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General Strike Against
Presidential Dictatorship Closes
Down Ecuador:
“Union Activists Are Angry At A
New Labour Code Stripping Them
Of Freedom Of Association And
Protest”
“We Voted For Him, But He Sold Us
Illusions And Dreams. Now We Have
Woken Up From A Nightmare”

“Thousands Of Indigenous Activists,
Unionists, Environmentalists And
Members Of The Political Opposition
Blocked Roads On Thursday With Tree
Trunks, Rocks And Burning Tires”

Protesters clash with police near the government palace in Quito, Ecuador, Aug. 13,
2015. A strike by a broad coalition upset with President Rafael Correa virtually
paralyzed the capital, provincial cities and stretches of the Panamerican highway. The
protesters are indigenous activists, unionists, environmentalists and members of the
traditional political opposition. (AP Photo/Franklin Jacome)
14 Aug 2015 Aljazeera & Aug 13, 2015 By GONZALO SOLANO Associated Press
A general strike by a broad coalition in Ecuador upset with President Rafael
Correa has virtually paralysed the capital, Quito, provincial cities and stretches of
the Pan-American Highway.
Thousands of indigenous activists, unionists, environmentalists and members of the
political opposition blocked roads on Thursday with tree trunks, rocks and burning tires.
Public transport was scarce in Quito and major thoroughfares were blocked in
Guayaquil, Cuenca and other provincial capitals.
Violent clashes broke out between protesters and police in several cities.

Police fired tear gas at one point in a vain attempt to dislodge indigenous protesters on
the Pan-American Highway near the Cotopaxi volcano.
Protesters criticised proposed constitutional changes that would let Correa run
for office again, without calling for a public referendum on the matter.
Milton Gualala, a legislator from Zamora-Chinchipe province, told Al Jazeera: “We
demand the National Assembly to eliminate the constitutional amendments.
“What they are up to is reforming the constitution to guarantee Correa's indefinite
re-election.
“If he wants to do that, he has call for a referendum.”
Carlos Perez, president of the Confederation of Kichwa People, said the groups had
declared an “uprising” and that Correa did not represent them any more.
“We voted for him, but he sold us illusions and dreams. Now we have woken up from a
nightmare,” he told Al Jazeera.
“For more than eight years we have waited but now we say enough, Correa changes or
has to resign.”
Ecuador's growing anti-Correa movement has become more diverse.
It is united chiefly by a rejection of pending legislation that would permit Correa's
indefinite re-election when his third term ends in 2017.
Correa's popularity derives from generous government spending on social welfare and
infrastructure including highways, but his support level in opinion polls is now at its
lowest ever - 45 percent.
Indigenous groups are upset by Correa's refusal to consult them on mining and
oil exploration on traditional lands.
Union activists are angry at a new labour code that they see as stripping them of
freedom of association and protest.
Business people are upset by new taxes, including import tariffs and a 75 percent tax on
real estate sales and inheritances that Correa announced but then suspended after a
public outcry.
Ecuador is heavily dependent on oil revenues and Correa has faced mounting protests
since this year's plunge in crude prices forced him to impose cost-cutting measures.
Correa's governing style and attitude towards dissent have drawn steady
complaints from international human rights groups, who accuse him of stifling of
free speech and an independent judiciary.

AFGHANISTAN WAR REPORTS

“4,302 Afghan Security Personnel
Killed And 8,009 Wounded So Far
This Year”
“Rate Almost 40 Percent Higher Than
This Time Last Year”
August 14, 2015 ABC Radio
Over the past three years more than 13,000 Afghan soldiers and policemen have been
killed fighting the Taliban.
That staggering statistic will likely continue to rise as the 4,302 Afghan security
personnel killed and 8,009 wounded so far this year is a rate almost 40 percent higher
than this time last year.
From January 1 to July 31, 2015 4,302 Afghan security personnel were killed in action
and 8,009 wounded in combat with the Taliban. That’s a 36 percent increase over the
same time frame last year when there were 3,337 killed and 5,746 wounded.
A Pentagon report released in June said the highest casualty rates were among the
Afghan National Police and the Afghan Local Police who are most likely to face Taliban
attack “primarily because they are often employed at isolated checkpoints and are not as
well armed or trained” as the Afghan Army.
It said the number of Afghan casualties were “highest during the first few months of
2015, reaching approximately 80 percent higher than the same period last year.”

More Resistance Action
12 August 2015 APA
At least 15 policemen were killed in the line of duty in Helmand province when the
Taliban insurgents attacked their post, sources said on Wednesday.
According to local sources, the militant group attacked police post late Tuesday night in
Musa Qala district of the province.

Bashir Ahmad Shaker, a provincial council member in Helmand, said the attackers were
dressed as police and driving in a police vehicle, allowing them to sneak past a
checkpoint and carry out the attack early Wednesday.
Taliban spokesman Qari Yusouf Ahmadi claimed responsibility for the attack and said
the insurgents had captured eight police.
***************************************************
Aug 15 2015 By Khaama Press
Taliban have brutally killed a wife and her husband in front of their children in
Badakhshan province.
Sakhidad Haidari, deputy police chief of Badakhshan province said that the woman was
working at the police headquarters of Shuhada District.
He identified the policewoman as ‘Amina’.
Abdul Marouf Khairkhwa, police chief of Shuhada District said that Taliban militants went
to Amina’s house in Lab Dara village and carried out the horrific murder around 09:30
pm last night.
He said that the dead bodies contained several knife marks when checked during
investigation.
The couple left nine children behind.
This comes less than a week after a woman was thrown into river in Wardoj District of
Badakhshan province.
Asadullah Hakimi, police chief of Wardoj District said that the woman was executed for
allegedly having links with government.
***************************************************
Aug 13 2015 By Khaama Press
At least twenty two people were wounded following an attack in central Logar province of
Afghanistan earlier this afternoon.
According to local government officials, the incident took place in Mohammad Agha
district after a bomber targeted the Afghan Local Police (ALP) forces.
The district police chief Matifullah Khan said the incident took place around 2:30 pm
local time, leaving at least 8 ALP forces and 15 civilians wounded.
He said the bomber targeted the vehicles of the ALP forces while in Pul-e-Kandahari
area of Mohammad Agha district.

