are of interest—“The workers of Britain 
have no interest in this war. They will not allow 
themselves to be tricked into accepting ‘sacrifices’ for 
the benefit of the millionaires behind the war.” 
“•The C.P. says that this war is run in the interests 
of finance-capital.” Now the C.P. says we must 
have more sacrifices. Who is doing the tricking?

On‘26th November 1940 the Daily Worker re-



ported politician Gallacher’s speech at some length. 
He said “That (the 1914/18 war) was one of the 
most imperialistic wars one could conceive. The 
Prime Minister was right in saying this war was a 
continuation of the last”. We also find Mr. Gal­
lacher, in the same speech, advocating revolution in 
this country—in the middle of this “war against 
fascism”. He said that if other M.P.s wanted revo­
lutions in various European countries he was favour­
able, but, he continued, “then I am going to advo­
cate that a revolution would be a good thing in this 
country”. During the same relatively stable period 
of Communist equilibrium, Palme Dutt, the crack 
C.P. journalist, remarked, “This is an imperialist 
war like the war of 1914. It is a sordid exploiter’s 
war of rival millionaire groups using the workers 
as their pawns. It is a war to which no worker in 
any country can give support.”

Times change. In 1940 Communist writers 
and M.Ps. can attack the war and advocate revolu­
tion, but in 1943 railway workers who strike against 
victimisation are branded as “pro-fascists”. It is 
not surprising that the Communists have became 
well-hated by the Stratford railway workers, who 
now refer to them as “Red Rats”.

It is needless to say that the capitalist press has 
been hardly less virulent than the Communists in its 
attacks on the strikers and its misrepresentation of 
the facts of the case. Nowhere in the pages of the 
daily or Sunday newspapers, whether they are Left- 
ish liberal or Blimpish right, do we find any attempt 
to consider in a fair and objective manner the merits 
of the case on which Owen was sentenced, and to 
ascertain whether his disagreement with the present 
social order made him any less efficient a fireman. 
Obviously it is just in the eyes of these gentry that, 
after the State has punished him with imprisonment 
for an act which represented a threat to its security, 
the punishment should be continued by the employer 
whom he has served for twenty-five years depriving 
him of his livelihood. This injustice is evident, 
however, to the workers whether they agree with 
Owen’s original act or not, and they are fighting no 
political issue but merely an issue of class solidarity 
to gain back a comrade’s livelihood for him. Of 
this, however, one would gain nothing from the daily 
press.

Yet the railway industry is one in which news 
naturally travels fast from one end of the country to 
the other, and we can be sure that the Stratford men 
have passed on their story over quite a large section 
of the L.N.E.R. to counteract the press propaganda. 
To those railwaymen who have heard the true facts, 
this case represents a definite challenge on the part 
of authority, which they cannot afford to ignore. 
On the maintenance and spread of the strike depends 
its success, and success in this issue would mean a 

degree of weakening of the position of the workers’ 
enemy in the class struggle. If the railway workers 
wish to maintain the few of their rights which re­
main, they should throw over their obsolete and 
time-serving trade unions and use their millions 
invested in gilt-edged stock for the prosecution of the 
class struggle.

Naturally, the strike does not receive the sup­
port of the Union Executives, although the local 
branches of both unions are actively working in it. 
This has become a common feature in strikes since 
the war started. Strikers are not only condemned 
by their trade union leaders as slackers, Hitler’s 
agents, etc., but they have to rely on the solidarity 
of their comrades for the means to live. (And the 
generosity of these workers is often lavish—£72 was 
collected for Owen among his workmates.) Mean­
while their trade union leaders support government 
loans with the workers’ money and from the interest 
they have assured draw their fat salary cheques at 
the end of each month.

The Stratford strike, as we have already re­
marked, is by no means the only one of its kind 
at the present time. Sympathetic strikes to assist 
unjustly treated men are in progress all over the 
country. Here are two other reports.

When 250 Tyneside engineers went on strike at 
the end of last month, they were supported by their 
comrades during the whole time the strike lasted. 
Thousands of Tyneside engineers and shipyard 
workers contributed one or two shillings a week so 
as to enable their fellow workers to live decently.

Again, direct action succeeded at the beginning 
of March, when eleven hundred miners at Bowhill 
Colliery, Lanarkshire, went on strike on behalf of 
42 strippers who had been dismissed for using 
ca’canny methods in protest against the reduction in 
the rates. Some of the miners were called up for 
medical examination for the services. The opposi­
tion and threats of the Fife miners throughout the 
coalfields forced the Labour Exchange to withdraw 
these notices, and in this way the direct action of 
the workers saved the Fife miners from victimisation. 

The number of strikes of this nature, often very 
small and often effective in forcing the hand of the 
employer, shows that the workers in all parts of the 
country are at last beginning, on the industrial field 
at least, to throw aside the leadership of effete and 
corrupt trade unions and political parties, and act 
directly in their own interests and those of their 
fcIEvv workers. Even where they do not call them­
selves anarchists, where the very word anarchist has 
only a distorted meaning for them, they are acting in 
an anarchist way, and thus preparing themselves for 
the social revolution by practical experience in the 
class struggle*




