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ABSTRACT 

~ ~\hiS thesi s is a study 
" ;-.'. 

in popular culture and mass 
/ - / 

p~ot,~st in: Saskatchewan and Alberta from 'the Great vlar to 

19ia. It is an investigation of the impact of industrial-
.... 
ization upon the economic and cultural traditions of the 

agrarian frontier. The rnodernization of agriculture, IJke 

the capitalization of lndustry, created dislocations and ' 

conflicts on an unprecedented scale. It stirnulated tensio~s 

between regions, exacerbated the rivalries between town and 

country and divided the farmers against thernselves. It i6 

this latter conflict which forms the basis of the present 

study, for it was largely in the inner-class dissensions 

spawned by the industrialization process that agrarian dis-. 
-------------

sent found its form and character. ~gressive farmers, who 
......, 

sought tO,!ationalize their businesses and employ modern 

production techniques, were starkly divide~ from t~eir gen­

erally poorer, non-competitive brethren. These differences 
o 

were mirrored in the types of interests which t~e various 
• 1 

segments of the population advanced and ih the divergent 

ambitions which they embraced. Th~~r rivalries were more 

than simply the struggles between different interest groups~ 

they symbplized a vital contest between cultures. 
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RESUME 

\ 
./ 

Ce mémoire se veut une étude de la culture pop-
. 

ulaire et des protestations collectives en le Saskatchewan 

et en l'Alberta depuis la première guerre mondiale jusqu'à 

l'anée mil neuf cent quarante-huit. Il constitue une 

recher~he de l'impact dQ l'industrialisation sur les tra-

ditions économiques et culturelles du territoire de colon-
\ 

\ 
isatipn: La modernisation de l'agriculture, tout comme la J. 

cap~ tali sation de l'industrie,' a donn é naissance à des 

bouleversements et des conflits d'une amplitude sans pré-
f) 

cédent. Celle-ci a provoqué des tensions entre les ré gions, 

avivé des rivalités entre ville et campagne et divisé les 

agriculteurs. C'~st sur ce dernier conflit que se fonde la 

présente étude, puisque c'est dans les dissensions au sien 

des classes eng~ndrées en grande partie par l' industrialis­

ation que le désaccord de la classe agricole a trouvé sa 

forme et son caractère. Les, agricul t,eurs progressi stes, qui 
\ 

ont cherché à rationali ser leur entreprise et à utili ser des""" 

techniques modernes de production, étaient nettement séparés 

de leurs confrères, généralement plus pauvres et nq~"t,concur-

'" rentiels. Ces différences se sont reflété par les -ty"p'es 
1 

d'intérêts que les différents segments de la population ont 

mis de l'avant et dans les ambitions divergentes qu'ils ont 

éspousées. Leurs rivali fés étaient plus que de simples luttes 

de differents groupes d'intérêts de la classe agricole, ils 

ont symbolisé une lutte vitale entre les cultu~es. 
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A NOTE ON ABBREVIATIONS AND FOOTNGTES' 
, 

,1 

'\ 
Tb e Communi st Party o~ Canada Paper 5 in the Public 

. , 

Archives of Canada and the u.P. Brady Papers in the Glenbow, 

!nsti tut were studied before ~the Archival staffs had com- ....... '. 

pleted 0 ganizing the files. References 'to document's, in 

collections &~~uld thus be regarded as tem~orary. 

AlI 'docu~ent s ci ted as UC, rerer ~'O tpe "tJnifarm Collection 
I~ ~ 

in Edmonton. Thi#s is an\ un'organi,zed,.,acrapb!,ok on the Af!U,t",r':"::'" 
1 . .. " ... ;;." ~t 

strike' o~ ~ 946 that- was prepared by ,!..o\li se O"Neill, the r' 4.'~ t-

~ ... 

• ! 
J , 

Publici Jy. Direct~r for "the Liv~st<?ck 'Co-Qperative i'~ It has ,\: 

, been su~plemented by a ma.s~ 9f 100se papers, and clippings, 

. , 

\ '""",,.q;~ - ·'~I'..... ... 
which' are in no particular order. Due to the nature of the 

'" l' 

collection ho specifie f~otnote'refeFences could be given. 
~ -.. ~ 

Abb'~éTiations employed throughout the text are as 

follows: \ "l ~. -
,'" ::-

,-
'. l, .. 

\ ( 

AfA \, ,The Alberta Federation of Agriculture 
~ ( \ ri 

" AFU--. - ·~h e 
\ ' 

Alb~rta ~armerst Union 

CC! -' Th,e 

CFA - The 

CEe -, Th~ 

Canadian Council or Chamber- of Agricultûre 

Canadian/r-êderation of Agriculture' 

CPC 

FEL 

Fue 

Central Executive Committee (of the CPC) 
'" ~ ~ 0 

- The Communist-Party pf Canada 

(PFEL) - Th~, .(Progressive) ,.Farmers' Educational 
League. 

.... ' ... ~ 

- Th~ Farmers' Uni~n~of Canada , -, 
FUL - The Farmer st Uni ty League-,., 

" 

IFU The Industr'ial Farmers 1 Unio~",\·,. 
, '\ '" 

SFA - The S~skatchewan Federation of À~Xcu~ture 
<" ~' " 

'SGGA - The Saskatchewan Grain Growérs' Association: 
\ 

l' 
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UFA The United Farmers of Alberta 
UFC CAS)' ~The United Farmers of Canada (Alberta. 

Section) 
UFC (SS) The United Farmers of Canada (Saskat­

cl'!ewan Section) 
UFM - T~e<~nited Farmers of Manitoba 

, , 

~i ,,' 

" . The fè>llowing abbreviati-ons' are employed wi th refer~nQe, 
','fi,o archival èollectro'hs.L 

, 

, , 
GIA 
PAA 
PAC 

Thet~~nbow Institute of Alber~a 
Thè }rovincial Archives of Alberta 
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PAO 
QUA 

"---The Public Archivès of Canada 
The Public Archives of Ontario 

, 

The Queens University Archives 
. 

SAB The Saskatchewan Archives Board (Saskatoon) 
UTL .... __ The Universi ty of Toronto Library Archives 
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CHAPTER ONE 
èONrESTED TERRAIN 

THE CANADIAN HISTORIAN AND THE WESTERN FARMER 

'On the whole, Clio' s stepchildren have not been kind 
./ 

- , 
to th{:l farm.ers Df West.ern Capada. 

, \, 

Pr edominantly urba~' and 

cosmopolitan in their predispositions, histori-Îins in this 

country have generally spurned the' mundane parochialism s of 1 

research in agrarian history and have viewed the past from 
~ ,~-.' • • _ (.0 

an élit:i:st ~nd metro.p.slitan pers!,ective. Traditionally, 

even the develop~ent of the agrarian frontier has been de­

fined in urban term s, .and the dynamic of settlémen~ has been, 

centered not in the nether ~e$io~s of 'the West, but. in tbe 

panelled boardr·oomij of -Montr éal and Tor9nto. ' 
~ '. 

When they 

are discussed, the f,armers tend to be im'personalized, de-
.' ·)t.t,,~ • "' .. 

humaniz'ed,' and transf'ormed;. abstractly rec'onstruct:ed into .,' 

_ ~elpless automB:tons who blal!dly reac~ to flu~tuations lin . .s."', ., 
. ~ (, - . 

eèonomic system th~y cannot inrlu~nce." Thi s 1 urban" bias 
- . _.~ 

has infected even,the revisionigts who, for all their icon-. . " 

oclasti~ energies, have adopted the traditiqnalistts disdain 

for ma~ters açicultural. The 'simp-le proposi,tlon that all' 

farmers are victims ot forces extrinsic to themselves has ,1 

s-eldom been challenged, and as a resul t~, ~he complexi tiea of 
, 1 

rural,life have rarely been con~idered worth penetrating. 
~) 

Pàradoxically, histor ians have of'ten compensated for their 
\ 

\ ' 

::- .. 

, 1 



......- --------

., 

:.-rt'M:....,..~~(o~f~ ~,>9fIri$~:?r:~"'~:~ ..... "'::~""'.--4f"4;''''~. ', ...... :-" _~ J """; ,_ ~~:.') •• ~~ .' ~- w" ~ n ., "'"".', 

, " 

(., 

, .. 

" 

oC 

r ' 

/ 

2 

~, ! R ", 

~disintereBt in ~griculture by relying upon tired catch-

pl;lra~~s ,and genera.!itie·s whose simple pclusion iS.,.consider-
~ . 

Unfor~unat~ly, the , 

.: ,task of iecult1v~~ing ,this wilderness of ove~simplifications 

, ·..is a co.mplex one" 'a.nd f'ar' é-xceeds the liini tations' of a ~'single' 

study. The p.1a.ce to start is, however, clear énough, for 

.... al'l:Y 'investigation must, begin vith the farme;rs themselves. 1 
1 

In the third volume of Capital, Marx wrote that the cap­

'ture of agriculture by"the capitalist mode of production; •• 

ls in fact the last conquest of that mode Of production." 

The prophesy, though dated, remains noneth~less relevant, 

for it draws attention to tbe vital correla.tion between agri-
a -,-

cultural and i~~~~~rial development. Indeed, capitalism 

in agriculture is characterized, in Ma~~ian terms, by the 

fun~tioning of the same process of capitalization and concen­

tration which appears to operate so i'nexorably in industry. 

In Western Canada, this dynamic has manifested itself in a 

real and relative decline in the size of the farm population, 
"\,), 

coupled with a radical increase in the dimensi~ns and outputs 

,of the rema!ning production uni ts. Cle~rly~ jus~ as indus-

trialization in an urban setting created deep social tensions 

and confticts vithin classes and between classes, 50 too did 
. . 

i~ transform perceptions and relationships in t'he agrari~n 

context. In fact, oving ta the accelerated rate of the cap-' 

, italization pro~ess in agriculture, and par'ticularly on ,tlle 

'rrontier,~these disruptions vere certainly as intense, if 

:1" ~ 
" 

r 

.' 
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pérhaps 1ess conspicuous, then those occuring in industry. 

To assert that the process of capita1ization was similar is 

not to obscure the distinctive features of economic change 

3 

in th,e rural environment. Agricu1tural and urban capi talism 

were differentiated by the fact that un1ike the'worker, the 

farmer was both o~er and labourer, capitalist and pro~etar-

ian.' To this extent, the capitalization of agriculture 

occured voluntarily; the farmer chose to industrialize, and 

\ did not have,modernity imposed upon him from above. At least, 
'1' 

such was the cas~ with the most prominent group of farmers. 

However not a11 agriculturalists in Western Canada enjoyed 

the same opportunities. For most producers, mecha 

was an impossibility, eithér 'gecause their lan was unsuited 

to i t, or because they could not afford i t,/or else because 

they simply did not recognize the import~ce of changing their 

economic lifestyles. In time, those who failed to adapt to 
-

the industrial mode of production were driven into poverty 
, 

. 'and dispossession. Confronted by rising production costs, 

on1y those farmers who had reduced their overheads through 

mechanization and expansion were able to survive. Between 

·1940 and 1960, over half of the farmers on' the Prairies were 

forced to leave the land. Those who remained became the com­

mercial farmers, the p~ecursors of the modern agro-business­

men. Those who" failed to adapt genera+~y moved i to the 
~ l \ if 

cities, joined the proletariat, the unemployed, or the pension~ 

ers, and m~ted into historical anonymity. 
.---" 

To ignore these 
, 

changes 
t~, 

is to overlook perhaps the most vital facet of 
.~ 

Western agricultural history. 

, 
;; , 

J • 
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Paradoxieally,-Canadian historians have not generally 

eoncerned themselves with the rural economy or its influence 

u~on farm proteste Though there have been many studies of 

agrarian politics and dissent, there have been few sophisticated 

linkings of the agriculturalists world-view witp the specif-
, - ~ 

ies of their ehanging soeio-economic position. The traditional 

\patte;n of historieal seholarship was set by the first majo; 

student of agrarian protest, Louis Aubrey vlood, whose pioneer 

study, A History of the Farmers' Movement in Canada,was first 

published in 1924. Wood was a talented, if uncritical, 

historian of the Toronto school, who believed, in the best 

Whig tradi tian, that the cht'onicle of popular pfatest was the 

unfolding story of the common man's struggle against th~ con-

centration of national wealth and political power. "The farm-

ers", he asserted, were the "spirit" of the Dominion, and hé 

characterized them as "unswerving in their loyal ty" and "self­

-effacement". and unflinching in their seareh "for justice 

for their industry". Capable of impressive unit y and over-

whelming tenacity, the farmers were eonstrained o~ly by their 

elected leaders, who invariably sacrificed their followers for 

self-gain. There is little subtlty in Wood's analysis; his 

farmers struggle ?nly for the good and the right. his pluto-

erats lDove always and deceitfully to oppress them. ,Contin-
AlJ~~;;o'''' "( 

ually they are abused and abandoned by their spokesmen. who 

ruthlessly betray their interests at the critical moment. 

Caleb Mallory set the tempo'in 1896 when he abandoned the Pat-
\ 

on' s of Industry, and he was soon followed by the Premier of 
\ 
\ 

\ 
\ 
~ 

\ 

, : 
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Ontario, E.C. Drury,. and T.A. Crerar, the Leader of the 

Progressive Party, bath of whom sacrificed the fatmers' 

interests to law-tariff Liberalism, in the 1920s. 
-_._---~ 

In this, 

as in all of Waod's presentations, there is no seqse of move-

ment. the farmers' leaders are all of a type, just as their 

enemies ~nd their prablems remain unchanged throjghout the 

cou~se of over half a century. All that alterl for Waod is 

the intensity of the mavement, and one senses a definite 

progression from the local educational organizations to the 

cooperatives to the palitical parties; a steady invincible 

march that can se~ingly end only in tri~mph.2 

Subse9uent studies of rural prdtest have followed clbsely 

in the Wood's tradition. Authors sueh as Evelyn Eage~, S.D. 
t -" ...::- -- , r , 

Clark, and Grant Embree have used a, Tront-i'er-type analysis 

with but slight variation. Perhaps the most important af 

these studies is Paul Sharp's valuable continentalist interp-

retation, The Agrarian Rev~lt in Western-Canada. In Sharp' s 

view, Western protest was a ~~oduct of the conflict of the 

tradi tional "economic justice and democracy of th e frontier" 
0} 

with the political and economic inequalities inherent in 
, , " t 

m etropoli tan dQminati'on. The farmer; were e'ngag ed in a 
.... , "\ ,"'" ...c. • , ' 

"cTusade fo1' ~ greater democracy", .a .protest against the "con-

centration of wealth and political power in the hands of a 

bapi tali st pll{..tocracy". In this fight "to preserve agrarian 

democracy against the onslaughts of ••• moT,ley power", the 

"individualistic prairie farmers" welded themselves together 

" 

" '~ 
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into an "effective unit which thought and acted with uniformity"'. 

Their uni ty proved the "envy" of, aIl -tItose involved in the " 
, 

"cruiade against monopoly which swep! North America." 

Independent politics was, for Sharp, the ultimate expression 

of the agr arian revoIt, and like vlood, he depict s th e Grange s 

~d the cooperatives as the educational preparatives for the 

Progressive Party.' Defeat was a consequence of betrayal and 

Inexperience, and in the authorls yiew, the farmersl leaders 

were simply unprepared to maintain the struggle against the 

institutionalized power of the plutocracy. But the 'Pro- , 

ressive heritage l ,did not fade with the passing of the: Party, 
- . ... 

for S~arp sugge sts that both the CCF and the Social Credit ~ ;" -"-',;.' 

League were the successors to its frontie~tradition. .. 
. 

Indeed, both "Prairie Socialism" and lISoeial Credit" were 

"logieal outgrowths of three~.;dêeades of agrarian agitation". 
~.;: ,P .... ~" 

The democratie revoIt c6uld no-t be suppr'~ssed, for "the past 

had made it inevit'able".3 
,,~::(:., 
~1 {\ ....... 

In a vital sensê'; ,.,th e revisionist historians, though ., 
different in both their language and intent, have grounded 

their analysis in---the solid bedrock of the frontier model.· 

C.B. Macpherson's DemoOracy in Alberta, which inaugurated, 

the revisionist-reappraisal of agrarian protest, builds u~on 

the basic principles of the Turnerian approach, though nOw 

they are garbed in Marxian dïalectics. ,Ace or ding to the 

- Marxists, tradi tional historians have failed to recognize 

that social dissent:' ~as not "simply disembôwled rhetoric", 
-

but was a reflection of the economic realities of the farmera' 

class-angled position. 4 Rather than emphasize the innate 
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democracy of the frontier, the revisionists point to tw~ 

structural characteristics: the homogeneous petit bourgeois 

class structure .and the colonial character of the economy. 
\ 

For Macph rson, these two real~ties motivated the alienation 

of the West fr~m the Eastern party-system, and created the 
, " 

need for a st ong 'folk-move~eht' with the political authority 

to oppose the plutocracy. Because the farmers formed an 

independent p commodity producing, petit bourgeois class~ their 

r~bellion was bounct to take the form of a "revolt against ._ 

outside domination but not' against the property 'system. ,,'5 

In sh~rt, the West's colonial status impelled the farmers te 

protest, while their property-owning economic status cenfined 

their obJectives to merèly the revision,and not the overthrow, 

of the capitaljst system. 

Despite the fact that Macpherson's study was written 

over thirty yeaFs ago, the Marxian interpretation of rural 

u~rest has 'remained largely unaltered. Regin,ald Whita:ke~, , 
1. 

',whose introducti'on to William Irvine' s The Farmers in Poli tics 

is perhaps ,the best· summation of the r,evisionist ,approach-, 

offers only minor qualifications tQ Macpherson's work. 
. , ' 

In' essence,' Whi taker suggests that greater emphasis be placed 
, ~ ~ 1 

upon trie c'ontributi'on, of working-class intellectuals to the' 
, , 

" rm movement, and he makes spècial mention not only of 

Irv~ne, but also of M. J. Coldwell and J ~:S. 'Woodsworth '. 6 

'1 

Similarly, Tom Naylor's oversimplified, ~our-pagè inv~stigàt-

'ion of rural di ssent, "The l deological Foundatiqns oT' Social' 

. Democracy and Social Credi t", makes no sigriificant opntri bution 
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~ ta revisionist historiography. Naylorls main criticism 

,~~~ .. of Macpherson is to suggest that s:[nce the farmers' petit 

.' 

. \ 

" 

\ 

( 

bourgeois class PQsition was in fact a consequence of the 

West' s colonial status, the t'Wo structural charaeteristics 

ahould be reduced to one. , Next 1;e attempts to explain why 

'one class of commodity 'producers sh6uld have founded two 

ostensibly dir'ferent political movemln s- the CCF and the 

Soei'al Credit 'Parties- and he resolv s the riddle by dismiss-, 

ing the question. "Underneath the rhetoric and public 

posturing ll
, Naylor argues, there was no difference between 

the ~wo movements, and consequently, there i8 no contradict-

ion. Il Since they sprang from the sam e c onsti tuencies" and 

·'exhibited the Sarne objective class attributes",' Social Credit 

and Social DemOCr~y "were the same".7 Somehow, the cart,' 

had made its precarious way before the horse. 

One of the, most notable features of the revisionist 

analysis is how little it differs from the traditional 

frontiS!' approaeh. In bath, the farmers constitute a homogen-

'eous class, in both they are protesting against external 

dominatio~, anq in both ~heir independent political involve-

ment is regarded as somet~~ng 
of:.. \ .. ," ~ 

transposing the term~~~ier 

of an end in itself. By 

democrat l i? place of 'independ-

ent commodity produeer l , and 
1) 

replacing the phrase 'corpora\e 

capital1 sm , with the expression 'Ea ern plutocracy', the 

differences are aIl but eliminated. In effect, there is a 

fundamental ~arrnony uniting both the rêvisionists and the 

traditionalists, and on the major thematic 
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appears to separate them is enly so much window dressing. 

Unfortunately t th'ere are certain intr'actible problems conf0.uncling 
. . 
. aIl of those who. l'6ubscribe to the view that the farmera were 

. . 
a unified class harmoniously protesting against the dominatiun 

'of the metropolitan heartland. Firstly, there is t~e as 
'. yet unresolved problem of explaining the fact that farmers in 

different Provinces employed dissimilar modes of self-express-

ion and dissent. The question transcends the nagging limit-

ations of the CCF-Social Credit .. debate, and embraces a much 

lar'ger issue. Why,' for example, -were the Wheat Pools and the 

Cooperatives not equally supported in aIl of the Prairie '! 
~ , 

Provinces; why were the policies of the three farm educational 

orgahizations- the UFA, the UFC (88), and ,the UFH- so different; 

and why did farmers in d.tfferent Provinces consistently refuse 

te vote for the ,same Party? By imposing a faUricated unit y 

on aIl producers, and by asserting that their interests were 

harmonized by their class position, these questions become far 

more disturbing then would otherwise be the case. Indeed, 

by labelling the farmers leatherstocking democrats or petit . .' 

-bourgeois commodity producers, historians have suggested thet 

what should be a jargonized appellation is in fact a definitive 

characterization. Lamentably, in so doing, they have manoeu-

vred themselves intD the position of having to invent excuses 

to account for behaviour which transcends the limitations of 

their neatly-sculpted constructs. 

The probl~ms do not, however, stop at the provincial 

boundaries. ,A second, and perbaps more damning, issue arises 
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concerning thé laek of farm u~ ~y wiih1n a-single province, 
-:'. ) 

or even l·ocality. Clear~y, if a 'farmers w'ere unified by 
" 

théir' econ?mic statua,' then they ahou d'aIl have embrac ed 

similar orientations and dispositions. t this was not -the 

case. Be they traditionalists or revisioni s in their pers-' 
/ 

uasions. historians of Canadian agriculture 'have, been beguiled 
, 

by a common misperception. In part because ofïthe ~xcessive 

protestations of oclaes harmony coming from the fraTm 

themsélves/ in part because of their O$iJ:-~lùc;~'q~e 
~ rl~ 

',-

movèmtmts 
"- \ 

to explore 

! -. 

beyond the generalities. historians have exagerrated the 
, 1 1 

~omogeneity of the agrar±an community. 'Blind to the diftèrene-es-.~ 
, } 

which stratified the farm population, analysts have been unable -~ 

to adequately account for the strikin~ variety of rural 

protest movements within even llmited geographical areas. 

Why, one wonders, did one farmer eschew political dissent 

while hi~ neighbour endorsed it. why diq one want social~sm 

and another laissez faire capitalism; why did sorne support 

producer coo~eratiyes while others attacked them? Perhaps 

it i8 the difference-s, rather than the similarities, which 
. \ 

modern historians ~hOUld devote themselves\to exploring. 

Ta their credit, some historians and s'ociologists have 
\ 

attempted to address themselves to the divis'ions which fra -
, 

mented rural society in Western Canada. W.L. 

Progressive Party'in Canada, published.in 1950 as part of t e 

..;.Y "··io-C:-ketelle,r. Foundation 1 s 1 Social \ Cr~edi t \?eries 1, is one of \ 
" ~;'" ... -~-

the few sophisticated portraits of rural unrest which attempts 

to explain why an appare~tIy homogeneous class should have 

î 
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produeed li heterogei ty of pr o~ est movem ents. - Morton 

recognizes the deep ld~ological diff~ences $hich divided 

,th'e Progressive Pa~ty, - atd attribute~/those dispari ties to 

largely regional determinants. Manitobans, he âsserts, were 

generally c~ypto-liperals, laissez faire capitalists ~o 
-

sought simply to reform the~orst excesse~ of the economic 
"" system: the tariff, th,e tax,O', and the railway policy.; {Alberta 

, 

.' 'Progressives, i;n contrast, were quasi-socialists: "they 
. - , ' " 
rej ected party' poli tics, demand'ed an expansion of state inter-

, 
vention in the economy, and favoureu the introduction of a 

1 / 0 .... 

" 

governmental sy~tem based upon group representation. U'nfortun- ' •. 
-

ately, Morton cannot explain why a Manitoban would be a better, ~ 
o • ..u~ --::; __ '" 

capi talist than' an Albert~~, and he remarks apologêti~.hly -". . 

that many Progressives with socialist tend~ncies lived in 
\. 

Manitoba, and many crypto-liberals farmed in Alberta •. In 

effect, what is problematical about this interpretation are 
( 

the terms of reference, for as Morton himself realizes, politfèal 
/----..... 

geography iB usefu~ merely as a functional catagorization 

and not as a comprehensive explanati,on. 8 

In recent years, many historians have employ~d ethqicity~ 

as a means of- -re-interpreting agrariiloP. protest. Students 
U \, 

such asoLeo David Courvillè, M.F. Smeltzer and William 
\ 

Calderwood bave suggested that the sources of divergence in 

- the rural community should be traced to the etnnic backgro~nds 

of the farmers. Courville, in his study of Saskatchewan' 

insurgericy in the 1920s", discovere9- that, w1'th few exceptions, 
,< 

the ,Progressives we're protestant Anglo-Saxons from Britain, 

>, 

.. 
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Eastern Canada or the United States. For Cçurville. what 
.'(" 

unified the Progressives was their emphasis upon upholding 
<'1~ 

'Anglo-Saxon v~luest, their antipathy for Catholicism, and 

~heir opposition to separate schools and m~chine pol!tics. 

12 

The non-Progressives are thus taken to be the Continental 

immigrants, the, Eastern Europeans, Ge:rmans and French-speak-

1 

ing peoples; settlers whose cultural isolation and inexperienee 
\ 

with democratic govœ-nment made them less vulnerable to the 

calI to r etorm. 9 Though this 'ethnic ' approach app~~rs ta 
, 

be both systematic and managable. i t has not receivèd urriversal 

approbation even from cultural historians. Indeed, Howard 

Palmersl study of ethnicity ,and nativism in Alberta reaches' 

...,radically different conclusions from those presented by'< 

Courville and Calder~od. Accordihg to Palmer, the 1920s 

were a period of waning nativism, when the rural community~~ 

was largely devoid of, s-thnic ~leavages. ~ It was only after 

1925, when the Government and railways introduced a new -

immigration, plan, that nativism began its development on 

th e Prair ies. In thisJ,se!l~se, Progress:;'vism is presented 
- -

as having -d.rawn i ts stren-gh from an abili ty to transcend 

ethnie lines, and Palmer suggests that i ts demise can be., 

defini tely related to the asc ent of nati vi"sm • 1 0 f Clearly, 

the ethnie argument, tJlOugh usefu=!- and imp6rtant"cannot 

be~ -seen as compreh~n.sive, for. the interaction çf dissent ,a.nd 

Assuming.a.d1fferent tack, many scholars 
"..r"_~ 

'0 
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o 
deny th~ linkage between protest and the communi~y structure, 

and have attempted to confine dissent to a far more' comprehen-
-

sible intelle.ctual élite. L. J. Wilson' s analysis of the' . 

activities of the Saskatchewan Grain Growers Î 

,.. 
education~l 
Associatià~ an9 the United Farmers' of Alberta, suggests that 

the spirit of reform originated wi th a relati vely small 

leadership group. ~ In~this work, different ideological tend­

encie:>s came rrom~the dispositions of the decision-make"rs. ~rid 

it was their interactions which created the divergences in the 

farmtSmovementa.. At the 'grass roots', Wilson suggests, there 
" 

was no differenee between the two organizations he studies, 

and any dissimilarity is attributed to their leaders, and in 

particular to the divergent intellectual legacies of W.R. 
, 11 

Motherwell and Henry Wise Wood. This approach, when 

carried to its logical co~clusion, has inspired the divorce 

of the farmers thems.elves from agrarian prot-est. In worka 

such as Walter Young 1 s Anatomy of a Party, and Leo Zakuta' s 

A Protést 'Movêment Becalmed, the farmers interests are taken 

- so much for grailted t.~at they see.m hardly present at aIl •. 

Inspired by,the" theorizations of Schumpeter and Hosea, theae 

scholars red~ce popalar protest to an institutionali~ed 

arr~gement, and thereby isolate the movement from the society" 

which had produced it. 12 Though of dirfe+ent intent, Kenneth' 

• McNaught's biography of W.oodsworth, A Prophet in Politics, 
, 

similarl~ underestimates tne co~tribution of the farmers to 

the Western. radical tradition. In studying the CCF, McNaùght 

contends that the Party' s nid~ological background ••• ~prang, . 

• 

1 

\ 
'\ 
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from the urban-labour. fiom the social gospel Off th,J'diiurches 

••• from the radical intellectuals", and only in passing fr.om ., 
"the soil of the ~h~at belt".13 In short. th~r~' is à distinct 

t~ndency in modern historical ~iting to reduce the agricul- . 

turalists tQ inconse~uential adjuncts of a p~edominantly 

élitist and urban,reform impulse. Having already been denied 

control over their economic futures •. th~ farmers are no,w being 
-

isolated from the o~e thi~g which at least for the traditional 

historians had seemed inviolable: their right to proteste 

Canâdian his.torians have overlookea some obvious 

avenues of enquiry when ftexamining agrarl.an dissent and the 

rural community._ Unquestionably, the chronicle of protest 
- . , 

,would ce~tainly have been greatJy enriched by an earlier 
" 

utilization of the meth~ds and approaches of the related social 

sc;t.ences. By compiling~census info~mation regarding ch)mges 

in farm size and demog~aphic variations, an~ by assimi~ating 

the findings of contemporary, economists, a radically different 

image of rural protest emerges. As early as the mid~thi~ies, 
, ' 

economists su~t' as~George Britnell andlR,.W. Murehie had , ,-

illuminated the' trail with their studie's of the rural economy 

and soc.iety. Murchie's deceptively titled Agricultural 
1 . , 

Progress on the Prairie Frontier, pub~ished in 1936, vas ~ 

simple c~mpilation df a lêri;s of case studies that had been ----..., 

undertaken ,by the \University of Saskatchewan in the firat half- .. 
_ 1 ~ \, 

decade of the Depression. Flawed by a photographie method - , 
-

which provides only snap-shots of economic con4itions in dif-

ferent years at widely disparate locales, the study does 
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everything but furnish us vith a sense of progress or change 

over time. Nonetheless, despite this structural weakness, 
-

it is a seminal stu~y, for it i~'the only widely accessable 

secondary source describing the sharp variations which existed 

in levaIs of mortgage~indebtedness,-farm size and conditions 

of ownership acros~ the Prairie. Britnell's The Whea~ Economy 

does for Western. economic-geography what Murchie did for the 

economy. For Britnell, d;fferences within the farm commun;ty 

were not produced primarily by variations in financial condi-
.. 

tians, but. rather by changes in cJdmate, and sail type. Here 

there is revealed a subtle correlation bet~een economic realities 

and geography which Murchie's discontinuous study ,cannat manage' 

to convey. , Farma in the Park Bel t ~ for ex~,ple, were -.generally 

amaller than they vere on the true ~rairie, because of the 

higher yielda whic~ could be obtained,from the deeper,darker 

sail, and the more humid climate. Like Murchie, Britnell 

clearly intended his invest~gat1ona to diepel the myth that 
. . 

agricultural conditions were equivalent.across the West, an~ 

, he sought ta .open the way for a more detailed analysis of the 

impact of variations in farm size,' mortgage indebtedness,. soil 

type and climate, upon the nature o'*' the rural communi ty. 1,4 

The economists vere to wait almost thirty ~ears for' 

scholars to begin to apply th~ir findings to the history of 

agrarian un~est. Apa~t.rrom-Seymour Lipset's occasiona~ 

references to divergent in,terests determined by farm size, , 

analysts ignored the iSsue until the mid~sixties. 
, . In 1966,· 

James Napier McCrorie, a disciple of Lip~et's, published a 

• . r 
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medi~cre 'critique of an article on the structure of the rur~l 

'society, by the Manit~PSYChOlogist, Earl J. Tyler. BI~dl'Y. 

-' Mc~ro'ria ~h arg ad. 'withou defenc e 'or expl snation • that ~he 
rur-ar communi ty had been p larized into three 'classes' at 

" , '). 

least since 1920, and that these groups, with their different 

int-erests, had caused the division.s in the farmers' movement'. 
> 

Unfortunately, nei th er McCrorie, nor ,anyone aIse, pursued the, 
~~ b 
l<' 

,,,i- 'matter, ,-and myst'eriously, the heterogeneous model of ,8.gràrian 

. class disap.peared as .swiftlY Èrs ~t' had ,arisen ~ 5 
1 ~:~:,. ~-l 

Six years' ' 

later. 8. poJ.itical sciepc~ profe~sol' at the 1!niv~rsity of 

Th~~aà FI~agiô, 
-

i--th Calgary, rediscovered Britnell, and in a 
' .. 

: 
.. ,;(~~. s'eries of 

" 

quantitative stûdies, analysed the extent 'to whieh the 
0, 

-
political Bucce~B of t'he .United Farmers 1 of Alberta had ~e~n 

.. 
ground.etl, .,i~.a geographical and ethnic cleavage in the ·-Foothills' 

l \... .. t 

. "" 
Provincê~~ W:bth commendable pT'ecieion, Flanagan discovered .. 

, , 

" , , 

that the UFA had g.r.awn· i ts greatest support i·n th e. predomi nantly.·. " 

\ 

'-

"/~hglo-Saxon wheat gro~ing area of. the Southèrn 
:r}{~.. . .. 

Prai rf e,' :bij,t· - ~ 
~, .... 

he did not exploit'his ~indings. Rather than press forward 

the analysi,s and di S?USS the reasons for the Party'·s. greater . 
\ 

, appeal in this- area, Flanagan, fell back upon a quasi-Marxi~ 
~ , 

catechism and concluded that this had been the only region 

in which the farm population was truly_'homogeneous'. In 

short, he proposed that since the Farmers' Part y had been . 

continually successful only in the South, then thî s had 'ce,en :. , 

the only region in which the ~arxian stereotype of independent 

commodity production had been met. Ignoring th e il1lplicat,iop.s 

of hi's ow analysis, Flanagan abandoned the concept that there 
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" could be more than one variety of agrarien inter est, and suggests 

~ that somehow an Eastern European pn the Park Bêl t was less of 

a farmer than an American on the true Prairi'e.19~ 

. Upquestionably, Seymour Lipset's sociological explan-
, , , 

ation of the rise of the CCF in Saskatchewan, Agrarian Socialism, 

provides a more refined analysis of the nature of the rural 

community. However, Lipset seems strangely at odds with 

his owAr'esearch, and a confusing dichotomy emerges between 

what he is trying ,to proye and what he in fact achieves. An 

eager young Marxist from New York, he had chosen to study the 

CCF because of his de~ire to demonstrate the potentiality for 

socialism in a Nor,th Americ.an contexte In arder to accomplish 

'tihis, Lipset sought to proye that the farmers of the West were 

not only a unified class, but were also fundamentally anti-

c api tali st • Lamentably, his own research failed ta support 

his predètermined conclusions, for he discovered that'the 

~armers VIere not only more concerned with immediate-economie 

action and p~li tical power than wi th "sociali sm, but al so that 
1< 

the success of the CCF was based in the support of a distinct 

segment of the agrarian population. Unwilling, howeyer, to 

~llow the evidence to distort his theoretical framework, he 

attempted t0 side- step the implications of his own research. 
, 

Des~i~ the fact that .the CCF failed ta appeal to the poorest 
~ 

stratum of producers, and that it continually garnered its 

major support frem p~osperous Angle-Saxons, Lipset argues that 

the farmers of Saskatchewan were a unified class for the 

simple reason that they had "more in common wi th each other 

'; 

1 .. 

1 
l 

, 
~ 
{ 
; 



economically and socially than with any other group.,,17 

Similarly;- he circumvents the fact that the political1y 

18 

/ 

~cialist farmers continued to venerate the profit motive by 

developing an intricate notion of economistic limmediate goals', 

and more revo1utionary 'fundamental objectives'. 
- '.'-

Cons ervati sm, 

pragmatism, and capitalism, were aIl representations of the 

farmers' "immediate discontents ll , whereas socialist politi_cal 

... ~ action was a consequence of " class-conscious deep-rooted" 

impulses. Con servativ e tendenci es, -h e .propo ses, arase 

( 

1 

generally in times of crisis, such as depressions or wars, 

'while socialist or cooperative ambitions were stirred by 

1 18 c, T k bl norma cy. hus, wi th -remar a e sophistic finesse, Lipset 

demonstrates that "though an economic disturbance might force 

.the farmers, almost unwittingly, to appear politically moderate, 

the trained eyè of the social scientist can nonetheless pene- . 

trate beneath the deceptive surface and perceive thern in t~eir 
'" 

true socialist colours. 

" By presenting the rura~ community as homogeneous, schola~s 

haye left themselves open to charges th'at they have not corn­

pletely understood the causes and courses of farm proteste If 

a1l farmersQshared common interests and objectives, then why 

liave differerit groups responded with such wide variation to the 

sarne conditions? The most common explanation i8 to pre~ent 

the emergence of dissent as a simple consequence of hard times; 

transcient and superficia1 in i ts origins and tJ:{erefore flexible 

and pragmatic in its dogma. As Russel Nye expressed it in his 

study of American insurgency: "wheat fell to 67 cents in 1868, 
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when the Grange tirst organized. Climbing back up to a dollar. 

whea.t dropped to 87 cents in the yea;r of the independent parti es. 

Up to $1.05 by 1877' as these parties disappeared')r 'it fell to 

80. cents in the early years of the Alliance". 19 Since the 

causes of dissent are not deep-rooted, the farmers frequently 

discard one solution in favour of another, and as a resul t, 
o 

they wander promiscuously over the ideological continuum. 

Ivan Avakumovic's ambiguous investigations of the Communist 

Party's associations with the Prairie farmers reflect this 

position~ Unable to admit that a 'propertied class' could be 

drawn to endorse communism, he underestimates the extent of 

Party support. and dryly dismi_sses the Farmers' Unit,Y League 

as a minor sect~rian o~ganization whose popularity was a simple 

consequence of depressed conditions.~O In lessening the 

/ importance of rural communism, however,' Avakumovic fails to 

recognize -th e degree to which the Party was the successot. to a 

distinct protest tradition in Western Canada, and he undervalues 

the contribution of those radical leaders who, for a time, 

represented the ambitions of a distinct group of farmers. 

In much the same vein, John Irving' s mJignificent ,study of 

Social Credit in Alberta,--exaggerates the extent to ,which an 

organization'd success can be -based on economic hardships alone __ 

Irving evidently recognizes this problem, however, and so he 

- introduces the charismatic personality of Wi11iam Aberhart as 

a magnifier of the diffuse anomie and psychological insecurity 

created by the DepreS6ion.
21 

Unfortunately, in placing too 
~ 

./ 

much emphasis upon the immediate origins of Soeiàl Credit, 
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\' , 

Irving does not accurately depict the exten~v~ root~nètwork 

of monetary reform ideas in Alberta~ and he ~ilS to consider 

th~ ~aradoxical appeal of Social/Credit to the~ery groups 

which had previous\y endorsed the UFA. \ 

The irO~Y of C~nadian agr1cultural history i~that fev 

analysts have\prediC~1.ed their _ undersl:.a.nding of 'L'lest,ern protest 

upon a discus ion of ~e economic character of the rural 
\ \ \ 

economy. As E.P. Thom,\:on once noted, the concept of 'class.' 

cannot be viewed as a sta~c thing, but must be seen as a 

relationship; more as a sequence of interactions which change 

constantly under the influence of a logic that is not only 

e-xtrinsic but internal. The farmers should not be defined 

- solely in terms of the urban classes, f·or th,eir concept of self 

was shaped also by their understanding of each other. History 

_necessitates the investigation of change over time, an.~ it is 
:. ,/ .' 

vital for researchers to address themselves to the problems 
• «1 

of development in the rural contexte There is little difficulty 

involved in this, for the force of change can be easily 
,~ 

determined. The generation 'of new methods of- production, 

and the dlssemination of new agricultural ideas, was unquestion-

ably the prime moyer behind the farmers' developing world· 

view. Western agriculture moved from the world pf the pioneer 

homestead to t1!e age of the industrial farm in the space of 

less than half a century. and that thrust of change destroyed 

the basis of the original agrarian communi ty. Dis",sent was' a 

product of this disruption, and its dif~use character was 
' . 

sparked not only by the National disequilibriwns. but ais'o by 

" \ 
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-th'e uneven na:tUl'~of the ihternal ,industriaI~ation .process. 
. " 

l "rf 
To truly understand agricultural protest, it is therefo~e vital 

for the farmers themselves to be' consulted. 
.' 

Between 1921 attd 1961, agrictrll ture on~ the P-x:airies uhder-

vent a massive transformation. - In tl'le space of only f.orty 
, . 

years, ,the number of,farms in the West was reduced by almost 

sixt Y percent, and the average size inereased from 344 to 
~ 

617 acres. The 'quarter section' homestead, which had once 

been the staple of Prairie settlemÉmt, 'hy 1961 comprised !.. 

four percent of. the total acreage, while a small number of 

farms over twelve hundrerl acres contained thirty percent of the 

. , 

cultivated land. 22 This graduaI eapitalization and concentration 

of th e wheat economy can be seen to have tak en plac e in two 

distinct, though overlapp~ng, phases of development. In the 

first period, during the years between the wars, 'the number of 

small farms of one hundred and sixt Y acres remained constant, 

vith immigration and impoverishment maintaining 1918 levels 

despite a constant ex~us, of homesteaders. There was, however, 

a sharp decline in the number of mid-sized farms under three 

quarter sections in size. Unfortunately, this trend was not 
//:'J~-

a purely lineal one, for medium-sized farms were not simply 

growing larger. In fact, what appears to have b~en t8k:fng' ------
\ 
l' 

place was a dual ladder of suce ess and debasement, wi t~ /$ome 

mid-sized farms growing Iarger while others appear to have been 

shrinking in size as farmers sold off acreage to cover ex~enses. 

This trend is most evident during the decade of the Depression, 
l 

when the number of mid- sized farms declined sharply, but there 

'~ r 
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IW'S no appreciable change in the number of large production 
-

units. turthermor~, aince sta1istics on mortgage. foreclosures \ 

4Ilq. abandohm ent s demonstrate that th e vast maj ori ty of vacated 

.. ~arms vere around a quarter~~ection in aize, there' ia distinct 
j 

'evidence suggesting that i t was possible to descend as weIl 

as ascend the agricultural ~adder. By the outbreal of the 

Second World War, the rural community had been effect1vely 

polarized, vith the interests of the-middle-sized" producers 

divided between tho~~: of the large and,the small fatmers • 
." ~ 

- .... ,,;1' ~ 

The War provided everyone with a temporary reprieve; tjle 

Sllialler and more marginal producers attempted to diversify 
,~ . 

theiT operations s~ as to improve their economic positi~s, 

and the larger unit farmers began to invest again in machinery 

and land after the- temporary quietus of tne Depression. ,After 

1946 this relatively statie pattern was modified with extreme 

suddenness. In the first half-decade of peaee, the position 

of trre small farmers deteriorated rapidly,· whil-€ the number 

of large and mid-sized farmers began slowly to expand. ClearlY, 

prosperity but briefly. In the early 1950s there wa)? a further 

shift away from medium-sized production units, and farms of 

under six hundted and fort y acres'beg~ ta disappear. By the 

close of the de~.ade, the pattern of rural impoverishment, 

depopulation and concentration had again 'assertéd i teelf, and 
. 

the capitali~ation of agricult~re had largel~ been a~fected. 
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.L---
d'Iearl;, a.ny historlclÙ discussion of rut:e.l dissent mu'st 

attempt t~- weigh t,he influenc~ ~f. econom'ic, and social change 

upon-..,e àgrarian comm~ity structure •. ~y_ ?oing so, the 

. plethore. of organizations which appear-ed in' the middle-west, 
o . ". 

'during the i,ter-war years assumes a character that is at once 

sharper and more profound. Some movements might be classified 

as being represen~ative of the 'large' farms, while others 

might bé termed 'small', farm organ~~atio.ns. B'oth would share 

, certain feat~res, and ,there migh-t be considerable overlaps of 

membership, but each would hold interests and obj ectives that 

w,re distipctlyc reflective of the mass 'Of its supporters. The 

energetic, even-volatile, atmosphere of a community in the flux 

of industrialization created the stimulus for the ehifting ... 
o 

Famers vere never able to unify' 

b,ehi~d a" single banner because they vere not ,of one mind; 

they held different obj ectives. and the m ethods which they' 

selected to advanc e th eir aim s reflected the relative d~Bperat-

ion of their situations. By approaching agrarian protest from 

the perspective of attempting ta understand the inn.er conflicts .. 
and divisions which stratifi ed the rural. sociêty, a cl earer 

perspective might be gained of the character df the Western 

dissident tradition. 

Certain qualifiqations and explanations should be iritro- • 

duced before undertaking such a study. Of vital importance 

ie the realization that the various groups of agricultualists o • 

formed strata within the larger community. Whether the farmers 

vere, in fact, one class or several has been the subject of sundry 

; -
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debate among sociol-~~sts, t;ut for the purpo,ses of this study 

The pr'evailing assumption will 
1 • 

be that. because of g~eat social mobility and a pervasive sense 
. , 

,of homogeneity, the farmers ~ontinued to perceive themselves 

as a unified clase despite the wide. differences in economic 

i~terest wnich 'were 'evident 8.J!l0ngst them. In the follo-wing 
. 

discussi9n, thes.e interests are classified subj ectively in 

terms or f,arm size, and a correlation is drawn between unit 

acreage . and r el ati'{e prosperi ty. Admittedly, this is' a general-

ized criteria, for a small farmer -whose land vas fortuitously' 

located on the best soil, or who happened ~o hold significan~ 

reserves of capital; might be as succe-ssful,a .l:)usinessman as 

an indiv,idual with much more extensive holdings. ' Inde,ed, a· 

tarmer's economic ~~ 'social status was depen~ent upon much . , . ." 

more than simpli the', size' of his farm, 'bu,t ,was als9 a product 

or hi's backgroun~, his methods of·cultivation, his yield, the 

contour of his land, the selling price of his product, and 

his debt situation. 23 _, ,~. 

Noneth~less, despite these qualifications, tlle general 

, catego~ies delineated -are functionally correct, for in the -

final analysis, farm size,-was a crucial determinant of- an 
. , 

individual.' s long-term prosperi ty. With the development of 

mechanized agriculture, even the Most comfortable small farmer 

would have to expand his holding s . or else countenance a severe 

decline in his income. 
. 

Furthe.rmore, a sllall f'armer might be 

considered a'poor ~armer to the extent that, at least.~ince 
. -

191 a, most vere. Generally, the quarter- section farmer -was 

, ' ... -' -
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of non-English',ancestry~ was ~eavily in deçt, .and· dièl~not', 
.~ 

possess an a~eage l~rge enough to capitaliz~ upon economies 

of scale. -Consequently, most pr~ducers operating under one 

hundred and sixt Y aer es were on the lowest extremi ty of the 

economic scale, while tpose owning ov,er a section of land 
-' ~ 
were generally pereeived as constituting t~ 'upper cla~s' ot, 
the farm eommunity. Perhaps the str_ongest .j~stificà.tion for 

defining success,in terms of acreage i8 the fact that during 

the hiitorical ~eri.od in qu~sti~n, the farmers thems'elves used 
r 

., . 

l 
i 
~ 
; 

\ 'r 
-thi~iterion. 

, ' - -~ like' farmer was a:w:;:~:·:::u:~t:re~::;:;;:::;:d::g:~u:::e::- ~. l,: 

is characteristic that when the farm, ~.Ùp'.:l'. The Nor 'West ~ 
,.~ ~ ~ 

Farmer, granted awards tp the 'Master 1arm~rs' of the >Westl 
~ \ 

no winner;;:.~etween 1929 8lld 1933 operated. under three quarter­

S~~~ions, and most owned ov~r one th~usand a~res. 24" Similarly, 

the hom-êsteaders were continually x:egarded as the ',peasants' 
. 

of Prairie agricu~ture;. at o~e point, the e~,i~or ôf The qFA 

even refe~rred to them as "poor whi tesll. 25 

Conflicts between classes and~~~thin class~s do not follQV 

fixed or predetermined patterns. Sometimes they are heated~ 

sometimes obscured, and sometim'es absent., ànd for the 'far.mer.s, 
~ ;~ 

th-ei;r: differeiic~s were partiéularly muted by the rhetoic of, ' 
~ , 

coh~es~on. Sm&.\l_.~~~rm.ers did ~ot define themselves soiely in\\ 

terms of large farmers, but rat.her the -positions of both 'were \ 

influenced by, their relationship with the Canadian bourgeoisie'. -

The poor man did not assert that nis penury was the faûl t of ... 
the large,farmer, who used mechanization to produce more and 
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t.hereby le'wer the priee of the goodsi on the eontrary, he 

blamed his impoverishrpent o~ the bankers and the fin_aneiers , 

who set the terms of credit and controlled the medium of 
~. 

26 

exehange. By regarding the enemy beyond as more destructive 
y -
than the one within, the farmers avoided inner-elass struggle. 

Those ecnflicts which did emerge were based i.n divergent inter-

ests. and originated in different groups' feelings that they 
,> 

neeg.ed different levels of securi ty. To thi s extent, the 

history of Canadian agriculture is largely the ehroniele of 
;J 

inner-class rivalry without a corresponding degree of internicine 

/ strife, and of di ver gent int et' est wi thout dir eet c onflict • 

..... _.r .. -
._~ 

Michel Vovelle once urged histôrians of social protest 
----~ 

" to focus greater attention upon the study of popular ideologies, 

and to eoncentrate more upon the mentalités or outooks of a 

di ssident people s. ,,"Tnese r elati vely ~nstructured attitudes, 

as distinct fr~ more formaI ideologies, form the inherent, 

diffuse and 'unsystematic perceptionfi, of an unstructured SOCral 

group. They are the ba'sic orientations, the "plebeian cultures", 

as Thompson has called them, the "self-activating" understandings 

of a people which are derived from their own "experiences and 
~ IJ. 

For G·eorge Rudé', perhaps the 
----J 

resources" • foremost student of 
-

popular ideologies, t~,ese- m entali téa take the form "of a mixture 

of ofte~ disparate, beliefs", most of them "inherent- a sort of 
,/ 

~ 

'mothers' miÀx ,1deology based on experience, oral trad-

" " i tion or fol}r0memory", b them "derived" from out~1de. 

Whether termed a F , drive', a Marxian 'rationalizati~n' 

or a Paretian ' esidue', the sensibilité collective of th"e 
s 

/ 
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\ 
common people is the fundamental manifestation of human expess-

~ 

ion, and as such, it i5 -the surest indicator of a group's state 

of social awareness. 26 Unfortunatelr' radicalism's Canadian 

chroniclers have. tended to downplay the relevance <Df ideas and 

to ignore the extent to~ich men. w1 th different backgrounds 

and in different economic predicaments, base their; activities 

upon fundam€ntal differences of perception. By- focusj,ng upon 

the attitudinal and cultural r-esponses of individuals êi.Pêl groups 

to changing economic cireumstances, a reconstructed picture of 

the dynamics of agrarian dissent gradually emerges. By under-

standing the process by which the structure of Canadian agricul­

ture evolved during the inter-war years, and by correlating.. 

. those changes to the intel.,lectual orientations of the various 

farm movements. a new in.aight into the mechanisms by which 

obj ective conditi.ons and ideas interact to determine human ,action 

may be gained.' Such,~ ~e~ucturing inevitably leads to a 

reappaisal of the way we (ie-w not only rural pl;'otest in Canada, 

but ~.also our history and ourselves" 

t 
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CHAPTER TWO 

PROCRUSTEAN BEDFELLOWS 

THE PROGRESSIVE INSURGENCY 

" 

For ~'\the farmers of Western Canada; 1921 had been a 

yeu for grandiose dresms. It had begun with ~ symphonie 

blast, with the Canadian Couneil of' Agrieulture'.s {CCA) formaT 

deelaration that i t intended to lend i ta 'support to th e newl~ 

formed National Progressive Party • The decision took no-one 

• 

by surprise, for the CCA, in its eapaeity as a farm lobbr' g~oup, 
-

had long had its fingers twisted about, the pulse of the agrarien 

~-JK'Pllrat~on. Sinee the armiàtice, th'e Provincial ,Grain Grow'ers J-

. ...----------- . 

:------------' A,ssociations had been moving steadily in the, direction, of 
.)1 ,.., -

'. 

() 4 •• " 

independent political action, and in 1919, the Ontarians had 

t:aken the first step with the election of E.C. Drury and hi,s 

~armerst &overnment. On the national level, the signa of 

in,surgency were even clearer, for the Council' s announcement 
-

had been presaged by the formation of an eleven member agrarian 

bloc in ParliBlIlent. '- The new Party, together with its Provincial 

.. aft~liates, ~ëored immediate successes. In July, 1921, 'the 

_ United' Farmera' of Alberta (UFA) entered poli tics foI'" th~ fir st 
- - / 

: time~ an'd toppled th,e' reigning LiberaIs, capturing two-thirds "~ 

o,f 'the Legislature. Simultaneously, the Saskatchewan Grain 

Gro\ters 1 Association (SGGA) moved towards poli tical action, 

humbled the ~stablished Parties, and eventually forced the 

resignation of the Premier. Culminating this year of insurgency 

.. 

/' 

! 
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came the December General Election, ,Jalhich saw the emergence 

. of a farm party of sixty-five members _in a House which lacked 

l "t 1 a c ear maJ orJ. y. 

On the Prairies, the demand for political action arose 

from a disillusionment born of prosperity. During the war 

y~s, many farmers had received ju~t enough affluence to 

deepen their natural concerns over economic adversity into a 
.. 

desire for revenge. Advertising, commercialization, and the 

creeping network of transportation and communication ·facili ties 

had exploded the farmers' sense-of isolation. ~ The war-stimul-
~ . ~. 

ated global demand for wheat had seemed limitless, and the 

t'armers had iresponded willingly to the Governm ent 1 s appeals Ito 
1 

patriotism d to profit's appeals to self-interest. Between 

19'13 and 1 the wheat acreage in Western' Canada increased 

ty percent, and wheat exports,leapt fro~ 194.9 

shels to almost 600 million. Stimulated by the un-

pr~cedent ct demand, the Prairie economy revelled in a phantas-

magoric 'ntoxication. Land pric~s almost doubled during the 

'war year , and the amount of im'~roved acr~age increase~ an 

~larmirt~rninety-five percent. An artificially inflated wheat 
• i _. . '. 

pr:i,ce li~ted the farmers' inëome, -and_stirred a thirst for 

.- lùxuries undreamed of' a decade before. - A new barn, a pi~o, 
• .. _ • J 

_a magazine subscription, an automobile; 'little seemed out of 

reach, and the countryside eëhoed with the rattle of new.ploughs, 

reapers, mowers and tractors. "War", sneered an, ,indignant 

Stephen Leacock, I1teaches ••• the farmer that his own fat, easy 

industry is war itself, and that he may count his fatted cattle 

in the light of hïs stable lantern and go to bed a patriot". 2 

J-
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}for the farmers, the -structure cif prosperi ty was of fauity 

con structi on. Overextended and overspecialized, the Prairie 
t 

~ economy lacked the stable foundations necessary for universal 

prosperity. Even during the halcyon days of war~ the signs 

of instability were not difficult to detect. Though the value 

of farm commodities rose steadily, the farmers were plagued by 

the high cost s of production, an~ th e serious shortage of labour. - /-
CI:< 

Monthly'wages for farm wqrkers almost doubled during the War, 

and the priee of agrieul tural implements soared. Laeking in 

sufficient manpower, the farmers needed more machinery to 

facilitate théir expansion, and ,this meant borrowing at a time 

when the e-est of credit w"as increasing, and the price of equip-

ment was far morê inflated than the priee f . 3 o \ gra~n. 

1 Fo'r the more prosperous farmers wh~ had extensive holdings 
. 

and some working capi tàl, ther e was li ttle cause for alarm. 

"Having a lower ratio of debt to capital, and a larger credit 

reserve on which to draw, the agrll.rian élite" was more seeure 

in its ability to ~epay its debts. The medium-sized farmers, 

however, were in a much less attractive position, ,for many of 
" 

them found themselves face-ta-face with a mountainous burden 

of debt which they could n..6t hope to reduce wi thout ~''io~nuat­
ion of inflated grain priees. High priees during the War ~ 

made grain production in Western Canada a capital intensive 
\ 
industry, and technological developments were beginning ta in-

~ 

dicate that it was possible for fewer mel'l. t~ produce a treme,nd-

ous1y increas~d quanti ty of food. 1 Mechanization, however, was 
-

a costly endeavour, and the low quality of early agricultural 

1 
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machines, such as the Fordson tractor or the International 

Titan 10-20, made it particula'rly unattractive. 4 Nonetheless, : 

t~e high cost for farm labour between 1914 and 1920. indueed' . 

thousands of farmers to mechanize, though it proved an uneeon­

omical investment on aIl but the largest farms. 5 For the 
,,:> 

1 
1 
1 

1 
. l 

{ 

.. 

middle-sized producers who had chosen ta be among the first to ' 

industrialize, the decision brought only misfortune. The 

anticipated reduction in production costs failed ta materialize, 

and most found themselves driven towards bankruptcy by the debts 
6 ~. 

to purchase the machinery. Faced with the possibility incurred 

of a severe grain priee decline once the wartJme demand had 

ended, many farm leaders recognized that a stabilization 01 the 

agriculture economy was imperitive. Larger farmers needed a 

continuation of stable priees so as to ensure that mechanization 

vôuld remain profitable, and medium-sized producers required 

wheat priee inflation in order ta simply remain in business • 

Ironically, it was the boom conditions of the war years which 

sowed the seeds of the economie polarization that was to perm­

anently debili tate the cause of agrarian uni ty on th e Prair,ies. 

II 

Ferm insurgency in the Immediate post-war years was to' 

originate not with the dispossessed. but with the most prosperous 

group <.,Qf farm er s. Indeed, agrarian progressivism was a con-

sequence of a fusion of the interests of the agrarian élite 

vith those of the farmers' cooperative organizations, and the 

'\ 
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structural representation of this union was the Canadien 

.Cou~cil of "Agriculture. The immediate cause of the Progressive 
.. )e' 

revoIt '.las the Federal, Government' s wheat marketing policy, 

which exacerbated long-standing griev~nces over the tariff, 

the railway, and military conscription. In 1917, the Federal 

Government had appointed a Board of Grain Supervisors ~o 

provide for the orderly marketing of Canada's wheat crop, and 

it had established the liberal fixed priee of $2.21 for a 

~- bushel of No. 1 Northern wheat in storage at--Fort William. 7 

Follow~ng. the 'November armistice, however, the Government 

began to take faltering steps towards a resUmption of the 

open mar~e~tng system, and on July 21, 1919, futur~s' trading 

recommenced on the tlaor of the Wi~nipeg .Grain Exchange. An 
. 

, .upward 'tren~ promrtly revealed its~lf, and a flurry of specul-' 
1 

ation drove the value of wheat futurès 4pward, from an opening 

priee of $2.20 a bushel on Monday, July 21,-ta a close of 
.. t"~J" ..xt 

$2.45i a week later. Horrified bi the speculative surge,-the 

Borden Government hastily clos'ad the Exchange, and re-establ-ish-

ed the Wh'eat Board to dispense with the 1919-20 crop. Anxious 

to restore stability ta an erratic market, the Government re­

versed i ts previous generosi ty, ~d reduced the 'init-lal- wheat 

payment to $1.75 a bush~l, later revising that .ligure upward -

ta $2.15 • 
8 .. 

. Not surprisingly, the Council of Agriculture was extrem~17 

agitated by the Governmentts wheat policy, and in a lengthy 

statement, i~ attacked the Cabinet for be~ng "too solicitous 

to suppl y the British Government with cheap ~heat at the 

expense of the Canadian producer. n9 
-' 

The CCA had initially 

,-
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-un8table condition of the global economy, but it found the 

Government's ineonsistency even more disturbing than its po~icy • 

For the Council, the solution to the problem of wheat.market­

ing lay neither in unrestrictéd trading nor in a wheat board, 

but rather in the creation of a centralized 'grain corporation' 

which eould 'control transpol't and marketing fac}li tiee,. while 

simul taneously_ l1 permi tting gr eater busine.ss freedom"" by 
-". 

"preserving and offering ••• fair remuneration to the _-existing 

organizations and machinery of the grain trade." 1 0 Complete 
.. 

government control, Council members argued, served ~nly to 

keep -priees down, by preventing the ffl.,rmer from "securing a 
~ '11 

full world value for his- commodity." Indeed, though the 

Wheat Board had been "satisfaetory as a war,measure". it vas . 
criticized for "functioning in exactly the opposite way from 

whicli it was expected ••• In bther vorde, oit kept down the 

iPriee of wheat t2 the- farmer and did not either increase or 

stabilize the priee." 12 Henry Wise W"ood.- the millenarian 
... " 

presIdent of th~ United Farmers' of Alber.ta, frequently ~ph-, • 

asized his "suspicion" of any sC,hame vhich "centered aIl 

po~er ••• in the government",. and he later revealed' thât he 

though't "a revel"sion ta any kind of direct governmental co~trol 

18 unthinkable in a free countr~.n13 T.A. Crerar, one-time 

Unionist Cabinet Minister, Leader of the Progressive Party and 

President of the-largest farm cooperative, the United Grain 

Grow~rs f Limi ted, vas - ev en more succinc~ in his cri ticisms'-

"I am opposed entirely to any permanent policy th-at_ mean!:! the· 
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control of the mai"keting of grain", he saia in Ottawa, "if 
~ , 

adopted ••• i twill oe a lQng stap forw~d in the socializat--

ion of industry in this country. n 14 . 

The original reluctance of many Progressive leaders to 
~ - . ..,. 

accept a Federal wheat board stemmed fro~ their tw~ interests 

as large farmers and à-s representatives of the grain trade • 

. Men like Crerar, J .B. M.uss.elman, .J.A. MB;harg, Rice Sheppard 

and .. H.W. Wood, vere not o:nly prosperous farmers, they were 

aIso acti~-ely invQ~Y~ in the business of wheat marketing. 

the Sa~katchewan Grain Growers' Associ~tion, and a Director. 

of the United Grain Growers' Llmited. - Wood, who led the UFA 

for almost twen~y years, was also Presiqent of the Alberta 

Cooperative Eleva~or COJl1fJ'8nY, the C-ounci,l of Agriculture, and 

a Dir.ect.or of the Borth-West Grain D-ealers' A~sociation: 

Sheppard, the UFAI S first Vice-President, vas simultaneously 

a D1rector of the Cooperative Elevator Company, the UGG, and 
-

the Alberta Pae-ific Grain CO!Dpany., Finally, ~usselman _was 

~a member of the B&~rdS of the Saskatchewan Elevator Co~pany, 

-:1 the United Grain-Growers"~ the SGGA, an'd'the CCA. In short, 

th'e, Progressive leaders were not merely politicians, they 

vere the 80 cial. ... d. corpo~e' "lite of W~.'I;ern agr i cul ~ure. 15 

For these men, ~ all ot the more prosperC?us farmèr1f; 

open marketing vas attractivE!· because the larger volume"which 

they had to sel1 gav.e them an-'opportuni ty te> capi talize ~pon 

priee fluctuations. ~ore wheat allowed the 1ndiv1dual" farmer 

. .. ,,' 
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to ship .on consignment, in c,arload lots, th-ereby escaping 

priçe spreads,-~_~d retaining control over his product, ~til 
, " 

'd d t 11 b f bl k t d'ti 16- S' '1 1 ~n ~ce 0 se y avoura e mar e con ~ ons. ~m~ ar y, 

for the-fa~mers' c~operatives, the open market held the sin­

gular advantage that it allowed free reign to their spec~1at-

ive impulses. In the pre-war period, these qompanies had 

o'perated in the sam e fashion as t!le pri vate line' elevator 

i'nterests,- and as they expanded, ·t'hey had begun to develop 

their ow' domestic and export seï1ing agen-cies. During the 

peri'od in which the Board of Grain Supervisors had been in 

operation, the ab~lity of these companies to 'pla1 the market', 

by hedging and trading. in futures, had been curtailed, and as 

a res~t, profits had beèn~aftected. Though the War wi tnessed 

a significant expansion ,in b~th the number of elevators owned, 

and the amount of~ wheat handled,· profits fo'r ,the farmers' 

'" \ : cooperatives aë,tually ·deelined. ~~_ UGG, ïor example, saw 

its net profits falI from $607,899 to $148,549 in the period 

from 1917 to 1919,. a decline ,of seventy-five percent. Profits 
r, 

for -,the Saskat-cbewan Cooperative Elevator Company shrank by . 
~orty~four percent ove~ the' same period, fr~m_ $305,752 per 

annum to $193,599. 17 Clearly, the detrimental effects"'o'f 

government contr~l was ~ powerTul inducement no~ only for' , 
prot~st,-b~t .al~O f~~'insu~~ncy. Indeed t it iB har~y 

surprising- thaj. :the idea S9~ d~veloped "in the minds of 

thousands of farmers in ~rn C~ada, tltat the commercial 

companies, inchu!ing the United Grain Growers' .... were :opposed 

to the Wheat Board scheme bé_c~use i t~ would interfer. wi t~ our 
... 

" . 