FORWARD OBSERVATIONS

“At a time like this, scorching irony, not convincing argument, is needed. Oh had
I the ability, and could reach the nation’s ear, I would, pour out a fiery stream of
biting ridicule, blasting reproach, withering sarcasm, and stern rebuke.
“For it is not light that is needed, but fire; it is not the gentle shower, but thunder.
“We need the storm, the whirlwind, and the earthquake.”
“The limits of tyrants are prescribed by the endurance of those whom they
oppose.”
Frederick Douglass, 1852

The Social-Democrats ideal should not be the trade union secretary, but the
tribune of the people who is able to react to every manifestation of tyranny and
oppression no matter where it appears no matter what stratum or class of the
people it affects; who is able to generalize all these manifestations and produce a
single picture of police violence and capitalist exploitation; who is able to take
advantage of every event, however small, in order to set forth before all his
socialist convictions and his democratic demands, in order to clarify for all and
everyone the world-historic significance of the struggle for the emancipation of
the proletariat.”
-- V. I. Lenin; What Is To Be Done

Monetary Crisis:
“On The Eve Of The Crisis, The
Bourgeois, With The SelfSufficiency That Springs From
Intoxicating Prosperity, Declares
Money To Be A Vain Imagination”
“Commodities Alone Are Money”
“But Now The Cry Is Everywhere: Money
Alone Is A Commodity!”
Excerpt from Capital, K. Marx, pp. 154-155
The fact that a number of sales take place simultaneously, and side by side, limits the
extent to which coin can be replaced by the rapidity of currency.
On the other hand, this fact is a new lever in economizing the means of payment.
In proportion as payments are concentrated at one spot, special institutions and
methods are developed for their liquidation.
Such in the middle ages were the virements at Lyons. The debts due to A from B, to B
from C, to C from A, and so on, have only to be confronted with each other, in order to
annul each other to a certain extent like positive and negative quantities. There remains
only a single balance to pay.
The greater the amount of the payments concentrated, the less is this balance relatively
to that amount, and the less is the mass of the means of payment in circulation.
The function of money as the means of payment implies a contradiction without a
terminus medius [the middle stage in a process].
In so far as the payments balance one another, money functions only ideally as money
of account, as a measure of value.
In so far as actual payments have to be made, money does not serve as a circulating
medium, as a mere transient agent in the interchange of products, but as the individual
incarnation of social labour, as the independent form of existence of exchange-value, as
the universal commodity.

This contradiction comes to a head in those phases of industrial and commercial
crises which are known as monetary crises.
Such a crisis occurs only where the ever-lengthening chain of payments, and an artificial
system of settling them, has been fully developed.
Whenever there is a general and extensive disturbance of this mechanism, no matter
what its cause, money becomes suddenly and immediately transformed, from its merely
ideal shape of money of account, into hard cash.
Profane commodities can no longer replace it.
The use-value of commodities becomes valueless, and their value vanishes in the
presence of its own independent form.
On the eve of the crisis, the bourgeois, with the self-sufficiency that springs from
intoxicating prosperity, declares money to be a vain imagination.
Commodities alone are money.
But now the cry is everywhere: money alone is a commodity!
As the hart pants after fresh water, so pants his soul after money, the only wealth.
50]
In a crisis, the antithesis between commodities and their value-form, money, becomes
heightened into an absolute contradiction.
Hence, in such events, the form under which money appears is of no importance.
The money famine continues, whether payments have to be made in gold or in credit
money such as bank-notes.
[50] “The sudden reversion from a system of credit to a system of hard cash
heaps theoretical fright on top of the practical panic; and the dealers by whose
agency circulation is affected, shudder before the impenetrable mystery in which
their own economic relations are involved” (Karl Marx, Capital; p. 126.)

ANNIVERSARIES

August 1980:

Polish Workers Strike Against
Dictatorship:
“They Had Illusions In The Army,
And Did Not Make Any Serious
Effort To Win Over Rank-And-File
Soldiers”

After months of labor turmoil, more than 16,000 Polish workers seized control of the
Lenin Shipyards in Gdansk.
Carl Bunin Peace History August 13-19 [Excerpts]
******************************************
9 August 2000 BY CHRIS SLEE, Green Left Weekly [Excerpts]
Twenty years ago, on August 14, a strike began at the Lenin shipyards in Gdansk,
Poland, which led to the birth of the independent Solidarity trade union movement. This
movement went on to play a crucial and contradictory role in the restoration of capitalist
rule in Poland at end of the 1980s.
The initial issues that sparked the shipyards strike were wages and the sacking of a
militant worker, Anna Walentinowicz. The strike quickly spread to other workplaces,
reflecting the widespread discontent with the system of bureaucratic “socialism”
established in Poland in the late 1940s.

