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3 ThJ/Mine Workers' Union of Canada was a trade un&on, dentred

- in the coal fields of the Province of Alberta, which exi;%ed k

"
~.
~.
t
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: between the years 1925 and 1936, and included a membersﬂip of

- between 2,000 and 4,000 mine workers during that period. The

1

formation of the union came about as a result of the break-up
. lj

of District 18 of the United Mine Workers of America im 1924- .

°

1925, From the onset, its leadership was composed of differing

A

elements, from conservatives who opposed the U.M.W. of A. for
nationalistic reasons, to members of the Communist Party.- The
i . M.W.U.C, was one of the founding members of the All Canadiar;u i
~ ’ Congress of Labour in 1927, and its President, F;ank Wheatley,

was a Vice-President of the Congress. until his ouster from the

miners' union in 1930,

Early in that year the Communists, led by Harvey Murphy,

began a drive to have the M.W.U.C. disaffiliate from the A.C.C.L.,
. and join the new revolutionary trade union central, the Workers'
Uniiy League. They were apparently successful, for in May of
1931, the union's membership voted by a 73% margin to affil%ate
~ with the‘w.ﬁ.L. Later that year the Communist Party of Canada
was ;utlawed and the M.W,U.C. itseif was declared ko be an
"up awful association” in tpe courts, Ant}-commﬁhist and anti-
un{in sentiments on the part of employers léd to long and bitter
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CE« ., strikes, the most important of which took}place in the Crows’

. ANeqt Pass in 1932, Fihally, after six years of intense struggle
on both the industrial and political fronts, the Workersg Unity

- League was disbanded by the Communist Party. In June of 1936,

1

) the membership of the Mine Workers' Union of Canada voted to
. g ‘ . d .
| return to the U.M.W, of A., and the union passed- into history. \
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~ c . Resumé .

<

' " Le Syhdicat des Mineurs du Cnﬁada-(M.W.U.C.) élait une :

\
organis%tion ouvriere qui fut active entre les années 1925 et

\; . 1936. La plupart des militants de cette union, qui comprenait

e AR o

de 2,000 & 43600 members, travaillerent dans les mines de char-’ i
boq dé la Province d'Alberta.’ﬁe syndicat fut formée aprés 1la *
rupture du District 18 des M%neurs Unis d'Amerique (U.M.W. of.A.)
en 1924-1925. Les elementg rédicaux et conservateurs du syndi-

/

cat partagerent le pouvoir ' dans le mouvenent, a cause de leur
‘opposition commune contre ‘le syndicat International de John L. ;p,

Lewis. Le M.W.U.C. fut un des m emiers membres du Congrés pan

i canadien du Travail, quicfut instituté en 1927.Le Président du
. . o . ,

M.¥.U.C., Frank Wheatléy, fut un vice-président du Congres . :
» of

.

Jjusqu'a sa défaite lors des élections syndicales de 1930,

@ D

g . ,
: 1 €

En février dekcette méme année, 1l'organisateur ‘principal

du partie Communiste en Albeyta, Harvey Murphy, mis sur pied

une campagne au pom del}, nouvelle centrale des syndicats

L

i/ /_q’
revolutionnaires; le "Workers' Unity League". Au mois du mai,
e

\ —

1931, les membres du Syndicat des Mineurs voterent par une

y . * . majorité de 73% de s'affilier avec le W.U.L. Quelques mois

' aprés, le partie Communiste était proscrit ﬁar le gouvernement

de R.B.Bennett, et le M.W.U.C. était stigmatisée comme une

/
"association illégale" par un, juge Saskatchewanais. Au cours

7o des années 30, les sentiments anti-communistes et anti-syndicaux

¥
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( des employeurs de 1'industrie miniere provoquérent des gréves
3 longues et durs, telle la violente gréve des mineurs dans le
Ctows' Nest Pass en 1932, Finallement, aprds six ans de luttes
- v industrielles et politiques, le W.U.L. se destitua, En juin Y
N de 1936, les membres du Syundicat des Mineurs du Canada voterent .
pour un rétour au syndicat des Mineurs Unis d'Amerique.
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" To hell with your rotten old props... We've now.
got a prop that will really protect us., "

N Worker cartoon, September
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INTRODUCTION

-

The main intention of the thesis which follows is to
chronicle the histéfy of a labour organization, the Mine Workers'
Union of Canada, during what is COmmonlyvknown as the "dark age"
of labour organization in this country, that period betweem the
guppression of the One Big Union movement and the emergence of

the C. 1.0, The story of the Mine Workers' Union of Canada is

but one chapter in the history of the Western miners' little

'

known but significant contribution to the development of the

Y 1
working class movemgnt in Canada. The'M.w.U:C.'s chief constit-

- o«

uents -- the coal miﬁers of Alberta -- werc among the prime
movers in the One Big Union. As members of John L. Lewis' United

Mine Workers of America, they played an active role in the !
F 0
Labour, Prior to

Federation of Miners

C.I.0. movément and th? Canadian Congress g

1919, organized first under the

Western miners were among the

i

qnd]then by the U.M.W.of A, ti

i

most active trade unionists in the country., I chose the era of
the M.W.U,C. because it she@s same light on a subject which'has
not only provoked a asure of scholarly interest, but which
also has bgen!prone‘to confusion and misinterpretation: the
Hquestion of Canadian working class.radicalism in general, and

the 1r0le of the Communist Party within it in particular,

/

Unfortunately, much of the literature which exists on the

Ay ”l'i;j“%@: agé‘ i *é—r
(é&?i b
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subject of Communism in Canada is highly subjective, if not

1

polemical in nature. While the shortcomings of both Communist
vand anti-Communist writers are at once inevitable and under-
standable, such cannot be the case with objective scholarly

work, The two monograpﬁs which deal with the history of Commu-

nism in Canada (William Rodney's Soldiers of the International,

and Ivan Avakqmo@ic's The Communist Party in Canada) give a:

distorted view of the movement, and suifer much for having been

written "from thj/top down". Here we may find detailed examina-

tion of developmeﬁts on the leadership level, yet precious little

about the relationsliip of the C.P.C. to the lives of ordinani

\,

. .
Canadians, Questions such as who supported the movement and

why are }arely brought up,. Perhéps it is assumed that those who

did rally around the Party, with the exception of the intellec- '
. -
tuals, were simply %down and outs", and as such, easily "duped".

“

It is unfair, however, to discount the ideas ahd expergéﬁcé of

any group on such grounds,

' ~

' \
Rodney fgils to follow up his promising introductory re~

1‘]
mark that "noﬁaccount of the ethnic groups that came to this
) 1
land... can ignore the communist/movement," With the exception

of a superficial discussion of Communist activity in the Nova
Scotia coalfields, his work pays little attention to Communist
involvement in the working class movement, Thé Alberta miners,
who were described by a 1eading communist in 1925 as "our most

Are relegated to two footnbtes

mil}tant supporters", g

in this

study of the C.P.C. in the 1920's. Avakumovic's broader study

follows the same general line of interpretation. Billed as the
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t standard work on the history of the C.P.C., it makes no mentiogr”

o RE

of Blairmore, Alberta, the first and only town in Canada to

g

‘ . . . . . )
elect a Communist or quasi-Communist municipal administration

»
S Q»TMJ;IZJ&"M»&WWM&M i e
.

The book makes 'only vague and often misleading references. to

the part played by the Communists in the miners' movement. Ar

B T

explanation of "the riot at Esteven (sic) Saskatchewan! in terms

B

of the activities of "Communist agitators (who)-did not shrink

-

from using violent language and physical force to put their views

across" is but one éxample of the lack of depth in the author's
3 J
: anélysis.l The current scholafly interest in the radical Left

FORTE IR LS TR

in Canada is an encouraging sign, but a broad understanding of
N
the phenomenon will only come about as a result of careiul studies

*

at the local and trade union level, -

The Mine Workers' Union of. Canada was conceived, nurtured, ’
and finally liquidated by members of the Communist Party, It

\was probably one of the more credible "mas® organizations'" which

ever came within the Communi§t sphere of influence, At the very
least, it is hopgd that this essay will help provide a realis-

tic view of the Communist movement "in action” at a grass-roots
{evel. The ektent of the Communist influence among the miners
will be dealt with in this context. The relat;onship of radi- /

|
calism to factors such as economic conditions and ethnicity will

'

also be examined, in’an\aftempt to-clariiy the generalizaé&ons

which have been made on these points. The Mine Workers' Union ‘

- +
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of Canada, a supposedly revolutionary organization for most of
its history, offers a iruitful field for the student ‘of the,

radical movement of the pecriod. “ '

AT ety Wt Tl e

The M.W.U.C. was, of course, no merec instrument of Communist

B s B,

propaganda, but an industrial weapon wieldéd by workers in(one

of the West's key industries. During e firét half of the 1930's
A : . &

the union participated in_ gver 40 strikes, involving most of its d

membership, which ranged between 2,000 and 4,000 in that period:

»

In an era of crushing economic depression, the membership of the

)

M.W,U.C. fought back against the "starvation programme" of the .

¥
’

employers and the state with,the’only weapon at their disposal.
Their struggles in the uphill battle for survival involved some
of the bitterest social conflict of the inter-war period. Time
;nd timeﬂagain the forces of the state were called to the aid of.

the propertied interests in the coalfields, a practice which led

to bloodshed in several instances, As we shall see, fundamental

demAcratic principles, such asﬂ$he right of the mine workers to
organize under the union of their own choice, were consistently
violated by the authorities, ’The manner in which the remnants of
the U.M.W. of A, were pampered and cocddled by the ruling elite at
the expense of ﬁore militant Canadian oréanizations in Alberta,
for example, must give second thoughts to those who view labour
history in simplistic’ black and white ‘terms. The comforting left-
ist vision of a clear cut struggle between the black-hearted .vil-
lains of the employing class and the lily~-white knights of the

3
trade union movement will not fit the reality of class relatians

in the coalfields.




‘w

- The existence of revolutionary ideology and leadership
o

)

a5

g within the miners' movement is a key factor in understanding

, [/

g the intermittent industrial-warfare which plagued the Western

% coalfields during the period under discussion, The authorities o

-~ backed by the Iuternational Union, in 1instances where it still

AFRREY

e

exercised a degree of influence -— reacted vigorously and nega-

3
)
H
#
&
P
z
2

- tively to the activities of the Mine Workers' Union of Canada.

As one commentator has pointed out, "the smashing of this union

B H

was accompanied by some of the most brutal atrocities in Canadian
i ; 4" . .
labour history." \Jn most cases they seem to have either con-

vinced themselves that industrial problems in the coﬂlfields had
- AN

political and not econpﬁic causes; or perceived that the union
N
N posed a genuine politieal threat to their own class interests.

LY {
However, the question of radicalism has, I think, more

importance than simply as a complicating factor in industrial
relations. We must ask ourselves whether the revolutionaries had

any significant’impact wpon the working class movement, above,

. and beyond their ability to:eunsconce themselves in the leader-
ship positions of a particular trade union. Radical leaders come
and go, often leaving nothing behind but a personal memory.
Sometimes they provide either the most effective or.the only lead-
ership available to rank and file workers interested in improv-
ing fheir material conditions through organization. -During the
period of the Workers' Unity League, and again under the C.I1.,0.,

. 5
ed tens of thousands of Canadians, From these

-Communists orga

facts alone, howeﬁer, not possible- to draw: firm conclu-

. )

- sions concerning the political orientation of the Canadian

IR NRITRS T OTIMUDNY FETEY QR NT " ] i A I -
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working class. As Harvey Murphy, probably the most success-

h

")

A - .
fulCommunist labour leader in Canadian history, remarked of

<‘-'55‘«“!'4‘?3 O Ay .’ﬁlti" N Wq ”&M”‘ PETTA ¢
(2

g .
the Hamilton steel workers in the late 1920's: '"They wanted a
. union, any union, .They didn't give a damn what its name was, or
: 6
e what it was." The Western.coal miners of the inter-war period

é -- or at least those in the older and more established centres

é : ‘=~ present us with a different case. Long before anyone in

% Canada had ever heard of Lenin or the Communist Party, these men
§ . had ra;sed the slogans of the class stfuggle in the coal pits:

Because of the existence of a working class tradition tracing .
itself ‘back through decades of organization and‘independent poli-
Eical action, the Communist movement here cannot be writte? off

as a "nine—day wonder" attributable to the talents of a few

silver-tongued agitators., For this reason it is deserving of

more than a passing glance by tlfe historian.

II

Political radicalism, in conjunc&}oﬁ”with a high degree of
industrial militance, seems to have been a persistent theme in
the history of all of Canada's major coal miﬁing dreas., Organi-

N
zat'ions such as the Socialdist Party, the Western Federation of

Miners, the I.W.W., the O,B.U.," the Communist Party, and even the

C.C.F,/N.D.P., have all had their day in the coalfields of Van- s

couver Island, the Crows' Nest Pass, the Red Deer Valley, and

- ' .
0 . ‘\
n
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Nova Scotia, During its heyday, coal mining was the most strike =
o

prone industry in the country. Stuart Jamieson, a Canadian

» 1

specialist in the field of industrial relations, attempts a brief

2 theoretical explanation of the phenomenon in Times of Trouble:

N}
Labour Unrest and Industriaﬁ Conflict in Canada, 1900-1966, He

finds Clark Kerr and Abraham Seigel's theory of the "isolated
mass' applicable to Canadian coal mining. Centred “in isolated,

one- industry, company-dominated coal towns, the miners are said

6 to have tended to develop '"a consensus of sentiment that was

-~ hostile to the employéis, particularly where these were absentee

(—owners.” To quote Kerr and Seigel, "the strike for the isolated
mass is a kind of colonial revolt.,,.a substitute {for occuPation-
al and social.mobility.," Jamiesén makes oéher valid points as
well, inclﬁding the role played by chronic underempl?yment in the
mires and the téndency of miningntowus to become "amongst the

worst 'pockets of poverty'" during periods of depression, in

provoking industrial conflict. N

However, Jamieson's statement of '"the fact that coal -mining
historically has been, to use a popular phrase, a 'sinkhole Iof
/ ’ .
unskilled 1abour', drawing on newly arrived immigrants and dis-
placed workers from other industries" will not get us very far,
Although tﬁe immigration 'argument proves very tempting in the
case of areas 1ike‘the Crows' Nest Pass, it is rendered useless

as a general explanation by its inapplicability Eo the mining

a

f
S s o

e e

e ot bims Sy

y
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~ : .
Aﬁ" ! communities of Cape Breton or Vancouver Island. As for. the
- unskilled' labour assumption, it might not prove such a "popular
/
phrase" today if uttered within earshot of the oldtimers in a *t

waterhole of any of Canada's surviving coal towns. Like the

e,

(\ wage cuttlng arguments of the coal barons of old that mining-

AR

was a matter of "meré shovelling", it fails to take account of‘“f\\u

°the basic nature of the industry : the varied skills and trades
o .

involved in the mining of coal; and the complex organizapign of <
|

the labour force therein. More importantly, it fails to take |

into consideration what economic historian Cdrter Goodrich called.
the "peculiar psychology of the ihdustry",and the fact that the
o "
:mine workers traditionally regarded themselves as the "autocrats"
8

of dindustry. It is this fact which played an importantlrgle in

» -

shaping the consciousness of the miners and in determining their
(

response to the challenge of industrial capitalism,

RV A
——

During the period of which we speak, the key element in the
L] o
workforce in a coal mine was a group called the "contract men" ;

those actually working at the coal face who wevre, excépt in
b3

unusual circumstances (when doing '"dead work" in rock or drilling’

around giant fossils called “niggerheads", which are common in the

-

lsubstrata in the Red Deer Valley)\ paid by the ton for the amount
=

ofcoal they produced. The principyl method of extraction was the

"room and pillar" technique, by which a two or three-man team
g
J

would be assigned a "place" in a room more or less left to

its own device the?é for weeks, or months, pethEs longer., There

ue
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were no\strawebosq s breathing down the necks of the miners.
The only supervisidn was the daily visit of the 'fireboss or pit-

boss, the company's representative underground, whose job was not

so much to oversee production as to maintain fhe'safety of the

/ mine. "'Even so, it was by their own skill and care that the men

at the face -- "the frontline troops of..coal prodﬁction" - o
9 .

protected or risked their own lives,
p .

The exberienced miner was,
‘émfamqng other‘things, an Fxpert ln timbering, pick-wo;k, as well as
the handling of explosives in the often deadly, meéhane—laden

;tmOSphere of the coal mine. The con%ract man had- almost invari-
ably worked his way up. to his post over a number of years, ruﬁ-
ning thé gamut from picking slate or bucking’ coal in the chutes
above ground }hrpugh hauling timber and'iayingtxack underground,
‘finally worki;g as a helper to an experienced man at the face.

9 Only tpen would he be eligible to take/exa@inafions for a prov%n—

' _ cial miner's certificate, Small wonder, then,

himself as a skilled craftsman, and tended to develop a strong

that the miner saw

sense of independence and self-reliance;

in fact "an independence

which is at times embarrassing to his leaders, his employérs,
. X : 10
and the community." - s

1

§
-

AccorQ&ng to the statistics for the Province of Alberta,
4

thpse workiﬁg at the face, including helpers, accbunted for just

e N g(,;u_.u-
<
~

- over one, half of the total number of wage earners in the coaf
' 11

=
o
“-
Y
R

mining industry and two thirds of those employed upderground,
r >
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§ ‘ As Goodrich argues, the "indiscipl’ine'\"g of this group also charac- . j
{ ' terized, to only a lesser extent, the other classes of mine ‘

labour. These people who were paid inﬁ%hé fofm of a dail&, or

g

i "datal" wage, were generally known as "company men", as distin=-

% guished from the sort of "1ndgpendent petty cgmtracdors" (to ~ "y
?% quote Goodrich) at the face,ln Many, of courSe,fwere skilled or

S
semi-skilled workers, Of the 8,000 mine workers in Alberta in

-4

1925, 9501were haulage workers, 150 manned the pumps and fans,
450 were timbermen or.roadmakers, and 500 were mechanics, engin-

eers, firemen or carpenters. Although the cbmﬁany men, especially

those classed as general labourers, were”subject to more super-

vision and industrial discipline~than the contract miners, they,
A

a

too, went about their tasks in a largely independent fashion --

’ e

at least those who worked underground. In The Miner’ E“F?EEHamT\i;ﬁ

Goodrich poses what he terms "the special riddle of the indus- .
13
try: how can you boss a man that you can't see?"
Y .
@ o If the, nature-of the work encouraged a democratic spirit
o ¢

amongst the mine workers and‘ﬂiscouraged the development of an
obedlent, cap-doffing labour force, it also engendered a’ special
kind of group solidarity; Each man knew, as he entered the pits
with the rest of the shift, that this day might be his last,

\

| In the early days of mlneyg in the Crow, bef01e the First World

War, entire shifts had been wiped out by major mine .disasters at
T Fernie, Bellevue and Hillcrest -- "accidents" which had cost the
; T =




lives of over 300 men, Although ma}&r disasters became a rarity

with improved techrnology and the enfo%qement of safety regula-

i

. .. N
tions, death or crippling injury continusd to lurk in the shafts

and tunnels beneath.the surface of the ea&th. Until the advent
of large-scale strip mining in recent years, every ton of\qpal
- ) .

extracted its toll of human life. As David ank remarks in the

Nova Scotian context: "The hardship and peril connected with coal

mining bred an endemic 'rad103lism' among the coal miners:'blood ~

on the coal! helgfd}shape the miners' attitudes to the 'coal
14< ‘

operators..."
AN

111 ; \\\\
In short, certain aspects of the industry'itself'provided AN
conditions favourable to the development, at an early stage, of
a collective sense of working class independencenin the coal-
fields. During its brief tenure in the West, the Mine Workers'

Union of Canada sought to use these foundations as a base for the

)
building of a class conscious political and industrial movement

@

in the mining communities. Standing in the way of these aspira-

©

tions were a number. of factors: the opposition of rival elements -
o X NS
.‘within the, working class movement, the implacable hatred of the

employers and their allies in Government, the unwillingness of

workers to risk what little they had in a time of economic depres-
. ¢

sion, and the internal divisions along ethnic (or "racial", to

use contemporary terminology) lines, The degree 40 which the

Y
a3




theme of my thesis. . AN
' R

o

orgahization was successful in attaining ‘its goals is the major

] N\t
AN
‘The study .will be divided into two p;rts, each ﬁepresenting
é definitehs%age/dn the history of the oryganization. \bart I
begins with an %ﬁtroduétion to the crisis in District 18 in 1925,
2

. Lo ‘ .
during the course of which the M.¥W.U.C. was founded, and coltinues
v . ' <

, when the ‘union came under the sway of

th;ough the latter 1920's
the non~Communist moderate, Frank Wheatley. In the realm of

industrial conflict, Part I will maiuvly be confined to the Drum-
Y

heller (Red Deer) Valley, whi experienced strikes in 1925,

1927,and 1928-29, Part II is inaugurated by the triumph of the
Communist-led Left Wing at the leadership level in 1930, and the

deepening of the economic depression in the coalfields. Both

]

factors contributed to an intensification and broadening of the

activity of the Mine Worgeré‘ Union of Canada. In this section
the focus will ghf@% to widely'disparate geographical regions:
Northern Albérta, Southern Saskatchewan, Central and Coastal
British Columbia, During the mid-Thirties, the Mine Workers'
Union of Canada also expanded its activities te the mefal mining
s%ctor, and led unsuccessful strikes in Quebec, Manitoba aﬁé

Northern B.C. Not all of these areas have recceived equal treat-

-t

ment. The main thrust of my research was directed towards the

Crows! Nest Pas§, which experienced a proionged strike in 1932

-3
]

that threw into bold relief thg/fiip/iSsues under discussion:
/

i vt Soationtond
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\f\

fadigalism, ethnicity, and the respdnse of the miners to economic

degradation. The material on the Pass,thén, may be regarded as

a "case study" of sorts, as I was fortunate enough to have been

able to supplement tge documentary evidence available with the
“ j .
fruits of oral research conducted in the area. While recogniz-

B )
ing the incomplete nature of the study, I an fu}ly in accord with

-the sentiment expressed by one scholar that "as the history of

the coal miners' revolt against industrial capitalism in Canada
’ 15
is written, we shall find much to learn.,"

o
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PART I

)

THE TWENTIES

Chapter I Exit United Mine Workers of America

Q

’

The break-up of District 18 of the United Mine Workers of
America in the year 1925 constitutes one of the more dnterest-
ing chapters in the convoluted history of Canadian labour,
Indeed, it was dubbeq "the sf;angest fight in the history of the
Canadian labour movement" b& gne contempoi‘ary.1 One cannot hope
to understand the event through a simple "labour versus manage-
ment" perspec?ive, since the story is an unfolding of a series
of contradictions and ironies. At one point, the workers deser-

. }ed the U.M.W. of A, because it would not accept wage reductions,
at another because the union had accepted wage reductions without
consulting them, Labour bureaucrats and Copmunist militants
accused each other of "class collaboration", each with some meas-
-ure of justification, as the once powerful trade union organiza-
tion disintegrated almost to the point of no return., Out of the
chaos emérged the Mine Workers' Union of Canada, and for this
reason, it is necessary to give a brief account of the events

1
which led up to the crisis of 1925 in District 18,

-

The demise of this organization was rooted:in what is cer-

tainly é significant and superficially puzzling paradox., In tgg

\
A
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early 1920's members of the U.M.W. -of A, District 18 were
amongst the most highly paid industrial workers in the coun-
try. Yet many, probgbly h majority, harboured resentment
rather than leyalty tSQardsdthe organization which had ale—
vated them to this status, In a word, the U,M.W. of A. iq
District 18 -- that area of jgrisdiction which covered the
province of Alberta as yell as fhencoalfield on the British
Columbia“side of the Crows' Nest Pass -- was 2 ﬁ%g§9«divided
against itself, Like most such structures it was bound to

fall, which is precisely what happened in 1925.
et | "

Such, of course, had not always been the case. In 1903,

8

the organized miners in the Crows' Nest Pass had willingly
joined the United Mine Workers, disaffiliating themselves from
, 2

its rival, the Western Federation,of Miners, in the process.

During the next decade and a half, the U.M.W. of A, militantly

\ >
. defended the interests of its growing memberéeip in the District.

éefore the war, U,M.W., of A, strikes in the field were endemic,
and it was to short ciréﬁit the miners' efforts to better their
collective lot through direct action that the foxy \Mackenzie King
devised the quustrial Disputes Investigation Act in 1906-1907.3
As a resﬁ&t of intermittent\strike action during 1916—19;?3 the
U.M.W. of A. was one of the first unions to win for its members
cost of living indexation to compensate for the rampaét infla-

tion of the tiﬁe. By April of 1918, the basic datal rate in the

R §
coal mines had incrqased by ‘45% over that of the 1915 contract.

i
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Despite the relatively generous tireatment which the mipe
workers received at the hands of the government -- which assumed
control over the operations ofrthe industfy for the duration of
the war == {pey were nevertheless‘moving leftwards.on the crest
of a wave of "risiég expectations' which characterized the era,
The miners had always been prone to radicalism. As early as the
1880's, we hear of an Alberta mine owner complaining of the
“strong socialistic elements" amongst a groﬁp of Hungarian mine
workgrs from Pennsylﬁghia.s Drawn {from every corner of Europe,
often routed th%ough coal and metal mineé in the United St;tes,
the‘m;ners of Western Canada brought with them established work-
ing\sijss traditions and political ideologies.é These grew well
in the ooalﬁieldé, where the ideas of the ;lass struggle ideolo-
gists were the facts of everyday life., By 1914 District 18 was
a "militant, sometimes radically socialistic group," ! and
a strong supporter of the Socialist Party of Canada, the country's

f

leading standard-bearer of the Marxist creed. With the war,

there came on the scene a whole new set of factors influencing

. ] Ay
the political complexion of the workers: . the 1inflation and )

widely publicized profiteering, idealist propaganda on the part

of certain eleﬁénts of the ruling/classes, the Russian revolu- \
tions of i917; discrimination against "alien enemies', and the
persecution of radical groups, /especially those catering to the
"foreign" element, These dev 10pments? familiar to the student

of the Winnipeg General Strike, played a similar role in the .

¢
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coalfields at War/'s end to create a situation of extreme class

polarization, The miners, 1led by P.M, -Christophers, President

" of District 18, found themselves in the vanguard of a revoIu-
Al

tionary working class movement -- the One Big Union =-- by

early 1919.

They could not have been more out of _step wit§ their Inte{-
national union, the United Mine Workers of America, if they had
bought stock in a Harlan County coal mine.‘ Although the U, M.W,
of A. had fought some of the bloodiest class wars in North .
America, and wasfﬂig/practice, an industrial union, its leader-
ship was possessed by a narrow,even conservative craft mentality.
The U.M.W. of A.'s pre-war President, John Mitchell, had person-

ified "class, collaboration" by his membership in the National

«&““%ivic Federation, Its rising star, John Llewellyn Lewid, was to

i

Xy C

manifest the same ideology, in a far more negative and destruc-

tive manner,'iqythe post-war era, The pages of the Uﬁitéd Mine

Workers Journal throughout the 1917-1919 period rivalled any

"boss sheet'" propaganda in favour of industrial peace and the

'

idea of harmony oflinterests between Capital and Labour, More
\ .
importantly, the Lewis~controlled newspaper was vehement in its

vituperation against radicals, draft‘résisters and bolsheviks,

At the same time that Lewis called off a nationai coal strike

with the words "I cannot fight my government", the mincrs in
Western Canada were endorsing resolutions in Idveur of "proletar-
8

3

ian dictatorship" and the political General Strike,

v . -
'
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Throughout that year, Lewis and his henchmen were locked
in battle with the elected leadership of the District for con-

trol of the-organization. John L. declared that "under no cir-

>

SR I pue s i U AR S
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cumstances" would he “recognize the right of the western (Labour)

.
'1.