" . 
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prQfits." If the traditional parties were unwillin~ 

\ 

d~velop po~icies which could ensure both ~ .fa;r ret~T~lor\ the 

producers, and a fair .profi t te their companies, then the, 

'injured parti~s must seize control of the ·instruments· of pol-

itical control for themselves •. As one contemporary remarqed 
, Il 

of T.A. Crerar, his progressivism was "plain big business"; 
o • 

• ~ .. of \ 

a, pr~duct of the' "ledger of exports and ~mports", his "Church 
<: 

was the elevator, his èconomic Bible-the Grain GÎ'owers' Guide" .19 

III 
• 1 

.­,-'" 

Originally, progressivism was not simply a ParrY' or an 
J. 

organizational apparatus; 'i t w-as an outlook, a mov-:"êment, and 

a new intellectual form~ation. The progressive idea was·a' 
~ -.;;. . 

product of the m,echailizat'i~n .an.d institutionaliz~~'i. il' 
-

economie rélat~Qn8hips, and a e~nsequenee of the triumph of 
- . ~ 

rationalism over North American intellectual thought. "Science ' 

and technologytf" re~alled Ray Stannard Baker. bad brotgh't... on 
, - \ . 

. "a Great Am ericRD Renascenc e [sic)"; ~ era of phonographs,. 

automo~iles, incand~\scent lights an'd moving pieture~, air-

plariè1 and wir~less telegraph's. 20 Scientific industrial 

manag,eIfient was perceived as being the mechanism wnereby man 
... .-

could master himseif and the world iri whiclf he ,lived. Cod-
\. 

ified by the writings of John Dewey and Willi~~mes, pro-
':.,. -~ 

gressivism offered ,a pragmatic alternative to the detèrminism 

. . 

--
of Newtonian pJ:.1ysics, Calvinism and Nineteenth Century ~àter~'~ 
iaiism. 'Instead of constr,ucting an a priori uniV'erse, the 

-\" 
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, t 
progr,essive idea ventilated the world wi th a blast of creative 

and moral inspiration. Logic and science had allowad-man 

to control his destiny, and to affect the forces which posit­

ivistic interpretation had bound about him •. "Rightly unde!l­

stQod", mused Walter Lippman in 1911;., "Science i5 the c' - ure 

under which p eopl e can li v e f orward in th e midst of c ompl exi ty 

and treat life not as something given but as something to be 

21 
shaped. 11 

/ 
C anadi an progres si vism was not acon tinuation, under 

different leadership, of the Western populist tradition~ 

Indeed, political insurgency OD the Prairies was barn Dot 

of debt, for eclo sure and rural depopul ation, but of suc cess 

and am bi tian. If names m ean anything, the average Progress-

ive was of old -Çimerican or British stock, and the movem~nt 

was shaped in .~~: ~win ~1rges of their respective libe;al 
t 

reformist cultur-es. The heart of organized progre'ssivism, 

the low tariff demand, was drawn from the Bri t.ish tradi tio?, 
w " 

while the subsidiary platforms dealing with taxation, currency 

reform, r ailroad regulation an d antimon opoly 1 eg~ slation, all 

bo~e, \he stamp of the American radical ethos. 22 
" i 

doctrinal similarities, however, 1?he overwhelming majority of 

Western progressives were unified not by their nationality, 

l)ut by their affluence. Most \Iere financially secure, and 

a good number were ~xtremely wealthy men, vith a few having 

college educations and moneyed backgrounds. As one je-urnal-
l ' 

ist reflected, nit i6 a notable feature of the Grain Growers' 

Movement, that its leaders in every instance have been first-

.... 
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class farmers.,,23 Being economically established, these 

reformers were concerned more wLth financing expansion than 

with paying off debts, and it is a remarkable feature of the 
-. 

movement that none of the three Progre~sive manifestos carried 

a debt Gr credit r~solution.24 Their aim, according to Crerar, 
, 

was ".some orp.erly reform and progress" which could be achiev,ed 

only through "lower production costs, wider markets, cheaper 

transportation, and cheaper distribution.,,~5 In effect, 
~ _.~ 

the insurgent farmer was not a desperate man, and his object-

ive was not 50 much to survive as to become simply more 
f 

pro\perous. 

Th e 'agrarian myth 1 or th e 'agrari an bias', as i t has 

been" variously called, has been seen as "one of the more im­

portan-\ elements that went into. the making of the progr,essive, 
...' ' 

mind. n26 _ In America, t!lis 'myth' assumed the shape of the 
fil 

'cult of the pioneer'; the idea, as Bryan put it, that the 

'country was t~e,w'Ürld as Go~ pla:nned it, :the c,ity as man had 

~ made it.' 27 Ta 'an 'extent, Canadian insurgents shared this 
" .' ~ ~ -

vision; but radicàlism on the Prai~ies. though shroude? in 

Jeffersonian idealism, was not a product o.t' the homesteader's 

mentalité. Ind~ed,Western agrarian p~ogressivism was con-

cerned wi th- bringing agriculture 'into line wi th urban and 

industrial deve1.opments, and not with escaping into an 

arcadian past. ~orge Edwards, the last Prestident of tb~ , ... 
, . 

SGGA~ emphasized this ~heD he remarked that "the iqeabe~ind 

the whole .farm movemènt· 113 tha't agr'iculture i s es,sentially a 

., 
.' .. ~ ., . ~~.-
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dignified and honourfible profession ••• and that there "is' n'o 

~eason why the returns of the Agriculturalist should not be 

sufficient ta p~ovide ••• all the necessi'ties of life and 

those comforts and conveniences which make the lot of the city 

The objective of progressivism was to 

synchronize the farmers' social status 'with his economic 

affluence and technological'mastery. Rather than glorify the 
-

values of the' sheepskin coated peasantry', the insurgents 

sought to set th em ~el ve-s -!ipart fr qm th e myth of th e struggling 

y€oman, and to cast themselves in the mold of the otwentieth 

century industrialist. The majority of progressives felt they 

had proveà th eir econ ou:ic per spic aci ty, and th ey were tiréd 

of being rvreated by the rest of society ~s improvident hay-

seeds. Science and technoiogy had been the mechanis.m ~Dy 
< ," 

.. \ ;;;- "t- '" • 

w:tJ.ich they had escaped rüral· pauperism, and 50 too "Would' i t 

prove the medium of political and social ascendency. 

be1ieve that the spir':.t of business is the TuJ-ing. spirit of 
l ' 

li~e,n- thundered Hen~y Wise W~od. "the urge to Progressive 
,< • \ 

action is to cr eate petter !Social conditions ••• in accord-
1 

ance witt the naturap. social ·l,aws ••• of the intelligent 

'serving of ,self-ïntJrest. n29 .' ,For th~ progressive. the, time 
1 

had pas sed when 'th el farmer ID ight ,f eel him self, indepted to 
1 0 

society. ' As~a surcessful capitalist, the agriculturalis~, 

wanted to "get intjo this world"., and he model~ed nis 'orgàn-
, .' - . 

izations', n ot upon / th e Granges and Alli,ances,' but upon the 
1 • 

C anadian M anufactlur.ers 1 Association ~ 30 +,n the wor ds of ,one 
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critic, IIthe Progressives are whole heartedly agreeable to 

play the game according to the rules of capitalism, onlY,they 
, . 

want a ch~ce to deal the cards so that _they give themseIv.es 

four aces. ,,31 The progressive farmer was fighting to enter 

the ~odern world on an e.qual footing wi th industrial capi tal-

ism. C.W. Petersbn, 'Editor of the Farm and Ranch Review, 
..... -,,: 

wrote: "th e progr es s of ID echani-zation has ~alID ost compl etely 

revolutionized agricultural practices ••• Industry ând agri-

culture are gradually ~onverging. After all, a farm is only 

_an industrial plant in which chemistry and the handling of 

materials are the predominant factors. n32 

IV 

'Jnfortunately, the spirit' of p.TogresSivism did not long 

r emain un-1;aint ed. Originally a large farm-bu..!3iness movement, 

inl3urg~n'cy so-o~ touched the ~bi~ions and ima~;n:ations of· a 

far lDore disparate ,'segment of th~y.u-ra1p~;Ulation. Drawn ----
Iargely by the fre~j&adê 'é'ovenant, whose benefi ts had been 

magnified to the extent that ~hey nov constituted a panacea 

for agrarian hardships. frogressivism attracted a large 

numb~r of supporters from ihe Iesa adyantaged farm masses • .. 
Lur~d by' tn Et promise of a reform ed capi talism, many mld- """' 

.... . 

sized producers turned to insurgency as a means of removing 
, , 

the, obstacles to th'eir entry i~t!l·large- scale produ·ct~on. 

Unlike the wealthy farmers, tbes8 wer.e men with serioua . .. , \ .. 

, , 

" 
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liabili ties; men who were constrained and harassed by "mort­

gage interest and payments, implement payments, stDre bills, 

taxes~, and aIl the other expen~ incurr-ed through over-
, ---

investment during the b~om~ yeafs of the Great War • .33 These 

men sensed that they could overcome their liabiliti~s only 

l?y al tering "the manner in which the financial busine.ss of 

the country is c0!lductedll, and they turned to Progressivism 

"not out of the inherent virtues of the platform as outlined 

by the' C ouncil of Agriculture", but rath er because they saw 

in independent poli tici's lia means lof getting rid of financial 

domination. 1134 Unlike the largl-farm Prog:p.~ssives, the 

middle-stratum producers did not feel that a continuation 
\ ' 

of laissez faire capitalism,coup ed with a simple redistribut-
- ,. 

ion of the share of pqlitical bel efits, was sufficlent,';; They 

wanted gu~rantees of stability and reform, and their demand 

for a radically expan~ed government with ex~~nded aconomie 

pow..ers was iihe mechanisJ!l by', which th'ey hoped to overcome 
, 

debt and harness the power of 

: There wlas,-however, much 

of progressive thought. 

uniting Qoth strands 

them did,' at 
, 

,the upper end of th e rur8.J. economic spectrum, all progressive . 
faners could be united by a common Perception of the dangers 

inherent in overpop,ulation. They wanted to make agriculture . ----. ' 

: not ,more a:~,cessibl'e. but to ·transform it inte a· 'closed shop'. 
... ,~ ~ . , 

"This _ attitudè underlay the' progressive' s contempt for 'non-' 
l 

competitive ,producera' who found the~selv.es o~ the edge of . 

finan.cial Tuin and disposses~ion. UThe concentration or 

.". 
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capital is the out standing charac;.teristio o~ modern busines-sl! , 

the progressi:ves assured themselvès, and as auch the disappear!' , 

anoe of the inaolven t farmers· was a normal development. "Th~" 

amaller the proportion of the population engagea i~ agricul-

-ture. ri mused C. W. Peterson. "the more economically will farm 

commodities be'produced ••• ·and the greater will be the pros-

per~ty of' the individual farmer. ",5 Some progressives were 

extremely outspoken in their disparagem-ent' o'r poor farmera wh~ 

were unable to pay orf their debts .. ~My ioea is that the 

aooner we get rid of this kind of r~bbish the better". wrote 

one organizer for the SGGA, "the more we help en:ich people 
. 

the longer they will be a curse to the .. oo_~f!1unity and the more 
- 36 unpaid debta \they will leave behind when ~hey do go down." 

• 1 -

The crux of t~e progressive attitude to the rural poor was 
- \ ' 

.... that the)" rec.1gnized the dangers of overproduct1on; Too 
o , 

Many farmers"'m~ant too mueh' wheat, and the results· of this 

weré not simpl a falli,ng wh.eat pric'e, but &lao a red~ced per 

'capita 'sharè 0 \ the t-otal. proti ta. Furthermore, the more '. 

farmere: tilled .~he land, the less e-ach would own, and s-i-nce 
~ l' -

acreage wa~ necessary for effective mechanization. the pro-

gre~sives were anxious ~o ensure low population density. 

Both large and medium aized farmers, who vere each in their 

own vri.y~ moving al~ng ~he path' to industrialization, could be 
1 • 

united i~ tll;is f.ear of overpopula~ion •.. :u, vas ,this unit Y of 
... ~ 'I ~ , 

. vision which pro,vided the initial cement for the Progressive 

alliance. 
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From -Ohe out"set, 

.'~) 
however, the nexus cif insurgeney was 

too brit~le to long survive, and it began to weaken soôn after 

the reestablishment of the Wheat Board in the s~mmer of 1919. ' 

Ironically, the rift deYeloped ~ver thé issue of grain market. 

ing, whieh threatened to replace free trade' as-the cow bird 

of Prai'rie insurgency.37 The problem lay 'in the faet that 

while large farmers enjoyed the benefits of open marketing, 

the medium-sized unit farmers were not 130 certain of its 

m erits. D~ring the Wheat Board years, the advantages of 
, 

growing a larger erop had ~e\~n cbscured, and the benefi te 

derived from selling on ,consignment had been limited by the 

fixed price.~ Consequently, the mid-sized farmer was able to 
, 

enjoy the seme priee per bushel as the larger far.e~, teduein~ 

the differential which ,many farmers believéd was creating ~. 

( . rural polarization. 38- Furthe~more, a guarant.eed wheat priee 
, --

assured tne medium-sited producer' of a stability of ineom~, 

and i t prevented his ru1.nation by ait erratic market. - .1Jnlike 
• • f ~ 1 -' .. l.. • ....., _ 

the luger [armers. man~_ of_ the small~r producers had signif-
, .. 1 • 

-- i:cant burdens of debt. and la.clcin'g'- in ,a ~table, rep~ym ent , 

ca.paci ty; they _needed higher priees- ,over an 'extended period ' . , 
- . - .. ~'. 

,of time to guarantee their eontinùed prosperity. Without 

a -aecure source ,of ineome; a signiflcant number. ,of th-ese 

t'armers would be-forced to sell s~~ of thetr 'macbinery or ' , 
. . 

part of their holdings, ~d they vpuld ther~by slip b.ek 'into 

~h~ éiass_ofimarginal eo~modity producers. 39 As the Progreàs-. \, . 

iv-e movem~nt expanded, ·.a ground svell Rressure began' te:> develop 

'within the Grain Grower Associations for.the Party to co~mit 
", 

. i taelf ta an indefini te continuation ot· the Wheat Board. Iron-, 

" - ' 
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ically. a movement that had originally been devoted to contain-

ing government involvement in the economy through f~e~ trade 
. .:. 

"" 'and open m'a'rketing, was being moved fr-om below tovards an 

endorsation of an extension of, Federal economic control. 
~ 

v 

From his handsome wood-p~elil!d office in the Gr.ain 

Exeh.ange 13ui.lding in Winnipeg, T'om Crerar 'watched the box ca~. 

of insurgency r'ÜÏÎlble off across the Prairie, Now they were, 
, , 

returning, but the wheat they bore w~s not to his liking • 

. Fersonally, he loathed the idea of nation.allzed grain trading, 
. . 

and hé made his opinions weIl known to aIl who cared to listen. 

A committed free trader and nineteenth century liberal' Crerar 
• ". • .ItffoI~ .. " .. y; .. 

atta'clt.e ,the Wheat Board for re-stricting the freedom of com-
;' 

petiti n which •. iD his view, cOllld alone create balanced-. 

e"con ie growth. - ~I cannot 'help ,out feel", he once WTGte, 

that the Wh~at Board was leading the farm ers ",?hasing af:ter . . 
. strange gods, and in- this wây the [siqj" run a reil danger. 

, 
s , 

of losing the opportunity tO'secure those,changes which, in v 

- my opinion, are very necessary for our contin~ed pro~~er~ti~"40 
It was, he asser~,èd, simp'ly an 'attempt by the government and 

the farmers to lJ1'~nopolize grain trad~ng, . ~d to impose ·p-aroeh-. 
1 

ial,interests pn a 
. f 

and distribution. 
. i 

naturally-ordained system ~f exchange 

~I 'detest class legislatio~n, he once 

etat'ed. and il 
! 

'. , / 1 _ \ .... ~ 
detest class movements. n.41 'D~ggedly,. cons.cien-

(­
~. 

l ' 
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tiously, Cr er-ar cri ticized the vfjry obj ectiv~s of tl.!e people 

whose votes he was seeking. ,"1 stand, for the abolition of 

special priviledge in all lts ~orms. if ••• l stand against 
.-

special priviledge to m'anufacturers, ... how csn l con si st e:n tly 

support the idea of a bounty to wheat growers?" 42 Independe.nt, 
( 

~ we'8.l-thy, deterinined, and all,too consistent, T .A. Crerar was 
-
n"ev:er a man to allow himself to follow the crowd.... In an 

age o'f motion, his very resolution' was to prove "~\ terr;b~e 
handicap. 

In Aug~st, 1920, the Canadien Wheat Board was to 
- ',- '_f 

suspended and 'trading in wheat futures resum~d at 

-For Crerar, Maharg, and the other. executives of~ th'e' coop~ 

eratives, this was not an unwelcome avent, but for the mase 

of farmers, it signified an agrarian quietus. Th e gen aral -.. 
belief among t4e 'lesa ,advantaged producers was that a restor­

ation of open )Qarket.i-ng would lead to an immediate collapse 

of gr~in priees. "We shâll wi tnese", '1 am ented one Saskat-

chewan farm er,,' "the sorr,y spectacle of ·a horde oof grain deal­
./ 

ers and exporters competing with each other ••• the only 

vay they _can win ie to under-sell each other ••• rit) bids 

'. fair for' the depression of pri~es.,,43 Gradually, the force 

of this type of mass paranoia bfjgan to seem irresistable. and 

it even penetrated ~he sacrosanct chambe~s of the Coun~il of 

Agricul tqre. In early. 1929, the CCA lssued a carefulIy-

worded \statlment cautiqù sly endoraing the idea ~f a temporary 
r, 

'" ext'ension of the Wheat Board~ . wi thout declaring, i tself "upon 

_(_:,~ ____ .....-.::._,~ the principle of gov;rnm~~.tal l,6ontrol as a permanent policy~ ,,4~ 
, J 

~l 
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S01pe members of the Council were léss guarded in their opin­

~ons, and particularly ~ong the leader..à of the Grain Grove'rs' 
" 

A ssocfations, 1920 was a· year for ideolègical re~ri,entation .. 

Worried of losing the support of,th~ miadle-stra~um' f~mers, 

leaders who had hitherto rejected- the idee; of governmental 
\ 

control ,suddenly became outspoken partisans in the struggl~ 

for ,a -Federal Wheat Board. Henry Wise Wood, in'particular, 

die.played an 'amazing capacity for intellectual gymnastics· 1 

when he reversed his previous opinions, and announeed un- ' -. 

catagorically that "we m~st -have a Wheat Board, •• '. There 18 

no que~tion about the Board being thEt best, way to J, mark~t our 

cr-ot:>. ,,45 
• 

• 

.~ . 

Henry Wise Wood' s response to the Wheat Board agitation 
l ' .; 

vas part .genius, part madness, anq part 1nèxplicable. Predict·' 

ably', it vas also J eminently effective. - -
Cloaking his incon-

sf'stenci.es in' ~ messlanic fervour, he soft-peddled the market­

ing debate, anÇl eoncoc,ied a, complicated scheme of poJ,.itical 

~ut~9'rity an-d -demoe,ratie responsability. The farmers' ,revoIt, 

he argued, lI}.~st not fal~ victim ~o inte~nal dissension, for 

al.l farmers mu~t unify behind a general agra~ian will. ~We 

have never had il class opinion", he iamented, "and th'e."ooDJ" .'. / 

sequence has' been t~at so far as pol~tics was' coD.cern'ed .. hal!, 

o,~f you . al vay s vent to- the polIs and kl11ed the votes of the 

other halt. 
46 

Could anything be more foolish1" 'l'o countèr 

the divisive force o~ divergent, interes~s l~ the rur8J. c4mmûn~ 

lty, Wood ~nvented an' ill-defined program oi~'group p~lltica1' 

a~tlon ", wh1ch cOlllbined tradi tional patriclan pro~esBivisui 

" , 

,. 

" 

;' 
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with.his O~ aingular ~essi~~c' ~sion. 'The' farmerB, he 

asserted,- were but one maas wi th one obfective~ and ,their true . 
interest could be defined only in terms of their relationship 

\ 

as primar-y producer s vi th th e 'consuming' and th e , 'manufactur-
, ... 

ing' segments of society. For Wood, a natural harmo,ny of 

interest could be developed' between agricul tural producers 

if, they foreswore self-gain, and .foc~sed their' attention .on . ' 

forces external to themselves4 Introspectior;l and self-re-

'crimination could' only destToy the Progres S'ive 'mov ement, , 

for "cooperation is the principle which is to save society.n47 .... 
The son, of a wea1t~y slave o~er from RaIls County, 

Missouri, Wood was, in Many ways, 'the epitome of the college-

educated,radical patric~an. 
, T 

The, owner of a vast' farm near 
,', 

Carstairs; 'he was a Demôcr~t and a Free-~lason, and he believed 

strongly, in _the power of industry and technology as a social 
, , 48 
corrective. ~ccording to Wood, what w~s'needed was equality 

of ClompetitiC?n, because unfair advantages' created an unbalanced 

relat±'~n shi~ between' 'classes. Since the basis of'soc~ety 

vas the exch'ange principle, depression 'and hardship were con­

sequences of th.e improper organization of the sys~em of pro-

duction and distribution. Politics was simply a me~hod by 

-' which industr,ial Cl,lasses might harmonize the~r owri ,in~erests, 
. 

and en sure that e~ch group vi thin society vas off-ered an 
• '1 ' 

equal" competitive'opportunity. Rather than copdemn mech-

~', an,i-zation 'and -technologicai éhange, Wood was' attempting to 

dèv-i:se a po+i tic&! sy~tem which CQul'd' insti tut~CLnalize indus­

trial progress~ 49 '11e' c~,nd;em~ ed th'e idee. of stasi s in Canadian 

. ' 
, -. 

, / 
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agriculture,. and he warned against a continuation of .policies 
J 

designed to create a mass of "poor pe~a~ts" on the'Prairies. 50 

Dogmatic, remorseless and magnetic,. Wood' s ideas were broad 

enough to attract a large followi~g, and obscure-enough to 

alienate those who thought about the thittgs he was soaying. 51 

Espousing a doctrine which, in façt, venerated ruthless com­

petition, Wood tempered his message with Bihlical allusions, 

. and hintaà with 'Spencerian irony th\t man could only' achieve 

a Coopérative Commonwealth through a primordial struggle for 

surv~val. Nobody really understood what Wood was talking 

about, but the prophet - with his ghoulish race and compelling 

bari ton,e - was char.i&~atic enough to convince people to follow 

him. Armed only vith a mèssianic vi,sion and an unsavory 

cunning ... Wood won over enough people ta save A;L,berta. Progress-

ivism from being ruined on the rocks of internaI division. 

Lamentably,the unit Y which he' imposed u.pon farm protest was 

too personal a' creation to· long surv.ive its supreme ar~hitect., 

Gloomily, the rest of the Prairie patricians watched 

Henry Wise Wood's dive into intellectual promiscuity wi~h 

the air of affronted spinsters. "Hels crazy and impractiee.l,n 

stammered one of hîs contemporaries, "he ia one of these 
- . 

people who "proven all sorts of things 'by refel"ence to pa,ss-

ages in l saiah and Ezekial and • ~. (now) ••• one 'can 'see him 

carrying these habits into the field of politics. n52 T.A. 

Crel!ar"was no 'l-ess crit.ieal. abd he eharliz.eJi, th,e. Alberta 

farmers for ~wandering off iuto the boga of Wood's cloudy 

philosophi and pinning their faith on Wheat Boar4-s and other 



( 

fanci~d short-cuts to re'lief.,,53 For his part, the UFA's 

Pre~i~nt turned his contemporaries' criticisms ta his own 

advantage. and fostered the view that men like Cr'eTar were 

opposing the Wheat Board and Group Government because as 

52 

members of the Grain Trade t~ey were worriaed for their profits. 54 

Many farmers, bath lnside and outside of Alberta, probably 

saw the situation more clearly than even Wood could imagine. 

As one dissiàent Progressive noted, the reluctance of Many 

farm organizations to end'orse centralized marketing "was 

brought about by the influence of a minority of apparently 
, 

wilthy (sic] farmers ••• who were activated by no other mot-

ive than their own personal selfishness. ,,55 
" 

With alarming rapidity, a dangerous split was developing 

over the marketing question.., and dissension w~s blasting the 

Progressiv'e movement apart from wi thin. "The difficul ty", 

stormed Crerar, "is that action, consciously or unconsciously, 

is toô, frequently based on persona! predjudice and suspicion. 

This ois largely demoralizihg the work of the Council and i t 

i6 dropping from the poal tion of moral leader ShiP' irîch it' 
- 56 

should occupy." Unfortunately, while reccgnizing th~ prob-

lem, the patrician leaders were un,sure of how to undermine 

it, and their indecision only wors;ÎÎèd their isolation from 

the main drift of the movement. To oûts~ders, they seemed 

-. -,. !!as.leep at the swi tch ••• out of touch wi th the farmers." 57 

Among themse'lves they ~vinced only confusion •. "Just what 
'" . 

could make ~o ___ ~remendous a change in (pro-gressive) sentiment-

l ,?annot imagine," siglled a beleaguered, -.J .B. Musselman. "1 bave 

" .. 
."" -' 

\ 

" 

... 

-< 
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gone on with my work as usual ••• 1 was doing my best." 

Excuses, how~ver, were no supplem ent for action, and in 

the summer of 1920, the Progressive le~ders began to grppe 

about for an alternative to the Wheat Board. The answer 

finally decided upon was a resurrection of the old CCA idea, 

of semi-controlled marketing by cooperative methods, and in - . 
July, the UGG and the Saskatchewan Coop. announced their in­

tention ta investigate a 'wheat pooling' scheme. 59 In gen­

e;r-al; a wheat pool was a system whereby p.roduce V[&s ma-ssed 

into -a common fund and marketea by a central selling age{c;~ 
Returns ,",auld then be allocated on an equal basis among th) . ~ . 
business units -according to a patronage dividend method. ô'O 

The advantage of pooling ta, the large farmers and the cooper-

atives was that while it established a quasi-monopoly on grain -- , -
handling, it q-il-not terminate the __ operations of the ~utures_' 

, 
market. Indeed, the pool was ~o be a voluntary organization, . . 

. !unctioning simply as an ov el' si zed grain gro~ers 1 company; 

- 61 an alternative and not a replacement for open mark.eting. _ 
~ 

In~a sense, there was nothing spectacular about the notiqn-

of a voluntary pool. It w~s simply a method of combining 
- -

the centralized selling and patronage divi-dend facilities of 

the Wheat Board.with the flexibility of open trading in ~heat 

" futures. Na·rrow in its obj ecti'Ves and deceptive in it·s bene.':' 
, . \ . 

'" fi ts, th e voluntary pool was nrerely an effort to subvert the 

growing demand for government marketing with the ant~quated. 

plum of cooperative selling. In fâct, the idea was inno'cuous 

'---enough to~ have round an ardent" supporter in Arthur Meighen ... 
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and the ?rogress~ve leaèe~s we~e nard-pressBd ~c ex~laln 

how :.hel!" ideas ' .. ere gC:'!lL :.C. ensu:::-e a r.ig:J.er ~:::-:.ce :c':"-

h ... 62 w ea",. 

:lear::':/, :r:e pat~:.c.:.an ?~ogress.:.\'es diè !"let :i::,spJ.ay :J:uc:-. 

political acumen '''''ben :'1";e:" :::ecideà te support a vc:'unta~~' 

poo l pr 0 p 0 saI. - . l ... Tl pr:n ~:p e ::.: was vague, an:::' ln ~ oroparl S,O:: 

to the v.·r.eat 3:;ar:::, ;'0-: very stirr:u::'at:'..ng a weaKness made 

particu:'ar::'y apparen: a:ter gr81n priees entered a tail-spin 

:ol::'ow.:.ng tne resurnption of futures trading. N or di d the 

:.èee. garr..:.sr: tr:e ~n8~a:ifieà sJpport cf all ;n~ Prairie pat:::-i-. , 

~ia.r.s. ~an~' cf tr:e execut:.ves c: tr.e SCS an::: ti;1e :ooperative 

Elevator :ompanies, whc :i.:.à not snare tne pol.:.tically-minded. 

Progressives :.nterest ln preserv:'..ng the unit y of the insurgent 

,revoIt. perceived the vo:'untary pool as a potential competitor, 

and' they masséd thelr opposition to the proposal. 63 Otpers. 

who had already found a place in their 'advocation Bf the Wheat 

Board, con d emned pooling as C ompl e.t ely in suffici en t. 1:1 enry 

Wise ·\tJGo·d, who feared that ,"the _plan m:j.ght fracturE;l the alliance 
, 

whieh he had 50 ,,~éarefully wrought in Alberta. attacked the 

new scheme because "its adoption might lead to the .breaking 

up of the solidarity of the farmers. 1f64 Wood's criticisms 

were especia:ly damaging. and l'üs opponents were swift to 

seizÊ:\ upon 1#he inconsistency wr:leh his position revea:led in 

John Howey of the Edmonton Bulletin, 

was n otably sardonie in rem'arklng th~t while '''for ,years Mr.' 

Wood has been preaching what te calls cooperation ••• in 

rel at ion t 0 th e marketing of whéat i t appears ••• he has no 

faith in it and 15 sarcastic about the idea doing .a.ny good.,,65 
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~espi~e the ~ncong~~!~ies, no.ever, Wood 1 s atti ~ùde 'Drobab'::"': . . . 
.... .. -

savec. the UFJ,. from the sarne internal strife wh:'cr: s06n 'pa;-a-

lysed ~oth 't.he Jni ted FarIters \_ of t~ani toba and the SGGA. 

For, in :he desperate.Itoments of 1921, the ma~s of Prairie 

Progressives nad deci5ed that only a Wheat Board coU:d save 
. -

them from econolI!ic depression, and alone, Henry \Jase W:?od nad 

anticipated their inclination. 

Ta the east, in Saskatchewan, the patrician, Progressives 

were neither 50 ~ortunate nor so cunnipg as tbey. were ~n 

Al berta. Here, a deep fissure saon opened between those who 

wanted to follow the crowd, and support the Wheat Board, and 
, 

those -who clung desperately to the old ideas of open lI!arketing. 

or the newer doctrines of voluntary pooling. ProlI!in ent 

Progressives such 'as Musselman, Geor~ Langley, 'I.01I! Sales and 
,~ 

J 

J.A. Maharg' came out strongly in favdur of pooling. Maharg, 

the Provincial Minis-ter of Agriculture and eleven-term Pres- '''' 

ident of the Cooperative ,Elevator Compan'y, proclailI!ed that a 
, . 

Wheat Board would have to be "appointed in ·direct.oppositi'On 

to the farmers' wishes," and that "pooling in the ml;rketing 
- 66 

of wheat" was the "only just policy." A younger group of 

Progressives in the.SGGA, centering around George Edwards, 

Alexander McPhail, and Violet McNaughton, assum-ed a radically 
, . p. 

different tack. McPhail and McNsughton, while supporting a 

" voluntary wheat pool, agreed that a Wheat Board was an im~ed-

. t . t . Ç> l . t . t 67 G l\"~ d la e neceSSl y, l .... on y as an ln erJ.m sep. eorg·e .uuwar s, 

in contrast, w~s highly cr~ticai of the pool idea 'in ail of 

its guises. As he told a Last Mountaip pudience during the 

" ...... 
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, 
1921 ..General Election camp-aign,. t'the west needs a Wheat Board 

and ne ot.her salut.ion will he acceptable." 
68 

~ For the or~g~nal pa'tr~cians of Saskatch~lo1an' s Progress .. 

·ive movement., the r'pad ta reforIt iJas becoming increasingly 

hazardous. J.B. Musselman, the Secretary of the SCGA and 
-

ancient -warhorse of progressive radicalism, vas characte-rist'ic 

ln his con:usion. J .B. vas kno'WIl to SaskatcheiJan as a car~-

ful man; a good farmer, he Illingled a rev,erence for God, demo-

cracy and Anglo-Saxon tradition s w~ tt a genial respect for 

political necessities. He was a practical, business-:like 

pr-ogressive. and he wante.d not 50 mucb ta change society as 
. \ 

to' make it more charitable to himself and his as,so,ciates. 
\ 

,The struggle over a IIlarke\tin g policy caught Musselman at a 

di sadvan tage •. As _S ecreta~y . of th e SGGA, h e 'W~s being prod-ded 

into endorsing the Wheat B~ard, but as a prasperous farmer, 

and a 1Il.ajor share-holder in the Co~pêrat'ive Elevator Comp'any, 
\. . . \ . 

hè disliked any a.rr!IDgement."Whi,C.h·1'w~ul.d j,eop~T'diZ'~"the -pos": 

.it;lon of the'present f·armers:" cDmpanies.',,6'9 " ·Ultimatel-y, " 
" 

~ .B. vacillated helplessly be~ween the two p,oles. ' Speaking 

before District 6 of the SGGA in November,' 1921', he 'stated 

that· a Wheat BOia.rd was "absolut ely contrary to' all our ideas 

-of .British democracy," and that'. "even if ve d.id get such .a, ' 

system at p'r-ese~t, we should not· get much for our wheat un~er 

present world conditiohS.,,70 T'Wo\ months t later, in the face 
, 

or' mounting pressure. he reversed "his position. "If we CQ-
, ' 

not get a Wheat Board", he told a 

Go d h el pus. " 7 1 Within a month, 

~ l' l 

yatrous aud~ence, "then 

h~ had again changed his 
\ 

l' , 

. : 

, . 
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minât "1 shall continue my rèsearcb into the grain b~siness, Il 

he l'emarked, "wi th a view to having a feasible pooling plan 

72 
under the control of the farmers fully worked out." -, 

Clearly" even-ts had outdistanced J .B. Musselman, and h\3 

was b-ecom-bl'g' lost in ,the miasma of; indecisi-on. In F ~b'fuary, 
, \ ' 

J .B.' S old friend, A.G. Hawkes, was defeated in his bid for 

thè Presiàenc~ of the SGGA by the 'upstart'radical' George 

Edwards. The defeat shocked Musselnlàn and the old guard. 

and it dr-ove home to all the dgree to which "the whoie Cha-r­

acter of the, AssociatiGn" had changed "sinoe we 'first' wen-t 

into poli ti'cs thrëe years' agQ." 73 For th e young turks, and 

for middle- stratum farm progressiv~,sm in genetal, the access-

ion of Edwards was a momentous event. "The core of the inner 

circle is out", r.oared the Pr.ess, and never again wO\lld the 

farmers of Saskatcn{wan "be railroaded ••• from a ~~atfqrm. n 74 

Stoi7ally, the patricians ti,ght~ne~ their ranks, an'd accepted 

,a ,·tactieal 'oo1i thdrawai, fallin'g' back upon tn ~' ~o operati ve', s 

In September, 'Musselman hi~se~f 
, , 

resigne? from his pos~Sèaretary" and retrea,ted, with Hawkes 
'" , 

and Sales into the barrica,ded board rO,oms èf the Coopi"rati've 

Elevator Company. 75 , W,ithin .. m~nths, th~ back ~f patri,cian 
, . 

Progressi"li sm in 'Saskatch ewan had been, broken, and th e original" 

insurgent alliance had been shattered. Gradually. the,large 

), 'farmer5 lost iIiterest' in the SGGA, and turn,ad te the Cooper~-

, tives as -th e bulkward, of thïür insurgency ~ It was to take 

OVBr a decaàe for--that' rift to ·heal, and when if final.ly did, 

not Musselman, nor M.a.barg, nor even Eàward~,· vere present for 
\ 

the reunion.: 
-
, - . • 1 
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VI 

.. 
Blurred tendencies, perhaps trends, or only temper-

aments - but in the early 1920s, Prairie progres:Avism was 

clearly moving in a different -direction. What had begun as 

an élitist rev~}t by agrarian businessmen against.governme~t­

al control, was becom1ng a movement or", th~...-mo.deratefy aff'-
/~ 

-
releaset\, at aIl levels of the rU'r~ community, and .even li.w. . -
Wood was having trouble constraining the dynamics of reforme 

From far belo'W, deep within the slough of despond .. came a 

ferocioùs agitation of tremendous intensi ty. It rolled first .. 
across Saskatch,ewan, but it spr-e-ad--quicidy, and as~i .. t,trav- . 

e11ed, it gathered momentum. ln the years fol1.owj:Ïlg':'t!J..e, -.:" 
, -<: 

Wheat Board' s disestabli shment, while the Pr ogr efrsiv-e'~:~rr~pl=>J.·é(\ 
. ': ' \1 

against them selves, a change was taking placB in th e' ,vrheat· 1· 
\. 

ec onomy. Wi th the eollapse of grain priees, a new ,d.epression . - , ~ , , 

struck the Prairies, and the economic contradictions which 

had' been accumulating',-since the War, burst 'the dykes of sta-

bili ty. Farm~rs who, in 1919-20, had counted themselve:;; , 

:r:e;1.atively successful, suddenly found themselves driven into 

penury. T~e ctebt situation, which the Progressive,s had round 

50. easy to ignore in the frenzy of ins~rgency, became a source 
., 

.of widespread con cern • Nev. ideas bagan ,te cHculate, and the 
~ 

f ear of debt stimulated an 'intenàe i?;a 't~ed .. of lénding. ihs.ti tro 

utions. which round expr'es.sion in mad schemes of currencyt 

' .. 

, .. ~-' 
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credit and banking reform .• Membership in the old Progress--

ive farmers' associations fell off rapidly, and new movements 

with strange habits and revolut~nary ide?logies began ta 

appear-. -

Swiftly, th€ venerable chief tans of radicalism drapped 
pl' 

into obscurity; first Musselman~' Maharg, Lambert and Drury, 

ano. ~:1en Crerar, himsel1'. '3:':le grand master 9,:t!' grain trading 

- had failed tO'heed the reactions of thé? people; he had set 
( f, 

- himself apart, detach ed hi 8 views fr om:' theirs, and castigat ed\ 
. -

.. - their ambitions. Never a tactful ma_~~. qrerar. on a platform 
~ ..j1 ..' ""':,.. 

1 l, ~ 

was big busin~ss talking Haratia Alger. He told the farmers 

he wanted laissez faire capitalism, and hê chastized them for 

expecting mor e than equali ty from their representatives. His 

vi.ew.s on grain mar.keting and his criticisms of the Wheat Board 

ha:d brought upon himself "a good_~deal of qn,opularity and mis-
>;~. - . 76 
representation. " Finally, when it became c~~ar that he was 

estranged from' the mass 0.1' Progréssives, and that nis star was· 

<>n the de~cent, the knives had cam e out. The Hyndman Royal 

Grain Commission probed into the workings'tf the UGG, àccused 

the Coop. of stealing from the CPR'\ and revealed the extent 

to which the Company had been dealing in futures. Public 

emba.rrassm ent followed his flirtations wi th the Liberal s. and 

criticisms of his .. political machinations came even from the 
. \ ' 

CCA. Wood disagreed wl th him, Morrison damned hi'm.· ~d his 

Party fail~~ support him. In November, 1922, Crerar con. 

cluded that th e "programme of the Couneil of Agriculture of -, 

six years aga . . .. 18 _to a, considerable measur,e being lost 

\ 
\ ' 
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sight of. n77 That same month, he yielded to -the white'heat 

of opp'osi t~ot;l and -tendered his resignatfon tr.Q~ the :t;;ad~rship 

of the Progressive Party. 

- r ·So.tnewhere in W'est~rn Canada. a shocked insurgent raised 
, . 

his head from the newspaper and remark'ed sadl~ that the)' \fere 

now standing at the open grave 'of progressivism. His forecast 
, . 78 

vas to prove a touch p;'ématuré. .. . 
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CHAPTER THREE 

BUSINESS BUGS AND DEBTS 
---

THE FARMERS' UNION AND THE WHEAT POOLS 

The wagon rocked easily, its frame swaying and 

creaking in the soft light of the lanter,n. An empty 

mantle of darkness had closed over the Prairie, and silence 

rested like a phosphor~scent sheet over the newly fallen 

snow. The founding conference was over and Norbert Henri 
\ Schwarz was edging his way slowly towards home. Behind 

him, the night wound its black sheaths about 'the country­

side, the stygian texture punctuated only py the dull, un­

certain light that stre'amed from the Ituna Town Hall, It 

" was almost Christmas but there was little celebration. The 

agricultural depression, whose arrivaI had been foreshadowed 

as earl! as 1913-14, but whose grim spectre had so wantonly 

been ~gnored throughout the War years, had fina1ly struck. 

In the space of months grain priees had fallen by almost 

fifty percent and the farmers' purchasing power had been 

drastically. reduced. Bitter, depressed and angry the 

rural West had found itself suddenly driven headlong 

\ 
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~t 
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into confusion; The stately Grain Growers' Association, 

shocked by the sudden disaster' and bitterly divided by an 

ideological crisis, were thrown irito paralysis. For men 

wi tnessing. th-i ~ apo.c-:a;ryps·e i t aIl seemed vast, horrify:ing 
" , . 

.... 
and strangelY---llllreal. Reas su\ingly, Harry Schwar z moved 

-his han~' over the leather case whiéh lay at his side and-

67 

pressed his fingers again~t the contours of the book within. 

This was the first minute book of'a new organization and 

wistfully, he imagined the words written in his own careful, 

unpracti ced hand: "First Meeting of th e Farm:,r-s' Union. op 
\ 

Ituna, 17 December-1921." Canada. 

Men like N.H. Schwarz possessed their Gwn Speqi~kind 
of prestige. Though lJ.ardly weal thy or accomplishe~ he was 

nonetheless proud of his comfortable home, his sma~l farm 

and his young children. At twenty~three he had emigrat~d :;r 
:> 

to Canada from Switzerland with a~young brid~ and twenty-

five hundred dollars, and he had settled on a neat_ quarter 
-, 

section of. land near Ituna, Saskiitèhewan" That was· in 1904 i 

and ~uring the good years that followed his farm prospéred .. n. 
and his jlIDi"ly grew. By 1920, he was "a free, ,respectable 

ifilember of the commun! ty", wi th nine children and a' sizeable 
. 

mortgage. The land had been generous to Harry Sch~ari and 

the banks had been accomodating.' He was the archetypa of 

petty bourgeois value~ and.like McCourt's Ji~ Armstrong, he 

believed a small farm -t~ b~ "more,than enough fo~ one ~an 

to look after properly.,,1 Harry kept his ho~~ings compact 
!I and manageable but he spent much of what he earned on edu-

-
f 
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prove apc:~ry~~a_. 

àescendeci 

just like 19:9; yell:ng, ~cra~t::~g :r&~er5 ~:a~oring ~ver 

the floer of tne ~ra:n Exc~ange. ~::~ :~€ reoFen:ng :f ~~€ 

Winnipeg ~arkeJ in t~~ st.mller of ,..., ~ ~ r 
- - - ...... 1...- • 

futures was sent splral:~ng upwarè; $2.~2t a custe: :~ eàr:~ 

Augùst, $2.45 7JS by rnont,-'s ene anç S2.82~ by Œld-3ep:ellDer. 

Restrained,for half a decade, the market realed unQer tne ,., 
pressure of the trading and then broKe. LiKe a wave of 

gleoID, buying began ta slow and wheat priees began to top­

pIe downwar.ds. By August 1921, the va"l ue of whé~ t "h ad drop­

ped to $1.76 7/8 a bu~hel and a further precipitous decline 

followed, bringing No. 1 Northern to a low of $1.11 1/8 a 

bushel in December. 3 Suddenly, gilt-edged mortgage certif- ~ 

ieates were transformed fr.om harbingells of prosperi ty into 

i:rri tating. reminders of ov~rponfidence. Grimly, the f~rmer s 

wttehed Bverything they had bought doubling in p~~ce b~cause 

their income was being halve~. ,The shiny·rrew car, the trac-

tor, the new coat of peint in the parlour; aIl those fixed 
',-' 

chatges were now only ,horrible mômen~os of an age of ruthless 
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-y-I''::;'T'"'''-''-............. _ ...... c:.. ...... 

...... ç:::. .. r,.. ~--"'~~r .... __ .... r;. .- ... -."' ..... 

:é'.::-:E C: E2CnC;;;:C ,oepress:::;r: werE- agg:-ava:e6 by prc:::'or.gsd 

Lowe:-ryieldE and d:-c~gnt ccndi-
o 

~ions meant that the o~ly successful farmerS were ttose w~c 

could work the land in large sections and thereby gro~ 
~ 

enough' to survi ve while simul taneous~ benefit~ing from 

economies of scale. Smaller farmers who could not grow a 

crop large enough to llve upon, let alone pay their debts, 

were faced with the grim alternative of starvatioD or escape • 
• 

In the Palliser' s Triangle area., sOl.j.th of the Be,nton-Davidson 
; 

line, -sixt y-fi ve hU!ldred farms or thir ty- sèven percent of 

the total number, were abandoned in the years from 1920 ta 
J 

1925. Of these' vacated farms weIl over half were a qu~rterl 

section in size and only five percent were larger than foûr 

hundred ,attd ~ighty acres. 4 By 192.6, the average-sized farrn 

"~ : 
r' '-.: 
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E .. !"'Vive ,e. âecr ea-::; eà wheat pri ce :-:::r' a ~ on si derab: e peri oç 

... " ..... n :)wever. .Incug!1 a small farm :"n th'e Park Be:J.:' 

might have been a satisfactory unit of proàuction. reàueeâ 

grain priees meant lower profits ano if the farm operation 

happened to be in debt, the farmer'e situation might weIl 

be desperate.? 
, 

Furthermore-, b,etween 1920 a,nd 1926 an om-

, . 

inous trend was beginning to display itself" which lforeshad­

owed the eveptual demise of marginal wheat production. tb 
N. H: Sch warz' s: <:;lwn region' of' Sa6k~atchewan, th e . areS: between 

" . . the K"el vington- Ituna < meridian and 'the Man,i toba bo~der, th'e 
t 

a~rarianc~mmunity w~s gradually changing. During the de-

pression ,of the early twentie~ the number o~, farmers was 
. • y 

ste~dily de~~easing anc1 the ~aj'Ori ~y of far~'s ~bandoh.ed 
w~re under one hun,dred and six~,y acres ;in size. S"Ïmultan-

. 
eously, a polar.i.zation was taking place. wi th an ,increase 
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..z..erf: E-X~a.r.:.:.~g "::-~t::":- Dpere.!::n~, =y :-e::---::!îg ';!"".~-:.-:!~p:~C a:-eas 

, 
espec!a::y Jor ~~e ~ess prosperous 

, , 
!'arn;ers. tr.es€:' '!:Îust !laVe o~.en. in.e.us.'p::. ç:'cus :ie.\'~:' :.çpi.:!'::'s.. 

o 

:onfused, en~ag~d and appre;~nslv~. tn~ ~armeis :f ~&~:.e;n 

ç an~da~er~ begirin;~g tè. se~: ·tt.at '·t~~ i {r~a: 6~: t~ ~ ~n:çiepen- . 
.. 

, " 

dent yeom~ was as t:qmsient as .; .;.. · ..... as eph.emeral. • -J,." 

.. , 

~ 

II .., 

~. 

'" 
.' 

. " GrimlYJ Norbe~t Henri Schwarz looked upon his life 
" 

which had tu~n.ed sudd'enly to ruin. Cl early, hi 5 w'oes 'Were 

a 'P:rOdU~:o.Of t:~ble c'ircumstp,nce; yesterday he, had'·bee'n,' 

'pr'osperou.s ~ 1 hapPY'~h~ the envy of' his f~i~ndS~' tod~y, h~ ~as 
li" , l 1 

. poverty' s unwilli',ng be'd.~~llbw _, The" ~ang~plow was the fir.'st 

to go, and then the tracib{,,' ~~'t"t~e debt, pay~enf~ 'èontinu~d~.9 
, ", 

~here ,had ta :Oe. somet:q.ing ~in '''~,t, he· reasaned; 'something .. ~ 

. deeper· than the i'~'exor~ble WOl'ki:~~a of k.n inhu~an. mark~t . 
. . 

stru,~tur e .• 
. . 

SI~)Vly, ID éthodically. 'he' struggl'ed· wi't,h hi,s 

l' 

, , .... '., 
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. ' 
',~'r'?::h,lce, -:;:--,o:J:r 'rIC:"r.. t~e, J?;tS of 1.ife Ioih~.cn a:::' IoiOrl:ers,.are 

:Jnde:- preseri~ ~o~ditions, the farme1,"s · ... ere being 

.' 

they ,.,.ere be:ng sn:'p,p.e·d ::>f1' t..he l.and witt scissprs Qf ~ep~es-

sion and çverproa:uètior:. "We are expecteà. n museà SChwarz 

grimly, "to io{o;k for, our: future destruct'ion;" Su\ch w~~ 

thé .in evi table con 5 equence ,of a sy s:t'em ,of comp'eti tion ,anà 
\ ' 

profit; a system created by st~angers and preseryed by 'pol-
---.. 

iticians who insiduously corrupted all that they touched. 

The gov~r.nmen:~., he concluded. had had the power to prevent 
a 

the cpllapse of ~rices, but it had not done 50. Clearly,., 

i t had ignored the people' s ~~eds beca.use 'i t. was~"ëp:r:e's:nta.­
tive ~*ly of the vested interest,s, which exercised their 

. ', 10 
authori ty through, 11 a few'" contr olled old men." Since th e , ~ 

.. 

farmers' organizations had Qeen unwilling'·t'o' compel t.he pl~to-,. 

èrats to -listen to .the people, t!ley too must be in le'"ague 

with the forces of oppression. '"The Gr~in G~owers were not 

run b~ the (arkers", they couldn't be; they were tools of 
, r- 1 _ 

the "politiciens ..... who ,do\not se.em to realize the needs' 

of the 'farmers, no~ ,their ac~ual ditficult 
, --
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;'s-::.e ~g!':'cu:t'.1!'a::' 1epression g!'ount:i.<:.nt~ i:s secor.i 

ye~t •. N.H. Scn~arz iec:1~~ ~na: !: was :1=e :~ stop 
-

a.:.::-s:ar: a~~!.ng. t~:or~g ".::~r; :-.is :"'::-:!.er.d.. ~·~e 7r:.c::pscr. t ~e 

, 1 

d:'s:;:;:'et:.ade :!..r.:.ç a, v::a~:':e ::!ser:.". . , :r. 

'barrasseà, ~en sat ::!'Jiet:: anâ l,is:ened te Sch .... arz ~el: then: 

that i't .... as ti:::e to "unite. to Iprotec't the!:lse~ves." ln"his , . . ~ 

,slo!"., mean,::ng!'ul .• aYt he explained that th' i'armers had De-

come slaves of an Jnsympathetic plutocracy which wan'ted only 
, i 

to ,drive thelD-frolD their land~ The SGGA~ to which !tost of 

them apath,eticallY',belonged. jhad forgotten about, ~h~m~ a.rtd 

~ecause of its "lethargic, practically dead«"behavior, ~t~e 
',' 

1 

government was in no need of,.worry." In order to" r.egain 

,control over thair lives, he charg7d, the fàrmers must "ob-

t~in a complete cpntrol over t~eir produce," d that meant 
, 

"- ,growing and ll}arketi;ng the wheat "fol;' themse ves", and not 

for otherS.'\~'ince the~ 

élite to ,~ead them, the 

could ~ot ~epend pon the tr adfti'ol1 al"', 

poor farmers mu t organjze a new move-

ment of their own. Th'eae wE?~e hot wo ds on a cold night. 

'b~t :the~ 'stirred' angry hear~s and by the end of the evening 

the Farmers'- Union 'of Canada, (FUC) had been created. 12 

'l'he new mo-ve,ment ~pres:b rap' dly into the. countryside 

around Ituna'and by t4e beginn'hg of Februaryf the Union 

l!a~ six locals èven~Y\diSPVd ~n the a~ea b.tween Goo~e~~ 

'-. 

"~, . \ , 

\ , 

- , 
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and Kellih·er. 13 Or iginallj·. the Fa.:-cers' 
/' 

ganization of faE .. ures. l'ts r:::et:.bers .e!"e poor ::er.;', !"ar::er~ 

:rash of 192~-2~. :hey ::!gt~ ,nce ~Bye been :i~e ~.E. Sc~warz; 

. 
independer.t and :o::.fortac:y ;Jealt:':,.. eut r.o. ~r.ey .ere only 

penur!ous ~isf!ts. For ::any ~f their oore prospero~s neigh-

bours. t~~se zen _ere undeservir.g. Eeing st:.a:: farcers 
• Ii'. 

'who· had net expanded cOCipeti ti vely ti: ey were populaIja.y con­

sidered the "peasantry" of, th~ Canadian countryside. In 

Western ~griculture. --lLthe hest class of people" had àl'Ways 

been "people 'With means and ability to carry on farming oper­

ations on a considerable scale."'4 The farmer~who j,oined 
-.. 

the FUC 'Were hy no means "the best class of peop"le lt
; they 

~were thê non-compettive immigrants who had been deluded hy 
\ \ 

the belief that a quarter-section hbmestead .as a p6sse~sion 
. 

of substance. Generally, they were not even British or Am-
ericaris\, but Irish, Germans, IFrenchmen or Eastern EuropeSfls; 

gNJUpS who, from the beginning, had been settled on "second 

class land ••• which the homesteaders from the United States 

or Eastern Canada passed by.,,1 5 C,.A. Dunning, the' P~emier 

of Saskatchewan, called them the "dead-beat radicals", or 

more accurately, "the impecunious tl and he believed them to 
\ 

be men "who are so loaded wi th debt that they d~ 'not ever 

expect to get out of debt.,,16 

On March 24, 1922 a Con~titution was drafted and pre~ 

\sented before a smal~ knot of farmers who had assempled in 

Ituna for the Farmers' Union's firet District Meeting. 17 
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A peculiar document, apparently wri~ten by_Schwarz him~ 

self f the G onst:':tuti on was a clear refl eeti o~ of the"Union l';: 
~. 

was a s!cp:e ~ase of a trac~ created br ~he graft!~g of de-

rived notions :'ro~ the :)uts:'de anto the vague Itental'ités' 
~ ~ 

of an ind.igenous group • ..., Jstensibly. the prea:::lb1e ta the 

docucent was an indistinguisnabie facsi~i:e cf ~he ir.tro-
.. ,"'" 

'uction to the constitution of the Jne Big Union (OEU), and 

it w characterize'd by' the same pseudosynd:i:calist ind'olstrial 
\ 

According to the Charte,rs, of both the JEU and the. 
( "1 __ 

vi,sion. 

FUC. modern so iety was'c'omposed of 'buyeJsl and 'sellers' 
1 • 

, i 
and between th ese wo clas se s cf C ont1.n uOfs strUgile ta.k es 

. place ••• a struggle of t büyer to buy Eys cheaply as possible 
-

••• and of the seller ,ta se for as much as possible." 
o 

Simple' enough, especially w,hen th Unions made th e obvious 
\ 
intellectual leap from 'buyer~t to 'sellers' to 'master l and 

, 
'worker'. "The buyer," r.un·~ the preamble, "are always mas-

ters' ' .. ,,' the sellers always workers." At this point~ howev~r, 
\ 

'1 

the \dopted ideology was abandoned, for inst~ad o,f 

the next logical' step and arguin g, as th e .~:" 'B.1"d, 

makillg t;. 

that ~"e \ 
struggle would eventually climax in a revolution, "when 

,., 
produc,tion feJ;. profi ~ shall be replaced by production for\ a 

use," the farmers inj ected into the equation their own ideas 
.\ , 

," of an ideal' society. The object .of or~nization, according ,.. ,:, 

. ' , 

to the Farmers' Union,' was not socialism, but rather the 
, , 

assurance of a 'j ust pr'icè' wi thin a competitive hieralf"chy • 

The producers were to' be "enabled to fix their o'wn price 

\ 
\ 

\ 

0, " 
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\ 

\ 

above the cds~ cf prG~u~tion, a_priee reasonable towards 

producer and con~Ulr.er. ,,20 ' Par8.àoxi,callj·~ the. i:i10:;: of ::-e 

, ... •• 1 • "...Ty,.... . .... ... _.:" vo ... " wnlch tne :...,.IJ üequea",hed ~~ agrar~an 
,-, 

dissent .. as n:)+ 
. , 

rev~lutionary ~6ctali~m, but rather ~ilitant conservati 
',., . 

'!'he goal .as n~t t.o :adva~~e change b:lt to prevent i t; Il 
\ 

\ 
\ preven t 'tl: e farr.in't; p<?pulation fr om falling in ~o decaà 
\ -
\and slavery ••• to flrotect our :r.emb'ers ••• and te 

, / - 2~ 
h''Omes to their rightful owners." . 

\ 

~ \\ Shortly aft'~r presenting the Constitution to ·the 

-Schwarz received an invitation to discuss a possible' 

mation from a Kelvington group which called itself 

dust;ial, Farmers' .. Un!on". ~~. The IFU was a' 'secret 
'..' ..n.., ;., l " 

huod f of ~or farmers that ~ad ~een e~eatl?d. in Septem~ - -of 

1921, as a reaction again~t the quiesce~t a~titude of t e 

Saskat,ch ewan Grain Grqwers' Association. 23 Shrouding 
" 

in the ri turils of a .:folklorie past t th,e, IFU \appealed to 
• \ 'f 

farmers' sense of alienation and disloication. A 'closed, 
\ 

~oor' organization, the Industrial Farmers' Union perform 

'secr-et'work' amidst a fraternity of 'Brothers' who were 

1 -

'~ach sworn to a vow of silence. Mee~ings opened with a run c 

celebration in which the 'Outer' and 'inner' guards were 

posted and a password was given, follovfed by "The Grip, the 

l 
~Q!; Test Word and Its Answer. The Working Sign, The President's 

Answering Signe Warning Words.,,24 On July 1, Schwarz went 
, 
\ 

to Kelvington with instructions from President Thompson ta 

negotiate an amalgamation wi th the new' organization. The 
t 0 

secret ceremonies immediately,appealed to his conspiratorial 
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11 i . "'~--;~ o. rovineialism and he "was especia 'J mpr e:;: ca;! a " o 'l' ,,,,,-ne sp.lr::..-;.: 
'i'~..., . -\ 

2J:: ''-l,f 
of 3rotherhood shoilTl by the me:::bers."'; !n late Jul .... 19~2 .. . 
a j 9int convention was he~d in 3.askatoqn and a. !'crca: union 

W~$ effee~ed; Schwar~ was elec~ed Secretary ~f the organiza-

tion ~d :'oui s ?hillip MeN alt~e, th e l ead er of th e IF;]; was ' 

chosen President. 7he name and Const:,,:uti,on cf the Farmers' , , 

Union of Canada was endorsed, ~U~ the de:ega~es voted to 
J \ ~ '26 

,ado~f the ritual and secrecy of the Kelvington group. G~ad-

Uall(, SChw~rz~.came ta re~lize that poor farmers all,aeross 

the (prOVince, were feeling the same sense of frustration and 

anxi\ety which had ~ni tially spurred him into acti~n and "more 
\ , ' 

than "ev l' before" he came to underptano. "that the Farmers' 

Union 0 Canada had not been starte~ by a single individual 

but ha4 been started by the irresistible force of existing 

circumhance. ,,27 

Among the amber fields, of wheat, a popular culture was 

thrashing out wildly against the inexorable machinations of 
\ 

progresse Change wa.s driving the poor from their homes and 

the! people were militant in their demand for contitlued se­

curity~ "We want absolute protect,ion," roared Louis McNamee, 

"we want the absolute protection of saving the peop1e from 

paying on a hopeless burden of debt a bill of interest wh'ich 

28 y~u-·c8.h never pay." The movement lurched forward. In 

February, 1923, the FUC had three hundred and sixt y-six mem­

bers and. by the end of the year, that number had doubled. 29 

"Neither the poor farmers nor their Un~on quite knew what to 
. ' 

. do ta restore agrarian security, but for both ~he first in-
., 

" . \ 
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s't in ct ... ~as the strongest - res:st.ance. \lie can fl'àefeat the 
~ ... ' g, • l .. 

schel:le of the credi-tors." challteà H.cNamee. "by a: 'unanl.I!IOUS 

jec~ar~tion of "Hands :ff".~ 
, ' c 

o! 

• Jn a ~ocal :eve:, this meant 

the organiz~tio~ ,of penny auctior.s~ t~e interdiction of ~he 

sale ot d~Dto~s' propér~y by the prevention ,of bids rrom 
, .. , ' 

, , , 

going above a fract ion of an i ten:' S 'oIorth •. Joods ,sold under 

thesi conditions 'oI~uld ~hen be re~urned t~ ~ne deb~ot b~ the 
~ . " 

purchaser. and his further impover~shmen~ would thus be' 

averted. 30 As one Union member recalled, -'1'oIhen \Ile came in 

ta the auction ~e ~ere t.old we couldn't bid more than a 

dollar I,'>r two do1lars ~'n anything and we ~ore a bow ••• if you 

diin't wear a binder t~i~e bow, you didn't get into the sale. 1131 
, .. 

On the Provincial.level, the FUC carried out an active cam­

pai for the'declara~ion of a moratorium on ~ebt. For the 

Union, a ratorium impli ed a restoration of a j ust re~a-

tionship between ,and credi tore It' ,l'means that people 

c~~t be forced to pa their deb~s but that it is left to 

themselves to decide how to pa them to the best of their 

ability.n32 Violently, angrily, of Saskat-

che~an were fumbling about for'a weapon 

struggle with the forces of rural change,' and in 
1 ' •• _ 

they began to search the field for a Messiah'to lead them 

in the Crusade. 

In Many ways, Aaron Sapiro was an unlikely'man ta A1ead(, 

,tàe poor farmers' revoIt against debt and depression. 

tough Jewish~~wyer from Chicago with an aquiline face and 
, \ 

a polished st~le, Sapiro bad spent most of his adult ~ife o~ 

\ , \ 
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~he Pacifie Coast, working as'an attorney for the prosperous 

Fruit Growers' ~ssociation'in California. Somehow, during 

th e war y ea.rs, Sa.pi!" 0 nad become inter est ed in ID ar .Keting eco-

OIDtCS, and he had a'ssumed a slgnifican~ ro:'e in formulatin-g 

the ~ontraets for 'the Sun ~aid Raisi:p. ::ooperative and the 

:a:ifornia Fruit 3rowers' "x"'han~e 33 ~ .~ 5· A nigh-priced salesman 

of :: oop er at.l ve ent erpri se anè tr. e iron- c la::l contract, 'Sapiro' 

saon became a synonym in America for proàucer-c6ntrolled mar-
. 

kef:1ng as sociation s., In a serie s of whir lwind tour s, he 

s~um~ed the Midwestern and Coasy states, proclaiming his 

gos~el of Cooperation,' and for a time, he even became the 

trump'card ~n the Americap Farm Bureau Federation's perennial 
\ , 

\ .' 34 power s't,fuggle wi th the National Farmers' Union. In 1923 . 
the B.C~ Dairymen' 5 Associ~tio? invited the pugn~cious 

attorney north to discuss the pO~5ibility of organizing a 

dairy pool, and when the ~-ditor of the Calgary Herald heard 
, 1 

the news, he asked' Sapiro ta come ta Alberta and revé'al the .. 
benefits of Coperative Marketing in Wheat. 35 Staun;hly op. 

. . 
posed:to H.W. Wood, toe Herald clearly. wanted ta USé the 

messianic lawyer ~s a play ta dis~redit the UFA in its oppo· 

sition ta a Cooperative ,Marketing idea. Unquestionably, the 

~cheme was a"good one, for it worked perfectly. Wood attacked 

,the Pool, Sapiro attacked Wood, and the farmers bel'iev,ed , , 

the aggressive~ y~ung attorney.36 Membership in the UFA be-
l, " 1 

a precipitous decline, aI,ld even the J.oya~ Secretary of 
"' , 

the ~?flecte,d f'làom~ly that "th? ',disaffection" 

was larg'ely e.. consequence of Il't~e way th e C entrai Office 
, .... 

-,\... " 

, 
J 
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~'7 
mishandled Sap:':-o. ,,- , 

Apparently, ',\illiam Thrasher was th~ first 'rnem(èr of the 

~~:' s Executlve to propose bringing Sapiro to'Saskatchewan.
38 

For sorne time. "the air" had been "thick with rumors in re­
f 

gard to ',lheat Pools" but no one in the Farmers' Union had 

until ther. gnen lt serious consideration. 39 The Pool 

was consiiered,to be the brainchilà of Crear and his Pro-

gressives anô its obscure and ineffectual character held 

little appeal to poor farmers in need of Immediate assistance. 