The authorities were forced to negotiate and, in an agreement signed at Gdansk on
August 31, conceded a list of demands including the right to form independent trade
unions. Solidarity was formally established as a trade union on September 17.
Solidarity developed into a mass social movement challenging Poland’s Stalinist regime.
It was violently suppressed in December 1981 when martial law was declared by
General Jaruzelski, who held the posts of Communist Party first secretary, prime
minister and defence minister.
Remnants of the movement continued to organise illegally, re-emerging into legality in
the late 1980s. The movement was then converted into a right-wing political party which
won the elections in June 1989 and formed a government that set out to restore
capitalism.
How did a movement that grew out of a working-class struggle against Stalinism become
an agent of capitalist restoration?
Part of the answer lies in the ideological limitations of the leadership. Lech Walesa, the
main leader of the Gdansk strike and subsequently the central leader of the union, was a
militant worker, but also a socially conservative Catholic. The same was true of many
other working-class activists in the union. The striking workers at Gdansk sang hymns
and held mass in the shipyard.
Religious beliefs do not necessarily prevent political leaders from playing a progressive
role. But the fact that the dominant section of Solidarity’s leadership belonged to a
church committed to the defence of private property, and hailed its right-wing social
teachings, was a problem. It became an even bigger problem when this leadership
became the government of Poland and began to implement those teachings.
Another component of Solidarity’s leadership was a group of intellectuals who had been
active in KOR (the Committee for the Defence of the Workers), an organisation that had
carried out solidarity with workers’ struggles during the 1970s.
The key figure in this group was Jacek Kuron. In the 1960s he and Karol Modzelewski
had called for the seizure of power by the working class. But by the time Solidarity was
formed, Kuron had modified his ideas, replacing the perspective of revolutionary
overthrow of the Stalinist bureaucracy with one of gradually reforming the state under
pressure from mass organisations and struggles.
At that time, Kuron’s perspective was still one of reforming the socialist state rather than
restoring capitalism. Pressure for reform came mainly from Solidarity, which was then a
mass workers’ movement imbued with the idea that workers were entitled to control the
factories and play a leading role in society.
But after this movement was crushed by Jaruzelski’s repression, Solidarity’s leadership
(including both its Catholic and “leftist” components) adopted a perspective of capitalist
restoration. (Kuron himself later became minister of labour in Walesa’s pro-capitalist
government). The adoption of a policy of capitalist restoration by Solidarity’s leadership
was made easier by the confused political outlook of most Solidarity activists.

During 1980-81, Solidarity grew to include 10 million members. The consciousness of
the activists was mixed. They fought for immediate economic demands (e.g., wage
rises) and democratic demands (e.g., freedom of speech). They also struggled for
control of the factories, in many cases voting the factory directors out of office and
replacing them with new ones.
These demands and struggles represented a progressive response to Stalinist
bureaucratic rule. Yet there were also some less progressive elements in the workers’
consciousness.
In addition to the socially conservative attitudes promoted by the Catholic church, many
workers were impressed by the relative prosperity and democratic rights existing in the
advanced capitalist countries and failed to see that the prosperity and freedom of a few
imperialist countries is based on the exploitation and repression of people in the Third
World.
Not understanding imperialism, they failed to solidarise with Third World struggles for
national liberation. While expressing a general sympathy with workers everywhere, most
did not take much interest in workers’ struggles in the West. Solidarity’s newspaper had
hardly any international news.
Solidarity lacked a clear program and strategy for overthrowing the bureaucratic regime
and creating a democratic worker-ruled society. The organisation’s draft program made
reference to socialism as one source of inspiration, along with Christianity and
democracy.
Solidarity activists carried out a struggle for self-management in many workplaces, but
did not have a clear understanding of the need for socialist planning.
They had illusions in the army, and did not make any serious effort to win over
rank-and-file soldiers.
While Solidarity was not a consciously socialist organisation, neither was it consciously
anti-socialist. As British academic Martin Myant observed in Poland: a Crisis for
Socialism (1982): “It advocated equality and was particularly emphatic about the need
for an adequate assured minimum income and an end to special privileges for a wealthy
minority. Many of the specific demands were, even if the authors of the program
avoided making the point, quite incompatible with capitalism.”
During 1980-81, neither the government nor the leadership of Solidarity could
have carried out a program of capitalist restoration, even if they had wanted to.
This was because the workers would not have allowed it. Workers in the factories
were attempting to bring the enterprises under their own control, and would not
have accepted handing them over to capitalist owners.
The crushing of this working-class upsurge created the conditions in which
capitalist restoration could be carried out with little resistance a few years later.
In the demoralisation following martial law, pro-capitalist attitudes were able to
become dominant in Polish society.

Today, there is a lot of discontent with the results of the restoration of capitalism in
Poland and other former Stalinist-ruled states, but still no mass revolutionary parties with
a clear socialist perspective.
A mass upsurge of working class and popular discontent is necessary but not sufficient.
A struggle to win the movement to a clear socialist perspective is necessary.

August 15, 1876:
Historic Betrayal

Lakota Sioux watch as their Black Hills are invaded. Painting by Howard Terpning
Carl Bunin Peace History
August 15, 1876:
Congress passed a law to remove the Lakota Sioux and their allies from the Black
Hills country of South Dakota after gold was found there. Often referred to as the
“starve or sell” bill, it provided that no further appropriations would be made for
1868 Treaty-guaranteed rations for the Sioux unless they gave up their sacred
Black Hills, or Paha Sapa. That treaty had granted them the territory and hunting
rights in exchange for peace.
****************************************************
[Excerpts]
STATEMENT OF MARIO GONZALEZ, ATTORNEY, CHEYENNE RIVER AND PINE
RIDGE WOUNDED KNEE SURVIVORS’ ASSOCIATIONS AND OGLALA SIOUX
TRIBE, SUPPORTING PROPOSALS TO ESTABLISH A MEMORIAL AND HISTORIC
SITE TO COMMEMORATE THE EVENTS SURROUNDING THE 1890 INDIAN
MASSACRE AT WOUNDED KNEE CREEK, SOUTH DAKOTA, IN THE HEARING OF
SEPTEMBER 25,1990, BEFORE THE SELECT COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS,
U.S. SENATE, WASHINGTON, D.C.