Conference to canvass mine workers', and sabotaged the referen-

dum on affiliation to the One Big Union which was beiﬁg held
9 ; .

in the District. What results became known showed a margin of

t
ot

97% in favour of affiliation (See Appendix E, Table 1), but

e

the wishes of the rank and file meant little to trade union auto-

crats of the Lewis type. Fur@her support was shown towards the

g

) 0.B.U, in the strikes which affected all major coal centres for
10
periods ranging from 60 to Y00 days in 1919, The strikers had

few "immediate" demands, but rather were trying to,enforce recog-

nition of the-+0,B.U, For the first time, maintenakce men who

—

worked the pumps and fans were pulled out of sev%ral mines, as

the wofkers declared war on the government and the empioyers
‘ 11
, with the "100% Strike." - The "100% Strike" was contrary to the

policy of the United Mine Workers, and was a weapon used by

miners' unions only ;n extreme circumstances, since it put the

propert§ of the mine owners (and thus, the jobs of the workers)
» into jeopardy, The only other time such a technique was used in

Canada was during fhe bitter and violent confrontation in Cape

#

Breton during the 1920's,

¢
P

Nothing, however, could convince the government, the mine

owneré, or the U.M.W. of W, to pay any heed to the miners:®
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l: demands for the right to organize in the union of their choice,.
The 0.B.U. was a cancer which had to be ruthlessly extirpated

: from the coalfields, and the U,M.W, collaborated 1in this endea-

P
.
AR AER LY e .

vour, . In Decempber 1919, the ;ngerhahional was granted its
, coveted closed shop, along with a 14% wage increase, in return, .
< 8 ’ - e
Those militants who refused to sign up with what was now widely

B

- "regarded as a contemptible "scab organization", got their names _ 3
on the blacklist, with unemployment and discrimination their -
12 - '
reward for devotion to principle, Many more, of course, took

Lo out the U,M.W, cards, but had no heart in the business., Despite
the opposition arrayed against it, the One Big Union died hard in
District 18, The early part of 1920 saw O0.B.U, strikes for

~ recognition in the Alberta .Pass,'Drumheller, Wayne, Brule and

»

Saunders' Creek, " A General Strike call by the O0.B.U, on October ;
1 met with support in Drumheller, Coalhurst, Nordegg and the B,

C. Pass. The Operators' Association was worried enough to re-

open negotiations with the American union, and the ¥.M,W.

received another bribe for its continued support against "bol-

- shevism" in the form of a further wage increase,13 By 1921 wages
in the mines had doubled their 1917 levels and the 0.B.U. had
been largely smashed, but the U.M.W, of A., for obvious r;aéons,

remained a highly unstable organization.

Moreover, the union's honeymoon with the bosses was now
coming to an end. As the price of coal began to drop and the
cost of living fell back to that "of the early part of 1917"

there was growing pressure for wage cuts. Pleading inability

o)
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had no wish to return to their pre-war status, or to have their

N ‘ g
) ‘ iy ;
g (Z ' to compete with non-union coal and alternate sources of energy, 3
4 A [ . 3:
| ? the Operators' Association presented déwands for reduction rang-
. 14 Lo .
E ing up to 50% in early 1922, The miners, on the other hand,

wages related mechanically to the cost of living, or to the much

%

? poorer standards of the Nova Scotia miners, as the operators

o I Py, R

suggested. Most critical 'in their view was the fact thdt high

wages were necessary to offset the seasonal nature of the indus-

»
iy
*
¥
¥
v
s

fry and the evils of "short time" in the mines. En 1921 coal
production in AlberFa drqpped by 15%, and the mines worked less ‘
than 200 days on average. Basing their arguments on the theories
of classicai economics, the mine owners contended that wage cuts

would produce full employment, but the workers were mnot convinced,

~ .

The problem was a basic one of falling demand which affected the
coal industry all over the Western World, not only in Canada,
The miners were 1in fact caught up in a vicious circle, in the

15
words of Frank Wheatley: "the victims of a mismanaged industry."

Following Lewis' 'no step backwards" poliéy, U.M. W, lead-
ers refused to budge on the wage issue and were forced inte con-
flict with their late allies, the Western Canada Coal Operators'
Association, A five months' strike in 1922, after which the

‘Operators' Association substantially capitulated on the wage issue,
: failed‘ﬁo resolve the conflict, Theryear 1923 saw a squeeze on
the owners' profits: while production had jumped by 135% since

1921 in the Province of Alberta, its value had only increased by

N
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23% (See Appendix A, Table 1). Something woild soon have to

&)

break: the miners' wages, the stockholders' dividends, or the

industry itself.

- The U.M.W. continued to enjoy the reputation of a "scab"
outfit, devoted to collaboration with the bosses, amongst the
miiitant element, The leadership of this group had by now
. passed from th; hands of thqﬂﬁocialisf Party, which had organ-
ized and masterminded the One Big Union effort, ‘to the Coﬁmunists.
The Communist Party, which inherited much of the earlier social-
- ist movement's support, especially amongst the foreign language
groups;‘opposed further "dual unionist" activities. Concluding
that the 0.B.U. had been a failure, they urged the militants to
work within the U.M.Wz structure; pointing as an example of the
success of this tactie the achievements of the '"Red Executive"
.of'District 26 in Nova Scotia. The, last- 0,B.U. strike in \ ;
District 18 occurred in the Drumheller Valley in 1at§ 1922, buf
this by no means signified the eﬁd of opposition fo the U.M.W.
o0fficialdom. At the most grassroots level, Fhere wasqmuch :
rank and file resentment against the International for its fail-
\ ure to come across with substantial financial relﬁef during the
Diéffict strike. According to one study, a mere $1,250 was
distributed in the District duxing 1922.16 The Secretary~

5 .
.Treasurer of the Strike Relfe{ Committee in Drumheller, a Com—

o

munist by the name of Arthur "Slim" Evans, later of "On-to-

‘ ' / w
Ottawa" fame, took matters into his own haunds. In 1922 Evans




'pase against the "labour fakers'"., 1In September 1923, the

* 24.!0

f
refused to turn over per capita payments to "a bunch of pot

s

bellied business agents" at the U.M.W, headquarters in Indiana-~

polis, and gave the money back to the miners instead, He later

S e, ik

was prosecuted on charges of "fraidulent conversion", convicted, .
! 17
and sent to the penitentiary for this crime,

The contradictions within the organization came to light f

in the events surrounding the "general strike" of miners and
steelworkers in Cape Breton in July of 1923, The strike was \’ﬂ
led by Communist Party militants on'ﬁhe Islapd, headed by J,B. ‘S
McLachlan, Secretary—Treasurer}of Disfrict 26, It was smashed

by a double blow: by the governme: t which railroaded McLachlag///
to prison; and John L. Lewis, who simu{taneously~déposed thei 1
District 26 executive on the groﬁnds thét.it was involyed;in
revolutionary conspiracy, TPe militants in DrumheLlé}, leé by

a Cape Breton Communist, Lewis McDonald, sta;eﬁ'é strike in sym;’
pathy, while other locals in Alberta dem@ndéd that their District

18 ! ,
executive take similar action, The District President, William

Sherman, issued a call for a Conventid? to consider the matter,

L4

buf quickly reversed his stand, presumab}y on orders from
Indianaﬁ%lis. Once mJ;e, the wishes of the miners, who felt an
instinctive sOl;darity with their brethren fn Nova Scotia, deé-
pite John L. Lewis, had been subverted by fhe International.

The Communists, of course, were given further evidence for their

Secretary of the Operators' Association, R.M. Young, fel

*
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compelled to warn Sherman of the "menace" of '"men who hold

™)

cards in your organization but who are nevertheless not intrin-
19
sically loyal to it."

II

Thus, it was hardly as a united body that the District
.faced a new test against the operators with the expiry of the
1922 contract in March, 1924, Ten thousanafmine workers

found themselves out on gtrike again, and the dispute.with the
coal owners was paralleléd by infighting within the union. The
militants called for a general 160% strike, with all maintenance
men taken off the joﬁ, at least for 24 hours. The District
Executive refused to consider such a possibility, even when pro-
FAVOked by the operators, who failed to grant the union's request
> for a 10% checkoff for.strike relief from these -;ndividuals.zo
The strike leaders seemed to be paralyzed by their desire to
retain friendly relations with theicoal‘owners on the one hand,
and the brutal realities of the economic confliét on the other,
As small mines began to re-open af non-union rates along the
Coal Branch and in the Drumhellef Valley, and the U.M,W. of A,
put up no resistance, the stéikers began to talk of betrayal,
Local unions called for a special convention to deal with the
problem, but to no avail. Other Locals expressed their oppo-
sition to the‘International by endorsing candidates of the anti-
Lewis, Left Wing "Progressive Miners' Movement" and demanding th

¢

re-instatement of expelled militants like Alex Howat anu

PR
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f (} and McLachlan,
I 5
Even at the onset of the strike, morale amongst the miners

" had been low, °"A company spy from the Thiel Detective Agency

reported thus to the Secretary of the Operators' Association

of conditions in the Crows' Nest Pass:

...as far east as Blairmore 1 was surprised to find
public sentiment so strongly in favour of the opera-
tors... among the strikers themselves Lhere are rumaurs
of union men going to work in non-union mines and, I

- thought, a general disillusionment among their ranks --

< a propaganda that it might be well to push along if
. possible. Everyone was looking forward to a long
drawn out struggle of endurance,

—— 22
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As in 1922, the International claimed inability to distribute
regular strike pay. A national relief campaign for the miners
netted a few thousana'dollars, mainly from District 26 and

various Communist Party sources, but this was merely a drop in
23

the bucket, In the Creows' Nesl Pass; the miners were quickly

reduced to penury and their families forced to subsisg)on extenf
ded credit and handouts(irom local merchants, On’October 24,
after seven months on strike, thé U.M.W., of A, signed an agree-
ment with the Operators' Association which included cuts of
between $.80 and $1,17 on daily rates and 12}% on contract\meg.
For many the strike had been an exercise:in futility. To have
gone back at a loss,after receiving very little material assist-
ance in the fight, was a bitter p}ll to swallow, and dia nothiné

to further endear the United Mine Workers in thebﬁ?afts of its
24 . . i
membership, |
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However, the battle was not yet over., The hopes of the

mining community for a retuyn to industrial peace and pros-
i

perity weye dashed by new demands on the part of the coal ‘
owners. \Labour had had its strike, now it was the turn of

Capital, JWithin two months the Crows' Nest Pass Coal Company,

the largesY operator in District 18, with 1,200 men employed
in its.mines at Fernie and Michel, B,C., closed its pits pend-
ing acceptance of furth%y cuts of up to 30% in wage scales.

The timing of the dispute was advantageous to the miners, and

H

the Communist element in the District called for an industry--

B

wide sympathetic strike, "as the old glasé hit forty below"
in the West.z5 The Crows' Nest Pass Coal C6mpany had gambled

that the U.M.W. would ot fight, and they were right. Left to
their own devices and teetering on the brink of starvation, the

w

Fernie miners surrerndered on December 10, 1924, A company ﬁnion,
the B,C. Miners' Association, was set up, and signed a f§3¥~year
contract embodying the operators' main demands., TFe basic rate
for an underground 1abou¥er now stood at $4.25 a day, as opposed
to $6,89 before the 1924 strike: an example of what were eupheﬁis—/
tically known as tﬁe "New Crow Rates." In a masterful stroke )
the corporation had seizep theropportunity pfésented by the
prevailing mood of defeat, and inflicted a serious bldgy to trade

unionism in what had long been one of its strongholds, the

Crows' Nest Pass. '
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Tim Buck, the head of the Communist Party's "Trade Union

™)

Educational League"™ who spent a good deal of time in District "

18 during the crisis, summed up "The Lesson of:Fernie" in an ’

.

article in the T.U.E.L.'s newspaper, Left Wing., Arguing the

»-

need to revive "an idealism without which trade uniqpism

becomes a meaningless farce" he writes:
] . .
(%K e cut was a reflection of the spirit of the men
. mo than anything else, and the company union is more
an effect than a cause,,, the compaiy union at Fernie,
which is today an'effect of demporalization, will in
: its turn be the cause of more. 9gg '

S :»wrﬂfxw%“‘mﬁ"w%*‘?&“ R T e

d

Buck was not far off the mark., After enduring the lock-out
for another month, the Michel men capitulated on January 8,

1925, on identical terms as had been obtained in Fernie. The

£

International union had now beentall but wiped out in British

+

“v.. Columbia. g - ,

~

~

\\

\\\\I?e psychological advantage gained by the operators in

o

breaking away from the Western Canada Coal Operators' Association

contract with District 18 in B,C, was, of/;ourse, re-inforced

by a potent eeonomip factor 'as well, Given the increasingly
competitive nature of the coal industry in the Crows' Nest Pass,
the wage cwts on the B;C. side made similar reductions in the
Alberta Gection almost iqevitaﬂ}e, since mines on both sides of .
the line depended heavily on essentially the same market —-- /
the C.P.R, and its subsidiary, Congolidated Mining Bnd Smelting.'
With the entire Pass working:at non-union rdtes, the other

"steam fields" further north serving the C,N.R, would not be

A\l

“ns.
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_long in following suit. Further impetus wouid also be given

to the wage cutting arguments of the operators in the lignite

fields,

7

who were anxious to lower the costs of production in
order to bettér compete with alternate sourcés of fuel in the
t.27

domestic marke The Crows' Nest Pass €oal Company =-- which

w%% owned by the former holding company for the railroad empire

of J.J. Hill, Northern Securities, and the Granby Consolldated

Mine and Smelting Corporation -- played an instrumental 101e

therefore, "in driving down the wages of workers 1n Wester
28
Canada's coal mining industry.
|
Thel majority of the Alberta operators, fearful of worker

resistance which might jeopardize existing coal orders, acted

cautiously, waiting for a more propitious time to deliver the

coup-de-grace, Nevertheless, the winter of 1924-1925 was a

hard,hard time for the'miging community, The "Report from
District 18" in the Left Wing reads as follows:

.Coleman, Bellevue, Hillcrest and Blairmore are
working less than half time, the Lethbridge field
is working every day, but in another month their
season will be over, the mines closed until
September., Only eight months between pay days...
Drumheller is in the same boat as Lethbridge, Canmore
is very slack. 1In the Saunders' Field we lost two
of the three mines, at Nordegg it is NINE months
since the last ton of coal was loaded.

Mountain Park and Cadomin have not yet re-opened to
date and Luscar, Mercoal and Mile 50 will be closing
down again in the near future At Brule,..Mr., Bickell
offered to reopen the mine if the men would accept
another rgduction...hunger will be the deciding factor,
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Plenty of coal, more mines to open up, twice as
(i? many miners as there ave jobs, no markets, immi-
L grants coming in by the thousands, terrific struggles

for jobs., Liberal-Rockefeller Government at Ottawa,

Rich Farmer Government at Edmonton, the more we work
the more in debt we are, misery and suffering are
getting beyond our control sc ~-God Save the Kingl

’.

29

The Operators' Association convened one oi its last meetings

A3

in Mérch, 1925, Secretary Young admitted that conditions in the

District were "probably worse than at any ;revious time in its
history; adding that the B,C. wage cuts were "a striking indica-
: \\ tion of what can be done" to r?solve the probléms.30 The )

( operators cqntinued to press the propaganda that wage cuts ''could

result in five days a week wovk" in the Alberta mines. A final

N attempt at negotiations came to naught, as union officers refused

L 3

to countenance any re-opening of the 1924 contract until year's

-

end, For all intents and purposes the Association then,dissol-
, ,

ved itself, as its members endeavoured\ to salvage what they

» could out of the chaos b Tocking out an \Sktracting local agree-

’ !
ments from their employees. Thé’open°shopf¥ow seemed well with-

el

in their reach, g

Despite the United Mine Workers' adamantrpolicy towards \

wage reductions, it remained lethargic in its response to .the

crisis and did little to back up its stand in a concrete manner,
Sherman refused to heed demands Irom locals such as BlairmqQre
to call a strike, arfd left things to-drift from bad to worse. o

The rank and file, led primarily by the Communists, put u

” -
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show of résistance in a few areas, On March 28, for example,

a parade of miners passed through Hillcrest, Blairmore and

'Coleman'under red banners emblazoned with the hammer and

sickle and the brave words, "NO SURRENDER, NATIONALIZATION OF
THE MINES". 1In the Alberta Pass, however, the cause had long
since been lost, On April 6, Blalrmo;e voted 150 to 98 to
accept a slightly higher version of Qge "New grow Rates.gl
Bellevue followed the nex£ day, and Coleman on April 11,
Hillcrest was the last holdout in the area. Here the mine
was piqketted in ap appavently vigorous manier by the militants
between April 17rand 24, as the company tried-to ré-open the
pits with strike-breakers and "loyal" employees. The resist-
ance was led entirely-by "local officers of the union," -
A?cording to Tiq Bucg, President Sherman stopped in the togg
only long enough to buy $9 worth of beer for the strikers,
Later, when 23 Hillcrest employees involved in the picketting

\

were‘blacklist%d‘gﬁd branded as "Reds'" by the company, Sherman
disavowed them,ﬁéiaiming that "their actions were'not approsed
of by the Uniteq Mine Workers." .jAlthough the operators liked
to think of the "Reds" in the coallfields as entirely foreign

}n origin, this group was led by a Britisher named Thomas Price,
ahd included a Nova Scotian, a %eﬁqoundlander and an English=- -

speaking Quebecer in its ranks, The 23 militants were ‘refused

work in all the other camps in the Pass, and presumably had to
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move far afield to find other jobs in the mines. It was
a crushing blow to trade unionism at Hillcrest -- the site of
Canada's worst mine disaster in 1914 -- which was not organized

again until 1937, It might be noted that Hillcrest Collieries

wasla creature of the Herbert Holt/C.P.R. interests at this

35
time,
The "peaceful revolution", as the Edmonton Journal called
d"" “" 36
the Qreak—upﬁ)f District 18, swung into high gear, The

~
brave miners of Nordegg, who had not had a day's work since the

beginning of the 1924 étrikc, voted to leave the U,M.W. by a

margin of 192 to 134 on May 8, Canmore on May 11. -In the North, -

along the C.N.R.'s Coad Branch, most of 'the smaller ca%bs were
re-opened on an open shop basis &Foothills since mid-1924)
although three key mines —-- Cadomi;, Luscar and Mountain Park —--
remained closéd until later in the summer, It was in this con-
éext of defeat that £he first steps t;wards re-organization of
District 18, outside of the United'Mine\Workers, were taken in
the Pass; where "home locals; with limited check off privileges
along the lines of the B.C, Miners' Associ&tion had been estab-
lished after disaffiliation, In this process, the Communist
Part; played a crucial role, despite i%s official]%?ne of oppos-
ing "secessionist movements" from International unions. Earl

Browder, for example, thought it inconsistent for the Canadian

Party to participate in the organization of a Canadian éoal
£ . . \

‘ |

. ¢ antem

~
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miners' union in the West while continuing to support the

‘ ’ 37
U.M.W, in Nova Scotia, Yet the situation in District 18
presented itself as a very special case,- An unsigned, docu-

ment, ‘dated at Coleman, Alberta, May 8, 1925, and almost

At o s s Ko 7 P g e

certainly written by Tim Buck,, explains:

b G T NN MRS TR | R, e

t

,..the bittexness which has ecxisted against this

A union (U.M.W. of A,) since the 1919 secessionist

movement has produced a peculiar sentiment which

{‘ may be summed up in the phrase so often heard, 4

] ’ "Well, we got it in the neck, but by God we have

; ™ some thing to be thankful for, this has rid us of

‘ the U.M.W.of A.".,.Today the men find themselves T4

v in t same camp as the boss against the U.M.W.of A, ,

; and the combination of ¢ircumstances (more than a

i year without work, noxlid satisfaction at the defeat

’ of John L, Lewis, and the fact that they are complete-

ly beaten) renders any idea of re-organizing the

United Mine Workers out ol the question,,.Because

we are opposed to secession, it does not follow that

~ we must stand aside and see the workers of a1 whole
industry (and our most militant supporters at sthat)
completely smashed and demoralized.,.

\

38
The document goe% on to outline the Party's "Plan Z" for the
future of Distrikt 18. The plan provided for "one of the

locals in which we still have some influence'" to call a con-

vention of delegates from the home locals, out of which would
\

energe a4 new miners' organiéation: to be called the "Crows'

Nest Pass Miners! Union", the "United Mine Workers'&of Canada',
or, most likely, the "Mine Workers' Union of Canada." The i
Convention was held, acLording to the Party's Plan, at Blair-
more on June 1, at shich time the Mine Workers' Union of

Canada was formally inaugurated. Delegates from Coleman, Blair-

more, Bellevue, Corbin, B.C., Michel and Hillcrest attended,
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although the home locals in the latter two,camps did not

~affiliate,

!

; The new union represented an ideological "mulligan stew'",
I r‘ L]

It+was comprised of elements which had opposed the U.M,W, of

At s e e o Poes

]
I .
A.'s stand on the wage question, those who had opposed the

International for nationalistic reasons, as well as the

Communist and non-Communist Left Wing. United Mine Workers
sfalwarts like Pat Conroy 6r Drumheller regarded the new union

as "notoriously reactionary", and criticized Commuﬁlst parfi>\~
cipation, therein as purely opportunistic.39 If abandoning cher-
ished dogmas (on "dual unionism") in order to reflect the desires
of the rank and file can be construed as opportunism, then
Communist poliéy ié this case probably was. No doubt thé Com-
munists accepted the inevitability of working with the "reaction-
aries'™ now that the battle ovér the wage question was ovér, with

v

the hope of steering the union toa more.mﬁlitant course in fut-

ure.

W

\
The provisional executive of the Mine Workers' Union of
Canada reflected the new alliances, Its President was_ Frank
Leary of Blairmoye, a Left—lea;ing non-Communist; its Vice-
President a right wing or '"modera‘te" repfeeentative from Cole~
man, John D, Gillis., The important post of’Secretary-Treasurer

fell to John Stokaluk, a '"radical foreigner", also of Coleman,

Stokaluk, a Ukrainian, was the leading light of the Communist

9

P
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Party and Ukrainian Farmer Labour Temple Association organiza-

)

tions in the Crows' Nest area. "Big John" was popular with
the rank and file, especially the foreign element, who consti-

tuted a majority of the mine workers in the Pass (See Appendix

LR TR s i

Py YR TR T TR

D, Table 1). Stokaluk, however, was no wild-eyed revolutionary,

but a cautious comrade and a capable trade unionist, who sought

>

- to maintain good relations between the opposing factions within

. the organization: a style of leadership which would later bring
him into conflict with the leadership of the Communist Pérty.

’ ._Although the alliance bétween Left and Right in the Crows' Nest

Pass. embodied-in  the M{W.U.C. wgsAto break down during the depreé—

. : | ) .
sion, for the moment alTl were united against a common enemy,
b ° |
a

»

V-~ the United Mine Workejﬁ of America in their common opposition to

the U.M.W. of A, bureaucracf. Leary's first press release made

this point clear: f

{ This organization is determined no U.M.W, of A, will

s be re-organized in the Pass under the present regime,

1 The District officials failed us in a critical hour.

Six weeks before the direct settlement of the wage

: guestion we urged the District officials to take act- "

ﬁ ion, They refused, saying they were acting on instruc-

tions from Indianapolis, Separate agreements were there-

fore negotiated..we will not interfere with existing
contracts,' We plan to go along quietly, increasing

our strength|gradually.

. ’ 40

. L. Elsewhefe, the ,"peaceful revolution" continued apace. In

'

the Lethbridgé“lignite field, the miners voted to accept company

terms between June 2 and 9, and another "imdependent" organiza-

tion was formed, the Lethbridge Miners' Federation, At the

Y
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Galt Mine in Hard;eville, a suburb of Lethbridge, the Canadian
Pacific Railway extracted exceedingly favourable terms in a three-
year agreement which contained daily wage scales 20 cents
lower than those obtained‘in the Alberta Pass, The check off
was reduced to 50 cents (as opposed to $1,00 in Blairmore,
Bellevue and Coleman) per day, just in case the '"Miners' Federa-
tioﬁ" should cease to function in the company union capacity.
And despite the wage reductions, the old charges, such as 1% of
all earnings for the use of lamps, remained unchanged.41 The
first President of the Miners'iFederation Qas one James Sloan,
later President of the M.W.U.C;; a Scotsman who had been active
in the trade union movement since his arrival in Canada in 1907,

gloanworked iiis way onto the U,M,W, blacklist in 1919 for the

crime of being a "strong O.B.U."™ in Coaihurst,‘a traditionally
42

.militant camp just West of Lethbridge. Like many in District

18, he had not "abandoned trade unionism" in 1925, but had aban-

A}
doned a particular union and its policies, which had ceased to

serve the interests of its membership.

—_—

IIL e a
Well might the Department of Labour's annual publication
for 1925 describe tpéftangled struggle between the "operators,
the U.M.W. and the Communist Party in the coalfields as "Con-
fusion-in District 18.'" Where the fight had come to a conflict
/ I
~
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between the International and the mine owners, the Cam dian 1

s

miners had lined up, ip a sense, with their "class enemies" -

against the labourtbureaucrats. It is significant, however,

that where the U.M.W. was not an issue, or where it lined up

S Tt et 5, RS AMS:

with the operators against the miners, the "peaceful revolution" .
was not accmplished without a struggle, For illustrations of
this trend we must turn our attention to the events which trans=-
pired in the other lignite fields in Alberta in 1925, First,
the Edmonton field, which employed, depending on the season,
! 5etween 200 and .800 mine workers, - The Edmonton miners had
bedn smashed by the operatoré during the 1922 strike, and forced
to accept wage scales which were approximately half those of
the rest of Epe District. With the exception dfione,U.M.W.
local (4119), they had been organized into the Edmonton and

District Miners' Federation, an affiliate of the diminutive.

t

Canadian Federation of Labour, Although loudly denounced as a. i

"scab" outfit by the U.M.W., which refused a 100 dollar donation .

from the Federatioﬁ/aaring the 1924 strike, it had fallen under

the control of what Tim Buck called "progressive elements '(and)

deveioped, within two years,.., into a militant and aggressive
) 43 ’ :
organization." By launching strike gction in the summer of

—

i _—

1925, the Federation was successful in par{ng down employer

~V demands for further wage cuts, no small feat for a supposed .

—

"company, union”. (See Appendix C, page 259)-




};\1 N V / I ! R 38..-

/ L4
/

~X . !
{: The main actiqﬂ/;; 1925, however, occurred in the Drum- /////:

! heller Valley, wh/;h experlenced a b1tter strlke which fore- ///
2 shadowed the sf}uggles of the 1930's in several 1mportéB; ' 1

' ways, In gﬂe first place the strike marked the final des1g— :

nation oﬁ/;he once proud U.M.W. of A, as a "company unlon"

when, f/; the first time, the U,M.W. openly i}d/d with manage-

¢ ’ ment on the bread and butter issues fa01ng/fhe membership
R - [

*(its opposition® to the 0.B.U., it will bé recalled, was combined
with demands for higher wages for the membershiﬁ). Secondly,
3 \ ' the strike saw emergence, fgr tﬁe first, but.by no means the
last time, of "communism"“és an issue in.industrial conflict ™
in the coalfieldg‘ Thir@ly{/Drumheller in 1925 experiencgd

the kind of violence which was to characterize tragically the

.

struggles of the 30's, For fheQe reas&ns, the strike deserve Sy

closer. attention here,

. , .
By the early summer of 1925, the U.M.W. leadership had

‘recognized that 'its stand on the wage issue had been a' failure,

' . - Further adherehce to it could only result in t?e complete

a

demolition of their organization, whose main strength now 1ldy

0 Lo

in the Drumheller Valley, However, in typical fashion, they

. / L “ *

' e s ‘ . .
® allowed the rank and file no decision.on the matter, and in an:

1

abrupt volte-face announced the signing of a new contract with

the coal operators < (now grouped toéefher as the Red Deer

Valley Coal Operators Association) on June 17. ‘The contract
| . ) -

' provided for a 15% reduction on contract rates;, and the basi
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§ g "Crow Rates" for datal men. The miners were /indignant

B Y § ; )

" .
and unlike their confreres in some other areas, put up a

stiff resistance to the cuts, One factor, no doubt, was the

lack of consultation: not even important local U.M.W, offi-
, 4,
cers like Pat Conroy had been informed of the signing of the

contract. Like the other "domestic™ or lignite coal miners, o

B R Bl SR L5 4% o i i e

!
.. the Drumheller men worked 40 to 50 days less a year than those
in the "steam fields", and'felt.that‘high wages were necessary

&
to offset the seasonal unemployment problem. Their only other

%
‘
{
'
i
;
!
A
d

source of inclome might be a few weeks work in the fields, for
which they wJuld have to compete with the swarms of unemployed
who roamed the western prairies during the 1920's. The Drum—
heller field, one of the last téﬂbe opened up in the West, was
traditionally notqd for ?ts militance, and had been a hot bed of
. , .

f.B.U. and Communist activities prior to 1925, 1In addition, the

lDrumheller Valley possessed a relatively strong and aggressive

Nradical movement which was willing to assume leadership of a

fight against both the bperators and the U.M.W. of A,

The leader of this movement was a mah named Lewis }McDonald,
alias 'Kid Burns', one of .the more interesting characters in the
Alberta coalfields, McDonald came from a mining family in Glace
de, Nova Scotia, and had earned.his nickname by being favourably

Q y co*pared with the gréat Tommy Burns while a prizefighter in the

Unﬂted States Navy before the war. He served in Europe duringg

1 PN
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1 . ; the Great War, and returned home to become involved in the

radical ferment in Cape Breton iﬁ the immedidate post-war
. 45 .
N period. By 1922, he was in the West, breathing the fire of

N the class struggle into the Drumheller Sub-District of the U.M.W.
‘ N

of A. He seems to have aspired to thé position ofthe J.B.