If anything, they wanted a reestablishment of the Wheat Board, 

for at least in government marketin,g they were guaranteed 

a stable priee which experience had shown them would be above 

cost of production. However, in the wake of the failure of 
<>(, 

~estern leaders to agr~ upon' the Wheat Board strategy in 

the summer of 1922, the farmers were prepared to investigate 

other possibilities. Tbe Sapiro plan, with its five-year 

contraet proviso, compared favourably with thebWheat Board, 

for }f enough farmers signed the Pool contract, the futures' 

market of the Grain Exehange could be cireumvented completely 

Furthermore, by inviting the prestigious Sapi~o to Saskat­

ah,~wan, the Farmers 1 Union assumed an importance and esteem "', ' 
whieh transeended its seven hU11dred members. In every sen,-s9;1 . 
it seemed a promising'idea, and Mc~amee and the rest of'the' 

, 
Exeeuti ve grew as exe'i ted about i t lis " ten year old kids wi th 

à new toYo,,40 At the, 1923, Conv.-ention, President MeNamee waved 

" the ,formali ties, announced that S~piro would save them fr om on,ar-

ous debt, and passed his hat around the 'audien'c'e to rai'Se 
, / 
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- money '''for a telegram~e had listened to long-winded 

talks before wi thout mueh profit," McNamee explained, and 
'<1 

now the farmers "had more important things .to do. n41 

III 
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In' Saskatch ewan, CharI es Avery Dunnin~. was a poli tical 

prodigy. Broad, moralis~ic, ambitious; he wàS in eve~y t 

; 

respect a solid, decent fellow. A liberal reformercut 'from 

the appropriate pattern, his background was. suitably working­

class, his clothes were of the finest broadcloth, his hair 
c 

was immaculate and even his enemies- calleo. him Charlie. He 

had emigrated to Canada from Leicestershire at the tender 
, 

age .of seventeen and he prided himself on the w8alth 'he had 
• . ) 

aequired by h~s own éfforts. A true liberal in hts outlook, 

'Dunning used .his own exceptional career'- as an explanation of 

his antipathy for paternalism. "My'-own pioneer experiences 
: -

" in the North West Territories and in this Province," he re-.-
,çalled, "e.onvinced m~ that neighbourly coop-eration i:;; a . 

greater factor in.' enabling I,n ewcomer-s t·o get a start than 

any GoveTol}m ent assi stane e, financially or ot,~e]';'wis e, could 

be .-" 42 c, Poli tically en ergeti'c an.d unq,ues~{o~ably tal ~ntiD:', 
he had risen quickly through the ran~s,9f the farm movemen~. 

. ::, " 
At, twenty- six, ,he was general manager aï the Saskatchewan 

- , 

,CooperE\.ti ve "El'evator Company; at· th_+rty'- on'9' ne 'was P.rovincia1. 

____ Treaurer and at, ~hirtyJseven, he was Premier., As grand sa-' 

'1 " 

, ' 
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.,.. 
~hem of on'e of Canada' s most sùcce"ssful po1itica1 machines, 

, 
Dunning vanted nothing more than to keep himself and his 

Party in pow€r, ang .;that implled app~as'ing agr~'cu1 ture t s 
\. . 

insurgent temper. The prob1em was a relative1y simple one 

and the only dirricu1 ty 1ay in determlning Just 'what i t was,' , 
, ' -) '. 

that the m8S$ of farlll-ers wanted. To his credit, Dunning , 

tr~ed everything to sati-sfy 'the agrarian malaise .and i t i5 

indicative not on1y of his own ta-lents. but a1o$o of. the , .' 

general confusioti of his ti'mes, that' no on'e exp1.oited t~e 

inconsistencies of his actions. 43 

, 

Since the accession of George Edwards to th&' leadership 

ot the SGGA in F.::bruary, 1922. the Association had been moving 

steadily towards an unqualified endo~semênt of c~mpulso~y 
, ' 

gov~rnment market.ing. 44 This trend mirroreq -dev&lOpmettts in 
--.... 

the other Prairie Provinces. where the calI for a reneval'-

of the Ylhest, Board wasg'radually. overwhelliing th~ patrician 

·Pl"ogr.essi ve! s deman,d fo;" 'a voluntary pGoling agency. In 

orcîer' to di~s~pat~ :th,? gr-o~ing pressure;, the Feâ.eral Liber'ais '" ..» ~ - -- -... 
-' , 

orr'er-ed· to 'establlsh' 8, ~~at Board., if ,1ttg~sl .. tl'on 'vas 
. .... 

, " gx:'an,tE!~ 'conc4,rr-ently by at least. tvo ot the Western Prov-

in~es.,4~ Ironi'cally, none or the 'PrairJ.è' Pre~'i&1's ';"ere 

partieularly entb~siastiç_apout'the idea~ ~anitopa's John . ~ ~ 

, , 

Bracken favoured a voluntary po~~ing system and Herbert 

Gr'een-rield. > the' leader of the UFA Governaent. - bellev-ed that . , . 
J - • " ,. 

po.li ticlans wérè al-r"ë.ady -too .'Uèh involvèd, in .--agriculture, '-, . 
'" , '.. . - .. - ' .. " . -. , - -.. -.. . ~ , , . - ~ ". - . .. .. 

and that as a result.\"the,old ~pirit o~ -tg'et 'in' tbère in-. 
, \ -. . 

sp.ite of set.baclcs' is rapldly d1aappeUing.,.46 Honethaiea.;' 
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despi-te "the'ir personal sentime~ts. none of the \Ve'stern 

premiers, could ea~~ly resist ~he popular pressure for 

83 

the Wheat Boardts restoration. Both Braeken and Greenfield 
1\. ~ .. -

wer,e leaders of farmers' governments and both the UFA and ~ 

the UFM'had recently ,r~iterated their demand for ~vernmental 
o , 47 

control of Wheat ~arketing. Thoug~ Dunning' vas a liberal, 

his position was probably the most difficult, for in èarly 

1922. Musselman and Maharg ha'à led the SGGA into Provincial 

·politics. 48 S~mèh'éw: th.e Liberals had to prov'e that they 

vere more representative of the farmers~ wishes than vere 

the Progr$ssives. and that implied aligning themselves 

vith th e general agrari,an vil1 <! Sinee th e opposition of 

Maharg. Musselman and the-other lead~rs of Saskatchewan 

ProgresSivism té the'Wheat B~ard vas widely 'known ... Dun.ning 
d ., 

probably saw th'e i.-,ssue as ~ mechani.sm by which hé could 

e.xploit the cleavages in"the farmers' ranks. In the mid­

sUlDmer of 1922, th e Alberta and Saskatchevan Governments . ,'; . 
p,uSh,ed 'throl1gh th~ n-eeessary enabling "legi'slation "and' _' 

" , 

p:r;-Ollptl:y set about searching' the fi~d for qUal.i,fied indiv­

iduals :to administer the. proposed Wheat Board.,: 

Given the lIIotives undOlôlying the acti-on's of the prin­

cip al charaeters in the Whéat Board extravaganza-' of '1922.' i t 
, 

is har.d~ surpriS_ing, that, the ,whol.e affa1.r .!api-dly as SUlled, 

an""a1r of theatrical shabb1ness. Throughout one -torr1d Aug-
\ ' -

ust week. Dunning and Grée~ield app11~d themselves t~' the 
• .' -' ' l ' ". 

,taak ot inviting the teu ot ,experts"to !limage 'tH .. na.ae~t ' 

'Wheat Board. B.W. Wood was ,·eotl1iact.~. a. vere Stewart and 

.' 

:.,..,;;\ ....... : 
" . . ., - ~ 

'. 
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Riddell, the Chairmen of the prev10us Board. J.R. Murray ... 

ot th~ UGG', T.A. Crear, J.A. Maharg and C. Riee-Jone;.49 

AlI of theJ21 promptly refused- and the Wheat Board pr9.posal 

, vas abandoned. Exeluding St~wart and Riddel.l, who argued 

~that the legislatio~ vas flawed beeause Manitoba had not 

agreed,to endol"S'8 it. none of the men approaehed oould pos-

s1bly ha.ve b~en expected to accept the administrative posts. 

Wo.od had'" been. at best, an unwilling. convert to eontr_olled 

. 'marketing and he ",as eomfortable enough in the President' a 

chair of the tJFA that. he' h.ad even ehosen it over the Pre-mier-
. 

ship of Alberta. All of the eth'er 'experts' contacted vere 

well-known opponents of aocialiied mar~eting and all belonged 
1 , , -

doubt' "to the, or.~lnary .gra.ln ~rade, imd tbere can, be little . ~ . ... ~ . . 
t~a~ tbe,gre~~ mà~ority of me~ ln,~he gra~n trad~ are op-

'POSSd to the, Wh~a~' B~ard idei. "'50, '_. 

" Unq estionab~y. the who.le affair slllacked ,unpleasantly 

. "'. 

of d,ecept on, for. as John ltow'al or' the, Edmonton Bulletin 

"noted. ft 0 ,suppose the Government di4' ~ot bov" 'if the indiv-

. :i~~~~S approa.ched VO~l~- ~S8en't: •. ~ii ~~tf:i~~~t [to, bel~ev:e] -'. " ,-

'Th'ey certa.lnly could ,ha.~e foun,d 'oùt, and it 'w~e,'iheii' bus ... ----- " . . - ~ . 
, ineas'to find o~t before call1ng,the member~ t9gether 'on, 

',a fool' s erx-and_a !,51 Nonet~eless, de~~i te th'e' BupertiÔ-.ie.11ty 

/ 'of the1r efforts, the partiéip,ating Premiers acquirëd rep:" 
, . : " . ' ":', ',---- -" 

uta.t1ous ,for be1ng the true spokesm.tr,of=~the ~arm'er8' ''in .... 
4'" " 

_tw~sts ànd' they ~t,rel1gthèneù thei~ ,e~n:trQl over :thè' agrarian ,: . 
~ .- ~ , . 

vote/ F~r,~Dunn'~g., .the J~hole -r1~~c'o~ was â' p,8.~tiéùlar 'tri~'ph':,~ .', 
~ • R • , I! 

for 1t 'illustrated ,ths 'eaa~ ~1th ,whiçh the 'Provinoi~l P;o';,.':' "4." .. . ~." ~ "- . " . 

. ' ..-/" , ' " .. ,~ :\ , " 
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gressiv~ leadership could be isolated.from. the mass of its 
, . 

S~PPo~ers. Hi~ next action was even more demonstrative 

or his olitical ~illi~n~e, ~for wit~ unrelenting swirtn~ss, 
. \ 

. he clo13 d upon ,the sacrosanct citadel· of patriclan in.s~rgen''Cy., 

f. tselr. ""Spe~_ing in Saskatool1 in December. 1922 Dunning .. 

proposed', that an al:\:P'ernative to the· "[haat Board might be 
• ., A .,. 

the creation of a voluntàry" Wheat P.oo.l, and he pledged ~Jb-. . 
eral Party support and Government funds to" the creaiiion of· 

an intarprovinc1a1 'm~~éting cooperative. 52 ~ 
, ' 

T.hè 1 Dunning Plan 1, as· i t -P'ecame knowrl. was a simple, 

reiteration of the voluntary pool~ng strategy whieh Crear 

and Maharg had bean (advoc'ating ainee 1920. Under thie system, 

th!, export subsidiarie-s of the ,UGg and the Sa~katc~ewan 

Cooperative Elevator Com~any would be amalgamated inta a 

s-1ngle farmer- owned marketing agency •. This joint ent.érpr1se 

would malee initial paym,ents 8J1.d 'issue partt'cipatiori certi.· . , ~ 

fieates Q~ a pooling basis for all.wneat delivered thr~ugh 
• ' 1 

the elevatol-s of the -two pareDt bodies~ . At'ter pay.~ent of· . . . \ 

( 

a ten percent dividend on the capital invested by the Co-, 
- " /-

op and the UGG, and after set~1ng Bei'de a reserve of twenty 
, ( 

percent, surplus réceipts wbuld be issued as participation' 

. '} p~entB to t'armera who market.-ed' through the Pool. No 

.binding or long-term contract woul~, however. be involved 

and farmers would be freé to deliver as much of their wheat 

~o the Pool, for as long as they wanted without penalty;53 

The Dunning prop~sal successfuilY' ~utmanoeuvered the 
. , 

': 

Saskatchewan Progressives •. Ven.erable inS':lrgents like Crerar, 

.. ..;-...) '. 
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Murray ~nd.Rice-~ones immediately offered it their support, 
.......... ~~I\. , .......,... ~ \ < 

but for the leaders of the struggling Progressive 9PPosition 

in Saskatçhewan, an open endor~ementU of the Liberal Premier 

woul'd have 'Deen p01itical suicide. Consequently, an unlikely 

spectacle revealed itself. with Maharg, Musselman and Langley 

aligning th'emselves agàinst a pooling proposa! which· ~hey 

t}{~;sel:.v.'es had' ~dvocated b~arely-,ol?-'e year ,berore~ 54 , Tbis . . ~ " 

,.Progressive confusion: over a marketing' ~tra'tEpgy only se~ved 
'> 

tp underscore the divisions wh~cn wracÏted the. Saskatchewan 

fermera' ~ovement. M~~~~lman and -Maharg had r~eently been 

driven out of the SGGA./and their power base was being ,eroded 

by'the pressure of, the mid .. sized farm revolt and the 'machin-
,;.. 

. -
'âtiona or' the' Liberal Premièr. Frustra.ted and vengeful, the 

Middle strata farmers severed their !'i~àl connection vith·the 

old patrician leadership andrrenounced tne insurgent cause. . -

Membership in the SGGA declined rapidly and desperately, the 

new leaders struggled to provide the Association with a 

revised sense of purpose~ Dunning had successfully brok~n , 

the back of the Progressive revoIt, but in so doing, he had 

destroyed the cr~dibility of agrarian insurgency at a time 

-'-vhen the Saskatchewan farmera' movament vas in the throes 

of an ~gonizing reorientation. By aystematically neutralizing 

-both the middle-sized producers' demand for a Wheat Board 

and the patrician plan for voluntary pooling, the LiberaIs 

had fractured the cement of agrarien progressivism. The 

reform movement WaS now adrift and an immovable wedge wàs 
, 

driven between the old élite and the1r insurgent supporter~. 

.' 
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At the SGGA Annùal Convention of 1923, the new 

-\ 
\ 
\ ' 

Sec etary, 
: 

A~J. McPhail, lamented the presence ~f lia more or 

wide-spread feeling that the Association had been , , 

87 

ft.o~ an inabili ty to interpret to i tself 9r to i t;s, embers 

a reason :t'or its exsistence. ,,55 

, h. 

IV 

. , 

V~rility returne~to progressivism in Saskatche an only 
t : 

by dé'fault.- It happened in the brilliant August haz 

wnen Aaron Sapiro blistered a swathe of energy 

cènadian Prairies. It began first in Alberta: 

gestures, the fervid eyes, the short vibrant body 

forward towards the crowd, the cascading baritone 

the skilled ora,tor. Day al' ter day, he stumped the Prov 

and word "spread like 'wild-fire that this man Sapiro had 

brought ••• t:he contract pool." He became the 'redeemer, t e 

pavior of the wheat economy and "the name Sapiro had 

sacred to the people of the land." 56 In the wake of the 

failure of the Dunning-Greenfield wheat board proposaI, the 

middle-s1zed producers joined w~h the militant ~eadership 

in proclaiming the contract pool a solution to their econ-
~ 

omie woes. Unlik e the vofuntary pool, Sapiro 1 s plan bound 

the farmers to a five-year comprehensive contract, and lt 

tnu8 offered a mechanism whereby the open market could be 

circumvented by cooperative methods. \ "There la not a thing 
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th~t the Grain Exchange CM do which the pool clfnnot do," 

stormed C .H. Harris; the teader of the Alberta section of ~hel 
Farmer s'Union of Canada, \ "wi t]1 this: difference, the pool 

will be working in the in~erests of the producers, while the 

Grain Exchange has been wo~king in the interests of the grain 
\ 

57 1 

dealer and speculator." 'I 

1 

In Alberta, the drive for a contract pool threatened ta 

create a realignment in the economic composition of agrarian 
-

dissent. Frustrated with the incapacity of political in sur-

gency to guarantee them a competitive advantage, the moder­

atley prosperous farmers had begun to drift away from the 

Progressive élite. 58 Between 1922 and 1923 membership in 

i;.he UFA had de'clined by almost twenty thousand, and the num­

ber of accredited delegates to the Annual Convention had 

decreased by ovel' fifty percent. The farm ers whO remained 

in the movement wel'e becoming increasingly militant, and at 

the 1923.Convention, the delegates ignored the opposition of 

the Executive and passed a resolution endorsing the Contract 

Pool. 59 Membership in the Alberta section of the Farmer s 1 

Union of Canada began to iner easa and optimistically, the 

Unions' leadership debated the possibility of absorbing 

the UFA. 60 Never oblivious to a threat, Wood sensed the 

danger'and in the wake of Sapiro's visit, he swung the Ex­

ecutive of the Uni ted- Farmerst in behind the contract pool. 

By moving swiftly, Wood hoped to bolster membership in the 

organizati on, J, while simul taneously overpowering __ the threat 

from below. 61 Al though the harvest was almos't upon 'them, 

\ 
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the of the UFA initiated an intensive and enthU-

siastic ,campaign to secure contrac.ts covering at least one 
\ 

half of the wheat crop acreage. Unwilling, however, to fully 

endorse ~pe concept of a binding contr~ct, Wood offered 

participants the option of withdrawing from the Pool if the 
62 acreage objectives were not realized by a ~tipulated date •. 

Remarkably, H ellry l'li se Wood found hims~lf the Pr esident of 

a five-year contract \~heat Pool which barely six monthe be­

fore, he had derided as being both inadequate and revolu­

tionary.63 As the Edmonton Bulletin shrewdly noted, the old 

Progressives had supported the idea "not because the 'priee 

of wheat i6 low, or because the Pool would mak~ it higher, 
,,," 

but because the ~eaders of the TIFA organization decided 

that the time had arrived to reassert their eontrol.,,64 

In prineiple, the advan~~~e of pooling was that it pro-
1 

vided' the producers wl th influence over the _market priee _, 

of their commodit~. According to the Sapiro model, a pool 

could dominate a market if it could be guaranteed a sixt Y 

'percent share of the total supply of a particular produc~. 

The basic obj ective was to eliminate prfce spreads and t'o' 

equalize returns so that each produeer received the average 

" 65 unit value for his goods. Clearly, large farmers who 

vere able to capitalize upon priee fluctuations would be'no 

more attracted to contract pooling than they would be to a 

vheat boar4, and even among the mase of producers there vas 

. no si,ngle concept of the goals involved. Tc the poor farmers 

, . 

l • 

• 
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, . 

the pool 'offerd 'secu~ity ~nd a return to ~be 'P!osperity of 

the war years. 'l';t was "a 'weapon of ênormou~ power ••• against· 

th,e mortgage, banking, grain and transportation cq,mpani'es. tf 

Small farmers thus saw cooperative market,ing as 8, key 'ti:o 

their~urvival, a cure to their economic ills' and a force of. 

equality and stability in 
, " '. 66 
an.ever'chang~ng,world. Theae 

impulses were not, however, sha~ed Q~;t~~ more prosperous 
. , 

producers. Rather tban perceiving the Pool as.S: univ;ersal 

p~lliative, the middle-sized'farmers beli~ved it to be a'means 

of equalizing transaction margins. of in"cr~a-sing ~rofi ts' 

and of assur1ng "safe and sane conditi~ns." For the proè-
, ~ _-- 'l' • 

..----~-----.--

pe~ou8 farmer. the P-()ol--prom;s~d "to ~u11d Gln the Prairie 
" 

" /&' 11e';' ,ar1stocracy of ~chievement." to mak'e produce"rs into 
\, . ., .. " " 

monopoliste anct to "turn the t~aZl Behl,~p." ~he pioy into the 
, 67 ' 

tIIightiest merchant in the Dominion." -

D,ue to the polarized nature of fan p~est '~n Sàskàt .. 

,chewan, these divergent perceptions ~r.e to 'b~ more pro~ounced 

and disruptive than~they were in Alberta. However, in both 

provinces" they were to exert a lasting influence. Under 

Henry Wise Woo,d ' s unwilling tutelage, the -Al berta Wheat Pool 

was to lean 4~âvily towards conservat1sm and it was to' become 
-

a simple marketing organization rather than a weapon in the 
, ' 

poor farmera' struggle against debt and depression. This was 

not pa~ticularly Burprising. for the UFA had successfully 

coopted the pooling movement and had thereby prevented ~~e 
\ 

organi'zation from falling into the hands of a more radïcal 

element. In Saskatchewan, the situation was more complicated, 

'.' 
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,for 'the entire' pool' idea owed i t's origin to the militant 
, ' . 

leaderehi~ ot the poorest '~trata of t~e society. . ' Here 'too, 

was'th~'Wheat Pool.to betray the desires of the debt-rfdden 
h • ,~ '" 

farmers. but in Saskatchewan' fi turbulent atmosphère. the' task 

of r~o~ienting the organization was to be a' costly and ap­

probrious endeavor. 
\, 

"\~e in the Association are in a rather delicate position. Il 
i """ .. ~ ~ 

mus-ed. Alexander McPhail,i the Secretary of the SGGA in t4ay, 

1923. 

their 

" \ 

• 1 

The Association' s 'éupporters had recently "rei terated 
1 , 

deman'd for a Wheat Board Just as strongly as ,they h~d 
j 

in, form~r years,JI but Mç:Phail rea4.ized that there was' little . ' 

chance' fort,~a reinsti 'tution o,f cloSéd marketing. after the 

failur,El of the Dunning-Greenfie+d plan of 1'922. Membel'shi"p 

in "the S~GA was èontin,uing it's do:wnward spiral, and ·id~olog-

1c&1;1.Y. the" mov'ement had loe't not only its self- eeteem', but 
D • 

al~o its raison d'atre. For MçPhail, the Ae8ociation's only 

',' 
1";': - ~ 
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revival lay ·in a bold new direction and he fully un-
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. derstèod the po~enti~i dynamism of a pooling plan. "If our 

A.ssociation ..... /,ere to' come out flat..'footed ••• f,?r the organ .. 

izat10n of a farmers' owned and controlled. coopérative 
, " ..... , l , 

agencyt" he told Violet 'McNaughton, th~ President of the . 

Women t S Section~ ,IIit w~uld b e the greatest boost that our 
t 

Association,could have. If we don't do it in the n~ar future, 
. 68 

the initiative la going t~ c6me from other sources." Cir-

'cu~stances were to prove McPhail's words to be prophetie, 

··',for by the summer' s close, the FUe had emerged from o~scurity !<li" 

to 'st~al the garland of dissent from t~e SGGA, and to launch 
" 

r ~ t ' 

'" ' . . 
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, l, 

Sask'atchewan' s fir"st dl-ive for tlle. Contract Pool. 

When-Aaron S~piro. spoke, people started doing thing~. 
... , -

·H~ had already twirled a web of contractual' obliglltions ',\ ... 
around Alberta, and now he Mas entrancing' Saskatchewan with 

the moral'1.ega1.ism of his invectl~e. 
~'! -\ 

Conspicuously,' Loui s 
, ' 

P. McNamee appep...red ~ith him' everywhere and he seized upon 

every opportuni ty th'e link the futures of the Pool wi th tho se 

of the Farmers' Union of Canada •. Together~ they seemed an 
y. 

unli)t'ely pair; th,e one subtle, oratorical and prec;se. the 
, 

other brash, impolite and·overbearing. In a peculiar w~y, 

however, ~hey eomplimented each other, tor McNamee lent the 
, . 

shrewd l~wyer a~legitimaey which he perhaps would not have 
'- . 

- possessed in the eyes of the Canaç,ian t'armers. When. at one 

meeting, a dissident voiee had called Sapiro a 'Jew', McNamee 
t 

had leapt to his feet and~ t'1llin8 thel ha,ll with "thunder, 
~ ~ / 

. ' 69 ' 
exclaimed, "so was Jesus Christ." '. ·Th.~ Far~rsl Union rode 

the crest of th.e wave and with ev.ery step ~he· Wheat P-aol . 

made, the Union swelled and rumbled; 700 members in July, 

192.3, oV'er 2~ 000 by yea~ r s'end and 10,000 by ,the time of 'the 
" . ,,~. 70 

. 1924 Convention:~> "The farmer s," mused E-.A. ,Partridge" 

the social conscience of agrarian di~sent, "had bitten the 

business' bug_,,71 L t bl b' 1 i t'fi i t amen 8, y, mem ers ~ one, were nsu c e~ , 

for despi te a heroie campaign, the Union failed ta obt'ain . . 
contracte covering more than' one half of the necessary 

, . 
whe~t acreage. The problem for the FUC was more than one 

of tactics, for it vas inextricably linKed to the nature 

of the organization's socio-economic composition. In the 
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Autumn .of "923 the Union vas still 'a movement o:f poo~ :farm,ers 
, " fI' i 

'a.nd in ,the Wheat Pool' s :first unsucces,sful ca.mpaign, ,it, 
l , 

-garni shed i ts gr eateet support in small rarm areaa- like 
j , 72 

Batte:ford, Biggar~ Humboldt, Wynyard and Shellbrook. 

~espite their large nu~bers, small :farmers cultivated a rel­

ativaly small proportion of' th e wh.eat acreage, :f,or in 1926 
- ~ 

:farms under three hundred and twenty acres made up eighty- ,-

one percent of the total: number. but comprised only fo'rty~ , , 
, ' 

one percent of the aggreg-ate acrea:g~. 73 In this, re\spect\, 

the Farmers' 'Union would .have to expand the Ipovement f s basi s " 

of suppor~ if it were to obtain ,the ,bontr~ct Poo,l, and ,thfs 

implied attract1ng the' ~iddlè -a~d larg~ r:ar'meré 'wl}.b ha'd ~e-. 

mained in the SaGA to the és.use of cooperative ma.rketing'. . , . '- . 

Gr:1.~ly" ,McN~ee fac-ed the- ine'vi t'abl.è '~Ii'd contacted 'the leaders 
, ~ ~ ~ ", ~ 

of- the' 'SQGA 'w1th ~ view to h.av~ng them "bring' the :fotc'e o( 

, ,your organization 'be~ind .the 'Wheat P~o~ ,,~~'ement." 74 " 

Paradoxically, :th'& lea!iel"s ot, t'he: 'SGGA had' antlcipated' 
~ , " ~ ~, 

the Union 1 B dilemma and w'ere :already ,m'oving ~o expropria~e, " -_ 
'1 -

con~rol,'~t ,the Wheat, Pool catnpaign trom t~e ~C., In J'ul,Y , 

;. they had e.sta~Ù.sbe'd a 'comm:1ttee 'to -'devise a, voluntary~ non-', 
.' < f , - , 

, , 
':' . . 

, that, policy a~d a~opt~d tne, same prog:rani 8;8 the 'Fa:.;-mers 1 - " 
~ , -~~~:L 

Unio'n,.75 'In m"any ~ays, 'thls ~olte raç~ was somewhat 'belatedt';",~' 
~ ~. 1. . ~\.~ 

t'or '.t~,e Union ha~ already 'gairi~d' 'public: r.~c<?gnition- ~s th'e' ) 
4 ·'f r ~ 

trUe- spolëeman for the c-ontract pool. and large n~b~r~ ~f , 
~ " . . ~ 

ta~mers:were turning tow~rdB it as an 'a_ltern8.t1v~-_to .the i" 

, ,". " 'f", , '. ," , ' ' , , (. ':'" 

Grain 1 Growers 1 :"Assoeiation. ,Rea11~'ing, ,this., -President, Edwards, 
, • ~ .. ~ 1 : \ , _ '." .. # ~ ~ 
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,Secretary ~cPail and Georg~ Robertson approached 'McNamee 
! 'il 1(:,( 

, v.-

and agree.d "to come in witt? the Farmers' Union of Canada 

. and the Sa:piro plan 1." renouncing forever "the thing th~y 
" ." ~ 76 " 

,,',,~ca,lléd'a pool, ,yet had no contract." Ironically, the 
, , v , . -

le~derB of aach organization believed that they could use 
• 

the jqint pool drive as a means of emasculating "tf1e rival, 

group. McPhail told m~mber~ of the.SGGA that he"had only 
\ . . 

agreed "to fight en m~ell. because ~'our backs are to the 

sun." and he ma~è it clear that "our As'sociatiop: will sur­

viye~"77. McNam~e~was far more precise in his intentions. for 

as he stated emphatic,ally" "th-e Provincial farm or.ganiza-

ti9ns 'could ••• find C,omIDon 'gr~-u~d" qnly in an acaeptance of 
'( 

.. 
, 78 

Union tf,the Farmers 1 principles. !' 
t. , 

With the support of both th'e FUe and the SGGA, the or- , , 

gà.p.i-zational c~paign.. of 1~24 was an overwhelmtng' succ~ss. 

'By June, the fifty percent acreage' obj ectivé had been ~xceeded 
, '79' , • 

~d 46.5'09 c6nt:ràc't.~ secu~ed. F,r!,m the ~eginning. 'howeve1, 
,'. t.ension and J.nt~.rnal di-sruption' characte'rized the operations 

of the Saskatchewan Wheat Pool'. Alexander McPhail, who 
"t ' IJ ' , , 

, .. ~~c~e President of the Pool. cons1·d':ered Louis C. Brouillette' 

Dt theFITC to be an unnec~ssary' annoyan~e and he was ~ieased 
\. ~ 

, .' ,tha,t h~ had reen elected" Vice-Pre.~~dent" only because' i t was 
" -r , , , 

.<!) "~, nominal posi-tion and'! was afraid if ~yone ~id de~eat ' 
t ""'/ 

him that they might turn around'and~elect him to the Central 
, 80 

Board and that would have bèen much worse." 'The"~FUC re8-

ponded in kind and McNamee vas ,aven ch,asti.zed by the Union .::r... . 
execut1ve for insinuating that MpPhai~ was not concern.d 
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;'~i th advancing the interests of the farmer. 81 The firet 

major confrontation between the two groups erupted over the 

issue of elevator operations; the Union advoca~ing the es­

tablishment of an independent country points' network. while 
.. < • 

the As~ociation wanting to use the existing machinery of 

82 the Cooperative Elevator Company. Ultimately, a compro-

mi se was aecur ed under'- whi ch th e Pool e stabli shed some 

independent elevators and then purchased the Cooperative 

outright. but no solution had be~n found until the FUC used 

"the sledge hammer" vith the SGGA delegates "in seeing that 

this Pool was kept along the proper course. n 83 

Behind the intense and protracted debates over pooling 

strategies vas a fundamental difference of opinion. For 
--------

McPhail, Robertson and the executives of the SGGA, the Pool 
~ -

was simply a vast marketing cooperative, and as 'such ~~ must 

cultivate friendly relations wit'h the other grain companies • 
• 

\ 

In this sense, _they perceived the function of the organization 
, .-

as being limi t~d to the elimination of "the chances ot spec-

ulation as much as possible" and--:±.hey· believed that "orderly" 
/ ~- b 

trading meant, quite simply, th~ {"even distr~ution of sales 

over the crop year" vhich, it vas argued, 'Would facilitate 

the search "for an average priee or the season." A second 
~ , 

mechanism by which an average wheat value vas de~ermined was 

through a conserva~i ve ad'j ustment of sales to parallel mar­

ket demand. By this method, wheat was sold'when priees were - , 
~ 

rising and w»t~beld during declines, in the interests of ex-
, 

ploiting periods of inflation and suppo~ting temporari~y 
': 

o 
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- 1J 

'< 

'f 

~ " 
_'1 

( , 

.. 

-. 

---.,-- .. - --- ""'It: ...... _ 

• - .# 

96 
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depressed markets. The implication of this method was that' 

the pool -tended to accumulate r~sidual' stohks.. l"ather than ' 

bul'ing futures during market dips wi th the interest of spec­

ulating on long positions. In affect, thi~ appro~ch em-.., ' 

, . . 
phasized a cautious, nen-influential appro~-ch te th~ -grain 

JI... 
·trade where "the pool could not raise priees but could in-, 

troduce varioue economies in marketing and in.crease the 

steady retur~s to the farmer. 1184 . 
In a vital. sense, the attitude of the rue to the Wheat 

Pool was radically different from that of the Association~ 

MeNames had oppô·éed using the elevators of the, Cooperative-. , .. 
because he objeeted to the fact ~hat "many of the heaviest 

, . 
abare holders in the farme;-s' grain companies are,- not fa~er$ 

at all." By uslng the.Coop' s elf}vàtors and paying the fixed . 

charges on grain handling 'to an unrepresen~ative organi.zation" 

nthe.thoùsands of farmers who are too poor finan~ial~y to 

buy sharés" were 'in essence thpsé who supplied '"the toil that ' 
" . 

,,1 P;Y,~ ~he dividends to the few fort~nat'e ones th~t o~ share's.tt aS" " 

" 

For th~ FUC, the Pool was a.means of controlli~g the 'grain 

. ~rade 8.nd ending th'e exploitation of ·"the :t:armer hl' thé man 

who farms the farmer." The Pool was therefore more th an a 

tra<:ling' comp~n.y; i t . was design'ed' "to battle an~ to cqli,quer 

the interloèking finaneial, ~o~mer:eial anel industrial in­

terests." .By' regarding the Wheat'Pooi as no more tha~ à' 

lIIechanism' .tOI' ,n orderly' maIite-ting"; the -executi~es 'or' tps' . , , 

SaGA wèr,e',~~tempting °to, keep the farmer::!!c,ontrolled 'rather 

t'han to hav~ the {'armers contro'l. nEl) Di'str~st - thu's' char:-
-
1 

", 1Jr. 
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acterized any attempt by the Pool ~o adapt rather than to 

right with the open market. and th~ ruc frequently challenged 

MCPhail's corporate attitude/towards grain trading. '''Mc:-
"F". _ 

Pha~l does not vant' to attack the grain c,ompanies. fi mused 

t'he ,~.8.dical press. "and •• ~ th~ eompanies .... don' t' want tci. attack 
, 0, 

- ' 87 
the PQol ••• There la something wrong somewhere." 

Unfortunately~ the giant-slaying mood of the militants 

was'grounded i~ instabili~y. It was a dootrine particularly 

su1ted to the poor and oppressed. but ft had little appeal 
, , 

to those who still 'believed in .economic opportuni ty.. '')\8 

, 
the ~~C expanded. it grew to emb~aee more than the failures 

.:. 

and B;s it did SO, its character and 1:t.s-message began to·,çhange. 

One afternooD. Louis McNamee ,turned to rind that his derisions' 

of capitalism evoked not so muèh applause as chagrin, and 

that the mov~ment now sought to· reinterpret progressivism : 

rather.th~n te reject it.' Tbe ol,.c1 hard-hitting ~e'gmatism, 
_.-) , 

began to fade and refinem'ent .trall'sformed an ldeol
J
ogy of .pro-

, 

t&st lnto a doétrine of reforme Thes~ changes pu shed the 

Farmers' Un~on of Canada back into 'the lI1ainstrèam of pr~-

gref!s:1.vism and made the rule of· the dirt far!l8rs anachron:- ~ .. -
letie. Tragically, the Wheat Pool proved ·to' bé both. the·' ' ;", 

• • • \ ... 1 ~ • • 

militants' greatest triumph and 'their surest misjudgement. ' , 
t) " - • ... 

, " 
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boy, he had eseaped the Gaelie eonviviali,ty of his father' s 

home near San~y' Bay', 'Ont,ario and ha:d hustled th~oug~ school, 

in nearby Lans'downe. 
, 

At, twenty, he waa wandering the' bur-, 

g~oni~g West and ~orking railroads aeross the Ame~ica~ prairie. 
, , 

In Proeto~.,Minne~ota, he'became a membe~'o!,the Brot~erhood 

of /Ra.:ilro"ad Trainmen, a.nd in Minto, North Dakota, he became 

a married man. His vife, K~therine Feenie, bore him five 

sons and five daughtérs and in'recompense, he 1eft his 10-

'comotives ànd settled on a quarter s~tion homestead near 

Kelvington. As leader of the Fue, bull-neeked Lou MèNamee 

• was bluster,ing, taci!less and uneompromising., Where other 
1 : ' ~ 

fa.r,m l~aders' ,sportè~ pin str,ipes and spa t's, he s~tomped the 
~ - .. . 

?~ovince in boots and '9veralls; where,others negotiatéq, 
• • 1 ... 

':tle vas unqongep,ial; -- w:tle~' others, explained, he 'merely asser:lied. ' 
, ,'"" 

nHe"ha~ ... a,laek.or' balance. JJ reDiarked,an affronted A • .T • 

McP~ail~ "1 'h~ve p,ever seen, ~ 'man', •• ai~play -so muph off en'::" 

,eive eg;lsm. n> ~~en hi~ ,rrie~'ds--we-re 'distrefÏsed by ,h,i(f ag.' 

:g~eIUli-Y~n/es~., .~H.' ~SCh~a~z" bëlièved ~im t,à be a~ ~u~o~rat 
• ~ , ...- "\ ~ - - ., t • " .. 

Itwho$~-offending :~~,st'~es _&,t 'm~,è~'ing~. ~lw~ys 'aj.iena~e#i ,so~e. 
, -, - t ~ 

body" s r~eiingrs,~'tl ',In muçh thè'~'S~~~ ',w~y" ,hi~ oid aliy~ .George 
~ , " '- "" 

~ " .. " , \ • l, • 

4Bo~tht frequently urgerl him -to ,"study 'tact 'and diplomacy" 
~ .,'" , - , 

" 

-and not nto"try' t6 'run the'_sho~' single handed,:n Jealbus of 
, ~ -' ~ .. 

his 'author~ty :and 'i~capable of ,t'ak1ng adv~c~ gracefully, 
J " l .' ,,'. ~. : " , .' ., j - • ~, • \ • , 

Mc~amee, alienatè~ ~~e,very peo~le whose support he Most neeqed • 
• ~ • 1 ., - ., 

'~lt~matély, when th~ .Fa::,mer,s' U.nio~.p:lunged itselr'i~to>,dan-, 

g~r,O:us water's', 'Lo~ McNaDiee '';'a,8 ta 'turn 'inst~nctive11 to his, 

cild .'f~'ien~~:, ~dr-=.amaZ~d" ·'W'as;.,,~;· 't~~d h'1~8'Èiif' ~l()ne .. B,8-
.. - .... . , ~ - -.., -, 
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-Like mo.st craf;t l.lnionist·s, ,Lou McNamee had a profound 

mistrust of socialist ideology. An aggressive and 'm~litant 
." ~ 

~ f \. ~ 

'opponent of monopo~y an'cl industl,"ial conc,entration, he nonethe-' 

); léSi; hald an intena~ fai~h in th,e a:bi~i ty .. of democratic 

capitaliam t·o correct i'Pa .worst exceases. Unlike N.R. Schwarz, 
/ 

'he did no~ believ~that capitalism, aa ~ socio-economic 6yS-

tem.J was inherently u'nj ust and he was convinced ~ha t "human 

J, reason and common sense" wouM--be suf·ficient to assure uni-

versaI prosperity" When he urged farmers ,to' organize penny 
Il ' ....... " ~, 

,auctions' and moratori~, he emphasized that he was advocating 

only "passive resistance" ~hd that his aim' \iaa aimply "to 

,~e;r't3uade the Sheriff and Bailiff ~nd the, employer of suc~". 

of .. the \ oaces si ty -t'CL respect the. farmers' right to their 

"homes and farms and the mea~s whereby they .must Ibre. n8'~ 
SO·Ci.aÜ.st, propaganda, according to, Mc.Namee. was merely , 

~damn.fool wprk" and he. saw it as. an injurioUB influence 

upon the Union's cre~d.90 "Opposition to authority," he 
~ -

,told the delegates to the FUCt~ annual co~vention would • 

. "result·.inevitably in disaster for your class." Th~ only 
. '. 

s..ensi~le altern.ative was to have the .-rarmers "organizèd' 

and powerful" and then to .bring their jU8t'd~~ands "before 

th~ legislators ••• ;hO repr~sented us.,,91 ~ 

As the 'FUe expanded in the wake of the. Wheat ,Pool 'cam­

paign,s of 1923 and 1924. the Union' S ~eadership bagan to re­

allze t,hat a much less militant group of far,mers was be-
, 

'ginning to enter the or~anization 'and that there was na' 

danger of affaira of the Union getting a little out ot 
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hand due to the phenominal growth. n92 Drawn largely from 

,the S~GA, these new members were financially more aecure than 

were the pnion'& origin~l adherents and because of this they 

, were les8 interested 'in the' problems of debt and foreclosure; 

" 

-
Gradually. "two schools of thought" bagan to develop;, the 

one favouring the co~tlnuation 'of militant struggle'against 
. 

the banks a~d mortg~ge companies 7 and the other opting for 
" , 

a more respectable" rasponse to the- agricultural depression. 

The question of ,what to do was of vital importance, for 
-, 

th,a leaders reali zed that if the Union were going to become 
" 

a llso1id one hupdred percent organization",' i t would-hav'e 

to develop a policy which appealed to the more sedate e~e-

. m~nts of society:93 I~ attempting to broaden the movement's 

appeal. the leadership would have to demonstrate its moder­

ate credentials, and this implied a renunciation ~f the pop- -

ular bellef that "the mentali ty behind the Farmers 1 Union 

" of Canada was Gommunistic and promised nothing but e-vil.,,94 

As the Bummer of. 1924 slipped into autumn, the leaders of 

the FUC began to search for a scape goat to use in their 

efforts to solidify and strengthen their control over the 

growing moderate segment within the organization. By an 

fnstinct born of a generation when red-bai ting was a national 

pastime, the Executive turned upon the element which it 

believed was the most inimicel to middle-cless sentiments. 

Ignoring former gratitudes and battle-forged loya~ties. 

1 
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• 
McNamee led the leadership i~to a'wild and sp~ctacular cam-

-
", paign against the out spoken left-wing of thé movement. 

In a general sense, revolutio~ari sentiment within the 

FUC was polarizèd ~etween two distinct groups. ~ne comprised 
. ~ , 

primarily of Sàskatoon based free-l~ce radicals, and the 

other, made up of purely iocal talent. The.latter was .con­

centrated in the Sturgis area, where a farm worker nam,ed 

Shannon had introduced his employer, Fred Ganong, to socialfst " 
-propaganda in the pre-was periode Ganong had taken an im-
~ 

"Cl> mediat-e 1nterest in Marxi sm and along wi th hi s hroth er Ottie 

and some of their neighbours, he had organized a aocialis~ 

debating club. When McNamee brought the Farmers' Un.ion to 

Sturgis in the summer of 1923, the tiny group o~ home-grown , 

revolutionaries had taken charge and tor,' the next three years, 
'1 • '( _ ! \ • 

'. ' they formed the ,backbone of the farm movement in the area. 

Ideologically, 'these radicals shared the same socialist 

vision of a conspiratorial..c-apitalist intrigue as did Schwarz. 

Their Marxism w'fls a creed of praxis and they were disting- ,u 

uishable from the mass of farm militants only by the character 

of the invective and the aggressiveness of their tactics. 95 

The Saskatoon-based socialists were a far more ,diverse 
, 

and cosmopolitan collection. Somel like H.M. Bartholomew 

and Ben Lloy~, were professionàl radioals who had passed 

through the organizational inferno o'f the Socialist Party of 
• D 

Canada. A formidable theoretician and inspiring orator, 

Hugh Bartholomew unquestionably dominated the Communist 

movement among the farmers in the ·1920's. An experienced 

--------------....:..- ' 
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he devoloped a comprehens±,ye theory o~ agrarian 
\ 
\ 

di,ssent, whose centra~argument was t'~e proposition that 
\ 

the farmers were merely archaic proletéfians. "The over-

whelming 'mass of farmers," he asserted, t{are completely 
, \ ~-

divorced from the land they till although ~hat divorcement 
\ ' 

~s still concealed from their eyes by ficti2ious land titles." 
\ 

In fact, "they have actually been reduced to tl:e level of 

landless pea~ants and are completely at the mer\y of finance 

,;-,.-' c~pi tale ,,96 Sinee he concei ved of society as operating , 
// 

un~r the strains of a complete~polarity, Bartholomew had 

little faith in cooperative or pooling proposaIs. which he 

charged were subj eet to '\;ohe cupidi ty of the- "banker s', Ihe ' 
.. 

real estate sharks and the manufacturers." As he told McNamee, 

"in my opinion, Sapiro erred When(he stressed the need for 

help from these people ••• they are injsupreme control of ,the 

situation and the farmèr is worse off than ever.,,97 

A second group of socialists were those who, like George 

\ Stirling, had come to Marxism through the Non-Partisan Le~gue. 

.'" \, Like Bartho~omew,~~tirling argued that the farmers did not 

possess real ownership over their land. "Ra.ther it' owned 

them body and soul ••• what the farmer calls profits ••• are 

• dl really wages of superintendence. Il Stirling t s vision was, 

however, 'more "agra.rian" than WB;6 Bartholomew' s, and this lent 

it a certain freshness and relevance. Rat-her than lump aIl 
-, 

farmers together, Stirling proposed that<'there were two rural 

classes: "those who farm the farma and thos~ who farm the 

farmers ••• these 1atter are capi talists. They Own bi{;! tracts 
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of lan'd:'and also éonsiderable machinery."; they. were "the 

gentry".98 T·he 'imm.edi,~te· obj active of the prolétarian 

farmers was to end thei'r explo±tation by b'oth the urban and 
1;/> ,. 

the~rural capitalists, and this they could oniy do by gaining 
. . 

oontrol over the goods which they produced. ' In this sense, 

Stirl~ng had great fait~ in the Wheit P~~l, which he pe~ciev~d 
, -

as a means of simul taneously inereasing the "wages" of the 
,\ , 
1f r eal farmer s", narrowing the rural class polari ty and ex .. 

propriating eont'rol of the means of distt"ibution from -the 

" finance capitalists. 99, 
'li'. ~. ~ 

Finally, ther,e was a lSfge group of pr,oto S oe1al \ Cr ed~ 

i tors wrro,"à'rganized ·them selv-es' int·o the "Economie and Edu~ 
~ ,. ~,tt."~",., 

eative C~mm~ttee of the FUC", under the leadership of Ernie 
, 

Bolton ahd J.W. Robson. These men believed that banking 

was the mainstay'.of the economie system and that by attacking 

the "financial mono,pol~~ the farmers could end the exploi-
. . 

tation of labour by c'àpital. "Bankers contrdl the medium 
" \ 

• "~ ;-t"' \ 

of exchange," asserted A.E. Bolton, "control every commodity 

. on earth ••• the bankers have the greatest monopoly in aIl _ 

history." Similarly, Robson blamed the ills of society on 

the "monetary system ••• which by its refusaI of purchasing 

power, save on terms, arrogates to a few persons seleeted 

by the system the right to disinherit ••• the other indiv-
t ~ 

.; .... ~ 

iduals who compose society." The solution "ror the social-
, 

monetarists wa's nationalized banking and credit which would 
'. 

place the eçonomic system in the hands of the majority of 

electors and thereby "destroy th~ world's greatest enemy of 
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When the hammer 'blows fell, they came in a 'series of 
, 1 

short, vigorous strokes. Methodièal Harry Schwarz wars the 

firpt to suffer the effects of the Executive's assault upon 

the 'socialists. 
.,. 

While in Saskatoon, Schwarz's nàtura~ ~n-

;r v) , _ ~ 0 

... .­
'.;~ _1.' 

èlinations had.propelled·him inexoriably i~to the revolu­

'1----:ltionary or bit and he had developed close -connect~ons with 

. the monet~ry theorist,s, Bolton, N.S. Bergren and Tom Faulton. 

'\ 

o 

As Secretary Qf the- Union, he was a public symbo'l of the or-

ganization's r.adical sympathies and,as founder of the move-

,ment, hi€L.dismissal was an open demonst-ration of the-leader ... , 

ship's new-found committment to moderation. ln December, 

1924, McNamee demanded his resignation. contemptuously re­

fused him an organizer's post and offered him $300 remun-

-" -eration for his services. Tragically, the discharge left 

Schwarz destitute and forced him to dig coal at the Sugar 

Loaf'Mines in Taylortown in order to sùpport his family; 

An acrid and disillusioned radical, he ended his days a 

night clerk in a B.C. hotel; bitterly opposed to McNamee, 

t~e Farmers' Unions and the 4uplicity of public service. 101 

The drsmissal of Schwarz was swiftly followed by a 

concerted œmpaign to denounèe the 'obj ectives of the other 

Saskatoon-based radicals. In August, 1924. McNamee had for­

bidden lo~ges of the FUe from inviting Bartholbmew to speak 

an~ by the year's end, he had been expelled from the organ-

izati'on. 102 A e W dOt f th " , •• eaver, e ~ or 0 e'organ~zation s news-

letter, turned,upon the "Economie and Educative Committee" 

r -.1-,', 
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and amioun~ced that 'IIi t had no 'right to misrepreâent the . , 

Url1o,n causé· ••• The Union CM't buck sturr s.ych as ,that," 
" 

he told McNamee. ~IIt ,is, making impo,Bsible, Union organiza~ 
, , , 103 

tion for the futurè." The President .clearly agreed" 

" 'and' in both The Winnipeg Free' Pres s' and the Regina Leader 

-h~ ,deno~nè~d the Commu~ist' el~ment and confidentlY pre-

, .d,icte'd that sO'cialism in the' moyement W'ould be f smashed'. 104 

In $tqrgis. Fred arid 'Ott1e Ganongfs revolutionary' trat-

~ ~~nity ,watched developments with a, growing feeling of pe~-
- \ 

plexlty B:nd conlJternatioil.. Since o early 19,24. they had sensed' 

that a' '~t.rang~ JIloderati.on' was spreading ove,r ,the movement, 

and they were parti~ulmy distressed '6y McNamee t S obvious 

efrortsto'deny the Union its militant animus. The first in-
1 ~ ~ , 

dieation df things to ~e h~d occurred at the January Con­

vention, when George Williams, an outspoken militant from 

Semans, 'had called on .the delegates to declare them selves in 

favour of 'a moratorium " until such' time as we obtain a priee 

for our produce that will allow us to pay." Strangely, 

MdNamee had spoken against the motion, and striking a new 

pose of pseudo-progressivism. had led the Convention in passin~ 
, . 

a resolution ca.lling for debt" adj ustment "by mutua1 agreement 

between affirmer and ven dor, "or if no agr eement be arrived 

at, to be fixed by arbitration. 1I105 Since then, relations 

between the Executive and the radicals had bean steadi1y 

worsening. ' In 1ate 1924. the Sturgis local had pasaed a 
" 1 

resolution demanding "mass resi stance to Sheriff' s officers, ft 

and had forwarded the petition to the Executive to circu1ate 

. ' 

. ' 
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l ' 

it. The leaderShif had refused' ta do so, arguing that it 

did' not sanctiop "organized r~sistancen of any kind, ànd in 

- (r~,stration, ,the local had decided to publicize the re~olu'-

, tion i tself wi thout the permi saion of the C~~-€r,al Office. 1 cr6 

This action had ~licited an: official r~prim~d~ and McNamee 

had salted the wound by pUbliocly' affirm:\.ng the Union' S l'oyalty 
, ' 107 

to the existing' mechanisms of debt adjustment,. 

However, times were'chang~ng ~or ev~ryone, and for aIl 

MeNamee' s t'actical manoeuverings, ciroumstances were moving' 

releritlessly sgainst him. ln 'attacking the radicale' 'mor­

,a.:tortum l and "1I1aS8 resistance' proposaIs, the Executive had 
,'. 

strudk at the soul of sm~l rar~ ~ilitancy. The sudden desire 

to, eompromi.se rat4~r' th~n t'o tight w~s, unattractive to ~ebtors 

,'and P90r farmers wh.o had ~either'the time n'or the resources ' 

'to' adopt, li 'watt and see,t attit~de. At'ter the '1924 Convention, 

the FOC lost the S~pp0rt of ,the small·farmers And became in­

crea~ingI7~mod~rate in 1ts out~ook and 1n it~ policles. As 

i t did S,?'" it moved '''nexora~ly 'bawards the strugg1ing, pre;>­

gresslvism of the SGGA. , 

In July' of 1924. -James S'baneman 'and Bob Fiac-her b'egân .,. '[ .' , 
, negotiating Vi th t,he SGGA~ ~ th tlie TQea of me.rging the two , , ~ , ~ 

, .,' Qr~aniZatior:ts' :lnto a Unit~d Fm.s' 'of Saskatchewan. :'().~ 

.. 

~ . , 

" Pr~accupi~d with,his' ~truggle8 on the left. and ~ay' e~t&~ 

lishing. locals ln, Manitoba and Alberta, ,Mcluee seaed COII­

pie~ely o~liv'ious to ~he ~ger, 'ad as late a8 Febr.uar~, ,', 

,,1925 be,was asserting'that. "1 have heard all t~e ,t~ a~ou~ 
o 

an' a~a1gamation wi th the SGGA, that l vaUlt to her,e C.:1qJ 'ad 
- " 1 ~ ••• ~... ~.. 1 ~ 
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if t here [~icJ anf more, l will..;. ~ake an ot,tieial .statement 
1 - w. ' . 

" '-"1" " , 109 
.that wi1.1 put an'.~nd to aIl this' -aamn't'ool talk." 

'lJn~ortunately. Louis P. 'MeN amee- ha,d fallen a step, be-· 
. 

.( h~nd 'the, m'evement' and he 'did not' rea'l,ize his îni,s,t'ake ,untl.l 

he 'returned te Saskatoon in the 'third week or FebruarYt 1925. 

Despera.t~ly, he, âtteJDptëd te ste,m _the tide of progressivi~m 

whi.ch he hims,füf 'had r:eleased, fro.m carrying the organizatioIl: 

towII!r4a the SGGA, and ,hè frantically, sought to stir the small 

, tan ers int 0 opposing' tlie ama,lgamation' resol.tttion. IfSpea~ing 

[for] . th,e sentim~nts ~f' the rank ~d fil,e," he announced" '"1 
, , 

'must say •• '. that the prop'osa1~ subm1..tted by the SGGA ••• was 
, , 

[Sic] to E\ay th~ ,lea,st, A Most I?amnable Ins~t." In par-' 
.. 

ticular, he 'tl"ied to &rouse th~ militants against the clause: 

which sugge~ted "that the new organization would h~ve_to be 
... ' . ~, ~ 

, , 

a 1aw,abiding institution" and he re"{erse,d .. ~~s,previous, 

, p.àsi tion and declareq t:Q.is woùld never happen, n'while l 
," 

am permitted te stand on the bridge of this farmers' Union 

eraft." As fbr the middle-sized farm element in tha FUC, 

~we d~ n~,t' ask '[~heml t~ retain tl;le1:r membership. Becau-s'è 
'>1 • 

th'ey are Ol:t of latitude vith' us in 'the Farmers l ' Union of 
, . 

. Canada. And we would willingly 'pr~&et1t them~,~o the SGGA 

as a iree gift. n110 

'l'he more 'reckless McNamee became, however, the' more' 
'~ 

Il obviou~ vas his isolation:. W1tb. his fervid attacks aga1nst , , 

,th., l,'tt wing, he;flhad alienated th'e socialists and wi th his 

·passionate appeals to moderat1on, he had estranged'the small , . . . . . ~ 

. tans lIIi1itants who had, initial;!:y' providèd the dynamia torce 
• • , ..t> ••• ' 
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. 
behind the Union. In July cf 1925, James A.'Stcneman 

.. - (). ~ ... 
,quietly' succeeded' him as Pr.esident cf ·the FUC and exac-tIy 

one year Iater,' tje crgar:izaticn m~~ged wi th the S~GA: The 

alnalgmnation convent'ion was a gala affair, choreographed . ' ' 

\ 

and sy~chrcnized 'tc prcvide maximum dre.màti c effect. It. _ u 
9' 

,began in twc separate ccnvention halls, pactfully si tuated 
\ 

a few blocks from each otner. Joint re~clution's were passed, 

speeches and endearments given and 'then, on the night of the 
\ -

-
last day, the, conventions culminated with a ~aroh cf the 

f - _ ~ 

delegates from one meeting hall to the otha"r .• \ Thêre, amidst 

hand$ha!te·s, cheere and celebration, the two o:,ganizations 
1 0 

_ ccnsumàted their engagement and adopted the compromi se ti tIe: 

"'rhe United'Farmers l cf Canada, Saska~chewan Sect:;ion". It 

wa~not a reconcilliation cf foes, it was a m~eting of old 
. 1'11 

fr~ends • 

VI 

By'the summer of 1926, progreseivism was again tr.iut8phant 
.r 

acrcss the middle-~est. The cult cf ~o'derni ty h'ad sUrVived 
f -

Il ' 

the blows of reaction ànd had swept into ân epicycle of its 
n, 

own the lingering fragments of revisi~nism. For a time, 

h'owever t the outcome had not been a suret y • The failures of 
" 

society had chaf~enged the awesome assumption that the future • 
" .,.... '. , . 

would excel tHe past, and had thrashed out wildly' agalnst 

m:cdernity. 
ç 

the drift of W:tthout deiiberatio'n or inventiveness, 

./ 
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they had challenged the ~cientific and industrial principles 

'upon which the progressive credo had ~ested and had proved" 

1 0 the fallady of the insurgent' s universalist pJ;'etentions. The 

poor farme~s did not want scientific management, academic r-a-

tionalizations or democratized poli tics; they wanted security, 

stabili ty and a return to the j ust arcadia of the frontier - , 

ideal. They sa w gover"nment as exercising a paternali stic 

dut Y apd they were uninterested in th·e pr ogr e~Si: ve rfo'ti ons 

of broadening the base of democracy. They clung to the old 
o 

faith, the 014 languages, the old LiberaIs and they th~ust 

their militant revisionism upon an age that had already 

accepted the concept of advancement through change. Par­

adoxically, the ferocity and vitality of their assault upon 

the future .had drawn th am into the mainstream of revoIt., 

and, almost instinctively, they had atomized under the pres-

sutoe. 
." 1 

The more prosperous progressives, drawn by their actions, 

har decimated their principles and their leaders had naively 

-t~iPped to the new tem-po. Wi th the abandonment of mili tancy 

a~d the graduaI return - of stabili~y after.,. 1924. their pr.o-tes.~ 
" " 

~ad lost its immediacy. Swiftly and silently. ~he revoIt from 
.; 
below had embraced respectability 
! . - -

and softly, the.failures 

had slipped back into anonymity. 

To an ex;t;ent, however,' the poor farmers were to exert 

a more la~ting influence over the progressives than they 

thems~lves were to receive. In a structural s,ense, th,ey 

had spawned the Wheat Pools and these organizations _ were~. to 

become the mainstay of the progressive revival. Under the 

._, . -. 
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~ 
control of H.W. Wood and A~J. McPhail, the Pools became 

R a th er ,thal.l , , . 

, ,fighting the mortgage. companies and grain dea+ers, the POQls 

· not only 
" 

offered 

apPlied'/or 

their C~ai:ms 

seats on the Grain Exchange~ but aIso 

and Assigmnent s pepartments as 'c,ol-

lectin~ agencies for creditors" 'Orderly Marketi'ng' bectune 

the c:larion calI of c'ooperat1've organizatibn and the Pools 

set put not to transcend the open market, but simply to 

Btabili~e wheat trading by ~qualizing supply with demande 

and by eliminating the excesses of speculation. Limited in 

l ,~~ 

',' 
~ . 
~;, 

> 

their objectives, they were nonetheless eminently practical l 
t 

and efficient and their aim was the quintessence of pro_ 
. 

gressi vi sm: "It will 'b,ring in the rural businessman ••• and 

it will send the rustic out.,,112 The Wheat Pools were thé 

symbols of the agrarian future and their prosperity was a 

j usti'fica~ion of the insurgent ideal. It was in them and 

through t~E;}Il that the ,Western progressive s'aw the grandeur. 

o~ modernity, and it wa~ through ,their successes that h~ 

· ,nurtu~ed liis- ambitions. 
-

Perhaps b,f e~en gr-eater significance than ..:tbe Wheat Pool, 

-however, vas the impact :the howl from the backwoods hid made 
. . 

.upon the soul of progreseivism itself. While the Faraers' 

Union of Canada did not alter the substance of agra~ian ln-. . 

surgency, i t non.eth~IQss had a profound effect upon thl mov~-
, ' 

mentis ingrainBd.tendencies and dispositions •. The Union's . 
.. 

. ominous r.eferences to 'consuming' and tpr~ducingt classes 
," 

· were ,swiftly dr opped tr'om. the rhetoric of reform. and iilstead . ' 

, , 
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the progressives interj ected the more trad~ tion"al concepts, 

of 'tqe people' and 'the Interests'. Despite this, ho~ever, 

the notion of a soci al class inched i ta way lnto the pro~ 

gressive creed, replacing the earlier ~deas of a simple tin~ 

dustrial group'. The, insurgent·s no:w. accepted the .quasi~ 

socialist concept of 'class struggIe', but tempered their 

radicalism \li th the qualifïcation that the real conni ct 

was between the masses and 'big' or 'monopoly'.capitalism, 

rather than between labour and capital. New ideas of banking, 

credit and social reform r designed to break the power of the 

'Interests' suddenly replaced the tarif!., currency and rail­

vay regulation ·as the central pillars of insurge,no-y. Ration­

~Iizing an~ expanding the base of democraqy continued to be 

of crucial importance, ~ut some of the small farmers' pat­

ernalistic notïons slipped their vay into the ideological 
\ ~ 

superstructure~ Government DOW became a mechanism for equal-

tzing opportunities "and a concentration of pov~r into the 
*' . 

_ pc51i tical system vas ~eralded as the surest guarantor of a 

businesslike society.' Unqu&st~ionably, 'this nf!lW reformi~m 

vas an amalgam of the 'Bes~ pe'ople t Sl, prQgressivism, and of 

the nobody' s extr.emi sm, and, as, ~uch, i t vas an intri~si cally 
~ '. . . '. " 

~ • • 1 . ' 

inter~ediate doctl"i~e for an eia rapidIy commi tting' i t'self 

\ to a middle-êlass vay o~ :thinki.ng. 
- . 

The new progressivism,ac~e~ted.the büsiness of Canada 

.1ust as s'ureiy 'as had the: old, but a 'growing' ~"arelles.s ~s '. , . 

sei;lng tlle movèment that,' some~~w the. ,p~ogr~·. vas not 
, . 

• ~nougb •. ThrC?ughout th'e rt"st, 1nsurgents 'bèg~ to reeognize 
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the v api di ty of thei,r ideology and they begaD. to qU,esti on 
" the fact that thèir ethics had been nurtured-~~t-in despair 

1 

but in pro~per~ty. The ugly face of' poverty had been thrust 
, , , 

towards them by the desperate militancy of the FUC~, and they 
, 

vondered -hov legitimate vas their cl~~ to speakfor the mass 
, 

,of agriculturalists. Their doubt ~ght not have alt~red 

their ,perceptions, b~t it made them ~r.e."suscepti~le to 
'....J j , • 

the tirades of extremism. Self-cçnci$usl~, they turned away 
- ) 

from the complacency of the o-:ld Progressiv~ é lite and' listened 

vith gathering humility to the fatalistic exhortations of ... 
the socialists. "People listened to them," recalled one 

farmer, "they may not ~ave agreed with them, an? most of 

them didn't ••• but what they said made us think, got us in-
, , 11 ':l 

volved ••• what they ,vere talking about seemed logical." • .,1 

As the twenties reeled spasmodically towards the next decade, 
.. , 

opportunity beckoned, and,the socialists plunged themse~ves 

headlong into the algid waters of autnority. Never good 

svimmers, they foundered and dove, but the mçv~ment surged 
, . 

forward, swirling and t!lx:ning forever,,~round th~, ypr.i.e?(, 

moving always onwar,d, :t.owards 'the vâs.t" .namei~BS-,and· in-
scrut'abl e shor e .. , 
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Idealogical Imb,roglios and the Impact of Depression 

" 

It was a time for haloed babbi ts' aJ;ld heroe's. IiI 

s~orts 'Big Bill' Tilden,dominated Men's Tennis Singles, 

ror seven' years, Babe &U~h hit sixtr hom~'runs in a single 

'séaso~ and ',J acli: Demp1.JW' -was ~i~~l~ dethroned by Gene Tuii';; .. ; 
, ' 

ney, 'the lightest man eV,er to win the' champion' s he.! t. 
1 After 19~5 there seemed t,o be more, of eyerytlling; more 

money, more lei sure, more ear,s., more dance halls, sex-\and 

jazz., In the movies Gloria Swanson raised one lascivious 
, 

eyebrow'and H.L. Mencken quipped that the Americas now had 

the, maraIs of Port Said •. Thousands' ·thri.lled to hear' Emile 

éoué incant assertively, "day by day, in every way l am 
~ " 

geiting better and better", until 1ll,,~ deatb in Nancy in 

1926. Business vas everywhere big and t~iumphant. In 
, , 

Ottawa, the MP r s whoo ped up <pro-corporatton legislation and 
r 

in America, Henry Ford was .a m~jor threat in the race for 

( " 

. - , . " 

.. 
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the ~residency. Even the academics worshipped the abstract 

God of- Capital Accumulation. '"The success of enterprises 

like the T. Eaton Co., the Massey-Harri s Co., the Bank of 

Montreal and other such concerns," noted the socialist 
, 

scnolar, Frank Underhill, ttha.s done more to strengthen our 

nati.onal feeling than aIl the ~peeches and posturing of our 

politicians sinee we first elected represeetative assem-
-1 

blies. n 

By now i t' is commonplace to al'g 1,1 e' that the prosperi ty 

of the, late tventie s vas ephemeral; economists having long 
. .-:--.-.. 