[Excerpts]
Mr. Chairman, and honorable Members of the Committee, my name is Mario Gonzalez. I
am an enrolled member of the Oglala Sioux Tribe and a descendant of Chief Lip’s Band.
I am appearing here today as the attorney for the Wounded Knee Survivors’
Associations and the Oglala Sioux Tribe. I am honored to appear before the Committee
to discuss events surrounding the December 29, 1890 Wounded Knee Massacre.
I am also related by blood to some of the victims and survivors of the massacre. Dewey
Beard , the last survivor of the Battle of the Little Bighorn and an 1890 Massacre
survivor, was a first cousin to my great-great-grandmother, Rattling Hawk. Dewey’s real
mother, Seen By Her Nation, and my great-great-great-grandmother, Jealous Of Her,
were sisters.
One cannot understand what happened at Wounded Knee without understanding
something about the Sioux people and their history.
The term “Sioux” should be distinguished from the word “Siouan,” which refers to a
linguistic stock that the Sioux are a part of. Other Siouan peoples include such Tribes as
the Mandan, Omaha, Otoe, Winnebago and Osage. The Sioux refer to themselves as
“Lakota,” “Dakota,” or “Nakota,” depending on whether the “L,” “ D” or “N” dialect is used.
It is also important to understand that the term “Sioux Nation” has been used to refer to
different entities at different times. According to the Indian Claims Commission, the
Sioux people were divided into seven divisions:
Mdewakantons
Sissetons
Wahpakootas
Wahpetons
Yanktonais
Yanktons
Tetons
The Mdewakantons, Sissetons, Wahpakootas, and Wahpetons, or eastern Sioux, are
sometimes referred to as “Santee” or “Mississippi” Sioux and speak with the “D” dialect.
The Yanktonais also speak with the “D” dialect. The Yanktons speak with the “N” dialect
and the Tetons with the “L” dialect.
The Tetons, or the western Sioux, were sub-divided into seven bands:
Blackfeet
Brule
Hunkpapa
Minneconjou
Oglala
Saris Arc (No Bows)
Two Kettle

The Teton Bands held aboriginal title to a vast territory west of the Missouri River in what
are now the States of North and South Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, Montana, Wyoming
and Colorado. Much of this territory was held jointly with the Cheyenne and Arapaho
Nations. The Big Horn Mountains were the western boundary. The Yellowstone and
Missouri Rivers were the northern boundary. The Republican River was the southern
boundary.
In 1874 the United States Army planned and undertook a military expedition into the
Black Hills portion of the Great Sioux Reservation. The expedition was led by Lt. Col.
George Armstrong Custer, who sent out glowing reports of gold.
This led to an invasion of the Hills by white miners and settlers in violation of the 1868
Treaty and created intense pressure on Congress to open the Hills for settlement. The
influx of miners and settlers into the Hills increased when President Grant refused to
enforce the Treaty and remove these trespassers. In the winter of 1875 and 1876, most
of the Sioux were residing on the Great Sioux Reservation, keeping the peace they
promised to maintain under the 1868 Treaty.
Others were exercising their hunting rights with their Cheyenne and Arapahoe allies near
the Big Horn Mountains. Contrary to the terms of the Treaty, the Commissioner of Indian
Affairs sent instructions to the hunting parties that if they did not return to the Great
Sioux Reservation by January 31,1876, they would be declared “hostile.” The Sioux
were under no legal obligation to return and could not return because of the weather.
They were attacked, but defeated General Crook at the Battle of Rosebud and
annihilated Lt. Col. Custer at the Battle of the Little Bighorn on June 25, 1876.
The U.S. violated Articles 11 and 16 of the 1868 Treaty by attacking the Sioux while they
were exercising their right to hunt near the Bighorn Mountains. Although some refer to
the Battle of the Little Bighorn as a “massacre,” it was clearly a battle in which the
Indians were defending their families against an egocentric Indian fighter who planned to
capitalize on the event and become President of the United States.
The United States Government resented its defeat at the Battle of the Little Bighorn. The
Battle, therefore, marked the beginning of a course of dishonorable dealings by the
federal government with the Sioux people to [get] revenge [for] Custer’s defeat. This
course has continued down to the present time.
On August 15, 1876, Congress passed an appropriations bill, often referred to as
the “starve or sell” bill, which provided that no further appropriations would be
made for the subsistence of the Sioux under the 1868 Treaty unless they gave up
the Black Hills and reached an accommodation with the United States that would
enable them to become self-supporting.
To accomplish this cession, Congress requested the President to appoint a
commission to negotiate an agreement with the Sioux to buy the Hills.
The 1876 Commission, however, could not obtain the requisite number of
signatures required by Article 12 of the 1868 Treaty, so Congress took matters
into its own hands and enacted the proposed “Agreement” into law on February
28, 1877. This enactment confiscated the Black Hills, the 1851 Treaty lands, and
hunting rights recognized under the 1868 Treaty.

August 16, 1819:
Horrible Anniversary:
The Peterloo Massacre;
“The Government’s Attitude Was Made
Clear By Its Total Endorsement Of The
Massacre”

[spartacus.schoolnet.co.uk]

‘Rise, like lions after slumber.
In unvanquishable number!
Shake your chains to earth like dew,
Which in sleep had fallen on you!
Ye are many- they are few!’
[Thanks to Max Watts, who sent this in.]