¢

McLachlan of District 18, although he was not quite of the same

o

calibre as the latter labour leader., Nevertheless, he was a-
fighter, and possessed that quaT?%y of raw, reckless courage
which did nof count for nothing in the hard lite of the mining

‘ community. He was popular with the miners, as evidenced by his

election as check-weighman at various mines in the Drumheller
area after being bl{Fklisted fdr his part in the Cape Breton
’ >

sympathetic strike 'of July,1923. McDonald's chief problem --

and one which caused considerable embarrassment among his super-

iors in.the Communist movement -- was his inability to get along

&
with the ethnic wing of the Party. |He managed to combiﬁe his

radicalism with a fiery nationalism and a fair degree of Anglo-

Saxon chauvinism., Later, during the\early years of the Depresgion,
he was ;5 eﬁpouse a policy of outright racisw. During the 1925\
strike, however, the Party was able to deliver the sUupport of

the ethnic groups, bar%icularly the Ukrainians, who made up 11%

\ ' of the labour force,’ to the McDonald faction. Moreover,

McDonald's problems with the ?thnics was not as great a disabil-

ity in Drumheller as it might have been elsewhere., In 1925, it
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was the only major coalfield in Alberta to have a clear

majority of BritisP, Canadians and Americans employed in

A the mines, (§ee Aﬁpendix D, Table 1). Doubtless McDonald'é
latent naéivism only reflected the ideas and prejudices of

Py .

the rest of the Anglo-Saxon community at the time,

seized the opportunity presented by the odious U,M. W,

1 contract to engineer the creation of a new organizatiopn,

4
the Red Deer Valley Miners' Union, after June 17. Its E:

- .

executive included/Joseph Fletcher, Robert Hall and John'

f/JenkiﬁE; but not McDonald,who declined nomination,

™ McDonald .refusal to serve iﬁ an official-capacity seems
. to have been part of the new union's general strategy of

avoiding the "Communist" label, Right from the start, the

union's ;pponents attempted to obscure the real issues at

stake -- wage cuts and the right to a Canadian union -- ‘'

in a smokescreen of political rhetoric. Said Sherman of

the secession:

...the present situation in .Drumheller has been
developing for the past two years. Outside influ-
cw ences oOperating through an organization known . W
! as the Workers' Party (Communist Party' of Canada)
have strenuously tried to destroy 'the U.M.W. of
’ A. Their campaign bhas been so guarded as to
- e

- ) // o ' ' £
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prevent expulsion.,, the Workers' Party was conspir-
ing to destroy the international trade union move-
ments. Our policy has been to force them to come into
the open and the present situation at Drumheller -is the

final outcome of such a policy. -

we

' r 46

\ 4

- The\daily}ﬁress, which had applauded the actions of miners in

/ other areas iu quitting the U,M.W., was less than unqualified

/ ®

in its support of the Drumheller secessionists:

| ...0of course, every puyblic-spirited citizen prefers
seeing an all-Canadiaf union in the field but when a
Canadian union allowsl Communists to take an active

. v , part in its program, \{t does not represent Canadian-—
™ ism at all,..Elininatian of Reds would go a long way
in winning pulBiic sympathy.
-~ - ‘ 4
|
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“The miners of District 18, of course, had had'little "public"

sympathy" during their years of struggle in the West, and
could pfobably get along just as well without it now., The
important question is the degree of sympathy that the "Com-

munist" Red Deer Valley Union elicited from the miners them-

selves, a factor which is, unfortunately, rather hard to measure.

Of the 1,600 miners employed inthe field, only 800 participated
in the referendum of June 21, the results of. which are produce
below (Appendix E, Table 2). The refe;éndum was conducted very
hastily, and may have been blocked by the U.M.W. in several
locals. Many mine workefs, moreover, may have’ been out of the
district seeking temporary'employment at the time.' While ‘the
Red Deer Unior claimed 90% suppork for 1ts strike call of

“

June 23, the operators estimated that only half of their

48
workers participated. The truth perhaps’ lies somewhere in
between, pointing to the probable conclusion that although some

workers remained loyal to the U.M.W., the majority did not.

" The Cafﬁary Herald opined that the new uqidn-"seems to have the

majority." Conroy's statement that he could have beeh crowned

"King of Drumheller" had he abandoned the U.M,W., of A, would
C 50 .
also seem to bear this out,
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Although many mines were completely idle at the time of

the strike, others were open for developmental work, and were ;
heavily picketted by the supporters of the Canadian union. An

important point of conflict was at the A.B.C, (Alberta Block '

L]

Coal Company) mine, part of the empire of Jesse Gouge. Gouge

4 4 s
was the largest operator in the Valley, a stroiig supporter of
the U.M.W., and staunch opponent of "communism" in the coal- o

fields. On June 25, a minor riot broke out at the A,.B.C. gates,

|
as U,M.W, personnel sought to cross picket lines, and Drumheller

was invaded by a strong detachment of Alberta Provincial Police.

On June 26, two of their number fired upon a group of four or

14

five strikers camped on the high ground surrounding the mine,

grievously woundiné 2]1-year-old-Lambert Renners, A.E. Smith

*

describes the shooting in his autobiography, adding the not
implausible opinion that Tim Buck, who helped organize the N
strike, was the actual target of the police:

... humerous police were sent into Drumheller. They
practised ugly methods of intimidation. Scabs were
imported., some even coming ‘from the Old Country
Many of these, to their credl% never entered the
mines, ..One nlght without warnlng (the incident took
place in the early hours of the morning) the police

+ took a shot at one of the pickets in the glow of the:
bonfire they had 1it to keep warm, Louis Renners (sic)
fell, shot in the bwck He was arrested and handcuffed
desplte the fact that!he was severely wounded...It had
remained a secret until now, that the man standing
beside the fire beside LOUlS that night was Tim Buck.
The police had hoped that Tim was the man who dropped
ta earth at the crack of their rifle shot.

- 51




.is well described by union spokesman John Brooker:

(f#
There is no way to verify Smith's charges, although the

rest of his account is largely accurate. Given the prevailing
anti-communist Hysteria being whipped up in Drumheller, the
Communists had good reason to hush up Buck's role and toﬂkeep
him "undergrgund".nfContemporary newspaber accounté made no
mention of his-presence. The “police claimed thqt the group
had been throwing rocks at them at the time of the shooting.

a X\ .
They exXcused their brutal treatment of Renners in dragging him

_ to jail instead of the hospital by stating that they did not

\"discover" the damage until later. Not for three weeks did it

become known that the lad would indeed recover from gunshot
’ 52

wounds in the back.and abdomen. Immediately following the

shootings, the hills around the A.B.C. mine were occupied by ';

police and tear gas was used to dispersé further attempts to

picket the Gouge property. As one reporter noted: "the authori-

ties are evidently working on thg assumption that the-new miners?

organization is not a lawful one and therefore has not the right
53 . ,
to picket." The response of the strikers to these events

!

¥

We fought overseas, but not against ourselves, why

should police usé guns to shoot our boys, and parade
rifles and machine guns against us who are Canadian
citizens,

54

Paradoxically, the Valley Union's staunchest supporters
were the war veterans, a group not traditionally sympathetic

to militant trade unionism in the Drumheller area. The veter--

ans, who were almost entirely Anglo-Saxon, had gléyed an

N

gt
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instrumental role in breaking up in an extremely vioclent

- manner the "foreign dominated" 0.B.U, movement some years
) 55 s
before, . Conroy, for one, thought it strange indeed that the

PO

Drumheller Communists should march with the Veterans' Assbci—

ot ation under the Union Jack and a banner reading "We Defended

Canada 1914-1918: We Desire Justice and a Canadian Union,"

Not so incongruous perhaps, when one considers the-inclinations

+.,of Party personnel like McDonald, a war veteran himself, who

was instrumental in mobilizing his confreres behind the strike;
and ‘Jenkins, whose statement that the veterans were men who
"had fought for civilization" would have been anathema to the
‘C.P.#leadership. The veterans,of course, were not fhe same

~ men who had so enthusiastically-tarred and feathered the radi-

a« = .

cals of 1919, Years of strikes and unemployment had taken tbeir

toll, and this time around they would not allow themselves ib be

used as employers' pawns in the fight against "communism," ’'On

/
.

the other hand, while supporting the new union, the veteraﬁs'

Association stoutly denied any revolutionary intentions, and

L

4

| ) took an increasingly active role in union affairs in order to
8

4 /
demonstrate to the public that "the 'Red' element in the Valley
56
was not in control."
/
"Red" or not, the strikelconﬁinued, on an only slightly

diminished level of savagery. On July 23 Sherman was mauled,

although not baaly injured, in a fight with McDonald outside

the Ukrainian Farmer Labour Temple. As the operators' desire

™
— -
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mines on Augugt 25, and by mid September, the organization had -

shop. In all cases, the proposed pay cuts were implemented.

47, .. i

to step up work in the mines, connected with experimentel ship-

ments of Alberta.coal to the Ontario market in 1925, increased,

so did the running battle on the picket lines at the A.B.C., ?

Atlas, Midlandvale, and Rosedale mines. Of one episode we read:

. (the returned men),..tired of suck holing to a scab
and the boss, lets go over the top with the best of
luck...cars carrying scabs riddled with stones, many
of the police couldn't see,,,THE MINERS WERE MAD -~ 500
men ready to go and 75 women cheering them on with the
result that the doctor was very busy and the garage
will be busy too one imported scab at the middland . .
mine is dying...as Jim (McLachlan) would say, 'I was
not able to be present but heartily approve of the
event',.. ‘

57 4

The new union, however, was unable to assert ité will
against the economic realities of the situatioﬁ,"the apparatué‘
of the state, and fhe implacable hostility of the coal operators,
After one unsuccessful attempt, Jesse Gouge got an injunction
preventing 36 named union members from picketting the Drumheller

58
"ceased to exist", and the strike collapsed. Five hundred
miners in the Wayne area regrouped themselves as the "Wayne Mine“
Workers' Union of Canada", and signed an agreément under that
designation with 8 companées in that field., Other mines, follow-

)

ing the lead of Gouge, signed with the U,M.W,, or went open
’ . y

Aside from the suffering of families whose members spent vary-
ing periods behind bars (approximately 75 of these went for
trial, although onéy McDonald and a yoang man named Cecil Boone

@ere convicted); the dispute was capped by the tragic exodus of

N
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scores of blacklisted militants. It was the Drumheller
strike of 1925 which spurred the creation of the” Communist

legal aid organization, the Canadian Labour Defencg League,

which was to prove of inestimable value to the k.W.U.C. during

59 N
the 1930's, Most importantly, the divigion of the miners of

—

the Valley into weak and divided organizations had agstroyed
their solidarity and militated against all attempts to collec- °

b s
tively improve their conditions for over- a decade,

-

The operators' campaign had been triumphant throughout the
Pistrict. 1In A?guét the wage quts were finally implemented

along the Coal}braneh, although the biggest mine, at Mountain

Park, remained/with the U,M.W. of A:, as did Brule on tle C.N.R.

main line, Theg International, however, scarcely remained as a

By summer's end,! its entire executive .had

H

resigned, the affairs of District 18 be%ng placed in the hands

¢ .
of Internatijonal Board Member Bob Livett from Coleman. Livett,

along with Angus J. Morrison, ruled directly without election

on behalf of the International for the next 11 years, By'

Livett's own cqpnt, the union had been reduced from 34 locals

with 8,500 members to six locals with 1,500 members in one year.

| \

As the Drumheller ‘bgents had proven, the U.M.W. now differed
little in practlce from\the other "home locals" and company

unions ih the District. it\was,'as Paul Phillips remarks,
61 ;

"labour's darkest hoq;" in the. West,

! £
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The fledgling Mine Workers'Union of Canada, pushed by

the Comifinist Party, tried to step into this gppalling'breach.
P

Out of the defeated fragments of District 18 the Communists

<]
hoped to build no less than "a powerful industrial organization

functioning in every coal or metal mining district from
) 62
Vancouver Island to Wabana," Stokaluk took the first step

in convincing the rest of the executive of the M.W.U.C. to cail

" a "pational" organizing convention in September, 1925, and invi-

.

ting representatives from all the Canadian unions in District

= TTTe—

18, as well as from the ore miners of Porcupine, Ontario. He
failed, however, to heed the Party's advice to extend the
igvitation to the dissident Leftwaﬁg of District 26, 'Stbkaluk,
a man with a'genius-for maintaining a delicate balance betweeﬁ
Party policy ;nd the necessities of his own position in the
trade union movement, argued that the preseunce of the Nova
Scotians would "scare the‘opefators” and alienate the right Wing
element in the M.W.U.C.63

Fewis McDonald, awai?ing"trial Tfor his many misdeeds of the
previous summer, played an active role in the Convention'skbro—'
ceedings (September 28 - October-2), and éat on the committed
chesen to draft a constitution for the M.W.U.C. He considered

the Calgary meeting, which wés\attended by 35 delegates claiming

to represent 7,000 miners a 'good reply” to the "U.M.W. traitors"

such as Pat Conroy:
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...the convention understood well enough that what
is wanted is not a big splash and little or no orga- -
. nization, but a powe1fu1 industrial union, embra01ng
’ : every mine worker,..given this, with a flghtlng pro-
grafn and militant leadership, nothing can stop the
miners from forging ahead,
N _ 64
*
N - C © "
" A new executive was elected which differed little from the old

s}
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except for the replacement o{/Frank Leary by Dai Morgan-of

.No§degg, as Presi@egt, The Mine Workers Union of Canada con-

ey

: ‘ tinued to'be@P511 things to all men"ﬁ_in spite of the rhetoric.

R

»~

While\the Communists liked to fhink in terms of a "fighting
A 4

‘ organization," the Western Canada Coal Review expressed the hopes
B

Tof-the-operators for class cotllaboration:

4

. the Mine Workers' Ui
o - field before it, and m;

] ¥ ’ tors, provided its offi€ers are men in whom both
operators and miners Have complete trust. They must

be willing to see eyekto eye

, with the mine owners for/
the good of the indusiry as a whole, rather than the /
meagre alternative Qf\

'grant our demands or we strlke e

of Canada,.. .has a clear
fe acceptable *o the opera-
4

65 / ¢

o

The Constitution of_the orgqnization was a model of éobriety;

designed to answer gritics who still believed/;hat the M.W,U.C.

was "unCanadian": '
We believe that the time is now at hand for, the Mine
Workers ofCanada to form an organization that will be
of benefit to all workers, regardless of creed, color,
or nationality, and for the purpose'of establishing
conditions for the workers of the mining industry
4 hat are humane. Therefore we have decided to form the
Mine Workers Union of Canada for the purpose of ‘estab-
‘ lishing by lawful means (emphasis mine) the principles
PR *involved. 1p this Constitution,..

5 , 1 T 66
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On paper, the Mine Workers Union of Canada looked impres-
“ 67
sive, with 23 charters granted to the participating locals,

It failed o attract, however, important groﬁbs of colliers,

e #}fﬁ- B T Tt T L
.

“particularly the employees of the Crows' Nest Pass Coal Company,
( !

who remained unmoved by all appeais,to disband the "B,C,Miners'"
[ . \
Association” in favour of affiliation, Hillcrest, too, would

not affilate, Of thé\large camps in the Népth, iuscar and

Cadomin preferred to retain their. "home chals" for the moment,

7/

while Brule and Mountain Park remained with the U.M.W. of A.

. / :
The rivalry between the\two organizations %ﬁEZ;\EXS to sap the

i1 ,
energies of the miners in the years ahead had only just begun,

although at least one loc¢al (Brule) decided to accept cards

~ ~ "from any Local Union Secttetary properly certified" in ordef to
. 68 . "
minimize its effect. " .

Sy e
T 3

Before year's end, the Mine Workers' Union had suffered an

o

important defeat, and had its organization disruptedfby none

other than the I,W.W., in the Wayne field. . Wobbly organizer’

<{i Sam Scarlett (whzélater joined the C.P.C. and worked as a M.W.U.C.
: 69 : .
organizer) had come into the field 4following the debacle of

the summer, and provided leadership to miners still unwilling

to accept the "new regime'. of the operators. The Wayne field °

“

was closed on the first of December, while the Midland,.Roéedal

and Hygrade mines were struck shortly théreaftef. Dumbfounded

-

ey 3

by this breach of contract, the daily preés sﬁggészd that only -~
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. *miners "infected with the virus of radicalism" would dare_to
% . : . .

withhold their labour power in wintertime, causing inconven-
) AR ience to the operators as\wgll as the "public". The strikers
| \ . Hraised demands for a 5% ibcr%ase ip pay , but unfortiunately for

i most, their acfion broughé few results, Frightened b& the grue~
| some spectre of the I.W.W., the operators s}gned another "sweet-~

heart" contract with the Uhiteq Mine Workers. Members of the

11

International receive& the 5%, but not those -of the Mine"Workers'
Union of Canada, who had initiated the étrike in thé first place.

,w' : Af Livett proudly boasfed, "there has been no increase in wages
* outside the U.M.W. of A." AféeT one week the U.M.ﬁ. mines were .

-

' . N 3
b cﬁ in operation, while the Wayne men, having been so shame-

|
',_\ , fully betrayed, stayed out for another two futile weeks of strike

r70 ! v
. .and lost pay. . In.the aftermath of, the strike, the M.W.U,C.

hdck off wés aboiished at Wayne; the operators pxevented organi- -

. ers [from procuring avmeeting hall; and the union in that company
L . 71

. ) .
. town practically ceased to exist, )
] 7

_— Another affiliate, the Edmonton ahd District Miners'
. < - ¢ > ,

:

'Fedenation, also quickly disappeared, With the expiry of the

L] te

i e N = o T
2

1925 contract on June 28, 1926, a strike was declared in the

field, the Féderatipn demanding the restoration of pre-1925
I . .

wage rates and recognition as the.Mine Workers' Union of .

¢
[

Canada, * The empfbyers, on the other hand, "were reported to

iy have' demanded that.the employees éign agreements which would

N -
have inxglﬁed non-union conditions''and dﬁgumber of Eastern
. . v -, : ~
Europeaﬁ strikebreakers to enforce them, By summer's end the
’ i N . " ) i 2 /’/ ’ .
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ﬁtrike had been crushed and the‘Edmoﬁtbn field tpo fell into
f a3 v

J 72 .
the open shg¢p category, - The last remaining lgcal of the

”

Federatiow, at Big Valley, was smashed after the 1926~1927
season, when the operator opened up a new mine taking "greaf
care that only those of strong non-union tendenkies were taken
on."\73 The creation of'tﬁe'Mine Workers! Union of Canada,then,l

had had no appreciable effect in halting the capitalist offen-

Albert Peni entiary slam behind him on February 15, 1926,

Although /his thTe%;year sentence was for common assault on

charges stgmming 1rom the 1925 strike, the case was predictably
4 \

a \ . - . .
political in nature. One Alberta judge went so far as to state
g,

L

that McDonald was in jail beca&ge he was a ;Ebmmunist and an
74 )

* atheist". ‘Although the M.W,U,C, launched a campaign to have

him fﬂ%ed, there were some in the organization who were not

—. | P N J

sorry to se? him go, including John Stokaluk., After five months
3 LY )

\ - / !

behind bars McDonald's mood had changed to one of despair:

...trying to take my medecine (sic) like any class

coliscious worker, 'without squaking' there are times O

0 when I‘almost boil over, not on acczﬁht of the way
I am used inside, but outside..’ I-was glad the North
came into the M,W,U. of C. Sureg the workers have
had engugh of that American gnioﬁ, but from reports,
I am afraid of the Valley Iollowing the lead of
Vancouver Island (open shop)., Yau should watch that
donf*t happen,,.what I sometimes feel afraid of is the
isolation of the Western miners union from all others
in Canada. We must find copjnections or die, we.cannot
have any powr py ourselves, we will just become
reactionary (sic) on/gécount of our isolation,"

N 75
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73. PAO, C.P.C.\Fi\‘}es\; VI; 17, 6B0984, Correspondence to The
} Worker, October, 1927, {rom John MacPhérgon of the Big
Valley Local, ’
! y
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July 10, 1926, . .
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/ i .
Chapter 2 The Wheatley Regime: 1926-1929

©

I

The legacy of theobattling style ol Lewis McDonéld came
to an end in 1926, with the election of Frank Wheatley to the
office of the Presidal of the Mine Workers?® Union of Canada,
Far from being'a radical pariah, Wheatlejﬁwas §he réspécted
gead of the AlbertaDFederationﬂof Labour and a trade unionist
of a compietely different ilk. Born in Yorkshivre in 1877,
Wheatiey had dug coal since the age of twelve in the 01ld Country,
and fought for the Queen in the South African War before coming
%o Canada to work in the C,P,R.'s Bankhead miné&, near Banff,
Wheatle; had 5 strong dense of Victorian morality (he advocated,
for example, ,the abolition of common showers in the miners'
wash hsuses)land is said to have had a manner like a "Methodist
preacher". A God-fearing Fabian who théught that outright
nationalization of mines was too dfastic a step in11919,
Wheatley regarded the trade union movement, not as a wéapon in
the class'war, but as a vehicle for the spiritual and mqral up;
lifting of the worker., His attitude towards the movemént is
well expressed by a remark made during questioning by the
Alberta Government Coal Commission, set ﬁp to investigate the
miners' quasi-revolutionary outbf%hk of 1919, Arguing ;gainst
the barriers of class society which segregated ana discriminated
against the working.ﬁan, Wheatley declared that the miner
should be able to have the-opportunity to "wear a clean white

1
shirt,as a respectable citizen ought to do." It was through

A
\
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N i} .
organization, education and self-help, not revolution, that

people 1like Frank Wheatley saw the emancipation of the

working class,

Described as one of a group of "Lloyd George Coalition-
ists" within the Alberta Federation after the First War,
Wheatley was one of a minority on the Executive Board of

2 . .
District 18 to oppose the One Big Union, His popularity in

v
wul

the District plummeted as he predicted failure for the miners'
attempt to'steer a course through the uncharted Wﬁters of the
new unionism, The miners, he said in 1919, "are continually

trying to improve the status of the whéle working class move-

ment; but with a woeful effect on their own material interests." .

Yet Wheatley-does not seem to have been active in the smashing

of the new union, unlike David Rees, for example, who earned

¥

the District in 1919-1920, ’ !

the mickname "Reptile Rees" by passing around the blicklist in

-

Above all else, Wheatley was an h@nest and principled trade

unionist, His opposition to the One Big Union was at least
consistent, He was not a "turncoat'", like William Sherﬁan, who

had jumped on the O0.B.U. bandwagon when it had seemed irresist-

A

ible, only to violent disavow the organization after its defeat,

Wheatley spoke out against irregularities during the District
elections of 1921, which.were organized by Lewis' hatchetmen

in such a way that the voters were required to write their name

3
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on the ballot, He called for a boycott of - the elections, and

for this reason, locals at Férnie, Michel, Coleman, Hillgrest,
4

1
eI RUT TR Y B LI

Nordegg, Bankhead and Canmoiwe did not participate in them.
[ T

By 1925, Wheatley was the President of the Alberta Fedem tion

|
of Labour, and was appointed as Labour's representative on yet

o

énother Royal Commission established to investigate the chaos

'

‘ in the coal industry in that yegr,, The Commission's 391 page

(‘: Report, while not particularly lucid as to solutions for thé

: problems of the miners, contains an uncommonly thorough exam-
ination of the coal industry in Alberta -- a fact at least h

partly due to Wheatley's intelligence and experience as a

practical miner,

The Report was critical of the U.M.W. of A.'s recent record
in fhe District; scoring the International union for prolonging
the 1924 strike beyond the point at which anything might have

Qi been gained, and "failing to'recognize the necessities of the
V4
: 2
‘ : case" with regards to the lockouts, It is difficult to

3 &
E ascertain the degree to which these sentiments echoed those of

) .
Wheatley. He seems to have become convinced at some point,

1

4 . however, of the need for a new organization of miners in

LB
'

1 Western Canada. At the same time thg Mine Workers' Union of

Canada was casting about for a "prestige" candidate -~ and one

without revolutionary affiliations -- to fill its top post. ‘

Backed by ail factions within the union, excluding the suppor=-

i it .

ters of the imprisoned.McDonald, Wheatley was installed as

N J
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President in No;ember, 1926. His first act was to sponsor
a resolution at the A.F. of L. Convention, which provided for
the affiliation of the'M.W.U,C. to that body, and thu;,.to !
the National Trades and Labour Congress, The success of such
a move would have resulted in a fundamental change, however,
in the structure of the T.L.C.,, based as it.was on the primacy
of International unionism according to the Berlin formulas of
1902, To admit the Mine Workers Union of Cénada w;s to expel
the United Mine Workers of America, a step which the AlQerta ‘
Federation of Labour was not prepared to take., The resolution
féiled: and Wheatley then resigned as President of the A,F. of
L .u6 ) ’ .

In his’ 1925 pamphdet "Steps to Power', Tim Buck had argued

that if rebuffed by the Trades and Labour Congress grouping,

a national miners' union in Canada, would be instrumental in “

7
setting up a rival union central, This is, in fact, what

happened. Within a few months, the labours 0f Aaron Mosher

of thé‘Canadiaﬁ protherhood of Railway Employees, Whéatley,and
many other trade unionists in Canada, fed up with the "Inter- .
nationals", bore fruit with the launching of the All Canadian
Congress of Laﬁour . (Ma;ch, 19275, Mosher was the A,C.C,L.'s

0 .

President;’Wheatley the Vice President; an indication of the

relative importance of the two men's organizations. Thus the

S b ST
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- l: Mine Workers' Union of Canada ~- regarded by some as a company

\

v i, HE .
union, by others 'as a revolutionary conspiracy -- was brought,

for a time_into the mainstream of Canadian labour. .

This brought no, contradictions to a head within the

organization, Nationally the Communists gave tacit support to
/ , .
the All Canadian Congress, attracted by its avowed commitment

»

to industrial unionism and its opposition to the labour bosses
in the U,S., =--.at whose tender mercy ihe radicals had suffered
much during Ehe 1920's. All was harmonious in the miners"r
union, with McDonald in jail and Stokaluk as the chief Commun-
ist Party spokesman. Stokaluk and Wheatley we;e apparently quite
good friends, the older man being said to have treated the

8 .
big Ukrainian "like a son." Everyone remained united against-

-

the United Mine Workers! of America, which reached the nadir

of its fortunes in District 18 during the late 1920'5: Sup-
porters of the national union heaped-scorn on the U, M. W,

leaders' campaign for a tariff against "foreign" (i,e. American)

coal in Canada; and their refusal to take up "Comrade Wheatléy's"
challenge for a jurisdictional referendum t; end the dispute

in District 18, Pushed perhaps by Stokaluk, Wheatley himself
drifted towards the Left during the late 1920'§: raising the
slogan of "Nationalize the coal mines", as a first step towards
the creation of a "Co-operative Commonwealth". He raised no

objections,either, when more militant colleagues presented

.
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the most radical sounding resolu;;;ns -~-.dealing with such
topig¢gs as the defence of the U.S.S(R. -- to A.C.C,L.
* Conventions on behalf of the m?nefs.lo )
Ces ~ .
II /,/ ' L h \\\ X

’ . ~
On the industrial frontgjthe limited energies of the

s

Mine Workers' Union of Canada’ were concentrated in the Drum-
hélle;‘Valley. &he Valley yzs also tﬁgplast stronghold of the
United Mine Workers. The feud between the national and Inter-
national organizations, wiich had been initiated by the bitter
‘strike of 1925, continﬁeélto boil during the latter part of the
decade, On Labour Day ﬁf 1927, the United ‘Mine Workers plcnlc
at Drumheller was dlsrupted by supportels of ‘the Mine Workers [

[

» Union of 'Canada, who heckled the‘keynote speakers,James Simpson

0

and Robert ﬁiveft: ) ) .

aqQnce great Jimmy was taken to Drumheller, and o e
xwas howled down by the miners, who wanted
{%H:nthuatcd stuff,..Then leett.,.tr1ed
R

Ryt that was all the length he got...the
‘ miners wantic\none of it. .
o B ¢ 11 *
oS . - &
+« Stokaluk and Wheatley had been in the Valley recruiting
members for the M.W,U.C., and in October called a strike for
. *
recognition in Drumheller. Six mines with 700 employees, nope
of whem,claimed the M.W.U,C., K had been previousity organized by
the U.M.W., were brought out on October 17. Union recognition, °

argued the organizeré, was necessary to halt the speed up system

in the mines, which, they said, had been responsible for the

-
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deézﬁg‘éf\$hxg\,Drumheller miners durlng the prev1ous fortnight,
The strlké seemed SOlld untIi\the arrival of Bo&Fleett, who

g
/9/?3“8‘3 up cards for the U M.¥., and encou%?ge the strikers

L} a

o

o go back to work. "A score of workers, whose uiion experience

was limited to a fé%Jweeks duration, were misled nto seceding',
’ 12;

acgdording to the highly partisan Canadian Unionist, There

" was some evidence of the new style of leaqprshlp . Meetlng
Livett on the street, wggatley Eolﬁgely upbralded h1m asking
Bob if he thought he was doing the "rlght thing" by interfer-

ing in the étrike, 1nstead of alterlng the shape of his face,

- as 'Kid Burns' most certaldly.would have 'tried to do, Wheatle&

" tried to keep the peace on the picket line as‘%ell. As the

-~ . ' Ca adian Unionist's correspondent noted: "it was on1§ with the ~

¢

3

u most difficulty that Comrade Wheatley could restraln the

, 13 -

q\red blgoded workers from expres51ng their indignation aw
gi(U,M,W,) betrayal in a corporal fashion,"

!
~

The M. W.U.C. under Whéatley proved just as incapable. of
’ '[, ® o - '
cracking the Drumheller Tield as ‘the Canadian union of 1925.