- since demonstrated that for Canadians, ee'Onol!i.~~r?wth vould 
• .-' ~.r 

, have tapered off signifieantly in the 1930's even if world 
- 2 

conditions had not sharply deteriorated. The national in-

ç ome was high, unemplpyment vas low,. but the ~,ontr 01 'Of the 
-

n~tion's industries vas steadily eoncentrating and.the in-

creasee in wealth were not being evenly <}istrj,but·ed. Sharp 

: inequali ties in weal th méatrÎ an u~even di strib'li'tion in the ., 

spend~ng power of the consumers and this implied a restric-
" 

tion in the demand for manufactured goods. 3 Nonetheless, the 

artificial ~timulation of the stoekmarket induced firms to 
'\ . 

r~oat n~w_issues, split stocks, offer special rates and raise 

their interf3st costa sharply. 'Encümbered vith heavy fixed . , 

debts and Batura~ing markets, industries that ,had expanded 

rapidly began to sense that the inv~stment accretion could 

not '.co~tl:nue indefini tely. 4 Conseq'Ue~tly,.A number of sec-
~....."....... , 

'.,. 

tors displayed deelining rates of growth, though technolog-

ical eha~ge and replacement needs temporarily '~aintained in­

vestment levels. In railroad construction, for exampl,e, 

• 
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net investment for road expansïon declined sharply from . '" 
pre-war, levels, bu~~at deterioration was offs~t byan;in-

crease in .expendi ture's for equipmeM. and machinery. 5 Des-
• J 

pite this temporary mainten~nce of investment, the rate of 
".' 

growth in the maj or olde~ s'ector s was slowing' dÇ>wn and in 

the newer industrie~, such as ~utomobile pro~~ction. the de­
'-\;-:-~ 

-' mand had simply been exhausted. Unfortunatel~. before these 
~ 

problems could be resolved, "the rQst of the world had a180 

suffered set-baeks so that what might h~ve been but a minor 
, , '6 

recessio~ for C anad~ developed into a maj or depres-sion." 

In Western Canada the wheat eepn~my's ~pswing after 
\ 

1925 proved to be both exJ:\larati~g and' illusory·. Wheat 

priees that had fallen to below the one dollar mark in 

1923-24. began a slow recovery and gradually elimbed back 

upwards to a r~latively stable priee of $1.40 basis No. 1 

Northern for the succeeding h~lf decade. 7 - Stirred by,"thé 

rising priees and, a series of good,harvests'net farm income 
'r • 

rose steadi1y, thougb fami~y living expenditures and'wag~s 

increased àt a,slightly faster rate. 8 Tééhnology made its 

firet maj 0"1: impact upon Prairie agricuItur.e d~ring 'the twen.-.• 

ties and new techniques i:mproved' th~ quaIit~ or~:JK>t oply. 

erop but-also livestoçk~d~ction and soi1 management prae-
/ • /. _. P , 

'~ice~. Between 1921 and 1931 the ~umber ~f motor ycars and 

trucks on the Prairies doubled and the number àf comb~es 
ù , 

\ . 
increased from none to OYer nine thou~and. There was also 

a startling expansion in th'e usage of farm tractora; sales 

tripled between 1926 and 1928 and, iota~,numbers incteased 

~. _ • b J 
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over the decade by almo~t fort y thousand.~ Despite these 

obvious indications, of growth, however, the wheat economy 

remained troubled throughout the latter part of the decade. 
- -; - " 

The priees of agricultural implements were rising steadily 

and~it was becoming" diffieult for the average farmer tQ 

parallel this inflation witb an increase in his volume of 

In 1925, 
, 

production. for example, two hundred and thirty-
" > f' ... , .. L 

two bushels of wheat were required to buy a binder; by 1927 

two hundred and eighty-eight bushels were needed, and by 

192?, this amount had risen to three hundred and seventy~ ~ 

four. 1p Ominously, a situation was developing whereby a 

farm~r, faeed with static grain priees, was being compelled 

to purchase more machinery in order to grow more wheat in 

order to maintain a fixed standard of living. These who - . 
were unable to mechanize,. and thereby" increase production, 

r. 

either beeause their farm was too small or beeause ~hey were 

.. already heavily inta debt, found themselves in a worsen~ng 

economic pos~tion. ~agically, the 'good times' were proving,_ 

to be as di sastr ous for ~arge numbers of Western farmers as 
(j 

had been the depression conditions of the early deeade. 

Twisted by the dialeçtical relationship of priees and 

farm technology, the rural community continued to polarize 

throughout the 1920's. Though there was little alterati~ 

in the relative number of small farma there appears to haye 

been a considerable turnover in their nwhers. The twenties 

witnessed a sharp increase in farm avictions, roreclosur~s 

and abandonments, and the vast majority of these forsaken 
J, Ir 
'. 

'. 
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homesteads were a quarter-s~ction in size. 11 Un~ues­

tionably, the places of those leaving agriculture wouJ:d have 

been swiftly occupied by recent immigrants, but it is also 

probable that a large proportion 'of the new homesteads were 
• 

settled ,by farmers whb had been forced to reduce the size 

of their operations. In fact, there was a precipitous de­

cline in the number of f~rms of one hundred and s~xty to . 

three hundred and 'twenty acres, which decreased from fifty 

to thirty percent of the total. Though part of this reduc­

tion is accounted for by the rapid appearance of more suc­

cessful farmers operating over·four hundred and ~ighty acres, 
. 

and who in 1931 comprised twenty-eight percent of the aggre-

gate farm population a~d owned almost fifty-five percent of 

. of the total cultivated land, the numbers indicate tha~ 

there must also,have been considerable downward mobility. 

No matter where they were going, however, it is evident that 

'the gap betveen large 'and small, rich and poor, was being 

widene~/by tn~ disappearance ~f the middle- si:aed farmers, 

and in particular. by the exodus of agriculturalists owning 
~ : 

bet,veen a quarter and a haIt section of laIl\li)·2 

To an extent, this wiaening s&cial gulf vas muted by .... 
the universally lov quality o~ farm facilities across the 

Prairie Provinces. In the West B farmer would have had to 

have been extremely fortunate in order to have ehjoyed com­

parable ~onveniences to those possessed by the agricultural­

ists in Centra'l Canada. In 1-j)1 bareiy tvo percent of Western 

farma had kitchens vith running,vater and only one out 'of 

, . 

,C' 

/ 
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b. 

every seventy-three had wate~ pi~ed,into the bathroom. 
, 

Three in eyery hundred farm homes were lighted 'wi-th g.as or 

electricity, and rural Ontario had twice the number·of tel­

ephones for a smaller population. Roads were poor, medical 

services insufficient and thelcultural life of the rural 

communi ty was barren and unapp'ealing. The average farmer 

in Saskatchewan or Alberta enjoyed few luxuries; his'home 

was small, uncomfortable and primitive, his family clothes' 

simply and cheaply constructed and flour sac king was ever~ 

where the chameleonic ally of the yearning hou'sewife .13 

These crude conditions were commonplace, and they s~rved to 

mask the sharp ditferences in unit size, degree of-mec~an~ 

ization and amount of reinv.ested .. wealth, which divided., 

Prairie farmers. They also hel-ped to produce a general -

feeÏ~ng of di~content which. w~s only awaiting reanimation 

at th~ inexorable 'hands of perdi.tious circumstà.nc'~" .. ~ 

\ II 

Throughout the middle twenties, agrarian 8001&11s. on 

the Prairies w~s everywbere on the defen~ive. In Saskat­

chewan, Loui s McNamee, President of the Provincè' s làrgest' 

farm ,organization; vas leading a reckless, mur-sling-ing 

offensive against the lett-ving of the movement, and vas' 
• .Y 

activel,. trying to pre.sent hillsel!, nas the SQ Go~pers ~f 

the Farmers"Unlon.- 14 To the West, 'in Alberta, ,H.W. W90d 
.'* 

, 
1 
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of the ~ was dif{using the socialist challenge to'his 

_ authority through a careful '~olicy of slander and co-option. 

Carl Axelson, a former Wobbly'from the United States who 

had settled on a small farm near Bingville, was the butt of 

most of Wood's attacks. A hands9me Swede with flashing 
" 

eyes anvd ameteori.c temperament, Axelson had used the con-

tra~t pool as a pitch f~r his first dramatic appearance at 

~he 1923 Conventio~ of the UFA. Within three years, he was 
.' 

grand master of rural socialism ~n Alberta, perennial can-

didate in the UFA's pres1de4tial elections and bête n~ir . 
of Henry Wise Wood. By carefully adjusting the policy of . 

the organization to meet the left-wing challettg~, and by 
, 1 

pointedly subverting any socialist attempt to capture a 

seat on the Executive, Wood manage,d to ,.conta~n the radical 

menace. But Axels'on and socialism obsesSed him, and h~ ev..en ... 

tually ca.!!le to accl,lse of being ,a Comm~niBt anyone· wbO ~:i,.ffered 
- ' 

with hi~. When for example, Axelson published an article 
\ . 

suggesting that Robert Gardiner was the-Most likely man 

t~ succeed Wood, the agin~ Presiden€ convinced,himself ~hat 
"-

a conspiratorial Iink existed between Axelson, Gardiner and 

Walter Smith, the editor' of the journàl carrying the 'piece. 

nIt being known," explained Sm~th, "that Gardiner had walked 
, 

down the street with .Axelson on some occasion; it being known . \ 

that Gardiner is a clo,se friend of mine. it might be imagined 

that tbere was something a-'root.,,15 Unfortunately, Wood'â 

almost monomaniacal del~rium ~nduced him to surround himselr 

vith unimaginative individuals who sbared his own beliers 
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, .. ... -
and atti tudes'-8lld. ~he -C'OIlS-eqü~~~e~' of '-this' coneensu's, vere' " . . ' 

\, - ' .. 
di~astrouB for ,the orgahization. 

~ 

"Today-we have no presi .. 

de,ntlal timber," mournëd.one lJFA mem,~er; ,":there is not 'a 

man on the ~oard who would s~riously oppose Mr. Wood on'any, 
_... ,. 

,maj or issue.' and -the' organization ,is sil}lply dying fro~-l.a.ck ......, '-' 

of action." 16 

In order to better challenge the ~uthority o~ the UFA' 
, .-

a~inistration. while simultaneously exp~din~ their basis 
, ' 

of support. the Alberta Socialists organized'themselves i~to , 
~ 

a Progr,èsaive Farmers t Edueational ·Lea~~e. ,T~~ o~je.ct of 
, \ 

the PF~L was not "to destroy àny of the exalted farm organ~ 
. , 

izations, but rather' to assiât in their upbuilding and ~o. 
~ 

1 

create them into a unified militant fighting body al~ng the 
- . 17 

right lin es." The League vas a loose allj,,~nce of- r'adicals 

of many eolours. At the tiret Convention held in Oalgary in 

tFebruary, 1925, two Comm~nists. Axelson and John Glambeck of 
1 

1 

Milo, were elected respeetive11 to th~ post~ of Chairman and 
• , 1 

, iec~et:rY', but' Ge~rgé B$vlngt.on. a moneta-z:y reformer and 

~roto-Social Créditor. 'delivered the opening a~dress.18 .. 
From the outset the PFEL was harrassed by difficulties of 

. '. 

self-defintion. Originally designed to be a left-wing lobby 

group operating withîn .tl1e 'OFA ~trueture. the Leàgue '~oon " 

proved an attraction to large numbere ot radicale who were 

not ih ,the exist:3,.ng farm 1IJ0vemen~. ,.pirice, thé lert:'w1ng) ~a.s. 
, . 

unwilling to adopt' a séparate structure, the', usefuln'ess, of 
. . , 
aIl non-UFA members ta- the' organ1zation ,was-ef'f'ectiv~ly re .. 

duced. Furth~rmore, the refusaI to declare their. autôn9my 
_!.... ~, . 

\ 
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meant that- they col~ected no dues, and as a result, League, 
19' organizers -vere chronically s'hort nf funds. Nonetheless, 

despite these weaknesses,'the PFEL scored some ~emarkablè 

successes. though it was in Saskatchewan and not in Alberta 
i 

/ 

that the radicals found their truest gratification. 
\ 

To' ~ large extent" the record of success of the Progres-
, ,- /. 

sive 'Farmers' Educ,!tional League was the record of George ' 

H. Williams ,of Semans. An aggressive and outspoken Social 

Democrat -, a "modern Socialist, of the Constitutional School"', 

as ~e liked ta cal1 himself - 'W,illiams was the left-wing' s 
20 uncrowned champion throughout the 1920's. Unqu~tionably, 

his ~sefulness ta-the radicals lay in his respectability,-­

for even during the socia:l:-ist pu~ges of 1924-25, Williams ' 

" 

had succeeded in maintaining' the confidence, of McNa.mee and ,.;;< 

the maderates. 21 Critical of lawlessness, militancy and en-',; 

demic struggle, he had preserved his credibi].it., by'advoca- -. . ' 

ting a constitutional sO,lution it> "th.e problems of' eviction 
- ' 

and,foreclosure.- The 'Willia~8 sqlu~io~' ta the dept issue 

vas ta have the Province establish 'a series of 'arbitration' . 
boards' in each judic~~l distr~ét, comprised of one farmer~ 

/' . / - - , 

one govirnmen't r:r~sentative ~~ oné ttmemb~r of_the ~e,d- :', 

'itor class .. " T e arbi'tration bO,arde W1)uld have the power' ' 
1 

to caneel debt or to ameJld the terms of payment,-bùt every 

farmer wo'uld bel guaranteed a minimum amort~zed living allow-· 
\ . .. ~ 

anc~ ?t eight dred dollars ~er quarter-section, and in 
. 

iduals would be allowed to <lecide' "the medIum 

throug~ whi'ch shall be marketed. ,,22 In effect, 

' . 

. ' 
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Williams h4d des1gned a wonderfully moderate, but thoroughly 
-

engaging progl"am. -By not advocati.ng compulsi-on or a uni-

versal moratorium, the Debt Adjustment Pl~ managed to win 

the sùpport of middle-sized farmers who feared the neg~tive 

impact of government legiâlation upon future credit reserves. 
o 

Similarly, for the left-wing, the proposaI was "the best de-

mand the,farmers have ever made", not only because it offered 
... 

them resp-ectabili ty, but also because' i t guaranteed the 

poo~ farmer na minimum vage" anft thereby Hfreed the mind from 

the'vorry of debts and making ends meet.n 23 

By the summer of 1925, i t vas becoming evident tha't 

the character of the F~rmers' Union of Canada vas changing. 

,. Stoneman had replaced McNamee as President, the left-ring 

had been confined and belittled and- the militant croguants 

were being rep~aced by the mo~~omplacent-middle-siz~d 

farmers' as the backbone of the movement. -in June,-=- the left-
.0 

. ring organiz Efd,- i teelf ,inta' a Farmers 1 Poli tic'al Associ~tion, 

a broad fusion of Social Democrat~ like Williams and Lewis 
-

Gabriel; self .. taught Communi,st s, such as George, King and Wal-

ter Wiggins of Sturgis; ~nd Saskato~n-based radicals like 

\ ; Barth<>lom.'; •. Lloyd:. "I!cl, . i or '.. ti~ ••. N :11. Schw!U"~. 24 T!j..­

goal 'Qr-,the, 'A~SO~i·~tion ~as si~iiar .to that of 'the )FEL in 
.. . 

Alber~a; th~' un1 ty' or, t'l.eft-wing elements" and the prevention 

. of le's:ciér~ ~f.-the ex1sfi.ng farm Or$an~zàtions fr:-om' cli~eçting 

" . "the f·armers. -.;dnte :the hands of _ the.i.J!. 'c"lass énem.ies ••• Dy 

,', ~pr~Û1d~~i -'. ~l';1e class' str~ggle . poiic'y as: pr~poUnded in the 
, . 

, :- Pie-alllble or._the Fa::,mers l UnioJl- of C_~ada."' T)il'01!Bh the, 
'" . . ' ,~~ ~ . - -

, . 
~ '. . . '-...... 

~ ~-:..-
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medium of a radioal broadsheet, The Furrow, edit~d by Hugll 

_Bartholomew, the left-wing S'ought 'to .mobil.ize the debt-r:i:~'-" ~ 
• 

den farmers in opposition to ,the moderate policies of the . , 

new leader'ship. nIt ,·ls time the farmers of the mort&..,àge 

belt got down to busin-ess, n s~or"med the radicals, "and started . 

to build a united front of drrt farmers on the basis of mil-
, '25 1 

i tant cl,8.sS struggle. n Moderation ~'may be aIl right for 

Mr. 8-toneman with extensive troldings ••• and $333 [salary) a 

month, but thousands of debt-ridden farmersare looki~g ror 

change a little sooner. n26 The problem for the left-wing 

was that, ~espite the Political Associations' structure, ft 

was disorganized. "There is ~_bedlam of ideas, Il pondered 

Batholomew, "confusion reigns supreme ••• and there can be 
~. , 

,no u~ni ted· ac,ti-on by the left unless t~ere i~ agre'ement', on : 

policYo n27 Clearly the radicals,-in arder to mobilize the 
, 

dlrt farmers,'~ad to formulate a comprehensive'program of 
'\ 

action, and it, was to this task that they turned ~heir'at-

tention in the latter halt of the 1920's. 

'In April 1926-, George ,Williams joined the Pr"gressive'· " 

- Farmers-'- Educational League and thereby ini tiated the ab:,;", -- '. 

sorp-tion-_.of' the Farmers 1 P Ql~ tical Association into i:t.s 

.sister organization from Alberta.,28 Thé fusio~," which was 

formally aff~cted in Saskatoon three months later, vas clearly 

·designed ~o unify the left-wing around a single prog~am. ' 

U~fortunatèly, the radical.s miscalculated, for the PFEL pos­

sessed ,ot so much a poliqy as a name a~~ a'language of 

dlssen:t. From _ the, o,utset~' the League' s platform, was unor-
, ' 

: .... . . 

"; 
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. .' 
~ ., 

'igina1_~d vapidJ an extension of the 'pool p~incipre.to the 
, 

marketing or aIl products',· thè aboll,tïon of' the Board of' 

Grain Commissioners, '~,he unit Y of all C.anâdian farJÏf ,organ­

izations and the legislation'of the old FUe ·De~t Adjustm~nt 

Plan,.29 Indee~, the League's main thrust ~as not ~owards 

. the impl'ementation -of a specifie s,eries of policy guide-lines,; . 

rather, its attention was directed ~owards a refo~mation of 
... 

the self-perceptions of the farmers. ' The primary obj ectiv.e 
- , 

. " 

1 • 

vas to liberate the fumers from "the ·~üsion ••• that they i _ 
are members of the capitalist class." In fact, the image 

of ndependence had "been deliberately preached by the cap­

ita ist class' in order to prevent the farm~rs from r.ealizing 

the~r true posltion."30 With passionate inv~~ti~e, the rad. 

icals argued that the rhetor~c of ownership,' which' "we hear ••• 

from the lips of'the resi~ents of the Western 'mo~tgage belt~ 

was mere fabr~c~tion'- "The ~and iB ~ortgaged; the machiner~ 
, -
is simply a heap of unpaid debts; the shadow ot.- tpe Sheriff 

falls across the door" but still "the ragged slave of the­

farm .sticks out his chest and fair1y yells: This is aIl. 

mine! ~31 

Gradually, the Saskatchewan radicals came to realize 
. 

that there was a fatal insufficiency in bath. th-eir ide'o~o'gy 

and th~ir'program. Progressivism was resurgent in the newly~ 

formed UFC (SS) and the organized farm movement was ~epré-
, 

-senta~ive only of the more prosperous tarmers in its-comp-

osition and sentiment. Those farmers seemed uninterested 

in' the left-ring' s calls for militant direct action and. L 
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they resented being tetmed 'deluded prol~tarianJt. 'Within 
. , . 

monthe of the formation of< the UFC (SS) a ~omplacent ~is~ 
J 

"interest settled over the moveinent and" th~ mili tancy and 

aggressiveness. .of the ol:d rrié complet~üy clisàppeared, Re'c­

ognizing the drift of avents, the Socialists attacked the 

organization as" "reactlonary" 1nd 11 class' 'collaborationi st", 

'and modestly wealthy progressives Iike Stoneman and Vice~ 

'President Edwards were derided as bei~g "capitalist,pimps_n32 
~" - ~ 

The 'old insurgents, they è.onclu~ed~ Ithad gained much of 
.' , 

advantage" b~-me~ging'with ~he FUC and as a result, "the 
~ -' ~ ~ 

s'piri t of th,e SGGA dominat:ed the amalgaDiated body." 3"3 Con-

fused by thé new situa~iori, the left-wing d~vided over strat-
, o' 

.r "': ... 
egi~s; W~lli~s, Wiggin~, George Stirling and certain other 

r.adic,a:1s believed that ,tl1.e' PFEL must- ~ruggl:e to sharpen. 
-- " 

"the reyo.Iutionary zeal of-th-e existing farm movement and this .. - ~. ~..... , 

, implJed vinning th~ ,lIiidcij.e~ ~iz.e4 pz:ood\lcers' to sociali sm. 
Il ~o 1 • ~ _ _ • ~' '., • 

, 'Othera' disàgreed" h~wever, and m·&JlY. ,Communists, in particular, 
'!''-r, ' 

'àrgued ,that th~ Educational-League.8hà~ld co~centrate its 

attent1.on.' ~pon . a ,'mob1l~zation' 'o{ th~~ io'~e'st strata of the 
" , 

farm popuiation. "At' this stage, ~ the develépment 'of 'the' , 

far'llI~r·sl ,organiza~lons," "aserted Axelson, nit vould not, be 

ëorre"ct -for the l~t.;.wing to seize con,trol. We must york 

until we have ,the mass -of the farmers behind us_"34 
'r 

For ~he 1~ague, the aris~s oame' ~D thè'Spring of 1928 
,\ -

when Ôeorge.Williams unrlat~~a1~y announced bis oandidacy 

for the Presidency of th~ United' Fumers. Fred. ShuDaman. 

thé, Secretarr of the PlI'EL, and' Ben Lloyd, the ~re81dêllt Il, " , 
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,'failed to endorse ,his nomination and ;in disgust. Wi.lliams 

vithdrew r~m the race and resigned from the 1eague. nif 

you cannot support a man wholeheart.edlY," William s stor~ed, 

"then do not have anything to do vith him." and he went on 

to attack the E~ecutive for' countenanëing separat1st ideas. 

"Th~ radical group as a-llnity group, not a separatist group," 
-,.. 

he aiserteç, and if the 'League allowed itself to split vith 

the pre, "then the whole value of the left w;uld be lost."35 

The resignation of Williams from the League dividéd th'e 
. "' .. 

left-wing'even further. Those who'followed his gradualist 

strategies ~'began tp drift out of the movement and 'organize 

themselves into a distinct lobby group tha~ had no other 

objective than the election of Williams as President of·the 
. . 

UFC. The remainder of Ithe League members~ ~aying los~ their 

brightèst star. reached ?ut to.a new Moses to lead t~em out 

of the wilderness. ~nd~r the, influence of the old Socialists 

./ and vith the careful guidance of J ~~. Clar,k~~ ,who nad r'è­

placed Bartholomev a~ ~di tor o~ ~ Furrow, 'the 'Leagu~ 
~ 

, drifted into 't:pe ,consoling arms of 'the qo~munist Party of .. 
, 

Canada. As the decade lumbe!-"'ed to, ,a close, 1;he .Farmers'· ' . / 
" . , 

Ed~c~tional League ruptured ~d di'vid~d and ·as 'i t d1d so.' 

. a ·nev ,age davneq. over the 'Prairie ..... 

, , '. 
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Progressive Party. political insurgency remained a dis-
-' 

appointed and unfulfilled cause. The Party had fâiled to 

expand its provincial'base to the mass of farmers and it 

~ remained a spokesman for only the most affluent class of 

agriculturalists. By failing to adapt to the demànds of 

middle-strata reformism, the patr~cian~ had been unable to 

forg,e the broad alliance which the UFA leaders had achieved 

in Alberta. Even the revised sixteen point platform of 1925 

~ffered little attraction to ~en pressuring for an extension 
- -of social services and an introduction of 'a contract Wheat 

Pool. Calling for little, expansion of governmental-~ctivity, 
. , 

the Progressives maintained their policy of favouring moder-

ate régulation of -large industr.ial combinations , prohibition 

of Intoxicating liq-uors and v~:>l.uptary agri~ul tu:: al cooper­

ation. 36 5mall and se~tarian, the Progressive Party had 
, , 

.: 'enough money to continue ~ntering elections ~d holding ex-

t~avBtgant ra1lie,à, but i~sufriclent support- tq. win more t~an 

~ ,hàir-do'zen seats. ,By 1-926, mariy Pro·gres.iv~ leaders "vere 

eeu,ching for· a m~àns of àdva~éing their poli tical fprtunes 

·an'd ~om.e prondnent insurgents be'gan discussing :the possi .. 

bility of .cooperating vith the Conser';'';'tives. 37 Despite 

th'e fact that the two parties hel.d anti~hetical vievs on 
. . 

such vital issues as the taritr and corporate legislation, 
~~ 00 ~ 

therè vere fev oth~r'options. On the Prairies· the Li~erals 

had a1ways been the Party of the poor, the dispossessed and 
. . . 

the immigrant, and s~me Progre.BBives even aecused. ft of en-

eOllTaging East,rn European immigration as a means ot sub-. 

.' . 
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verting the Progressive vote. 38 The Conservatives, on the 

other hand, rep~esented the 'best sort of people', arrd as 
--,. ~ 

such, they n~'t" on·ly di vided the Progr essi ve base but they 

also endorsed many of the same social programs. Predictably, 

when the final merger of Progressives ~d Conservatives was 

affected, the mo~tar of the alliance was not policy or ob­

jective, but sentiment and a common mistrust of the lower 

classes. 39 

Looking back acroes the post-war decade, the patrician 

Progressives saw that th~ir crus~ding drive for morality 

and business responsibility had become little more than a 

ludicrous caricature of its former self. Battered by the 

. machinations of the LiberaIs and undermined'by the revoIt 

of the poor landowners, the Progressive movement had been 

transformed into only a shadow from the past, a tragic mockery 
., "-

of a once opulent impulse. The cause of the decline was not 
l, 

hard to locate and resentfully, the insurgents ~egan to 

thrash out against their enemies' least common denominator. . , 

Surrepticiously, maliciously, vehemently, the Progressives 

turned upon. the e~hnic mino~ities which they perceived a~ 

comprising not only the FUC but also the Liberal'Party. Re­

alietic'politicians witnessed this assent of racism with 
, 0 

trepidation and as early as 1925, Premier Dunning warned that 
• < 

the FUe revGlt might drive the "saner" ,and "!Dore levei~·'·:~,.,' 

headed farmers" towards ~onservàtism.40 The plaster for 

the Tory-Progressive alliance came, however, from the out-

side and Jt took the unlikely torm of the burning crosses 
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and moralistic revivalism of the Knigh~s of the Invisible 

Empire. 

By aIl accounts, the K~ Klux Klan should have had a 

brief and inauspicious career in Saskatchewan. 'First es-

tablished in the Moose Jaw area in the Spring of 1927/~y 

three renegade swindlers from Indiana, the Klan râised a 

small fortuns ~elling thirteen dollar membeT~hips through 
\ 

a Regina Post Office Box Number. The organizers, Lewis 

Scott (the Provincial King Kleagle), his son, and a man ! 

going by the name of Hugh Emmans, used~ropaganda to con­

jure images of a Roman Catholia CQnspiracy against Anglo­

Saxonism. :They discovered a fertile f~eld for their mes~age 
~-~ 

in the Moose Jaw area and along the CPR line from WeYburn, . 
.. 

to Shaunavon, where Catholics were few and men were affluent. 

The blow soon fell, however, for in September the Klan ·or-

~izers disappeared as suddenly as they had 'a!rived, on1y 

this time, they were about one hu~dred thousand dollars thé 

richer. Miraculously, the Klan survived this initial desecra­

tion and under the guidance of Doctor J.H. Hawkins, â local 

revivalist, the organizat~on soon r~stored its p~estige and. 

public image. 41 

The Klan t s dUTabili ty' appears t 0 have' Iain in i t s aoil.-"· 

ity to touch upon the sentimental dissaffections of b~t~ 
" , 

urban and rural reformers. Unlike the parent.organizatioh 

in the United States~ the Prairie K~an was not primarily a 
o 

movement of poor whites ~ misfits. Its adherents were 
h 

mostly influential citizens who c01.1ld afford,.r~1,t'"hig~. cos~s 

" 
~ 

\ 
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of membership; doctors, lawyers and ministers figuring 

prominently in the cities and'> tOloTIlS, with large landowners 

forming the nucleus in the countryside. Unified by a desire 

to advance the progressive credo through a defence of Anglo-

Saxon virtue, the Klan members st.lc~e,ssfully synchrohized 

nativism, Protestantism and reform. In the cities, the or­

ganization assumed the mantle of urban progressivism and 

presented demands for urban renewal, vice-prevention and 

municipal ~orm, while in the countryside, the Klan be­

came the embodiment of patrician insurgency in its rejection 

of part yi sm, i ts appeal to patriotism and i t s fai th in sci­

entific management and the Protestant ethic. Under the 

Klan's propagandistic guidance, insurgency and reformism 

began te appear 'under a new>~uise; a guise of moralistic 

revivalism which altered the traditional boundaries of pcl­

itical and social consciousness. t2 
OI;iginally, rural progressi vism had been grounded in 

a counter-reaction against the Old World ideal of marginal 
... 

farming and small unit production. Men like Crerar, Hawkes 

and Musselman and even reformed 'dissident progressives' 

like Edwards, McPhail and Wood. had sought to Iead the farm'ers 
.. - ---..~ 

out of th e primi tiv e poverty of a self- sufficient agricul-

tural frontier by growing hard money through an application 

of industry to agriculture. The progressive far-ier, embra,ced 

technological innovation, he sought to make his"-labour ex-
~ 

tend faster and over more land; he drov~ toW'ards increasing 
'" 

his product}on and he burned vith a desire for wealth ana 
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abundance. ~He wa'nte.d land and not landscape," wrote Fred­

erick Philip, Grove of the "archetypical Prairie farmer, Abe 

Spalding. '''let; half un bekJ:l,own to him, th ere was a dream 
. 

of a mansion such as he had seen in Ontario •.• a mansion dom-

inating ~n extensive holding of land, imposed upon that 

holding as a sort of seigneurial sign-manual. Dominating 

the Prairie.,,43 Like Spalding, .. the progressive farmer had 

a fixed star which, kept him on course despite al~ the in­

novations, improvisations and novelties, and the glitter ,of 

that star was of silver ~d gold. It lay across a firma-

ment of ratjOnallY-divided ~ines of ownership and acrosS a 

complex ofaxiomati~ laws of~publiC interests ~d private 

rights. Beneath his feet, however, lay solid earth; the 

sound, deep loam of nilleteenth century Protestantism, the in-
:J 

violable emotional" supports of Church, school and neigboour-
" 

hood. The :!ndustrial farmer had never respected the small' 
, ' 

unit producer who, ~e felt, lacked·ambition, resouroefulness 

and ingenuity. "SuccesB is due to thrift associated' with 
.. 

intelligent methods of buying and selling," ran the pro-

gressive creed, and those farmers who lacked a sense of 

"industry" vere an obstacle to the advance of commercial 

agricul ture. 44 Armed vi th a rabid di slike fo;' 1 peasant 1 

values and 'Old World ' attitudes, the progressives ,succu,mbed 

easily to the appeal 5 of raci sm. ThoBe who did not~ sh'are 

the industrialfsts 1 zeU for moder.ni ty were clearl'y al.iens 

and reactionaries, and it was an easy thing for the pro­

gressive te transform his distrust for the non-competitive , , 
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~nto a hatred for th~ "dirty", ignorant, garlic:smelling, 

non-preferred Continental's. "45 VA.. 

Paradoxical1y, the Klan's greatest cbntribution to the 

politics of agrarianism in Saskatchewan was'probably not 

the fusion of Progressive and Conservative into a new 'right 
, " 

vingt, but rather the stimulus it gave t.o the 1eft. Betveen 

1929 and 1928, aIl of the major strands of revoIt - patrician 
. 

and middle-'farm progressivism and sociQ.lism - ca1Ied for an 

applic'ation of technology to social relations, though they 
\ 

differed Dver the extent to vhich they vere villing to CDun-
') 

tenance the intervention of government and public society into 
~ 

J> 

~ the marketplace. The differences betwe~n them were rela-
1 

" 

tively distinct, and despite a considerable interplay of 

memberships, each strain had its definite organi~ational man-

ifestation. By injeeting -int~ the environment the prefab-

ricated issue 0f ethnie intolerance, the patricians initiated 

a tempor'ary realignm.ent in the nature of agrarian dissent. 
\ 

Suddenly, men began to take sides n-ôt so mueh over' the ques .... 

tion of ideological pr~nçiple as over the problems of cul- ~ .. 

tural plurali ty and farm c,oo,per,ation. Endorsed by the , 

clergy, and backed by the commendation of two pol!ticàl par-

ties, the Klan stimulated a new radical fusion on the basie 

of J:l.ativi sm and provinciali sm. Almost'~ unconsciously, the 

, 1 ~ociali~tJl bagan to form the kernel of a tplQrant opposi-., 
\ .,,~ -

tian within the farmers· 1ll0'Tement to ,the eXC9$1ft,.eS of the 

nativist offensive. If the medium for the 'right ving' 
~ 

4igilm ent waa the di visi ve appeals of ra.cll1m, thén, the 

\ -
" 
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sociali st assent was powered by an eq ually potent 'call to .. . 

universalisme Iro~ically, in much the ~ame way as the in-
-

surgents turned to the Invisible Empire for inspiration, the 

leftists sought,guidance frem a shrewd fast-talking lawyer 
, 

from Ch1icago. In the summer of 1927, j-ust as the Klan spread 
) 

its grisly shadow across the Prairie, Aaron Sapiro reappeared 

in Saskatchewan. 

IV 

"~he economic weapon of the pool," mused the p~omineDt 

Communist, Tom McEven. in 1927. "has been ~ •• frationalizedl 
\ 0 

\ 
••• i t has passed o'ut of the hands of the ,farmera and ••• 

1 has been) garbed in bourgeois respecta biiity. "4~ Radicale 

everywhere had sufficient càuse for dissatisfaction vith the 

results of contract pooling, for- under th~ guidance of men 

like McPhail and -Wood, the llOJlls- ~ad failed to develop "into 
... 

"active organe Slf the class struggle" and had become "purely, 

marketing institutions.,,47 E~en for middle-sized producers, 

the pools had proven a mild disappointment, for they had 

made no significant impact upon the overall grain priee 

Pict~re.48 In a sense, this vas not surprising, for the 
- . 

chief executives of the Wheat .Pools h~d pever perceived the 

,orga.nizations as panaceas to the problems of lo~ gr~1.in , 

pr1ces and _had con:t,inupusly opèrated: u~der the as.sumption 

th~t their goal va~' to r~tionalize and n~t ~o r~olutionize 

.. 

• 

f , 
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the marketing stru~ture. Consequently. the Pools had not 

attempted to monopolize the grain trad~ after the fashi6n 

of the Wheat Board, and they had made né effort ~o'expand 

their baffe of support .,- In particular, the P?ols had made 
',f,. • 

no further incursions into the small far'm araaSj the organ-,' • 

izations had become representative only'of the more secure 

farmers;49 The Socialists recognized that any'radicalizatioh 

-of the Pool" s po-licies woulq: have to be pradi c'at~d upon a:p 
-

attraction of the~ore militant class of farmers into the 

organization. With this in mind, the Educational League 

began'to d~mand that the cooperatives aid the 'dirt farmers' 

in their fight against 'foreclosures ~d evrctions, and that.. ,~ 
, " 

they begin pr$s~uring the Go~ernment to declare a moratorium. 50 

Unfortunat el.y, rhetoric alone c~uld Dot induce the poor 

'f~rmers into s-ign1ng.' a cont.r'act, :for not only vere the ex­

ecutives 0'1' thè cooperatives uhint-erested .in Chang,ing their 

strategy, bu~ also Ùiost debt-ridden farmera were prevented?" 
, . 

from joining the Pools by ,their' ~ortgage a'gre8Jllents wh'ioh ' 
, , 

sti~ulated wh'ere,' when and hqw_ the ,debtors' graio' vas ','to ' -

be delivered. 51 The solution to all of these problems came 

in the summer of 1927 when, like the breath of redemption, 

Aaron-Sapiro returned to Sas'katchevan to intr.oduoe the no-" 

tien of compulsery pooling. 

Th.e obj ect -e-f pooling by' cOJlt>ul~ion vas ta ~~l.ng all 

fumers ,into a single côoperativ'e and thereby elilDlnat.e the 
" , 

eompetit1Qn of the private ,grain trade. Accord~ng, tO",Sap1.ro. 

the. Provin~ial "Legitlature sbould pass a lev provid~g .that 
. . 
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.~ •• all growers alike should be compelled to deliv'er aIl 

grains to the Pool only, -and that the Pool shall sell aIl 

the grains produced in thls Prov,ince." 52 This, he argued., 
, - ~~ - .., 

was ~ecessary because the "di~tressed farmer [who] owes 
. -

:;, 

. -'. money everywher-e, to the banker-, ta the dealer who will not 
\ 

let him sign up 1!li th the cooperatl ves ••• i6 s-o involved that 

he cannot do anything~"53 The Socialists immediately âd­

opted the new pool proposa! as their own. and in the Fall of-

1927. they initiated an active campalgn ta convert the lar­

g~r unit farmers of the UFC (55) and tne UFA to the cause 

of compulsion. Unfortunately, they met with instantaneous 

and concerted opposition from the leaders of both, the co­

operatives and the educational organizat1...ons. Thou~h the 
-

antagonism of ~any of the farm leaders appears to have ori-

"':>. ginated in a simple dislike for the 50cial;sts, and in an 

unwillingne6s to'" provide them with any policy advantage, the: 

r~ots of the opposition were o~ finer construction. Clearly, 

many of the larger farmers who had signed the ..Pool contract 
~ " .. 

had not committed aIL of their crop to the cooperative, lor 

in Saskatchewan the average 'pooled farm l acreage was onLy 

sligh-tly more than half the amou~ of the '""Provin,cial farm _ 

ave~ag'e when measured in terme of improved acreage" 54,. 5inee 

the POfl of~icials admi'tted to have attracted dispropor­

tionately tew of the smallest f-armers, it i8 evident that 

the average a?reage of the pooled farm sho~ld; in fact, 

have been larger than that of the Pl"ovincial Mean. That this . 

vas Dot the case ie an illustration of ~ .. extent to which 

, 

« 
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. Mant of - thoae- pr-oduèers' who' poo1e~ their _ c-rop maintained 

the option to sell some 01' their grain on th-e open market. , l ,-
Theae farmers could have been expected te oppose eompulsory 

legislation, for it would deprive them of the ability to 

cap+talize upon the~advantages oft~e specula~ive grain 

trade. A furthe+ reaSon for the opposition of rarm leaders 

,to one hu.ndre-d percent" pooling was 'their pelief that com--., 
. ~ , 

pulsion would reduee. th-e sale ,pric_e-of their grain. Iron-
" ' . -

ica11y, H.W. Wood, the Pre8id~nt, of the Alberta Cooperative " ...:. -, r . - -' -
Wheat ;Producers.,. -wàs the Dlost .C),ut'spoken in his attacks upon 

t ' -

univ_~rsal cOQP_eration ,as à' potentially detrimental force 

on the' wheat' tradé.. One" h'un-dred, percent pooling, he' argu.ed, 

wo~ld eausè ~,"fals~.st~mula~~on of priees for~ few years" 
. - .... 

which' WQu1:d, in turn, JI1otiyate' Ifeoncerted efforts ... ~o produce 

'" 

more of tha:t ,wh~q~' 'brings the higher priees. Place 4gri- .~ 

,c~ltur.e il!. the' ~lass' of higher paying industries and what 

"will be th e resul t? .' •• -.Just how long could the Pool ma.intain 

a high level of priees wi~h ~on~inue~ overprôductmon. n55 

If -the Progressive leadership' s respons_e to ~ompulsory 
. 

pooling was subtle, th& radicals' counter offensive was 
-

electric. Wood, eharged the Socialists, was nothing more 

t,han a "farmer-e1ad champion of the grain trade", who spoke 

in favour of "the great speculative system.,,56 Sapiro 
. 

joined in the attack; !'whose voiee are we hearing?" he moeked, 

-arms f1ailing widely, "whose voiee are we heeding, Henry 

Wise Woo!i t s or the farmers '?" 57 'The radicals made their .' ") 
-

arguments espeoially oompel1ing by stirring iolden im~ges 

" 

" 

} 

, 
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\ 

of the post-War Wbeat Board. : Producers, who had always 

hoped that the Pool would eliminate specul~tion now saw in 
, . 

the compulsqry pool the fulfillment of their ambitions. 

"The organization must stand p;oeemin.ent', n declared the- 50-

cialist pr ess, "the Pools [must] ••• b.e save.d .rro~ bècomlng ••• 
• J. • 

merely part of the grain trade. To destroy ~he grain trade 

by any' means in 1 ta power is. li ,prim,e necessi ty developlng 

up'on th.e PO'ol ~dea. fpr the ~o-Ols will not be ,safe untll ' 
, 58 

tl?-e prlvat,è graln trade, la 'uprooted., Both cannat exist." . 
'. 

~ ~ .. . 
Inevi tably-; ',the' debate divide.d the' organized farmers along 

.. ~ _ ",' J ... ~ 

. linés' of lbtalty and economic. sel~-~ntereat. Larger land-
" " . 

ownèrs who b~nefitted from both Poo"1 ·and Exchange joined 
. ~. 

with thoae amaller Pool farmers who r~mained faithful~"to 

their leade~'s in Opposihg the Sapiro plan; adv.~ates of-­

socialist marketing and radical sy~pathizers enaorsed com­

pulsion. and mostt:, of th'e others r.emained confused and un-

decided. In February, 1928, Georg~ Williams led the UFC 

iuto endorsi~g oompulsion by a narrow margin. though the 

delegates cautiously added the .proyiso that they did.not 

beiieve legislative action to be justified until seventy­

five percent of the farmers had signed the Pool contract. 59 , 
, . 

The executives of the Farme~sl Union refused to recognize 

the mo:t.ion, ho,ever, and contined to declare that in an 
, 60--

official sense the UFC remained opposed' t~ compulsion. . 

Criticism of this arbitrary ~licy mounted swiftly, and 

even sympathizers began to question ,the leadership' s justi­

fication in ignoring the demande of the Conventio~. nIt ls· 

/1:' 
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autocratie in its authority," chastized one erstwhile sup­

porter, "assuming it [sic) officiaIs to judge what is good 

for th\ body farmer ••• ln my opinion it will not take many 

auch' actions to wreck thé f~ith of our membership in the 
) 

61 
organiza~ion." 

" 
Scenting blood" t~e left-wing heightened the intensity 

Qi its educational campaign and closed ruthlessly upon th~ 

leaders ,of the UFC (SS). Williams, who had already broken 

vith the Farmers ' Educatiorial Leaguer-but who nonetheless . 

, "'preserved th'e royalty of many League radicals, set about 

. 'constr'ucting a coalition of dissidents who were villing to 

operate within the structure of the existng farm movement. 

. Joined by Communists like Walter Wiggins. and Hopkinè Mille 

and by the venerable,Socialist, George,Sti~~~~g. and the 

young Norwegian Aes..ir, Frank.Eliason,'WillialllB led,the 

drive fOT the one hundred percent 'poo,l, ~n'd th'a.· ènd of the 

old progressive domination. At the '1929 convention, the 
'< ' 

campaign reached i'rui tion ~hen the del~gates not only re:" 
" -

asserted their demand for compulsion, b~t &lso renoun~ed . 

tp,eir former cautio,ns and urged the eltecutive- t'o' lobby the 
., ' 

. 62 
Provincial Government for ,the, necèssary legislat~on.. . In 

the ,electi~ns, the left-wing - swept into 'power; Elia:s'on be­

came Secretary, A_J. Macauley vas èhosen'as Vice-President 
.' ' 

~nd Williams handily defeated the aenior.progreBa~v~ po­

tentB:t~, 'G~H)rge Edwar.d.s, in th e . rac,e t'or th-e Presi9.ency. _ <) 

Shocked by the electoral reverse, Edwards, William Thrasher 

'and three otlier Direotor's resigned, offering as art: .. explana-

\ 
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tion, their opposition to'aompulsory' poo~ing, but tempering 

.. thelr complaint with the accusation that the Socialist-s ' 
, y ~, 63 

, had railroaded the ·Convention." Wi th the' U-nion now firmly 
. . 

'in the- hands of the radicals, .and with the Poo-i ID:embership-

_. sù1?ported' by,.. the Viée-Pr..~~ident. ~ouis Br,ouillette, demon';' 

strating à favourable attitude té> "oompulsion, t'he progres­

'slve:l~adership 'was'foreed to "agree that thè t-ime fo,! ~g_­

gre~sive action had c~m.e. to c?~bat the insidious campa·ig~ 

being earried on hy th~ UFC. n6: 

In the Autumn: of 1929" President McPhail eamp-algned 

aeross the Province against the eompulsory pool proposai. 

Relations between the UFC 'and the eooper,ative deteriorated 

~wiftly and consequently, the' Pool moved elos.er.to the other 

farmer-owned grain_companies. and the existing market strû~ ... , ., 
tur-e-. This swing avay fr0l!l th-e Farmers' "Union was speeded 

, ~~b~ economic catastrophe of 1929-30. In their efforts 
" , 

. i ' 
to.sVbvert public enthusia~m for the compulsory idea, hig~ 

inte~~m,pay~ents on ·thé 1928 cr6p ,and an unprecedente~ 

initia~ payment on the 1929 crop h d been offered by the 

Poolleaders. 65 This taetlc'miscarr"ed, however, for vith 

the collapse of grain priees in early 1930, the Poo~s_ fo~nd 

themselv'es confronted wi.th the problem 0 caneellin~ an . 
66 . 

inflated debt at a time of widespread financial panic. 

Grimly, the Pool executiv~s in Saskatchewan faeed'the in-' 

evitable and/agreed to circulate a petition to test.,the 
, . 

.strength of support ·for compulsion
l
_ By September'1 st, 1.930, 

only fifty,:"eight percent of"thê-~ball~ts had been returnéd,' 

, " 
: . 
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of w~ich 3.2_653 favC?ur~~ 'and '1 ~,991 ~pposed oompul.sory 
'6 '.legialation. 7 Fçr the new.,:Premier of. Saskatchewa.n, the 

" 

leader of the Conservative-Pr'ogressive alliance, J.T.M. 

',Anderson. this seemed suffi~ient ca~Be,for the invocation 

of a 'time-honoured convention - an in~-provincial .c~nfer­

ence of Premiers on marketing s~rateg~~ Unrortunately, 

agrarian interést in co~pulsQry pooling 'had been ,success~' 

fuliy muzzled by the leaders of the Fermera.' As,sociations in -

Manitoba and A-lber·ta. and Colin Burnell, spokesma:n for 

both the 'Provincial Pool and the UFM, set th~ pace by sta-

t-lng that outs~de of Saskatchewan, the proaucers -wer'e' un-
. , 

interested in a grain monopoly in any of its guises. With 
f 

convenient haste, Premiers Brownlee of Alberta and Bracken 

~f Manitoba'pleaded the'pressure of ~ther business and tact-
. - - 68 

fully excused themselves from the marketing conférence. 

Suddenly, progressivism in Saskatchewan found 1tself' ale~e· 
. ~ 

on t'he lield witp. the radical menace., 

For:tunately t'or the Cooperative Gov e~nment, Dr. J am'es ~ 

T.M.· Anderson was always a man willing to make the necessary 

tactical adjustments. In ~ebruary, 1930, the Prairie 

, Premiers had each agreed to provide a bOÏld guarantee to 

covercthe Peol'a indebtedness, in a effort to save the co-

.operatives from coll~~se,and the bank~ from ruine This as­

sistance temporarily s~ved th~ Pools from bankruptcy, but 

~~ was evi~ent that the Provinces would be unable to in­

definitely 'finance, the organizations t staggering deficits. 69 

With the farmers in.lar.ge numbers marching upon the Leg-
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islative Building in Regina to demand one hund~ed percent 

pooling, Anderson moved his Party cautiously into line. 70 

Carefully emphasizing its ne~trality on the issue o~ compul­

sion, the Government introduced two Bills vhich promised to 

monopoli.ze grain tra~ing in the P.rovince. Clea~ly .. no one 

in the Legislature really approved of ~he c~ncept of com­

pulsion, and quiet criticisms were continually voiced on both 

sid~s of the House. 71 Possibly, the Legislation vas adopted 

only on t?e understandfng that it was co~pletely unconstitu­

tional and the Government even postponed e~roreing it until 

i t had been overturned by the Courts. 72 Tactfully, th,e Leg­

islature then' shelved the problem by passing it on to the 

Federal Gover~ent, probaQly recognizing that at that very 
" , 

moDÏeilt., th e, P,ools vere .negotiating a solution of their own 

loTi'th the t'ormidable R.B. Bennett. 

,Realizing the in.ability of the Provincial Governments te 

continue financing the Pools in the face of vorsening econom~c 

,conditions. the, dirèctors 'of the Cooper"ti ves had turned in': 

stinctively te the Fe.deral, Government tor assistance. La-
\. 

me~t~bly, they vere to pa~ a high priee for Federal support, 

for Bennett chose as a·precondition- for Dominio~ guarantees 

the appointment ~f John'l. MacFarland as General Manager of 

the Poolts Central Selling Agenèy. MacFarland, who vas R.R. 

Bennett's chi$f whea~~advisor and the cleverest traqer of 

the 'Grain Exchange, soon became .a sym'bol of the decaying 
, ( 

autonomy.and individuality of the Provincial Wheat Pools • 
• t. . 

FroiD the out set Il hi 8 tOl!9 was one of conciliation ~d reser-

.' ". 
" 
-. . , 
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vation in his management of Pool affairs. "The dut Y of this 

great organization of farmers,n announced MacFarland in·his 

first, policy statement. was, "to take such action as will 

assist in removing from the public mind a prejudice that 

has unwittingly become prevalent that the Pool's policy was 

designed to combat the world and plow a lone furrow to the 

detrirnent of consumers abroad and to the grain and milling 

trade in general. n73 Systematically, the new General-Manager 

stripped away the remaining sheathes of uniqueness; he 

ended the direct selling operations, he closed the foreign 

ofrices, he brought the Pool into the mainstream of the Grain 

Trade and he issued official statements that the cause of the 

depression lay in overproduction and that the solutj~n to 

the wheat problem vas to reduce the cultivated acreage. 74 

, . 
Gradua~ly, the 'Pool began to lose the distinctiveness of its 

character and i t started to offer advice that was antithetical 

to the interests of large s~~tions of the farm community. 

By popularizing the progressive argument that the key to 

economic ~ecovery lay.in sound production methods, the Pool 

not only exonerated its own reputation, but also drew itself 

""'comple,tely back into circle of progres si ve thought. The last 

ve\tiges of the militant beginnings wèr~ foresworn, the re-
, 

m·aining obligations ta the non-competitive and distressed 

farmers were renounced and the reunion of prosressivism and 

cooperatism vas finally and irrevocably consumated. 

The drive for the compulsory pool ended saon arter Mac­

Farland assumed the directorahip of the Central Se~ling Agency. 

-' 
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In Alberta, the call for compulsion had never gathered 

sufficient momentum to make it a diréct threat to the 

authority of the leadership Qf the UFA and the Wheat Pool • 
. 

The times, however, were changing; Henry Wise Wood cel-

e'brated hi s seventieth bir~day in 1930 and wi thin a year, 
l, • 

he had passed on the President 1 s'chair to .Robert Gardiner. 

In a sense, Wood's suppression of socia~ism and his eva-

sion of the compulsory pooling debate were his last great 

.aptions as champion of Alberta progressivism. Deprived of 

~ne facade of cohesion which his leadership had.give~ the 
, " 

farmers' movement in Alberta" and stricke~ by the horror s 

of the Depression, the rural community succumbed to the 

dissentions whieh had, for so long, been sUGeessfully repressed. 

Aeross the borq,er, in Saskatchewan, the campaign for the 

èompulsory pool had c~mented the control of the Soci~ii~t~; 
oyer the" edu·cational" wing of the farmer s 1 movement, and ,. 

in 50 doing, it had aggravated the differenees between 
.'"' 

the militants a~d the gradualists. Stimulated by the defeat 

of the Sapiro plan and sparkeq by the Conservative ascendepcy 

in Saskatchewanopolitics, Williams moved th& UFC- (SS) along 

the labyrinthine path to demoqratic socialism. Against him, 

the extreme 1eft array~d i ts forces to fight ~Ii magnifïcent . 
delaying action which shifted the balance of alliances and 

facilitated the ultimate union of positive thinking wi~h the 

Socialist imaginatÎon • 

• 
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In a srn:aJ.1, cluttered roarn on the second floor of Saskatoon' s 

Gra.l11ger Bmlding an awkward, tense man hanJDered ,out sorne more careful 

-' 

words on hlS di1apldat.ed typewnter. For John Magnus Clarke, the long, 

lonely years of ]ourna1l5tlc agltauon were fmally readung frultlon. 

'There 15 no doubt about "tne r15mg ude of d1scont.ent on the PraJ.nes," 

he conflded 1Il hlS old fnend. Tan M::Ewen. "a c~ensat.es for Il VJ.ng l.Il 

~S 

th15 howhng wllderness for three and a half years.'" • Jad:' Clarke 

~d CCEe to Saskatchewan ln 1927, haVlllg been asSlgned by the Ccmnurust 

Party of Canada (CPC) as the replacement for H.M. Bart.hol~ as edl tor 

of The Furrow. An lllpOSlng propagand15t. BatholaDeh had mcurred the 

dlspleasure of the Party through hlS fallure to apply the COIIUntern 1l.11e 

ta the Canadlan context. Accordmg t.o the ''1besis on the Agranal1 Ques-

tlon" accepted by the Second Congress of the Int.ernatIonal, the goal of 

CClIlIIII.mi.st agi taUon was to mtenslfy the c.lass struggle inherent ln ag-

ri cul tural productlon. . " me ~Jec~ was to' recognize the fourfold diviSIon 

of small and middle peasantry, agncultural proletariat and kulaks and to 

prOJOOte the Wllon of the rural pOOl" wi th the kal and urban proletariat. 

This, it was stated, could only be aclueved ''by persuadJ.ng the midd1e 

peasantry to mal1ltain a neutral attl tude and by gainmg the support of a 

. 76 
large part, if n~.t the whole. of the small peasantry." ,Unfortunately, 

Bartholanew rejected this notion, and lllStead attesJtlted to base the PFEL' s 

pollCles upon "the confllct between agranan capi tal and industrial and 
, 77 

finance capital J rather than upon class stIUggle on the farm." As the 

League's Manifes1:o explained, the radlcals sought not ta divide the fanoers 

but rather ta create "a UI1l ted front of all producers against all forms 

.. 

.. 
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of exploltahbn of man br Înan, "'lth the ob)ectlve o-f. secunng producer 
-8 

control of mdus"try and the pt;1liers of govel'1'12DeIlt.", 

Sl.nce oost of the leaders of the Farmers' E.ducanonal League we:re 

aiso members of the CPC, lt was not dJ.fhcult for the Central Executlve 

Ccmru ttee to secure cantrol over the League '5 ldeologlcal organ b\" the 

replacement of Bar...hol~. The man chosen to supplant rwr., ,; .1'01. Clar.ke. 

was a shy, dOUT Scot who hari carveè out hu. reputauon ln the Bn tlsh Col-

l.Imllan woods 'as Secret.arr of the u..nœr workers 1 Industn.al Uruon 1Il the 
~9 

half-decade followmg the Great har. A penetratl.ng" theoreuoan and 

camu tted Leru.nlSt, Clarke "as a stI"OIlg supporter of the InternatlOnal and 

he _as anxlOUS to ll1St:':: :in the agn.cul tural masses a revolutlanarv un-

derstanding and discIpl1ne. Unfortunately for the Party. he was also too 

astute a SOCWIst thinker ta beccme a doc1.le, malleable 1llStrument of 

its pol1cy. Fran the outset, he strove to BCqUlre a flrst-hand knowledge 

f 'cul ural d" 80 l...~~..l ff o agrI t con 1 tIans. Fran lUS cranp~ one-roan'o lce-apartment 

in the Grainger Building, Clarke chumeii out a 5 teady flOh' of pqIenne 
-, 

which developed upon hi~ research discoveries. SW1ftly. he came to re­

alne that the Com:l.nt.e~n approach t.o the' agTarlan question was map­

plicable to the Canadian context and he crlticlsed Party ideologues \olho 

had att~ted t.o make t.he "facts fit. into an existing theory. ,,81 In a 

sene;; of t Draft Agrarian Programne5 t and in rus edi torials ln The FUTl"Oft' • 

Clarke moved to correct the inaccuracies in the, Camorumist Party's p01~cy 

and in 50 dOlllg, he construct.ed an inteHect.ua.l synthesis that remains am:mg .. 
the mast. onginal and ins1gPtful .studies of the dynsmics of capi tali sm in 

Praine agncul t.ure. , 

Accordmg t.o Clarke, the problem lri th the Ccmintern' 5 approach ta 

the agranan questlon Jo/as that it based ~ mobilization of the rural pool" 

\, 

\ 



, 

on two fundamental nu:sconcepnons: the duect class ~loi tauon of 

small by large farmers, and the nanoonr of l.nterest beo.een debt-ndden 

B" 
"producers and the agncultural proletaTlat." In contrast. Clarke pro-

posed that an optl.Dll.Stlc· concentratlOn upon the agncui rural proletanat 
~ . 

19nOred the over....-helmlng dlfflcultles lnvolved l.n orgaru:rng the rural 

workers. Fann labour ln Canada ~~ nugratory and seasonal ln character, 

generallv workmg·the woods of B.e. and Northem Albert.a, the cltles, 

nu.nes and rallroads of the hest. and when the demand warranted. the 

wheat flelds at harvest t lJDe. Hi therto, a11 efforts to IOObll1::e mi-

• grant labour had been undermmed by 1 ts geographlcai disperslon and 

. . Cla"rke had suffiClent expenence ~"1 th the problems of orgam:.rng the 

lumber workers to appreClate the haards lnVolved. Furthenoore, an 

allIance of small farmers and workers was unfeasible because of the 

mecharu::auon prçcess. whlch only served to aggravate the conf'hcts i.m­

pl1ci t ln contractual enployment" Mechanizatl.on' created a defl.anonary 

pnce pressure wiu.ch effect:lvely lUldermined ~ eccnomic position of the 

non-c~titlve small farmeTS: Unable tG curtail unit" product.ion costs 

br t.eclmological adaption, the pool' farmers were. cœpelled U) reduce over­

head.s br diminishing expendl tures on labour. Rather than drawing small 

farmer and proletarian tog~ther. the dynamics of ~i tahzation only 
n • . 

served to augment tensions hi "forci 'Nt the eqlloyer to asSlIJle an increasingly 

exploitive attitude to bis employees. In this sense, the poer producers 

• and fam' worlœrs confronted each other not as allles t but "as class 

enemies, as exploiter and exploi ted. u85 

In addition to bis criticisms .. of the eq>hasis placed upan the tural 

proletariat br the Cœ.intern' s theory, Clarke attacked the belief that 

the class s.truggle in the countryside was derived fran the direct exploi-

.... 



1 
tation of the 1 pooT peasantl1' 1 b)' the ' kul.aks '. Though he did not 

deny the existence of class conflict in the rural cœm.mity, he proposed 

that :. t S cÏear expTe5Slon had been l!IJted br a pervasl ve bourgeois et:hic. 
r 

In tus \"l~, a11 fa-nDeTS wen bel.1l8 deluded br a Turnenan 'free land 

myth. whlch muffled socIal tensions and maintained the illusiorf of an 

mdefimtely expansIve and ~dly DDblle econœLic en\'UQJunent. Con-

sequentJ.y. the Ideology of the.lower stratum 'iGvers be~ t:hat of the 

pett)' bourgeoisIe and the proletariat, and fmds l ts expresSlal in a 

l'Jl1l ti tude of demands for more or less ut.C1p13n refo~. ,,84 The ideological 

mispercept1.an was anchored ln the particular c:.haracter of agranan class 

relations. wtnch were not powered by the intenlal CalfllctS, but were 

bomof mdirect Tlva1fles~ ""Ihe theor:: !hat ln Western Canada, rich 

fanlers dIrectl)' explOIt poor farmeTS lS a delusion," Clarke Wl"Ote, "it 
-

does not ex:i~st except ln the very few isolated cases where a farDer bas 

bought up a considerable amount of land and then rented this land to ,bis .. 
less fort~ie neighbours, or in the even fewer cases whe~ a nch fa1"lE"r 

holds a mortgage on a poo,,: fanner' s land ... 85 Al ter~., the focus of analysis J "', v .,." 
he then argued that rather t:ban exp loi ring each other, a11 fumers were 

1 

at the mercy of tlle finance capi talist and that the different positions 

each class of ~armer occupied in relation te the oc.urgeoisle dete~ 

i ts social interests. 

t'Usury .~! Clarke Wrote, "is the main avenue Jor the control of ag-

ri cul t:uIe. the toiling fanœrs and their families by the lords of finance. 

This control extends to a11 sections of the rural population and includes 

t~ rural bourgeoisis. ,,86 Though simiIarly enslaved by the finance ca.p­

italists, however •. the 'bourgeo~ agrarian', ,in cont ras t, to the poer 

fari:aer," was t'the cla.ss .representatiw of finance capital ... 87 '!lUs par-

\ 
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adoxical si~tiàn was Pt:oduced. accordj.ng te Clarke. by-~ degree te 

which the rich famers -profitted fran the ~tion of urban çapi alism. 

Poor farmers t who were unable to pay the interest charges on debts and 

1IOrtgages. suffered enctions and foreclesures t but the we~ thy fanaers 

profitted fran theu losses. DecreaseS in the nuroer of small produœrs 

meant that rich fal"Jllers cOOld further exp~ their hOldings, iDprove 

the cost effecti veness of their machinery and thereby incre~e the pro­

fitability of theiT, operations. FurthelWlre, large farmers. benefitt.ed· ... -
frœ the credit system, which allowed them te borrow the necessary ~ 

to continue expanding and they shared with the urban bourgeoisi-e a ~ 

interest in technological innovation. Clarke saw these- divergent inteTests 

refl.ected in the pohCles of the various fam organiutions. for toit is 

chiefly inside these bodies !hat the class clash finds ·its express~an. Il 
_1 .~ 

Within "tllese organizati~ the rich !armeTS 'advocate poli~ies which coin-
~ • ' l 

cide vith their class interests, and the class interests of the rich farmer 
- ' 

are aboost invariably' the opposite of' the claSs interests of the pooT 

faIDeTS."S-B 

- The object of ec.unist' Party agitatiœl in the eountryside, ~ 
Il ' • - .' -

ta Clarke, was the mobilizatian of ~e poor famers for mUtant struggle. 

f-bwever, owi.ng. to the indirect chat:acteT of class riva1ries, he rejected 

the Cc:Inintern~ s notion of. a di-Teet cœflict between rich fanœTs and-poor, 

and instead a.rgued tha"t the, real struggI.e fo~ ecOllQllic elnancipation would 

he fought against the exploitive instnaents of finance capitalism: In 

this sense, Clarke beli~ved that the farmers should he ~ to organize . 

a general resiStance ta foreclo_sures and evictiOns, ~ch he argued was. 

a tactic similar, to . that or taking strike act!on in industry: - In ~­

tian t he advocated the issuance of intereSt'::frée state credit, the ~eg" 

,~: -
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islatiOn of a standard priee for a11 agria.ù tural eOlllOOdi ties based 

an the small farme~f costs of production, the abolition of the Board 
-

of Grain CoDmissioners and the control of the gracling process by the 

farmers 1 the:msleves. 89 Clarke' s agrarian thesis ~as a-s~rp depa~ure 
fran the official policy .of the CoDmwlist Party, and i t was clearly de­

signed to-attune revolut;lonary theories to existing conditions. Noting 

that the poor farmers did not dlrect their frustrations, and mimosities 

towards the rich farmeTS, he realiz.ed that their main enemies were not 

their ne~;- but their creditors. He understood the antipatby be­

t-ween the farmèrs and the proletariat, and he-recoiJUz.ed the difficulties 

which the Par~ would face in atteq>ting to hanooni~ their divergent in­

terests . Percei ving- the basic conservatism of the mi li tant sma11 procbJcers, 

.. he a~ that the radicals D15t ~ign 'a. p.rog'JaWe ,of ÙIIDe<Ü~~. demands 

-that would "he '!objective. eOOugh t~ 'lead the ft;ll'ilers to strogglé ~, 'at 

the same· time, evade ~ pi tfills of ~formism. ,,90 He knew that the poor 
. ," -..-

farmers t1ad not devel0pe4 a revolutionary' consciousness despi te their .... 

, . . -, 

eœtinued to he ''becl9UCled: with all- the usua~ htaibug, though perhaps to 

a lesser degree than fomerly. ~,gl . 

In' October 193O, the, leaders of-the Famers 1 Educati~ l..eag!Je 

... ...œgan to transf~rm tJ:le '~~anization ;.nt~ a ''militant boCIy-' deSign~to 
tii'ify "the debt-ridden f-armeTS around a program oi imaedi.ate action 

aœ united struggle.',,92 Cl~rke's editorials in The Furrow assLllJe(l ~ 

more ~ggressive, warlike character and' prœri.J!mt . Soc~ists introduced' 

the noticm of found1ng "cœàittees 'of action~ pledg~ ta res:i:st, .~- . 

atteapt ~o th~ debt-ridderi: farmers ~ of bouse apd' ~. ,,93', J>.ress~ 
, .. 

for a ~e in LeGgue--straœgy had been accmlJattng ~~ s~ time, 

.' , 

" ' • j' ... ' 
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and at least since the departure of Williams and Stirliny the dernand 

had been increasing for the FEL to "adapt ... to the
l 
situation" by for-

1 94 -
lalD'lching a direct "appeal to the p~ople." saking the UFC (55) and 
<' 

The stimulus for th~ League' s reorientation carne both from the Com­

DlIDist Party, ",Jo'{hich had adopted a program calling for greater direct , 

involveinent in the fanners' JOOvement and fran the Depression, which 

157 

had created the conditions demanding "a radical change". Optimistically 1 

radicals across the country predicted that the' ~ression signalled "the 

breakdown of the C~l tahst economy" and they moved to develop strategi.es 

which would prepare ibe select "for their f~ture emancipation ... 95 In the 

agT8rlan field, this implied an UuDediate domestication of the poor 

farmers' reviving ~litancy and tne revolutionaries set themse!ves to 

the task of transfonning a mentalité of rebelliou-an8ss into a par:-eeption 

of class war. 