When all the contingents had arrived and assembled in the centre of Manchester,
something like 12 per cent of the population of the county of Lancashire, and over
half that of its industrial South East were present. It was the largest assembly
England had ever seen.
As soon as all the contingents had filled St Peter’s Field, to the point where,
according to a contemporary report, people were packed in so tightly that ‘their
hats seemed to touch’, the area was ringed by 1,500 troops with cannon.
1981 By Graham Milner, Unpublished
On August 16, 1819, mounted regular troops and yeomanry of the British army,
acting on the instructions of Government officials, attacked without warning a
mass meeting of over 100,000 people drawn from the industrial centres of
Lancashire in the north-west of England.
The meeting, held on St Peter’s Field in the centre of Manchester, the major
industrial city of Lancashire, had been organised as part of a national campaign to
win a radical reform of the British parliament and to redress the economic
grievances of working people.
Over four hundred men, women and children were killed or seriously injured as a
result of this ‘action’.
One of the cavalry units involved - the 11th Hussars - had been present at the Battle of
Waterloo, which had occurred four years earlier. As soon as the massacre became
known to the public, the savage sobriquet ‘Peterloo’ was universally adopted.
The August 16 massacre in Manchester was one outcome of an extraordinarily
powerful and determined agitation for social and political justice in England which
at times approached pre-revolutionary proportions. The primary social force
behind this mass agitation was the new working class.
This new class, the industrial proletariat, emerged from the industrial revolution, a
transformation of economic and social relations that began towards the end of the 18th
century, primarily in parts of north-west England. The cradle of this revolution was in
fact south-east Lancashire, and Manchester in particular.
Here, technological innovations developed in the latter third of the 18th century, such as
the steam engine, the power loom and the spinning jenny, were applied to the
previously-dispersed, domestic-based cotton industry then existing. The ‘putting-out’
system, whereby spinners and weavers worked at home at more or less their own pace,
was replaced by vast factories employing hundreds or thousands of workers.
The new machine industry was concentrated in these factories. Raw materials and fuel
for the machines came from the coal and iron extraction industries then emerging in
other parts of England and Scotland. Around the factories grew up large industrial
towns such as Rochdale, Stockport, Oldham and Blackburn, as well as the world’s first
industrial city - Manchester.

The previously-existing social order broke up in Lancashire and other emergent
industrial districts, and was replaced by a new one.
Ties of dependence descended from feudalism - a deferential hierarchy linking ‘masters’
and ‘men’; the static, rigid order overseen by landlord and parson; all this was burst
asunder and replaced by the cut-throat world of capitalist competition.
In these regions the whole pattern of life was revolutionised.
By 1800, of English cities, Manchester was second only to London in size.
Near to the centre of Manchester, in large opulent houses, lived the new rich - the
capitalist factory owners. Surrounding the factories lived the workers and their families.
Many of these workers were ruined hand-loom weavers or hand spinners forced to seek
work in factory towns like Manchester, as competition from cheap, machine-produced
goods forced them out of their traditional occupations.
Many capitalists made quick fortunes raising jerry-built, back-to-back slums to house the
workers. Almost without exception these slums were overcrowded, damp, ill-lit, without
sanitation, and without running water or gardens.
Many who sought employment were denied it by the frequent slumps that punctuated
the evolution of capitalist industry. Those who did find work were faced with ruthless
exploitation and appalling working conditions.
Long hours - fourteen hours per day was quite usual - abysmally low wages, child
labour and dangerous, unguarded machinery were the norm. Sexual abuse of
women by foremen and capitalists was rampant. Immigrant workers, especially
those from Ireland, fared particularly badly.
The new working class was by no means a ‘dormant, passive mass’ in the face of these
conditions of life and work. It hit back at its oppressors in an increasingly intelligent,
organised and effective way.
Working class radicalism in England was on the rise when the French Revolution broke
out in 1789. Jacobin democratic clubs sprang up across the country during the 1790s,
inspired by the Revolution in France, and by widely-circulated books such as Tom
Paine’s ‘The Rights of Man’.
The Government’s repression of domestic radicalism, which it combined with a
reactionary war against the French republic, was strongly and widely opposed by
workers.
The historian Edward Thompson, in his book ‘The Making of the English Working
Class’ reveals how the English workers fought back during the period of the
French wars, by organising unions and secret societies in defiance of the
Combination Acts, and by burning mills and smashing the machines that
threatened their livelihoods.
By 1815 the revolutionary ferment brewing underground burst forth in the mass
radicalism that was to come to a head in 1819.

At this time Manchester and its surrounding area was, among governing circles,
considered to be the most ‘turbulent and seditious’ in the country. The mass
movement as a national force directed itself towards achieving first political
rights, and secondly social and economic justice.
Political rights included first and foremost a democratic, representative parliament, and it
included the sweeping away of ‘Old Corruption’. Under that system bribery and
patronage of electors were rife.
Old Sarum, which had been the parliamentary seat of William Pitt the Elder, consisted of
a few tufts of grass, while Manchester, with its population of 200,000, went
unrepresented. Repeal of the Test and Corporation Acts, under which religious
minorities - Jews, Roman Catholics and Non-Conformists in particular - faced
discrimination in public life, was another major issue.
Repeal of the anti-trade union Combination Acts, and the monopolistic Corn Laws also
were major focuses of organised agitation.
The ongoing economic struggle for improved wages, shorter hours and better working
conditions was made more imperative by the acute distress of the post-war years in
England.
Industry and trade slumped.
Unemployment rose and was swelled by the return of demobilized troops from
Continental Europe.
Wages fell. Actual starvation faced many working-class communities.
Joseph Johnson, a shareholder in the Radical newspaper the ‘Manchester Observer’,
wrote of conditions in Manchester in 1819, the year of Peterloo: ‘Everything is almost at
a standstill, nothing but ruin and starvation stare one in the face. The state of the
district is truly dreadful.’
The Government in power at this time, that of the Tory Prime Minister Lord Liverpool,
has been described as one of the most reactionary and repressive in British history. It
represented the interests of no more than a narrow ruling class of big landowners, City
financiers and merchants.
Liverpool and his closest advisors were firmly convinced that England was on the brink
of revolution.
The Home Secretary, Sidmouth, who had control of the police, militia and army
units stationed in England, had organised an elaborate network of spies to disrupt
the radical movement.
Castlereigh, another of Liverpool’s ministers, had been instrumental in the suppression
of the Irish Rebellion of 1798 and the subsequent terror campaign and forced Union of
Ireland with Britain.