2

-It was unable‘to mobilize the miners'of the Wayne field to
e Y o
‘strike in sympathy; whil? it was claimed that many strike

supporters were worklng in the. flelds instead of f;ghtlng
14
brack legs on the plcket line. The strike was ca&led off

on October 31, its maJor result having been a further inflam-

[

mation of the rivalry betweeh two gnions.' Communist William




| ~ , . .
. (’ riarty expressed the views of many when he railed against
: . \ !
" the "blackleg" tactics of the U.M.W., but without the solid '
4 LY N /
. . | . : .
. {//// . anoAKFtive support of the rank and file, there seemed little
1 . [l -
Hoa !

. hope o{hZ;f}pdglng the Internatlonal .
' I Wofider if some of. the old timers of the U.M.W.A.

ever visualized 'the day when their orgaiization
. would have to carry on its work under - police \
protection, w1th’an operator at the ¢lbows of its , o
' secretary and/pres1dent contentedly blowing smoke oo
’ rings? <
- g >15

@ "

. © ’ . . 4

For the ordinary-worker, the M.W,U.C./U.,M.W, of A,

° feud was algéd‘spectaclé indeed,, an indication of the low level
f ) to which- trade unign activity had sunk in Dist;ict 18 since

' I3 . . . [

» |
1924-1925 Union militant Joln  MacPherson, one of those black=

{

1lsted from the mlne at Big Valley, Alberta in 1927, wrote a

biting commentary on the disma’]l situatiod 1n the District during ‘j
oM

the Drumheller strike., He reminds us of the brutal fact that
; .

L ‘ -
- . . L
abproximatelxnone—half of the western mlners remained unorgan- ‘

|

%zed by elther unian, and that neither had made .a serious effort
O remedy thls @asxc problem. - R . ¢

Hoping that the -(fine) Workers Union and the U.M.W.A.
would quit their squabbling and get aon with the o%gan-
ization of the miners.in this Scab district, AL There is

» 1lots of ground for both unions if they are out,_to
organize, which may stem questlonable as both {hese .
bodies seem to. be trying to seize the few miners who :
are half organized in Drumheller.,.We heed a Union, a .
miners' union, . irrespective of the name af the organ-'

. ization. The open scabbery has been allowed to wrun .

long enough

T,

’

A
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= Judging from the vapouring appearing inw the press,
‘; ] . one would almost imagine the only trouble facing
’ the workers is between ghoosing a national or inter- o

national union. The bo&s must feeh very grateful to
: these obliging organizations.. The hnly consolatlon
‘ o, is, that any ghange must be for the better, working
° conditions and wages realT‘vcwnnot get woxse We are . °
down so far that the only change we can make is upward
so for the love of the C.M.U, and the U.M.W. Lét
us move,,, , : / g
’ 16 . '
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The Mine Wﬁrkers"Union of Canada, despite the rhetorio

\

v which. accompanied its formation in 1925, had ioined the general

g ) /
: . . .
; retreat of trade unionism in "North Amerlca during this so-

P ‘

dalled "decade of prosperity," 'Productivity in the coal indus-
v - &

try in most centres reached unprecedented ‘heights after 1926,

\

Yet the mine workers, dlsunltéd .and largely dlsorganlzed, had-

failed to benefit thereby.

I

In early 1928, as nearly all of the "home local" agree-

I3

4

sments signedaﬂndex duress three years prebiously fell due, -

the Mine Workérs' Unlon of Canada was presented with an oppor--

#
. tunlt/ to demonstrate 1ts avowed determlnatlon to improve the

miners' condltlons in a_concrete manner, Union leaders,
N

! hav1ng toasted thé "determination of t niners to organize

A’
100%'" at thelr 1nst convention, pressed Yorward demands for

‘
.

a universal "district agreement" for all M\W.U.C. Locals, to

s

Despite the Uhion's "respectable" A.C.C.L.

fronut, most operators

refused to deal with it, prompting the M.W.U.C.\ to call a :
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{f . general strike vote in April, 1958. Contrasting the mine

owners' demands for higher tariffs against-foreign coal with

>

their refusal to bargaiﬁ with a national miners' union (or

. Ao

e N 2

: worse still, their preference for the International); Wheatley

5 Eme

descried the "prostitution of patriotism by capitalists with
-

AN

b < nothing but the most sordid commercial incentive", and bravely
’ 17

£

declared that a District strike was "inevitable.™

The clash, however, did not materialize on any wide scale,

While on the one hand the opara%ors were broadly satisfied with

o

, existing wages and conditions, the miners were not yet ready to

fight for any improxement, and turned a deaf ear to th calls

Q

for strike from the left wing. The renewal of contracts was

o <

done locally; piecemeal,and largely-on the operators'\termé.

PRI B - e o -
3

a

In the Crows' Nest Pass, the mining companigs were not prepared

Fa

to extend formal recognition to the Mine Workers' Uﬁion of

Canada, although meagre concessions were granted to the
. "committees of employees'" which dealt on tLhe miners' behalf.
o Under contracts extending to 1930 the minimum rate for surface

labour was raised from $4;§6 to $4.45 a shift by the McGillivray

Creek, International and West Canadian coal companies, thus

, -

giving a sma%& break to the lowest paid mine workers. On the
B.C. side, the CrgWé' Nest Pass Coal Company increased its mini-

mum rates b? 15 cents per de (from $4;00 to $4.15 for ;surface’

¢

labour, for example) as well in 1928, under ‘completely open

.
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shop conditions,

.
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o

the C.P.ﬁ., "absolutely

P

26, 1928) theépiners and the C.P.R, went into conciliation,

. the District, with minimum rates of $4.45 for outside labour

'and $4.65 inside managed to gep it renewed with small 1ncreases

«ful p011cy of rank and file administration" in the M.W@U;C,,

In Lethbridge thetleading employer,

refused" to negotia

<

T -7
with the men "as a Yocal of the M.W.U.C."
after which the right wing element in the local union made an 4
unsuccessful attempt to have Lethbridge disaffiliate from the

19 0 ]
central body.’ As the 1925 contract ran to its ¢lose (June 3

with the Board reporting favourably to a fe; of the union demands.
It recommended pay increases to the lowest paid workers -- frcm
$4.00 to $4.25 as the minimum rate for surface labour, and

from $4.25.to $4.45 underground --'?ut no change in contract = %
patesl The checkoff was to be increased from $.50 to $1.56 per &

pay, but without>recognition@of the M.W.U,C, -The Board's Report . ;

was accepted by a narrow vote ofn212 to 210 by the rank and
20

file, and served as a basis of settle%ent with the C,P.R,

v
v
- N |

The Canmore local, which had one of the best contracts in

but only after a- lengthy strike called to protest the firing
21

of two men mrongfully accused of v1olat10ns to the M1nes Act,

Companies at Nordegg, Saunders' Creeklihﬁunnf Robb, and Luscar,
also signed w1th the M1ne~Workers' Union of Canada in 1928,

The Canadlan Unlonlst attrlbuted these suctesses to the "care-
L ' X

as opposed ‘to its International rival, The U.M.W.signed
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agreements in only two camps in the North in 1928 -- Mercoal

/
and Mountain® Park -- its local at Brulé having been disbanded

in the same year after the permanent closgge of the Brulé
d o

ST

! I1X a q

mine.

brumheller witnessed the return of a familiar face in

Y '

January of 1928, with the fﬁ;ease of Lewis McDonald from prison,

after serving two-thirds of his three-year sentence, McDénald

tried hard to mobilize support for od old,cause in Drum-

©

he¥ler, but could find little.
i

He¢ discoveved to his dismay
that all the English speaking comrades in A
left or.been driven away, gith the one exception of his wife
Maggie. As usual, heydid not get on well wighthe Ukrainians,
whom he found s;dly lacking in gilitance.

about the prospect of a general strike in th®e area: "I must

say I never seen Drumhe}ler so God Ramn Dead in my life, really
. 22

I feei sure they will all scab on the ﬁpst of the pistrict."

Nevertheless, McDonald was elected checkweighman by the men of
the Atlas.mine, despite their employer's threat .to close down
operations rather than have the Communist on “the premiseg. The
bluff was called and'McQonald assumed his duties of

the interests of the contract miners at the\t;pple,
' : 23

the first

ar ¢

job he had held since before the 1924 strike,
}" >

[ - "

e Valley had since

He was pessimistic

represefiting

Ton, NI RS TIGIR 5. purcintdS7 et
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., McDonald's career as a trade unionist was fast coming ]
Q

to an end. Nominated for Vice President at the M.W.U.C,

ETRy o

' elections in November, he was Opposed by both Wheatley and

the C. Machine. Secretary-Treasurer Stokaluk rallied his
ethnic folIlowing against his candidature, and ensured his defeat,
Disgusied by what he rightly felt to have been a betrayal at

" the hands of the’Communists, McDonald quit the Party and left

the labour movement, turning insgéad to thé philosophy of

; ! right win;natiouabism; of which we shall hear more in another -
. . 24 ‘
context. ( -

D

’ ' The decade would see one last battle in the Valley, with

. |
] . or without "Kid Burns." The dispute came abqut as a result

. M of a revial of trade unionism in the Wayne field,)which had

been largely disorganized since‘khe failure of the I.W.W,
strike of December 1925 (see above, p. 51). This, urn,

.Wés related to the resistance of the contracE/E}ners in the“\\
or

field to the introductions of/the "screened rate of payment" £ \ . ‘
coal by;s the ﬁine' owners, Ma&agemen@'s ?}ans cgnsisted of a
proposal to p%y the miners oniy fér such coal as would pass
thrdugh a 1% inch screen at the tipgle, instead of on e‘x,qstraigt‘l\t’I

e “yun of the mine" basis of weight as previously. The %@E;eened
f ' rate of payment" was a typical example of the "speed'ué& phénom-
"enon. In order to maintain ﬁ}s accustomed wage levéls,:%pg

miner would either»have to dig a good deal more coal at tgg‘face,

l e

|

»

L ’{,m':"é&xw s
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~ 4
‘ (; or waste time smashing up larger chunks of the product
3
o before shovelling it’onto the car, On the other hand, the
,4 operator would either have his coal '"cut to size" underground

fo;/lale to the customer, or receive significant amounts of

o

]

j . oyersized coal gratis,
In response, the miners organized themselves as Local 17
of'the y)ne Workers! Union of Cdnadg, and applied for a Conci~
liatiop/Board to air their point of view on the matter. The
Board reported th;t "the‘men were alarmed and fearful of the
"effect of this change on their earning power, and were unmis- -
takably opposed to its introduction." Under the auspices of
. ‘ the Board, and "with a great deal of reluctance and still with
| evidence of suspicion!, the miners! reprégahtatives did, however,

9 . . .
. indicate a willingness to compromike on the point, The screens

e . would be installed and the miners would be paid at the prévailing

U.M.W. of A. rates, plus an e*tra 4 cents per ton as compensa-
5 tion. The men, however, insisted on the recognition of thqir
union as added insurance, citing the fact that "abuses had

- crept ih, rates were autocratically reduced (and) men were dis- .
¢ . \ 25
criminated against" under the open' shop regime, This the
& .
operators flatly refused, while the Board proposed- a compromise

.

»

whereby checkoff and meeting privileges be granted to local

committees of employess, but without recognition jof the M.W.U.C.

"

)The Conciliation Board's Report was rejected by the miners, a
° ° * 3

and a strike was declared on August 16. Reflectilng the operators!

Pa v

Al !
id . .

RX -
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point of view, the Western Canada Coal Review bemoaned the

)

y © .
‘miners' new-found determination to fight for their collect-

i

L
i

ive rights:

Lontrasting the growing prosperity of the Alberta’ Y
coal industry of recent years and its freedom from

labour trouble, with the uncertainty of former days,
it is difficult to understand the attitude of the

! Wayne miners in calling a strike,,.While concurring
with the Board's recommendation for a strong union
with\individual agreements at each mine (the operators) .
maintained their policy of refusing to recognize the

1] Mine Workers' Union of Canada. Apparently this is

; the real point at issue, though it seems no valid

i , reason for a walkout,

b , 26 X

I Py ﬁwﬂfﬁ?ﬂ;ﬁ- W\‘“‘@Wz‘f‘. & s o

In October, at the start of the domestic coal seasén, two
§ 3
operators of the six affected had bowed fo union demands and
signed agreements with the M.W.U.C. providing for continuation

of payment on a "run of the mine" basis, The others held firm,

gambling their winter's coal orders on the inability of the
mine workers to“enforce the stoppage. Recruiting for strike
breakers centred on the army of unemployed who roamed the?

prairie after the completion of the 1928 harvest. Many, of these

were in fact British miners, the "refuse" of the devastating

-

coal strike of 1926 and its grim aftermath of mass unemployment.

/ , ' Bt

Some of the Old Country miners i# the Drumheller distriét had

been clamoring for return passage home since August, but the A
27

N ‘
« governments involved paid them no heed, and mary were pre-

sented with the unenviable ch01ceﬁof blacklegglng or a very

r uncertaln dole. The cynlcal practice, of dumping unemployed
3 .

a
<
a -
° \ N s u 3 -~
\
'
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Brifish miners in Alberta continued well into %géb,vmuch to
the disillusionment of Frank Wheatley,

- Labourite %fii::figth Ramsey MacDonald

’ At any rate,
‘g

who ﬁﬁd/trustedg;he\
/ 28
to-put an end to iq. )

Aaindetermined number of these functioned as

strike breakers during the Wayne strike, as well as a group of
‘ 29

"Hungarians, to whom unionism means nothing." The black-

©

legs were issued with 60-day certific%tes°which enabled them

to legally work underground at the coal face, andfclosely

3

8"
guarded by the police, who prewented any communication with

. 30
the strikers,

Wheatley opposed direct action which would have resulted

in the kind of violen@e which characterized the 1923 strike, %
™ He cont{nued;to lobby with the federal and provincihl govern—-

ments for the withdrawal of miners' certificates to strike
. breakers, repatriation of unemployed minefs, and the cutting

off of immigration to the strike zone, but to no avail., The

use. o% the blacklegs inevitably prayoked outbreaks of violence

on the picket lines, during which union foicers,/strikers, as

well as company goons were arrested.'sege striker named James

Rafferty was bludgeoned to death by security guard Gottlieb
i ’ R n 0
Reimer after making the mistake of trespassing on company

\ ki 31 ( :
- property on Christmas Evictions of strikers from

ay.
company houses and the threat of same contributed to the bitter-~
. A .
~ness of the strike.? To %he Mine Workers' Union of Canada the'

Wayne strike was a baptism of fire, which proved it was no

4,
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" company union, /
A salutary warning to other cpal operators that a
mational ‘'union pésSGSS a fighting spirit and a
stamina that are not to be trifled with, and which
bribery.. cajolery and threats can dé nothing to

undermine, and which only hunger dnd privation can
hope to thwart,. )

32 . d

In February, after intervention by a group’of local bus-
é . inessmen who could see only the destruction of the Fown as a
. " result oﬁ‘a pfolongation of the dispute, a settlement was

‘ finally reached. Strikers at two‘iines accepted by a vote

of 270 to 59 the introduction of the streened rate of payment
in return for full recogpition of the M.W.U.C; while two
other mines signed similar agreements with the U.,M.W,, which

o ™ h;d broken an earlier pledge to staynout of the disputé.?3

] AL " In the end, all sides paid a high price for the dispute, as
h)

the fortunes of the industry in Wayne never recovered from the

‘losses of 1928-1929, and declined precipitously during the ' ‘
34 1 '
1930's, : a ' -
IV »ot
& N ‘ Y.
As the decade drew to a close, the M.W,U.C. could hardly
. )
look with a great deal of satisfaction at the accomplishments of

its first five years in the field,, The union had failed to
© e
reorganizg District 18 and regain the lost wages and conditions

of its membership, let alone organizé the country., Outside
of Alberta, it had only locals at Corbin, B.C. and Westville

&
Nova Scotia, and an attempt to begin the awesome task of >\

’

organizing,Vancoﬁver Island in 1928-1928 had, proved fruitless,
S
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‘miners, the decade which had followed the crushing of the O,B,U.
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Quite apart from the large number of mines which remained . .

"open éhop” after 1925, the M.W.U.C. tonstituted only a

»©

"paper organization" in many of its own areas of jurisdiction,

especia?iy in the important area of the Alberta Pass, For the

PR

P

Mo

w2

had been a heartbreaking story of strugglé, defeat, and finally,‘ "

quiet resignation.-- a retreat on almost all fronts which .the < 3
) . N -

M.¥.U.C. had proved unable to halt, Frank Wheatley, writing.on

{ .
thestate of the westgrhjcoalfield at the end of his@tenure

as M.W.U.C. President, sounded a gloomy note indeed:
...the mine workers know that no industry can hope to
succeed ‘when it is conducted by the methods prevalent
. in the Alberta coalfield. Profits cannot permanently be
secured, or bankruptcy avoided,by crucifying 4the workers, .
For the miners and their dependents, the ?nganagement 2
of the coal mining industry is fraught with tragedy. ?
In their humble homes theproducers of so much of the
-nation!s wealth, have few of the comforts, and none
of the luxuries of civilized life. The children, ill- $
fed and barely clad, are often unable to go to school
. on wintry days, it would be a crime to send them --
better an illiterate child than a4 dead one.,.the mine
workers on the job are reluctant to exert economic .
pressure which might have the effect of bringing ’
~ about a shut down, «Consequently conditions drift from
bad to worse. As misery loves compahy, the mining ,
communities have split into racial groups. This
segregation is not of course conducive to the develop- 3
ment of a true Canadian citizenship, it leads rather to '
a general demoralization o6f the workers, and the preva-
. * lent discontent is largely a reaction to the conditions
which exist.
) 35 ' .

Insecurity; underemploygent, poverty, ethnic segregat{on;

all these problems had begun to plague the coal mining ) T~

# N
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scommunity of the West long before fhe stock market crash ?

of late 1929. With the onslaught of the worst Depression

Canada had ever seen 4n 1930, these problems would get far

S

worse, However, the 'lid was soon to blow off - -the sqperfieial
calm in_the coalfields. “Alluding to the growing discontent b
amongst the mire rs, Wheatley had argﬁed for the establishment

of yet another Roya 1 Commission to look into the problems, .
f a .

and @p pfopgseﬂplahs which could be implemented to put the coal

industry back on its feet. He was sadly out of joint with the

c v

times. As the indastry sook a dangerous slide towards near ~ ° .

<. /
total collapse, class antagonisms would sharpen, and the miners,

e ) 3

having little -left to lose, would increasingly resort to
strike action. For the Mine Workers! Union of Canagda, the

t

changed conditions would bring forth new and aggressive leader-
: . -5y . ’

ship, personified by spokesmen of the Communitist Party and

izs.programme of struggle, "class against class'". The line

of MOdera}ion pursued by the Wheatley regime had failed the

test, and a-new one was in the offing. ’

v
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"~ THE THIRTIES ]
’E’ (: Chapter 3 ° The Workeirs' Unity League 1930-1932. v
. L S :

The upper echelons of the Communist leadefship had been
v «‘ LIS

far from happy with the state of affairs in the Mine Workers'

£

2k

Union of Canada during the last years of the Wheatley regime,

Citing the "exhaustion" of the workers as the underlying cause,
the Internationalewas dismayed by the lack of militancy on the
part of Canadian mineréﬁ and the apparent decline of Communist

1
influence among them during the late 1920's, Beginning in

s e AT N R R TN T

January, 1929, the "International Committee of Revolutionary

O
Miners" in Moscow exhorted Canadian comrades to redouble their
efforts in the coalfields, with a view towards uniting all the

L3

country's miners, coal and metal, into a single industrigl,organ-
2 - - \

ization. The new Leftist policy of "Class against Class"

- adopted by the-Internationale in 1928 began to reflect itself

in the Canadian contest, and the support which the Communist

Party had given initially to the All panadian galgre;s of : -
Labour gradually evaporated., A Tr?Qe Union Educationﬁf League
circular sent to thé\M.W.U.g.qleadership prior to the dbpgres
‘Cénvention of 1929 stated t&ét the "higﬁ hopes. in which many ’ \
ﬁilit;nt trade unionists throughoht anad; heralded the
inception of the A,C.C.L, héve been severely shaken", and urged
tge minersnto "bring the A.C.C.L. back Fo the path of reality

\«. (_; 3
and the class Struggle", . However, by7late 1929 the Party

' . -~ i

- L}
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had already given up on the Congress, as it prepared to launch

its own union central,- the Workers" Unity League. Tom McEwen,
. v

former SECretary'of the W.U.L, wfites‘ ‘ . )

"This 'pure Canadian' A.C.C.L. was no more: 1hterested . " E

in organizing the unorganized in Canada than were the '

A.F.L, craft unions. Its attitude of unconceyYn towards ,

a growing army of johless workers was equally as callous +

as that of the Trades and Labour Congress, ,.its leading

‘lights like Mosher...vied with: fhe,T L.C.' for 'equality? F

'‘recognition' and '1espectab111ty' in the Establishment

scheme ‘of- things,..rarély, if ever, did 1€ do more éhan !

pay 1lip serv1ce§to the organlzation ‘of unbrganized

WOihers.. ‘That meant strikes, picket lines , struggle -+

. * whiéh néither. the\A.F.L.-T. L. C. nor the A, C.C.L. hier- .

'u.ardhy h4d ,any stomach for, o

“The format;on of ‘th wOrkers' Un1ty League was therefore
"in essence, the formation of-a new revolutionary trade
unigg centre glven he auwthority by its founding con- ' -
vention to® charter union locals, councils and regional- .
federations...To provide a trade union structure, organi-
zation and policy, designed to mobilize,the full strength
and maximum unity in any and'all economic and political’
struggles. And to regard the strike as labour's key )
weapon in detelmining the social -and economic returns {or
the sale and use of its creative labor power. 4 \

The man éhosen by the Party /to. brlng the message of the , '
Workers' Unity League to the miners was a fiery young revolu-

B ' ;
tionist named Harvey Murphy, later of the B.C. Dist1iot of fhe‘

"“*\‘i

—_—

International Union of Mine, Mill and Smélter Workers A Iife-‘zii'

long Communlst and labour man, Murphy was one of thd few work=-"

.

ing class ‘leaders 1h this country,to combine revo]utionary zaal

"

“with a passionate commif“eﬂi to~the trade union movement

LY

Through a career in the' lapour -movement spenning over fourx
- ] ¥ \ <

i o

_decades MurphyLJES at thﬁlcentre of many"ﬁ‘h'ttle, and ultima- -
tely was to earn the respest of friend and f§§

alike. Unfor-

tunately, he'has.yet to receive _due recognitioh in the\history - /

09
V) 1
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of that movement. ‘ N )
] [, l‘{‘ )' 4 1

Although only twenty-four yeéars old.at ‘the tdime of his

‘apbbintmeﬁt as District Organizer for thé Gommunist Party in
Alberta, the short, bald-headed Murphy’had already acquired
the -reputatiofi of "having a way with the workers" and being/H

. . 6
a Vé ack labour organizer". - Born in Kitchener in 1906, he

" was introduced to trade unionism during the brief episode of
' T‘\OQB.U;‘iﬁspired industrial union agitation which swept through

southern Ontario after the war. His .family moved to Ta onto,

the centre of the fledgling Communis®smovement in Canada, in

1921, In 1924 he went to Illinois, whire he became involved

in the "Young Progressive Miners' Movem ‘t", part of a larger

“

- "
movement within the U, M.W. of A,, led by\yJohn Brophy and the

Left Wing, to oust the Lewis machine. Lajer he returned to
Cahada, working in theyauto industry in the border cities, As

an official/in the A,C.C.L.'s "Automobile Workers' Industrial -

" Union" in Windsor he was embroiled in the first unsuccessful

httempts to organize in this sector. In 1928-1929 Murphy

.

gained some prominence in labour circles by his leadership of
' 7

the strike of riQetters at the Hamilton steel plant,.

The manner in which he assumed leadership of the 600

unorganized workers at the steel plapt is” typical of the Murphy
style., When he first arrived at the factory gates the men.who
'had walked out were being urged to give up the stqugle by a

¢

&
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foreman named Flaherty. WMurphy stood up ahd took g vote:
"All those in favour of teiliﬁg Flahenty to go to hell raise
your hands", They all did, and the yougé oréanizer was in
command for the durétipn of the six-week strike. The tactics

of the picketters were aggressi¥ey including the use of "a

bounteous crop of small hard qppleéa as ammunition in fights~

pe—_

with scabs and poiice, and the greasing of nearby trolley
tracks in order to, in Murphy's words, "bugger up the transpor-
8 N

tation into the plant", In the end, acgording to Tom McEwen,

.the steel workers won a few concessions and gained valuable

Ay o 9
- [
experience which was to stand them in good stead in later years,

Murphy first travelled west in the 19?0'5, as part of the
anmual harvest excursion army which roamed the Prairies in search
of work in t%e wheatfields.a His purpose ih‘late 1929 was more
missionary in natﬁre: to wean the rank and file of the Mine
Workers! ﬁnion of Canada, as well-as District 18 of the U, M. W,

1Y a

of A, and the home locals, away from the "labour fakers'", and

[}
. to line them up into the W.U.L. ranks., The task was not as

simple as might seem, for the Comﬁhnist Party organization in

Alberta was not united;behind the endeavour. Very soon Murphy
/\/

came into sharp conflict with, in McEwen's words, the "little
tin God" of the Crows' Nest‘Pass, "Big John" Stokaluk, who

had recentl} returned to the Province after several months

aﬁsence, probably on<f:fg§nian Farmer Labour Temple.AsSociation.
10 - - . S

Throughout 1930, the ‘C,P. in Alberta was rent with

i

business. \

e
.
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Murphy -- and, to a certain extent, Stokaluk and Lewjg McDonald .

. as well -- can be found in the basic make up of the"Communist’

xty which had provided the leadership. durlng the upsurg of .