Small fam lUITest had largel}' been "dissipated by the econœric re­

'covery of 1924-25, but lII'Î tir the subsequent collapse of wbeat prices in .. 
1929, 8 genèral feeling of desperatioo sgam began to asser~ itself. 

Juné 1929. the Wheat Pools 8JUlOl8lced that they would he forced to Te-

duce their initial pàyments to an l81preœdent~ low of sixty cents a 

In 

busbel and six months 1ater, the Western Premiers petitioneci OttalG-for 

~ 1egis laùon ,of 8 ,minÎJIUII guaranteed priee of ~l)' seventy cents. 96 

SlDall faI'JDeTS-r whose costs of procluctiQll exeeeded the value of their goods. 
~ 

fOlD'ld themselves again confronted by the probletl of baving to par pre-

vi~ly"acquired fixed charges with sharply declining incCllfes. Confidence 

'j,il a rapid recovery faded qùicklY and again the fanDel'S_ began to fear 

the CIIÙllOUS shadows of the banker and the sheriff. ''There bas been no 

time during the twenty-fOUT years WB have been in canada. ft remarked one 

, 
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fanner, flthat: the moral rsic) of the country folk have been so low .11
97 

diaracteristically, familiar faces, whos.e presence were the tradi tional 
A ' 

harbingers of revoIt, began to reappear on the Prairie. In Alberta, 

George Bevingtan, the monetary refonDer, began "to 5 tage a cane-back J Il 

and he stu:çed the Province wi th a caU for the nationalizatioR of the 
> 

. 98 
banlcs and-a JOOratoriun on farm debt. Far to the East in Kelvington, 

~ ~ 

Louis P. ~ emerged fran retirement and unsuccessfully atteq>ted 

to organize a 'Farmers' Nsliional Union';1 a ~ew JOOVement pledged to the 

resistance~f foreclosures and evictions, and thI: 'nationalization 

of mpney 1 .99 

In DecEl!Î>e17 1930 the c:.a..m.ists DDVed to hamess this rising 

1iiscontent through the fomation of the Famers' ,\,lnity League (FUL.), an 

independ~t. militant replacaaent for the FEL. At a series of confereI1ces 

held on successive days in Winnipeg, Regina, Saskatoon and EdIonton, 

the revolutionaries set out their prograa for struggle., lbe ideology of 

the new organization was based upon a recogni t'ion of the class di \-rision in 

agricul ture and i t presented the' pool' fanaers as the' '~sole power i~ coun~ry 
Go $0 

• 
districts for ~ struule against all fonDs of capitaliSli. ft Thtf-Leaguet s 

. , 

~ate dmands included a miniBa incœe of one thousand dollars to 

he paid by the Suite, free-·medicine and lvlspi tals, non-cœtriOOtary 50-

. 1 . and--ld' . . and ' ...... f deb 100 ca l11SUl'3JlCe ,.0 age pen510ns a JIIDratOTllJlll \.IIi ana t. 

Geprge Wilùams, who as P-resident of the UFC (SS) was present at· the 

f~ticm~ tonference in Saskatoon. attaclc.ed the CoIaaInists for their 

preoccupation with the 'ilIDediate struggle'. Calling for 'scientific' 

Socialism' and not ~litancy, he urged the two hundred and fifty at­

tendant famers, not te he preocc:t,4>ied with local issues, but 10 search 

for cœprebensive solut~cms. Predictably, Wllliaas' ~ were re-

.r ',\-
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j ected br the fanoers, for he had faHed to consider ~ real character 

of the new mo~nt.lOl Economically ~ous and socially excoriated, 

the poor farmers were concerned not wi th achieving the Cooperative Cam­

mnwealth, but rather wi th preventing -their i.mIœdi.ate demise. ReaU zing 

stn.tDent of smal1 fam dissent, but in 50 doing, they were inadvertently 

to sacrifice their cherished ideology on the flaming pyre of revoIt. 

George H. Wiiliallls retumed fl'QJl -the founding conference of~ the 

Famers' Uni ty League sullen and irascible. His oId- associates had 

stoien a urch on bim, and their virulent faith in the inevitability of 

revolution played seductiwly \..,art the sensitive cbords' of his divided 

seul. Forced into self-justification by the radicals f decision ta break 

with the UFC, ~ responded vith apologies and defiance. "1 _ not 5at­

isfied with the UR::~ he told the CO".'n18tB defensively, "but unlike 

you, 1 • not trying to destoy i t because 1 _ not satisfied, ratber 1 

_ trying to brin& àn apparently aJCh-divicJed ~ ..• to a line of c~ .. 
actiœ - politically and ~cal1y •• .lOZ For Williaas, the solutiœ io-. 

the probl81S of capita1.isa hacl nerver Iain in violence or civil disobedienoe 

and even in bis early diys in the RJ:, he had chIIIpioned the 'constitu­

tionalist' approach: JtJwever, the ~ts continued te Jake hiJD feel 
\ " 

ualtogether too self-conscious" t:hou&h he reasoned that fltheir Objective 

is tO -.lœ us feel that way, in order that we resent them ••• and b1' '60 

, doina, place ourselves in a poSition where the cœ.ul,l.· sts can accuse us 
-

of repudiation i)f various organiFtions whieb ostensiti y, at least, are 

there for the purpose of helping the masses in their to day difficul~. '. 
. \ 

ties. ,,103 CarefulIy, Wiliia's at'teIIIPted to chart a cour~e of, consti tu-

ticnal action which WOUld lead peacefully and quiescently towards Socialtsm· -, 

\ 
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without suc~ing to 1 re formi sm , . With subtle strokes he drew the UFC 

towards independent poli tical action and an alliance wi th the urban so-

cialists, while sÎl1l.ll taneously radicalizing the Union' s platfonn. Un- "" 

forttmately, he misjudged the malleabllity of his charges. for though 

he cou1d cajole the middle-sHed agrat:ians of the Fann Urnon into accepting 

his tseties, he could not indocè them to embrace hlS 'tisions. 

At' the 1930 Convention of the UFC, h'illlams. A.J. Macauley. who 
,,' . \ 

succeeded ~illi~ as Presldent. and the other Soc1311st leaders. had 

attempted to gujde the org~zatlon into an endorsation of Independent 

polit.lcal action. Though the motion had been reJected by the Convention. 

the undalilted Soclalists ha.d renved the oId Fanners' POlitlcal Associ-

ation ~~th the objective-of contesting the Dominion election of that year. 

Remarkably. the AsSoclation succeeded in captunng twenty-fi ve thous~d 

votes, and though the young Party 1 S populari ty was probably a resul t of 

anti-Liberal senttDent sparked br the Depression, it, impress~ the farmers 

sufficiently to induce t~ to support direct poli tical action at the 
, \ 

1931 Convention. 104 The platfonn of the agrarian group, which merged 
-, 

with the Independent Labour Party to fom the Sas~tchewan 'Panner-Labour 

Group in 1932, was c1ear1y \sOCialist in character. The ProVincial econ­

anic prograrn. adopted by the\ Party, '\rIas- a collage of radical demands 

and called for a moratorIum 0 debt, a fixea priee on grain above the 

cost of production, natlonaliz tion of the railroads, currency, and éredit, 

one h\Dldred percent pooling, the \ abolition of the Gr~in Exchange and a 

;o.-system -of ''fusë:'leases 1 00 aIl 1~~ and res~u;ce~. ms ThO"ù~h'~the-J:anner-
\ 

Labo\lr Group was to merge wi th othe'r radical organizations across the 

Dominion to fo~ the Cooperative c~ç.nwealth Federatinn (CCF) in 1933, 
, -

tI:lis basic agrariéin platfonn was to ~in tmchanged. Indeed, when the 

\ 
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program WU eventually 81111!nded, the pressure for revision came not 

1 ' ~ 0\ 

fran an ideological reorientation on the part of the leaders, bût fran 

~ necessity of adapting thê" Party' s outlook to the predisposi tian of 

the people. 

Clearly, the populan ty of the Socialist Pany in rural Saskatchewan 

was st ronge st in the prosperous farm areas where the UFC had found I ts 

gr~atest sUppOrt. .Among tHe poer farmers, and partlcularly ln the non-, 

English small farm regicns, the Party remained weak lDltil the Depression 

had ended and the econœic condltions had been stabilued by the war. 106 

~ied wi th dIrect action and bound by a tradi tional suspicion of 

po~i tical entanglements, the small farmers were reluctant to support .. 
• 

the new Farmer-Labour alliance. For the middle-shed producers t, however, 

:independent politics was the natural fruitiOll of long-standing ideolog­

icaH orientation. Since the Wheat Board agitations of the iJJmediate 

post-War years, mid,lle-strata progressives had believed firmly in the 

corrective powers of legislation. They had never feared compulsory leg­

islation or socialist methods and they had consistently pressured fur 
, 

-'Xl the extensive use of government in the private sector. To this extent, 

cœpulsory pooling, socialized marketing, nationalized banks and rail­

ways and the other policies '4ùch called for an enlargement of social 

services originated as much in the progressive tradition as in the 50-

ciaUst et}:los. Tactica11y, the concept of indtJ>endent poli tics was not 

new to the Pro~essive mind. Never having advocated direct action or 

fam militancy after the fashion of the RJC and FUL, the midd1e-strata 
\ . 

progressives had sought throughout to acivance their interests through 

political lobbying. Many of their spokemen, such as George Edwards, 

A.J. MacPhail and Harold Ellis, had come to the lOOvement through the 
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medi\JD of the Progressive Party and the UFC had 1DiUntnned close ues 

with the political insurgents. lhx(uesuonably, howeve-r, the actual 

decision to organize a Farmer-Labour Party had been spoiled not by latent 

tendenc1es, but by the l.DIœdiate failure of the caupulsory pool campalgn 

coupled with the pervasive sense !hat pohtics ln Saskatchewan waS IIlOVlllg 

in a new direction. The electoral ~ctory of the Conservatlve-Progres-

sive alliance in 1929 conVlnced many fanœrs that the poh tlcal SI tuatlon 

was polarizing. The orgaruzed Fanners' Party had dJ.splayed 1 ts patnclan 

tendencies by aligning Itself with the TorIes and the liberaIs had been 

mcmentarily dlscredited by their re~a.tions with the ethnIe mnonties 
~ ~ 

and their attacks upon the Klan and Anglo_SaxDn1Sffi. 107 Given these dis-

affections, the Socialist leaders of the new Party eV1dently belleved 

that their greatest support would caae fTan the JOOderately prosperous and 

the poer farmers, and they designed their policies largely to attract .. 
the mi li tants away ftan the Camm.mists and into the new poli tiCal organ-

ization. 108 Paradoxically, however, the expected support did not mater­

'ialize; the small farmers continued to vote Liberal and the Farmer-

Labour group found· itseU a spokesman, not for the mi li tants·,. but for 

"t~ farm reactionaries ..• of the oid Progressive Party. ,,109 

.As the Fanner-Labour group evplved into, the CCF, it attracted 
- , 

increasing numbers of the~rger farmers who had been alienated by the 
'iI'~,- • .-

Co9perative Government' s inability to confront the Depression. These 

farmers were appalled by certain aspects of the Party's platform how­

ever, and by 1934, they were pr;essuring the Socialist leadership to 

amend their policies. The central issue of contention Was the 'use-

lease 1 claus-e" which proposed the granting of tenancy in perpetuation 

to aIl farmers upon application to the gove~.110 Williams had first 

.. , 
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became addicted to this notion of ~tianali:z.ing the land and then re-
1 

turning it to the fanners during a v15it to the Soviet Union ln 1930. 

Nationali~tion. according to Williams, would "remove the greatest 
\ 

overhead that farnung has had ta contend with. -'Mortgages, Interests 

and Rent Tolls," and when coupled with a socializat~on of the transpor-

tauon system, i t would ensure "the ma:xl.lDlIIl aJOOl..Ult of efficiency at the 

lowest pos~ible cast, ,,111 1he CCF' 5 agrarlBlL supporters, however. clld 
~ 

not share in his radICal enthusiasny and they clearly chsll.ked the concept 

of an alienation of legal ownership ta the State. 112 In fact, M.J. 

Coldwell\ the leader of the Party ID S~katchewan, belleved that the 

use-lease clause was the "maj or cause of the defeat of the CCP' in 

the Provincial' election of 1934. 113 Responding to the rooderation of 

their supporters, thè leadership ln 1936'reformed the Party platform, 

dropping all references to Socialism and expunging the policy of land 
, , 

nationalization.1l4 Gradually, agrarian Socialism in Saskatchewan was', 
. 

being coopted into middle-strata progressivism' artçi by losing i t5 radical 

flavour, it was becaning increasingly rore acceptable to the politically 

active large fanoers. The CCF. wrote one spokeman revealingly, "is not " 

di l . , 1 f Il th l' f 1 ' , ,,115 ra ca ... 1t 5l.lDp Y 0 ows e Ines 0 east reslstance . 

VI' 

.. 
10 many people it seemed like ,j~t 50 much more of the same old 

thing. Progressivism and popular protest might have assuned strange 

guises, but their newly-tailored finery covered not their time-honoured 

souls. To.all who cared to listent the CCF spoke vith a strangely 
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familiar voice. "Socialism," said George Williams, "does not mean, 

as some people would have you believe, that if you have two shirt~ Gy 

you must give one to your friend ... SociallSffi not only recognizes the 

right to possession and enjoyment of personal property, but wants to , 

ma.ke it possible for people to enjoy a great deal more of i~. ,,116 

In effect, rural Socialism was not collectivism,'lt was progress made 

ratlOnal; "there would be no gluttmg of the markets wi th unsold goods; 

there would be no booms and no depressions. We could make use of all the 

technocratie advances and the application of further labour saving de-

vlcés ... to lower the cost priee, and therefore the sale price pf that 
" 

article. The money 50 saved would be used for the purchase of other goods 

or services, such as a trip to see relations in the East. ,,117 . If the 

Soeialist Party seemed little more than progressive wine in a new bottle, 

then the Farmers' Unity League, for aIl its Cammunist kfffliations, ap-

peared to be nothing 50 much as a revitalized Fanners' Union of Canada. 

~ Evidently, it was close enough to attraet many of the same old faces, 

for when the FUt founded a local in Kelvington, the first~name in the 

lodge book was Louis P. M:::Namee' s . 118 ,,~' weU ," re:marked one 

progressive to George Edwards, ''you know what Barnum said. ,,119 
• 

veteran 

In Alberta, time hàd finally aehieve what no man eould acc6mplish, 

, 

cJ 

~en Henry Wise Wood :was forced fram the UFA. The enigmatic old .Presi-

dent had been perhaps Canada' s most sud:essfia '-Conservative and his sys-
).,. ."~ - l ' 

tematie repressions of bo~h the left and the right mainiained an abnonnal 

stability in Alberta's farmers' movement throughout the 1920'5. In a 

sense, radicalism here had been roce danmed; Wood and his eohorts had 

prevented the dissidents fram ïnflueneing the UFA's policies and th;' 

economie serenity of the later twenties had subverted any attemt5't to 
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organlZ.atlonally ClrctlIlVent the relgnmg fam body. PathencallY , 

radIcals llke Carl Axelson .. ere dn ven from despalT untc despal r. 'The 

fanners are the mast changeahle Indl vIduals that l have ever came 

across," Axelson lamented, ''\·:henever the)' have sorne luck and thIngs 

come thelT way, the)' "ant to gc l t al one ... and have natJllng ta do ... ·1 th 

you. ,,120 Unable to effect am' change 1I1 the fanners' attltude, rad-

Icallsm ln Alberta remamed an unfulfllled praruse, and lts argaru.:atlons, 

. 121 
ln consequence, became "far tao loose to exerClse an)' Influence." 

In a vit.al sense, however, the fallure of Albertan r'adlcahsm was sllIÇJly 

the oost. salient example of a KIdespread phenoniènon. Across the West 

the late twenties was a tlJTle ünnly bound by orthodox presumptlOI1S wtucil 

dellneated the proper lllIll ts af nat only debate, but, :a1. sc, opinIon. 
,- ., 

Thaugh tmqlJestionably an 'Age af Excess', l t was a1:;'O ,cID '&a of Pro-

gressIvism' ah d 1t was ln the matenallstlc, teclmocratlc nund that the 

carparat.e culture fOlIDd Its surest expressIon. The dIsslCient reactlOnary 

vaice of the poor had been s~lenced by the slren>~ong_ of good times, ~d 

even ~e Socialists had dIvid~and scattered under the succeSSIve blast.s 
'\ 
~-

of consensual materialism. The Ku Klux Klan was
d 

a sy.rnbol of the -age; , 

brash, nati vist.ic and self-servmg, a narrow Instrument of social hOlllO-

geneity designed to shrink the vistas of cultural perrnissability. Its 

direct t.nurnph in the 1929 election in Saskatchewan was not merely a vic-

. tory foi primitive sensibilities, it was an ugly reflection of the narrow­

ness af the modern mind. 

The Depression ended the corporate celebration before it had had time ~ 

to crest.. Progressives began ta sense that the systepl had failed them, 

and though they refused to abandon their technological modernistic vâlues, 

they bel1igerently turned upon the superstructure of capitalism. An- • ..; 1" • 



, 

gnll', many progressIves became 1 Soclallsts', but fe\> understood the 

mean~ of the tem, and fewer stIll were .... "111111& to accept ItS lID-

plicauons. Characteristicallv, the msconsolate progressIves bas-

tardl:ed theu adopteè Ideclogy 1.111.0 then own llJla.ge and thev thereby 

confmed lt \o.ltmn the narro.. spectnun of 'acceptable' dl.ssent. Un-

\.1 ttIngl \ , agranar. 5ocl.al~srn was drawn mt.o the relgmng po 11 tlcal 

culture and b\ embracmg COeptIon, the rad.J.ca15"lost the posslblhtl' 

of understand1ng the system lnto ",:hlch they were belllg propelled. How-
, -

ever, the econœllc collapse of the thutles also stl!Teè a ml lItant re-

n val of small fam protest. and 111 50 dOlng, 1 t provoked a ground 
~ 

swell re]ectlon of the progreSsIve etrucs. Hereucs 111 a land of true 

bellevers, the poeT ,farmers sa'" the dnft of modenllt)', and repudiated 
. 

lt. 111er kne'\to !.hat the future. as the progz:esslYes envlsloned l t, 

held no pbce for them, and they fought bi tterly ta deflect society 

from Its corporate path. Theu struggle and their defeat arumated 
o 

the next two decades of agrarian dissent, and set a creatlve standard 

fOT the Canadian century. 
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CHAPTER F IVE 

CLASS WAR AND CHAOS 

The Depression Years 

. , 
Outside of the UGG elevator, st Mundare; a small c1uster 

of uneasy, overalled men waited quiet1y for the wagon w~ich 

, --

moved tow.ards them. Apwehensivl'ey, they saw that tl)e 

driver, John Lamash, was no longer alone and they easily 

distinguished the dark silhouette of an RCM'p officer sitting 
.~ ~. 

,.: beside him. A s th ey approach ed, the pi èketter s again 
" 

tried to turn the wagon back, sh?uting th~~ they were 1e­

ga1ly on' strike, a~d that they would ~,J.low no grain to pass 

through their blockade. Thè'wagon creaked ominously forward;, . '~ 

~ance :Corporal'Perlson ordered ,the striking farmers to clear 
,_-Mo" 1 .. 

\

'''-{he roa'd a~d threatin'ed them with arrest if tpey' contin,~d 
J' ;' 

to obstruct a public highway. Angry words followed, ahd ~# 
1 -,\- ' 

then, as th,e wagon eased t~o)igh the pic,ket line; one o'f the , 
.... , , 

farmers struck at t~e horses sharply with a stick. The 

j 

animaIs pajicked and ~harged; the, wagon brok~ free, jJwung over 
0' 

" , " 

• 

" , 
, 

" , 
" 
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to the roadside and overturned in a dit~h. Lance Corporal 

Perlson w-as thrown free, -cracking his head on the ground, 

Lamash sufferd a broken leg. The grain was scattered over 

the swaying Prairie grasse In an instant, two black cars 

screamed forward, d~positing eight~Mounties with swinging 

clubs and drawn revolvers. Two' farmers were injured, ten 

were àrrested and ~ne policeman was struck in the face. The 
... 

next. day, the Central Btrike Committee re10ubled the size 

1 of its picket line along the road to the ~GG elevator. 

The Mundare delivery strike which had begun early 

in November, 1934 was"not the first case of the withholding 

of produce and the picketting of highways by farmers. Barely 

one year~efore, a similar ~rain strike had -erupted at nearby 

Myrnam) and in both instances, th e Farmer sr Uni ty League h ad 
Il 

rushe'd in to pr ovide i t s assi stance and support.. The ,nu-
, , 

cleus of the farm strike area was the predominantly Ukrain-

lan, black soil region te the north and east of Edmonton • 
• 

Here, 'the tradition of homesteading h.ad prov-ed more tenae~us 

"-
than in any other region of the"W~stern Prairie,' sustained 

by an ,ethnie -exclusiveness and a 'cu~re rooted in peasant 

traditions. i FaTms in .t~1a araa were ~~mal1er tha~"~lse-­
where on the frairie, with ,quarter and half s ction. ~rodûc-

: ~ .. 
ti.on. ùni ts predominating and, owing to tpe forest nature 

of the terrain and the difficulties involved in cI~ar1 
• 

the propor~ion of improved to total acreage was. also si~ni -

icantly le,ss than the rural ~rerage. Investmerit ratios' in 

/ farm maehinery and livestoek were ,aD,lo1)g the· J"o-we'st in Alberta, 

" 1 
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vith an attitude of reaction and a tradition of non-corn­

petitiveness retardlng the acceptance of tèch~logical in­

no~ations and diverSlfications. 3 One ob~erver was surprised 

·to se~ that many srnall farrners continued to cu~tiyate their 

holdings ~in the manner of the old country ..• s~edihg their 

grain by hand frorn a bag slung over their shoulders.,,4 Pre-

dictabIy, the progre,ssives believed this to be a reglon of 

economic stagnation and they attack:ed the Ukrainian settler 
.. 

for being "personally impractic~l. unenterprising and un-

ambitious vith regard to wealtB, ease and worldly advantage. 

He does not vant better food. b~tter clothes or to do less 

than the minimum of work.,,5 

For the Ukrainian farmers of East Central Alberta, as 

for aIl small producers on the 'Canadian Prairie, poverty 

was the unfortunate cÇJrollary of m'ethodological conser·vatism .. 

Faced with depreased wheat priees which reduced their al-

ready Iirnited incomes, the small producers were~being trans-

formed by economie circumstanee into an anachronism. ~y 

the"mid-thirties, analysts were diseussing ~he problem of 

t'he 'Qua1l'ter-Section' farmer~'. and attempts were being made 

to 4',pevelop alternatives to marginal whe~t production. 6 The 

crux of th~~mall far~·problem waS the inability of tpe quar-
.. 

ter-section unit to produce wheat on a competitive basis 

with larger. more mechanized farms. As one Western ècon­

omist noted, "because-.the, price of wheat~ is [bein~l ·.forced 
. ' . 

down ••• py lowe:r"~eJ,)4ng:-:,possible on the lar~erAicreage: •• 
...,.... - -

r~asonable r$'turns on a '~alf section cannat' be assured." 7 

r , 
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In effect. the industrialization of wheat farrning created 

a situation under which an individualls incorne was directly 

linked ta the size of the unit operation. 8 Indeed, frôm 

the early thirties, analysts were discovering that a one 

hundred and sixt Y ar.re\farrn would be unable ,to meet its 

operating costs withou, a diversification into dairying or 

market gardening. 9 For the administrators of the Saskat­

chewan Debt Ad~ustment Board, the position of the srnall 

farmer was quite simpJs "hopeless" and they grieved" over 

his inability to develop a "debt paying capacity.n 10 Lacking 

an adeq~ate incorne to meet expenses, the small operator wàs 

unable to main tain his equipment or risk exp~irnen~ing with 

new.technqlogical innovations. Conseq~ently. his econornic 

position worsened over time and his continued existence camé 

increasingly to depend upon his ability to suffer. 

Durin~ the inter-war years, the settlement area between 

EdmGnton and Lloydminster contained the largest copcentration 
d 

of small farm holdings in Alberta. HerB, low earnings and 

an escalating level of indebtedness, were the salient features 

of economic life ~hroughout the Great Dppression. Over 

half of the ~arms reparted mortgage indebtedness in 1931, 

and within the quinquennium the numbers of debtors in tne 

ares exceeded thasé of an'y other Census District of Âlberta 

by five hundred p~rcen~. The tota~ amount of~i~debtedness 
, ,- '\ " 

'. in the small farm belt wa.s $15,650,500 in 19.30; an':'ayerage 
., . 

of .$2, 780 p~r mor·tgaged unit'. By 1935,· the' a.verage debt 

had fallen s~ight1y~ however, t~e numbers·of borrowers 

l ' 

, f 

, , 
J, '. 

l" 
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had increased by twenty percent. Th~s 'staggering b~rden 

vas made only more ~umber$ome by th~ astonishingly lov 

value 'of the agricul~ural produc'ts solde In 1930, the 
, . ..... 

~ 

sale of farm products. brought an average income of $1,216 
1 

to each operator, and within five"years that amount was 

down to only $850. In-shbr.t, the average farm~r at the , 
outset of the Depression'earned barely enough to pay fort y 

1 : 

three percent of his . d~bt and by 1935. he could cover only 
• 

one third of his Ycrop liens and his mortgages. When amounts 

vere reduce~ for the costa. of praductio~·and fami~ial sub­

sistence, the i~éo1Ue of .th~ farmera of the area vas in-

'suf~icient to .pay for the intere~t on their debt. 11 
~. 

Clear1y, however, 'the ..s1lal1 farmElrs vere not a10ne 
. " , fi' .. .' , . -

i~' their misery ovel' dec.lining whe'at priees and unmanag,e-

able fixed interest ~h~ges. ,The économie collapse,indi's-
" 

e~i.mi~ant1y atfecte_d.the'ent'ire rur-àl community and 'nelther 

farm si~e nor f'ami:ly background was an adequate defepce 

agains,t the r'avageà .of the Pepression: 'In general numer1.cal 
. " 

terms~ 'finaneial 10s8e~ appear,ta have variéd directly vith 

'the. size of the business unit. though opera.ting defic:tts 

- for-~hé m~ddle-sized producers, whose costs per acre.were 

" higher tifan thoae of the largèr farmers and whose, profit, 
,'" 

m~~gin w~s smaller. yould probably have bèen the sost 
" 12' , 

severe. - -In fact. the Depression oontinued the trend, 

. tqwa~ds &. polarizati on or th e agrarian c om_uni ty, as Ilany 

"'of the' mid-siz'ed producers were forced. to sell or rent large' 

parcels of the1r land"in order to Meet operating -expeDSes. 13 

, ~. . .... - , ' 
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Noneth-e;t.é'ss, despit~ 'these fact'S, a di~tinction must be 

dr~wn between 'tem~o~ary hardsh1ps and long-term impoverish-
~ .f/ J"" 

.. :'1( , '. ".~ ,. • \ • 

. men'ë's, for throughout th'è'--1930' s ,there were clear ~dvanta[es 
• ,... ~ # • 

attached to large sc·ale product~o'n. In particul-ar t .t'arm 

size had a direct' influence upon the operatorts relation-
i . C • 

ship wi th! his creditor's, 'as' ~anks and lending institutions 

v~e more villing ta renegotiate-mortgage agrèements or to 
, '>" -

côuntenan~e an 'adjustmeht of dé~t or a temp'o~y m~ratoria 

on -inte!-9"st paymen~s on,lllrge fuma than on sma·ll. in 192.9,· 
- ' - ; 

,"1~. 8 percent of oveTdue loans on tarms under twa hundred 

acres were'" foreclas'èd, Wbil~ only,' :rive .perc,ent, o.f 'dèbt~r'8 

owning over four hundr.ed 'and. eighty aC,r-es suffer.ed a similar 
~ , . . 

'" , 

fate'. ~rior to 

.B-Ç)ards ·j,n~19.35. 

23 • .3 pex:cent 'of 

th,e . eS,tablislpDé:qt cif ~he Debt Adj ust~ent, 
"/ - _. ," ,-<.. - .. '~ 1 / .. ~ ,.' ....... ~J ~ , 1., -

èpndi t.ions· ve-ie- aven more p~onounè~d, ,for -" 

debtor:s. Qwni~S: l.es,~ 'than' ivo hu~~~d_ ~r~~é.':','-., , ~ .' -' 
• 0# ... _ • ~ .. _ .. _ , 

, . 
and-H .• 2 percent Q,f farmers.operating. av&%' three quarter.!!- " "' 'i: ". . , ~- -. . ' , , ' " .- --, --
of a BectiQP w~re, fOl"e~l-o~E!d. 4 . Purthel'1ll0re, t.h.Ough;' th~, ,~ " . ',~ .....' '-' -.:.-', ' ", ,-' ~ ~. .~ ..-.. .. ~ ... .~. :~':.. 

Depression mlght, h~v.e 'sé';erely' ilÎpQveri-ahêd the largest' ',--." 
~ l' ~... '" - '.... _J .... ~. ~ ,_ ,,_\ .o_ ~ 4 

landoWn,~r'-s~ t~y 'w~"re 'at ~eaBt 'pr~1dèd' vith the' eo~f,ort cf 
, . . ~ ... ~ \ 

~owing, tpat their hardships woul~ be ended by a .;returil ta ' 
... - ~ 

f • 
mod~ra~e prosperity~ For ~h& smal~eà~. farmers there,~s no 

• , ,.. -' 1.. ,J ~..... - - ~ - ~ - ,~ 

such 'security,. for simple -,èal~ui.ations revea.lèd that' Ûnless 
~' . '. . , 

'~~ey alter~d either the'laws of f'inaàee or 'tQ.eir vàl 'ôf': . 
. ", " 

livi~g7 many of' thè. ~ould be unable to continue ~n agri- . 
... . ( . -' ... ~ - , .. ' .. . 

c~iiure. P"r,di~~ab~y •. ~ht?, m'id,~~~ stratum ~r Fodu'C~r.-' ,fe1l,. . .. 
• • • • ~ -. • '" : ~ .... - • - - .. ~ r' l , ~ • •• , 

~ollevhere lte-t~een the,se t~ 'polès; they sutf'ered 'greât ,l08s .', 
• .... - • ' \.. ... 1 _ .:- ; .. _ . . .. ~ . 

during the thirties arid they,.rea.l.ileé1 tbat the1r. ~ndiv.1,dual 
l'!~_ .. ;1 , -:'t- ~ - ....,:t. ... , • .. . 
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l ,~ 
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recoverie.s depended. upon a sighifica~t' revival of, the wheat 
, 

economy. To the mid- sized farmer s, a simple return to ,the 

moderate affluence of the late t-wenties would, ~roba:bly have 

, been' insufflcie'nt; they desire,d 'definite guarantees 'of pros­

per,i ty and i t ":was to the governm,ent that thE!Y looked for 

thèir provision~ 

Th'ough the 'Depressi-on ~a~,sed--m~ch individual hardship 
, , , 

and ïncalcuIal:>lê personal- sùfferi~~t,i ts' immédiate :imp~c~ -
• ~. -.. ".'!f!!'!l:Il" ""!. ., - ~ 1 L""" .... ;. 

upon the ~conomic structure of .,~}~~agTârian _~o'ciety was 
- ~ \ , '1 • 1 • 

astonishing~y slight. During the~hèight of ,the ~conomic 
• (1 -

~ollapse, from1930-35. the proportions of, smail ·and~~g~ 

landh~ldel's remained constant,. and though the re;tative 'n'Ïlm-
1 l '" _ ' ~., • •• - _ _, ~ 1 

bers of middl~~sized farmers continued ta d~cIine, their rate 

'-:~ of disapp-eara.nqe wa,~ no gr,El~te~ t~'it.,had been durlng_the' 

later twent,ies. ~ 5 , $impl!,,' statistic's: howèver', con'ce.1 th~' 
. . :"", ' " '.' , .,' .. ". -' ,",' - " 

incredible geogr~ph1c'al mobili'ty o~ the tar.ers dur1ng' tpe ',' - . 
,~" ... - .... . ,". , '- - .~--.:-~-:-

:Oe,~~a~<>I!' ror',it n~1Dbers di~, ~o.t 'V~ •. indiv,i4U~1,~' ~~r.-.',. ,'_ 
, , ta1.nlY did. O~· <& ,regional :acale: tliè ,ih1r,t~ès vi tl1.:s~ed-,a.' >" 

. , 
~ .", ,~ 

l"evivta '-or the prOC.S8 -of" depopùl~tion on thè Soüth.er'n 'Prairie : 
, . 

~ • , • 1 • , 

that h~d begun ~~ the early 'post-war 'Irel:iod.' ID Saslèa~ch.e'r~ 

'o';er fort)'-fivé tho'u!I&nd people Jloved' north be~wèen 1930 _' 
, , 

, and 1938 .• ',In ÀIberta. "ào.~ ar~8 8uftere~ 1088 ... Dr upvard's 
\. • 1 1 ~ 'il • 

" " 16 
ot thirt;y percent ,or t~e~r pop~1.~t1ona. . AI!J.in th'e 4rought 

1~ • ~ ,_ 

perio~ cof the earl)' tventieà, ~C?st ot t.he ab.an~?l1ed. ,f.rD's 
1 -. -. .... , - ',.. , 

v~r~ ~a1l; t_wenty-sevèn,pèJ"~e~t_ of.'f,h,~ .be1n,.~h?,.,e8't,ad~-.: _ .. ,,: 
'. .... ~ , . , . ... ~ '. . .-" '. " ;,' --~ '.'. . .. 

, ',and siltty percelit had ,beBn' ovn.d by, th'eir iast ope:t· .. tor",f'or; , 
~ • ~ ~ •• -, ~ - 1 (" 

,~~g~~ -le!!, tlian ï:1ve 1e .. r'.~ , ODe' h·~-;.Ot tb~ ~"",acu~ted' ~~.' ~.~~ 
... "..,: ~ ~I' (,::...' - f_ ~ , .... ~ ..... "'" 'j' " ," ~~ •• ~ 

- ' 
, ' 

,- , 
, . 

,,' 

.... .. ~ , 

1 , 
, ,-

... :: 
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, :,~ 
a ~ua~ter ... section" in: S~zè and only seventeen percent were :,1 

gr,e1;t~r than t~r.ee hUlldre-d and twenty acres; few of those j 
who a: andoned their homes owned morè than one section..JJ·.*"*"I-#o"'''''---_. ~ , 

~~-~ ',J 
.\l~ ~ 

fThe large influx of Iiew settlers .fr .. -tll'ê'"south com .. , '~ 
=1 
,~ 

bin~d with j:,he, vast. numbers ~ spossessed northern farmers 

-------------- . t to create a for~~o-f---1·lumpenagricultura ist' class on the. 
----------Wes~-i1rairie • 

..-' .-----
Many fO'und their way 1:nto the new aettle-

ment areas around,Peace River, Grande Prairie and Meadow 

Lake. Others wandered into the cities, towns and forests 
~ 

of the West, and still more formed a mobile group of tenants 
\ 

)o;~ -

and' ho~est~aaers in the establ:tshed areas of the Central 

Park Balt. ,If 'the migrations' of these dispossessed farmers 

maintained Provincial population levels, and ~ccounted for 
, ' 

the sharp alterations in demographic ~istribution, t~~y 
, , 

also served to'modulate the shock~ ,ot,économië'~hange. The 

illl,age of the dried out, hoppered out,' starved o,ut or fore- , 

~ 

j 
'Î 
1, 
{ 
\1 , 
:J. 
• l , 

t; 
i 

,1.: 
, t 
. ! 

·1 
'1 
~ 

- -. - - --,----_. 1--~-·--------------------·--~--~---~~----~·4_-

'< 

closea farmer was a blow·to, the pervasive.myth 'of, the social 
.-~ ........ ~.... , 

,8t.bll~t--y· of agrlcul"ture.. 1P&r.m~rs 'were suddenly confronted' 

'vith their own transience on an,unprecedented 'scale and~he 

àh~dow' of mass diepo.ssess1.on elouded' aven tH.e amall fè,rmer B' .-- , 

taith in the ,i~lDutabi~it)" of own~r8~ip. For the 
'~--

the Depression ingruDed"'their feeling that they were simply 

busin.s.en ,dealj;,ng, vith a cOllllllodity in an industrial s'et- ' 

ting, 'thoVgh it also fil~ed ~~em vith a sense ~ha~ the)" 

_ '!lus~. DQt lIe~è~y r~tionaliz,e their own labours but also the 
, 

, 'êaae'n,~e' of capltali~m itsel~. '. For the 'poor croquant@, thé 
~ 

tlifrti:ea apawned the unders~anding that a choiee had to be 

',' 

, , 
T, • •• , _ : ...... \ 
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made be~ween, tradi~ion ,nd survivâl and th&y fostered ,a 

sense of univ~rsal resignation. 

Into'this maelstrom of intel+ectual reorientation and 
" 

seething tension', the emissaries of Canadlan Communlsm 

plunged, intent upon harness~ing the wind that was erodlng 

~he. ideological supports of the agrarian mind. F,or a mo-

ment, it seemed as though they might' well succeed, but when 

the time of testing finally arrived, it wa"S..they, and not' 

the farmers, who lacked the resilience to continue. 

, . 

II 

, 1 .. Tl! 

In Moscow, eve~yone seemed more than a littl~ perturbed. 
'.-

For years. the International had been pestering the Toronto' 

leadership of the Communist Party of Canada to develop a 

programme of struggle for the countryside, but no one had 
• 

. exp~oted anything like this. In early October, 1930, Stewart 

Smith, Canadian Com.~nism's seemingly permanent contribu­

tion to the International Socialist fraternity, had received 

a copy of J.M. Clarke's "Draft Agrarian Programme" from his 

old friend, Tim Buck, the energetic new General Secretary 

Smith, whose Simeon mind had already been con-

too many lessons at Moscow's Lenin School, was 

unders~andably sl'l.0cked by Clarke 1 s approach. "I reel ••• i t 

has to be r e'Wl'itt en' from the firet to. the last li~e, It he 

told BUbk, and then he dutifully presented the document to 

f, . 
~, 
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the Krestintern, the re~gning authority on 8..Krarian so- / 

·cialism. 18 As Smith had expec~ed, the .De_legate~/ to the_ :,~~~/~ 
sant International weré exceedingly disturbed-by Clarkê's 

discussion of the agrarian problem and they hastily warned#, 

the Cehtral Executive of the cpe to revise the "Draft Pro­

gramme" ~ 19 It 'lias, Smith explained, studded 'IIi th "gr eat 

shortcomings and gross deviations". and i t revealed aIl of 

"the opportunistic theories" and "basic deviations of Com-
-, 
rade Clarke." For the Communi st ideologues. Clarke had 

committed the venal sin of reviving "the old opportunistic 

theory of the class antagonism between the prole~ariat and 

the poor farmer" and he had further dishonoure,d himself by 

agvocating debt adjustment, state credit and a minimum farm 

'liage. Thi s. Smith cautioned, 'lias li ttle'~ oth er ',than "pink 

reformism" and he 'advised Buck to remember that "the only 

solution 'Ile have to offer ••• is the abolition of capitalism. ft20 
u ~ 

Greatly embarrassed, the Central Executive of the Party 

bowe~ to the Krestintern's wisdom and removed Clarke from 

the editorship of The Furrow, dispatching him to Moscow 

for a much needed rest and reorientation. 21 Unfortunately, 

Clarke's dismissal in June of 1931 'lias to prove disastrous 

to the CPCI S agrarian work, for without his intellectual 

guidance, the Farmers' Unit y League swiftly atomized. Tragi-
o 

cally, aIl thase best suited ta replace him as the League's 

ideological fulcrum were removed from. the· revolutionary stage 
~ 

within a year of his departure. Hugh Bartholamew, who had 

preceded Clarke as editor of the farm paper, committed 
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suicide in the summer of 1931, tormented_by charges of 
22 child molesting. -One year later, Carl Axelson, the father 

'of the Progressive ,Farmers 1 Educational League, and troubled 

master of Alberta Communism, shot himself in the head in an 

Edmonton hotel room. 23 Those who remained lacked both the 

formaI Socialist training of their departed brethren and 
\ 

the capacity to formulate a broad ide~IOgiCal synthesis. 

Fred Schunaman, who replaced Clarke as editor of The Furrov, 

vas à. courageous and energetic worker, but he nei ther under­

stood the proces~es of agricultural development, nor pos­

sessed the propagandistic skills necessary to develop the 

farmers' perceptions of the class war. Of the other prom-
.." 
inent League members~ only Walter Wiggins and Hopkins Mille 

, ' 

w'ere sufficiently acquainted -vith the Socialist approach 

to undertake the task of encouraging the development of a 

revolutionary class conciousnes~. An immigrant from Glamor- f 

1 ganshire,' Mills vas a formidable platform speaker and an 

'outstanding agitator, but his writing talents were limited 

and his organizational abilities vere questionable. 24 Wig­

gins, the League' s President, vaS'" an Irish Canadian from 

Western Ontario, who after having E!ervad in the Fort Garry " 

Horse in World War One, became converted to socialism by 
2" the Ganong brothers vhile homesteading near Sturgis. 5 A 

kind, conscient;;lous and sincere man of èonsiderable per­

sonal charm and meticulous habits, he vas the Most effec-
1 

tive of aIl his comrades at forging grass roots' contacts 

and friendships. Unfortunately, Wiggins was not a man 
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suited to the drudgery of preparing educational porpaganda; 
, ~ { 

hisr'Communism was torrid and not calcula~ed and his radical 
, '1\ 
invec~ive was a product not of his mind but of his heart. 26 

Thual. though the Le-a-gue continued to generate an emotional 

.intensi ty after 1931; i t di j not suce eed in maintaining i ts 

ideoiogical depth. 
Ç" 

Unquestio~~ly, the:CPC was in large 
- , 

measure responsible for this situation, for after the CEe 

repudiated C1arke's rad~cal programme, it lost interest in 

the agrarian work and failed to deve10p an ideologica1 line 
27 for the struggle • Wi thout int elleetual direction or prop-' " 
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, . 
" agandistic guidance the FUL swiftly degenerated into a 

mechanism for militant strugg1e rather 'than clas's -w:ar~ and 

condemned by its 1imited role, it became not so much a 

leader in the fight for the Cooperative Commonwealth as -a 

follower in the poor farmers' revoIt against the progres­

sive ethos. 

-~, " 

Predictably, there was nothing complicated about the 

FUL' S organizational response to the Depression. ,Recogni2in\g '. 

that the League wou1d be restricted by a shortage of funds 
, , 

and experienced agitators te local protests, the leadership 

estab1ished a series of independent committees of action 

across the 'mortgage belt' of the Northern Prairie. These 

local units wère often complete1y iSQ1at&d from each other 

and despite the constant efforts of League organizers to 

,--,_gr<;>up'the committees' into 'district' or 'regional' Icouncl~s 

of action"; no' unifying infrast'ruct~re' waé' ever e'st~biished ~ 28 

Consequently, ther,a was a constant l'lack of coordfnation . " 

" ... . 
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// 
among units" resu1ting in a Ilà'eriâe of isolation" amop.g 

local members "whi'ch tends to lead' to ,a' feeling 'of \teakneDss." 

'As Winnipeg' 8 Tom McEwen, who periodical1y: appeared in 
1 

Saskat6hewan to inv~stigate League activiti~s ~omplainéd, 

"L'arge numbers of units in our distri,cts are absolutely 
. 

isolated from each other ••• The central or,fiee ap}?ears to 

recognize the need for Councils of Action but ,they have never 
, 

taken the steps to' translate the theory into aét~on ••• and, <, ' 

m~\t of thÈl uni ts do not understand the purpose and wOTk' , 
, \ 29 

' . of the councils of action." Giv:en thi's decentralization, 
, , 

i t 1.8 b,ardly surprising that League org anizers never knew the 

actual size of the membership in their movement. Schunaman 

calculated'the ~eadership of The Furrow to be around t~o 

/thousa~d, however, he had to admit that, Many subscribers 

/ were not me1llbers' of the FUL. 30 There was, how~:ver, consid~ 
/ ' , 1 

, ,arable popular sympathy for the Communists., which displayed 

'itself indirectl'y in a numbér of the League' s activities. 
, , 

In ,t~e Athabasca b~"-,elec~ion of February, 1932 Carl Axel~,on 
.,....." • J r , '" 

"'. polled o~er' twenty th:r:ee' hlmdred votes, winning fifteen per-

\ 

cent of the total and h'elping ,to defeat the incumbent Lib-

eral candidate.. Two months later, a League 'Farm Relief 

Peti tion 1 containing twelve thousB.nÇi 'signatures was presentE)d 

to'R.B. Bennett, and on a local ~evel,' as many as eight 

hundred farmers might gather under FUL auspicesto prevent 

a.tax sale or to hold a p~nny auction. 31 

,Cl~arly, the FUL was at its most effective in the revi-

'" talizatior1\of the old FUC idea of res~sting foreclosures and 
\ 
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èvictions through thè ~U$e of a 'binder twine' sale or a 'penny \ ' 
B • v • 

aüction l" Throughout the early thirties J crowds of obst,ructionist 

fanners ranging frem a f~ dozen to several htmdred would gather to 

sun-eptitiously blockade highways and prevent the sale of an :!nsolvent's 

property, Often, no bidders, but friends of the owner would he present > 

. . 
and by arrangement wi th the auctionrr, only one bid would be accepted. 

Any attendant prospective buyer, not party to the scheme would inmediately 

find himself surrmmded by a cluster of glowering famers. If he were 

fOQlhardy ~ugh to speak, a heavy band would land on his shoulder, and 
10 ~ , 

a gruff voice wouid mutter, '''plenty high enough a1ready, ain' t i t?,,32 . 
The Ducl.eus of this anti-foreclosure activity was the slball fam belt 

of the northern plains, but demonstrations against mortgage sales speck1ed 
, 

the map of the entire Prairie. Unqœstionably, the resistance movement 

was in large measure a direct consequence of depressed candi tians, and to 

an extent, the FUL did little more than provide an organizatianal appel~ 
( 

lation to a spontaneous impulse, Nonetheless, al thou~ there would have 

been a pemy auction moyement without a Ccmnunist front organization, 

the role of the League' fiï publicizing ~ popularizing the inpulse should 

not be underestimated. No other farm group condoned the extra-legal 

metOOds farmers used in dealing wi th forced sales, and wi thout the League' s 

support, the movement might have been suppressed" by the simple antagonism 

of the established farm organizations, To this extent t the Communists 

provided a fom of legi timacy to the penny auction and offered the famers 

participating in them a sense of justification which they rnight not \ 

otherwise have enj oyed. 

For the poor fanœrs, a policy of local resistance to foreclosures 

could not alter the grim realities of impoverisbment and debt. Ruined by 
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f!1~Ii1lg priees and legally defenceless against their creditors, many' 
. ' 

small f~rmers began to searth for more. caup.rehensive sqlutions to t~ir 
, , 

.' ' e~onomic problems. '~e outlook Ï,or'the Western farmer is certainly 
, . 

i-' blue," wro,te one observer in 19~1, ."and it may hé necessary to ~nge it 
- \\ 

,,~th 'xe<! before' justice is Qone. to ~. ,,33 In response to the farJner~' 
') 

demanéls ,for reli~f, the FUL heighten~ the intensi ty of i ts agitations 

,in favour of a moratoril.Dll and Olrried its progranme Defore the legislators, - , ~. 

, a.' ,t.' arguing with passionate intensitY that fam debts DRlSt be cancelled.' 

"because thei cannot he paid ... 'We are not abject slaves and we cannot 
"-

he treat~ as such. ,,34 lhlquestionably, the League 1 S propaganda scored 
. 

a psychological victory .for the fanners, for i t convinced tnany poli ticians 

~t 'the impecunious were "in a revolutionary frame of mind and find 

nothing good U; what we bave done or tried to do.,,35 It did not, however, 

succeed in effecting a change' in governmental policy. For Premier BrCMÙ.ee 

of Alberta, individual negotiation and personal restraint were the on1y' 

reasonable answers to the debt problem, and he refused to announce a 

.general IlJ:)ratori~, hoPing that a simple "threat of proclamation" ~ 
he sufficient "to obtain voluntary concessions ' frpm credi tors that""'will 

go a 'long way to meet the situation. 1t36 In Saskatchewan, J ~T.M. Ande~san 's 

Cooperative Government was no more anxious to pass domprehensive proteç­

tive legislation than was BrOwnlee 1 s and though a Debt Adj ustment Board 

WclS established in 1933, its effectiveness was limi ted. In fact, of ~ 

sixteen hundred and eighty-three petitions fram creditors requesting 

the right to foreclose, nine htmdred ànd fifty-six were a1lowed by the 

Debt Adjustrnent Board, and a full two-thirds were approved without the, 

, d~btor's consent. 37 - Frustrated by· the pOlitici~' intransigence and 

circumscribed by. their own organizational weakne~ses, the revolutionaries 
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. began to SElarch fpr other methods' of' advanèing- the poor farmers' interestS. l -. , 

f' 
\ 

Seme turned to proto-monetarism and advocated extensions of government 
~ ~ , .. , ,1' _ ~ 

,credit or the issuance of' script to neady fQ'lDers. ,Other S sq.\lght 

deli 'ierance in a ~anteed grain price f or a miniDum agr~cu1 tuTal , 
"' 

- wage. A few tumed tQWards poli tics, and sought to capture the in­

struoents of govemment ,for themselves. ~8 
\ , 

App8:rent~y, the Runsey lOcal. of the FUL was thè firs,t to propose the, 

calling' of'~' f~ striiœ ~o protest' ."against 'the intoler(1ble conditiOns 
~ ft .,.." ~ 

under which the poor fàImers ~ "~orced: to liVe." Pet'itioning: the League 

organizers in DeceuJ1?er ~, 1932, the ~ey radicals asserted that a mass, ", 
'f ' 

''non-production~ s~~e~t ~d be-! th~ Jlk)S~ effective W8âpon in the st~le 
"against the relentless robbeTy;tif the banks, through the Provinc,i&1 and 

, . . 
Mmicipal authori ties, (and of] the. Jll>rtgage and' ~ ~anies." 

Fred Sclumaman, The Furraw's editor,·.·.was imnedi~tely drawn to the idea, 

however. he cautioned 'that there was more than one :variety of strilœ 

action which could be taken. The farmers, Sclnmaman suggested, could 

choose between non-production, which meant a cùrtailment of the aJOOUJlt 
, 0 

of acreage sown to wheat; non-de li very, or the p'ic1œtting of el~tors and 

the. prevention of grain sales until demands were met; and non-payment, 
~ -

whieb implied the sale of produce and the refusaI to pay credi tœs, -des-
.. \r ... 

pite seizures or notices of forec1osure. 39 The Rumser farmers'-' suggestion 

and Sclumaman 1 s explanation inaugurated a lively debate in ~e pages of 

The Furrow, ~ch was only ended when the FUL called a c9Ilference to 

~ decide upon the proper type of strike action to endorse. 40 Unfortlmately, 

even before the fam strilœ convention could be held, the League was dealt 

a particularly devastating blow. In May of 1933, ihe-Furrow's credit 
(' 

"at-'the printers was œrtailed" its office in the Grainger Building was 
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èloseQ,. and for the next ~igkt l!lonths, i t was forced 'to cease publi· 

ca~ion. 41 Wi thout an organ' to popu1ar~e the fam, strike; the' Lea:~e' s 
1 • 

agitations ground to a premature haIt, and Conmmist-organizers were 

'canpell~ to fall back on less ambi tious tasks such as contesting the .' o 
Mackenzie ·by-elec;tion in Saskatchewan, or org~izing a Htmger March 

~ a~ . 

on "the Regina Legislature. 42 

The brief deb~te over fann strilçe strate~ies had, ~owevet:; sucess-. . 
fully,popul~ized' the .wea, albeit only in the FUL's Park Belt strong- . 

hold, and particularly in the area between Ecbnonton and. the Saskatchewan 
1 

43 . ~ . ' 
border. Cons equent1y , when a serious prob1em arose at .Myrruun concerning 

.. 'k+ .... ~, .. 0I"t. fanners had deciqed to the grading of wheat by local agents, the 

take-styi~ action by boYcot~ing the'elevators The diSJ>l:.lte 

had aris en in mid-NovesÎlber, 1933, when a ruJOOr had SJOOng the 
. . 

loc81 farmer$ that the five elevators in _~l1l;amhad been ins. '.. 
. ~ l' 

grade al1 grains t!)ugh. ,Conp1l;Ûnts had immediately been lodged with . , . , 

. , 
" .. 

' .. 

the Board \'Jf Grain ccmni~~io~.rs,. ~t the conPanies ha4 ,successfully 
, /, • ,f" 

'~. , , ~ 'f;l" ... 

diSproved the charges by producing. receipts deJOOns tratipg that they ~ f . 

~. had ~chased dry wheat since November 'lSth~' 'When~ the~ dta.-ges ~re ~:4~ .,. 
.. ~... ·1 

The ~rs persisted, hôwever, and on December fourth, on'e htmdred and 
• 0 

- forty famers voted to boycott the elevators until a forma! :investiga-

tion had been undertaken by the Grain Canmission:ers" and tmtil the lOcal 

agents had been reblaced ~ the ~lèvat~r ~ Cœq>anies.' ,A Stri~e ~ ttee 
, " r' 

was establisbed, r~ leading to the ele~tors were picketted, :~d an 
9 F ~-

, . 
appeal for support was sent out to both the Fa~rs !,' Uni ty Le~gue aIid 

-- ' - -'.-~ , 45 ~ .,.."', ,!"~ 
the United Fanners of Alberta. r.;%r.//" ~-' 

o 0. - G 

Par8cIoxically J despite front-p'age co;erage,in ma~or Alberta news< . 

papers, such as the Edmonton Bulletin and the CaJ.~ Herald" i t t60Jé 
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about a month for the Board of Grain Comnisioners ta dispatch an invest­

igat~ry legation to the Myrnam area. l~ early January of 1934, ,Cœn­

missioners Blatchford, Th~son and Creighton appeared with representative~ 
-

of the Grain Canpanies and an offîcer of the ReM' ta infQm- the farmers 

that' although they sympathized, "the Board of Grain Ccmn:issioners bas 

no power to act in this case and i t is up to the Cdnpanies represented 

here to take the necessary s teps. ,,4,6 By week 1 s end, the ~t.Dlted Police 

had moved into ,the area and the famers 1 pickets had been forcibly dis­

persed. 47 Frustrated by their inability to win concessions fram either 

the grain COJq)aniés or the Govemment, the Strike Conmi ttee atteupted 

to legitimize its grievances by obtaining the support of the UFA. Al­

though few in the Myrnam area would have. ~n members of the United Farmers, 

and though the organization had previously ignored the Conmi ttee' s appeals 

for support, the leaders of the strike clearly hoped to publicize their 

~ grievances by winning the s}'JIPathy of the ,Province' 5 largest fam body. 

• On January 17th a handsaœ young U)crainian n:amed William Halina appeared 

at the UFA Convention in calgary and in fluent English, a~aled to the 
.. 

delegates for support. Denying the pt:èsence of bath "agi tators" and 

"CaJmtmists", Halina explained that their#major demand was siD;>ly to baye 

the offending elevator agents rerOOved, ''because we have lest faith in ths." 
, '. 'IJ> 

'One delegate prauptly asked lù.DÎ if any Pool elevators were involVed, and 

when he replied in the negàti ve, a sigh went UP' and at l~t ~e mem-
, 

ber mttered, ''Thank God." Vocal opposition to the st.rike soon ~ 

Dianifest however, ~ one ~legatè after another rose to explain that as 

"a director of' one of the ccmpanies named'..!.,· he obj ected to Halina 1 5 

"charges of tmjust practices." TactfUlly, the Convention avoided an 

outbreak of hostilities by appointing an 'iDpartial cœmittee' te Te~eaTCh , 
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into the Myrnam strike, though the Jrre'ti~sition of the delegates 
'': 

was reflected in the fact that of the three.individuals appointed 
o 

to investigate the dispute" one was a member of the Provincial Cabinet, 

and another was a director of one of the cOJlPanies invol ved. 48 Not 

. surpris~ly, the investigatory report su1:mi tteâ three dSys later 

fl"àtly denied the existence of \.Ulfai~ grading practices at ~, 

though the Camrittee admitted that owing to time constraints, it had 

based i ts findings solely on evidence offere4 by the Board of Grain 

CQœlÏssioners, the ~rtlœnt of Agriculture and, the companies invo! ved. 49 

Scomed by the ~A, Halina returned to 'Myrnam and the Strike Cœlnittee 

" tesigned itsél~ to eventual defeat. Late in February, a c<Jll)rcmi.se was 

reached between the farmers and the Grain Cc::IiIpanj.es; severa! of the local 

agents were replaced, and in exchange l ·the "strikers dropped their charges 

of low grading, and abandon~ their demand for a ,reimbursement by the 

cClllpanies of ail grains mdersold. On March li th, 1934 Western Canada 1 s 

fint fam delivery strike' came quietly to a cl~e. SO 

Throughout the ~ strilœ, the role of the Fanners' Unity League 
, , 

hàd been ,not œtlY secondaly, but aIso sCDeWhat inaÛspiciaus. . Lacking 

in tunds, the League had been unable to provide ei ther organizers or 
, " 

fmancial aSsistance to the 5trike Cœai ttee, 'apd wi ~out an organ to 

'disseminatê infomation, it had e~ failed in its function as a prop-

their inability to &id the strilœrs, the United Famers of Alberta vere 

gUil ty of directiy opposing them. . The Brownlee Goveu.ent' 5 ~sponse 

. ta. the unrest at Mymam ~,repression~ for the ROI> was dispatched to 
, " 

the' area with :the siDple objective of opening highways and restoring 

. order, as' swiftiy as possible. The reactian of the UFA' s educatiohal ---- , 

• '1 
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organization was no more favourable than 'Nad been the- Gove~t 1 s , 

for the Conven~ion had displayed a cCIIIPlete lack ,of ~thy for the 

protesteri, and had even prepar~ a reJ?O~ whic:Jl endorsed~ the .atti tude 
,~ ~" , r 

of the- authorities. Remarkably. despite ~ts isolation, the: Strike CaII~ 
, . -

, , 

mi t~ee successfully maintained the boyœtt on grain deliveries for over 

thr~ months, though i t is clear ,that the secret to the strikers 1 suc-.... . 

cess lay in the faet !hat they continued to deliver their wheat tel points 

outside of the piclœtted a~. 51 Limited in- it~ objectives and confinéd 

:in its géographica1 ~ent, the ~ strike ,wa5 a pranising ~~t. 
, 

with a, new form of popular protest. Mxierate concessions had been ob-

tained through, l:imited action, ana mst of the participating farmers 
, . 

canc~t. the strike 'WOuld have been even more suc~essful had i~ 

geographical area been ,extended. Before the year was out, the' famers 
01 • '1. ' 

of Myrnam were to he gi ven an opportuni ty to test their theories. 
t 

1~ _ 
l, .. 

III .. 

.. ' 

Alberta' s second ~rm deli very"5trilœ- began in .}.bndare, a 'tCMl 

lY~ sane eighty ldlaneters south-west of)yrnam, in early No~r of 
~ ~ , ...' ~ 

1934. Unlilœ their predecessors ~ however, the' M.mdare strikers 'evi­

d.ently devised their protest to be more than a local disturbanœ. for 

their demands reflected ~,8I\\bi tirus desire to ameliorate the candi tions 
.' 

, of thë pool' farmers &Cross the ~rie West.- Directing ~ir.petition io 

the Provincial' GowuiIÎeI1t. the ~e Strlke rÀmai ttee demand:ed ,that the 

elevator caJpani~ install Irain cleaners at tneir own expensè at a11 .. 
, . 1· 

,points; 'tbat a cost of productiOn: lIi.nilÙl priee' for all fana produtts " 
1 

l, 

'. t • .. , ' 
'~ , ',' ' .. =~~ .~ :', ,'"IJ; ... - ....... " 4 

. '. r.,. .. , ~I • 

'. 

o 

, 
~ . 

\, 

1. 
" \ 
\ 
~ 



t 
" 

J 
" 

, ! 
t 
< 

',1 . 

. l 

1 
" 

• . . 

, ' 

..,- -' 
" .19~ 

he legislated; ~ tbat a ~ 'equftable" syst~ o~ grading he es- , 

, tabÜShêd. 52, Br !q)baS'iZing, the ~ .. ~~ ~~ter methods of g~ading and 
. ~, ~ . ~ J., ~. 

freé graiii ~lWlins,. thé' ptotesters' ~re 'hopi~ t~ iDprove the 'priee of 
. ,- ',--" ' 
~' ,- ~ ~ 

theit: ~t by èUminating the pos 5 ibi,lity , ~t they w~uld b,e under, ~aid' 

\)y ~ èl.e'Va;toi .~g~~s:,- 'ln'the Park BeÙ:-,region ,of the Prairie. the 
• '. - • - • 1 •• 

quality of the weat was llIlCh more varied, and an average much lowet:' than 

it wa5. in the' s!>Uth. In th~s, area, a full one-quarter of grain delivered 

would t;egUlarly he g~'~ ~r.. ot ~tough" by the purchasing agent. 5.3 
.... t 1 

, Since the grading ~stem' ~tressed such charac~eristics 'as colour and 

pi.~s:of the ke~el,' tite cle~ss' of the grain was often crucial if 

the tanner vas to ~obtal.n the co~~t' prke' for his \dleat. 54 Large 

o • ,p~tx:e.rs generally ,owned thei r ~ cleane!S., but poor famers ~~d not, 

- . '.,: -' 'aff~rd' to inst~.1 theiT. ~ ~sti!IDS, ahd tMy' ôften ,fo~ it' ~s;SiblË! 
. . ~ 

,to pay ,the' eleva~or agents . for the co~t of ~e s'ervice, even where i t wu i 
'a~lable,' ~5 eonSeq~tlY ~ ~I. ~_rS believed· the_ agen~s ~~. _ 1 
the 1.qlUrities· in.tbeir grain as a means of ,Iowering the pmèhasing priee -----.·t 

. .l 
" 

,., 

", by'~ lt.heat qualities. In this' ~il1~, the apparent~y limi ted 
" 

. D deIIIands of, the t.tmdare s-trikers ,represenfed mo~ than s~ly Iocalize(i 
~ ,-

, , , conce~, for ~ ~re manifestaticms of the Smal1 farmers" de1lre to, 
.' " '. . '. , " " ., .. . '\ 

àChieve justice and; security for their" 'industry~ 
~ • ; J . , . ' . ''" . ~ ~ 

" ' The -delivery stiike began OIt NoVember sixth, 1934, '~ four 
, ,'~ . 