Control of Manchester itself was in the hands of the descendents of the same
local landed clique that had ruled this once small market town in pre-industrial
times. Landowners and clergymen dominated the local magistracy - this body
was to have direct responsibility for instigating the Peterloo massacre.
A local levy of merchants, manufacturers, publicans and shopkeepers, all rabid
enemies of the working-class radical movement, formed the backbone of the
‘Manchester and Salford Yeomanry Cavalry’ - the body that charged into the
assembly at St Peter’s Field.
Although one of the powerhouses of the mass movement for radical reform was
centered in the industrial districts of Lancashire, by 1819 a coordinated national effort
was well under way, based on mass mobilisations in all the major cities.
1817 had witnessed a huge meeting of workers, mainly spinners and weavers,
assembling on St Peter’s Field to see off the famous ‘March of the Blanketeers’ from
Manchester to London. The march sought redress of economic grievances.
1818 had been a year of mass strikes aimed at restoring falling wage levels. These
strikes showed a great capacity by workers for discipline and organisation, with
meetings, marches and pickets in Manchester and Stockport.
A new feature of these actions was the increasing participation of women workers.
Union Societies were founded to develop basic education in the working class and to
circulate the ideas of radicalism in an organised way. Women had their own separate
Union Societies.
The workers’ press advanced the ideas of radicalism with imagination and tenacity. The
most widely-read newspapers among radicals and radical sympathisers were William
Cobbett’s ‘Political Register’, as well as ‘The Black Dwarf’.
A typical issue of the Radical ‘Manchester Observer’, founded in 1818, included
alongside a demand for the impeachment of Sidmouth, coverage of the republican
revolution in Venezuela.
Mass meetings for parliamentary reform and for the repeal of the hated Corn Laws,
which artificially inflated the price of bread, took place in Stockport and Manchester in
the first half of 1819.
By July thousands of workers had begun drilling on the moors and in the fields
outside working-class districts in Lancashire. The same thing occurred in other
parts of the country. In July as many as 2000 workers paraded in semi-military
formation along the High Rd from Manchester to Rochdale.
These preparations were primarily aimed at improving organisation for the planned
August mass meeting at St Peter’s Field, to which contingents from surrounding towns
were to march. The planned assembly in Manchester was part of a broader national
effort for July-August 1819, which organised large meetings in Birmingham, Leeds and
London.

The reactionary oligarchy controlling the city of Manchester made preparations in
league with Sidmouth and the national Government for what amounted to the
waging of civil war on the workers expected to pour into Manchester to demand
reform of parliament.
In July the magistracy formed an ‘Armed Association for the Preservation of the Peace’
and enrolled special constables.
Military units in the S.E. Lancashire areas were mobilised as part of a national
military alert. As soon as instructions came through, the yeomanry sent its
sabres to be sharpened.
On the final weekend before the rally at St Peter’s Field the city magistracy sat in almost
continuous session to discuss ways and means of dealing with the mobilisation.
In the weeks before the St Peter’s Field meeting, which as everyone expected would be
the largest meeting ever seen in England, Manchester’s streets and buildings were
covered with posters and placards, and thousands of leaflets and fliers were distributed.
The publicising and organisation of the assembly was a major achievement of
communication and organisation. Assembly points were announced from which people
in the towns and districts surrounding Manchester could gather and from there march in
disciplined contingents to the rally.
August 16 in Lancashire was a lovely summer day with a cloudless sky and a hot sun
shining. There was a confident, cheerful and festive atmosphere as the contingents
gathered and prepared to march.
Bands played, and the beautiful banners, woven and embroidered with great care, were
unfurled. Oldham’s banner was of pure white silk, emblazoned with the inscriptions
‘Universal Suffrage, Annual Parliaments - Election by Ballot’, and ‘No Combination Acts:
Oldham Union’.
Saddleworth’s was jet black, with the inscription ‘Equal Representation or Death’ in
white over two joined hands and a heart. One of the banners carried by the Stockport
contingent read ‘Success to the Female Reformers of Stockport’. Many red caps of
liberty were carried.
When all the contingents had arrived and assembled in the centre of Manchester,
something like 12 per cent of the population of the county of Lancashire, and over
half that of its industrial South East were present. It was the largest assembly
England had ever seen.
As soon as all the contingents had filled St Peter’s Field, to the point where,
according to a contemporary report, people were packed in so tightly that ‘their
hats seemed to touch’, the area was ringed by 1,500 troops with cannon.
No-one in the crowd, least of all the organisers, suspected that an attempt to physically
disperse the meeting was planned. Meetings such as this, even if smaller and without
the same evident discipline and organisation, had been held many times before up and
down the country.

The ensuing massacre was completely unexpected and unprovoked, and met with little
organised resistance.
The city magistrates had even gone to the lengths in their preparations for the massacre
of employing scavengers to remove every stone, brick or possible missile from the Field
and surrounding streets, so that the meeting’s participants were thus left entirely without
defence.
Barely had Hentry Hunt, the main featured speaker, begun to address the meeting when
mounted troopers of the yeomanry charged the hustings to arrest him and others on the
platform.
At first the crowd, which had not been aware of the presence of the troops, did not panic
and Hunt shouted: ‘Stand firm, my friends: there are only a few soldiers, and we are a
host against them’.
But as the yeomanry, many of whom were drunk, charged with sabres drawn, slashing
and cutting their way through the crowd and trampling and crushing many people, chaos
and panic gripped the field.
According to witnesses cited in Joyce Marlow’s account ‘The Peterloo Massacre’,
the yeomanry, having tasted blood, went berserk. They dragged the speakers
and organisers from the hustings and would have killed Hunt had he not been
quickly whisked away to jail. The yeomanry continued to slash and cut
indiscriminately at men, women and children alike, while smashing wagons and
platforms, and tearing the banners and the caps of liberty.
The regular cavalry then moved onto the field to complete the work. Hundreds
more people suffered serious injuries from the slashing sabres and flying hooves,
or were smothered under piles of falling bodies.
Ten minutes from the first charge it was all over. Samuel Bamford, the Lancashire poet,
described the scene:
‘...the field was an open and almost deserted space. The hustings remained, with a few
broken and hewed flagstaves erect, and a torn and gashed banner or two drooping;
whilst over the whole field were strewed the caps, bonnets, hats, shawls and shoes and
other parts of male and female dress; trampled, torn and bloody. The yeomanry had
dismounted - some were easing their horse’s girths and some were wiping their sabres’
Many more people were killed and maimed as the troops continued to ‘disperse’
the crowd through surrounding streets.
That night one person was shot dead and several injured in clashes between soldiers
and crowds of angry workers.
The Government’s attitude was made clear by its total endorsement of the
massacre.
The Prince Regent, then disporting himself on his yacht, made it known, through
Sidmouth, what great satisfaction he had derived from the magistrate’s ‘prompt, decisive