: other strain of the socialist movement derived from the ethnic

division betweéjfthe supporters of Stokaluk (the right)

on the one hand,) and those of Murphy and nationa headquar-

ters (the left) on the other,

‘, v
ﬁj The root cause of the conflict between Stokaluk and

movement in Western Canada. The C.P. had .not sprung, Athena-

.1ike, from the body of the proletariat following the inspira- \ .

tion?l example of the October Revolution, It had developed |

. IOgicélly enough, from the pre- war socialist movement in the

Wesf, which had been composed, in the main, of %yo major group-
' |

ings, The first of these was the Socialist Party of C néda, an

r
",

elite group of Marxist ideoLogJés from the An@lo-SaXon communi-

’ | E

“ed
revolutlonary activity within the trade union movement in 1918-

a

1920, Christophers of District 18, R.B. Russell of the Winnipeg

railway shops, and Ginger Goodwin of the Trail mine and smelter .
. -

workers' union had all been membér§ of fhe Sdcialist Party. The

‘.di

w N \

"mass organ1;~§gpns"~ such as the¢Ukra1nian ‘Farmer Labour

Temple Association (formerly the ralnian,Social Democratic

Party) éndathe,Finn}gh Organization.| These orgapiiations, which
grew out of éhe expériencé of th _most'exploited sections of

the Western Canadian working class;'fher"foreign" or non;%nglo-
Saxon immigrants, had a cultural and social as well as a

an

e bt o e =
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political dimension. Throughout the West the Communist Party
and its yelated organizations did in fact provide a vehicle
for the collective expression of the'sécial and cultural aspira-
tions of people so often segregated fro 'theA"Mainstream" by
bérriers of geography, }anguage;beconbm c'statué, and prejudiée.
Moreover, they also played the role of»benéyq{gnt societles:
providing essentialxsgcialﬂserviées to the ifmigrants, as well

. i 11
as'providing a cent7@ for trade union and political activities.

. 4

It was this element which provided the "rank and file" of the

COmmunist Party. In Albertain 1930 95% of the C.P, membeTship
was "foreign" in‘orlgln, although mos{ of the leaders were N

. \ 12 -
Anglo-Saxon. (Within the miners'nmovément, a probably exag-

gerated estlmate of Party membership afi the time ‘of Murphy's’

arrival stands\at 600, of which 400 were to be found in the
- 13 P ,

"mass organiZzations." ' - N

| Coﬂmuniét invélvement in the day 'to day life of the immi-
grant was, therefore;\gn infégral pargiof‘its structure in
Canada, ‘A leading apostle of anti-communism, Watson Kirkconnell,
saw it ;s one of the Party's strongest points., In the 1940's

he argued for the banning of the '""mass organizations" on the
grounds that they coangled their true seditious character "under
the guise of cultural, educational, and athletic activities,in
order to lure more flies into ‘the web". As for the Ukrainian
Farmer Labour Temple Association,“@hich was by no means restric-

ted to Ukrainians only, he wrote that it was "fhe largest,

s
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': oldest and most subversive of them all." Daniel Lobray,

an ex-member of the Association, declared that it was "more

% e, i

BT Ry, S e 2

- . influential and harmful than the Communist Party itself, for
' ) c 15

T vy ™

without the former the party was ﬁo&erless to do anything."
The power and influence of the "ﬁass organizations" was

fegarded w;th,mixed feelings by many revuldtionisés themselves.

Emphasis on the "foreigner" obviously led to sectarianism and

)

the 1solation of the Party along national lings, sOmethihg

“

. which Anglo-Sa#bn Comﬁunists regarded as fatal to the'aqéani-

L3

zation, Moreover, the '"mass organizations', lmving at least

s

|
some members who were not primarily attyacted through political

commitment, tended at times towards "right deviation". Both

4 ot 2

McDonald and Murphy decried the conservative tendencies of the

?

U.F.L.T.A, ih Alberta, They viewed the accumulation of pro-=-
_perty and benevolent funds by/the organizatio asf}ncompatible
2 4y y .

- with particiSation in the revolutionary movement, Party loyalty,.

and militancy within the Mine Workers' Union., Backed by the

U.F.L.T.A., étokgluk refused to co-operate with Murphy and
;esisged the'Party'guplans for the M.W.U.C, -- disaffiliation,
from the All Canadian Congress and the ousting of Frank Wheatleﬁ .
* == as reckless” adventurism, For his pért, Murphy;denounéed the
U.F.L.T.A. as a “proven righ{ wing bunch" and triéd hard to
fecruit "good fighting Anglo-Saxons“who have no'Templgs ér-
¥.B.A.'s (Workers! Bépévolent Associat%ons) to look after,"

16 “ /
into the Party ranks, The fight within tﬁé radical ranks in®
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the miners' union was a -microcosm of a larger struggle within

the Communiét~Partywhichaccomppnied the inauguration of the
new mllitant line of '"Class agaLnst Class' Thxoughout Canada ,

in 1929 1930 Communists were dlLtracted by the clash with the *

-

17 -
entrenched "right wing! in the ethnic associations, / -

b

&

Lewis- McDonald had‘gottenknoﬁherecin hisisfkuggle against
the Stokaluk faétioc within the union during the 1920's, One
reaeec; no doubt, was tﬁe fact that his crit}q&e reflected his
own contempt for the "foreigners" as much as any.iQeological

‘conséﬁsfations.,Although Murphy may have valued an gnglish
Communist more highly than a "Uke", there is no dQﬁbt'that his
major motivation wae ideological in the batﬁle with the "right

wing"' vbater-on Murphy' became the hajor spokesmah fo? the

.o

foreign communlty in the .Crows' Nest Pass; and there is little
<

evidence of the same klnd of extreme chauv1n15tlc tendencies as-

characterized McDonald in Murphy's makeup. Moge important in

A

his success against "Big John" was ﬁhe support of) the pational

‘leadership, pacyed by the weight of the decisions of the
Intefnationale From December, 1929, when McEwen, acting on

Murphy's advice barred Stokaépk {iom uudertaking organizational
work in Drumhéller the latter's status coatlaued to decline,
Demands by*various Cbmmcnist and U.F.L.T.A; groups in Alberta

for MUrgﬁy'e recall fell on deaf ears-at Toronto C,P. head- .~ ="

A . . .
quarters. At one point Stokaluk and almost all of the Ukrainian

>

Y .‘ . t LS ..
JFarmer Labour Temple Association comrades 'in Coleman were
; ,

expelled from the Party for their truculence. Eventually, however,
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tions /of the workers, he ¢

)of/the

] L 14
ingly in tune with the times, as e

the 1atioﬁa1 leadershib rehlized it could not smash the
ethn c assoclatlons w1thout destzoylng itse;f 1n the process,

|
and’ a;compromlse between‘the warr1ng factlohs was worked rout,

In Alberta Stokaluk and his Supporters were u1t1mate1y rein~

: 18
stated), although Murphy and the W, U L pollcy remalned

1nor1ty, npwever was not-Murphy's main

The: Communist
(\ . “

'audience; He.had t

*

reach the rapk aid file of the union, who

held the yoﬁes whi h_éould alone o&erthrnu%he Wheatleyjregime.
’4 the gospel of the clas étfdgéﬂeland the Wo;kers'

| guc y maJor mining town in Alberta,
/t e miners trad1t10na1£y’;ohtr1-

to 'speakers at thelr S nda afternoon gathérlngs Wheatley
uy 1 ,

still

1

ellious tradi-

"good leader Ebr mlneﬁs who ire standing
'ng to the re

that "the Jhole h

s , / ﬁ\ 7 |

of the miners of th1%/dist@1ct is. one\batt{e agalnst th
. 20,

vement," His, message
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worse during the winter of 1929-19 0./ T e tone oi his hetofi¢
. Al 1 \Y

sométimes had to be ¢hecked by hedd uarte After readfing one

of Murphy's despatches . frbm Alb\rta, Tom |McEwen meplied

Murphy, I would 11ke to ask ybu ..about 'hunger marches'
and the damn|fool demand...for the abolition 6f the 7
Alberta Provincial Police- If you can tell me thatthe
tempo of the|miners in District 18 is such that the

are prepared|to follow up thig’dgmand then you havela N
revQlutionary situation unparallqled in Canada
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\ . \\While bemoaning the‘inactivity of many of the C,P,

|

~
‘; ' brancHes and %helr preoccupation with, "cultural work" ‘in these

reports to Toronto Murphy was sanguxn about -the p0551bility

J\ ° . (2

s ‘of suqcess -

S

| o
b . ... the s1tqat10n for the. Party in the mining fields is

splendid, and the miners .are for Ohe Miners' .Union in
Canada, and unlon with Nova Scotla\ they want leader-
- ‘ ship and we must supply this.,.,the machine- inside of
-~ ' the Mine Workers' Union of Canada 1s weak and with a
) real flght we can .smash them.
e . , 22

F—

The-Yreal fight" began in earnest in February, at a Mine Workers'
Union 5f Canada Scale convention in Calgary. Murphy"and Jan
13 P

g Lakeman of the Edmonton C,P, branch were plesent and played

a consplcuous role in the ploceedlngs. James Sloan, the Secre-

'
.

tary of the Lethbrldge local, a'Left Wingel put not a P&rty .
. ' o

member, kicked off the debate by presenting a "Unity" resolution

to the Conbention, on behalf of 'the "Miners' Section of the
Workers' Unity League":

/| ...with ihe present chaotic 01ganlzat10na1 condition...
united action of! the mlners is.practically impossiblé,..
“today the operatqrs a¥e on the’ offensive, and are pre-

\ , paring to still worsen the working conditions and to

|

lowey our already .too low stdandard of living..only by
united action of all the miners.in this district can

! we successfully reply to ‘the attacks of the coal opela-
tors,,.Only on the basis 6f .a Militant Fighting Program-
me and leadership can we unite the miners once more.

into one fighting union...We resolve that at once a' call
be sent out to6 all miners for a Mass Rank and File .
convention,;,that will bring together all miners regard-
less of what union they belong. to,..to bring forward

such a programme and leadership that will successfully ;
rally all the miners to put up a united struggle,

Prm— -
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The resolution, which was corractly perceived as ‘

-

\ "Communist-inspifed? by the M.¥W.U.C. "leadership, was designed
U ) h G

to polarize sentiment on the W,U,L. dhestion, By appealing to

S0 b ¢ < S e

12

the migeré' very geal desires for leadershié in the fight
against the effects of the depressién.‘A'miner from Canmore

expressed a prevalent viewpoint when he asked; "What difference Z\’

does it make where the résolution came ffom, as long as it
o 124 .
offers some ground for the miners to fight on? The W,U.L.

”»
-

baggx, the Western Miner, which firgt appeared on February 20

in Lethbridge, stressed the fact the members of the growing

‘opposiﬁion movement within the M.W,U.C., were all "proven fighters"

]

.. as well as socialists, It accused Wheatley, as well as Bob“

Livett, of being a collaborator, of turning the union into a

"sales agenéy" for the €oal interests, Citing the experience

of 1925 ~- when the miners eventually capitulated on the promﬁse

of wider markets which failed to materialize -- it'argued the

bankruptcy of the policy of shelving demands in the interests of
25 , B '

r the Yindustry",.

L - The present leadership poisons the spirit of the miners
: (their) talk of'wages being so low that the operators
will not reduce them lower' ... is foolish because the
operators know no pity, 7they have proven that many times
in the past.,.there are hundreds of miners working in
this district for wages ranging frgﬁmone to 'two dollars
a day.
' 26

" 1
%

! The W.U,L., campaign was génerally well receivedrby the

. ) M.W;ﬁ.c. membership, especially in\the Northern camps, and

apprb}imately one—~half of the union's locals endorsed the

Y
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T
I




92,..

-

~
<

proposal for a "Un}ty" convention, .Matters came to a head

. ' ! p
i with the surfacing of an "anti-COmmunistKvbacklash in Leth-

bridge, .the largest Jlocal in the 'district with over 600 members,
: .

q

and “the headquarters of the Miners' Section of the W.U.L,
‘Aithough not a fraditionally militaﬁt centre, the leadership

of the local hed been in the hands o; "progressivee"’siﬁce
1925, and the Party had paid if close attention in preparation
for the Communist offensive of 1929-1930, ' Thanks to John
Hla@un; an ex-Communist who '"confessed all" to Maclean‘s

Magézine during the Cold War, we hawe a rare, ,though probably

\ ‘ .
overly cynical account of the Party's activities there. Hladun,

a native-born Manitoban of Ukrainian extraction, was'sent to
Alberta shortly before Harvey Murphy, and was installed as
secietary of the 24-man Party branch in Lethbridge -- all but

" four of whom were coal miners.
...the party had already prepared a card index of almost
all union men,..I was able to find out who was known to
entertain 'progressive', if not Communist views, whose ’
social consciousness would be 11ke1y to be stimulated by
\ the judicious application of a’ few free beers,

Fortunately both George Rozza. (sic), president, and Jimmy
Sloan, secretary of the union local, were already sympa-
thetic toward the party, although neither was a mepber,..
My line was always this: any successful social movement
needs a political dynamic; Communism, whether or not all
its points of dogma were beyond debate was the kind of
creed which aroused men to ac’tion. In short, Communism
was a weaponh which no conscientious trade union official
would refuse to use,., .
- 27 - *
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‘'middle, saw the incident as vindication of his stand-on the -

s

‘93.'.

Although Hladun claimed that he became virtual "boss"

of the Lethbridge local, the evidence showe,fhat the reaction’
of the miners to the new militance rémainee'gighly ambivalent;
Conscious of their extfemely precarious position as empldyees
of the C.P.R.'s declinihg coal depaitment, they voted aown the
Left's proposal for strike action when the 1928 contract expired 3

28 /,/ T
by a vote of 278 to 142.. Greatly relieved, the Lethbridge 3

Herald saw the vote %e a "prenounced victory'for“Frank Wheatley,.
apd a repudiation of the rddical propaganda propounded by the
ex}nemist wing in the miners' ranks."29 A meeting on April 22,
which was attended personally by Wheatley, ended in a riot,

d ring which Sloan and Rogoza were physically ejected from the
unién hall by the "anti-red" element The militants charged
that‘the "reactionaries" were revertlng to the taotics of the

c_ 30 \
'univprsally despised John L. Lewis, Stokaluk, 'the man in the-

Unity League: ‘ a Y

" vesS8loan and party members were in control of that
local for years..,it'is clear that there is something /
wrong with the present policy. I believe that unless ,
somebody will come up here, investigate everything,

and change the present dictatorial policy (of Murphy) |
, ...the party will be discredited to such extent that /
LT it will be : long time after to get the confidence of
the miners a\galn°

-

31

~

|
|
|
|

emonstrated a degree of m111taut opposition to;

{ v

he1r allies in the local, yet the rank and

1

The fiasco d

-
il

the Communlsts and

file seem to have peen generally apathetlc, as the low attend-

ance at union meetjings at lthis time suggests. Murphy c{gimed

o




,fl ’ . N € 94...
]
,;

r

I

that Lethbridge was "the most reactionary local in the dis-

trict™; and made an inleresting sociological observation by
attributing this, in part, to the fact that it had - "the only

- L. ‘ & 32 ;
mine that is located in a city." '

*,;~QWX . : . . ’ ) » "

Nearby Coalhurst, an homogenous coal town with an

unusually high "foreign'" population, pres us &1th a dif-
. . ! !

ferent picture. With as many Papty memggrs as the city of °
Lethbridge, Coalhurst also boagted a miliyaQ;, tightly knit
M. W, U C. organluatlon in c&x rist with\fhe‘former‘.33 Eoliow;
ing the Lethbrldge riot, thg Coalhurst local issued a strongly
worded resolution which condemned those "who are*trylng to ‘ ,
breéi%or run the union by brufe force" and demqnded a vote of
recall qf Fnagi Wheatley, in agcordance with the M.W.U$Q:
Constitution, _
Meanwhile theyreéignation of Frank Leaxry hqdlled to the

election of Jimmy Sloan as Vice /President; in his words "a

35

victory for the fightinggpolicies of the Workers' Unity Leﬁgue."

Enough locals enddrsed the’Coalhgrst resolution to make a recall

G

vote mandatory, and ‘the result of the June 17 ballot was the

-

removal oﬁxFrank Wheatly from the union's- top job, and the tem-
8

"porary elevation-to that post of Jlmmy Sloan, ' A League suppor-

ter had once charged Wheatley with being a "fatherly old stick
36
in the mud," His opponents could accuse him of 11tt1e else,

e a"

cob OV
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In ﬁ{s ownmway, Wheatley had made an hopest, though cruelly
unsuccessful attempt to bé%per the lot of the Alberta miner, = .
Unlike John L. Lewis, he made no attempt to subvert the will i

v

' of his constituents, and accepted the result gracefully. He

returneq to a quiet retirement in his home town of Canmore,

and left an uncertain future in the hands of another breed of

labour leader, <
“\\

e

N

The right wing made a finai\attempt to stem the tide by
| ‘ presenting a well-known"moderate'", Bill White of Coleman, as
candidate for President intthe district elections in' August,

Thé vote was close, but Sloan was returned by a margin of 58%.

White gained a plurality only in his home town and in Wayne,
a local dominated by a fervent anti-Communist, Al Lievers,

- Lethbridge, which had voted 200 to 167 against the recal% of

. -

. Frank Wheatley, narrowly supported its "favorite son", although

» .
40% of the membership did not bother to vote at all, The records

o ——

*

show thats of a total membership of 3;985, locals representing
~~3,673, b;rtic#pated in the election; and of these 74% cast their

ballots. Only 43% of the M.¥W,U,C. members had thus actively

—

supported Sloan'!'s candidacy, The other members of the new

v

executive, Secretary-Treasurer Major Hyslop and Vice-President -
Ludwig Maurice, were both leftwleaning .non-Conmunists from the
0 > 37 i ~

Crows' Nest Pass, By no stretch qf the imagination, then, can

the miners be seen as having been converted "en masse" to the

Y W ,
radicalism of the C.Pi and the W?rkers' Unity League., Nevertheless,
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“.without success: -
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by mid-1930 they had taken decisive steps towardé/zgg\z;ans-

1Y
3

forYation of their union into a "fighting organization", In
fhe‘words of JimmyASIanﬁ

Our union stnmds at the most critical stage in its,
history and thHe miners all over the country are
looking to us for a lead...we must, if we*hope to
remain as an organlzed force, break with the policies
of the past and mobxllze our'whole membership through-
out the District on the basis of the Class Struggle,

‘ K 38

11
sz L]
The first signs of rene@ed vitality on the part of the

a

M1ne Workers' Union of Canada were seen in the North, along the

C N.R.'s "Coal Branch" a reglon which Andy den Otter has charae-

terized thus:

" In politlcs and labour relations the Coal Branchers -

- advocated moderation,..Working and living conditions
.were adequate and good relations existed between
managers and workers, so that no chronic unrest pre-
"vailed, . Any deviatlon from the course of moderation
--guch as the One Big Union and the United Mine
Workers of Canada (sic) -~ were quickly corrected by

the mote conservative United Mine Workers of America
aided by the owners and the government,
39
During the 1920'5 the Branch had indeed remained relatively

uj N

quiescent In 1925 Communist organlzer Roy Reid had worked |

strenuously to bring the large camps in the region -- Luscar, ~;

Cadomin and Mountain Park -- into the M.W.U.C. movement,

]
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" ,..If only we had a few dependable English-speakingh
men here, but we have not.got them, Its a rather bad
\ situation,..There is a most damnable state of apathy
in the minds of the men here, they seem to agree
alright, but feel helpless...
‘ N 40
By 1929, however, the M,W.U.C. did howeverhhave four
locals in the district: at Luscar;nFoothillg, Bryan (Mile 32,
Lovett Branch) and Robb (Mile 33, Lovett Branch;, v}hichw
accbunted for roughly one half of the region's 1,000 coal miners.
The only strike in the post-1925 era had occurred at the Lake-
side Coal Company at Robb in 1927, which was resolved in
favogr of the Mine Workers' Union of Canada, The camps of the -
North were, almost without exception, closed "company towns",
where the capitalists, for better or for worse, exeréised extra-
ordinafy pow;r overf%hgir working people.41 As den Otter‘ﬁotes,
sentiment in favour of the M.W,.U,C. tended to be found in camps
with relatively poorer working and living conditions.42
Ethnicity also appears to have played some role in determining
the‘miners' response to their situation. The nearby towns of
Foothi;ls and Coal Valley, situatéd on the Lovett Branch, where
"gross mistreatment, if it happened at all, occur}ed," are a
case in point, Foothills, a M,W.U.C. camp, had a majority of
Ukrainians, while -the Coal Valley mine, which remained 6pen
shop, had ; manaéement wﬁose policy was $o4gagntain azmajority

of "French Canadians and Roman Catholics." Mercoal, a centre

of conflict in 1930, possessed a "Ukrainian section set apart
P]

i
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*“from the main townsite, something foreign to the Branch."” i

¥

2]

* ¥

S i
Luscar and Mountain Park were reported to have been dominatéd

.. . ,
by Welshmen; Cadomin by Nova Scotians., Of the latter group

! %”“’

B e deedete b e

Reid wréte in 1925: - .

g .- Most of the Cadomin delegates were pillar men, old-
timers in that camp and English speaking men of
ndoubted ability and questionable Unionist principles,
v ey are a Masonic bunch of Elks, ete.,.you can see .
we\ have to work with some. strange material here.
45

- “

. !

The 1928 agreements along the Coal Branch expired in early

1930. The Luscartlagal (Number 24) of the M.W,U.C. decided, to
' .try the route of Conciliation to achieve redress of t@eir

grievances. The Conciliation Board, whose Chairman noted that
"the offigials of the compény and phe"employees'appeared to be

I3

on friendly terms", eventually found in favour of the miqgrs'

demands for wage increases averaging approximately one cent per
46

ton and the dispute was settled without a sirike. However,

y

the M.W.U.C. was unable to enforce the findings of the Board

v

s N 3 3 » 3 p
in its other camps - in the area, leading some unionists to

iament the "huhdreds of dollars" which had been spent during
the proceedings,47 Murphyt's "Unity" campaign Iéund a good déal
of support amongst- the divided miners, and a "Sub Distript:qﬁity-
Convention'" in April, 1930 brought together represqntativ;s from
the M.W,U.C., the home locals, and the Mountain Park branch of\}
‘the U.M.W. of A, However, the leadership of the other U.M.ﬁ; ﬂ

|
local, at Mercoal, refused to support the call for "Unity" -- ;

b’
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an action which precipitated an open split in its ranks.

' / A meeting of the Mercoal local Ap¥il 2 resulted in a

g minor riot, with the ejection of "Uni i supporters from the

Union hall. According to a spokesman for this group, Milan .

’

Kokovitch, the majority of the local's members were deter-
o : P :

mined to join the Mine Workers' Union of Canada and to "wipe

out and bury to memory the remains" of the International Union, 4

. “ /
The reporf, however, was vigorously denied by the U.M.W,
) . supporters George and Walter Mitchgll, who claimed thatptheir ,/
: ‘ qrganization was "carrying on as strong as evér despite dis- -f
{ 49 . . . <

ruption," The dispute came to a head in mid-~June, when

the operator renewed its agreement with the U.M.W. without a°’

vote being taken on ratification, and a strike against the U.M.W.

. check off ensued, It might be noted at this point that the /

operator, the Saunders' Ridge Coal Company was a subsidiary d}

[ & o : - ’

International Coal and Coke, one of the larger companies in the
' 50

Alberta Pass, A // - ;

J

It is difficult to judge preciﬁelb how many of the 80

v

mine workef's on the Mercoal payroll supported the strike.

f

Estimates) range from 30 (by the employer) to 70 (by the M.W.U,C.)
A"f proposal for a jurisdictional referendum in the camp by Chris

Pattinson, Labour Party M.L.A, for Edson, was accepted by.the
. )
Mine Workers' Union of Canada,.but not by the International -- <,

1 - ®

an indication that the U,M.W. of A, was not sure that it would -
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win, Nevertheless, the United Mine Workers had the whole-

hearted support of Saunders' Ridge, and more importantly the

Alberta Government and its police force,

1

Thé'only outside agency on which the strikers could rely

wég/éhe Mine Workers' Union of Canada/Communist Party alliance,
'ohn Hladun penned the first appeal for aid.on behalf of
Workers' International Relief: f////

The struggle of the Alberta miners agalnst the coal .
oﬁerators and the corrupt bosses' union known as the
United Mine Workers' of America is growing sharper |,
xevery day...With the exception of a few stools, com-
pany tags and scabby minded officials of the (Inter-
natlonal) union, the rank and file began this fight,,.
a response of the rank and file to the revolutionary
Left Wing movement,,.under ghe 1eadersh1p‘of the
Workers' Unity League. THE MERCOAL MINERS MUST WIN.,

v
! ; ey

° /52 Lt

., The strike received widespread support #£yrom miners in

other Coal Branch camps, many of whom weresidle or working shqrf

19
¥

time during this first summer of the Great Depression, Charlie

[l

. Starrs, Secretary of the new M.¥W.U.C.. local at Mercoal, repor-

ted thus to Hladun in late July: K

pidly ds we have other €oal

us now (Foothills, Robb and
Bryant) leaving us wit assed picket of men well up
in the hundreds...this {s/a fight against all elements,
of the present day Capital (sic)system to keep a split
in the ranks of Militant Workers,.,Other mines working
with half crews while the other half is on our picket
line are as follows: Luscar, Cadomin and Mountain Park,

Our ranks are growifig
Camps who are fightil

-~ 53
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With an undertermined number of its members*spending their

™)

s

free time on the Mercoal picket 1line, meetings oﬁflhe U.M. W,

»

of A, local at Mountain Park at this time were stg;my Sessions
indeed. One regprt clalmed that feellngs against the Inter-

national were so high that Bob Livett carried a pistol on his
errSOﬁ in the area. If this seems like an exdggeration, the
;eader is reminded that when the 1eaé&$@hip of‘thg‘Luscar local
was cleaned out in 1931,§%ng of thé Eharges levelled at outgoing

Secretary Sam Vining (a strong "anti;Cémmunist") was that he ané
"his Welsh friends" had been plotting the assa551natlon of

54 . -
Livett the year before,

On Wednesday, July 23 the massed picket at Mercoal had thg,
effect of prévent*ng a ﬁandful of blackIégs from going to work,
in spite of the presence of a number of Roya]l Canadiaanuunted

Police on the scene., A strike sdpporter from Robb, Mike Krypan,

-

’ - WwWrites of th event: . .

v

»

a ...we were on the ridge facing south to the mine entrance,
Some R,.C.M.P, were €scorting some men, about ten or
twelve, .to work, We werc shouting "Scabs go back",..Peter
Maticevich and apother in a brown leather coat jumped~
between the police and the scabs. A commotion started
and we thundered "Hura-Hura" and started pushing, fist

‘ s fighting, throwing rocks,,.some of our men got hurt,*

! _ BT : 55
It was at this point. that .the support of,the Provincial
i

Government's police was crucial to the mine owners and the

S
v

e U.M,W, of A, As in Drumheller dyring the 1920's, the Brownlee

= 4 - .

. . 8
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U.F.A. reglme forceful Smonstrated its true c0101s as a

partisan of Capital ané/the International unity in any

L}

struggle ®ith a Canadian miners:® organization, A call was

»

ut through to Edmonton, and the next day a large contingent

Alberta Provincial Police arrived in Mercoal, A miner from

’

Footh'lléh who had arrived the previous day to help out the

strikers, remembers the "invasion:" ‘
Around four in the afternoon we went to watch the
train come in, only it was not the regular train,
It was a spe01a1 crammed full with Provincial Péllce...
my estimate was close to a hundred (the Edsgn Jasper
nal placed the number at 120), They were armed
and also carried night sticks, However, they did not
bother us, at least not then...we went to the hall ‘'to
"yetire for the night. There was no light as the power
had been cut off (by the Police). We went to sleep,
but ot for long, Around two in the morning the
police came and woke us up by poking us with those
blasted night sticks. When we were all awake they
warned. us to be out of Mercoal by/dayllght We were i
out at daylight...° ‘

56 '

34

Outraged by these events, the usually 'conservative"

Anglo-Saxon miners of Cadomin voted 3 to 1 in favour of affili-
(X
ating with the Mine Workers' Uidion of Canada, They expressed

f

their disillusionment with the U,F,A., govermment in a resolution

passed unanimou§ly on~July 27:

...Wwe as mine workers did think that a change fronf' the
old tlme political parties to a Farmer Government.,,was
for the better, and now to our sorrow we are to be club-
bed into a forelgn organization ,(U.M.W., of A.) UNDER )
THE BIRECTION OF THE Provincial Government..;we‘protest -
most!bitterly against POLICE and MACHINE GUN interfer- ° !
ence in our choid¢e of home union (and)demand im@edlate 1
withdrawal of police and machinhe guns.