1nmdred arigly" farmer,s ~a'thered at Mmdarè Tpwn Hall to prepare a petition 

.. , ~ . ~ 

..of grievanœs." Detacllnents of eight to ten mên were dispatched to patroi 
'. .' . , ' 

the, maj o~ I)i.ghWays and' piclœt, lilles -were establ~shed arOtm,d the 'loçal 

eIéva~~.~ "Vègr~ille'~- Oti.~f I~cto~ Sc~tt", ~f the RQ.fP iJIIDediately ' . 
, \ " 

sent police.uniU into.the ar •• and by the evening of, the first day of 

, , st~,:""~ fa~~ ~ beeÎl'~tea and two Md been hos'pitalized. 57 
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Scott',s impetuous actions probably disturbed the Government, for on 

NoV8Bber eighth. the RQ.I> \n'Ùts in the àrea were withdrawn, and 

,Chief Grain Ccmnissioner Blatchford'was hunying towards Mmeiare fran 

Winnipeg, drawn ''by the excessive' se'l'iousness of the situation." The 
> • ~ ~ .J ~ ~ ", • • • 

foll~ day, Blatchford met with the strilcers, an4 explained ta' them 

that their prOtest "was the roost futile thing th~ could/ do", indicating 

that their ,refusal ta deliver, wheat would have' no effect upon prices 

sinc~ there was enough surplus grain stored in Eastern terminals to feed 
, . 

the èotmtl')" for the' ~~ t,hree years ~ Inspector Scott, who accœpanied 
, -

the Grain Camnissioner t was even more admoni tory t waming the famers , , 

~t the RQ.!P would do evetything i ~ could to maintain law ami-' arder: 

and infonning them that they .''had a 19t . t~ he thankful for in that they 

~re living in :$e B~itish Bnpire.,,58 Within two days,. the strilœ ruid 

spread tp encaq')ass all of the major shipping Points a~ M.mdare, 

closing ~œe twenty ~levators' in the area bet:Ween Royal /;ark and' Lamant. S9 

~ ~~r'14th, farmers in ~illingdon, Hail'}' Hill, Smo~ey Lake, 'IWo 

HiIls, Kaleland and Manville had joined in' noli-dèlivery and had recognized , , -
the authority of ~ Mmdare IeadeT$ip aS ~ Pro~cial Str~e Cœl-

" .. mittee. 6O By this. ~.:f.mè, sixty el~tor~ had bèen' closed, and' the ~trilœ~ 

l, 

confident11 predicted that ~ir protest would' ~~ paraly~e ~,ac;~J 

the ~l~ of Central Alberta. 61 - .( 

Tragical~y, théir optimism was ta prave apocrypha1., as the sti>port 

for the strilc.e began to wane saon aft~r it reached it apex, towards the 

end of NovesDber. By December first, grain sales had resumed at Hilliard, 

~ and Vegreville, and Grain Cœlnissioner Ramsay reopened Mmda::e 

with a pranise ta supervise the grading of wheat delivered. 62 Des­

perately, the Provincial Strike Cœlnittee att~ted ta avert 4isas~r 
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by transf~rming the cha~acte!' of the p~otest fraD non-deli V&ry to 

boycott and it urged famers only to deliver their grain over the plat-
, . 1 

fom, thereby avoiding the' eleVators and their agents. 63 ln Willingdon 

the s~rike leaders soug~J: to revive the movement' 5 ,uni ty by tuming 

th_el ves into the Executive of a United Fanners of canada (Alberta 

Section) and they called upon all poor :tarmers ta j oin in building a 

pennanent arganization pledged ta abtaining the "casts of production" 

~ough "direct action". 64 The grain strike was doamed to collapse, 

however, for despite the courageous exertions of its leaders, it Wa5 

condemned by an internaI weakness. Though the de li very strike was a 

supreme manifestation of the pocr farmers' discipline and ability to 

cOOperate, it was flaWe~ by the fact that i ts real victims were not 

·the grain dealers but the producers themselves. By not delivering their 

wheat, the famers were depriving themselves of their only source of 

incane, and for the small unit producers who were already deep1y into 

debt, this implied a risk not only ta their rights of ownership, but 

also ta their rneans of subsistnece. Unless the strike cauld have spread 

.rap'idly to encanpass a majority of the wheat-producing area, it was 

bolmd ta fail, as the small fanners' capaci ty to endure a curtailment 

of incane was far less that that of the major grain companies ta absarb 

a temporary 10ss of deliveries. Untortunately, the chances of the strike 

spreading aver an extended area in 1934-35 were limited, for across the 

PrOvince the' "leading famers" had "declared their intention to dis regard 

the 'strike entirely. ,,65 Large ramt organizations, such as the UFA éÎnd 

~ Wheat Pools, refused to endorse the strike and the weakness of the 

Fut ~ ,the'southern areas'of the 'Prairi~ restricted ~ non-delivery 

'. ~ \' -, , 
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movement to an isolated area of poverty i~ the heart of the Park Belt. 66 

, 
For the Fanners 1 Unity League, the Mmëiare delivery strike 

was a final curtain caU which served only to ease the organization fran 

the revolutionary stage. Ini tially, prominent Conununists had hoped that 

the strike would inaugurate lia new stage in the deveIoprnent of the :.m-

poverished fanner ... i t signaIs a definite radicalization of the farnûng 

masses; a de fini te swing to the left; a de fini te growing rnili tancy; a 

definite ~!,eaking with old traditions and rnethods of struggle~,~~7 ---An.XlouS -

ter harness this new rnovement, League organizers had rnoved swiftly into 

the strike area, and they had freely offered their support and guidance 

to the dissident fanners. The Ganadian Labour Defence Leàgue, a front 

organization of the CPC, had voltmteered to act in the defence of arres:ted , 

picketters; the FUL offices in E,drnonton were transformed into the head-, 

quarters of the Provincial Strike Cammittee; Cammunist organizers can-
... 

vassed non-strike areas for support and The Furrow agreed to publish 

and distribute the strikers' bulletins and broadsheets. 68 One League 

organizer, George Palmer, even made the headlines in the Edmonton new's-

papers when he was tarred and feathered by s trike breakers after gi ving 
c 

a speech in Vegreville. 68 Sadly J for aH their good offices, the Corn-

IIIlDÙ.S ts were t.mable to Wi'rt converts to the cause of c1ass war, and even 

at the height of the strike, an FUL conference in Edmonton attracted 

only eighty-four fanners; a grm reminder of the fact that despi te their 

~st efforts" "the League is extretœly sectarian, isolated fran the main 

:mass of the fanners ... (by) its traditions no less than by its conposi­

tion.' ,,70 

Saon e.fter the delivery' strike, at the ninth Plenum of 

the Central Executive Cemmi ttee of the Q>C held in Toronto in November 

';' 

, . 
1 , 
'1 
Î 
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of 1~35, the decision was,made to disband the Fanners' Unity League 

ana to fuse its various e1ements ''wi th the mass refonnist fann organ-

izations to which i t is ... parallel and in general, in cornpeti tion.,,?l ' ... ".r 

The Party passed the reso1ution eliminating its agrarian wing as part . 
... 

af ageneral reorientatian in favour of an'anti~fasci5t, 'United Front' 

. of radical elements. 72 The League was attacked for i ts 'sectarian" ' -; -;,~ 

and 'iso1ated' nature and its methods were characterized by the ŒC as 

being overburdened with 'genera1ities' and 'thèqrizations,.73 The 
-

leaders of the FOL drifted into a new organization, the Fanners' National' 

Conmittee of Action (FNCA), a 'United Front' body that had been estab­

lished in August, 1935 in anticipation of the discontinuance of the 

League's operations. The objecti:ve of the revised organizat~t>n was siDi-
, . \ .. 

ilar to that of the old Progressive Fanners' Educational League~ the 

tmification of the vari~~l,fann groups and the maintenance of a ra4iciü 

predisposition on the part < of the farmers. 74 In short, the new strategy 
.... "', -~ 

.. was to penetrate, and not t~ oppose, the rival protesting organiz.ations . 
./ 

Lamentably, the FNCA fai1ed "to make a significant impact on the famerS" 

movement, in large part because its headquarters had been estab1ished 

in Winnipeg, 'Where they were. too far distant fran the centre of radical . é, 
activity to be of nruch valfie. Furthenoore, rnany of the mest successful 

, -
Cammmist agitators began to disappear. Mills retired fram the iann 

movement and eventually moved with .his family to Vancouver, Wiggins 

left Saskatchewan for Wimùpeg and the Secretary of the Alberta Section 

of the FUL,\! the dynamic, young Bill Katdash went to Spain to fïght, 'in 

the Mackenzie-Papineau Battalion. 75 
By 1936, the Cœmmist ~tar on the 

the Prairies had been eclipsed, and the revolutimaries had manoeuvered 

themsel ves into premature obscuri ty • 
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, -
, ' ,: " .ln·many ways. hawever, the FUI.. deserved better; better than the 

~ 1 ~ ~ l, ~ ,-'" 

-'" 
, '. ~~a~t .·~t had received in life and better than that accorded t~; it "~', 

by posteri ty. 'Though the League had faHed to win the poor fanners 

, , -

-'. ' . to Colmnmism,.it had nonetheless been an organizational success, in 
. , . 

·that for a brief tirne it had provided inspiration and guidance to the mil-
"'.. ; , 

,~tant . croquants of the COW1.tryside. Wi th Ümi ted resources and chro~ 

icaJ.ly handicaWed by a deficiency of organizers, the FUL had led the' . , 

. - , 

~,truggle against the financial and grain trading plutocracy and had 

, ass1.Ulled the mantle of militancy that had been .discarded a half decade 

earlier by the PUC. If it failed as an organization, it Wa$ because 
, , 

. th~ ideological goals it set for itself were too arnbitious for both 

. .i~s leaders' and i ts 'followers, for, the League sought not merely to lead" 
- • ''',t, 

"'a stTUggle, but' to cliange men '5 thoughts., consequentiy, "the:m' iin-
l , \ 

prisoned itself in a"doctrinal frameWork whi~ restricted its ~reedom 
to lead the small farmers against the forces of capital. Though\the 

, , 

League fought for imnediate refonps, i t alienated its supporters by' de-
, , 

'claring the very policies i t advocated to he insufficient and ephemeral. 

Às one fann leader noted of the fUL, "1 don't know how to place this 

outfit •.• they make a big noise about the toiling fàrmer and they knock 

the UFC. They profess to he Wheat Pool supporters and yet their 

acq. vi ties appear to be opposed to the Marketing Act. They support 
. , 

the' CCF a,nd yet their orgaIl;ization c1aims the CCF is a tocl of capi-

talism. ,,76 Ultimately, the FUt was IJX)re adept at exposing deceptions and 

" leading independentl! gtmera~ed protests than i t was at evol ring a 

concret~ progranme which. might pe~ent1y attract the toiling fa'T'Jœrs. 77 

TItus, when. the ~d ~f the \Jni ted Front terminated the League' s ex ... 
. , 

istence, it left not 50 much a revolutionàry legacy as a vague militant 
.. 

• ~ '.. olt 
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enthusiàSm. Rather than 'converting the'masses 'to ~ism, 'the FUt 
,1 , _ .... -1 ....... • , 

sùc:ceeded only in reiilforcing their belligerènce, and this protestaFit 
. . 1 

spirit ,found its e~ression'not in support for, the cpe, bùt tn a vi~ , 
, ' , 

vication of the United Farmets' of eanad3 in both. ,Alberta 'and Saskat;.,.· 
• 1.7 

cheWan in the ,years :iJrmèdiately follow1il& the_ League '.S demise .. ..' .., . ~ .. ~ . ~ ~ ~ 

, , ' 
.... ' '.1 . ,. .... , 

, '0 
,', 

IV < • 

. , 

, 1 , ' 

, - j ;:' 
1 
~i 
1 
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Preeminently the 'poli:tician. the ~ew Prés~dent ,of the UFA'was ciearly , 1 
not cut fran the traditional cloth of Albertan exceptionalisni. - A mem- i 
ber of Par1imnent since 1921, and a leader of th~ 'Ginger Group' thl'Ollgh- " ,'1 
out the twenties, Robert Gardiner was too clever and too accomplished ' .~: " 

a man to tailor his talents ~ the patterns cùt by ànyone else; even Henry 

Wise Wood. Devoted to the cause of social democracy) Gardi~er~ shared none, 
. 

of his pred~cessorls antipatny for political involvements and be frankly 

'endorsed the içlea of forging a radical a1lianc~ of fanner and labourer: 

Fran the outset, Gardiner sought to trans;form 'the UFA into the Provincial 
, , 

am of the nascent Cartadian-Socialist Party and as early as 1932, ne t... 
., " ,.". " . 78 

close-hauled the organization's saiis and'tacked it into the rad1cal ~d • 
, . ' 

The p,hrase' 'cooperative corrmonwealth' began to appear in UFA publications 
" 

. and a resolution in favour of adopting a 'us~"lease' system sinû.lar tô 

tbat being discussed by' the Socialists in the UFC (SS), was appended to 

an official manifesto. 79 The architect of,the official drivé to bring 

the organi·zation into line wi th developnents in Saskatchewan, was 

}lbrman F. Priestly, who acted ~ leader' of the UFA while the President was 
, .1. 

~ serving in Ottawa. Originally ~tè<r for the Ministry, Priestly 

" , 
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was'an énergetic.~d dete~ed Socialist with a,penetrating mind . ~ 

and an qverwhelmingly single-minded deyotion.80 Under Gardiner r s tu-

telage~ and fired ,by the energetic zeal of Priestly, the UFA's ~ffi-

cial posi tion tmderwent a sharp transformation in the first ye~rs of 

Wood'~ retirement. Jnevitably, this radicalization of the organization's 

policy drove a rift between. i t and the BrQWI11ee government; a di vision 

ignored by. the new Socialist leadership, who set about afiliating them­

selves with·th.e CCP ·first and then discussing the issue with the UFA's 

poiitica1 wing after. 81 Overenthusiastic and often callous in their ,­

efforts to inj ect ,Socialism into the fanners' JOOvement, the new Execu-
o 

tive displayed an absurd disregard for the proclivities of both the UFA 

.Ie~islators and the mass of Alberta famers. Predictably t their penchant 

for build~g ideological castIes in the air, wi thout wai ting to test the 

CtnTent of the wind, was soon to send the entire structure of the UFA 

crashing to the grOlIDd. 

. For Robert Gardiner and Nonnan Priestly, the Cooperati ve Comrno~ea1th 

would convert the famers by alogie all i ts own and they consistently 

emphasized the inviolable link between socialism and material progress. 

The ca:pi talistic system in agriculture, according to Gardiner, was in­

trinsically different fram previous systems, "inasmuch as machinery is 

now the important factor in produttion." By mechanizing their methods 

ofproduction, farmers were in fact 'rationalizing' their econamic habits, 

freeing themsel ves from endless toil, and thereby opening the way "to a 

better social order" lYhich depended upon lisocial units ... directing the '--' 
, .. 

. pr~ess of change. ,,82 ConfIdent of the appeal of their vision, the neW 

leaders devoted JOOst of their ~fforts to building the CCF, and conse­

quently, "as far as the old UFA is concerned, little ~s being done br 

.. 
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"!&y of organization. ,,83 Mmabership continued ta dec1ine; in 1934, there 
• , -

were 14,862 supporters of the UFA and by 1935, that'number had fallen 

to 9,838 - a gaunt shadow of the original forty thousand famers who 

had joined' in 1921. 84 "Finances are very low," cClDpl~ined one organizer 

in 1934, ''membership not coming ~ ••. But l can well understand many 

of our people holding back when we have IlOt suff~cient ~ ta hold 

midsUllJler board meetings,,~ yet send full delegations ta the. CCF COn­

vention in Winnipeg. ,,85 By. thèr-r-actiOJlS": it appeared. that th~ Exec­

utlve of the UFA was al.1lost cœple'tely out of"'t~ with the majority 
, - , . - , , 

of its supporters, and they certainly failed to notice the c:hanging 

CUITent of ppinion that was moving the organization fran below. Since 
, 

George Bevingt-on's return to grace in 1929, following a temporary re- -

tirement fran the ~armers' nD:vement int>osed upon hlm by Henry Wise, Wood .. 
, . 

the pop~àrity ~f Sociàl Credit theories had béen growing -in Alberta. 

Clearly, ideas of monetary refonn had had wide currency in the Province 
- <. 

sinc;e the early twenties, but it was only with the onset of the Depression 
. . ç" 

tl;lat &:>cial Credit, really began to gamish an autonomous following. 

~ated wi thin the UFA by Bevi.ngton and the ecli tor of the farmers r 
, 

organ, Walter Neman Smith, and in the House of COlIIDOllS' by William Irvine 

~ ~rge Coote, Douglas 's theories and works were extensively appre- ._ 

. 'cilàted in rural areas and soon became. whiii one sociologist bas cailed~ 

..' 86 
. . fla p-referred group ten'dency,r among the farmers .. 

'(0 those who watched with trepidation the creeping growth of Social 

Credi,t doctrines within the UFAt it was a dopa of irrationality and 

~atUity. Resting upon ,the silDple postulate tbat the sun of a~lable 

~ing }?Q'Ier was insl:lfficient to buy, at prevailing prices~ the ag-
J 1 J_' 

gregate of goods produced, the ~ Crediters advocated an equali.;ation 

,/ 

. ~ .. 
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of spendmg power wi~ produc~ion c~.ts. ~uglas eJCpl8ined this notimt·, ~~ 
in bis notorious fA plûSB.,~rem', Wbere A ~rèsented all wages, 

, /; .. r, ~ , 

s3J.aries imd divicùmds paiq" to Ïndividuais, and :s signifi~ all organ-

izational payments. 'such as bank charges; raw materials and extemal 
'\. . . . 

casts. Of these two ~tors-, which together coq>riSed the total cost 
, . ~ 

of production, ~y A ~ cit~ated as ~urchasing ,power, jq>lying that. 

consuœr ~ ~ould'~ equal the total. value of goods produced. 
, , 

FQr the Social Crediter, the only solution was the creation of more 

money, dÎsttibuted to enable them to priee their products below casts. 87 

v~ in its prognosis and mi~eading in its prescriptions, the appeal 

of Social Credit lay in its emotional ~lic:ations; its attacks upon 

the banks and fin8ncial institutions whieb indirectly controlled so­

ciety through théir daninion ovet.: the '~rganizational' or lB' factors 

of the produètion function; its' explanation Of the frustration felt by . 
a productive people ~ble to buy the goods which they desired and its 

emphasis upon the freedan of the individual and the need to liberate 

the masses fran plutocratic danination .. Not sÛlprisingly, critics of 
-

the Social Credit theorem in Alberta aSsuned that the popularity of the 

doctrine was 'derived fran the poer and the non-caupetitive members of 

. society. "Social- Credi t," wrote C. W . Peterson, appeals "to the can-. -

paritively small group of people who are forced to become heavy borrowers," 
-

who are ''vulnerable and often subject to bank influence and even dicta­
\ 

tian," and who consequently' feel that "the banlci.rig~usiness is the 1œy 

and pivot of our whole, econanic fabric. ,,88 Douglas 1 5 rural supporters, 

wrOte J .K. Sutherland. the Secretary of thè UFA, were "invariably" res- • 

idents of the small fam reg~ons of "the North, and along the foothills 

Il_ ~ the Provi.nc:'e, ànd as a rule the burden of their contentions is 
"' .' \ '!> , ~ , 

• 
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1. 

" 
i 
,1 , 
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based on that local enviranent. ,,89 Paradoxically, howevet, whlIe 

Social Credit lttlquestionably' drew nruch ,of().its, support fran. the mss 

of rural debtors, i t was, not among the poores:t strata of th(! fanners ~ , - ~ 

that it f01Dld its JOOst significant following. Rather, it was aroong the . 
middle and large-sized producers of the Sout~em Prairie". In fact, 

the great threat to the UFA and its new doctrine of socialism came not 

fran the outsid~, but f;om within. 90 

If Bevington, Smith and the other UFA mnetarists had prepared 

the f01Dldations of the Social Crec,ti t revol t in Alberta.. i i was the' Cal-
, 1 

. ' , 
, gary sebool teacher and ftmdament~ist, William Aberhart, whO gave the ' ' 

JOO~ement life. A praninent revi valist irl the 1920' s wi th a large persona! 
- , , 

following, Aberhart had bee~ converted to Soc,ia! Cred4 in 1932 and had ' 

iJmÎediate1y deC;ided to redeem Alberta Q fram the sin into which i t had 

been phmged by the tmScrup~ous bankers an~ financi~rs . Eyes buming 
• 

Ufe coals in his florid face, skin f1~ing ariçl rippling over the words 
1 \ ~ 1 \ " 

that poured n"", meta1lic, now' harsh, now c~assionate from his lips, 
" . ,l, 

Aberhart 'swept the province into the circle of his' rè'Vivalist ~-;.:vour. 

His voice, whieb echoed over the airwaves, was compel!j.ng, bis gestures 
• ""!o~ n . " 

, ~~ 

J which brushed ,aside his opponents were earnest ~a;·cODlllanding; his vast 
• 11 ~ ~ ~<,.. , .... - Q' 

size ~ch alone matched and subœrged the ~s~vêness of his rhetoric ~ . Q 

f (,.. , C> _ 

was overpowering. Only in Sapiro had the west s~n ah orator of such 
• f ,_ , 

l' 

magnificent and garish imagination, and only: in oHel1y Wisè ,Wood" had.: 

. it witnessed an ambition of' such feroc~ous and oonœaniac ,intensity. 9i 

The canfortable, self-confident reason of the UFA' s socialist message, \ _ 

withered before the blasting, scornful emotion of Aberhart' s redemptive­

"crusade. 92 The Social Credit ~rus, r~aged through the heart of tlte 
o 

tJni~ed Fanœrs' org~zation, and wœn'the c~ turned political, 

/' 

; il' " !, 

"" Q ..; 
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it converted whole Iocals en masse. In the Provincial election of 1935, 

Aberhart was swept into power. His Party captured ninety percent of 

the Legislature, campletely eliminating the poli tical \ring o~ the UFA 

in a single electoral confrontation. The cause of this deyastating 

defeat at the hands of a Party that had be'èn in existence for less 

than a year, lay in the Social Credi to rs' penetration of the heartland 

1 

~ of UFA support. In the large fann area of the· Southern Prairie, Aberhart· 

won the largest percentage of the popular vote,' wher~as in the less in­

dustrialized region of the North, and particularly in the smal1 farm 

belt east of Edmonton, the new Party was less successful. 93 

There was much in the doctrine of Soc~l Credit that was attractive 

to the progressive ethos of the midd1e and larger unit fanner. In ~ 
. ..-, 

vital sense ... Douglas' s doctrine rested upon an acceptance of an inctea.M.:nglyO 
\ ' .... _. ) .1',,- -: ~'" 

teclmocratic society and emphasized the importance of controiÏi~~ the 

comse of industrial expansion in the interests of the "cOJllJlOn heritage" . 
.l 

There was a strong presunption rurming through the Social Credit theory 

that technology had already provided the means for personal improvement 

and had opened the way to material prosperity and increasing wealth and 
t,,, ' 

leisure. The fact that the producers were not already ~njDying-the 

benefits of modernity was evidence for the existence of a plutocratic 
. ~ 
~ . 

cabal which was manipulatihg the instruments of capital tq the detr~l'lt 
, 4 . ,::",~. 

of the mass of humanity. 9 To the progressive farmer, 'th€ appeal of 
, 

Dougl~ 's vision was organic; they had hamessed the machines of the fu-

ture, and yet- they could not overcome the obstacles of insufficient credit , . 

and '1ow priees. Like the socialism of the CCP in Saskat~ewan, the ~~ 
-. J 

"of Sod,al Credit lay in the fact that it explained the failure of cap-
/ 

italism without rejeètingl materialism and tèclmolOgy. In fact, so close 
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were the ilJ>lications of the two theories, that on one occasion, -, 
Aberliart confessed thàt "conditions in Alberta. alJoost made me a Cam-
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namist ... [but). instead, l turned to Social Credit. tt95 Likè socialism. 

Social Credit ~ed to the indus trial farmers' sense of frustration 

in the face of (inanCial collapse and terrible hardship and . i t offered 

a simple universalist answer to the question of how the Depression had 

cane about which, exonerated them fram bl8lœ.. Far tlJ)re appealing than 

, the staid detenninism of the Marxian ~sion, Sociar Credit filled a 
. 

people trapped in rural obscuri ty wi th images of a' global fi.naJlcial 

conspiracy of horrific magnitude and evil intent. Seductively, the 

dogma weaved messianic religiOn, macroe~onanics and rural parochialism 

into a brilliant tapestry Which was rivalled only by the ritualistié 

wizardry of the Ku Klux Klan in i ts eJOOtional appeal and mystical grandeur. 

For the UFA, Aberhart' s political victozy was a reversal made only 

" " 

more desooralizing by the fact that i t was accOJl1lanied by a, drastic re- ~ 

duction in the organization t s membership. 96 M:>st of those desert~ the ;1 

UFA were politicized Social Creditors, ecmfident that Aberhart would saon 

correct the ilis of society. ~, however, were sociali~ts . intent upon 
. . -..~ 

organizing a powerful.ly autonœ.:,us CCF opposition ta the new ~mment .. 

Those who remainGd-were 'generally "the JOOre conservati ve farmerS"; large 

landowners whose interest in the UFA was camnercial and not poli tica1. .; 
/' .' 

, Indeed, within a year of the 1935 election, one leading member of the· 
Q -

~sociation noted that "the chief activity of the UFA Central Office 

is conéenied with coOperative buying of fam supplies. But for this, • 
, , 

it would have been difficult to keep thê office open after the election. ' 

1he best locals ar~ those engage4 in coopêrati~ buying.,,97 Befere the 
( -

Aberhart victory" the 1.JFA Èxecutive ba4 maintalned a reserved atti t~ 
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towards the wholesale cooperatives; the Association' s Trading Department 

had consisteIltly followed a policy emphasizing 'direct contrçl over' fatm 

sUpplies, even where consumer societies had wsted. In fac_t.,_ sa intense 

had been the ca .. ;etition fiom th~ Tradini Department that in 1932', the 

Cooperative Wholesale Organizatian had bèèn fo~cèd. ta suspend. its activ­

ities, only reopening under the ausPices Qi the ~rative Union of Can­

ada, three years later. 98 The tl'iumph of Social Creditaltered the UFA's 

attitude t~rds the cooperative societies, for although it did not end 

cCIIIlE'ti tion fran the Trading Department, i t brought the Association into 

, a closer working harJoony with the fanœTs '. cœmercial organizations. In­

deed, 1!ihile the twenties had been a period when "the lOOIley reformers werè 

praninent in the UFA", by the late thirti~s, the remaining members. ap­

peared "ta have lost tbeir faith (in Social Cred~t) ~ have now pi,nn~ 
~ .. '. 

their v fai th iÏt 'cooperati ve~ - wi thout financial refonn. ,;99 .Abandoned, 
by the advocates ~f direct poli tical action, and purged of the ~ -r~cal 

. \ . 
elements in the DWJvement, the UFA t s policy unde:rwent a subtl~ reorientation 

in the c10sirig years of the Depression. Daninated now br the patriclan . 
~ ~ . . 

fanaers, the UFA gradually DlVed in the directiOn 'of confoxmï.nà to- the 
. , 

old progressi~ ideal of a farm DIOVement devot~, ta political lob~ 

and CaJIIleréial organization. 
\ 

The symbol of this changin,g direction·was George ~bson -~te, a -

, yPA IIl8IIber of Parliament from 1921, -to 1935, m!. a strong defender' of. 

agrarian corporatism. In lœèpirig with the J?ew tenor ~f Prairie inSur­

~CY_I Coote was a Social Deax>q-at who believed that the poli tica1 syStem 

bad to be rationalized 50 as to"Pe made more representative of the' dif­

ferent caœxxlity group~ within '~iety.100 In 1938, Coote' ~ Sacre ... 

"'tary of the Canadian ChaDIbe:r of Agriculture, and thereby merged the UFA 
. '. 

... 
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~tp an eubxyonic alliance of pa:trician farmers and cooperatives tliat 

. 'WJS SOO~ ,to becaœ the authori tati ve voice of corporàtism in the agrarian 

W'ést.· The Chamber had been founded on the instigation of Prairie and 

" 

. -
West Coast cooperators in ,1935, and hs objective was to \D'lite Canadian 

.agriculture for coIiective action and to advise governments in the form­

ulation of agrarian policies. Within two years, the Ch$ml>er had provin-

cial organizations across Canada. and had emerged as,.a sp~esman for the 

agricultural cooperatives, and in particular, for the Prairie whea:t pools.lOi 

oThe OCA was, howevèr, generillly recogni~jd as a representati ve of only '. 

the more prosperous, elements in the rural CODIIiJnity and the po1icies it 

advanced were cte~rly those of the Dl)st financially secure strata of 

farmers. The UFA fitted eas~ly into this evolving pattern of protest, 

and in cooperation wi th the Olamber, the Aseocjation gained a powerful 

voiee on' the Western plains. The organizaticms' patri~ian tendencies .­

w;'e revealed indirect1y in the po1icies advocated by both the œA and 

the United Fanœrs' Associa~ion. When, in 1938, the Federal Government 

decided to revise i ts _ wheat prieing', policy, and se"! a m:i.nimlID priee floor, 

-.bath . the . UFA and the· COoperatives vere lDli ted in suggesting that eighir­

'. ; seVan and one hal! cents was the lowest priee that the farmers could· 
, 1 

.: p~ssi.blr accept. 102 This in itsel! wu a low pri~e, tai10red ~y to the' 

,~uiremen.ts of the large" mechanized f8.l1llerS, for reasonable estimates 

belcÎ 'that one dollar a bus bel was required to cover the cost of prodtx:tion 

on the $DISl.lest farms. 103 Hawever. when the ~e1TUlleJlt announced that i1:S 

minimLm prièe ~u1d, ~ eighty cents; the .cr.A and iu member organizations 

revealèd thei~ ~rue colours br respectfully aêquiescing ta the _ Cabinet' s 

deciSion. Lew Hutchison, the Pres~t of Alberta Wheat Pool and Vice-
, . 

. ·Presi~t Qf"the ~ets ~r of Agriculture, set the tone of 

'. . . 
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. responsivene~sg'by stating passively thàt "if the Gover~ment f~els 'l!1ghty~ 
.> '104" 

cents is the best i t can do, we ~ abide br ·that. Il '~ one observer 

caupla.in~J the problem wi th both the Govel'J1lDeJlt· arid the. org8JÛzed 'Fann 

'. B19c' wâs that when "they want to quote costs," they invariably !'~uote ... ". 

the large ac~eage man ••• and [consequently) there is a constant- tendency 

. to depress prices to the big fam level 8nd to ~ry to jùstify that pro- . 

cedure ." regarciless or how many thousands of small farmers are put out 

of busÏl1~ss through the use of 'this proceclur,e. ,,105 
. 

Paracù?xically. in i ts efforts ta uni te the famers into a single 

,cœmodity gro~, the CCÀ, only aggravated. the tensions whl,ch existed be-. 

tween the different strata Within the rural society. Indeed, by' consis­

tently emphasizing the necessity for cœpranise and reason, the patriclan . . , . , 

farm leaders failed to consi~r the desperate condit~ons of the.mass of 

poor farmers. unrepresented DY the established agricui'tural organizàti,onS 

and ~ed by. their inabiIity to influence go~inmentai palicy, the, 
~l fa~rs of the West became increasingly _ou~okeÏl in their ~d 

for a gUaranteed right to existe While the patricians. DIlvèd to a reas-
, " 

sertion of tbeir COIpOratist ideal and while the -poli tica11y conscious 

middle-sized farmers sê~ed for legislative relief; the pOOl' producers 

tumed: towards an escalàtl.aÎl: of tbeir demand for protection. When they 

searched for models of action, they folD'ld thei~ inspiration not in the 

• a~!i tative voice' of the CCA., DDr in the revi ~ist messages of the 

Aberbarts i~d Col~lls, but in thç memory of ~ir once ferocioqs c:haDpions. 
- , 

. tbe Farmers' Un~On of ~ and· its pugnacious successor, the Fa~~' 

" . 
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Frank Eliaso-n w~~··fa·cil~~g a. ~~'jcir ·,déei:siOn.~.'; 'P8'Ci~~\ his " 
',' ~,'.. '" ~,' ~ ~ ~ * ~ ~', , 

office in th~ :Indian" S~mer' of 193~:~ .hi"'~ l1ps' c,ompressed~ 
" . 

his face ,draw wi th eon~entration, he weigb~d hisfuture 

course ,Wi th inf;ni te exac~n.ess. Behind him laJ: the di sap­

'pointm'èn<ts' of the June, Provincial electian. 'Rather than 
~ , 

sweeping Saskatchewan ,as had been p~edicted, the CCF had 
, ..... ' 1 , . 

f1ni~h~d third 'a,1- 'the ~olla' and had' f.ai1ed 't'o capture more 

than rive ,s~ats in. th~ ~~gi~iature. For 1rank Eliason, the 

Secretary, of botll the fledgling Party and the UFC, (SS)" the 

,defeat'seemed an overwhelming rever~al. Op~imistically, he 
, , l"' , , 

'~ad ~,eli,eved the, eléc,tion would signal the birth of Canaga' s 
l ' 

"r1r's~ Soc~~liBt ~dV&rnme~t. 'and in his desp.onde~cy, he bagan '. 
, ~ t ~ f-,f 1 • ' , 

te;> recogbize ~he terr-ible implications of his overconfidence. 
o ' , 

Having devoted a:llïl. or _ 'his attentions and energie s to the 
, J _ ,.. t l '1 

, :. ' ~ , ",,,~ , 1 

political, strùgg!~. he: had ~~glectèa the'UFC (SS) and èon-
, ' ,1 (, ' .. 

. sequently'the, organ1iat1onal structu~e waè now all but mari-
t 1 • l " 

", . bund. Furthermore, genera,l interest 1,.n thé Association had 
l ' 

\ . ,', 

l, 
, :" 

, ; ral~en p;'ecip1 touSly,,'" f,qr the tfpoli tically minded member ship 

, in the UFe, or at ,least the maj or. portion of them, are pin-
.1 • '. , , , 

"" b.1ng"their'fâith"to ·politi,cal action." Unfortunately, as 
" 

, Ellason nov realized. Jfthey seem to fqrget that i ~ will 1;)e" 
. . ' ~ .. 
year.s befqre ~e can elect 'e,government in support'of our 

J 

program and in 'the lDeantime, some organiza'bion must speak 

for .the movement,. n l06 In early December of 1934, he resigned 

ir'oll! his post ,as Secretary of the CCF and decided to conc~n-

l '. 
" ~ '1 , .. ' , ' , ; 

1· 
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trate his administrative skills upon a revivification of 

th~ farmers' edueational Organ1.a~i~. The task beror' • 

. him was,~' however, a monumental one. The financial Situation 

at the UFe vas 'flunbearable ll , ~iS secretaries were'" bringing 

the Association before the De,~t Adjus~ment Board for non­

payment of saIàries and nWith~ut one dollar to pay'~on rent", 

the landlord was press\lTing "that unless we paid the~rétt by . / 

the end of the month, we must close up and get out. "1.07 l 

/ . " 

Aggravating this finrncial, stre ss ws hostili ty< from ~:ai~son' s, 

colleagues in the cq~ who believed that he had abandoned the 

poli tical movement th,e moment that i t had suffered a reverse. 

"1 suppose you think that l have turned int~ a real reac-

" tionary, ft he apologized ta one associat,e, "but l am qui te a 

lot more radical than a lot of people who;claim that all we 

have to do i8 to ahout' "dOWD with capitalism" and the thing 

Will disappear." As'Eliason realized, a Socialist political 

triumph vas a distant possibility and, in the meantime, the 

farmers had to be protect~d and efforts had to be made "to 

alleviate present conditions" under the capitalist system. 

"1 am not kidding myself that we are going to be able to ,get 

any money," he wrote sadly t "but l reel that we ahould go 

down vith flags flying. 1I108 

Surprisingly, despite the formidable constraints under 

which Eliason vas worki"ng during :1935, the UFC organization 

neither staggered nor fell., ~~th~r, i~ changed. Lacking 

in the funds necessary to provide ~ublicity, organizers or 

, ' "adequate Services" to a full-fledg'eg 'lodge structure, Eli-

1 

1 
. ,," .~ . , 

. t 
1 
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a~on developed an alternate strategy for rebuilding,the 

loeal basis of the UFC whieh wae not only prae~i~al ~ü~ 

also oost-efficient. 

ot the Farmers' Unit y League, he urged pr~dueera ta estab-

lish "defence uni ta" which would operate "along the lines' 

of immediate struggle", organizing penny auctions ap.d 10-

calized resistances to nfight fo~eclosures and ev;lctions .. ttl09 .' 

For Eliason. the value of the defence uni t'a was th!1t they 

vere able to "atand on their own feet" whilei at the same 
, . 

time, ,win recruita to the UFC ~ho would eventually be nu~ 
'. 

mergus enough to form themselves into loeal lOdges. l10, .U~.:." 
, -

like the Communists. howev,er. he did not perceive Simple re .. 

siatance to be an answer to the small farmera' economi~ 

problems. a.nd it was Eliason's f'irm,belief .that the non-com::. , ':'! 
~ . ~,' ~' ..... ~~. 

petitive wheat producer could survive only through the de--

velopment of mixed farming operations. In 'fact, "based- on-

the present priee. structure, he will have to endeavor to build 

his farm as a more or less self-contained unit, and produce 

amaIl quanti tie's in an effort to retain whatev/er equi ty is 

still left on his farlD • 
,,111 To this extent, the defene'e' -

uni t strategy was originally adopted as a purely operational 

expedient; however, for the small farmers it represented a 

continuation of militant protest under different auspic~s.-, 

In the Spring and Summer of 1935. the rural poor simplyi 
, 

transferred their allegianees from the now defunct Commu 

FUL to the UFry'and the revitalized Association began to 

aIL of the ch~racteristics of a small farm prQtest 

~\ ):. 
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~he core of the UFO'p support, which had originally 

lain in the 80uthern Prairi~ moved north, and a new area 
, , ' , . 

• ~ • ., • .;J 

" "'~' : ,,~ ",_ . ,,,'. 'of: ,~trengt'h ciév'e'loped in the ,region between $askatoon and 
" -

: ,-'.' :' .", ':, .,{ -,,', 1 the Al berta l?~rder. 112 
~ or -, ' • " .. ' ~~' N ~ L ~ 

Pressure began to develop from the 

- " , 

" .'.". new mem'~~r.shlp ':for the Exec,utive te continue the FUL' B si;rruggle 

.':' :,' ~n iav~uf,~f an adjustment of debt and in rèsponse, the 
" .. \ , 

, ,lee:qér~h:î\p"of the UFC echoed the Communists' demanda for a 
,", "~ "", . .. 4 "l'" 

" gu'~rante~~'~,inim1UIl wage for agricultural producera, and a 
" ' 

. , 

, . 
l, "". 

l, , ~. 
L, 
1 

l ' 
'( f .... , l 

" , 

1.1- 1 ..t 

:t ' "', 
,1 .; :" " r 

,-, 

, t'. 
! " 

( 

: general amorti~ation of farm debts. 113 Augme:rd:.ing this 'pro-
~ , 

i . 

'. 1 

'gram,~f Telief', statutor.y income and dirÈtct ;r:-e'sist&ilc~, vas 

,-ra. d~l:1.very strik.e provision which endorsed mas~ action as a 

'. 

, " '11.4-
legitimate me~ns of advancing the farmers"lnterests. 

. . 
,.Eliaso'n clearl:y reeognized that the revi'ved UFC. nad become an 

, " ··org.i.m.i~~tion ~f, "~he, poor toiling fu"mers ~ and hi s central 

conèérn was not to deny the movément' S'" character, but to - , . 
~YÎi'phasizè that despi te the simi,lari ties of membership and 

méthodology; the farmers' union had no a~filiations with the 
" , 

'f FUL or the Communi st Party. l' 15 Ironically, an organization 
o ' 

which had originally been fo'rged in the flaming pyre of the 
- J 

,W~st-' s first poor farmers' revoIt', had restored the character 

'o't mnall far~ militancy and 'for the UFC"(SS), fortuna's 

w~éel had spun full circle., > 

As Fr'ank Eliason moved to reorganize the disj uncted 

form of the UFe. he was filled with unc~rtainty. He rec-

ognized the need for a militant e~ucational organization 

in ,the countryside and he sensed t'he small farmers' demand 

for representation, .but he was unsure of the indispensable 
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s~pport,o! the ~o~é experienced asrarian organizers. hI 
. , ' 

'can onily express thé hOp'e~lI_he wrote to .fl/'friend, ,tfthat ,;:, " 

'~here will be e~ough 61' the' oid \[ar hor'~~s wh'o', rema!:q ~OYiiLl . -. 
1 ... ~ , 

to the mOvèment so as to ,lIJake i t posai-ble' f~~ us' to' carry , 

on. tl115 He was n'at mi-staken in hj,.s rears, ror the movement 

was 1.0, be plagued by a deficieD;cy of' compet.ent organiz.ér's 
\ • ~ , ~ 1 

anq it was to surrer ~emporarily rro~ th~ hostiil~y ~f'the 

,othe~ farm groups ~d in parti,eular, ,o,r the "C'CF. ' Many . '. 

promihent Socialists be11eved th~ urC' voul~' prov'e a div.1sive 
, .. 

force in the, countryside, distraçting "th.e farmers from the 
-

pr1m,ary goal or soc,iali,. by satiatil1g them wi.tl;l Incr~menta1 

.' 

r'éforms~117 Others felt tha~ Eliason h8:d'betraye~ t~e polit: 

. ical 'movement': an'd t'hey a~gued that tb'~ CP.' m~st~ fi~ht' back' 

hy becomlng involv~d in the "1mmed;ate s~rug,le~ ~hrC?ugh: _~~ 

ttd:1r~~t' ~ct~.?ntl .• :'-'~ D'8~rived, of .the' a~iis,t~c,:e of,the most. 

experienc.ed !arm leaders who' vere alréady "pledge~ to th~ ·cor" 
.. 

E11as9n was to'be rùrther constrained by his 1nability ta . 

-attract.permanent organizers because of a shortage of rands .. . ,.. '.. .. 
119 - . 

necessary to pay their salar~. That the UFC survived 

and grew despite thes,e .hardShip~"a-t..:teS~B.tion not è~y 
ta the' needs of the dirt farmers, but al,so t 0 the selfless 

organizational energies of Eliason and the brilliant prop-

~l agandistic skills of the Association' s chief spokesman , 

'throu~~Q~t the later thirties and forties, George W. Biek-

erton. 
.1 

O' l'lr_. " ~ 
..... ~ J 

Born to a poor, workingjclass'family in Newcastle in 
'. 

l88t)', George Bickerton had always believed strongly in the 
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, , 

digni,ty 'of agrarJan lite'. _ As a' boy, he bad travel1ed . " 

vi th' a bla,ck-face m1riétrel tr,o~pe, around the villages that 

dot-ted:, thé. moors of Durh.am and, NortbumbeI."land, and ,he h~d 
~l • • 1 , ~ • ' • l " ' _ (' _ _ _ 1 - ,. 

tound 'in the 'quiet ser~n:i t;y of th,e co~tr'y side an eS,~aJ:>e trom 
, , 

the smoking, grey pillars and thmldeti~ 'tactories which 

, -" . domin'8.ted the ~ark street's ~t Scotsvood,. ,Elswick 'and Byker. 
" f ••• ' 

Emigrâting to Canada in 19+0 ~i~h the int~ntion ot r~a1izing 
", t _. 1 

hi's- illlage of, an agr,ioultural Arcadia'; he had ilDlJled1ate~y 

'~e~n struck by ~the i~r~ of is~lation 'of the.peo~len on the 

plains,,' A' gregari.ous and 'enéhanting maI;l vi t"h a keen mind 

and a p,~chantfor te~lihg endless stories, Blckert~n ~d 

, joined the l'armers' movemen't soon arter his arrival in Canada 
.. • 1 , _ f "r 1 

\ " 

" 'a~- ,mu~h' ~~t;, of â 'des~r'e .ta, lD~~rriènds 8:8 out ot &l interest 
" 

, in -the 'pr'ob~~ms, of '~~airi,e' ag:t."i,c~ tur-e.' ·O.~ten l'!e spoke ~~ bis 
JI' . -' 

.. ideal' or" ~~ra1, iiie-'J~ k~~J;ing,:ftthè, t,h~~ry, ot !.ar'lli villages ~~ 
~ - • ~ • - t.' 

the: 'old country eve~,i,n lIy mind_ h129 For. Bj.ekerton. mech ... 
~ ... • 1 1 J 

,anilation ~d t~rm expansion were'divlding the people trom 
~ . ~ ,.~ - '\, ~,' ... 

, "'" eac,h other;: .an'd-,l(ere. drivit,lg lJlc.re~sing, nÙDÎb8rs .ot the. into-
" . . . " 
'-~:he :town~ al?-~ villa~e,s of the West. ,'. The onJ.y dpfellce for the, 

" ... "_"'~-,; ~',' : ' -'8II:8J.1 produoe~s vas· to ~pool tl1eir' r&80Urçes into a village 
.. - If' f": , ".."... P,," l, #", - •• "" • .. _ • t ... ',. _ ~ ... 

:( 

, ' 
, ' . 

'V ' 

... 

'f, 
( . 

, uni t~; vliich 'would "8el':'~e as a ft self-.contained agrioul tur"al 

community, vith ,aIl members having ~ equal investment and 

lDt~ré8t'i~ the' O~~~i~y'~p~~rp~isé_~~!Th~e advantage ,or vil- ' 
, . . 

.: l"'g~ 1if'e would be that while' each tttrmer nwould hold his 

,o~·property ••• all maehinery would be purehased in common 

. a~d. wor'k 'Would· be done th~t way too. n,121 By forming eoop­

" eratively, the smail pr'oducérs would be" able to attord the 

", 
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~igh8r price of large power machinery, while at the same 

tlme, wo~d be 'able to e~joy th,e' e'~onomies of scale which 

.. t i h ldi all ' d 122 (} ex éns ve 0 ngs owe. , . , . , 

. 'Unfortunately for- george B-ickerton, few of, th~ property-

eonscious 'smai~ producers ~ere att~acted ~o the idea of co-

operative 'farming. Indeed, when one UFe organi.zer attempted 
, . 

to' estab1ish a cooperative village at Landis, the local 

tarmers vere outraged,. de~lar~d i t to be O"é. form of Bolshevism ff 

, , '. '. U 123 S and' expelled the ind:l.vidual trom, the Fe lodge.. ensing 

that,his agrarien' ideal was unrealizable, at least until 

the farmets' collective consciousness had been improved, 

Bickerto~ turned his fertile imagination towards the problem 

of,' protecting the small unit ~p~,oducer, from the ravages of the 

.C~rrent competitive syst~m. His solution, which he evidently 
, , 

der~v,ed trom the implie~ work~ngs of the McNaI=y-Haugen Bill 

~d the, speechès of the dynamic Ameriçan Senator .. George, W. ' 

-. Peek. 'wa..s ~gric1l1tural parity; the, pegging of the priee of 

_. . ~ arm go~ds t9 a i evel corr espondent wi th that of selecte d 
, , 

, ,other' cpmmod1:ties. 124' 
, ' , Parity approach~d the issue of pric;ing 

not trom the perspective of the cost- ôf production, but ,from , " 

" . 
,the angle ~f ,!elative exchange value', for "the f"armer is • 

not worried abou~ wheat going down to fifty cents a bushel, 
~ ~ 1 c 

( . he ,1s worried aboutthè gx:eat dïfférenoe there ls and will 

. ',be between his fifty- cent wheat and the goods he must buy 
, 125 

' in order to grow 'his product. n, A pari ty formula sought 

~ to .equalize the purchasing power of both the consumer an~ 

'the producer by establishing a base period (usually taken 

'-. -.' ,:.- •. ,; 
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·to be 1909-~914) and then determining the relative worth of 

goods in relation to each other. Priees _would th~n be 

adjusted according to the relative scale so that changes 

in the ~ost of one commodity would immediately be eounter­

balaneed Qy an upward or downward fluctuation in the value 

of the others.126 In effect, \"parity priee's Mean that even 
" , 

herore your steer is r~ady for market, yoV Know' w~a~ you 

will get for him. It means that ln Spring when 'ybu are plan­

ning your seeding you will know just how mueh you wi~l get 

for your rye, oats, wheat, flax, barley, or~anything else 

you plant. The farmer will be in a position to plan his 
, 127 future knowing that eeonomieally he ls secuj-e." 

George Bickerton became President of the UFC (SS) in 

July of 1935 and in his opening addresB before the Convention, 

he called upon the Government to gu~rantee the farmers' 

Burvival or face "an agricultural revoIt" on the 'Prairie. 128 

The threat was a sineere one, for within a yea~.the Execu­

tive of the UFC was ~ttempting to organize a delivery 

strlke to protest against depressed grain priees. 129 Un­

successful though the organiz$tion's rirst strike cal1 proved 

to be, it set ~~e pattern ,for future developments and marked 
" -' 

the r~~tali.zati9n of the Union as a mil:iJtant organization 
. . 

d~termined.to fight for the Burvival of the poor farmers. 

To this extent, the go~s of the UFC were p~eservative rather 

'than progressive, fo~ the Un~on's primary objeet~ve during 
" 

the 1930's was not to advance the farmers' ineome; its fune­

tion 1ias simply- tG "protect what we have". 130 The ;:Leaders of 
-

" 

" 
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thé UFC envisioned parity in this defensive light_ as a 
c 

mechani:Sin whereb~the ~ve;-age far1;ller under averàge condi-
.. ~ 

tions". vould be assu::e.:d Ir a faNl income necessary to main-

tain a decent canadi~~ standard of living." 131, Like ~e_ 
FUL bef.ore :l. t, the 'UFC of the Depressfon was an organization . 
devot'ed to protecting the small farmers& way of life through 

'l, 

militant strug~le and,it vas s~ptomatic :ôf this similarity 

that wnen the Office~~of the-Union vere moved in 1937, the 
. " 

premises chosen were in Saska~oonJ"'s' Grain~er Building, one 

floor below the old editorial apartments of The Furrow. 132 
- . 

During the 1930's, the lines of popular protest.had been
c 

• 
·d.rawn tightly across the Prairies. The P9.0r had resist~d, 

vi.th often frantic determinatipn, the poundlng as'saul ta of, 

moderni ty, and for a time, they b-ad found in the FUL and, 
- f 

the UFC a potent weapon in,their struggles against indus-
1 

trialization. However, by the cld'se of .t~e. decade, the 

continuities were about to be broken. The language of d±-sse~t 

survived, the old battles continued, but the small farmers 

now'-::sensed t~rât exi stence depended upon more tha!l m:e!,~ struggl'e 0, 

r 
o ~,,' - J 1 -_-' .. 

It. was Tthis ~ch 'nïotivated Bickerton' s faitli in the village as 
...... ~ 1 ~~)-~ 

:the savior. 'of"tlie non- cQmpe.ti tive producer.~,,_ ~d i t ,was this 
Co 

which powered Frank Eliason's appeals for mixed farming and 
.~ 0 u -

-;. _, ~gricultural diversii'ication;. As thé Depression ana world 
" 

",''\, 

peaee raced to their photo-finish, th~ small f~rmers began 

slo-wly to hee4J the c,all "to chang'e. Fin~lly ,_ t:hey '-came, to . 
decide that their leaders were right, and they began to ex: 

'periment not only with mixed farm1ng",bu~ also'Jdth communal 
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production. Rowever, it was too l~e; for the poor farmers 
a 

of the West the game was lost. 

VI 

"WeIl, Cairns," said Thomas Alexander èrerar, s,miling 

in the August heat -of 1935, "1 may be as mad as a March Rare, 

but l am very optimistic about Canada' s wheat future." 

Andrew Cairns' face reddened, but diplomâtically he 

refrained from informing the Liberal statesmB:Il that there 
/ 

could be no doubt ab6ut hi s madne ss. Cairns, e. former 
,w 

Director of the Alberta Wheat Pool and recently appointed 

.head of the Canadian Wheat Advisory Commi ttee in London, did 

not share any of Crerar' S optimism concerning the wheat 

economy' s immediate "future.133 No major industry il! Canada 

had suffered during the first hal! decade of the Depression ) 

as much as agrictilture and there were few indications that 

the West would enjoy a rapid recmrery. Admittedly, the large 

carryover of wheat had been partially reduced and farm ino6me 
1 

~as rising slowly, b~t ~evels of indebtedness were high and, 

the costs of p~oduction were increasing.134 Furthermore, even' 

- -the, improvements, paled when place"d in -the broader perspective, 

for prior to the moderate a~cretions in farm cash inçome, 

there had been a decline of almost seventy-one percent and 

throughout the 1930s,.the pr~c~ of wheat was below sixt~-two 

cents a bushel, except for brief increases in 1936 and '1937. 135 " 

, .' 
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~n addition, a distinction had to be drawn between the 
. 

interests of the po1iticians and those of the farmers, for 

while ~he Government was encouragihg acreage reductions as 

a method of decreasing the surplus, the poor harvests of 

1933 to 1938 were a catastrophe for the western farmers. 

o~ ,/ As one farm leader noted" "anyone who believes he can vI' -. --=-~~ 

his way up ••• during the present state of sCJcial d~der 

should be subj ect to a mental or educational examinat~on .. " 13~ 
Still, when a11 was said and done, some farmers,\~d 

~ 
in particular the larg~r producers who retained clear pos-

session over their capital and resources, did survive the 

Depression intact. Government programs and.. policies were 

designed to help them, at times indirectly, but often overtly. 

Measures such as the acreage bonuslng scheme, whÏch offered 

cash payments to producers who could reduce their yield per 

acre, were evidently ofJgreater benefit to the extensive 

~, farmer .137 Other programs, such as the Debt Adj ustme'nt Act, 

prov~ded general moratoria for the dried-out areas of the 

south, thereby increasing the pressure upon debtors in the 

north. 138 Slmilarly, Federal relief programs, such as the 

.. Farm Loan Board, were flawed by the fact that they offered 

credit only for expansion and not for debt reduction, and 

i Y atipulated that before a farmer could borrow money he had 

to subsçri be and pay for a percentage of the loan' s capital 

stock. 139 For the more prosperous farmera, the Depression did . 
not undermine aIl the pot.entiù for growth, as both farm size 

,and mechanHaltion increased rapidly soon after the reéovery 

. "', 
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began. 
. \, 

The number s of combines and tractor s ·,in Saskatchewan 

i and Alberta almost doubled in 1939-1940 and there were sharp 

increases in the numbers of threshers, binders and other 

powered implements. Predictably, these ehanges were limited 

largely to the southern Prairie, where farma were larger an!~ 
Government programs more lenient, though even in the Park 

Belt regian, there vere noticeable changes in attitudes, if 

not in material possessions.1~O 

Throughout the twenties and early thirties, the small 

farmers ba1i resi sted the enchroachment s of progress wi. th 

th'e belligerent suspiciousness of a people bounded by tra-

di tions. They had struggle'd against moderni ty and they had 

called, almost unknowingly, for a. return to a more stable and 

less urgent time. Th"e long years of the Depression altered 

this time-honoured resilience· and, in so doing t began the 

final chapters of homesteading ~n the West. A dElcâde of 

eC9nomic misery convinced the small farmers that they could 
,r~ 

no lo~ger rely upon the traditional methods of cUltivatio~ 
and' the old values of subsistence agriculture. ~ Social mi-. .~, ' 

bili ty, mo~nting level s of debt t mass di spossession and ;' 

price collapse uprooted the deep psychological underpinnings 
. 

of th e non- compe,ti ti v e farmer s t m entali té. After, the 

Depression, the small farmere would '~ontinue to fight desper-
~ 

,ately to suTNive, 'but their proteste would be fundamentally 

changed ~y a new demand tpat they should be allowed the chance 

to alter their habits and diversify their methods of produc. 

tion. As the thirties moved to theii- f'renetic and 'bloodied 
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conclusion, the 'small farmers looked 'vi th cautlous optlmlsm 

towards the future. No l:onger would they sim ply resist 

change, now they had a quiet !aith that the modern world 

would hold a plaoe f·or them. 

hope: hal! in disbelief: 

Loudly they sang·, hal! in , 

" , 

"The Depression'of cours~ ls all over, 

And worries have scattered away; 

From now on we wallow in clover, 

Our c~untry begins- a new day. ft 141 
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Parity Parity Parity (Harvar~L-1942), ~as never 
been excelled. Not~ that while parity had sev~ral 
dir~~rent meanings during the ~d, the Peekian 
.no~ion, of a guaranteed price r'egardless of surplus 
,.iS used in con-j'ùnction wi th the base price model 

, ,throughout this paper. In gene~al, this was the 
definition most widely used in Canada. 

SAB, UFC (SS) Papers. B2 X 66, "Transcript of UFe 
Broadcast", O~tober 7, 1946. 

For a· critique of" the Base·Priee model, see~R.L. -
.. Tontz, "The Origin. of the Base Price'Cçmcept of,' 

Parity: A Significant Value Judgment in Agricultural 
poricy", in' Agriè,ul tural History, Vol • .32 (January, 
1958), pp. 3 .. 14 • 

SAB, 'UFC(SS) Papers, B2 X 66, "Transèript of UFC 
Broadcast", October 10, 1946. , 

. Western Producér, J~ly 25, 1935. 

Western'Producer, September 5 and, 10, 19.36( BC 
Workers' News,'August .31,-1936; SAB, UFC(SS) Papers, 
B2 X 66, Tvo notices outlining strike,procedure 
iss,u~d'by UFC Offices, August 31 and September 3~1936. 

" • f' 

UFe InformatioA, December, 1937. -
. " , 

S~B~, UFC (S8) Papers,. B2 Vllr" 8.3, G. Bl.ckertc;m to 
J. Strain, March 4, 1941 • 

. ' Western Pr~~acer, March 26, 19.36. 

'GIA, Leonard 'D. Nesbitt Papers~ Box '1, file 8, 
A. 'Cairns to L.D. Nesbitt, Februa~y 6, 1936 • 
, ' 

. ,/ 

A.E~ Sararian~ ,The Canadian Economl in the Great 
Depression (Toronto, 1970), ,pp. 19 -98 • . . 
Canada Year Book, 1940, p. 204 • 

. UFC, Information, December, 1937. 0 

Calgary Herald. April 6, 1939. , 

Blair' Neatby descri~~s method~ of r~lief in Southe;n 
Saskatchewan in "The Saskatchewan Relief Commission, 
19.31-1934", in Saskatchewan R~story, Vol. III 
(Spring, 1959),.- pp. 41-56. For the peer farmer,sl 
response, see,SAB, UFC(SS) Papers. B2 VIII 1, 
J.C. Braun to F.'Eliason, January 17, 1935: F. 
Eli'as'on te H.A. Anslow, March 5, 1935 • 
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W.T. Easterbrook, Farm Credit in Canada (Toronto, 
19.38), pp. 128-.37; Stewart J.' Willie', T/Agricultural 
Credit'·in Wèstern Canada" (unpublished MA Thesis, , 
r~cGill Universi.ty, 19:31), pp. 50-~5. 

140. Census' of Canada for 19.36 and 1941, 'Vol. V" Agri­
cul ture. 

141 • We@tern Pr~~~cer, March 19, 19.36. 
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CHAPTER SIX 

BLOOD FROM STONES 

THE SEARCH FOR FARM PARITY 

Robert J. Boutillier was a handsome, affable young man 

with ,dee!, restless eyes and an aggressive shock of dark hair 

which ,rose precipitously from his forehead before cascading 

remor selessly do'W'D. to one side. Hard vorking, ambitious and 

frank, Bob Boutillier von friends easily and had the simple, 

pragmatic good humour to main tain them over the years of trial 

and changing opinions. His father, an immigrant from Nova 

Scotia, had been an inveterat i j oine~; being an organizer for 
/ ' 

both the Wheat Pool and the political wing of the UFA, as vell 

as the Secretary of the District School Board. From him. Bob 

inherited a mercurial energy and a proclivity for organizing -- , 
that soon gained him. at tw~nty-ftve, a permanent position as 

o Secretary for the rural municipality of Will~ngdon. Bob's 

eIder brother, Herbert, took over the mixed farming operations 
, 
st Soda Lake, followed his father as 'P~esident of th~ Vegre-

ville Federal Constituency Association of the UFA, and became 

a commanding deep-toned spokesman for the 'Ginger- Grou.p' and , , 

Canadian Socialiosm. In ~934, Herb Bautlllier vas elected 

Chairman of the Hairy Hill Strike Commi ttee, and Eob' s 'munic-

ipal office vas transformed,' into the headquarters for the most 
/ 

~. )' ..... '" .... 
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tenacious ,of aIl the district affiliates during the Mundare 
-

delivery strike. 
) 

Four years' later, they were to be pivotaI 
" 

agents in the reorganization of the Alberta Section of the 

United Farmers' of Canada. 'In many ways, they symbolized the 
" , 

resurg~mt spirit of mili tancy that was sweeping the ~!iddle-

West. 1 

The first UFC(AS) had not been a notable success. Forme.d 

in Willingdon in December, 1934, th e organization had faile,d 

te make mueh impact in the area, and within four months had 

merged peacefully into the Farmers' Unit y League's equally 
~ 

short-li v ~d front organization, th e Non-Poli tical Farmer s' 

Despite these inauspicious beginnings however, the 

demand for an independ,ent , militant small farm organization 

in North Eastern Alberta persisted. The cause of th~ discon-
. 

tent lay in the fact that in the eyes of most of the poor ~arm­
• 

ers, the UFA had become a smug, complacent,organization, rep-

resentative only qf ~he more prosperous agriculturalists of 

the south. The UFA "don't want to help no poor farmers", 

blast ed one future Presi dent of the UFe (AS), i t j ust "vant's to 

make the farmers of the northern part of the Province carry 

the ones ~ the south. fl3 Convinced by the Associations re-

fusaI to support the ~elivery strikes of 1933-35 that the DFA , , 

vas antagonistic to the amall producers, and alienated by the 

demise of the FUL and the rise of Sociàl Credit, many Alberta 

militants revived the idea of establishing an independent 

protest movEtment pledged to the strategy of direct action. 

On September 4th, 19~8, some two hun~ed farmers gathered in 

, 
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the Willingdon Hall to hear their neighb6urs explain the need 

for organization and a new -wi thholding policy. Men like 

William Halina, the young Ukrainian farmer who had first carr­

ied the demands of the Myrnam strikers to the UFA Convention 

in 1934; Herb Bout'illier and the Ropchan brethers, George and 

William, who had all sat on the Mundare Central Strike Oom­

mittee; and Nick Boyc'huk, the Vegreville ~choolteacner and one-

time organizer for the FUL; aIl spoke of the need for the 

farmers to unite and demonstrate their disaffections. Hour 
\ . 

after hour, their angry voice~ burned through the wilting heat 

of th e old Town Hall, and when it had ended, the UFC (AS) had 

been reborn and an executive of thirt~en men elected. 4 

At the outset, the new farm union d±rected its appeal to 

the poorest s,tratum of the rural communi ty. It was a move­

ment of failures; of men who had been dri ven "into a condi ticm 
" 

. bordering on serfdom - bereft of aIl economic security, and 

tied hând and foot by crushing debts and ,onerous taxation."S 

Vigorously and passionately. the UFC urged poor farmers to 

>~rganize in self-defence, toI prevent their -di~possession from 

"the homes we pioneered for, sweated f9J' and slaved -for, denled 

ourselves for, and yes to our shame be i t said., bverworked our 
- 6 

wives and children for .. n Appealing primarily to an older :.. 

class of homesteaiiers who had te adapt to the demanda of ind­

ustriel grain. production, the farm union preached a philosophy 
1 

of rebellion through non-compliance. nT~e Professional 

poli ticians ~ If taunted one propagandist~ Ifbeliev~ the present 

financial and eco~omic system must be preserved and strengthened 

. , -
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at aIl costs. Ta their\ minds, .Jluman beings must be made ta 

adapt themselves, their modes of life, their whole being, to 

this diabolical economic system". However, the ,dirt farmers 

had refus.ed, and a's a resul t. they had suffered from "poverty, 
\ 

.Jretchedness, insecurity and debt, fear and worry. crime and 

insanity, and aIl the i11s· suffered by humanity.,,7 Without 

organization, the UFC insisted, the non-competitive farmers 

-~.b.eMiven .f!"91Il the land, and lia new owner ,will appear 

on the scene, while we, the proud pioneer of other days, shall 

8 be dispossessed and remain only as a serf. Il 
, 

In short', th e 

U,FC (AS) sought to channel the very anxieties that had first 

motivated the Farmers' Union of Canada in the early twenties, 

and to capitalize upon the frustrations of once proud home-

steaders who now grubbed to survive. Unguestionabl~, the 

anger which motivated this Iast smaI1 farm revoIt wa.s of 
. . ' 

venerable a.ncest!r~-, however the stra~egies that were folloved, 

and the~ .. changes that were affected, wereimilcative of a new 
-~ _-._----

and revoluti~nary appreciaJ;-i-Gn'or the farlQ,ers place in 'the 
-~-

modern' worlci-.-- -,--

Unlike i ta vatic predecessors, th,e FllC and the Fut;, the: 

United Farmers' of .~anada did n.pt propose simple: and undir.ee-te-d > 
resistance. Time had ~con"'inced the farmers that dlscok.&cted', . 
protests auch as penny auctions, and hunger œarch~s could not 

prevent dispossession,' and they recognized the need for a 

comprehensi ve' programlD~ of action. . Th~ Dlost important .,~ràt ... 

. agie ch~ge vas a new empbasi s upon. the price they' r.eeeiv$cl- . 

'i 
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fe~ their products as opposèd te debt adjustment, ~or'the 

farmera realized that s.reduction of debt was effective only 

when linked to a permanent ameliaration of economic conditions. 

The UFCl e economic platform was thérefore two-fold; it called 

for debt adjustment ,as opposed ta, a moratorium, but it hinged 

that demand upon the granting .of cost of production or pari ty. 

The Union's debt pol~cy was synthesized in the "Draft 'Scheme 

for the Sec.uri ty of Tenure". ~ campo site 'programme aréhestrated 

by George Bickerton' in the late thirties, and officially en- _""", 

dorsed by the Alberta Section in 1944. The IDraft Scheme' 

called for the establishment of Fi 'Provincial Land Office' of 

seven membe~s - two from the Legislature, one from the Associ­

ation of Municipalities, and four bons fide farmers - whoae 
-

responsability it would be to reeva1uate aIl agrièultural land 

on the basia of its productive value. 

farmers' debts wpuld be examin~d. and if interest had been 

paid in excess of three perce~t sinee the time that the loan 
l ' 

had been. iilc\!rred, auch payments 'would, be deducte'd frÇ>m the 
" • 1 

principal,. and the balànce amortized oVar' a . period of twenty, 
, • tfI#, _ 

years. 'Having had -his debte and his land -reviewed, a farmer 
~ ~ \ ~ 

'wQuld then ~ê granted "complete secur1:ty. of tenur~, during hi's-

lifetime,n .meaning that ~he cannot be dispossessed for any 

reason whatever 80 long as he oecupies' his land_,,9 With 

respect, to pricing policy, there was some, divergen'ce betveen 

,Alberta, and Saskatchewan secti,ons of the farm union beiore 

194Q, when 'the 'Albertans vere eonverted to' the doctrine of 

. pari·ty p~icin~ .. 10 Prior to this. th~' UFC(AS) advbëated ,a ", 
\ ."" 