and efficient measure for the preservation of public tranquility’. Despite repeated and
widely-voiced demands for one, there was never an official inquiry into the Peterloo
Massacre.
An immense wave of anger swept across England in the wake of the massacre.
The mass movement for reform was not appreciably set back by the Peterloo
massacre. A huge crowd estimated by the conservative ‘Times’ at 300,000 lined
the streets of London to greet Hunt after his release from jail.
Meetings were spurred all over England by the events at St Peter’s Field,
especially in the North East counties, where over 50,000 miners marched into
Newcastle from surrounding districts.
Loyalist forces in this area began arming, and the pitmen took up arms to defend
themselves. In the months of October and November, according to Edward
Thompson, workers across the country stocked pikes and other weapons to
defend themselves and their meetings.
Drilling and armed demonstrations were reported in Newcastle, Wolverhampton,
Wigan, Bolton and Blackburn.
Divisions within the Radical movement’s leadership between constitutionalists
and revolutionaries were not resolved, and this crisis of leadership, combined
with renewed Government repression and an economic upturn brought this early
phase of mass working class struggle to a close.
The events in Manchester on August 16, 1819 however, will remain forever
inscribed in the collective memory of the international working class.
Shelley’s poem ‘The Masque of Anarchy’ was written just after Peterloo, and its
final stanza carries the fighting sentiments of thousands of workers:

‘Rise, like lions after slumber.
In unvanquishable number!
Shake your chains to earth like dew,
Which in sleep had fallen on you!
Ye are many- they are few!’
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“Family, Blood Stains Challenge
Israeli Account Of Qalandiya
Killing”
“Israeli Security Forces Say He
Died After Falling From A Roof”
“Witness Accounts And Blood Stains
Seen By +972 Appear To Contradict
That Narrative”

“Abu Latifa Was The Third Palestinian To
Be Killed In Israeli Arrest Raids In One
Week”

Blood stains on the roof where Muhammad Abu Latifa was shot and killed by Israeli
forces, Qalandiya Refugee Camp, July 27, 2015. (Oren Ziv/Activestills.org)
July 27, 2015 Text and photos by Oren Ziv/Activestills.org, +972
Muhammad Abu Latifa was killed during an early morning arrest raid. Israeli security
forces say he died after falling from a roof but witness accounts and blood stains seen
by +972 appear to contradict that narrative. Abu Latifa was the third Palestinian to be
killed in Israeli arrest raids in one week.
Israeli security forces shot and killed the Palestinian youth during an arrest raid in the
Qalandyia Refugee Camp in the early hours of Monday morning. This was the third case
in which Israeli forces killed Palestinians in the last week, all three during night raids.
Muhammad Abu Latifa, 18, was sleeping in his bed when a sizable force of Israeli
soldiers and police commandos raided his house, in the center of the refugee camp,
situated between Jerusalem and Ramallah.
When the Israeli forces attempted to arrest him, he ran out to the balcony of his house
and jumped to the roof of nearby house.

Relatives point to blood spatter on the retainer wall of the roof on which Muhammad Abu Latifa
was shot during an Israeli arrest raid, Qalandiya Refugee Camp, July 27, 2015. (Oren
Ziv/Activestills.org) The blood stains lead back toward the Abu Latifa home, suggesting that
Israeli forces carried him back and that he did not fall.

According to the official Israeli narrative, which was published in Israeli media
outlets Monday morning, Abu Latifa resisted arrest and fled onto the roof, at
which point the forces shot him in his lower body. According to the Israeli
account, he then fell to his death while jumping to another roof.
Police said Abu Latifa was wanted in connection with terrorism, an allegation that
can at times refer to anything ranging from armed attacks to rock throwing.
A tour of the roof of the building next to his home exposes a compelling, conflicting
narrative to that offered by police.
Blood splatter on a retainer wall on the roof seems to corroborate that Abu Latifa
was shot only after he already escaped from his home — while he was fleeing.
“The army is lying, he did not fall. The blood splash on the corner shows they
shot him for no reason. He could not have run away,” asserted Abu Latifa’s
cousin, a woman in her 20s who asked not to be identified.
The Israeli soldiers ran after him onto the roof and then shot him, she recalled.
Another neighbor who said he saw the incident from his window described what
happened after the shooting. “The soldiers carried him back to the roof of his
house” he said, pointing to bloody footprints leading back toward the balcony.