‘ 57
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Both Harvey Murphy and J1mmy Slgan partmcipated in the
W
Mercoal strike, The Communlsts were effus1ve about thlS

"classic" struggle, which 1ncluded a m111tary occupation by

the Police and the evn\tlon of the strlkers from thelr
company-owned houses. As the first test of the Workers' Unity
League in the mine fields of Alberta they despemately wanted

a victory at Mercoal. A second appeal by Workers? International
Relief read as follows: ~> ‘ 7‘/ C

., They are fighting: against the labour fakers of the
reactionary U,M.W, off A,; for the Unity of the miners
-against the ‘traitors | .against the attacks of the
millionaire mine boss s...agalnst the brutal P1ov1n-’
cial Police.,.now, this week, they have been thrown
out of their miserable shacks..Their wives and children
are without shelter, Do not let them starve,..The
"miners are.fighters -- Help-them fight! Help them
,w1h! Every day caunts! EVery cent counts!
’ L /I ‘" 58
» » . \ . ]
< ¢ ;o
Although the Workers' Intemmational Relief was able to

v

= .
raise considerable amounts of'money,'foqq and clothing for the
f

strikers, their struggle was doomed by the disruption of

pickettlng and "roundﬁng up" of leading militants by the Police,

[

Although miners everywhere along tﬁe #ganch were sympathetic -« ~

to the Mercoal men, a Sub District Convention %n mid-September

rejected the idea of a general strike in the region, As

" Charlie Starrs of the Mercoal local/put it:" (I am) believing

59

the Miners afraid to strike." ell they might be. The

strikers paid dearly for their determination to fight for basie

-

democratic rights, Two miners were given six-month sentences
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for their strike activities;, tyﬁ other éot three;months, ang
another paif got two mpnths in/jail. At least five of the

.
of these, Pete Maticeyich and Jack Tomicich, were also depor-

ted.! Jinimy Sloan w arrested, but was let off with a_fwg- i
' , 60 .
year suspended sentégnce, T,

ht "hard core" militants

there were only eig

v

in Mercopl, ~ Of these, seven had

_&other-indicati n that /it was the Slavic m%ners

leading role in th

foreign nanes,
\
who played/th struggle. The one exception
was George Mitchell, oddly enough an_early 6pponent of the
61 :

secessionist movement at Mercoal, The last of the group was

- o

o . " Lt ,
cut off in mid-November, tHereafter/|{to tread the heartbreaking,
though well-worn path of the blacklisted trade unionist, After
‘trudging around various camps in/the Coal Branch looking for(a

job} one of those blacklisted wrotei "at Hinton I got the same

answer.,.no work for «wou Botrakoff./.impossible for .me to get

work on this coal braﬁch or the Lovette Branch,.,." Botrakoff

further reports that he has four

4

oung daughters "and my wife
> 62

will become a mother again withif a month." One shudders to

thin%ﬁwhat befell this working /class family during the winter

of 1980-1931,

In summing up, the Western Miner concluded that the strike

had been defeated through the combined efforts of the U,F,A,,
“a 7 | ‘

o

o

'
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the Labour Party, the operators, and thé U.M.W. of A.:

. ' . .  ° Y
"A united front of scabherdimg, railroading ahd~ja1lﬁng of
63 e
strikers," Delegates to the Fifth Convention of the Mine

Workers' Union of Canada resolved that "never in the history

terrdgésm."64 Yet the evgﬂié;ih‘the Noyéh in 1939 were but a
foretaste fromgghe,bitter cﬁb fTrom which the miners were to
dr;nk in the\yé@{é ahead, The struggles of the "Miners!'
Section of }Qe worke;s' Unit;‘Leagﬁe" had ‘only begun,

v ‘rg . . "

&

S

4

of the District_has there been such an open display of police

.

b
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The 198Q Convention of the Mine Workers® Union of

Canada met nearly a year aftér -the Wall Street Crash,

W e o AHETAT

.
e et

For the miners, conditions had hardly been ideal in the.
: - 1920's, This new depression, Wthh resulted in a drop of !
20% in-Alberta coal production in 1930 alone, only dragged

3 . ” i
' ‘ / H
il them deeper into th& economic pit. In his anuual report ° ?
\ . v, "

Sloan commented:

o ) ...desplte a11 the promises and shouts that the country
is prosperous et¢., and that the depression ,will soon be

, . over, better times to come etc., in reakity the condi- .
) ' ~t10ns are grow1dg worse, and the exploitatidn increases
, daily, s
65 . :

i

Communist appeals. for "class struggle policies",delivered by

fraternal deleg@&es Murphy, Lakeman ahd James Farbey (of

~ . a “
™ the Young Commitnist League), could not have come at a more

s

: i opportune time, The proposaﬂ to disaffiliate from the All
- ‘ Canadian Congress of Labour passed Wlth only three dlssentlng ) .
\ - 66
¢ ; J votes, However, the idea of formally aff111at1ng with the o

N . Workers' Unity League was more contentious, and was left in the

! hands of a referendum to be held at some future date.

i
o

While the %91egates pondered the future of thelr organlza—
. tion there appeared on the floor some ghosts from the/past
// in the persons of Lewis McDonald.and Dai Morgan, two of‘}he
g£ | ' ‘"founding fathers" of the Mine WOrkefs' Union qf Canada. Having
. . .

- , | R
dropped the use of the name "Kid Burns" in a bid for respecta-

bility, McDondld had by 1930 moved far to the right., He

4
)
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deportation of agitators," .
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Supported th€ elec ion of R.B, Bennett, and had eliminated the i

Left Wing aspect of his nationalist creed altogether,

|

McDonald ;
and Morgan were at the Convenpion to-drum up support for a
new orgﬁnization the self-styled 'Canadian Defenders", whicp

preached nativfs as the solution to the problems of the
P ‘rb.u "
Cam dian working class,' McDonald's new platform included giv-
|

ing preference/of employment to "native and English-speaking
. - il
gitizens,{,combulsory speaking of the English language, an
67 .

The Convention heard him dﬁt, but was in nosmood to make

v

«

an alliance with: such a "fascist" organization as the Camdian -~

Defenders Nevertheless, the Defenders represented a strain
of thought -- not necessarily or exclusively bourgeois in
origin -- that was to persist within the miners' ranks during

the Depression, Nativism, or the idea that one part of the

~

mining community, namely ‘the Anglo-Saxons, could somehow escape

the ravages of economic dislocation by shifting the bur?en onto
the shoulders of the "forelgners" coﬁs;atuted a potent, sthough

obviously divisive ideological for C//ln the miners' movement,

v @ \ e

It presenfed a serious threat indeed to the Mine Workers's -

Union, which not only depended upon the cementing of 1oyai§ies
along class and not national lines for its existence, but by

its relationship with the Communists had laid itself open to

-

charges of "foreign domination", The c¢onflict would come out

r

into the open in the Crowsf NestﬁgaSS in 1932, as we shall sé&"

"™

in a forthcoming chapter, .
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" ” Tom McEwen thought that the Lethbridge miners had gié@h the ;
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. The "fascists"," of- course, were not the only group i

iobposed\to thé,gfowing relationship between the Communist
Par;g,;ndjtﬂézminers' Union, as evidenced by secession of.
the‘i@thbriﬁgetzn;al by a vote of 339 to 288 in December,

19310.6'8 The move was enginqeredAﬁy supporters of the tradi-

tional Labour Pgrty organization in the City, a bitter oppon-

ent of the Communists. :The Western Miner, for what it is
) worth, hypothesi%cd that the miners' reasons for rejecting
~
the M.W.U.C. at this time’ were more practical than political;

and’that thdr action was largely motivated by fears_0§ repriéiA

b
-

als stemming from the introduction of the jobﬁelimiﬁﬁtihg
. i L 69 o
~shearing machine into the Galt Mines, At any rate, the

C S
Lethbridge secession caused consternation -in Moscdw*\;hich

’ i, R
urged Canadian comrades to concentrate "all possible forces"

\'70

in the coalfields to defeat the "reactionary offensive.

P

Communists a "strong warning" against the fallacy that "through
- * 3

mechanical control of the 'head' of the M.W.U.C,, they could

71 '

v

hope to "hope to control the, entire body."

,The split did not signal a reversal of the trend towards
milhtanci in the M,W.U.C,not even in the lignite field, In
Shaughnessy} tﬁe“@iners struck in mid—éedson during the winter fi
qf,1630—1931 in éé”unsuccessful attempt to‘protect_théir union i '

organization.4,Thewprevioué Seﬁtembe; a dispute at this ca

had been settled through a compromise worked out by the

[ a

]
P
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Federal Department of Labour's trouble-shooter in théuWest,- ¥

F.E. Harrison (See Appendix C, page 261). . This time
.Harrison was unsuccessful in: mediation, as the empibyer,
the Cadillac Coal Company,"Seems-to have been bent on smashing C

the M,W,U.C. The strike commenced on January liw,following

the firing of four miners who refused to speed up production,

72

It was, as 3<:es Farbey lamented, "a hell of a time to strike '
ield", especially considering the widespread
. | ) .

« "in a lignite
unemp}oyment in tﬁe Lethbridge area. While attempts at mass
picketti ere foiled‘by police action, the number of black-
legs irrc sed from 2 to 39 within % month, By early March,
e&en'the scabs were going on short time, and the M.W.U.C,

local at Shaughpessy was no more, The coal company. established

a home 1local and}even drew up a "collective agreement" with
thi§ body., The most important article of the new contract was . ‘

the "yellow dog" clause, 'forbidding the employees at Shaughneséy
. : 74 ..
from affiliating with a "real"trade union. .

" The Commﬁnists pliyed no role in either the conduct or
«the instigationvof the Shaughnessy strike, which ended in complete
defeat and humiliation for the union. Indeed, the winter of

1930-1931 seems to have marked a real low point in Communist

‘ i *
activity in the coalfields. Murphy and Hladun were in Moscow,

while Stokaluk was still "hived up" in Coleman, inactive, and

in a state of sémi-disgrace with the Party. Thé Western Miner

-

G
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which had been edited in 1930 largely by Harvey Murphy, did

not pubiish between January and kpril of 1931. Thel supporters-

of the wOrLers' Unit§ League had to work hard to defeat a

resolution from the Nordegg local calling for the recall of the

dlstr1ct offlcers The Nordegg mlnels who usually could be

relled upon to support the pOllCleS of the Left Wing, complained

of mismanageﬁent of union finances and the Shaughnessy strike.75
Nevertheless, the Communists came out iighting in the Spring,

in preparatioﬁ for. the referendum on the W.U,L. question, wpidh

was scheduled for May 11, The Western Miner was revived and

once again took the offensive for the Left, Even the boycotting

of the paper by L thblldge printers "under pressure from the

¢

atholic Church" falled to prevent the appear-
of the pre-election edition in mimeo-
76

operators and the

ance of 2,500 copie

graphed furm on May %. The' re-awakening of the radical mazp:u

ment can be partially attributeﬂ to leadership factors. The
Party brought in one of its Mtop guns", Kalcolm Bruce from
Vancouver, to campaign on behalf of the Workerxrs' Unity League,
with positive results. Bruce, who was jailed later in the year
along with the rest of the Communist leadership in Canada,\was
an expericnced and effective orator and organizer, During the

early 1920's he was one of the most popular radical speakers

in the Cape Breton coalfields. Brought to trial in 1923 on

R P )
R
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charges of making derogatory remarks concerning the Union

Jack at a mass meeting in Qlacg Bay, he was acquitted because

’

the prdsecution could ‘not find‘a single miner to testify .
t 77
against him, More important was the active support of John'

Stokaluk, who finally rehabilitated himself in the eyes of
78
the Party by-performing "yeoman work" in the W,U.L. campaign,

Along with Stokaluk, of course, went the "radical foreigners"

i

»

and the U.F,L,T.A, ’

, The Communists did not pull any punches in]their propaganda,

The Western Miner advertised the Workers' Unity League openly

as:
...the Canadian section of R.I.L.U, (Red International
of Labour Unions, Moscow), - pledged to a programme and
policy of revolutionary struggle for the complete over-
throw of capitalism and the institutions of exploitation,
and the setting up of the state power of the workers and
poor farmers through a workers' 'and farmers' state,

’ ’ 79

Their energetic "vote hustling'" paid off handsomely, as the

miners voted 73% in favour of affiliation to the W,U,L. on

May 11. (See Appendix E, Table 4)., Support for Leftist

policies seems to have increased considerably since the dis-

trict elections of the previous summer, although the nom=parti-

- N - -l‘\Qw

cipation of the Lethbridge local probably resulted in thé -loss

of a number of anti-W.U,L. votes, Even Lethbridge, however,

became caught up in the.swing towards the Left. The local

decided to participate in the Communist-led May Day parade,

s

-
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. 1
although the miners did vole to march under the Union Jack

and not the Red Flag. Union militants like Andrew‘Walker, - .
Secretaf} of the home loc¢al, began to agitate for re-
affiliation to the Mine Workers' Union of Canada. Within a
month a referendum vote at Lethbridge had decided the question
in favour of the M.W.U,C.,80 The re-affiliation of Lethbridge
indicates a seasonal dimension to the political behaviour of
the miners, at least in this lignite camp, it is reasonable

to assume that when the mines closed down in March the miners
got hungrier and thus more militant, and it is not coincidental
that both votes for disaffiliation in 1930 and 1931 took'place

in December, when more steady work could be obtained in Leth-

bridge,

1y

! *

In late June,\the Secretary-Treasurer of the M.W,U.C.

1

f

sent in the union's first pex capita of $60 to the W.U.L.
81 . s,

headquarters. The miners were now officially committed

to the Communist alliance, a link whose conscquences were

demonstrated almost immediately with the inauguration of
a n;tional campaign against the Party by various leyels of
government during the summer of(ﬂ%?l. In early Jul repres-
sive measures were taken against the Alberta Communists, with
the‘raiding of their Calgary oIIices.. Most of the rty's
leading militants in the Province were arrested, including

James Farbey, Phil Luck and John O'Sullivan -- all of whom had

P —
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- the chief of the Alberta Relief Commission, A.A.

113...

been active in the miners' apnd unemployed workers'movements.
Those who were not caught in the dragnet subsequently "took
to the h;gg timbers", and the Party's activities were thus

82
temporariéy disrupted inlAlberta. Following the arrests

uttered musings,to the effect thgtjfcommunists" should not
expect to receive ‘public assistapcé. This prompted one
English—speaking Drumheller militant to ask: JWhen will thése
fools ever learn that our voice“is the voice\o tortured
humanity, and that their persecution can never stamp out khe
spirit of revolt?" 5

7
N

Soon afterwards, R.B. Bennett delivered,dhat‘he hoped
would be the final "deathblow" to the revolutlon@ry movement
by rev1v1ng that infamous piece of leglslatlon ectlon 98
of the Criminal Code. Section 98 (which provided for jail
terms of up to five years for persons advocating "violent
overthrow" of thg govérnmént) was created By ghe Borden regime
to suppress radigal activity in 1919, and seems to‘:have been
a distinctively "Tory" response to working class chal}enges to
the established order. TheALiberal Party regimes in Ottawa and
Nova Scotia had used traditional sedition 15 s to exorcize

the chief radical demon of the 1920's, J.B. McLachlan, and

Section 98 was struck off the books by Mackenzie King in 1936,
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\ Under Bennett, however, t?g legislation was a powerful, yeapon .
\ in the hands of t&e employers and the state. With the co- - '
\ operation of the Conservative Henry gove»ﬁ%ent of Ontario, ‘

- Bennett effectively "delegalized” the Communist Party on /

y August 22, 1931, The Party headquarters in Torontp were .

“

sacked and eight leading Communists -~ including Tim Buck, Tom

§
K ~ol
2 - MgEwen and Malcolm Biruce -- were arrested, All were subsequently %
% convicted and sentenced to five year jail terms, under Section '
? ‘ 98, While the authorities justified their actions as a defence
of \the democratic political -system, they seem to have been 4
‘ i

directed more against .working class militancy invgelefgl, and
the grgwing strength of the Workers' Unity League in particular,
Not suprisingly, members of the Mine Workers' Unioniof Canada

took a dim view of the procecedings. The Cadomin miﬂers expres-

sed a common perspective when they informed the Prim¥ Minister

that they considered Seclion 98 as simplf "a veh;cle\to remove
; . |
all militant workers, and so destroy all militant working class i
84 ' L

organizations,"

)

The implications of the intensified c¢limate of repression

;

in Canada were shown to the miners in a clear and frigphtening

manner by the atrocities committed in the Sout

- .

Saskatchewan coal Ileld in September, 1931, The story of the .
F

f
Estevan strike and massacre has been told elsewhere by Stan

.o,

Hanson, thus obviating the necessity for a lengthy treatment
85 -
here, Briefly, the Mine Workers' Union of Canada had =--

i o

4!;’”; b i,,f(‘ )




at the request of a committee represeﬁting the 600 colliers

of the Bienfait/TJylorton area -- establisheéd its first A

Saskatchewan local in August of 1931. The "figh%ing President"

[T

of the M.W,U,C., Jimmy Sloan, had been involved in the effort,

along with Communist organizers Annie Buller, Martin Forkin

M
i
b
-
¥
i
h
;
3

and James Bryson. Citing disinclination to aséociate them-
selves with the "Red Internationale-of Soviet Russia", the

lécal coal opératoré rgfused Eb consideyr the miners' modest
demandé for a 1}ving wage and more humane conditions at homgﬁand

at work, \The Mine Workers' Union of Canada thus declared a

general &ork stoppage in the area on September 7.
% ' ! )

On September 29, a mass protest parade of %he s%rkkers N

“&

and their families waé’stopped on the outskirts of the]town of

. Estevan, a riot ensued, and three Ukrainian mine workeks weré

shot dead by the R.C.M.P. In their report to Ottawa, police
/
officials painted a lurid, though fanciful,picture of the workers

1

marching on the town "carrying red flags and armed with clubs."

Pr

The Report justified the killings by claiming that’thé reds had
. 86 '
somehow "opened fire" first -- presumably with their plubs.

[

Tﬁese charges have been’fully and adequately dealg with by

Hanson, and we shall not dwell on them here. What is important'

in this context is the response of the rest of ¥he¢ mining com-

-

munity to the massacre. This response was in tinctive, unequi~

. :
vocal condemnation., Mass meetings were convened in every coal
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ﬁown, and protests pqured into Bennett's office. Many of

4

these prot%§ts, written on forms supplied by the Canadiqn
Labour Defence League, o; couched in terms of the "Party
line" can perhaps be dismissed (as Bennett himself surely
dismissed them) as propagandat Others, such as the iollowing
from the geperally conservative mining community of Eusca;,

*Alberta, canqpt The document speaks for itself:
...there are very few Communists in Canada, but there
are hdsts of working men abounding who are suffering
real hunger, ...the conditions are eating away the
vitality of the strongest of men, and tHey don't have
= - to be communists when the grieve over their misfortune
but such conditions does (sic) make them desperate,
and to trifle with their grievances is a deadly errvor.,,
the shooting of those Estevan men...has filled us with
horror, and the disclosure ol living conditions,,,.
have shocked the whole of civilization, its no good to
try to hide it, by advancing unsatlsfﬂctory excuses,
(i,e. the Reds) ihe best thing for the good of the
country is to rectliy\lt and commend the Camdian union
. for taking action at the cry of distress that went up
which was ignored by the U.M.W. of A, (which) promised
to help them if the poverty stricken miners would bear
the expense of an organizer. This goes to prove that
the ofily organized body of men that has the welfare of
the working class at heart is the Mine Workers' Union
of Canada, and the backbone of that Organization are not
Russians but real Canadians and British born workevs
who are not willing that such display of cowardness (51c)
and cruel injustice should be allowed to pass unheéﬁed
and unavenged, indeced vengeance is calllug,loudly in
this case, A .
We beg to present this protest with all respect to ouy
present government, expecting immediate action to further
the ends of justice, and ask that the campaign and the _.
agitation against the Mine Workers' Union of Canada be
discontinued as its power is based upon justice and com-
pas$ion, we are not infidels but God-fearing pebple the
most of us,.,. ) ) P

[y
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Deepening Depression and outrageously "insensitive"

<
%,

o

government, were pushing even "free born Englishmen" into the

PR > g

radical camp., Of course, the Estevan masdacre provided strong

suppbrting.evidence to the Communists' theories about the
* . \I}j

nature of the class war. 'It'would not soon be forgotten, -

. s 4
T “ k

Cecil Boone, the radical bard who had served time witthEQis

'

McDonald as a result of the Drumheller styike;/;ummed up the

events in song: i
In a little mining.village
Scarcely noticed on‘ the map
Bourgeois guns were turned on workers
And their Life Blood there did sap

No one dreamed of such a slaughter .
In that town of Estevan ‘

That armed thugs with guns-and bullets
Would shoot men with empty hands

Three more martyrs Tor the ‘miners oo
Three more murders for the, boss

Brutal laws to crush the workers

Who dare fight for freedom:s cause,

i . 88

A crowning piece of irony was the announcement by
McDonald that the Caqad;an befenders Organization was willing
to place its services at the dispgsal of the forces of '"law
and order" €6 aid in the smashing of the strike, Although the \
threat was never carried out, the M.W.U.C. prémised'that "
have thé express dee¢ision of 1,400 unemployed workers of
Winnipeg to beat the four hundred miles to ggtevaﬁ...ir Kid

Burns goes in with his crew of ganggtefs."_ It is the last

we shall hear of this mercurial character. McDonald later

moved to the coast, became an activist in the Canadian Legion
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The Estevan strike resultegd 1 the arrest of most of the

of ordinary workers. Ludwig Maurice\and Major Hyslop tried to
organize a general sympathy strike oi\the M.W.U.C. for October

7  but without notable success, Operators in the Pass, Canmore

H

and Lethbridge districts prudehtly‘kept their mines idle on
that day. According to contemporary repo}ts, only a group

of non-unionized miners at Medicine Hat, where James Bryson was
. , ‘
well known for his work among the unemployed, closed operations
: ’ 91
in observance of the day.

The Saskatchewan strike itself came to an end on October |

! ~ .

8. Professing of the "usual malarky"sabout sympathy for the

miners, the authorities . managed to cenvince them to go back to
work ‘pending an investigation into their grievanCeé. While a

. . . s
slight improvement of -the miners' abysmal conditions was

effected, the authorities whitewashed the R.C.M,P, and grbund

out large doses of '"class j?sﬂice" to serve as a stern warning

v

to the militants. While most of the accused received lines,
short jail teris and suspended sentences, Annie Buller, and the .

venerable Sam Scarlett eventually served two and one ycars
92 :

respectively. The case of "Rex vs, James Bryson" had a

particular impact, as the Mine Workers' Union of Canada was

B} .

5
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cited as an “unlawful organization" undgr the terms of

93 ’ -- 3

Section 98, Opponents q{ the union Qlayed the judgment
L

for all it was worth, although the., Western Miner remained )
: . ’ \
i . . -
confident that "the slanderous attacks of the boss press"

would.not "get the desired effect of throwing (the miners)
94 ‘

into a panic." Said the newly elected Secretary-Treasurer’ )

vl

~
of the M.W.U.C., John Stokzluk:

mall percentage of the members of the union
r members of the Communist Party, but any
taken by the workers areralways interpreted
as Communism. The mine operators would love to
See our |lorganizatian illegal.,,partigularly at this
time.when,..the u:ﬁ;n,,,is preparing for new agree-

were e
actions

ments -for the betteyment of conditions...
95

. . 3
I Alberta, the official campaign against the Mine Workers'

Uhion of Canada had a negative effect 'only amongst'its most
fickle supporters, the employees of the Galt Mines in Lethbridge.

On the advice 6f Labour M.L.A, Aﬁﬁrew Smeaton -- a gentleman

whom the Communists regarded as the archetypal 'yellow socialist®

. -~ they voted| for the second and last time to secede, by a
e . 96 .
margin of 275 to 259 in December, Another casualty was the

union's only local in the East, at Westville in Pictou County, !
Nova Scotia, The local had been ogganized in 1928 aftér a.
b i split with the U M. W, of A,, by Dan Livingston, former

-

President of District 26, who had been deposed . from office

along with McLachlan in 1923. The press reported[?hat‘xhe
Westville ﬂipers had returned their charter after "learning

(:) that the Min;\WQrkers' Union of Canada was affiliated with the

Lo
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red Internationale",  but it seems that there was & more

~ °im¢ediate reason. The local branch of the Canadian Pegion
{ .

™~
']

.
had declared the M.W.U.C. to be 'dual' to their organization,

thus depriving union members of access to what was probably
‘ T —

Ty e ek o e e e Tt KA A P

7

the centre of Westville's social life. Barred I{Qm the Legion

: . Hall, the thirsty miners were forced to abandon the Canadian

union, Unfortunately, Dan LivingstoJ'"could not be reachedéﬂ
Ny

* 97 P
\ , - )
for comment," . '

The Mine Workers' Union of Canada had not long to live in

\ -

Saskatchewan.VMHere the operators would not acknowledge the

5 fa

existence of any form of organization, let alone a 'revolutionary"

o

~ trade union, The workers had no previous experience in trade

’ -

unionism, while the union had to‘collect its own dues and thus

‘

maintain a relatively high level of interest on the patrt of

the rank and file. As Sloan told the local leaders, "there's
98
lots of hard work ahead for 'you yet boys, lots of hard work.," - ;

; There was sporadic ﬁtrike action in the field dufing the winter

»0f 1931-1932, but this is the last we hear of the organization,

4

The Estevan miners do not seem to have been fully organized ’

again until 1939, by which time the Mine Workers' Union of
. 99 .
Canada was "only a memory" in the field, \

£ \ ‘ o ~
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Chapter Four: Q "The Great Pass Strike of 1932"

I
ecause of the tragic killing of tde three Saskatchewan
mine workers, the Estevan struggle is the best known episode 1n
the history of the Mine Workers' Union of Canada.l Yet the BSask-
an experience was essentially a short-lived and unsuccess-
ttempt at organization gmoﬁgst a people outsideg of the
"maipstream" of Canadian labour, not dissimilar {rom many other
strike struggles led by the Workers' Unity League during the
Depression; The Communists seem to have had no long term effect
in the field, and the Estevan miners remained just as isolated
from the rest of the miners' movement after the s%rike as they

had been before, Aside from the creation of martyrs from those :

who were killed or imprisoned, and a general exacgrbation of

‘class antagonisms, the struggle had little direct |impact on the

Mine Workers' Union of Canada, The strike in thg Alberta Pass
in the following year had a greater signfficancemﬂ It was the
largest, longest, and most bitter struggle that jthe union ever

conducted, involving one-third of its membership and the fate

of its first ané strongest Sub District. A smashing defeat here

would probably have resulted in the complete digsolution of the
g

organization within a very shoﬂt time. From a] more gencral

.,historical perspective, the stri&e and its aftermath are not .

without interest. As indicated in the Introdud¢tion (p.13), these
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events provide a concrete illustration of the broader themes
under discussion in this paper: radicalism, ethnicity, and the

response of the working class to cconomic degradatio&.

~

' Unlike the isolated coalfield of Estevan, the Crows! Nest
. /
f 3
SS hqd always been the centre of the "class conscious idea"

k4

¥

Although the field at Lethbridge opened up a

*

in\District 18
T -
dec%dejbeforé, the Pass was the first to be organized, by the

Westefn Féderation of Miners in 1902, The Pass miners left the

A
I

W.F.M. for the United Mine Workers in 1903 not as a result of

any objection to its radical politics, but because they felt that

they had been "sold out" by their local -leaders in a strike

struggle (Above, Chapter 1, footnote 2)., They were the first

)
Canadian miners off Vancouver Island to gain a , political victory,
with the election of Socialist Party candidate, Charlie O'Brien

@ 1
to the Alberta Housc for the riding of Rocky Mountain in 1908/

Along with Drumheller, the Pass was a major bulwark of support

for the new unionism of 1919, although, as elsewhere, the miners

Lwere forced to abandon it under duress. The returns from tge

Pass camps in the 0.B,U., referendum are the mosgrggmpiéfg/@e
have, and these show an overwhe}ming majority in favour (Appen-
dix E Table 1) of the radical union. The point 1s clinched by
the election of the head of the miners’ éectioé of the 0.B.[U.,

Paul Christophers,ain Rocky Mountain in 1920, Atter the sfrikes

of the early 1920's, of course, the . miners were definitel

a
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‘; ) beateé, and the Aﬁtempt to regroup in the Mine Workérs! Union

of Canéda was by no means an unqualified%success. The M.W,U.C.
locals in the Créws' Nest Pass retained many of the character-

istics of the original "home locals" .after 1925, dand the union

RSN SREERE A vt e e | FCt S

, was never strong enopgh to engage in any meaningful collective

l bargaining with the mine owners. One writéx‘goes so far as to
» v

e BOTRENET IR

Pl R on ™l BN T

. state thzt the Mine Workers' Undion of Canada ‘was a 'paper.organ-
B | ization" and that "the period between 1925'énd 1935 saw the

3

.

These assertions are less than precise., The response of the

’

&

. abandonment of labour unionism" in the Crows' Nest Pass,
_ . 4
1
|

Crow miners to the Depression ¢

‘ T the 1930's was-not monolithic,

: ‘ . .