" 

. . ' 
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cost of production priee, which was baaed upon the amount 

neeesssry for the small farmer to râiae his crep, feed his 

family, and pay his debts.1~ The meehanism by whieh the 

farmers hoped to force the Government to grant th~se demands 

vas direct action, and the strike at Mundare, amall though,' 

;t was, vas widely regarded as both the,mainspring and the 
~~ 12 
model for the movem'ent. . 

Clearly, however, the farm strike which the leaders of 

the trFO envisioned 'after 1935 vas a very different one from 

that ~hich had previously blpckaded the toWns.of Myrnam and 

Mundare. Having learned from experience that an i~olat.ed 

withhold~ng aet1~n ~ould not 'su?ceed, the Albertans reèognized 

the neeel. for a strike that weuld 'su,spend grain. trading aeross 

the entire Prairie.,. and it wa~ eVid.entl,Y o~h.is which motivated .. 

th~m to adop; the n~e' of the Unit'~d F'armers' of' Canad-a. 13 0 

Indeed, as the Union's Secretary, Bob Boutilli"er., noted, tiit 

is th,e intention' of the central office to'. m~e ~his o.rganiz~ 
. .' 

a·t~·on. stronger than trhe U~A and to \Jork in eonj.unci1Ql'i with 
• 1 >-<" • 

the United Farm,er~' in Saskat<;:h~~8.n· .' •• ;:in 'cal:'~1ng: a non-: 
, l, 

delivery [sie) strike over the ,we;:Jt t'a' '.t~e up ev~ry, ind,u,stry' , 
, '14"' 

'in the Province and t~e weat." ConsëqJ,1ent'ly. the'trF~(.AS) . 
" ." l ' , 

, ' 

e,stablisbed close COtl1le'ctions wi: th, the Saskatchew~ Sêct~on .. 
, 

soon afte-r its r~undation. 'and wi,tlfin, a yèar, frâte~nai delè:" 
, 

gates were being exchanged l?~t",~en 'con~~ntions. ~5 
,ft • 

, 0' r 1 '~ 

." 

.' 
',:' 

, " 

, 
} 

i· l 

In m~y ways" hO,wey.'er. the Albérta and Saskatchewan .. 

sections ~f the UFC vere very difr~rent organizations. In ,!' 
, 0, • ' • i 

the ~lr8t inst&DP~.,the',leader8 tit~the UFC(AS),we~e'JlÎuc~.· youngex.-~·>.' 
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than their confederates, in Saskatchewan. In 1938. Frank 
f 

Elia~on vas f~rty-five. Bickerton w~s three years' his senior, 
. 

Elsie Hart, the President of the :women 1 s sec.tion, ·vas for.ty-

five, and the vast majority of the 'Direc,tors vere in their 
... , . . 
, late forties or early ·'fifties.' In contrs:st, R.3. Boutillier 

-vas only twenty- e1gh t. and his high schopl friends. William ' 
-, ' 

- ' 

Yusep, Bill Shapka and Nick Shandro, at one time occupied'the 
, ' 

posts of President and tvo of the ten -Directoratesa..=--Of the 

res,t. most vere ,in Jtheir early'thirties. and none of the Union' s 

original Director s vere over fifty years of age. Furt~ermGre,', 

.while the ure (SS), vas .almost exclusively Social Democratie in 

it~.leade,rahip, th,e pol~tica1 a~filiation's ~f the Albertans 

we;è far more varied. The ~outillier brothers vere both strong 

~eUpporters of the ccr, N,ick Shandro and' Bill Huculak, the 
. -

Union' s' ~iràt;'; Près~dent~. vere LiberaIs, and the Ropchan brothers 

wè~~ Cômmullists,.16 'Paradoxieally, the, UFC"(AS) whi'8h '-~as' , 

Âlbér~a's first indigenoua mna1l farm movemen~, originally 
- -

r.eveared in.it8 polit-ical diversity an<d age.distribut~on greater 

, .', ~- s.im;lar~lty 1ii~h the old Farmers' Union of Cal!ada than lt did 
..... ~ ,'- .. - ... . - - ~,~ ~ . , ' 

- vith ~ts pàtron~ the UFC(SS). ~ 
....... n 

unro~unately, despite the youthful energies of 1ts 

• <fJ; • ,orgàhiz:er's, the 'urc ln Alberta vas .not an immedia'ie succ~ss. 
, '. -. ~ , ... l , ..' r .. 

," ,In itë first year. i't ~rew fairly rap1dly. "e.xpand1ng to inel e 

. _ : -:"25 )ocaLs "~d ,over' eighteen hundred melllbe~s, but thereaf-fer/ 

- ',i.t~ '~~âbl~lZ~! 17" '~To ~ larg~ extent, 'the fai~ure of the Unio~ . , ' 

" . 
. ., .. to e,?(pancf-fu,rth-er over' the next three years vas attr~butable 

-to the fact, thà~ its root.s 1a1 in the f~rm/\ted.rock- of th,e' 
, , 

1 • 
- f •• • ~ 
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. Ukralnian c9m~u~ity at Willingdon. Built iar~lY on familial 
\ 

and regional loyalties, the Farm Union diàplaye~--a marked 

tendency for attracting certain fa~ilies in spe~fic areas. 
\ 

-" ' ' \ 
On the Executive, tliere vas" an inordinate numben of cousina 

and brothers, and the locals were located in the Bm~ll geo-
. 18 

graphiçal area to. the north and west of Vegreviller Howev~r, 
, . 

while t,he UFC(AS) did n~t grow large, it developed a profound 

,internaI vitality, and its orgahize~s successfully generated . \ ' ' , 

an enthusd.aam an,d a l~yal t,y that 'had been unknown in Alberta 

ainee the earï~ "twe~ties. T~ a la~ge extent, thi s inner ' ri.., 

sttength wà.s~ 8::,.conse.~u~nce ,~f R.J. ;130utillier' a remarkàb1-e 
, 

,-

talents, fot coordinating both men à.nd· movem'enta, for despite 
, ,,' -.. ' 

a chronic shortage of funds, he effectively maintained ~ctive 
, Q 

, \ 
; • 

contaéts with th'e 'locals, publishing a small n'ewsletter ànd 

.' " 

, 19 
'ox:ganizing, frequent cônV'~~tions. ~y establi,sh.1ng a vital" 

, _....!. 
internaI deDÎocracy, and by ine! sting upon stro'ng grass rocta 

. ".. .' .-' in,voivem~n,t, Bou~illler., p!eserved the youllg 9rganization.f s, 
~ , - -. , ' 

. . ",' ~ '- ',"., . :O~~~~d m~m.entum and 'cr·e~tiYit~. L,amertablY, he a1so set a 

'," : -",':' .. ,st&lfQàrd,f'!l" himself ~hich he was"soen t'O' find impossible to 
• , ,- '" "~ l_ 

': -..., - rI 

, . 

. " . ( 
:1 " • 
, , 

. \' 

, ~ 

.' ,~ 
, .. . . 

. . 

" 

maintain. 

nI did not· want the j 9b te start 'wi tli",' Bob Boutillier , 

. cOll\pia1~.e(f'''to 'r,ank Elifiâon, "and l have ~eke? tbem ~lme ',a~d 
agai~ to get someone else, but they seem stuek' as they are 

not ·paYing ··Yery ,mueh and they have the: use ot' mf o.tti e and 

. ,eqùipllle~t. ;20 Aecord~ng to Boutillier,. the UFC needed a perll­

~ " '~ent: seer\tary, ,but t~e pat vas too' sIIa11 tor hlll to throw 
'.' 

., ,,--..... >- ",---~--

" . ùp ÛlyJ.lunicipal work for lt unt11 it 18 glven the support it 
, , 

" , 8h~tùd' h~ve~'12,1 ,.Fin~ilY, U; the sUller ot 1941, a. repla~",eDt· 

J ~, • 
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, ~. 

,va" -round- in a retire~' st.o.ckbreeder frdm Clyde. and 'vith a 

flash of ~e~ief; Bob ~outil1ier returned to his'municipal work 
1 

unfèttered.of 'the worriés of the farmers' revolt. , 

, 

In a sense, 

the replacement o~ Boutillier by a ~omplete outsider was an 
; . ~'. 

~ . -
in~ication of the chan~ing character of the UFC(AS). ,S'ince . ' -

1940. the organization ~ad been ~ubtly -developing, losing 'i~s 

~ origimil ch'aract-er. ~ and expanding sio\lly 'into the regions, 
, " -

beyond,Willingdon. In the rall of 1939i Chester McGowan, a 
" ~.. ,.., . .. 

Veg,rev1:11e' t'armer, bècame tl~e UFC' s ..first ',n6n-Ukraibian 
, \ ' , , 

Dire~tor b.es'fdes Herb Boutillie~, anp with~n a year, he h.ad -

béen el'~cted\r:feSiden't. New organiz~rs began to,'appe~r: 
, , 

" , ' l ,.' , , 
'J .G. Dobry ot Camrose organize!i ri'rteen new locals in the . " ~. 

Chauvin.Tofleld area in' sarly ;'940, and W. G .. Logan. establisÎl'ed 
, 22 

seven lodges in the cdUntryside around'Wainwright. Memger~ 

ship grew .steadily, .and the movel\l'ent flexed and widened, roll., 
, .,.! .. 

.. 

~, "\ 

ing ~cr:oss' the. Park Be1t t~ 'the s~uth and' west; , ~~ghteen .' 

~undred in 1940, three thouBand one yea~ latex:, eighty eight 

,hundred py ,'942~ 23,,-- ~;ptimistica~~y. Kerb ~0l1ti11ier' ~ré~1cted 
, 

·'tpat for the UFA. the handvriting hàd at last ij~gun ,to app'ear " 

on the wall. 24 , " , , 

In lIIany ,ways, however, 1t lIIight be misleadin,g ta è~ag-
.' . 

gerat.e the role which the UFC (AS) 1 tself playeli in i ts rap.id ' 

expan~iOD arter 1940. C1early.. Herb' Boutlllier. ,who ~u!letion~d 
as the Union ""8 chi er publlcist t vas an ener~et1c and· widely 

" ' 

respected tarm agitator, but the organization'B Succèsses' 
'J 

transcende~ aven his expectationsand tai~nt8. In tact, the 

UFC was tortunate to have ridden the crest ot a vave of tara' 
, -

al11 tancy wh1.ch had begun to ,ather in the °ear1y days ot the 

Second Wu. The 8igns of that revolt vere everyvbere. and 
, ",- -. , '7l ~ 
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-i ts intensi ty vas iaagn1!ylng as ,1,9,39' looped towards 1940 • 

In June, 1939. a farmers' Union, of Canada claiming a member-
" 

, \ . 
ship of sever&~ hundred vas launcÎled by Jack Havson \and Paul 

B-erezuk at L19ydminst~r; an'd two months r lat:er. a second .' 

Farme~s' Uni_on' vas rOluided at Turin~ The leader of" this 

south~rn 'based 07ganizat~~n'was Alfred Ravlins, a prominent 

Sev,en,th Day Adven"ti'st trom Wiltsllire who had recently defe~ted 

trom th'~' UF! ... 25 Both groups, '-e~'erged ~n, responae to a Gov .... 

etnœent decision to lower the minimum grain p'a~ment,ofrerea. 

by'the Wheat 'Board~ and both vere pledged ta fighting "this 
, " 26 

intoler~b~e etate of affaira" by a "direct ~ction boycott." 

The ~scendancy o'f this kind of mili.tancy augured weIl for the 

'UFe (AS); which as the oldest and largest militant protest, 

group in Alberta. vas able to capltalize upon the svelling 
~ 

discontent. To this extent, the growth of the Ure'UrS) was 

a product of a thrust from below and not from above, and it" 

vas the eeonomic crieie and the w~r nurtured agricultural 

reconstru~t~o~ "that the UnipXl had to thank for i t s ascendency. 

II 
, , 

The 1930s had been a décade of discdntenti born in 
, . 

d,eprees1on, and streaked' with ~urrering. panic end the threat 
, 1 

of'revolution. In retrospect, the 19408 could not have seemed 
, 1 

'muc~ bett~r. It really began in 1938, the 'annexations, the . \ , . 
:liqu1.dat1ons'. the ,threats ..nd the,.outburstsJ the 1 dark savage 

,\ 
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furies breathed freely again. and th,e dim flame of peace , 

fltekered and went out-. The warlords of Europe would not be 

appea$ed; not by Mr. Chamberlain, n~t by Mr. Daladier. 'and 

not by the inevitable umbrellas. Denmark took one day, 

Norway slightly more than two ,veeks, Belgium and the ~~th'er-" 

lands, léss than a fortnight, France' survived just nin~ 

hundred hours. "God have mer~y on us," a bemedalled Hermann 

Garing was heard to mutter, "if ve l?se' this one." It was 

a grim austere war, filled with ba!barity and_cruelty, sadne&s 

a.tà~ disillusion~ent. N'a brass bands or b~gles. no ,'Over There t " 

no j aunty marching sangs, not even a ship' s bell to mark, .the 
, l , 

watches. It lasted far too long, and when it finally ended 

on the final front, AdmiraI Halsey on board USS Missouri , , 

played the 'Star Spangled,Banner' from a record' over the ~~ter:" 

'ëOm, and served coffee to'his Japanese 'and-British guest~. 

For the farmers of Western' Canada, the Wa~ was a_time 

.for great expectations and agonizing ,disappointments, for 

retrospective imaginings and bold nèw directions. 
~ 

l't ha~ 

come vith the promise of good times, of rapidly expanding' 

markets and of a ~return t,o three dollar, wheat. But the War 

nad brought only economic contraction and continued distress. 

for while the Prairie' farmers prepared their seed and cleaned' 
, 

the;r harnesses. the markets of Northern and Western Europe 

vanlshed beneath the' .treads of Professor PO,rséhe' ~ Panzers •. 

The wheat crops of 1938 and 1-939 had been excellent, and in 

194~·. -the farmers soved a reçord. crop of over five hundred -

ml111o'n bushels. -This bUllper harv,.,at added tour h~dred iDiJ.l-ion 

.' 
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. 
to an unprecedented carry6ver, rocketting the wbeat surp~~s 

upward ta ovar seven million bushels at the opening of'the 

August 1940 crop .year.- With prospective sales limited to 
! 

only 185 million' bUShtlS, the Federal Government ~as compelled 

to induce a reductio1 of the wheat c~op so as to preyent an 

uncontrollable' surpI,{ls of unmarketable grain. In' August, 

194~p the Government ~announced a Wheat Amendment Act which 

limited sales to the Wheat Board on an acreage baais. The 
.?' J 

individual farmera' quota was deîermined by restric~ing deli-

veries to sixty-five percent of the 1940'acreage, and br off er­

, ing bon~ses to producers who summer failowed or c~nverted to 
. , 

, oata or ~arley. ~nfortun~tely, while the reduction, plan 

,worked to th~ extep~ that the farmera in ,1941 sowed the smill­

est wheat ·crop in almost two decâdes, the excellent weather: 
1 • 

incrétse the su~plus to almost six hu~dred ~illion 

In r~-spof~e~, ~ the Government established a fift-een ' 

bushel liilli t peI'. duthorized acre, and compensated for th,e ' . 

c.onspired to 

bushe,ls. 

farmera' loss by closd:ng the futures" market and r~isiIrg the· 

- 5..nitial'Wheat Board, :pay~ent 'to $1.;25. By 1943, wheàt a'cr~a'ge, 
- ~ , , ~ on 'the Prairies had declined by forty-two percent, and a' marked . 

,,' 

diversification into other lines of' p~oduction had 'beèn 

aff~cted. 27 -
. , 

If the prohibitive' intent -,of, the. p~licy-m~ers was to 
. -

, have the farmers "ra1s-e l,ess ~heat .e,nd win th~ ,War, tlythen>their 

- . preacriptive -ptogramme'-was~' eqùally:- ep-igramati:cal~y, "Bacon-

, 'for Bri tain" • In· fact, hogs \lere th'e prim·àry b'ènefîciari'es' 
., 

" 

-" 

: of wartime agricultural policies, tor ~trong British demands , " 

, " '-, --11 

.. 
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for bacon and ham vere matched by the military's extraordinary 

ape:ti te' for pork. 
\':.t" .. 

Between 1939 and 1943, the number of ~wine 

in Western Canada more tl;lan tripled, and in 1942 and 1943, 

the cash income from hogs in Alberta, was greater than that 
. 28 

from wheat. The Dairy-Industry was another w~r profiteer, 

for as with pork~ the producers benefitted from stable markets 

.and increased demands. Economie stability and Government 

incentive programmes brought better ~ualiti~s of dairy cattle, 

increasing'mechanization and an expanding number of cheese 
j 

and butt~r factories across the West. By developing improved 

ythods of dairy production, the volum e of milk increased 

between eight 

the number of 

6 

an'd twe:lve percent froll1 1939
0 

to 1944, though 
, - 29 

covs actuall~ declined. Gradua~ly, the Prairie 
1; 

ec~nqmy was changing from the wheat staple basis to a more 

diver,sified concentration upon dairy, livestock and coarse 

grain produc·tion. .' " 

In many ways; how.ever,. the movement towards a diversif-
, ~ 

"ic,ation 'of Prairi,e àgriculture was 'not a simple product, of the 

war-stïmulateq qemand' for hogs and butter. In fact, the roots 

of the reconstruètion extend well'b~ck into the deeade of the 

. Depressi'on a ~h~ wholesale ma~k~t priee for B1 dressed hogs, 
... ~ 

l 

ereâ~ery butter and Grade' lAt eggs had been increasing slow~y 

\ Ovat the course of the 1930s, and although- the priees never 

climbed to above two-thirds of their pre-Depres'sion average, 

the" ratios were, mueh more attractive t-han -'were those for wheat 

Consequently, there were modest 

increases in the numbers of cattle,'poul~ry and hog~ in ~estern 

.. 
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Canada duringthe 19305, though th,ere did not appear to be 

any sys~~a.tic pattern to the expansion.'O In a sense, how­

ever, these moderate changes became more significant when thé 
( 

the pattern of diver.sificatiofl in both the Depression and 

Second War periods ls correlated to farm size and geographical 

si tuation, 'for -:,i t i s evident that the mo st concentr-ated mixed 

farming areas were located in the,,:. small farm ragions of the 

Park Belt. In fact, it ~as during th e lster 19 30s, that the 

hog and the milch cow first beeame the two crucial vertices 

of the marginal farmers' production triangle, ,though the War 

magnified and crystalli zed thi s ~t:r end. 

In the small farm region to the east of Edmonton, and in 

the Park Bel t lands to the north and west of the ~"'a.pi tal, therOe 

was a high er pre-war concentration of li vestock than in. any 

other sectio~ of the-Province. Furthermore, these were a:reas 

in which mixed farming had more stable roots, for though .prov-
~ ~... -
~, i~cial n~~~rs actually declin,~.d by 1'94~, the ratio o\f stock 

. ~ to acreage-remained relativ~·y constant in the small farm 

... 

"\ ' . '"\ .. --, 
\ belt. That this was a funotioi of farm SiZ6_ rather th'an - so11 

\ type ra clearly indicated by th'. economic situati<m acros. 

) Alberta' s eastern border. In th.~, .~!i.r~ Belt area to the west 

1 of Saskatoon, between Battleford and Kindersley, fal'"ms were 

\ on th: average much larger by the· outbreak of the War than 

~'s usual in the black soil region. Here the average farm ~ 
wa~ over four hundI'ed ànd sixt Y acres in 1941, 'and by. 1946, 

area,. 

had increased by almost twelve percsnt. 
-r 0 

was +ittle-attempt at 

of mfich_,cow.mained 
,~",'t ~". 

~ 

. . , 
diversiTication; . ~ 

In 'this 

the èon..:' 

1 
J 
\ 
l 
)' 

, , 
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J~ 
i 
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tbough 'there -was a large nwnber of nogs :"n 'the l'>'eg:.on ir. 

1940, ;ri thin five years :'he number !'lad fa::"en away prec:'p-

itously. By compa:r-ison, in :rle smalle:; fa:-1: lands no:;tn cf 

the Saskatche .. an, between :"lcydItinster and l\Ielfort, tnere 

vere di stinct effort s being made "to' adop'!- a mlxed farming 

mode of projuction. Bera rarcs were smaller, 'the average 

ranged fra:: :.b.ree hunired ané twenty ac:;es in 19 ... 1 ta t.eree 
( 

hundred and sixt)' by 19 ... 6, and the concentrati)Of bath milch 

cows and pigs ... ere mOTe significant. In 194b, here -was a 

provlncial average of one hog for every one hun ed and four-

teen acres, but in :'ne small f:arm bel:', there was almost three 

ti~es that concentration. Similarly, by viar' s end, tnere 

.. ere roughly two COiolS pel' acre for every one that grazed over 

the rest of th e Province. 31 Cl e~rly, theré were profound 

sbcio-economic causes for the reconstruction of Prairie agri-

culture, which can best be understood only by reference to 

the financial condition of the marginal wheat producers. 
"', 

As early as 1930, the o,rgan of the Prairie cooperatives,. 

The Western p'roducer, observed that the rtpresent trend in the 

great industry of farming i~ towards mechanization let us 

say, large scale farming; farming that reduces the cast of 

preparation of thë sail, makes timeliness possible, and i5 

directed by a management that i5 as conscious of 1055 of time 

as of 106s of money. Ther~ will be ~enty of room for the 

smaller units where p6wer cannat be used •• : [producingJ 

fruit, dairy, hogs. vegetable, seed and other speciality 

item s." 32 The newspaper did not, mean ta pa tronize, i t merely 
If 
If 
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state:::' a t~e Slta.:: unit fa:-mer cou::";:;' ::.ot pr:: ~-

tice gr,a:..::. on e ::ompe-:.::":ive bas::"s .. itt. tce ::"a.:-ge mec::;a.n:..zeè 

fermer. ::av:'rlg r.igt.er costs of proà:.:ctio::. a."'l;:i li :-eàuce::: 

ability -:.~ ecjey tte bene!:'ts of ..... ~ ~ . -
"ecnnc~og:..ca_ ::"m:;;rovem er: t. s 

.. hieh increased yielës, tbe smal: farmer ::ou:"'d n::-:. surv~ve 

the priee squeeze -:.hat was .. ne inevitatle cor:-ollary o~ :..n6-

ustrializetio!".. ~lecbaniza1.ior. meant aI: lncreased wr.eat crop 

and falling p:-ices, ~itn the .. ragic result tpat "reascnable 

retur<Ds on a small farm cannot be as,>ureà. n33 The visible 

indicator of this process was àebt, for the marginal wneat 

produeers found themselves retarded in their capecity to repay 

their mortgages and crop liens by a fall~ng income anô. a de­

clining margin- of profit. The only alternatives t::> disposs-

ession were an adoption of mechanized grain ~rowing or a 

transformation to less industrialized methods of production~ 

such as mixed farming. Thus, it is hardly !urprising th~t 

the more diversif~ed agricultural areas in the 1940s were 
, 

aIl regions vnich exhibited high levels of mortgage indept-

edness. 34 In a sense, mixed farming was the debt-ridden 

small farmers belàted resp~nse to the modern world. 

The transformation from wheat to mixed production was 

not an easy one to make, however, for the farmers were con-

strained not only by their own deficiencies of capital and 

" expertise, but also by often erratic and biased government 

polieies. The acreage reduction plan, for example, was 

elearly more harmful to the small producers than to the large, 

for with limited incomes, the marginal farmers lacked the 
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capaci ty te 
':1::: 

acr eage. ,/ / 

benefi t to 

endure a ~hirty-five percent reduetion in their 

Moreover, ~he bonusing sc~emes vere of :ittle 
~.:at 

~he quarter or nalf sec~ion farmer, "for with a 

cultiva~ed aereage cf fifty to one hundred and fifty acres, 

be eanno~ inc!'ease his eoarse grains or summer:allow as he 

bas gene!'ally been a heavy eoarse grain raiser over the 
Tl 

~n aâ.:ii~ion, sinee the Donusing plan woulci "in-
, ' 

year s. 

" .. 

crease coarse grain production," t.he price "would be reduced 

to 'the vanishing point ••• undoubtedly leading to an increase 

. + k .. Tl 36 
ln Svoc raJ..sJ..ng. Driven by Government policies towards 

livestock and dairy agriculture, the amall farmers were then 

confronteci by a capricious and acrimonious central marketing 

strategy. Encouraged by the Minister of Agriculture to pro­

duce hoga in 1941 'and 1942, the farmers were then presented 
~ 

in th e fall of 19 43 vith an announeemen t that the Governm ent 

, vould provide bonuses of ten cents on oats and fifteen cents -, 

on barley for grain delivered through the elevators. The ' 

object of this strategy vas to encourage mixed farming in . 

Eastern Canada, and the Cabinet pursued this goal by permit­

ting the Quebee and Ontario livestoek producers to ouy Western 

eoarse grains at a priee less Donus and freight. This 

allowed the Easterner to realize a five to six dollar margin 

of profit over the We,stern hog producer, a situation exacer-

bated by a 1943 trading agreement vith Britain whieh lowered 

pork priees. Consequently, many Prairie farmers realized that 

·it vas more profitable for them to sell their coarse grains 

than to feed them te their hoga, and from ~he sprlng of 1944, 

pork production in Western Canada 8p~ralled downward. 37 
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Not s.urprisingly, the War provided a tremendous stimulus 

to small farm protest in Western Canada. Support for the 

Farmers' Unions in both Alberta and Saskatchewan increased 
• t 

sharply; the size of the UFC(SS) double~ between 1938 and 

1944, and membership in its Alberta counterpart rose from 

three thousand in 1941 to over twenty thousand by the War's 

end. 38 Despite these staggerin~ increases. funding continued 

to be inadequate, and the Unions were further canstrained by 

an inabili ty to fulfill their mandates. Careful of being 

accused of subversion under the War Measures' A-ct, and genuine-

ly patriot~c in their desire to defeat the Axis powers, the 

leaders of the Farm Unions were compelled by circumstances to 

moderate the tone of their agitation. 39 "It i8 too bad that 

war i8 on," laJj1ented Bob Boutillier in 1941, "otherwise l Aif" 

\ ~ 

would be inclined ••• to talk and a~t strike. Strike with 

capital latters \\Tould seem our only remedy '''.'10 and our organ-
~, . 

ization would do it "tomorrow if war was not being fought 

tOday.,,40 Unable to play their trump card, the small,farm 

Li 

i ---"\' -

organizations were forced to advance their members' interests '$ 
through the more temperate avenues of political lobbying, but 

in this line they were far out-classed by the Canadian Fed-, 

eration of Agriculture (CFA).41 

Since the consolidation of agrarian corporatism under 

the auspices of the CCA in .1935, the large farm organizations 

and the cooperatives nad bean striving to portray themselves 

as the only legitimate mouthpieces of Western agriculture. 42 

As early as 1936, Jack ~esson, the resourceful President of 

'" -; 
iJ 
~ 

. ' 
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the Saskatchewan Wheat Pool, had declared that the Cooper-

ative was the "true apokesman for the organized proàucers," 

and the Pool had followed that dictu~ by declaring that it 

intended to "lead th e campaign If for Il agrariari j ua,tic en. 43 

Frank Eliaaon, who was actively struggling to rebuild th.e 

UFC(SS), was incenaed by the Poolla attempts to present 

itself as an agrarian pressure group. "We feel that if they 

'Will do their job for which they were organized, namely 

cooperative buying and selling, it shoul)d be left to the member-

ship union to take whatever steps may be necessary to enforee 

the farmers" demands for such larger problemh as reform of 

banking, reorganization of the freight rate ••• and ether 

impediments, to agrarian progress.,,44 The cooperatives could 

not be daunted, however, and through the Iater thirties and 

the War, the Pool'a organized cohferences and circulated 

petitions, and through ijpe~dium of the DCA, and its successo~­
~he CFA, presented t98 demanda of their supporters te the 

i 

Government. 
~. 

As Herb Hannam, the President of the CFA, pro-

claimed in 1941, "we see more clearly the need for comprehen­

sive organization ••• whieh will mobilize the best brains of 

our industry ano co-ordinate the resources of aIl branches 

of agriculture behind one organization fer Canada - the 

Federation. "45 

In a vital sense, however, the antagonism of the militant 

small farm organizations to the expansion of the codperatives 
. 

and the CFA vas not grounded in a simple self-centered rivaIry. 

" , , , 
" 

Indeed, the conflict itself arose from:~ and was nurtured\by, _, i 
-----~--~--~~ ; .. ~: 

1. ~t,r: 
{If ;.t 
", 
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/ 
thé different perspectivéS from whose vantage point the 

variouB groupa perceived the agricultural industry. As one 

observer Iater remarked, the farmers "are of the opinion that 

one of the policiesof the Federation is to urge low income 
\ 

farmers to leave the farm ••• but t~e Union, whil~recogniz-
ing that the agricultural population is dealining, believe 

every possible effort must be made to help those who stay on 

th e farm to eil.1oy a. rea sonabl e income. ,,46 Thi s conflict of 

approach underscored the relationship of the farm unions and 
. 

thè affiliates of the CFA throughout the Sec.ond War, and i t 

exacerbated the divisions which had always plagued the farmers' 

movement. It man~fested itself in.the Federation' s assertions 

of confidenc e in th'e acr eage reduction an~ crop bonusing plan s; 

it revealed itself in the cooperatives' hostility to the 
.. ~ 

Alberta Farmers,'Union'e suggestion tha. production be curtailed 

unless the farmers' security was guaranteed; and it evidence~ 
...., - ,1-

;. ,:~.."i teelf -in. the UFA ''8 bitter attacks on thé notions of farm pari-ty 
lr~' ,. 
'. - and the delivery strike. 47 In October, 1941, George Bicker~n 

~ 

offered veiled council to his small farm ~upporters, urging 1 

\ " 

them to be wary of the c,orporatists' attempts to represent 

them. Speaking before the UFe convention, he stated that 

by trusting ethers "we will suffer the ignominy of seeing our 

remaining investments disintegrate, caused principally by 

jealous leaders blindly, if perhaps sincerely, believing 

that their particular branch endeaveur can do all (for/the 

farmers] that is necessary to be done.,,48 

-----.-----------

. 
_c • . 
o 
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, 
Henry Evans Nichols was a man driven. Somewhere, deep 

vithin him, there"wàs a dark, infernal demo~~hich scratched 
".. \ .. 

\ 

"incessantly et his soule Pallid and thiil, wi th a blunt, 

vrinkle~ face and prominent ears, Nichols had the dark, simien 

look of a m'an consumed with restlessness. Born in Lqndon in 

1886, he had been educated at Harringay Boarding School and 

King' s College, before entering the àivil·'··~fèrvice ~as a junior 

clerk at the tender age of seventeen. Driven abroad by his 
", 

ambitions, he emigrated to Canada in 1907, worked as a fore-

man for a building contractor, and in 1911, homesteaded in 

northern Al~erta, near Clyde. Too shrewd to be a dirt-farmer, 

Nichols borrowed heavily and transformed 'his homestead into 

the 'Willow Creek Stock Farmr~ a breeding gro~d for prize 

Percherons, Hunters and Hampshire sheep, as weIl as Yorkshire 

avine. The'Depression destroyed his business, however, and 

heavily mortgaged and in poor health, he was forced to abandon 

his farm and move to Edmonton. Suffering from a crippling 

arthritic condition which prevented his return to agriculture, 

he accepted an offer in the summer of 1941 ta succeed R.J. 

Boutillier as Secretary of the struggling farm union. 49 

Since the early 19,20B, Henry Nichols had been an avid 

and 'well-respected advocate of Social Credit theory •. In 

Jact, he.Iater prided himself on being "almost the tirst 

(person) in Canada to get Credit Power and Democracy", 

Major Douglas' s seminal work. 50 ,YlDRathetic to the plight 01 

'\ 
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the small farmer, Nichols waS as ad~ t in his demand for 

govérnmental protection as had been Bo tillier, but unlike 

his predecessor, he tinged his argument vith a vivid monetar-
1 

ist pigment. A powerful propagandist, Nichols argued with 

the authority ~f experience that the farmers' problems origin­

ated in the 19305 when "the people of Canada underwent enfor­

ced poverty that nad been imposed on thelil in spite of the faqt 

that the goods and services had been produced in abundance." 

AlI they had\ lacked was "purchasing power"" and sin ce "pur­

chasing power is moneyn, the fauit must have lain with those 

responsi ble for ~netary po1icy, nam ely "th e Governmellt and 

Bank of Canada." \ 1 Strongly lIin favour of free enterprise, 

fair competition and free union s," Nichols supported p~rity 

pricing because i t "savours of ••• social cr edit principles 

••• being the only policy which is able to give greater 
-----: purchasing power to 'both la~ur employ~es and the farmers, ' 

-- 52 
and also a:l1ow a fair profit to management. If But unlike 

Bi~kerton and the Boutif1iers, Nicho1s perceived parity as 

a monetarist strategy, and he frequently emphasized the 

correlatiol';l oetween i t and a "normal pi tch of inflation. Il 
.... 

Indeed, Nichols assert d that "ve need inflation ••• for 

as Canada's production i creases - gets larger - becomes 
, 

inflated, if you 1ike, so must our financial issue increase, 

get 1arger - become inflat d to keep pace vith production ••• 

that is what the UNION was f rmed for - to get and maintain 

Parity Prices.~53 

. \ 

\ 

\ ': 

'. 
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Under Nicholsls tutelage, the Alberta Farmers' Union 

vas pulled quietly into the orbi t of rural -Social Credi ti sm. 

In becoming Secretary. Nichols provided the naseent Union 

vith a nev respectability, and many prominent Social Crediter~, 

such as Henry Kelly, Duncan MacMillan, and H.W. Wood's prov­

erbial antagonist, G'eorge Bevington, offered their services 

t.o the movement. Simultaneously, many of Social Credit's,~. 

opponents, fearing that the monetary reformers vould capture 

the Union for Aberhart, also joined in an effort to curb the 

svellfng tide. In fact, the organization suddenly appeared 
\ 

"te be a non-aligned plum, ripely awaiting its political 
, , 

picking. We11 known CCFers, such as Henry Young of Millet, 
1 

and the vild and magnetic Irish socialist, James Jackson, 
, , ----- -~ 

as weIl as Conservatives 1i,ke Les Pharis and Communists such 

,as Ray Garneau, moved loudly int~ the Union in the year 

following Nichols' appointment. These riv~l political group-

lngs soon found themselves represented on the Union exeeutive, 
. 

and by the closing years of the War, they had .transformed the 

leadership into an ideological battleground fôr their rival 

ambitions. The Union's future seemed open to anyone who 

vas prepared to grasp it. 

But fev of the prominen~ radicals who joined the move­

ment during the War had the interests of the organization 

itself clearly before their eyes. Many of tnefu had their 

sights fixed upon larger gamé: the United Farmers of Alberta. 

They vere unashamed of~their motives: they sought to use the 

Farm, Union as a mean's of eapturing the UFA and converting 
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it to their pa~ticu18~~~ radiealism. Par~doxically, 

for a11 their ideological differences, the drift of, the 

nev leaders' actions vere remarkably simi1ar-, not because 

they shared the same intelleetual influences, but because 

they had pas,sed through the same experiences. Wi th' the 

exception of the Communists, none of the radicals had earned 
--' 
their reputations in a small farm protest mov~ment. Henry 

Young, who becam e th e spokesman for the C?~ ~:.?-!?J).Y. -on th e 

Executive, pointedly retained hi's--nIreetorship in the UFA, 

and remained an intimate of both Robert Gardiner and his 

succ essor, George Church. A .:tall, charming man wi th an 

opulence of premature1y white hair, Young had joined the CCF 
\ 

\ 

in 1932, and had oeen elected ta the Provincial Executive 

three Y,ears t later. A wealthy Jarmer from Millet who d'evoted 

mu ch of his time to raising ducks, he was active not only in 
) 

the Wheat and Dairy Pools, .but also in two other coopera-

tives. 54 N ever having been a member of a militant organ-

ization, Young was opposed to direct action, and believed 

that the farmers' surest hope for economic redress lay in a . 

- unified, pbliticized agrarian body along the 1ines of the 

UFA of the 1920s. 55 Similarly, George Bev~, who was 
. 

twenty years Young1s senior, derived his inspiration primarily 

from the Progressive movement. Critieal of strike action 
• and popular resistence; Bevington was another member of the 

, 
old agrarian ari stocracy, and he --endorsed cooperation and , 

political involvement as the ohly legitimate mechanisms of 

rj 

l!," 
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protest. 55 ~f Young and Bevington represented the extremes 

of political opinion, thén there vere a host of other Exec­

-utive members who shared their immediate, if not thetr millen-
... ~ " 

ia1, aspirations. Leslie Pharis, vho was first elected a 

Director in 1943. ~as a strong supporter-of unit y between the 

UFA and the Farm Union, despite his political Conservatism. 

James Jackson ~nd William Logan, who ~ere bath Socialists. 

also supported amalgamation, though they differed ta the 

extent that Logan endorsed the concept of direct action. 57 

Ironically, what characterized the Union's new leadership 

vas not their commitment to the small farmers. but their 
, -

) , 

ambitions to use the organization as a means ef rejuvinatin~ 

the UFA • 
> 

There was.nething new about the notion of amalgsma~ing 

the Farm Union with the UFA. As early as 1939, Frank Eliason 

vas 'urging the UFe(AS) to follow the example of its r 

eastern~ 
" G: 

namesake and unifY the farm mevement in Alberta. The 8mall 

farmers, however, had other ideas; they had grown to mis­

trust the A 8sociation, and th ey refused to con si der ' amalgam­

ation unless the older organization unconditionally endorsed 

strike action, and disaffiliated its cooperatives, which they 
\ 

regarded as an obstacle ta milit"ant prO'test. As Hero Bou-''­
l , 

tillier noted, "the'predjudice against the UFA is sa strong 

that an effort to swing them back at thia time would no doubt 

wreck the m'ovement [tlhe UFe (AS )]. Il 59 Indeed, ~outillier, who 

remembered the UFA' $' attitude during the Mundare---strike, 

believed that the backgrou~ds of the two movements Il cannet 

be ignored". anq if the UFA "continued ta be reactionary .t .. 

. 
!J 
• .1 , 

. , 
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[the UFC(AS») would never join with them. n60 Talks betveen 

the two organizations were continuous, however. though a 

concerted drive towards amalgamation did not begin until after 
--\ 

the appointment of Nichols and the"accession of the new 

~eadership in 1941-42. 

From .the outset. the inspiration behind the amalgamation 

proposaI originated with the Union's Executive. and round 

only a modicum of support among the organization 1 s membership 

of~smàll farmers. Since the UFA consistently declined ~o 

endorse direct action. the\m..i.li tant farmers adam.antly refused 

to empower their elected spokésmen to negociate union. Surrep­

titiously, the leaders attempted to circumvent their support-

ers' opposition, but to no avail. In 1942. the Executive 

of the UFC(AS) did succeed in changing the Union's name to 

the Alberta Farmers' Union (AFU). in an attempt to demonstrate 
, 

their willingness to accept the UFA's provincial bias, but 

they could not induce the farmers to abandon their positions 

on direct action and the cooperatives. 61 For the UFA, the 

incentive to ama1gamate was even 1ess than was the Union's. 

Admi ttedly, membership in the A'ssociation had been fa11ing 

away drastically ~ ..... 1941, i t vas d'own' t~ only seven thousand -

but the organization remained finaneially sec~re}62 Profits 

from the UFA Cooperative vere high, and it vas na ve to expeet 

the Executive to renounee its surest source enue. 63 

\ Furthermore, the large producers of the UFA were ~deologically 
r~~."-"' 

opP?red to the notion of direct action. and th~y felt little 

kinship with the.poor fa~ers of the AFU. Norman P-r.;estly. 
-::.::.,.1>''''' 

.," 
1 

'. 
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the Vice-President of the Association, spoke for his members 

when he declared smugly that "Communists vere the chief 

factor" in the Farm Union, and that 50 far as he vas concerned, 

it would alvays r~ain "hopelessly-••• confined to the foreign 

settled districts."64 

Unable to convert the people to the cause of amalgam-

atiQn, and frustrated by their ~wn incapacities, the Union's 
1'" f 

leadership turned bitterly against itself. Politics s~ddenly 

became the most accusing, the Most tragic, and the Most 

damning of questions before the Executive. Implacably, it 

fractured the hollow peace of the Board Room, and tore at 

the nexus of the radicals' relationship. Nichols fired the 

first salvo in the summer of 1942, when he attacked Henry 

Young for participating in CCF rallies in the Wetaskivin 
, 

dist~ict~ Stating that constitutionally no member of the 

Board was'allowed to be a member of a political party, he 

charged Young vi th attempting "to use the Union a,s a strong 

lever in favour of the CCF.n 64 Bitterly, tHe Socialist 

c6untered the charges, insisting that a~ a ~upporter and not 

. an organizer for the CCF" he could speak wherever he cho~e. 

Turning then upon his accuser, he blasted Nichols for having 

published articles under his official title in the Social 

Crediter, the organ of the Social Credit League, and he 

folloved his charges vith a public indictment of t~e Secretary 

for "financial irregularities" in his management of Union 
65 0 

,funds. George Bevington, an official organizer for the 

Union, though not a member or the Executive, nov moved to 

\ 
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Nichol s' def ene e. Vehemently, he attacked -the Board for 
<, 

protecting "individuals" who "are trying te support the 
o 

- 66 
poli tical aims of the CCF and bring about 'State Farms." 

Voiees tigh~ened._denunciations and rejoinders split the 
'1\ 

air, an-d)the Executive divided into irrevocable hostility. 

F'inally. in th e summer of 1945, th e President decided tha t 

he had seen enough. 

_<, Brilliant. reckless, fascinating, James Jackson vas 

irresistable. A formidable orator, solid as gr~ite with 

strong shoulders and an iron frame, he had th-~ ability to 

carry aIl before him, not by knovledge, or by rhetoric, but 

by storm. His language was often tasteless, inflated, and 

painfully theatrical - Ilthe people", he once stated eharacter-
. 

istically, "are being sold down the river into the grasping, 

drooling javs of monopolistic crocodiles" - but he vas a 
. 67 

splendid entertainer.' Though a member of the 90ciali~t 

bloc, Jackson remained publically neutral throughout the 

'pelitical' debate, and he visibly refrained from engag~ng 

-in the mud-slinging antics of his collea~ue_s. But as his 

tenure in offipe ground towards a close, he began to move 

àgainst the Social° Credi ters, bent upon prev'enting them. from 
, ~ 

seizing the in~tiative at the No;ember Convention of 1945. 68 

In June, the President moved against George Bevington. accus­

. ing him of speaking in favour of social credit theories before 

Union meetings, and calling the Executive to vote on his 

dismissal. Nichols and Chester McGowan spoke against Beving-

ton'a discharge, but they were 

Ci 

'"t 
overwhelmed by an anti-
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pol:.tical 

modera-:'es :e::: ::'j' :-e:::-:, ::)\..Ing an:::: ::"es ?r.ar.:.s. lJas 

"Ii S 8a SEr::: 

~ 

..... 1'": t:- :::) a r:: ;'.: c rr., -: f .. ES':) ,:-:. a i ... ~ e :: -'- : e!"" ~ 

.. ~he firs:' day of :nè î9:..{: .f,.nni..a::' :::onven~.:.::;!'., a se::'egat.e SylL-

pathetic to soclal cred:.t ;:-8se 'te :iemand 'tr.E: reasor. r" ... 2ev-

ington' s di scnarge. anQ 

the explanation. Bef OTE: ~he SE:2re-:ary ::::; .... :d :-espcr.l':!, :; aItes 

Jackson wa s on his :ee:, r.is eyes 

wi th emotion. " If, l-' r. 1\ i :: r. ::; l 5 i sye \..Ir ? r es.:. :::l en -:. 2: sa j' =-- e : 

us find out tight !lere an:' now, Il he tr.unde:-eci, ::.:s :lght-

clenched fist waving ir, tne storm, "for l dL"€'eply resent. ::ne 

efforts of a few in at-:ernpting to delegate the worli of tne 

Presid.ent to the Secr,etary, who is a pa~d m~mber, and not 

elected." The air became taut, the" delegates bushed and 

motionless as Jackson swung his gaze towards NichaIs. "Bev-

ington", he stated, his voice constrained and exacting, 
n 

/ 
"had been asked to resign, bec,ause of his contempt for the 

Executi v e
J

, for actin'g wi tho~t i ts aut40ri zation, and for 

saying pub.lically that he 1 didn 1 t give a damn ~at the Board 

or c'oDi·m.i ttee did l'~'' 70 Th.ere was a quiet stirring amang th e 
<Ir 

delegates, but Jackson was in control, and he ruthlessly 

pressed his advantage. Scanning the crowd, he spoke' of the 
f • / • 

need for uni ty ... and warned bminously against the ruinouB 

. \ 
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dQtNL ~ne walls 0: :er:chc.~' ':'r..er:, -:J.~:-.. ::-.. g aga:..!: :.~ I\:.c.r .. c="~, 

Sec~e:ary. ~€: ~a.r: ::"ose fi P~€s.:::er .. :. E-:..:.t :..r:e ::rgar::z.at.:cr.. 

T - _ .... 1 ~r '" - _..... f::..... .... .... ':'!'.ere wa!: 

" 

':'t.e Secpnd Worlj war naè orought Economie stacility, but 

~t nad not produced rural prosperity. 

11 in::' t tedly ,0 fa rm pr i ces had impr av ed su b?t an tially by th e: 
early forties, but when correlateQ ta the farmers' costs of 

production, they remained depressed priees. The ceilings on 

priees imposed in 1941 only perpetu~te~ this condition, for 

the limitations that were p~aéed upon agricultural goods 

maintained an artifici.àlly doeflationary prie~ situation. 
,) 

While this programme served to stabilize the,wartime economy, 

it did not permit the farmers to improve their financial sit­

uation, meaning' that for the debt-riüden producers, the 

" policy tends tlo' perp~tuate povertyll rath~r than. ameliorate , 
it. 72 The Federal Government was not, however, pri~arily 

coneerned ,~i th the long- term implicat..i..ons of i ts policy; .ft J: S 
.. 

main o'bj ective W8.e simp;Ly to constrain t~e inflationary spiral 
1 
1 

1 
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sec~:-e in ~~s det~-pay:ng capac:\y, ~":. ~as ana:~ema ~c the 

po or pro du ce!" s • Without. 'F'r:'ce inf::at.ion. tné 'smal::. '..1n: t 

:' arID e!" 
....\ \~ 

woulè be unable to reduce cis burden of debt, meaninfo 

that at tne ~ar's c:ose, ne would be no better off than he 

\ nad been et i ts beginning. ~~is s:tuation was ref:ected in 

the fact tna~ tr.rougnout the War, ~despite the moratorium on 
~ () 

eVlctions, ":.housands of farmers, realizing that they could 

not c6ntinue under prevalent conditions, voluntaril~ liquid­

ated t~~ir assets. 74 George Bickerton, a moderate socialist 
, 

and strong anglophile, expressed the sentiments of most dirt-

farmera when he stormed at Jack Wesson, "1 am eom>ii.ng to the 

place where l believe that were the go.vernment to get off the 

job ••• and take th eJr' dam 1 peg away and allow [priees] to 

rise to what level they w6uld, l think that 'Iole would aIl be 

mueh better off.,,75 

To .his credit, J.G.,Gardiner, the Minister bf Agriculture, 

clearly recognized that" farm r eturns were inadeql.l;.ate when , \ 

compared to th~se being pai~ to workers: in, indust~~. Un-
l ,-"-. " .. 

willi?g to inflate' foo~:.prices quring the War, he instead 

" 
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?r~::es 3~ppcrt wr.~cn wes èes~gnèd 

7 .... 
':!ul:'".lre a,r.d ~n~se f!"CIt otne!" :::ccupa:':lons.""" l)nder the p!"o-

ViSl::lnS ,;;;f tne Ac~, a revolving fun:: of t.wc hundred a:illion 

dol~ars wa~ established for t.he purpos~, a: suppcrting the 

priees 0: :a~a: produce and ensu~ing-~hat "when war ends 
-7 

t.he fa-rmerydc not sù.f~er. Il ( ,CirC\1mstances were never te 

allow the Act t? pr9ve its usefulness, for boy 'olaF' s end, the 

polie] of the Govertlment had _changed from one designed to 
i 

establish floor priees to one favouring contractual arrange-

" t 78 men s • . The hallmark Qf this policy was the United Kingdom-

Canada Wheat Agreement signed in the"'summer of 1946, and pre­

saged by an '6fficial deefaration of a J1.55 export price 

ceiling in September, 19~5. The British Wheat'Agreement 

seeured for the annual sale to the British Government of one 

hundred and sixt Y million bushels of Canadian wheat from the 

erop years 1946-1948, at $1.55 a bushel. and further eontract­

ed the sal'e of on~ hundred and fort y ~illiolil bushels for thè"· 
. 

period 1948-1950, at a priee of $1.25 for 1948,-49 an~ $1.00 

for the following erop Yèar. 79 Complimenting this export 

'arrangement was a program~e of i~terna+ priee stabilization 

whieh, e@tablished a minimum domest:t'e value J,f $1.00 a bushel 

'- \ 

\ 
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~n ~hea~ for the first half-decade of peace. Though the 

~heat Eoard subsequently :i~~ed these payments to $1~25 a 

" . 
Dushe:, the n;:'ni!:uIr F!'ice guarantees re~aineà ir. effect.--

~~e respanse J: ~ar= organiza~:'ons in hestern :anada te 

t.he ~oItin~on's post- .. ar wnea:' po:icies was chao~ic. '!'he 

:anaà~an Federation ~f Agricu:ture, ,~epresenting ~he ~arger 

farmers and ~hei!" organizations, enciorseà the b:'lateral Whea~ 

Agreeme~t as a stabilizing influence and suppcrted t~e do­

mestic priee restrictions levelled by the Feàeral Government • 
../ 

Accoràing ~o H.H., Hannam, th e stabilizing poliey "typifi es 

what ol'ganiz ed agriculture', through, the Federation, ha 5 been 
\ 

urging upon the government for a long time," a~d he privately 

noted that the fermers "feareà instability more ~han they 

feared any 105s fram e presently-low priee level. "81 The 

~~derationls respon~ was typical of the old progressive farm 
/ . 

atti tude tha t the Il gr ea test- hope ror stabili ty and securi ty 

"< 
in agriculture lies ••• in continuing ••• the policy of 

systematic coordinated production,and orderly, orgànized, 

nation~lly-directed a~.d supervised market,~ng. ,,82 Fo~ tre-
. 

large, 'mechanized farmer, the lang-term priee fixing formula 

was advantageous because\ i t al10wed him the securi ty of being 

able to predict' the valùe of ,his product for an ex:tende<L~-~ , 
peri0D: of time. In ad di tion," by furth er industrializatian,-' . \ . \ 

production costs~her~b~ enjoying a 
o • 

he could redu-ce his 

fixed return with declining overhe~ds. The Government obtained 
\ 

the support of the[ powerful western Pools by a ...,far less~ ci~-
" . 

CUitOUB rcrnte.-; In fact, the Cpoperative's cammendatiçms 

were fla~rantly purchased by Gardiner·s creation of a ~five 
l' 

• 
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267 , 
year poel' ~hich held surplus profits in a residual fund 

-
~or rive times tneir ~orma~ perioà. In effect, ~his roeant 

that par:~c~pa~ion certi~!cates would not be paid annually. 

but wou:d be stored by the ?OO:lS and only interim paycents 

of ten cents a bushe: wouli oe distributeà each year. The 

aàvantage of tnis policy for t.he GO'/ern,ment 'Jas that it fur-

ther serveà ta stabi~ize grain priees. while the Pools profit-

ted from not only. having a five-year 

massive inve~tment fund. 83 In fact, 
1 

guarantee, but also a 
f6 

th e only people", ,.J.hO 

suffered from the policy were the poor farmers whose surviva'l 
~ 

in agriculture depended"upon short~term profits r~her than 

long-term stabilizations. 1 
'oi 

1 
In contrast to H annam 'and the Federation-; th e leaders 

1 

of the UFC (55) were quite certain that they did "not agre.e 

wi th the contract our Government signed wf'th Great Bri tain." 

The crux of the Unions' dissention was two-fold. Firstly, 

the $1.55 eontraet priee was twenty-five percent below the 

existing world market value of wheat, meaning that the 

"farmers of Canada are subsidizing the people of Great Brftain 

to the extent of, fifty cent s a bushel. ~I 84 For Bickerton', 

this situation "not only establishes priee discrimination 

against ourselves as produeers," but '<also "creates an irritant 

between other countries ••• becauae Canadats low priee poli­

cies can ul tim?-telr ,reflec"t in reduetions' in , the priqe '"'-' 

polieies [of] other coun,tries as 'weIl. ,,85 Furthermore, the .' \ 
. 

~FC opposed the wheat pricing.policy beea»se it failed to, 

meet the obligations of 
l , 

Priees' Supports 
" 
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Act vhich promised to establish a parity relationship be- \ 

tveen farcing and industry. "We are not interest~d in 

higher priees alone," a~gued Bickerton, "ve vant the priee 

of goods the farmer has to buy set and maintained in relation 

to the priee he receives for his product. n86 To this extent,· 

the UFe provided the policy-makers .... i th t'Jo options: they 

eould either\inerease the priee of agrieultural goods te the 

parity level, or elee they eould lover the costs of the items 
87 the farmers had to buy. As for the CFA and the Pools, the 

militants had only censure. "Personally," wrote Frank Eli­

ason, "1 am convince~ that the Federation .... ill never amount 
~ 

to anything." R.J. Boutillier echoed his sentiments: "the 
l) 

Wheat Pools take the same attitude of shielding the Govern-

ment' s assin~ne actions, lias thé CFA, -he eomplained, "and 

". ~instead of taking off their g.1oves and arriving at a defiIii te 

Conclusion on policy.. they alvays suggest to wait until the 
. BB 

situation clarifies itself. h 

For many small farmers, the economic situation .... as 

clarifying itself only too swiftl~. While the sale priee of 
, 1 

the1r wheat·vas being constrained by Dominion ~:licies, and, 

vhile ihe value (of their hogs an~ livestock vere s~ffering 
. ~ / 

·from the reduced demand, 'decontrols' vere lifting the 

restrieti~ns that had been placed upon the goods vhieh they 
; \, 

< " • 

. \·<~!J.!.ad tOi "buy. 
}J' • ,. 

"' ~I ~..: 

in th"e ~i~ter of 1945-46, tvo cents vere a.dded 

to the,pri~e o~ gasoline; farm machinery priees increased 

by tvelve ~4. a half percent; and there vas inflation in the . 
.~~sts.\ ef cotton goods, lumber and furniture. 89 Suddenly, 
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\ 

it vas becoming "quite app~rent that we were drifting fur-
, 1 r 90 

th~~,avay from parity ~nst~ad of obtaining our Dbjective." 
r 1 

Fran~ Appleby, who had sucCeeded Bickerton as President of 

the UFC(SS), despatched a ~eries o~ vigorous protests to 
! ' 

Gardiner and Finance Minister Ilsley;'urging that the Govern-

ment re-commit itself to a parity formula. 91 According to , 
i 

Bicke~ton, who, as Researcf and Pub~icity Directar, had been 
1 

busying himself ca1culatin~ pricing'formulas, inflation ~ad 
• , 1 92 

driven the parity value ofi wheat upw~~d to $1.86 ~ bushel. . , l 

"To the ordinary, common fiat.mer," this meant that "an adjust-

men~ of around twenty per~erit is necessary if they are ta 

continue on a decent standard of living. ,,93 Not surprisingly, 

the L'ibera;l Cabinet vas not par'tt;tcy-larly sympat~ietic ta the , ., 
UFC's demands. As Ilsley nated, the militant's petition 

required that, the Governmj3nt sanction "inflation", and he 
1 

confidently asserted that "mast Canadian farmers,' like most 
\ 

other citizens, are villing to avoid the sort of wild bhom 
" and following depression we hadD 'after th e last war ••• amd 

are villing tlo continue' to exercise the self-restraint vhich 1 

\ i s essenti al if we lare to achi eve a smooth transition to 1 , 
\ 1 

satisfactory peacetime conditions>94 In short. o for the\ 

policy-mak~r,,:,s, increases in the priees of manufactured goods' 

were necessary to prevent a curtailmen~ of production, but 

.aecretions in farm priees vere 'inflationary'. Grimly, t~e 

militant farmers concluded that the Government was villing 
\ 

to."turn agriculture into a yar oasualty.,,95 
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Infuria~ed by the Dominion's reluctance to adjust its 

pr,icing policy! the leadership of the UFC(SS) was noneth~less 
,-,,!, 

restrained in its response'to the post-war agricultural pFO-'J __ po ..... i 

gramme. In a sense, the Union did not have much ehoiee. . , 

Financially, the UFC had been in serious trouble sinee the 

miqdle tFirties, and organizationally, it had never been able 

to pevelop a close relationship between the locals and the 

central office. 96 During the latter years of the War, 'lnember­

ship in the UFe had inerease~ to over thirty two thousand, 

"but many have not paid fOI: two, three, or four years. ,,97 Conse­

quently, the organizational Secretary round himself in the 

paradoxical position of having inadequate' f.inanees des}1ii te 
, 

the fact that the Union was "on the upswing: organizers are 

working in new parts of the Province, new ~ocals are being 

formed\and memberships are rolling in.,,98 Early in 1945, 

the Executi~e deeided upon a mechanism whereby it eo~~~ 

induc~ members to pay their'dues without expending vast sums 
• 

, on organizers or pr,inted notificatiorfs. The plan' sought teo 

use ~he Municipality as a eolleeting agency, and it sug~ested 

that Union dues be ~aid in conjunction with local taxes. 

Though the Provincial Gover~ent did not provide a blanket 
Q' ". ". -

authorization{for the scheme, !.~t did allow for its imple~ent-. , ' 

a~on on a voluntary qaSis. 99 Tragically, ~y the spring of 

1946, only rixtY-foUr of SasKàtchewan's three hundred and 

three m"unieipali ties\ had enrolled, and the UFC remained - ,\ 

immersed in its financial quagmire. 100 
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Complicating these fiscal constraints vere the simple 
~ 
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problems ôf senesence. By 1946, the two men' who had done the 

most to builà the UF8's support in the later thirties were 

no longer in their prime: Frank Eliason was sixty-nine years 

old and in poor health, and Bickerton was seventy-two. In 

December, 1945, at the height-Of the Union's debate with the 
, 1 

to the B.C. coast for six months in order to convalesce. .' 
.'" . 

Governm en t, Eliason suff ered a str oke and waS(:1:,orc ed to m av e 

Berore his re~urn, in April, Bickerton also ]eft Sas~atche~an, 

returning ~o England for his first visit in thirt~-six years, 

to assess the War damage and forge new links'with Britain's 

National Farmers' Union. 101 The man ;Left to carry the orgap-' 
\ 

izational load was Frank 'r. Appleby, a fifty- seven year old \ 

farmer from Pinkham, who thad been elected President of the 

UFC in 1944. Apple by, a warm, éonsiderate man with a large , 
ruddy face and sparkling eyes, was a marvellous cancilliator, 

. and a gracious and disarming representative of the Unip'n.\ 
\ ~ 
\ . 

Unfortunately, he was not an effective orator, and his powers 

'of or'ganization and synthesi s were li mi ted. 102 Se,ldom the 
, '. 

scholar, he preferred to leave the problems of policy to the 

\ , 

, ., ) 

more ac~dem~ally-oriented Bickerton, ~d he was never comfort~ 
,', -able w~th the concept o~ parity. "1 had enough of your Euclid 
\ = Algebra stuffed inta my head[in 

"and have never found any good for 

\ 

school) ," he once complained, c 

103 .1 it." Deprived of the ~ 

guiga)lce of i t s mo st experienced leader s, th e UFC 1 S response $, 
1 • • 

to the Governmen,t' s post-war policies was, both fIat and un-

imaginative'. Limiting itsélf to le~ters of P!ote~tJ the Union 
r~ ~.,.,~ ) 
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failed to make a significant ;impact upon the policy-makers, 

and was unable ta motivate any adjustmen~ in the agricultual 

programme. If the stimulu~ for change was ta come from the 

poor farmer s themsel v es, i t would have to fin à anoth er voie e. 

v 

He had alvays sensed"that life was preparin~_9im for 

something. Ever since that bleak morning in December when 

his father had died, leaving him an ~erweight fifteen-year 

old schoolboy with a widowed mother an~ a quarte~-seetion 

farm to care for, ne had known it was coming. But all he 

could do was wait and work and grow. And how he grew. At , 

twenty years of age he towered at six feet" four inches above 

his neighbours and weighed a crushing two hundred an,d fifty .,'" 

pounds. But he j~t kept working and it shaped his way of 
-" seeing, of acting, and of believing. He' learned aIl the simple,' 

yet significant things that any sensible "Catholic farmboy i'n 

~ Egremont' District knew were of lasting importance; the v~ue 
of a hard day's work, of loyalty to one's friends and of 

trusting in God. He follwed these s~mple rules and he worked, 

and then when the UFA came, he became a member. When·.the 
01 

Coops came, he joined them aIl. AlI the talk made him angry and 

he started to read; to read about economies and polities 

and people ,beg,an to. ask his advie,e. When a loc,~:J. of th~t'UDi ted 1 

Farmers' of'Canada was formea. :in Egremont., he was there, 
,.' 

\ \ 
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and he ro se s'Wift'ly through i t s ranks. "1 don 1 t know orhy 

l got into it." he later recalled coyly. "r went to the flrst 

Copvention here in Edmonton and first thing l knew they mad~ 

me Chairman. They then appainted me as rhrector and'next 

thing l knew, l ~as President.,, 10 4 

The election of Carl Stimpfle ta the Presidency of the 

AFU in Novemb~r. 1945 was a prafaund blow ta the leadership 

of the Farmers' Union. Having' initiated what ~hey believed 

vould be an ideological reorientation through the expulsion 

of Bevington and the castigation of NichaIs, the leaders vere 
\.-

~ shocked to find that th e Union t s m embar ship was unmoved by 

their exploits. The upsurge that had begun as a confrontation 

between Social Credit and Sacialism now swept both before it. 

Henry Young, who had optimistically hoped to divert the wave 

of anti-Social,Credit sé-ntiment a10ng the course to amalgama­

tion, suddenly found his proposaIs for union wi th the .UFA sub-

merged by a chorus ~f negative voi~es. Les1ie Pharis, the . 
sp~kesman for the traditional Parties in the struggle atainst 

Doug1asism, and R.N. Russell, the Socialist candidate were 

both handi'ly defeated in their bids for the Presidency. The 

pattern which the mempership hoped their Union to follow was 

. set by Stimpfle himself. An unknown property outside of 

Eg~mont, he was elected after a confused speech in which he 
f 

pledged to abandon aIl po~itical associations for the good . , 

of the organization. His major electoral promise was, sig-

nifican~ly enough, to dispatch a strike ballot to all AFU 

10ca1s if the Govarnment cont:i,.nued to refuse the farmèrs 1 

o 
, ' . 
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parity priees. The Socialists. like Elijah's servant, might 

have seen the dark clouds ~ver the water, but it ~ll ta 

others ta harness the storm. 105 

Clearly, for aIl their mastery of backroom politics, the , 
leaders Qf the Union had pr'oved themselves to, be imperfect 

seers of the popular temperment. The farmers of the AFU had 

never displayed a par,ticular interest in politics and their 

support for the Social Credit purges had arisen out of their 

anti-ideological, rather than their partisan bias. Now the 
" 

militants were resurgent and aIl the Socialists c-~uld do '...,ra.s 

ta quietly toe the line. As the}Government's policy of de­

controls and fixed ag~icultural priees continued ta unfold it­

self in the winter of 1945-4u6, the demand for a militant res-
, 0 

panse gathered momentum. At the District Conventions held- in 

the months following Stimpfle's election, a succession of 

Directors who favoured strike action were voted onta the 

Executive Board. Their number included a bfistling young 

Communist with auburn hair and a sharp tongue. C.D. 'Red' 

Fuhr; a hulking, outspoken warhorse from the'Peace River Dis-
~ 

trict of B.C., Art Hadland and Arnie Milsap, the veteran 

agitator w~p had twice before been elected ta a Central Strike 

Committee by the farmers of Lamant. Many of those who were 

opposed to direct action began ta disappear from the movement. 