+972 saw only imprints of a left foot, which the neighbor claimed shows Abu Latifa
was carried while injured.
“The soldiers threw him (back) to the other roof,” the neighbor said, adding that
the soldiers kept him there for half an hour.
The pools and drops of blood seen by +972 indicate that Abu Latifa was moved
back onto his own roof after being shot.
A small gap and a short height of less than two meters separate the two roofs,
casting serious doubt on the security forces’ claims that he died as a result of
falling.
Witnesses also alleged that it took hours before the body was handed over to
Palestinian medical personnel. “The raid started a bit before 6 a.m. but he was only
taken away shortly before 7 a.m.,” he added. Only around 8 a.m. did Israeli forces
summon a Palestinian ambulance to come collect the body.
Israeli medics reportedly declared him dead at the scene, but he was only officially
pronounced dead at the Palestine Medical Complex in Ramallah.
A few hours later, thousands of men and youth gathered at the entrance of the
Qalandyia camp to carry Abu Latifa’s body back to his home. Outside of the house, a
woman lamented that this was the second Palestinian youth to be killed by Israeli forces
in July.
Abu Latifa was buried next to Muhammad Kosba, a 17-year-old who was shot and
killed by an Israeli officer after he threw a single stone at his army jeep.
Surveillance footage of that incident undercut the military’s narrative, showing
that Kosba was fleeing — and did not pose a threat — when he was shot in his
back.
Late last week, Israeli troops shot and killed 52-year-old Falah Abu Maria in his home
Beit Omar, a Palestinian town near the southern West Bank city of Hebron. In that case
as well, there was a great discrepancy between the official army narrative and the
accounts of eyewitnesses.
The Israeli army claimed its troops shot Abu Maria while coming under a 10- to 20minute barrage of stones, but eyewitnesses said no such thing took place.
Abu Maria’s family members, who were in the house when he was shot and killed,
told The Telegraph’s Robert Trait that soldiers first shot and wounded Abu Maria’s
son. Out of rage, Abu Maria then threw a small potted plant toward the soldiers,
not hitting them, at which point they shot and killed him.
“He picked up a small plastic flower pot and threw it at the soldiers. But it didn’t
hit them. It landed on the ground,” Abu Maria’s daughter-in-law, Sara, told The
Telegraph. “Then they shot him, three times… It was like an action movie.”

A day earlier, Israeli forces shot and killed a third Palestinian man, 21-year-old
Muhammad Ahmad Alawneh, in clashes that broke out during a nighttime arrest raid
near Jenin.

Two Palestinians Hit By Zionist
Settler Car:
“Eyewitnesses Said The Vehicle
Deliberately Ran Over The Two Young
Men”
RAMALLAH (PIC) 23 July —
An Israeli vehicle driving at high speed at noontime Wednesday rammed into two
Palestinian youths near Ramallah’s town of Ni’lin, in the central West Bank.
Local sources said the 19-year-old youths Mohamed Nael Abu Fkheida and Bilal Said
Sobh sustained wounds after an Israeli vehicle driving near the Ni‘lin checkpoint,
separating the West Bank and the 1948 occupied territories, hit them.
One of the casualties was rushed to the Tel Hashomer hospital inside the Green Line to
be urgently treated for the inflicted wounds and bruises. The other youngster received
field treatment.
Eyewitnesses said the vehicle deliberately ran over the two young men.
The youngsters’ families said the Israeli police claimed, in a phone call, they had
captured the driver responsible for the accident pending further investigation into the
attack.

Occupation Forces Wound 8 Palestinian
At Funeral Of 53-Year-Old Killed By
Occupation Forces
July 27, 2015 Ma'an
HEBRON -- Israeli forces injured eight Palestinians in the occupied West Bank town of
Beit Ummar Thursday as clashes erupted after the funeral of Falah Abu Maria, who was
shot dead in his home at dawn during an Israeli arrest raid, witnesses said.

Spokesman for a popular committee in the Hebron-area town, Mohammad Ayyad Awad,
said that Israeli forces fired rubber-coated steel bullets and tear gas at funeral attendees.
The mourners received light to medium injuries, and three were transferred to hospitals
in Hebron for treatment, he said.
One of the ambulances on site was hit by rubber-coated steel bullets fired by Israeli
forces as it left the scene, shattering the rear window, Awad added.

Beit Ummar, Hebron on July 23, 2015. (MaanImages/Mohammad Ayyad Awad)

Israeli forces had reportedly closed the entrances leading into Beit Ummar during the
funeral procession, which was attended by hundreds of town residents.
Participants chanted slogans condemning the killing of Abu Maria by Israeli forces and
demanding a response to the “crimes of the occupation against the Palestinian people.”
An Israeli army spokesperson had no immediate information but told Ma'an she would
look into the incident.
Abu Maria was reportedly shot twice in the chest by Israeli forces after attempting
to assist his son Mohammad, 22, who had been shot by the forces as they raided
the family's home early Thursday morning, according to witnesses.
An Israeli army spokesperson told Ma'an that the forces were conducting an overnight
operation in Beit Ummar Thursday.
The spokesperson said that Israeli forces were “attacked by a violent mob” when they
attempted to arrest Mohammad, who was allegedly wanted on suspicion of security
offences, adding that one Israeli soldier was injured with by a rock.
Israeli forces responded with live fire aimed at “lower extremities,” injuring one man, the
spokesperson said.

The spokeswoman could not confirm his identity but acknowledged that the wanted
suspect was not taken into custody.
The spokesperson added that when Israeli forces were leaving the home of the first
incident they were “attacked” again, and again opened fire, killing one man.
Palestinian leadership across factional lines condemned the latest string of killings by
Israeli forces of Palestinian civilians in the occupied West Bank hours after Abu Maria's
death.
Abu Maria is the 17th Palestinian to be killed by Israeli forces this year, three of
whom have been killed since the beginning of this month.
To check out what life is like under a murderous military occupation commanded
by foreign terrorists, go to:
http://www.maannews.net/eng/Default.aspx and
http://www.palestinemonitor.org/list.php?id=ej898ra7yff0ukmf16
The occupied nation is Palestine. The foreign terrorists call themselves “Israeli.”
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