-~ "o Fnd differed widely frdm camp to camp. After a period of increas-
T, . .

Eingly aggressive radical activity during the period 1930-1932,

E ‘Coleman camé_uqder the sway of "&rypto-fascist" forms of leader-
4 ship, while B1 irmore swung further towa}dg’the Left. Corbin

3 v *
exhibited a high degree of union.militance in 1935, but seems to

ave been unaffected by radica

politics. Michel never seemed

t \have been able to make up 1ts mind on the question of affili-
a ﬂon to ‘the Mine Workers' Union of/Canada. Hillcrest and Fernie,

B.,/C.* remained fairly passive throughout the period.

The kind of
1a

bour unionism which emerged in the Alberta Pass during the

early 1930's was very different from that espoused by either

thie home locals or the United Mine Workers organization. Economic

]
~
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\ conditions prevented the union .from pyrsuing "normal" trade
]
union objectives, and forced the miners<to re-direct their
energies. In some respects the M~W,U,C. in the CroQS' Nest.Pass
P - . |
was not a trade union at all in. the ordinary sense, but rather

e

a movement of a different order; a movement of resistance, both
- political and economic, against the capitalist regime, a rear j)' ;

AY

»

gdard action to ﬁreserve thé’laét shreds of wbrking class inde~
A /J " -

-

.

‘ . . Lo . . :
pendence in a‘period ih which this independence came under relent-

’ | less attack from-all gquarters, Yet it was not simply a "class

/ , ,
——— . -movement™, Aspects of class and ethnicity, sometimes comple-

v

mentary, sometimes conflicting, intertwined in its evolution,

v

until the volatile mixture finally exploded in the course of the

"great strike" of 1932, .
4
4

‘As was seen in Part I, the M.W,U.C, at no time.-represented

o

more than one half of the 3,500 coal miners on both sides of the

provincial line in the Crows' Nest Pass. “The home loeals of 1925

~

constituted two distinct categories: those that had been initi-
ated by the coal companies (fernie, Michel andnHillcrest); ana

‘ those which“had been formed by the mine workers themselves
(Coleman, Blairmore, Bellevue ‘and éorbin).4. The latter group
had at least tried to alter their home logal/company union

status through affiliation with the M. .U.C.,, while the former '

had not. Some correlation, perhaps coincidental, can be made

between the capital structures of the companies involved and
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their ability to retain absolute control over their employees.’

lHillcrest Colliéries was, by 1925, an adjunct to the Herbert 3

-

Holt/C.P.R, empire; while the mines at Fernie and Michel were

&
’ controlled by large scale American railway and mining capital,

.Corbin Collieries, on the other hand, was the personal domain

of the Corbin family of Spokane. The operations at Coleﬁan,

Internatimal and McGillivray mines, were independently owned

5
until they were swallowed by the C.P.R, in the early 1930's, \

S - West Canadian Collievries ﬁBlairmore and Bellevue), which

'
o -
cco

even a militant of 1932 characterized as "an honcurable company"
. \
presents us with a §pecia1 case, A subsidiary of a French multi-

—

e

natinnal company which controlled the coal indastry of Indo-

o

. china as well‘’as the French interest in the Suez Canal, West

Canadian had historically been noted for its ability to attract

"the pick of the miners" in the Crows' Nest Pass. Its repre-

sentatives in Canada were,

in the main, educated French techno-

crats such as Georges Visaac, inventor of the "V}gaac Coal Gig",

and prior to the Great Depression, large amounts. of capital! had

flowed into its Canadian operations, The 1925 Coal Commission

- ! 3
found st Canadian's Greenhill colliery at Blairmore to have

exemplary safety and working conditions, and lauded the fact that

one could stand erect anywhere within it -~ a fact due as much

to the large coal seams at'Blairmoreiégp to 12 feet in,ﬁeight)

~

as to the company's engineering policies., It also ﬂayed with

' i
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approval the introduction of the compressed air pick into the

Greenhill mine -- an innovation, however, which was not regarded
7

with the same unanimous approval by the employees, Although

a

. West Canadian, in common with the other operators in the Pass, 3

never officially yecognizedtthe M,W.U.C. as a bargaining agent,

and dealt with the M.W,U.C. Local as a "committee of employees",

it is significant that its sister company, Big Horn and Saunders'

. Creek Collierfés, was one of the very few coal companies in
‘ 8
’ Alberta to do so, Nevertheless, West Canadian Collieres was to

)
4 bear the brunt of :the class conflict of the 1930's, 'and its |

.t A

®
emplloyees were destined. to gain the reputation of bglng the most

(

militant ploletarlans in the country. ' » *
~ o . : o
Labour‘relations-at the Greenhill minc began to squr in
(?\\\\ " . . 1928-1929, when the company's production and profits first hegan
g . ' -

o to sag, and a tough new underground manager wasfinstalled at

-

~.

techniques such as
.

were put into practlce Taking the pillars -- those parts of

(%)

| the seam usually 1eft largely untodched to secure the roof --

. Blairmore, Under thiedirebtion of Harvey Blake, cost-cutting
I

remoyal of pillars to get'"lob% recoverx“

0 °

. ma} have meant”"ggdﬁ places" and high wages (a§ much as $50 a day)

~ for a few favaured contract miners, but it also entailed a general
u ) decline in the safety standards of the mine.gq Blake's greatesE
sin, however, waélﬁis prejudice against fpr%ign national}ties. |

The cbntrdct system had always ogened itself to the playing of

2 -
o ~ ?
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favourites, as it was traditionally the prerogative of the
s |
] - | ;
boss to assign '"places", good or bad, to the contract men. [ ;
Lo : I )
Blake played the game, not only by the usual criterion, but on i

the basis of ethnicity. In the late 20's he imported 50-odd

P
J

Welsh miners -- part of the unemployed "refuse" of 1926 .

who ‘had been lured to Canada by way of the harvest excursion =--

7

into Greenhill and gave them good Xgaces to try to ensure their

i

4

’ \
loyalty, This provoked widespread re§intment amongst the other

employees, who already were competing for available work.: Blake

I T MR,

made no secret of his 'ultimate intentions, His reported boast
that he would make Blairmore a "White Man's éﬂmp" seared |the

soul of that community, and laid the foundations for future
10 :
conflict. g \ ‘

° P

; . The use of the words "White Man" underlines the key ele-
2 ment of ethnicity without which one cannot hope to understa?p

et

the evolution of class relationships in the Crow during the

1930's, Our fifst consideration, of course, must be empiricai,. “
.The 1925ACoa1 Commission reported the igllowing ethnic break-

Vdown in the Alberta Pass, the term "British" being used to

include the smali number of native English Canadians amongst

~" the mine workers: British, 44%; Slovak, 23%; Italian; 14.5%;

French and Belgian, 7%; Russian, 2%; Other Europeans, 8,5%; -

and Americans, 1%. (See Appendix D, Table 1), Having lailed
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to locate the primary data on which the Commission's findings
" were based, a further breakdown on a local basis can onlJLbe

e achieved thfough reference to the reports of the Dominior Census :°

O Ve
N Y e

7 for the various.municipalities involved. This is imprecise, not

only because many of the coal camps are not listed separately

»
Y P

. ., €
in the census reports, but also because one cannot assume that
.all the ‘inhabitants of a particular municipality are coal miners

or their dependents, Nevertheldss, these peports will have to

(<]

F suffice, -

-

b . ~
, The most significant information which can be gleangd from
the census data is that which relates to a comparison between’

L ‘ fthe towns of Coleman and Blairmore, Alberta, Roughly'similar

in siie, and both dependent on the coal industry for, their

existence,lthese two neighbouring towns drifted. further and .,

P

i} ’ v

further apart during the Depression on politicalfand tradé union
issues. 'The fagile conclusion of one student, who attributes
Blairmore's greater militance to the fact that Harvey Murphy

. t - , .
v M‘l ""spent a greﬁt deal ' of his time in that town" simply does not
‘ n , : 11 -
¢ ‘provide a satisfactory explanation, " The qral tradition of

the Crows' Nest Pass stresses instead the rgle of ethnicity in

determining this phenomenons Veterans qf both sides of f:j//

conflict feel that Bldirmore!s tendency toward the left can be

h . -
.partially attributed to the relative preponderance of Italians,

Slovaks, Finns and Scandinaviansuin that town; while Coleman's

=3
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conservatlsm was influenced by fhe relative plepoudeﬂance of.

Anglo- Saxon and Polish elements there, ’ : v

| | x
y \These opinions are borne égt by the available data, The
\ ' .

”

CeﬁSus\Q: 1931 found a higher proportion of Italians, Slovaks,

. . R SR . .
and Finns/Scandinavians in Blairmore than in Coleman; and more

\

Poles and AngloﬁSaxon& in the latter town (Seeexppendlx 5) Table/s)

The most te%llng statistics which emerge are the percentages ‘of
") 5
those belongipg to the "British Races" in .the tw§ towns, In = ~ .

A

‘Blairmore thefxwere in a minority, and made up ofily 40.6% of
\

the population.\ In Coleman their position was reyersed, the

By - 9
—"British R, ces" haV1ng 54.4%;0f, the total, This situation is ~ 3
- \ A 2

111ustrated as well by the religious make-up of the two towns.

-

Protestant;sm (Angllgans, Presbyter' nsf and United Church), the

religion of the TWhité‘Man", had the\ allegiance of 53.8% .of

Cdleman's inhabiéants ip 1931; 42.9% of Blairmofe's: 52,.9% of , ?;
the people of Blaiirmore were Roman Catholics, the religion of Jj%
the "forenger",‘4}.6%vrg001eman.13‘ The religious dimgnsion %?

is not without relevance to our discussion of Communism and the
\ ©
.- , , ;

’

miners' 'union, as we shall see later, . .

v X

I1 ‘

In 1930 the,Communist Party organ}zatidn in the Alberta

Pass was small .and definitely dominated by the "foreign element".

J 0 .
From the spotty reports in the Communist Party manuscripts, it
} v '
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2.,
"\would seem that the Blairmore Branch had twelve members,

"dll of whom are Finns, etc." while Bellevue had: four of
unspecified origin, Coleman had a much larger contingent,
which included Stokaluk's Ukrainian Farmer Labour Temple Associ-

ation group, as well as a handful of Anglo-Saxons recruited by
. u 14

Harvey Murphy (seven out of forty-seven), - -There were two

-

women worthy.of note iq\the revolutionary movement in Blairmore:

Anna Apponen, a Finn whom Murphy described as "the best fehale,

N ]

revolutionst in thé Party"; and Mary North, who founded the

Women's Labour League (an affiliate of the W,U,L.) in the town
15 )
in 1930, Despife the appearance of the odd Anglo-Saxon,

Communismgwas widely,regarded as a strictly "foreign" phenomenon

/

ass circles., Evan Morgan, the Welsh Secretary

|
local at Blairmore described the foreign mine

4 7

of the M.W,U.C

workers as " 0% Communistf" and suggested that the government
. ‘

"charter a boat and ship them to Russia.' as a solution to the
| 16 . Y
unemployment problem in May, 1930. The earlier working class

unity which had been forged by the O.B.U. period and the Social-

igt Party had broken down with the éollapse of these organiza-

tions and divisions of the working class political movement into
|

Communist and Labour Party factions, Christbphers, for example,

drifted far to the right during the late 1920's, and became a

o

determined enemy of the Communists.

</ ' ' ¥

~
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The relative strength of these opposing factions was

demonstrated b; the results of the Alberta election in'Rbcky
. /‘ ™ Mountain in June, 1930: Harvey Mufphy hag done his best to
get a Communist nominated by the miners, instggd of a represen-
tative Af the‘traditional Qabour Party orgahization. A meeting
of the Coleman miners' union did in fact endorse Communist Rock
Sudworth, agérusty Yorkshireman whose name appears on the 0.B.U, |
blacklist of 1919, as their candidate by a two té one majority.
Led by Christophers, however, whom Murphy said was "wild' over

{ ,

the Sudworth nomination; the Labourites insisted on ruimiug one

17

of their own, Joe Stubbs, in the clection, The division,of

¥

course, oulf bene}ited a.third candidate, running as an indepen-
dent, who squeaked by with under 50% of the total vote (See
Appendix F, Table 1). The Cgmmunists'seem to have been content
with defeating the Labour Party in the Pass mining town?, 671

to 494, Their only other candidate in tﬁé province{ John
O'Sullivan -- another ex-0.B.U. leader -- received only 200
votes in Drumheller.18 The turnout was generally low, Many
jworkers may have\been job-seeking elsewhere, while some of'the
"foreigners" perhaps did not have the right to vote., The geheral
trends, however, were significant., Sudworth came in last in’
Hillcrest and his,own home town of Coleman., :The only town which
cast a Communist majority was Frank, a Qillage one'm{Té\eﬁst of
Blairmore,Iwhiqg/had’ﬁlsb a majority ofCzech

19 :
its population, Similar results were forthcoming in the union

s and Slovaks amongst
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elections of Aungt, 1930, .The W,U.L. candidate for President

received healthy majorities in Blairmore and Bellevue, but was

defeated in Coleman (See Appendix E, Table 3).

[

As the Depression deepened, economic conditions went from

bad to worse in the Crows' Nest Pass, ‘Between 1929 and 1931

coal production at Blairmore,'Bellgyue and Coleman dropped by
20 - |
approximately one half, At the same time-the totdl wage bill
* ~N

£

for the industry in the Alberta Pass had beencut by almost 60%,

while the number of days worked in the mines ®ropped by 40%.
21

Even in 1929, the Pass camps had woirked only 175 to 200 days.

Underemployment, thencurée of the coalfields throughout the inter-
i

war period, reached unprecedented heights in inverse proportion
with the C.P,R,'s dwindling appetite for steéﬂjcoal. By)March,
1931, %he West C;nadian Coll}eries had introduced the split shift
or "stagger system'", by thch wolrk crews would‘be div1dga in
half. Thus if the mine workéd.two days a week,xeaoh‘man would
get one days work.22 One of the "petty tyrannies" indulged ln

by the operators was their habit of never lettiné tﬁe workm:n

know in advance when the mine would be opeh. Instead, the miners

would have to wait for the mine whistle -- two blasts work,

'
A

three blasts, no work -- each and every morning to find out.
Only the Hillgpést management kept a regdlar weekly schedule, a

fact whichTﬁs répdrted to have had much to do with the loyalty

+ . . {
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d ( | 23
exhibited by their employees during the 1930's,
While the part-time mine workers scraped a meagre living

from what seemed to be a dying industry, the unemployed and the

destitute were thrown on the tender mercy of the relief authori-

, ties. The suggested expenditure for local oificers was $4.24

a month per family, for a diet of the poorest grades of flour,
' -« 24
rice, porridge, beans, sugar and prunes, The youth and the

single men had the hardest time obtaining relief ox employment,

! 1)

like "their confrer?s in other parts of Canada during the Great
Deperession., Bennett's solution to the problem, the reiief

camp, was very shortlived in the Crows' Nest'Pass, whose people
were not accustomed to "slave labour",., The sole camp-in the
Alberta Pass at Passburg, near Béllevue, was broken up shortly
after its establishment in 1931, after its inmates went on strike
to protest condit:lc'ms.25 It wouid be inaccurate, however, to
assume éhat the radical appeal was cohfined to the {ootloose
single men. Unlike many mining campé in the Province of Alberta,
the labour force in the Pass towns was mainly sedentary. In
1930, 70% of the mine workers at Blairmore, for example, were

26
married men.

(..

®

Private and religious philanthropy proved unequal to the

s

taslk presented by the collapse of the coal industry. By 1931,

it is said, thecy had "“exhausted their fulds to assist the unem-
27
ployed miner." Moreover, the whole idea of charity was

7
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resented by the miners, who rightfully regarded themselyes as

responsible for much of the nationis wealth, and who falt

<

degraded by becoming economic "basket cases', The appearange
! é

of Red Cross relief posters in the Pass brought forth an angry

reaction, expressed in class terms, by Andrew Dow, Secretar# of
B . s

”

the Coleman local: ’ N : ™y -

The workers of this or any other country do ngf rejquire
any Red Cross Society; neither do they require“yed tape
to either clothe their families or feed them; thegathe-
ing of second-hand clothes 1is net necessary for
workers.,.the trouble is that they are only alloyed to
produce. ,.when they can produce profits for the parasites
who rob and exploit labour,
28 8

A\ | , .

All of this cﬁntributed to the growth of the Commuﬁgﬁ%

/
7

movement, After 'the 1930 election the Labour Party in the Pass

N

seems to haﬁegiargely collapsed, and the Anglo-Saxon leadership,

which . ha pported it, sp11t into \ Some, like Andy

\
Dow, made common c&%}e with the Communists in(a "united front"
oi'the Left. Othels\blded their time, waiting Yor a more season-

able moment to seize the initiative, and drifted further to the

right. With the re-emergence of Stokaluk in early 1931, the

support of the U.F.L.T.A, apd,the ethnics was secured to the
Party once more., During the W.U.L. referendum, all three locals
voted for the Communist proposal: Bellevue by 66%; Coleman by
67%, and Blairmore by 92% (See Appendix E, Table 4). The ng

1 demonstration of 1931 was the biggest that fhe Pass had séen



————

LA v e a

SO

i xkie

¥ ‘@’n 5

e

e

e ol

in years., Two thousand people were present, and {"listened

]
. attentively to the message of May day, which only the revolution-

dry movement leads today". A traditional holiday for the miners,

the union used its influence on the local school boards to give

the children of Blairmore and Coleman the day off as well. The
\

A Red Flag flew from the speakers' platiorm, on which sat not only

- . ¥
Malcolm Bruce and John Stokaluk, but Archie Fraser, a well-known
whose views on

trade unionist from Coleman, and Evan Morgan,

s "communism' seem to have mellowed considerably in the previous
29 c

year, The Communists committed only one "faux pas" at the

) celebration, when Malcolm Bruce delivered a Marxist tifade

.

against the stagger system, for whiqh he was "roundly criticized
30

without exception.,"

»

The miners haq determined that an equal

sharing

result,

of the work, however slim the pickings might be as a !

was the only way Lo deal with the situation,ﬁ&né if they

had to hang, they would surely hang together,

- The events at Estevdn spurred another flurry of "agitation"
in the‘Pass. Masé meetings wgre held in protest, at which
speakers 1like Aundy Dow declared that.the miners "asked for

bread" but were ''given bullets" instead. All, the camps took

strike votes, but, as indicated above (page 118) the mine whistles

At Coleman the militants
. . 31
went ahead with their picketting anyway. ) )

: blew '""no work'" on the appointed day.
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As the third ye7T of the Great Depression opened, the \

{ '
uneasiness of the miners was increased by, rumours of impehding
- 4 .

| -
wage reductions, spurred by demands ot operators in the Drumlzx\\
. PRl

o d

heller Valley and Nova Scotia for further pay cu&s in early
1932. Although the rumours were denied by compa&( officials,
there can be little doubt that idea of cuts was uhpermost in the
corporate minds inéyhe Crows' Nest Pass field as w 11, as the

1930 contracts came up for renewal, West Canadianfg George

Visdac, 1in privafe correspondence with the miners' Progressive

Party representative:in Parliament, George Coote, had written

oﬂ the subject thus;in 1931:

.

...this depression will not end until we have scen a
thorough deflation. We must be able to reduce our

- gselling-price. We have done it already to a small \\
extent, by reductions in costs and a reduction of ten
percent in the salaries of all our officials, We must

go,/ further,. - \

e 32 . N\

Jn jan omindus tone reminiscent ‘of the Poor Law Commissioners in
England during the"hungry thirties" of the 19th centufy, Visaac
suggested_that the miner could afford to cut out items such as

orange juice from his diet, and that Canadians in general would

be better off if they ate more bread.

In Janujry, 1932, the Mine Workers' Un%on of Canada con-

\
vened a "United Front Wage Scale Convention'", which included

»

Left Wing delegates from the U.M.W, of A. camps as well as those

from the M,W.U.C. Among those present were Sam Scarlet, out on
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bail pending trial in Saskatchewan, and Hnrvey Murphy, now
returnedjto the District following his travels overseas, The
Convention resolved to hold a general strike in Alberta if
wage cuts were imposed on any of the province's miners.33 A
referendum on the question ultimately returned a majority in

. T
favour of'such action, However, beforelthe ballot was taken,

the Crows' Nest Pass had been plun%ed imNo an industrial war of

its own making. This struggle would prove to be the sternest

test of the Mine Workers' Union of Canada.

»

34

Iy
a

3

- v

| As a result of the activities of the"United Front" pove-
. 7

menti»which will be dealt with furthexr in another context in
/ :

Chapter 5, there was much talk of a "district strike" in 1932,

, The 1idea of a+*"district strike" was probably pure chimera, as it

had been ever since 1926, .Neverth@iess, the rhetoric contributed

to the portrayal of ‘the dispute which broke out in the Pass as

a Communist conspiracy by the enemies of the miners. While the
L]

spread of "Red" .ideas in the previous two years was not irrele-

vant to the events which were to transpire, the Pass strike was
i

Taunched by the rank and file as a resﬁlt of long standing local
grievances, It cannot be attributed to the evil genius of Harvey
Murphy, or any of theother "outside agitators™ so deservedly
-hated by the bosses, The strike had been foreshadowed by walk-
outs in Coleman on January 27 and between February 2 and 8 to

reinforce demagds for sharing of the work equally amongst all

'

SNt ] Tl 0 0 e T 57 e

%




feand

‘ ' 145, ..

st

)
employees -- the most 1mp01taht grievance in the coal mines

" 34
. during the 1930's, N

N\

The iong awaited showdown Bgtween the Mine Workers' Union
of Cauédq and the operators in the Mlberta Pass was sparked by .
an ;ncident which occurred in the, Gré nhill mine at Bla;rmore
on the afternoon of February 22, when a mihé worker named Jim

q
Zemek refused to come to heel when ordered to speéed up his de-

parture from the pits by fireboss' Danny Ree
&

able words were exchanged between the two,an

Sevéral unprint- ' ;o
when Zemek refused
to apologize for this, he was summarily dismissed. That night

the members of the Blairmore local union held an emergency meet-
”—\\

yet; there wag little suggestion of a sp11t along eth ic lines,

1 Indeed, the strike call was moved and seconded by two Wglshmen,

scab list in late¥ months. . Harvey Murphy was "miles away"

time, and played no part in the inauguration of the strike.

. .
& : ‘

The or1g1n of the strike was described thus by a local
s
militant: . — 5
| ‘ '
For the last twelve months during which West Cagnadian
Collieries operated, their employees, particuldrly in
the Blairmore mine,were tyrannized over and subjected
to many indignities by certain officials. The breaking
’ point was reached when an attempt was made to compel a
lad to abuse himself before a number of bosses because
he answered back when his boss swore at him. The strike
was called to protest this despotic action, as well as

‘ S
f

&5
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to ingist that a v&rbal agreement...to the effect
thqt work be equallyx divided, be obselved by manage-

ment.
36

LE—

On February 24, one dayf \fter the Blairmore walkout, the

Bellevue local struck in sympathy, 630 coal miners were now off
the job. The head of the Crows' Nest Pass Sub District oard, -

) \Joe Krkosky, from Blairmore, pressed for a work stoppage |in
Coleman;“whécgﬁfiﬁally c&me about on March {%’ following ‘the
q"closing of .the places'" of 12 men, at one of the mines. The

next day miners af the other colliery ceased work in sympathy, ‘-

According to fhe Labour Gazette's stitisticég there were at this

!

point some 1,255 emﬁloyees of the three coal tompanies -- West

. 1 v
Capadian, International, and McGillivray Creek - involved in

T M Y (0T ™ ™ SPmg AP PR w1 I N e ¥ Tp

the dizzute. The .mood seems to have beén one of\extreme mili-

tance though many of the rank and file strikers ere unclear

as tolthe specific issues at stake, as Harvey Mu1ph\\adm1tted
37 ~.
later, To the m1dd1e clﬁss Coleman Journal the sgki:e was .

-

D R i e

"a 'test of strength between operators and the w01ker§ ay to who
© 38 \
shall run he mines", - In the final ana1y51s the strik

were'sparke by the Zemek flrlmg sTem .to have Dbeen the ¢

>

| tive expressign of a people fed up|with the kind
e e

1mposed on the during the Great Iepression, >\

R ) '\\ o ’J/
E ‘Although West.Canadian did in fact offexr to _rehire Zemek

: . '
A N o N
‘ . .
. o
.
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'E shortly after thé strike began, settlement of the dispute was
-

I delayed by a complicating factor -- the expiry of the 1930
'/ -
contracts on March 31, It . became.obvious that the operators ¢
Had seized the opportunity presented by the strike to eliminate
‘ .

the Mine Workers' ®¥nion of Canada in the Pass and replace it j
|

\ wifh,"home'locals" more to their taste, All three companies now

—

insisted that their employeeé formally "renouace" the M,W,U.C.

e

before negotiations leading to a renecwal of contracts could
begin. The M.W,U.C. and the W,U.L. were communistic, and there-
fore illegal. Georges Visaac moaned that Wast Canadian would be L

placed- on the C,P.R.‘'s blagklist if he treated with the union, ;

while other officials curtly declared that the strike was "poli- ‘i
~ tical and that its leaders -- éspecially Harvey %urphy -~ Wwere
P ‘ I3 B 39
not interested in "Yeconomic" issues. The Coleman Journal,

referring to the "Disunity League" as. a "mushroom organization"
a® .

d;decIé}ed that there could be no "sidestepping"” around the fact
b}

/ | R : 40

-that "democratic government or dictatorship is the issue",

4

To this kind of propaganda the miners' union replied: .

! C The bosses say it is only a question of reds =-- '"Leave
the Workers® Unity League and we shall have no quarrel"
...the miners are too wise to be taken in by the bosses'
foxy tactics. They are going to stick to their ace
card, their militant W.U.L, union., L
: - 41

Despite these brave words, the workers were not of one

S

mind, for the strike was more than a sdmple‘labpur-management

I.
dispute. Political questions and ethnic splits continued to .

¢ o . X v
- i

e vy
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of the union to the' militant WOrkeré' Unity League had created

‘from the "True Blﬁe British" "element, as well as the Polish
! ‘

- ’ 148... i

o
divide the miners., 1In Coleman, a sfrong and vdcal anti-communist
element, headed by "older and saner" Anglo—Saxon/leaders such i J
as Dave Gillespie, William White and Bill Lees, was very much .

{E“evidence. So far, we have devoted littlé attention to the .’

conservative groaup, however, its importance in the conduct of

.t

the strike cannot be overestimated. Reflecting on the events of

v

1932, a former Coleman mine worker explained his reasons for-
opposing the strike:

We had oum own union which was good (before affiliation ’
in the W.U,L.) It was agreeable to us, it was agreeable
to the Companies, and we were getting along fine, We
had picnics in the summertime. We had money in the
bank,..Sometimes we didn't have to pay our 1ifty cents

a month, We had money, eh, and we had no troubles, But
the Communists were there, trying to take over...we were
against Communism, ¢

,This individual held bitter mqmories of the hunger and hardship

endured by ;he'minefs during the strikes of the early 20°%s, and

saw no point in having a repetition of these, To him the "home

local" set up, under which the union hecame a kind of mutual aid

or social club, wa§'the best that could 'be obtained given the

state of the trgtle., The ousting of Wheatley and the affiliation’

a situation in which4it seemed imperative "to get that damn
, 2 ’ )
union out of there,"

A
'The conservative group in Coleman drew most of ‘its. support '

B

o o

¥ ©
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t

community of that town.. Unlike the other national groups in

¢ -~

+ the Crows' Nest Pass, the Poles seem to‘have been inclined

”

more towards conservative nationalism than to left wing radical=
" 43
ism during the 1930's, As early as April 8, the right wing
woo ’ '

seems ‘to have gcommanded considerable®*support in the Coleman

- local, On that day the local me?ting featured a debate on the

merits of the strike between Murphy and Dow on the,one>hand, and
Gillespie and Lees.ohk the other. After the-meeting the mine

workers voted 319 to 218 in favour of the latter's proposal for
44 .
a re=considerationol the strike mandate.