Les Pharis lost his place on the Board to Keith Long, Chester 

McGowan was supplanted by Milsap and even James Jackson even-

tually"resigned ~ecause of his opposit~on ~o' a withholding 

policy.106 Of equal,~n~equence was the forced retirement ~_ 
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of Nichols and his replacement by Bob Boutillier as Secre-

tary of the AFU irt pecember, 1945. Nichols had been a 

harsh critic of strikè action which he reg~rded as "non-

constructive", and he had attacked i ts advocates as "weeds 

in a fertile field [which1 should n~ have been "there. ,,1 07 

B outilli er, in c;~ntra st, beli eved tha\ a· stri~e was "th e only 

~ay a ,democratic, lye, mili~.ant organization can be an 

active force in agr icul ture. 11~1 08 Lam entably, Ni choIs' di s-

v 

missal pressed him permanently from the f~rm€rs'. movement 

and shattered the fibre of his spirit. A somewhat pathetic 

man in later lire, crippled by arthri ti s, he becam e ;edi tor of , 

The Social Creditor magazine, ~ member of the Boa~'of Gov­

ernors of the University of Al b'erta, and a rabid anti-Com-
c 

.,. 
muni st. In the late forties, he devoted much of his energies 

to proving that the Bible -condemned Socialism as "the ultimate '. 

slavery of mind and body" and" h.e con stantly chastened "''the 
1 

farmers to renounce iniquity and return to the cause of \ 

righteousness. 109 

Freed from constraint, the new leadership of the AFU 

moved promptly to fulfill ïts mandat-e. In J the Spring of q 

1946, a series of petitione ~ere se~t to both the Pr9vincial: 

and Federal Governments, and a warning vas levelled th~t the, 
'.J~ 

farmers' wo"\tid withhold ;theiT> produc~ if parity priees ,w~e 

·not accorded. 110 Prediotably r-ebuffed by the le'gislators, 

the Executive of the AFU distributed a s~rik~ ihformation 

bulle~in to th~ Un,ion loeals 

canvassed the Park Belt. 111 

" 

" ' 

and evangelis~s. ~~ farm parity 
," , Q' - " 

On June 21 st 'a one-day F~Çm" 

, ' - ,:1 
') 
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, Holiday vas sponsore'd ,by the, Union; pionies and dances vere 

organized by locals throughout Alberta and the AFU broadcast 

a special musi~al sel~ction over CJAC radio and its affiliates. 112 

Shrouded by pleasantry/ the Farm Holiday provided local organ- .; 

izers vith the opportunity to come ~nto contact vith the ~arger , 
b 

community and therèby publicize the strike idea. As momentum 
(J 

increased in Alberta, the UFC (SS) began to demonstrate i~s 

in·terest and support.. In earJs July. Eliason, who :pad recently . 

. returned from his convalesé~nce on the coast, 'bou'ght six 

thousand pamphlets entitled "Organizing Strike Aotion for Par­

ity Priees" from the AFU and distributed them to the Unian , 

lo~als. Tvo weeks later, Frank Appleby met vith Stimpfle at 

LlQydminster an dl "vent' on record as cooperative" vith' the 

Albertans,~nin the 'event that we should withhol~ 'our produce. n113 
. . 

The farmers bad chosen their course and,their leaders prepared 
o 

like the great folk heroes of old, to lead them out, of bon~age 

and captivity. 

, On August. 8, 1946 a .'Strilte 'ballot vas ai~tri~U:ted to 
,. , 

the membership ot the Alberta 'F&r1IIers' Union. ReJlar~ab1y~ lt 
contained the AFU's first complete statement of objectives, 

as vell as three separate ballots concerning ~he specifications 
./ . 

of the vi thh01d1ng policy. The nine-point, progru eabraced ,. / 

~ . \ /' \ 
d8llands related largely to the probleas' of ending varti.e 

,( 

regulation of 'the agricultural econo.y_ A nfact-finding 

board" vas requested t~:deter.lneo and iapleaent pari ty priees; 

a ainimlUl ofixed pric,e of $1. 55 fo~ both export and do.estie ' 
" 

vheat and,tloor priee. for live.tock. dairy and pçultr1 pro-

------------------~--' ~ 
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" 
due1;s vere demanded 1;0 be levelled until pari ty vas aehieved; 

aIl priee increases on machinery and gasoline ~ere to be re­

seinded; an adjustment of freight rates waB sought and the 
.j 114 

income tax was to be reduced. The strike was to begin at 

midnight on the sixth day of September. 1946 and was to con-

tinue' for a minimum of thirty days unless the Gov~rnment 

$,cceded to the fumers' demands. A return of fifty-five per-
o 

cent of the ballots, with a two-thirds affirmative ma~ority 

was required for the strike to be declaréd. '15 Results of the 

voting returned to th~ central office vithin à week of dis­

tribution and they revealed a decisilvely affirmative margine 
. / 

Of the nineteen thousand ballots distributed. thirteen thou-

sand vere completed. of vhich eighty-eight percent vere in 
<; 

favoùr of withholding produce, though 
l ' , 

bn+y four thouaand 
, . -

support" ... ~ontinuing the atr:J,ke after thirty daya, even if' 

necessary.'1'6 sUntortunately. the ailitants exhilaration at 
: . 
~eceiv~ng the.1r strikè mandate vas aoon clo~ded bl" Dore sombre" 

J' ~ 

nèvs f'rom the ,east\. .. 'f,. 
! 

. Relaxe'd ~d invigorat.ed, George Bickerton returned floo. 
> 

England in late Jull". "Only to discover a diaconeerting situa-

tion. The AFU strike ballot whleh Frank El±ason handed hi. 

on thia bright. .orning ~Auguat contained aeveral direct 

r.tutation. of the De's .oat cheriahed pollc!'ea. ·Ve cu't 

Agree to thes.," he •• id"quiasically, c1rcl~ tour of the 

,propoaed niDe pointa vith a ~f't. pencil.. SacU,.. Frank El.laBon 

concurred. '8Th., ure ls out tor parit7.- the Secr .. ary e~- ',-­

plaiDed to Bob BoutilJ.ler. ao l.t could ,~ot acre. to the da_da 

• --------~-_.~ 
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for a price level of $1.55 on wheat pr fixed,dairy, poultry 

and livestock prices'. Shrewdly, Eliason en,deavored to ex- . 

trlcate the Union from the concordat which Appleby had reached 

with Stimpfl~ three weeks earlier. "Ve agreed to back Alberta 

in her strike on a volU'l1tary basis only," he:;:às'serted. "That 

is, we were not prepared to issue a strike ballot soon enough 
" 

to be in time for this -yèar' s crop, but ve would publish re-

quests- to our fa.rmers and malte, our r~quests over the air in 
.. ' " ~ 

our broadca~ts for our farmers to,~~~~ for their own good and 
117 9 - -:', ' 

also to back Alberta." With consuaate·dexterity. EliaBon 
.. " \~ 

dischargad the UFC, rrom th~ responsibility of having to· en-
d 

dorse a strike policy which was contrary to its program, 
j \ 

r 1Ihi1e at the Sut'a' time, off,red his "lIo'dest support 'lfo th~ 

., protesters. Unrortunately for the Albertans. the implication 

ot his actions va. that the UFC could no longer pro.ise to 

D 'deUver its _.bers vith any decree ot aurety_ . Anxiously, 

th~ ,~lb.rta .il1tant~ now reali •• d that in ,atriking 'out acainst 

authorit)' they could ~ount onl)' upon th_sQelves. 

la August cr.pt forvard through the ripenlng,tields of 

whee.t, the AFU searçhed restlessly and vith grovin'g con'ster ... 

J nation for an a11~ to befriend in its struggl~s. Towards the 

.iddle of the aonth, A.D. Olsen, a member of the Executive 

Board, approacheg the Deputy Minister of -Agriculture, O.S. 

." ,,' 

Lonc_an, and r.equested that the Department organize a meeting 

of tan representatives to '1discuss the AFU' a demanda_ Conde-

8cendingly, Longman informed the Union's apokesman that the 

nepartment could not becQme lnvolved in a dispute between 
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Ottawa and the t'armers and he t.hen pro~ptly authorized an 

\ . - '18 anti-strike speak~ng\(our by Governmental representatives. 

Accordi'ng to Longman, \"strikes, riots, and panics, fi were 

aU "emotional reactidns" and evidenced a "fear of insecuri ty" 

whieh he could not oondone, for as he noted gravely, "dictator-' 

ship" and not democracy, "thrives on a :rearfu~ p~ople.,,119.p " 

Their petitions rejected by the Provincial Government, t~e 

AFU next turned to the Federation of Agriculture an'd the :rarm 

Cooperatives ro~ support • "'-The Alberta Federation was in no 
, 

mood to diseuss- the strike, however, for the dirt farmers 

had voted to reap the whirlwind an,d their contemporaries 

,: .. wished only for i t to be blow~ng over th eir graves. "In my. 

opinion," pronounced Lo~e O'Neill, the AFA's Publicity Di­

!ector. "there would be nothing accompli shed by striking 
il 

except the loss of .;time and money tt> the participants," and, 

she added quietly, "1 am satisfied it is a bluff. 1I120 Lew 

Hutchison, .the Chairman. of the AFA, echoed her opinions, 

stating that the AFU's "biggest job will "be backing grace/ully 

away from it and not offending their members.,,121 J.R. MeFall, 

the Federation's Provincial Secretary, immediately wired Ot­

tawa upon receipt of the AFU' s request, urging the CFA "to 

teke no part in the controversy ••• or interview vith the Gov­

ernment." The National Federation complied, and while agreeing 

to arrange a meeting between the AFU and the Dominion Govern-· 

ment, ft refused to accompany the delegation or to endorse 

its petition. 122 Gradually, the militants vere discovering 

how difficult it was-to lead a revolution in which no onel 
~ 

l 
1 
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However, tne AFU did not back gracefully away ,from 

its strike decision. After a succession of anxious boardroom 

discussions, g small delegation comprised of Stimpfle, A.R. 

Hadland and C.D. Fuhr boarded a train bound for Ottawa. 123 

There they discovered a Government that WaS bath non-cooper­

ative and patronizing.-" At 11:,40 a.m. on August 29th , the 

AFU delegation met with C.D.' Howe, the Minister of Reconstruc-

tion, J.A. MacKinnon, Minister of Trade and Commerce, ""1.A. 

Tucker, the Saskatchewan Liberal Leader and P. Des Johns, 

the acting Deputy of Agriculture, to discuss their demanda. 

Howe, Mackenzie King's dynamic seneschal of economie engin-

eering, chaired the Cabinet Committee and characterized the 

Liberal response by informing Stimpfle that, "if you gO,ahead 

with the strike you are going to find the greatest laek of 

interest in Ottawa. The ones starting it, will have ta fin~sh 

it.~ By 1:30 p.m., the meeting was over. 124 That night, the 

AFU representatives dined with J.G. Taggart, the Chairman of 

the politieally eastrated, but still extant, Agricultural 

Priees Supports Board. Taggart, a shrewd and energetie vet­

e;tCan of wheat politics, agreed that lia parity faet-finding 

board was a good idea, tt but he was skeptical concerning its 

political feasibility.12; The next morning, the negotiators 

returned to Alberta, utterly disconcerted and convinced that 

,"their requests were not going to be ser10usly considered w1th­

out aerious pressure." 126 Three days later, a unanimous de-
I 

ciaion was reached by the Board of the AFU to suspend aIl "" 



. ~', 

1 

r' ... ~- """--..-- -,-

281-

deliveries bf farm produce,as of midnight, September sixth. 127 

Bleak though th~ situation seemed, the Albertans did 

receive some encouragement from another front. Interest in 

the non-delivery proposaI had been gr.owing steadi1y in Saskat-
o 

chewan throughout ,the summer and as August progressed, the 

UFC "10ca1s began to indicate that they wou1d like their Union 

to,formulate a more definite policy towards the strike. 128 

On September first, the-UFC's Executive apparently succumbed 

to the pressure and Stirnpfle received a te1egram from E1iason 
1 

stating curtly that "the UFC will follow the lead' of the 

Alberta strikers. n129 The next day. Frank A~pleby and his 

Vice-President, George Wright, arranged an interview with 

J.A. MacKi?non and boarded a train for Ottawa, intent up~~ 

winning sufficient concessions te appease the faimers.13Ô 

However, time was"not a luxury they could enjoy; for the AFU 

adamantly refused to delay the strike's commencement deadline. 
. ~ t 

Desparately, Appleby announced that he could remain in Ottawa 

only until September fifth and that he could give the Cabin'et 
o 

only until then to reach a compromise. Candidly, officiaIs 

in the Capital agreed that his request was impossible. 131 

Only one question nqw remained unanswered on-the Prairie: 

'what grim harvest would September seventh bring? 

'VI 

"1 never really did expeét,. ft stammered F~k Eliason, 

a 

, 1 
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IIto ~ee the day that the farmers would rally to any proposaI 

for a remedy to their grievances as solidly and in such large 

number s as i s evldenc ed by th e' response to th e farm strike." 1 ~2 

It seemed much as though it had begun of its own accord. On 

the morning of September sixth, Carl Stimpfle hnd declared 

that non-delivery would commence as planned and he stoically 

rejected ,a Federal petition to delay the strike until J.G. 

Gardiner had returned from Europe at mid_month. 133 But, 

no one really knew what to expect. Premier Manning, who had 

succeeded Aberhart as leader of the Social Credit Party, spoke 

over CJAC radio shortly after Stimpfle issued his press an-

nouncement and in an attempt to forestall the strike, warned 

the farmers that non-deliver,y was both "ill-advised and not -
in the interests of the farmers themselves." Its "sole ef-

fect," he cautioned, "will be to accentuate the suffering of 

innocent people" for "refusaI to deliver their produce by a 
;,"'-

comparitively small number of farmers in one area ••• cannot 

affect the overall picture'sufficientlYc and will oniy-result 

in unnecessary financial losses to the farmers who are in-

134 duced .to participate." Unfortunately, Manning 1 s appeal 

was somewhat belated, for within twelve hours it would begin, 

and even the AFU would be surprised by its extent. 

From,Lloydminster to Dawson Creek, from Peace River to 
~ 

Red Deer, swarms of picketters materialized Buddenly on the 

highways, halting deliveries of produce, throwing logs and 
"-

threshing machine bel t s befor e approaching trucks, dumping. 

cream and grain over the roadside, blocking aIl shipments from 
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both the .ort~ and the East. In the first week, the pattern , 

of revoIt quickly asserted itself. At Stony Plain, picket­

ters opened,the tailgate of a truck and let escape a score of 

pigs bound for the mar~et.135 At Wetaskiwin. two strikers 

vere arrested for du~ping cream on the ground and for resisting 

Constable Bud Rose of the RCMP, who tried to stop them. Un­

daunted. the strikers promptly posted a notice over th~ spilled 

produce, rearling: "this is what happens ta Scabbers' cream u •
136 

The st ory was the same througnout the Park Belt.. At Viking, 

two men were fined for dumping grain and outside Leduc, four 

more vare convicted after throwing seventeen hundred 

pounds of a strike breaker's butter off his truck. 137 Hovever, 

if there was violence, there was also colour. Posters, printed 

by the AFU and bearing farcical, if potent, poetical quips 

began, to appear mysteriously throughout the non-delivery region. 

"U se your brain: Hold your grain. '1 they scream ed. "Pari ty or 

Povertytl, "Remember the Dirty Thirties': They Must Not Happen 

Again". "Support the Strike: ,It 1 s Your Fight .11138 By the 

end of the first week, the strike had virtually c~rtailed all 

deliveries of farm produce to the local points in the Park 

Belt and Peace River Districts, and even the major centres 

were feeling the ahortage. Though .both Edmonton and Vegre-

\ 1i11e reported satisfactory deliveries of milk, there were 

'Levere reductions 'in their supplies of livestock: eggs and 

gr..ain. On September 12th , deliveries to the Edmonton stock­

yard, which exactly one week earlier had been three hundred 
" \ 

and seventy-five cattle, ninety-four calves and four hundred 

,-
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and fifty-seven hogs, had dwindled to eighty~ight cattle, ten calves 

d , h 139 N h All.:: 'd'l fIl' d an slXteen ogs, ort em. uerta was stea 1 y a mg un er a 

state of internaI seige. 

In Ottawa, Frank Appleby was about to lose his temper. He had ar­

rived in the capital on September 4th and he had been mee~ing extensively 

wi th Government officiaIs for the last ruo days. Now he had nothing but 

anger left as he wrote a bitter let ter te Eliason on his Château Laurier . 
notepaper. J .A. MacKinnon, he reported, wi th whom he had 'spoken the 

/ 

longest, "~howed that he was agreeable, fully, to th~ fact-finding board 

••• however, he said both today ~d yesterday that one man cannot pranise 

for thé Government." Short on tirne and frustrated by the Governrnent 1 s 

sympathetic intransigence, Appleby decided to present the Legislators with 

a simple option. "When l se~rsic] the papers this morning," which· illus­

trated the Westemers' resolye to strike, "1 wrote the following skeliton 

[sic] for a telegram and took it up and asked MacKinnon to sanction the· 

sending of i t : "Mr. MacKinnon stated this moming that a fact-finding 
c, 

board for the setting up of Pari ty Price legislation as requested by the 

fann 'delegation brief would be set up." Not surprisingly, MacKinnon, who 

had aIso seen the newspapers, but gave less credence ta the reports of 

Csnadian journalists, refused to sanction the sending of the telegram. In 

. a rage, Appleby suspended the UFC' s negotiations and telephon~ Eliason to 
\ 

declare the Saskatchewan Union' s support, for the strike. The next day, 

he boarded the train for the Maritimes, set upon convincing the CFA Con­

vent ion , then meeting in Charlottetown t into supporting the fanners' non­

delivery action. 140 

Unfortt,mately, th~ Federation had already decided how it wOuld close 

ranks over the issue of endorsing a wi thholding policy'. Lew Hutc.h-
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of the Alberta Federation, had met with the Executives [ 

on prior to the Convention, and had substantiated 

"th . f . hi' f th '1' 141 Ac elr worst ears concermng t e ntentl0ns 0 e nu. 1 tants. -

cording to the AFA, the farm movement in the West was being po1arized 

between the forces of reason and of revo1ution and tbe Canadian Federa-
, 

tion ,was be:ing ccmpe11ed to take a definite stand against the AFU-UFC 

entente. In short, the strike was bad for bus mess t for as Eliason noted 

sa'tdonically, "it was no doubt a great surprise to them [the Federation' s 
. " 

.~ber organizations] that although they had to1d our leaders definitely 

that the fanners were quite satisfied ••. the farmers themse1ves, \\ho are 

members of both the cooperative and our association, went out on strike 

~ mass. ,,142 J .R. ~Fall, the single-minded SecretaI)' of the AFA, re-. 
emphasized the pOint, "the publicity this strike is receiving through 

the press is certainly not doing the faTm organizations any good Blld if 

they do gain even t e smallest concessions, the s1:rength of the AFA and the 

CFA will be impaired. :,142 In short, "if these boys gain any 

concessions at aIl there will be no holding them." George Church, the 

President of the UFA, concurred and though he admi tted to being "i tching 

to blast them himslef", both he and M:::Fall believed that an ànti-strike 

statement coming fran the CFA Convention l'will be more effective than 

coming from either the AFA or the UFA. ,,143 On September 9:h , just hours 

before Appleby stepped off the ferry in Charlottetown, H.H. Hannam is-

sued a' statement ta the Canadian press. The Federation, he charged, 

''had no official connection wi th, nOT had it endorsed m any way, the, 

cou;rse of action of the Alberta Fanners' Union in calling for a producer's 

strike ... although it hàd been requested to do 50." Furthennore, to caver 

the potentiality of the mi li tantS winÎling any cohcessions, he explained 
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that the CFA had already negotiated the creation of a fact-finding board 

with the Government and had been assured that pre1iminary research work had 
, , \ 

been underway for sane months, ''particularly with respect to agricu1tural 

~riees . ,,144 Quietly, Frank T. f\ppleby turned himself ,arotmd and headed 
, • 0 

hane. 

By mid-SeptErlber a steady" though discordant rhythmn was pulsating 

. through the West. Day after clay, the grim knots of fanners wm4d patrol 

the highways, .upsetting Ioads of cream.and grain, releasing 1ivestock, 

jeering strike-breakers, shattering windows and~lashing tires. Occasion­

ally J a de li very ~ruck wouid ignore the pickets, highoailing through the 

gauntlet of farmers and hurt1ing obstacles thrown hastily in their path. 

Gradually, the strike spread outw~rds, moving slowly into the sbuthern 

.. regions where AFU support had hitherto been li.mited. Membership in the 

Union spiralled frClll twenty thousand to thirty thousand in the space of 

weeks and dozens of new loeals were formed a~ross the Province. 145 By 

September 12 th, egg shipments into Calgary ha'd faHen by fifty percent· and 

iivestock sales had reached an unprecedented monthly low. 146 At trtLeod, 
Cl 

non-delivery was dec1ared on the e1eventh, but owing fo a deficiency, of , , 

sympathizers, picketter~ were forced to work thirty-six hour shifts.147 

At Olds, strikers made headlines wnen they high-jacked' a train carrying 

cream into the '~own and t~ed it back to Red Deer .148 Unfortunately, for 

all their resolution and panache, the strikers in the south were unable to 
J 

maintain non-de~ivery :for much more than a week. \ The vast majority of 

farmers in the large f~nn reg:i,ons of the 'True Prairies' were solid UFA 

members who lacked t~ same motivation to protest as their less prosper~us 
brethren in the northl~ Consequently, t~rike flared up only briefly . 

,in the southern regions, though i t proved sufficient caus'e for a s,ignif-
1 

- - . 
i 



- , • 

,'~ 

l 
1 

1 
o 

1 

r -
J 

( 

- - -- - -.. --......... 

\ 
\ 

\ 
~\ 

\ \ \ U 

icant uplifting bf -AFU morale. 149 

:::J' .. " 

287 

To the e~t in Saskatchewan, the non:..œli very crusade was spreadipg 

swiftly across the Province. On ,September seventh, followi.ng Appleby' s • 
c , 

telephone caU fran Ottawa, Eliason had ''urged aIl UFC members an? other' 

farmers to wi thhold deli veries from the market" but he had not declared 
1 

the st~ike to be art official UFC undertaking~ 150 Despite his caution, 

" the withholding policy was a spec1:acular success and within a few days, 

farm deliveries had ground to a balt in the Union's northern stronihold. 
, . 

50 great was the response, that one day following Appleby 1 s rétum to Sas-

katoon on September lSth, the decision was made to officially declare the 

UFC's participation in the strike and transform the Executive into a Central 

'Strike Conmittee. 15l 
By mid-month, the strike ''was practically solid in 

. the north." Seven hundred and fifty tocal points had been mobilized and 

Eliason estimated that over thirty-five thousand fanners were withholding 

their produce. 152 The pattern of dissent was similar to' that in Alberta; 

patrois would fonn o~ highways leading to towns and elevators, and aIl 

deliveries of produce would be stopped. At Hyas, strikers closed the e1e­

vators on September 13th , "causing a great deal of animosity" among both, 

"our weJ.l-to-do fanners" and the "grain companies whi.ch threatened by • 

telegram" to "level heavy fines and penai ties if the doors remained closed. ,,15_3 

The police, however:, were far more lenient in Saskatchewan than they were 
, ~ 

ÏJl Alberta, and it was September 19th before 'they made their first arrest, 

charging five men at Pilger for preventing a station agent from loading 

0«>, cratés of chickens. 154 In certain areas, the strik~ remained pe,aceful 

and "one l)undred percent solid" throughout the month of September. Kydor 

protestors suffered no arrests or int:imidations, but let only three loads 

of 'grain through to 1 the elevator. Apparently, they belonged to "an old 

-, . 
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~ady·'.who "waS bard ~ for money".155 The çlimax[ of the strike came in its 

second week, when word reached the UFC th~t shippers';wer,è moving anlmals 
" , " . 

~. at, night from Biggar and Battleford through to the Saskatoon stoëkyards for 

sale. Immediately, Eliason ,circulated an appeal~ and five htmdred fanners . . .... . 
• 

volunteex;-ed for picket 'duty f fonning a cordon that encïrcled not only the' , 

yards, but also :ilie railway loading area. 156 Elated by their success: 
~ 

Geprge Bickerton asserted that the "non-delfvery strike is spteading across 
. 

, Saskatchewan like a Prairie..-fire," and, he added gleefully, "it cannot 

. he st~d. ,,157 _ 

However, in SaskatcheWan, there were not the smt:Je forces operating 
"-

against the strik~'as there were in Alberta. 'Here; ~he Federation of 
, 

Agricu1 ture was weaker and{ more disorganized than i t was in the FoothiÜs' 

Pr,ovince, and the Cooperatives therefore lacked the same obliquely potent 
" , 

voice in the Legislature. Furthennore, the CCP ~ad triumphed in the 1944 ' • 

Provincial election, and its victory had, been engineered largely by the 

war-time defection of Liberal votes in the small farm regions of the 

north. lSB T. C. Douglas, the new Pr~ier, was a human~ and gifted man who 

well 'l.m.derstood the difficult conditions lttlder which the agz:icultural poor . . 
.were forced to operate and 'he offerd the UFC 1'every faciU ty" for making 

their demands Idtown to the Federal Government. 1. C. Nollet, Saskatchewan' s 
., 

Minister of Agriculture, assuned an even mo!e soli~itous posture, warning 

Eliasan that packers ~ght a(ternpt to force down livestoc~ prices after 
, . 

the strike ended. He advised the Union that " a little resUlIp'tl.on of 

picket action ... might have 'a sa1u~ory"" effect. ,,159 Unfortimately, despite 

their quiet approbation for', the strike, the leaders of the CCP ,senséd 
t • '~f, 

that an open endorsation of non-delivery would be politic~~y'~eàsible. .. , .. ) 

The weal thier famers of the southern Prairie, who had fOtmded and who r 
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who still fotmed the backbone of Saskatchewan' s Socialist Party, were 

opposed to the strike and the CCF could not risk endangering t!'eir 

support. 160 ConSequentlyo, the Douglas Govemnent maintained a para-
I 

doxical silen~~; privately it endorsed the UFC's demands and probably 
• t / (\ 
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tenq>ered the zeal of the RQ.!P, but publica11y, i t did nothing more than 
~ 

dispatch a te1egram favouring a fact-finding board to the Prime Minister. 161'; 
.. r '. 

In contrast to the socialists~J the Social Crediters of Alberta were 

neither -syrnpathetic nor supportive of the striking AFU. In two radio 

broa.dcasts, one on September sixth and another three weeks 1ater, Manning 

attacked the strike as being "ill-advised fran the standpoint of the 

Jf famers' best Ï:Jlterests." According to the Premier, the AFU should have 

sought "the Prov1nce' 5 assistance and support" b~re 1aunching upon its 

reckless course of actioo, and he noted cryptical1y that the OrlÏon had 

not dotle 50 because o.f the work of "certain political influences •.• that 

wanted to give the impression at a 1ater date that th~ Government had 
i 

not given the fanners the support thej had a right to expect. ,,162 ln 

order to demonstrate the Govemment' s disfavour, the Nttomey-General of 
, II-

~berta ordered the police to 'assist any fanner who wanted to de1iver bis 

produce J and to charge any individual obstructing a public highway.163 
~ 

While MBnning's actions won him the plaudits.of the AFA, it ~ a polit­

ically hazardous JOOve, for as one journalist predicted, the"Government's 
-

"opposition to the strike •.. can easi1y mean the ec1ipse of Sociai Credit 

at the next e1ection. ,,164 

1hough the fam strike"had, in many ways; achieved lime:xpected results', 

" its successes were of large yet brittle construction. Unquestionably,: 

non .. de1ivery was JOOst hannful to its participants, for by withbo1ding 

their produce, the fanners were depriving themse1ves o} their own much 

.. ' 
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needed inCClle. .As the stri.ke wound its temp,!!!smous way. towards the close 
<, 

of its thirty day li;alt. entlmsiasm began to' ~ and few famers looked 

with, favour upon its cœtinuance. To the Farm Union's credit, hawever, 

the strike remained solid in the Park,Belt regi~ throughout the JOO~ of 

September, though ec~c hârdship and fear wore QOWfl the fame;çs 1 will 

to continue. To ~ extent, enthusiasm was further shaken. ~Y a rapid suc­

cession of critical events in the fbw. days of September which served 

to sPii t the 'fàbric of the f~rmers t confidence. On September 20 th, a 

light .snow fell over the Park Belt. and three days later a heavy rain 

began. Frantica11y, the famers began to fear an early" ~st, which 

\llGtÙ.d decimate their crops and ~ large tl\IDbers,,~ quit the picket lines 

to finish thei~ threshing befo~ the weather broke. 165 With entliusiasm 

a1ready' daq>ened by gathering hardship and. fear, a bloody confrontation 
o 

be~ strildng farmers and the police occurreci which shook the lingering 

buoyancy of the rebellious producers. ck.. September 27th, a' cattle buyer 
, ' 

named Lloyd Lybert attempted to drive a hundred .head of steel' through a 

picket line whieb blocked the approaches to the Beaver Siding lqading 

point. SaDehow, news reached the local strike cœmi ttee, and over two 

hundred farmers were lOObilized to prevent the cattle fran crossing the 

small bridge over the Belver River which 1ay before thè rai1way j1.D1ction. 

A ,bitter ~1dn.nïsh ensued, with Lybert acc~ied by thirteen cowboys 
/ 

, and an eight man police escort, using clubs and 1ariats to drive away the 

piclœtt~rs fran the crossing. Severa! farmers were trampled by the 

terrified animals, three were sentenced to lIDIlths of bard labour and 
" 

eighteen JOOt'e received fines totalling thirteen htmdred dollars .166 I~ 

as a tragi e ~ inglorious o,)mination to a month of incrèasing tension 
. 

~ resent:ment, and i t ~erved \ anly to dbn the fires of optimism. tbat had 
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James G. Gardiner returned frœ Europe on September 20th and ytthln 

a week, he had invi. ted the AFU and the t.JR: to send a delegation to Ottawa 
~ 

- to discuss the il' demands. For the tamish&l and exhausted ,fanners, the 

t:üÎe ~ again CCIDe for disrussim, and an Oc:tober first, Stinpfle, Ap. 
~ , . 

plehy, Art Hadland and Bill Logan once more enilarJced for the capital. l67 

Unfortunately, it was not a propitious moment to begin negotiations. At 

severa! points in the Park Belt, the stri1ce had weaJc~ed; in southem 
1 

Alberta, i t bad all but ended, and the Western _ newspapers 'Were filled wi th 

reports that the famers eou1d not long continue to witbhold their produce. 

To canplicate matters, the Beawr C~ssing incident had given the AFU a 

n:putation for violence and lawlessness that the Unim' s leadership WBS 

bard pressed to repair. Only from South-Central Saskatchewan did the news 

continue to emanate W\th any degree af brightness. Here, George Bickerton 
. " 

, $ld ~lsie Hart, by dint o~ a, supreme organizational effort, succeeded in 

carrying the strike into the area 'West of Last M:>untaih Lake for the first 

ti.me. l68 On the whole, hawever, it did not seem that the militants had 

enough left to bargain with. 
l , 

• 
Remark4bly;, despite their apparent weakness, the delegation did succeed 

~ -
in wirming sane notable concessions, at least on the surface. Rather truw 

deny the fanne~ the!r cheri~hed fact-finding board, Gardiner sought at 

great lengths to demonstrate' that the Dominion had already established such 

an investigatory agency in the Agricul tural Pric~s Support Board, though 

he wti unable to explain why. its Chainnan, J .G. Taggart, had been ignorant 

of this dubious honour barely one JOOnth before. In compensation for not 

CTea:ting a new agency, the Minister agreed to expand the existing Board 

'and he even intimated that a representative :from each of the striking 
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lhions would be appointed. On the issues of decontro1s 'and the British 
. , , 

Wheat Agreement, he wa.s suitably understanding but refused to alter the 

Govenunent' 5 'policies, though he did suggest that the discrepancy between 

the domestic and export priçe of ~eat 'WOuld s~' be eliminated. Fil)ally, 

, Gardiner promised to raise the 1945 participation 'payment on Wheat Pool 

/ certificates by ten cents, a motion of' appeasement to fa~rs' ange~ 

br the fi w'-year pool. He also agreed tp undertake a further review of 

the income tax structure. 169 Confident that they had ~ a resoundtng 

victory under difficu1 t circunstances, the :Earm de1egation wired the 
1 

Central Strike Conmittee to 'suspend' the non-de1iver:y action as of mid­

night. October' fifth. 170 In. ah ~tant, Western eaItada' s largest direct 

expression of 'agrarian unrest had becane a meJOOry. 

Unbeknown to the fann delegates, however, the Govermnent was al ready 

devisingo a rnethod of abrogating the agreement it had reached with the 

Fanœrs' lhlions. Adamant1y, the Federation of Agriculture was pressuring 

'the LiberaIs not to grant the mi li tants any concessions, for according 

to the CFA, "if these people-and-t.heir stri~e action are given any of-

fkW recognition, they will attempt ta dominate the whole Canadian 

, ~ 

-1' 

field. ,,171 Having failed to prevent the strike from taking place, the .. 

Federation was detennined to at least prevent the militants fram winning 

.at 'the negotiating 'table. As C.W. ~ers of the AFA infonned MacKinnon, 

"if the govennnent would rather deal with the Federation of Agriculture 
>. 

in an atIoosphere of mutual respect and negotiation than with an irres-

ponsible organization ready to strike at a moment's notice, the govern-

ment should assist the Federaticm of Agriculture in restoring prestige 

being shaken br the more irresponsible element." In- short, "the Fed­

eration is in a tough spQt and naw lOOr,e than ever before, it needs a 1II3jor 
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aceomplishment ta present to the farmers as evidence of the rightness 

f . hod f cl' b' ,,172 N .• . . o lts ,met 0 omg usmess. ever a man to mss an OpportUl'llty 

to incur a political debt, Gardiner swiftly delivered the much needed 

publicity boast
l 

ta the Federation of Agriculture. By annOlIDcmg that 

the Agrieultural Priçes Support Board wauld inves~igate fam parity, he 

was- careful to gi ve the credit for the agreement to the Federation of 
. 

Agricul ture, and when two new mernbers were apponted to the Board, they 

came not from the AR.J and the UFC, but frorn the AFA and i ts Saskatchewan 

c::;oimterpart. l73 In recompense, the Federation quietly suffocated t~e 
. , 

parity priees lobby and agreed nat to pressure the Government to honour 

its pledges to review the inearne tax and equalize domestie and expert 

wheat priees. "J. G. Gardiner," wrote one observer, "appears to have 

wooed and won ~e CFA successfully and it is now dutifully ftmctioning 

as a part of the family compact.,,174 The only victims were the poor 

fanners. 

For the small producers of Western Canada and particu1arly for their 

~eaders, defeat was to oecupy a subsequent chapter and for the present, 

it was a tirne only for optimism and celebration. "It bas been a great 

fight," chortled R.J. Boutillier, "fran all indications we do not regre~ 

that ,we have' talœn thG action we did as it has eertainly built upo dUr 

JOOvement, and we had everything ta gain in doing 50. ,,175 George Biekerton 

'was equally optirnistie, and the grand old fi&1!ter could not resist the 

temptation to prepare for the future. "1 don 't think the fanners are 
, . 

o 

&oing to forget this weapon, Il he nused, "in fact, if the priee of cattle 

and hogs goes down after this strike is over, then we will go right back 

on strike again and make it one hl.IDdred ;rcent effective.,,116 Elated, 

exhilarated. bellicose and perhaps a litt le overconfident, the leaders 
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of the Farmers' lhlion lOOked back over the preoeding month wi th a sense 

of true accomplislnnent. They had done what none had believed was possible 

'-, and they had emerged, if not triumphant, then at least invigorated. His .. 

tory would not foresake thePl. ''The sacrifices we have made," pron01.mced 
\ !e 

Stimpfle, ''will not be forgotten by the cbrnrg generation. This history-

making strike will be recorded and the 'P~rs that Be 1 will not forget 

us. in a hurry. ,,177 

For the dirt farmers, however, Clio waS to praye a particu1arly 

fick1e mistress. 
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CHAPTER SEVEN 

THE LAST DAYS 

The ag1ng agitator. in ,bis wrinkled grey sui~ an~ 
,-

checkered' shir~. moved quietly through tbe darknese towards 
" , 

his desk. The day was just breaking and the city lay cold 
" 

and dark beneath the sullen skye He svitched on a lamp and 

blinked fi ttully in the pale yellow light. It was quiet t,and 

his knees creaked loudly as he sat down and fumbled through 

the pile ot unanswered letters tbat'lay upon bis desk. "Berels 

another one," he thought, nursing his solitude in the sort 

glow of,~the lamp.. "Dear Mr. Bickerton. n he read. "as tar as 

l am concerned l still think a strike will do bes~. It will 

. cause quite a bit of hardship to the small tarmera, but l 

think we can take it." He rubbed his eyes. ,It vas a~ready 

o too late; they had tried their best, and they had failed. 

Now all they could do was accept deteat. The thought struck 

at him painfully. Thirty years in the farmers' movement and 

they were still fighting for the right to surviv~. Resolutely 
\ 

he ,silanced his doubta and bagan to write a letter to his old 

friend. C.G.Smith. He acratched a few words across the paper 

and then fal tered. "Oh Charlie,'" he sighed, "you and land 
1 

others our age are tina1ly passing out of the picture." 

, .t: . 
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George Bickerton .slumped back in hi s chair. All in aIl 

it had been a' grim winter. In December, Frank Appleby had 

retired from the Presi'dency of the UFC and had returned ta 
~ . 

1) 

h~e farm at Pinkham. No one cquld blame him. He had simply 

had enough, and no~ he needed t1me to rest and put his bus-

inees back in order. The problem vas that his successor, 

George 'Wr~ght,. was not the sor.t of man Bickerton liked to 
, . 2 

see in charge of the Farmers' Union. A strong cooperator. 

Wright vas the President of the Saskatchewan Federation of 

Agriculture, and the old guard could not help but regard him 

w1 th suspi"eion •. Elected back in the early days of the ivar 

'. when ,the Union vas manoeuvring to expropriate control of the 

SFA from the Wheat Pool, Wright had be'en a sui tably incon-
v 

sequential Vice-~resident. As its leader, howeve~, he was a 

living danger within the UFC's ranks. 3 Unquestionably, 

, Bickerton and Eliason would have found it eas~ to exclude 

him from the Union's business, but they too were beginning t~ 

teel the weight of the years of toile Eliasonts health was 

tailing; in. a few month s he would be in th e ho spi_tal again, 
1 

and by years' end he would be dead. Bickerton himself was 

reelipg under the burden of the years; he m~ght linger on 

through to the summer of 1948, but then he vould also be com­

pelled to retire. The UFC would survive their departure by 

lesa than six month s. 4 

What had happened to drive the' Union so suddenly into 

desolation and ruin? Bill Berezovski, the inflamatory young 
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President of the junior'Section had the answer, or at,least 

he thoug-ht he did. "The condition of 'the organization, Il 

'he ,would say, "is but the logieal sequence .[sicJ of our lack 

of militant approach to the problems facing~griculture.,,5 

But Bickerton knew that there was more to it; he had been 

there when the UFe Annual Convention had rejeeted strike 
, 

action, not once but twice. The first time was in 1946, 

ju'st three months after the strike had ended. Everyone had 

assu~ed that it had simply been a case of exhaustion; of 

'let's wait and s,ee ' , but then it had happ.ened again at the 

following years· Convention. 6 . It was not that the Executive 

was unwilling to fight, the caution came from below. The fact 

of the matter was that the spirit had gone. There was no 
t 

militancy left, the enthusiasm had fled, and with it the 

money. By mid-summer, 1947, Eliason had only $800 remaining 

vith which ta carry on; barely enough ta pay for one-half 

the Union's monthly cost of operations. At years' end the 
7 ure was completely bankrupt ,~"',. ", , 

Ta an extent the leaders of the UFe could blame the 

Government and the CFA for their misfortunes. Gardiner had 

'been quick ta undermine the success which the Union had. 

achieved by advocating non-delivery and the Federation had 

worked frantieally to strip away IIthe last shreds ol.pr.estige---­

gained by the strike.,,8 Decontrols continued to exert an 

upward priee pressure on the goods which the farmers had to 

" buy and price ceilings maintained strict limita on the 
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v~lues of agrieultural produce. By -March, 1948, farm machi­
l 

nery priees had increased by twenty- seven \percent ~bove 1945 
'~ 

levels and motor fuels had risen by fifty ~~rcent. I~' 

addition, there had been sharp rises in the costs of lumber, 

clothing and freight. 9 In short, the "lifting of priee 

controls on priees of goods that
j 
enter into the cost of farm 

production as weIl as consumer goods which the farmer has to 

buy ••• (have) nullified any gains made [in the strikel and' 
1 

have caused a greater dispafity" th an had previously existed. 
t 

"In the matter of con'cessiqhs to agriculture it seems to be 

invariably a policy of 1 too li ttle too late' " 
10 

"Too littl~ too late." The vorda gripped George Bick-

erten's thoughts in a vise. The farmers understood it too; 

p~rhaps they saw the truth even better than he did. Without 
" parity they vere fini shed; they had survived for as long as 

was humanly poss~ble, they had done aIl that they eould. 

For years they had stoically accepted their dec~~ning stan­

dard of living, and they hoped for better times. Then in 

desperation they had fought back; slovly at first, a battle 

,here, a localized confrontation there. And then they had 

struck en masse, with aIl the resolve they could muster. 
1 

But i t was aIl "too li ttle too late. Il ·Now i t was time to 

surrender, for they had nothing more to lose. 

Sadly, the agingJagitator turned towards the window 
a th 

and stared eut. onto the grey pallor of 29 Street. The 

shopkeepers were just opening their stores for business, 

" 
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" and a tram car was rumbling past. The sun was pressing i ta 

way out from behind the clouds. It was going to be a fine 

day. 

II 

For a time. things vent weIl for the Albert'a 

Farmers' Union. Its Firth Annual Convention held in Edmonton 

~n January, 1947, vas a magnificent affair; severt hundred 

accredited delegates were present, and a further four hundred 

attended in a visiting capacity. By a three to one majority 

the Convention rej ected merger loTi th the UFA, attacked the AFA 

as an org,anization of "moneyed interest Sil, pledge9- them selves 

to a continuance of their direct action policies and voted :to 
(~ 

form a Nati~nal Union of Farmers. 11 Proudly. R.J. Boutillier 

announced that membership in the AFU exceeded thirty thousand, 

but he warned the delegates not to rely too heavily on their 
r 

past accomplishments. A government promise to investigate 

"~ricultural priees was insufficient, he stated. ,What the .~ 
" 1 ~ 

fa mers needed was parity's actual legislation. 2 "We must 

continue ••• eonsolidating our efforts." Boutillier urged, 

"in view of another non-de11very [sic) strike being stagetl in 

the not too distant future. n13 A shrewd observer of social 

realities, the young Secretary sensed that the Union's leader­

ship could become eas11y appeased by limited concessions Rnd 
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" 
he emphasized the superficiality of compromises and promises. 

Unfortunately, Boutillier understood the needs of the po or 

farmers better than he understood his colleagues. Ultim-

1 
ately it was to cost him"his job. 

The Farm Union succumbed to atrophy Boon after the Fifth 

Annual conven~ion. Wi th the Governm ent overturning the 

strike's limit6d accomplishments, and with no movement in the 
\ 

dire~tion of p~rity pricing, the poor farmers realized that 

their self-imposed suffering had been in vain and that they 

were no 'closer to achieving economic redress than they had 

been a yea'1' earlier. Membership in the Union ~immediately 

" began to decline; by December, 1947, it was down to only 

, 14 sixteen hundred, a reduction of alnlOst fifty percent. _ In 

April, Boutillier, Stimpfle, Henry Young, Bickerton and 

Wright had travelled to Ottawa in a desperate effort to gain ( 

some concessions which could be used to counterbalance the 

d~ward drift. The meetings had been a disaster, the 

Cabinet had refused to even consi,der the farmers' petitions 

and Gardiner had saI ted the wound by stating that no move 

could be made in the ciirection of -legislating parity wi thout 

the support of the CFA. 15 Stimpfle then tried ta revive 

the non-delivery idea, but to no avail. The farmers had had 

enough of striking. Two preliminary ballots were distributed, 

one in Red Deer, and another in the AFU t s old Vegreville­

Vermillion stronghold, but both were resoundingly rejected. 

The small farmers' revoIt in Alberta had e1',lded. 16 
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Carl Stimpfle vatehed the Uriion's spiralling decline 

wi th a deep sense of trepidation. He had become the organ-"', 

ization's alter ego, he portrayed himself as its reflector, 

i ts symbole From the beginning his authority had stemmed 

not from his own powers, but from outside", from what others 

had made him, and from the image which they had fashioned. He 
b , 

llad' always followed the trend, explaining and magnifying the 

popular sentiment almost without thinking. His philasophy 

was ta work diligently and wait for the answers to come to 

him; ta do nothing exceptional until others had requested 

it. But now ~he answers were not coming. The poor farmers 

were rejecting his policies and were leaving the Union; he 

-could not have known tha t they vere also leaving the land. 

Gradually, as support for the withholding policy evaporated, 

a renewal of the pressure for ~algamation with the ÙFA 

inexorably arose. Intellèctually, many farmers turned to 

the concept of political lobbying out of the conviction that 

direct action had proved an ineffective mechanism of proteste 

Ot:'lers simply felt that the AFU was a spent force and t:hey 

recognized the successes which the older agrarian organization 

had gained at the Union's expense. Fur~hermore, there vas 

h~ simple issue of finances; the AFU had expended aIl of its 

reserves in popularizing the strike and in providing legal 

council to its victims, while the UFA vas prosperous.and 

growing str onger • Finally, the logic of numbers vas oper-

ating against the militants. The most desperate farmers, 
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the men who had been at the heart of the AFUI s militancy, . -
vere leaving the land and as th ey did so, th,e influence of 

the amalg~ationists grew in both magnitude and intensi ty. 

Perhapos inevi tably, i t vas Carl Stimpfle w1io now determined 

that he must lead them. 17 

Discussions between the UFA and the !FU ooncerni~g 

amalgamation resumed in July, 1947, but they- soon collapsed. 

The chief issue of contention vas the Union's insistence 

that the amalgamated organization be national in scope 

rather than provinctal, while the UFA 1 S representatives 

'asserted tbat they saw no reasoIi why the' functions of the 

CFA ahould- be duplica~ed. 18 The remaining militants, men'" 

like Garneau, Fuhr and Boutillier, vigorously resisted the­

drive towards amalgamation, but their support wa~ rapidly 
, 

dwindling. Their ba.sic obj ection to a union was that "the 

dirt farmers, who have been ~he body and soul of the ALberta 
., .... 

Farmers' Union l1 would be submerg~;rd/by the UFA "which rep-
, ' 1 

/ 
resents the weal thy farme~!'! ___ 'WhEi own large tracts of land. 

Conservative and reactionary, they nei ther fight wi th nor 

support the smaII farmers_ n,19 Unque~tionably, they were 

correct. However, ilhe world in which they grounded their 

opinions was rapidly disappea;ring and their. voices were 

ringing increasingly hollow and unsteady. In February, 1948, 
" 

a vote on amalgamation was held within the AFU. Less than 

half the circulated ballots were returned, but of ,tbese, three 

quarters favoured fusion vi th the UFA. 20 Discussions' now 

) 
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began in earnest, with Stimpfle and Henry\Young blazing the 

amalgamationist 'tr"ail wi.thin the Union. ln January. 1949, 

an agree~ent was reached and a new provincial organization, 
" 

named the Farmers 1 Union of Alberta, was creat~d. , It was 

a 'b;na fide' agricultural body and, in principle, the UFA 

agreed to aisaffiliate ~ts cooperatives. In recompense, 

however,. the AFU delegates sanctioned membership in the Fed-. 

eration of Agricultu~e and relinquished their policy favour­

ing an alliance vith labour. Afte~ a, th~ee day debate, 
., 

delegates to the Joint-Convention rej ,ected a pro- strike res-

olu~ion proposed by Boutillier and replaced it with a clause 

favourlng "direct action but only as a last resort. n21 . The 

fate of the mili~ants was thua sealed. Within six monthe, 
" 

~ob Boutillier had beerl fired from his post as Secretary and 

the radical Dirèotors, Ray Garneau, Art Hadland', 'Red' Fuhr 

and Arnie Milsap, had been replaced. 'Stimpfle remained às ., 
Presidént of the Farmers' Union of Alberta, George Church was 

i ts Vice-.President, and Henry Young and Norman Priestly beeame 

its chief spokesmen. An '~ra haà ended. 22 " 
", 

III 

Dieheartened by the long years of var ànd depress­

ion and defeated in their struggles against the induetrial 

w~rld, .the marginal farmers, early in 1947, vere confronted 

.. ' 
... '" 

.( 

t 
_ t kr 

. t 
~ 

\ ", 



--

1 

- .... - 'W""'- ~ 

, , 

·~1$fj~~~~~~dlJolW.'1~~''î''-''''\''~~~-'''~'"*~""\''~t"",,~..,,..,..- .. ""''t.,~t''I"~~T.:Ijlt~~~rn~F'~ ~ .... "" ... P:l ., ,..--, 

c; '1_' ~t\~~' ~~~ .. - -< 

", t r 

, 

" 

-. 

\ 
\ 
\ 

315 

with a bleak and ominous prospect. AlI of their devices had 

failed to ameliorate t.heir increasingly tenuous po si tion and 

now they vere bankrupt., not only o-f funds; but also of i'deas. 
4 ' 

\ 

The farmers had attempted to diversify their produet.ion. but 
" ' 

had met only wi th continued hardship. They had achieved 

uni ty in an" effort to modify the existing agricul tural arder, 

but they had received only ridicul'e. Oppressed by risirig 

costs and impoverished by inadèquate priees, the small unit , , 

farmer vas facing the fact of' his o~ inadequacy'. Industrial­

ization had des~royed him. Becau5e of higher labour costs. 

.he could' not compete wi th the mechanized farmer wi thout 

machinery and he could not ut.ilize technology because his 
.. 

smaller plot stial m~ant a higher production cast pet bushel. 

For many, there was no option left but to leave the land. 

During the first,half decade of pea~e. a series of 

) radical changes shook the structure cf the agrarian community. 

The total number of farms in A;Lbert.a and Saskatchewan de­

creased by almost nineteen thousand, faÎling t.o in aggregate 

of 196.333. Both numerica11y and proportionately the g!eat~ 
;, 

est reductions occurred in the marginal farm category of unj. ts 

comprising 160 acres or less. "', Betwe~n 1946 and.1951. the 

numb~r of smaIl farm s in Saskatchewan fel.l by one third '11nd 

in'Alberta the decllné vas of tve~ty-five percent: . In the 

small farm regions 'of the Park -Belt these changes were even .. 
mo~e Prpn,ounced, for in the area, ~e:twéen Edmonton and Sa'sk-

-
atchewan's Qorder, therè vas a tvent.y-eight percent reduction 
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of 160 °acre far~s,and in the region oetwe~n 
" 

Lloydminater and .:Prince ~ert, 'the decreaae ex·ceeded thirty 

perc'ent. ;8y 1961. the decline in ID;aItin~l production uni ts 

had rèaehed spectacular proportions. In Alberta, the number 
Si) 

of quarter section farms had decreased,by fort y percent sinee 

1946 and in Saskatch ewan, the diminution. was of over seventy 

'p'ercent: 1. the n~, emaÜer farm. dec,eased, the!'e 

was a predictable a~~. ~on ~n the growth of th~ remain­

ing farms. In 1946, the averagJ'unit size in Saskatchewan 

was 473 acres, by 1951 it was 550 acres and one de cade later 

it was 686 acres. Accompanying these changes was a steady 

conce·ntration of farm land into fe~er and t'eweI' hands. In 

1941, one third of the farms on the Prairies exceeded three 

quarte~ sections ~nd they occupied ftfty-nine pèrcent of the 

total agricul tural lan(l". Twenty ye~rs later, appro~imately 

one. half of the farm s exceeded 480 acres and, they comprised 
1 

seventy-seven percent of the acreage. 

In many ways, h0!lever, measurement s of Etcreage are . 

not entirely sa~~sfactory indices of agrarian 'change. In 

this respect, a consideration of the proportionate value of 
\ j o 

farm sales ~s a useful measure of rural wealth. Howeve~, 
\ 

"'sinèe:~ese figures are not available for the period prior 
1 \"',~.A ...,. 

.' l ta 195;1, it is only poS'sible to~illustrate -:the fruition ~f fi 

/ 

tendenoi~s in the de cade following the scope of this stùdy. 
<'"' ~ ~ ~ . 

In 1951, the upper one third of'the farming commun!ty, when 
, . 

measured in terms of annua! sales, accounted for a sixt y ... 
, ' 

nine percent ahare of the 'total produétion in the Prairie' 
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Provinces; by 1961 ,th~t share had increaaed to over seventy' 

pe:reent~. Clearly, in the years immediately fol~owing thé' 

fa.rm strike there vas a precipitouB ,decline in- the number 

of small farms and an equally rapid 'concentration of rural 

vealth into t\e hands of the larger commercial farmers. 

Not surpri ~ingIy, the keynote s of thi's tl'ansformation 

vere an increase in rural mechanization and capitalization 

and a decrease in- the extent of farm diversification. In 

Saskatchewan, th e number of tractor a ro seby over half in the 

I~ive ,years between 1946 and 1951, and tl\e number of combines 
, 

more than doubled.' To the wést, in Alberta, there was a 

three fold increase in the number of combines an'd the number 

.' C< of tractora more than doubled. Furthermore, the extent of 

mechanization vas growing, for as the small farmers dis­

appeared, the proportion of industrial farms automatically 

grev. In 1941. only thirty-eight percent of farmers in the 

West owned tractora, but Within a decade almost eighty per-
c 

cent of th em did. Similarly, the disper sion of combines 
, 

increased from one on every aeventeenth farm te one on every 

third betw~en 1941 and 1951, and one on every second by 1961. 

Faced-wi th higher machinery costa and larger overheads, 
. ç 

farm capitalization, as measured in terms of total operating 

expenses, rose\by sixt Y percent in the latter hall of the 

1940s, despite the actual decline in the number of production 

units. Accompanying thia trend towards industrial farming 

i1as ~ decline in the numbers of liv'es:l;.ock 
u, ~' .... ' : 

on farme. Between 
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194'6 and 1951: the nùmber of milch cows in Alb~rta f,ell frolii 

51,607 to 38,550 and th,6J number of hogs decreased ~y ten 

percent. ,In Saskatchewàn, where there ha.d been a. mi.lch cow 

on every111 acres in 1946, there was, within five years, 

0' 

'" ;. 

. 
only one on every quarter section, and by 1961, thêre was but 

one..-j'or e,very two hundred acres. 
". 

Wi thin' a decade of the delivery,. strike, 'the .marginal 
~ , 

-producer was all but gone ànd the southern wheat mag'~ate and 
, ! 

the northern mixed farmer had been unified in commercialism; 

" 

~ owning large industrial enterprises and commanding significant. 

blocks of'capital. Pockets of rural backwardness, of poverty 

a~d self-sufficiency persist'ed, but the progressive society 

soon trans.ferred most of its sQcial problems, its culture 
, 

and its value system to thé more expansive urban environment. 

Unfortunately, in so doing, it. destroyed itself as a distinct­

. ive social entity.23 

IV 

Industrial capitalism bad finally triumphed oyer 

Western agriculture. But there had been nothing ,ineYitable 

about its accession. Indeed, the developmen~ of successful 
\ 

commercial agriculture did not arise directly out of the 

e~erience of pioneer settlement. for Just as the yeoman 

farm clans of the Appalacbian upiands' attest ta the non-com-. 
, , 

petitive potential of frontier agriculture, so too did ~Ae , 
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" 
" independent 

[ 
dirt farmers of the Park Belt represent an 

economic reality'on the Western plains. Here, à,mong the , 

dense pine forests, the rolling hills, the isolated lakes 

and surging rivers, a distinct mentalité had been grounded: 

clannish, conservative, independent, non-competitive and 

religious. Theirs was not, however, a simple transfiguration 

of the cultural realities of the Russian serf, French paysan 

or Irish sharecropper, for the frontier experience shatter~d 

the eentral pillar of European soci~l coordination.- the 
l 

village community. Separated by extensive holdings - at least 

by Old World standards - the Canadian small farmer had lost 

the propinquity of village life which had previously engen-

dered his strong community consciouaness. In Europe, the 

small size of most villages had provided the settlement vith 

an automatic familial unit Y which had only been intensified 

by inter-marriage and the common utiliz~tion of meadows, 

pastures and wastes. Together the peasants vorahipped, 

" worke4~ rejoiced a~d struggled, and together they haâ a common . 
adversary in the person of the seignior and his officiaIs, 

against whom they as a village pre,sented a united front. 

AIl of this was missing from the North American contexte 

Inste,ad, the small farmer adopted the trad! tional frontier 
, 

network of social relationships. the r~ral neighbourhood, 

whose parameters extended for a feV dozen miles around the 

homestead. Neighbours joined in those pioneering tasks which 
" required,mass labour: log rolling, fence buil.ding, harvesting 

and the infDrmal sharing of taus 'or equipment. As the 
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surplus of the reg~on began to increase, labour too acqu~red 

"a specifie value, exchanges might first be made and eventually 

a money wâge paid. However, unlike the large farm areas of 

the South where workers were in greater demand and were 

imported from the outsi,de, the smaltl scale of farm businesses 

in the Park Belt and the proximity of 1î;ighbours, served to 

prevent the development of a co~plete vage-labour system. 

In this sense, the small farm region underwent only a partial~ 

drift from primitive gift-giving b.etween families, to bart~r 
" 

and then to hourly and daily h~re. Since the extra-familial 

demand for labour was at best Beasonal, the dirt farmers 
t_ 
\, '" 

employed wo~kers for only short periods and more onten th an 
\ 

not, the' local co~muni ty structure i teelf was able to satisfy 

their needs .. , Many farmers adopted part-time,.vork .themeelve,s 

as a means of augmenting their incomes. In short"the'hall-
> "1 • '" 

,mark çf marginal production was local' self- slt'fficiency' in 

which the rural community served to counteract the pressure P 

of the surrounding commercial milieu. 
~, 

Reinfor,c1.ng this , . 
ec6nomic introspection vas a cultural 'exclusi~eness enge~der~~ 

by the group settlement pattern p~culia~ to Western Canada. . 
Here ethnie pockets vere massed together, -.preserving th.e1i-

- , 
~> ~... 1 j 

_- autonomy,' maintaining their religion and l~gùage and rein-

" 

forcing 0 their economie uniqueness. . ~ ~.: 
.. \ 1*" v.l '" ... # \ \ 

In contrast to the non- com1lleio~a.t agrari8.Q'., soci~ty- "tb.a t' " 
0) ~ ~ ~ 

~ad developed in the North. the'Souihern Prairie nurtured its 
• :,.., ~ l '" l ' 

• ,. fI. ~ '11 

agro-.business culture at least .. from the, 'c'108e 'of the F-ir'St 
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World War. Rere land vas less productive and farma tended 
" 

te;> be larger, thereby restric,ting the contigui ty 03he ,~Ul'al 
communi ty. Rather than group sett,lement. land on t e true 

,~ 

prairie was océupied by individuals vith few simil ities 

besides the tact that they had getierally originated in the 
g 

,.~iberal democracies: Britain, America and Canada itself. 
, \ 

In the South, natural, hàzards, p:}.agues of grasshoppers" 

droughts and black ,s~rl.ing clouds of dust, were more common 

adversaries than they ver.e to the north, and they served to. 

undermine the farmers almost intrinsic sense ot oecupational 

\ 

perm anenc e. Here the railway first blazed its silver swathe 

across the landscape, drawing the vision of the pioneer out­

ward, imposing upon "them the values and standards of the small 
• 

town business culture whose existence preceded their settlement 

of the countryside. Vulnerable, geographically dispersed 

and Bocially isolated, the Boutllern prairie settler.s had no 
. 

~innate defence against the infiltrations of the cultural 

standards of the capitalist world. Theil' lives came even-

tually to look outwards asit by instinct; the Government 

for land and local improvements, to the law for the protection 

of property and the advancement of development schemes, to 

the speculators, bankers, Iawyers and businessmen for the 

literate élite who could advance their wealth. Ultimately, 

they turned to science and technology as a'means of organizing 

their pr~duction and arranging their integration ~nto ~ 
. \ 

rational patterns of the dev~loping cap1tal1st order. Thi~ 
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culture did'not aeek protection from industrialization, and 
o 

it soon came to ahare that incurable North American optimism 
. , 

that what is new is necessarily better. Long before they 
',' 
embraced industry, long before they purehased their tractors 

and combines and threshers and binders, l?ng before they 

expanded th-ëir holdings, the farmers of the Southern Prairie . 
had accepted the ethics of the agro-business cultur~. In 

effect, their obj eet 'e:imost,- from the, start had not been sub­

's1stence, it had been progresse 

Once started, the drive to industrial agriculture 

proved inexorable. The small farmer~ who resisted the press 

of eapitalism were sim ply forced from the land and the cycles 

of industry spun ahead;----~h_eugh ~perhap-s-- inevi table, th'e 

marginal farmers demise nonetheless filled a quarter century 

of Western h~story and provided vibrancy and animation to the' 

Prairie farm movèment. At times their protest assumed a 

heroic quality, often it seemed near epic in its scope and 

intensity. But the men and women who fought to preserve 
_~_-l __ 

the1r lif~styles were not driven by any exal ted'l motive. They 

never could lay claim to a eonsistent ideology or a distinct 

goal and none of their leaders possessed the depth or charisma 

necessary for historical immortality. The basis of their 

str~~gle was fear: it was fear which pressed them to resist 

the banker and the sheriff and it was fear alone which drove 

them to belated uni ty in the strike of 1'946. Twenty-five 

y~ars of sacrifice and protest had taught the poor farmers 

, 
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t 
how to fight, but it also guided them in how to accept defeat. , 

When it was over, they quietly slipped away, forsaking their 

homes a~d businesses, submerging thei~ memories and drowning 

their dream s. For those, who remained, there was only re-

flection and recrimmination; painful recognitions of the 

fact that their expectations had been shatte~ed. Perhaps 

they would have had too many memories to aquiesce quietly 

to the progressive culture even if they had had the option. 

\ 
~learly the vast majority of them did nota Soon no one 

would x:-emember them; no one except a few old agi tators 

who would emerge periodically from retirement to chastize 
\ 

the progressives on their lack of militancy. "If only we 

could get the late lamented Emily Pankhurst and Eugene V. 

Debs back on the job", muttered a grizzled old man named 

Loui s P. McNamee in 1952, "1 think we could still win. n 24 

For the dispossessed dirt farmers of Western Canada, 

as for their historians, there remain only the memories. 

Their spirit and their energy possess meaning only in and 

through these rememberances, for·collectively they constitute 

aIl that rema~ns of a lifestyle that failed ta survive. , 

They are grand mamories, bold memories: memories of farmers 

gathering on a cold winter night at a tiny town hall in Ituna: 

of the great wheat pool campaigns of 1923 and 1924 and of 

the wizard of cooperation, Aaron Sapiroj of penny auctions 

ri th men- sporting rings, of binder trine like carnations for 

1 a BalI: of the Myrnam strike and its successor which para­

lyzed the north-east; of Lenin's lieutenants speaking quietly 
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and earnestly at meetings acrOSB the piney woods of Sask­

atchewan; . of the sprawling di ssonant UFe which somehow 

gave substance' te the strang~, inspiring visions of George 

Bick~rton; of the outspoken AFU and its incessant struggles 

against the Social Crediters, against the Socialists, and 

ultimately, against itself; and, pe-rhaps most ,of all, of 

the thousands of men and women who gathered faithfully on 

the ailent highways of the Mid-West, living out the dying 

vision of a dim reality for a society which could not toler-

ate them. It was their spirit - their collective hope 

which animated the farmers' revoIt, and it was in their 

vibrant moments that the movement.evidenced its vitality, 

its aspiration, and finally, its irrevocable defeat. 
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APPENDIX 

Membersh!:e in Farm Organiza~i.onsl '218-12'8 . , 
r 

Year SGGA UFC'SSl EJlQ YI! UFC'AS1-
~ - - Al!! i 
~ . 1918' 18,335 l \ 

[ 1919 . 36~oOO 29,000 
1920 36,000 33,312 

i 1921" • 37,721 
. 1 1922 16,110 7'00 19,918 

~ 

1923 15,661 2,000 18,829 
l 1924 14,000 ,10,000 14,466 1 
f . 1925 15,552 t 1926 25,000 . 14,905 

1927 27,817 11,589 
. 1928 26,046 12,574 
1929 29,500 13,580,--. . 

,- 1930 45,000 18,105 

1 
1931 28,549 14,486 
1932 27,142 

" 
, {. 1933 27,357 l-

I ,; 
l 1934 25,529 14,862 

, 

·f 
,; 

1935 27, 001 9,838 ;\ 
~ ... '-, 

19.36 5,822 l,' 1 
! 1937 14,500 1,800 .-1 '; 

19.38 1,800 " 

", 

1939 1.800 ; 
• 

1940 '. - ' 
..; 3,000 ,-

, 1941 - 7,000 - 8.800 

l, 1942 " 

'l 

1943 . 

r ~.,:;; 

1944 8,620 1 

1945 25,000 20,000 . " .. " 
,.; 

, . 

, <_.:.1 .\ 
~ , " 

'!> 4 
1 
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.Year 

1946 
1947 

1948 

! Membership in Farm Organizations, cont. 
6 

UFC (SS) 

30.000 
21,000 . 

.,----./' 

UFA -
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D 

An --

31,00,0 
ç 16.000 

Sources: On the UFC(SS)-SGGA-UJA, thè Canadiap Annual 

. . 
1 

. 
Review and Minutes or Annual Conventions; tor 
the UFC(AS)-AFU, intormation~is derived trom 
letters in the Nichols Papers (GIA), and the 
UFC(SS) Papers (SAa)~ 10r the FU~. various 

~SSUèS of The Progressive. 1922-1.925.; as well 
às letters and Minutes in the FUe Papers (SAB). 
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