4

v At the other camps,’however, the Ieft Wing remained firmly

in the saddle. Ninety per Cént of tlie union members at Blair-

.

more and Bellevue had voted in favour of the United Front"

strike on Aprilll; as opposed to 82% i%,poleman (See Appendix E,

A 4

Table\ﬁ)._ May ay }932 saw the "biggest demonstration in the
h;story of the Crows' Nest Pass", Wh%n'the schools werb-agn%n
closed to allow the children to ioin%their folks.at a monster
rally in Blairmore,. ’Tﬁé\solidarity of the West Canadiaq.st;ikefs
Was quickly put to the: test, as the Company began to. 51gn up
men for work and announced\{ts intention of breaklng the strlke
at Bellevue on Wednesday, Mays 4. On Tuesday nlght tﬁe two
‘

sides lined up for What would prove to be the most savage class

eBnflict w ich the Pass had seen 1n~ﬁyeau“i Whllei300 plckets ‘

? \/ ' ‘
» . Al
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m@intaingd an all-night vigil at the pithead,‘lﬁspect r Duncan
of the R.C.M.P. (the Alberta Provincial Police wasﬂdﬁsbandéd
- .. Nl

on April 1, 1932) moved in with 75 "heavily armed" members of

]
1

the Force. When the mine whistle blew "work" the next morning
' they, along with a number of blacklégs estimated at between

25 and 50 faced the picketters, Upwards of-1,200 men and-women, -

e

from the mining towns, grimly determined that the cause of the

union should not fail, manned the line at the height of the con-

&

|
frontation, Blairmore Army|vete¥ans Bill Knight and Sam Patter-

son drilled the strikey o military formation, while Murphy took

ion, The ranks ‘of the strikers were swel-

) led by unemployed sympathizers, some of whom were recruited off

: <ép
pagsiné box cars by John Stokaluk, 5/“

1 4 hd

"~ -

t

‘In the battle which ensued, batons were used freelytan the

Ve

"fdrmfﬁable array of pickets'", the most "active and noisy" of

whom, wrote the Calgary Herald, were women, In return the Moun-

tiej/were assailed by missiles of various 'kinds, their eyes

> !
stung by large amounts of pepper thrown about by the angry miners'
wives. "Hand to. hand scuffles between the constables and members

of the mob" took place, but the‘Mgunties¢did not use any fire=
arms, perhaps to avoid the pub}ic outcry wﬁica haq followed ong)
;the q;eﬁgfof the Estevan riot'six months beforer The fight

cdntinued unaﬂ;ted untfl the*morning of Mny'6, when the sound

of thré@ blasts of the mine whistle broughf f@}th a great cheer
1




ranks, Admitting defeat in its attempt

«

at '"scabherding", West Canadian.Collieries further anmnouynced

from the strikers'
. - VN
the "indefinite closure'" of the Bellevue mine on\May IZ.WAlong
with at least two:women who were badly battered by the: Police,
over a dozen picketters were arrested for the crime of unlawful
assembl&, A crude attempt by the authorities to decapitate the
strike- leadership by dragging.Murphy off to'Lethbridge to face
similér,charges on May 13 was foiled by the Canadiap Labour
Defénéé League, which posted the $2,000 bail required for his
releéée?s ‘ ]

-

, . *
After their defeat on the picket line, the enemies of the

Mine Workers' Union .of Canada in the Pass turned to Royé subtle
means of smashing.the strike, by'mbans of ‘a campaign of "poli-
tical racism" modelled after that of the Committee of 1,000
during the Winnipeg General.Strike. ‘fLike the bourgeois of
Winnipeg in 1919, the union's Qppdnéqts sought to break up the
stxike under fhe guiselof a noble crusade to preserve thg Britigh
way of 1ife’from "bolzhevism" and, evennwofge, "foreign domina-
fion;"46 An organlzatlon calling itself the Klu Klux Klan reared
its ugly head, claiming respon51b111ty for a flery Cross wh1ch
appeared on a hillside near the Blalrmore cemetery on the nlght
of Eriday the 13th, along with a sign reading "Beware'Reds."47
Asked about Klan a;tivities in 1932, an anti-communist replied,

“ap )

'"Yes, there were a lot of those fiery crosses. They were as

Y e



p M 2 \ / R
harmlessias could be, but they scared the hell out of the ’ ]
" - 48

Communists, let me tell you."
¥

P

3,
he crosses may have been

"harmless'., but the idea behind them had the effect of further

.
[

polarizing the mining communities on national and political

lines. This polarization was especially evident in Coleman,
3

. \ !
where "goon squads" began to roam the\streets., The prevailing’
atmosphere is well described in the fo lowing passage:

There was a bunch of us that used<to run around., Young
English and Scottish.and Welsh fthows,,,We were gangs,
We went around with lead pipes upwour sleeves and silk
stockiings filled with sand in our pockets and our heavy
mine boots. We were ready to defend ourselves if they
ever Started anything...we were damned well ready,

/ 49

& -
Meéﬁﬁngs of the Coleman local unioﬁ\were rocky sessions
indé@d,as the community spiit down the middle on the issue of
" the strike. The leading militants amongst the Anglo-Saxons, Rock

Sudworth, Andy Dow and Archie Dow and Archie Fraser, were

drowned out-by the rising choxus of the anti-communists, who

 were moving more and more towards a violent rightest position,
heavily tinged with the racism of the Klan, On_May 14, yet
‘another ballot at Coleman resulted in a 292 to 237 victory for
the “Whités." The Mine Workers'Union of Canada then organized
a ﬁeeting to urge the miners to reco&%ider_their decision to
return to work, En route to the gathering rpm Bellevue, the. (e

B

car carrying Joe Krkbsky‘and John Stokaluk was pierced by an —

., )

~ v
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: ‘ . " object which they claimed was a "22" bulleY, although an_ ‘ 4
‘ opponent suggests that it could have been a "little wee rock" h 4 -
: ! from the Frank Slide.?0 Arriving at the Commupity Hall in

r
] -

Coleman, Stokaluk blamed the incident on K.,K.K. gunmen. An

eyewitness reports that:
Stokaluk stood up at this meeting,..he was running this
thing down and he said that it was probably the K.K.K
that had done it., There was one chap who stocd_up and
said that he was K.K.K. and he was damn sure the K.K.XK,
didn't do it. And John says, "You mean to tell me that
you're K.K.K,?, and the fellow says, "Yes," Well, I
thought old John would die by fright, He turned as
white as the driven snow, honest 29 God.

o iy e Y AR T T R T < W
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The meeting ended in a riot, after the so-called moderate
element threw Stokaluk and his supporters out of the room. The

fiasco has been described‘as "the beginning of the end for

Communism" in Coleman, and whs in fact, the last meeting-of the

Mine Workers' Union of Canada in the town, 6ur report conti?ues: -
|

,..1t was shortly after that the riots'started...it came
to blows in the community hall.,,.I was standing behind a

/ guy who picked up a chair and hit a fellow by name of

{ Sandy Irvine over the head, Sandy got wup and let this
Russian have it -~- this big Russian, 1 forget his name,
But oh, that was a riot! There were guys bouncing out
of doors and jumping down the basement and out the
chutes,,.But the cops were all out there and they moved
in, .. ! 51.

On May 23, the Coleman right wing organﬂzed its own home
1 , ’
local, the Coleman Miners' Association, whose bylaws specifically

excluded members of the Communist Party from holding office,

'3

'
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' 52
ané signed a renewed agreement with the two Coal Companies, ,

A CHRER L A w7 o Bk WA NS

4
Thr?e days later the Association's members marched through the

LY

\ .
town of Coleman into the pits guarded by a large number of the,

R.C.M.P,, but were unmolested., The M.W;U,C, had already declared

1
-

the Coleman strike to be at an end, and advised its)\ supporters
t \§ign up for work before it was too 1late., The 's abby home

\ . \
lgcalY,, to quote Stokaluk, had won the day., The traéic after- i

[N

math\of tWe Coleman strike was the discrimination of k prox1—

mately 125 ‘"known Communists", who were refused employment and

\\»q N

N

who did not return to the pits, if they returuned at all, until

"

> World War II.\ZThe Companies, it must be remembered, were always

éager to dispese of surplus colliers during the Depression, and

e, ngﬁlns notes, "There was much unfairness...and many yere ,
. P 53

Jobless who had little~to do with union activities,"

o -
1

1]

The K.K,K., with its open and vicious brand of politidal

racism, appears to have ceased to function at this time, but it

'

was replaced by a more respectable variant on the same theme,

which called itself the "Citizé%éﬁ’League". Its avowed aim was

54 )

/ko "oppose any person,organization, who or which in any manner
teaches sedition or revolutionary theories." Its founding

)

P
committee of eleven included Coleman's Mayor, the editor of the

E B

Coleman Journal, a Protestant cleféyman as well as Lees and

B

Gillespie from the home local, Although there was&?vert nativism

in its/blatférm, it is significant that all eleven were "True .

-<(\\.‘
] i

7 *
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Blue British." Unfortunately, no list of those blacklisted as

"Communists" exists, but from all reports, the ;ast majority

of them were o£ "foreign" originz for the strike aﬁ\cdieman had

degeﬁerated to a large degrce into a'radial conflict:between &hat

Harvey Murphy called the "White Men and ithe foreigners", All

the members of the U.F.L.T.A. werec included on the blacklist.56
Although the newspapers claimed that "the Reds are ready

to call it a day" in the Pass following the Coieman debacle,

thig was not to be. The posting of a list &f 70 "Communists"

who would not be rehived under any cifcumstakees by West Camdian

Collieries stiffened the resolve of the strikers, and quashed

any hopes for a settlement. In the face of the "anti-Red”

@ysteria being whipped up by the Blairmore branch of the Citizens!'

League, the ming erkers stood thgir ground. In 5 éathetic

attempt to imitate the mass demonstrations of the| Mine Wurkers®

Union of Canada, the 10651 bouygéois staged a "Patriotic Parade"

qg tﬁe Queen's Birthday, May 24, The "respeétablc" citizenry,

incYuding delegations from the I.0,D.E., the R.C.M.P, and the

Boys Scouts, rallied behind the West Can&dlan Collieries Band,

and listened. to a defiant speech from Mayor Farmer, who assuxed

his audience that Blairmore was ''not as Red as somec would 1lik
57

to believe!" To the union, the "respectable" element was com-

L
posed- of "a number of small town businessmen whose vision and

ideas extend as far as their cash register,.. I{f it were not

a
z
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. for the miners the whole kit and caboodle of them would help-
58
lessly starve," b 1

The opposition continued to hammer away at the old themes. [ ;

¥
-
-
3

According to the Blairmore Enterprise, less than 1% of the

strikers were English, despite the fact that the strike committee

was predominantly English and the rdle played by’ the English on N\,
59 N

the picket line, Along with the despised foreigners, the "White

men" had manfully taken their place in.the fight against the

scabs and police. The Anglo-Saxon minority was, of course, split

P

on the issue. At Bellevue, a committee of three, "True Blue

: British" all, tried to establish a new home local, but with lit-

~ tle initial success, In response the strikers elected new com-

mittees to represent them, wisely choosing men who were neither
60
Party members nor Eastern Euopeans. AT®hough 17 of the 21

%3 e

names on the West Canadian union scab list are English or Welsh,
the members of this community did not line up as a body behin

the home local, There is probably no way of determining why

some of the Anglo-Saxons remained impervious to the arguments
.of the operators and their allies, while some did not. Included

in the strikers ranks were an old timer who had once owned the

one of the most prosperous miners in the town, For many quite
: # ;

L

‘Blairhore Hotel, a number of Blake's Welshmen, and Evan Morgaa.
t

simply, the working class instinct of "sticking with the union"

wﬁ ot AL R
kih ,' ;
e, ‘.é
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took precedence over the nativist ideas which seem to have

. 1

triumphed in Coleman, -

\\

Vo

The militants, of couyse, carried on a vigorous campaign
against the sophistries of political racism: ¢
The committee of miners -has no luck negotiating with the
operators, who 'will not consent to an agreement which V-
prohibits discrimination', ‘Several men whom they decided:
to discriminate have fought overseas. What does the
Citizens' League think of that™ They yell for Englisgh
speaking people to join the Citizens' League..,If they
are so enthusiastic about thiungs British why do they
champion a group of foreign cbal operators who treat our
boys in this way...I am English myself,but...if the
Union Jack is to be,disgraced.by the type of people who
wave it around at Citizens' League meetings, I would
rather- see a red flag flying in its place. ‘
’ 61

e

Much bitterness was stirred up by the adherence of the.supposed

-

spiritual leaders of much of the Anglo-Saxon community~in Blair-
mare, the Anglican and United Church.clergy, to the League, The

miners’ paper described them thus:

: Wolves in shecp's clothlng, preaching peace and good will.
towards men while organlzlnﬂ fascist organizations... *
heedless of the cries of the ragged and hungry kiddies,

« and finally blessing and .sanctifying the murderous attacks
on the picket 1line, . . )

: 62 '. ,

2 ' [ //"‘ .
. The Roman Catholic priest in Blairmore, Father Harrington,

on the other hand, abstained from the anti-union campaign, and

3 : : < .
is yemembered as one who helpeéd preserve some sense of social
S DO

sanity duripg the crisis. 'Dufing one of his addresses to the
" 4 “ o
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strikers, Murphy denounced ;Eé\Protestant ministers, but /

’

N

declared that his statements "had" no bearing on the Catholic

priest, who has remained neéutral, and who is respected among
63 ", .
many miners," Harrington, "0f course, was only reflecting the

%

feelings of his parishioners,’ the Italian and Slovak workers .

who were also Murphy's strongest supﬁorters, by not endorsing

- -

the League. In Colemdn, howévér, the Catholic leadershi p remained

true to its anti-communist stereotype, and swullg some support,

especially amongst the‘predominantly Polish congregation of the

Holy Ghost Church, to the strike-breaking element,

In the other camgs, the non-Anglo—-Saxon majority was nearly
unanimous in support of the strike. The sole exception to this
might be'thecFrench community, which held ‘a special kind -of

status at West Canadian, and which supplied a few miners to the

e

¥
home local., The French, of course, werc considered to be "white
\ »

men", and played the same kind of ambivalent role as did the
English, Although three of the 21 names on the scab list are
French, it was a Frenchmsn, Gaston Bazille, who claimed the

honor of being the first striker to be“a}rested on the picketn
1ine.64 The other groups —- the Itqlians, the Slovaks, the Finns
and S;andinavians -~ were the most/militant in holding out against

the coal company, and Blake's alleged "White man's caﬁB" declara-

tiqn became a powerful rallying éry amongsl these people. When

the homes of company personnel were picketted 'by the strikers, |




“iary member Julia Johnson, {for example, thought that the strike

an official named J.R. Smith wrote to R.B. Benuetf complaining

of "oyganized boeing parades" by .the"foreign element." This

interpretation is lent some credence\by the testimony of a native--
- - . '65
Canadian striker, who refused to take part in such demonstrations,
Urging the Prime Minister to take further action to smash the
\'.~

strike, Smith argued that Communist propaganda "might“possibly‘

e

be innocuous in a community where there was a larger percentage
b 66

of English speaking people," but not in~”Blairmore, lA striker

. . .
recalls an incident which demonstrated the potential ﬁor violence
iy - \ .
under the circumstances. While mdking a speech at' a union meet-
)
ing Murphy was hebkleﬁWby a group of Anglo-Saxon home localers.

§ oS

Observing the Italians/and sTovaks present?wrapping up roéks in

their: handkerchiefs, Murphy advised the home localers to "leave .

‘ ’

now, or you'll all be dead men" =-- a word to the wise which the
latter quickly acted upon by mdking themselves as scafce as *

67 \
possible, : '

There were positive aspects to the strike, at least among

fhe ranks of the Mine Workers' Union of Canada; Women's Auxil-

was having a s§1utﬁry effect on relations between the tradition-
ally segregated national groupé: S

It is just wonderful to see the spirit of good fellowship
in Blairmore... In this struggle for right, ra€ial and {
personal prejudice has been swept aside...We are one big
- happy family. ‘
68 ’
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] <
ork of the Women's Auxiliary itdelf was pointed. to with

‘pride by ‘the _stl‘iikers. Early on, Muik;y had criticized the
of participﬁtion by the women fol , calling;itkoue of the

wor t'%eatures of the strike. Hé realized that a negative

attfitude on tie part of the miners’ Wiveéi whose devotion to

union principle could be gasily underﬁlﬁadwby"ﬁgzg;nal

* igstincts towards the\iiggged and hungﬁy kkddies", would prove

fatal to union solidarity. The union made|every attempt, over

the objections, no doubt, of more tfﬁditioxa11y~minded male

workers, especially from some of the foreiﬁn comﬁunitieé? to

mobilize' the women, By'mid-June, the Women{'s Auxijiary in Blair-
\\

. o
more had 76 members, and a miner's wife cou&d write that "This

—

i

strike is different from any other, Before everyone was idle,
o T R - 69
' P now everyone is busy == it is a question 6f£the right to live.," .

" The women not only involved themselves tirelessly in the more,

mundane aspects of relief work, but proved their determination

- ¥

to win a bet'ter way of "life for'tﬁein\childr n, on the picket line .

\ W i

a

Qﬁ and during the.marches and demonstrations whiich became an .almost
daily occurrence in the Pass dudring this period. |

o

The union tried hard to involve the enLiré working class
community, young and old, male aild female, employed and unem-
R .

ployed, in the struggle, It organiied a "yduth wing" of the
/ ' . ™
Mine Workers' Union of Canada, amd'a "Miners''Children's Club"

~— \as well., There were dances, picnics, sporting jgvents and other
NN 7 L . . . a
\ [
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social activities for the strikers, their families-and sym-
pathizersﬁthrouéﬁout that‘iong summer of 1932, Only hunger
could'beaé the strike at West Canadian, as the Communi;t Papty
weekly, the Woiker pointed out in its appeals for relief. The .
bulk of the relief funds came {rom other Alberta miners. On
the first pay da& foliowing the defeat 5t Colgman, the Hillcrest
home local contributed $100, "the U.M.W. of A, local at ' Mohawk,

¥
$52.39, Coleman's contribution of $83 was based on' an assessment

of $1 on all M.W.U.C. members -- an indication that only 83 of
&
the unionrg 237 supporters (as of mid-May) hkhad been rehired to
) 70

that point. The most important aid given to the strikers was
contributions of food from supporters of the Farmers' Unity

League in the Lethbridge,. Vegreville, Red Deer and Sylvan Lake
districts. The most generous contributors are said to have ﬁeen
° . L . i .
the "Doukhobours and the radical Finns'" of the’y?U,L., the

t e 7 1
agrarian equivalent of the Workers! Unity Lea@ue. Like

Workers' International Relief, and the Canadian ‘Labour Defence
Léague, the W.U.L. and the F.U.L. weré,\of course, simﬁ}y "front"

1

organizations for Communism, Yet it seems ironic that the miners

-
seemed to hav@\@eceived a greater degree of organizational and

- .
N

material aid from“the révolutionaries than they ever did from
= R

- -

-the "pure and simple" union movement. This fact is of no mean

|
importance in understanding the degree of influence exercised

Qo

by the Communists within the miners' organization, -

3
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One Communist’ theory which was lent credence by the facts

Sr S S ok Lo

”~~
‘E° " was the portraya;rof the "new" social democratic movement, the
< ' e’ 3
C.C.F., as a tool of theé capitﬁlists. A fact-which is often :
" R . . . 5

overlooked in examina?ions of the politicnl evolution of Alberta

' daring the 1930'sw}s the affiliation oIAﬁHQ¢old U.F.A. government

e ki b

i
- to the Co-operative Commonwealth movement in 1932, The C,C,F,

was thus discredited from the onset in the Province as a pro-

gressive force for social change, and the Communists poured scéorn

“on its pretensions iﬁgﬁﬁn:directibn by pointipg.fo the strike

breaking record of the Brownlee government, The_response of the
J -

Provincial ‘government ‘t0 the 1932 slrike in the Pass was similar

o

to its_actions in Drumheller and ‘Mercoal in previous years: the

- ' “ <

T :
police were sent in, and leading.militants airested. On July

18, Browniee 'brushed off{ a delegafibn from Blairmoro which had
trekked in to dmonﬁgn to presént the m1ners' chse and sngse-
‘ /' q ently 1ssued an, edlc£ prohlgltlng parades and demOneratigns

:'é; the Crows# Nest Pfgs,' fne Communists denounced the 1aw as—-

ot ’

"fascist" and 1 portent of- thlngs to come if the C.C.F. was to

galn power. natlonally. On July*19-the Wnion drganized a parade

.

- AN in defiance of the edict, during the course of which 100 people

< ° : 72 "a
: were arrested.

s -
o
co

~

- -

By mid-August’ tensions began to mount, as fhe‘péople‘of
""lg -~

: - the Pass braced themselves for another round of open confronta-

) tion o\%ween the opposing 51des 1n the' dispute. Although vhe° .
; ‘ \ T a .
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Greenhill mine remained closed, a large number of maintenance =

men and a handful of scabs were worﬁidg in Bellevue, digging

coal for the market. As part gf the informal agreement worked .
Do ) :

~out . in Ma

the union had allowed* the maintenance men to enter
the .pits, byt not to dig coal, Clqiming that this agreement had

'Qeen vivlated, strike leaders began to make preparations for

'"ﬂbo% piékettiﬁgﬂ at the Bellevue mine. Inspectoxr Duncan, loath -
: , ; ‘ |
tP repeat the experience of« May 4-5, came to the rescue by

nbgotiaﬁiqg a xiuce and prevailing upon the Brownlees government

N e t

e . - . K
to intervene, The Premier did personally visit the strike zoné,
. [

o |

nahd met with representatives of union and management, 1In a %
. Jetter to Brownlees dated August 22, Visaac made the proposals

{ : .
which taid the basis for a sﬁttlement. He declared that the

»

1ist of Communists had been "torn up", and tﬁg% the strikers

‘would be rehired as soon ds gonditions of the trade permitted. uﬂ

i © Py

The Prov1nce agreed to prov1de relief for those n?t 1mmediate1y

put back én’ the payroll A new agreemeni-tenewing the wages o

and COnd1t10n§?of the 1930 contract s to be signed jointly by ﬂ
' ¢ ’ . )
~representatives of the Wine WOr.-rs'“Unibgﬁof Canada and the
, v . .

‘scabc home local,: The ;orﬁ- organizatioh,'trhe to the W.U.L. , °
policy of col%ec@?qé”i‘ oyn du?s directiy,7and n?t through tﬁ?
'boss, %dluntaril Surrendered the checkoff,

- . \ " ’ " . l AN ]
) WhiTe the British element amongst the strikers seemed’ to

' . . ) s ' . ,
S . . . reet -the proposed settlemgnt favourahlyq'the'wadicpl foreig-

; L ‘ngrs" were not so enthusiastic about going back to work.
;1 N <o . ) e . ' Ir,\ ' . J
O B (P U S
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Murphy's powers of persuaéion were pushed to the limit in AN
convinéiﬁg these ;orkefs‘to ngeki$4fdvour of]the com?nomise,@ ‘
but in the end, he was succéssful.  On Labour Day, 1932, the

3R great éass strike finally came 'to an en?, althoué% it was months

before some of the strikers got baqk on the West Canadian payrbll.

) By today's standards, it might seem thatuﬁpe workers gained

nothing at all for their pains., However, it must be remembered

[}

» L :
Y _ that it was the operators who hag
i

¥

rovoked and prolonged the
L 2 .

Lof the radicals and the ..

o

strike by theif desire to rid/themsel

( N 1 ¥ N 3 13
Mine Workers' Union of Canada. MoreoveY,many miners' ‘strikes
-Q .

during the period did not eifd ¥ith a settlement of any sort, .but.

press painted the Crows' Nest Pagé settlement as a tre

# o 75 \
victory for "efworking class, :
- »

The settlement of the striké,:of course, did not resolV;\\\\
the' conflicts which had undérlain it: It left behind ; vast
3 . . 4 ' ,~——/
residue of bitterness, .not so much between workers and manage-
ment - for this had always éxisféd'f- but between opposing\
.elements within the working class., A Blairmore man recalls‘that-

members of the Mine Workers! Union would refgse to pack an

injured home localer out of the pit, and vice versa, for some'’

"
&

>t

[ .
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(: ‘ time after the starike., Even more telling is a statement that

Il

3

o

Stokaluk is reported to have made i1ollowing the death of a Scots ]

home localer in Coleman: "Well, there, goes another one of those
o 76 !
so-called white bastards". For the Coleman blacklistees,

,AI)/ ¢

U there was the unenviable choice between destitution at home or

'hitting the road", for none was rehired-until World War II.

t least one of these unfortunate individuals exXperienced sweet -
revenge by marching through a picket.line set up by striking

irebosses in Coleman years later,
X

1
I

In the-town of Blairmore at 1east* the employers' attempt-
AF to rid themselves of the Communist menaég failed miserably.
N .

0 During the course of the strike the majgrit>\of the workers
™ in this’town'had found a new sense of purpose, solidarity,and

splf—estéem."Duringalhe municipal elections of February, 1933,

in the Péss, they tobk advantage of the democratie¢ system . !

/ I

which their enemies had so vehemently espoused in the course of

the étrike, to seize control of the city goVernmeut. While the
N R —\ N <, - Vg,'.
radigal candidates were snowed under by the Citizens' League in

Coleman, .Blairmore elected, by a small majority, almost the

entire \''Workers' Slate" nominated by the Mine Workers' Union of

Canada, \ The Workers' Slate included representatives from all

! /

the natignalities in the town and the turnout was the, heaviest /}
i : - /
' in the town's history. The inhabitants of the humble/shacks ¥

o~

along the hanks of the/ 0ld Man River all came out to/cxercise
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peocple’of Blairmore ha

Italian woman, whb could not speak a word of English, brought

a lump of coal to \the polling station to demon%trate her
P
desire to vote with the miners, Mine carpentqﬂ Bill Knight

{ T

'/ 11
was elected Mayoyr, hlong with all the others on the ticket

kg

with the exception 9f Sam Patterson, who lost a post on the
¥

School Board to .the [Citizens' League candidate by flour votes.
[

(See Appendix F, Table 3), 8

The new adminigtration was not specifically Communist,

alghoggh the Communist Party and the Mine Workers' Union of®

‘ y | * .. . 3
Canada were its major\props,and 'Communism" bgcime a major issue

in the election campaign. Harvey Mdrphy, the most wiotorious

. L
Red of them all, was appointed Blairmore's Town Solfﬁﬁtor. The

tionists, yet the old :Red Scare" t&ctics of the employers and

the middle,class had ceaséd to be effective, The Workers' Town
Council in Blairmore i§ a rather uﬂique phenomenon in Canadian
history. Although thete weré Labour municipal administrations
in Cape Breton Quring ﬁhe early 1920's, none matched the '"Red"
hue of the Blaifmoré go@ernment in 1933, A corréspondent in
the Worker writes: |
The 1long struggle.:.had been a university training in
class consciousness  to the thyee hutidred miners and
™~ ,their families. The divisions along national lines

("White men" and "foreign") were wiped out. And very
sharp divisions were drawn on other lines -- class lines

as

d not suddénly becomg starry-eyed revolu-
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a

~)

re has '"'gone Red" -- it is a “Jnion camp...
ingrs) are actually "running the town", as far
i/ possible under the capitalist system for
to run any town,,.,That is why Blairmore\is
denounced, and held up'as a terrible example’
one side, and hailed, loved and held up.as an
. inspiration on the other, . .

e - 77 S (.

A history of the Workers'a Council of Blairmore is beyond
the scope of|this essay, although it might be useful to list a

number of its first acccmplishments. It uncovered what was

~ v

alleged to have been gra[t‘%n the previous administration of

|

v

the "respectable" element in the town. It collected unpaid

taxes from prominent citizens, while resolving not to send the e

~

N

bailiff to the hones 6f workers with\taxes in arrears, Useful

<

N ° 1.(\
relief proje¢ts were sponsored, as opposed to the degrading "make

»

work" tasks hich the unemployed had previously been subjected
to. Flower 'oxe§ were placed down the main street of the grimy
coal towé (Hwy:ﬁ)i the result being dubbeg "Tim Buck.Boulevard"
gy Councili‘ The "Tim Buck Baths" were set up in axlocal school,
and provéd to be a great boon-to the‘workers and their families,
mani-qf whom could only clean up during a weekly visit to the

colliery wash house, Of course, when Tim Buck actually visited

the town following his release from prison in late 1934, a civic

¢ ¢ o <

holiday was proclaimed., Blairmore also got its first public
park, which was laid out between the main street and the railway

tracks on land obtained by the Cangdian Pacific Railway, and

N o

<
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. A ¥ »
which became commonly known.as '"Red Square", In the nature
of vindictive "class legislation'", there were a couple of
cases. \

The Council required an expensive dog \license for pure

bred carnines, but not for the mongrels which gras¢gd the miners:
homes. n a more serious vein, apartment dweller;\WETefstruck
off the municipal voters' list, in a move directed against~
company officials, who lodged themsclves in the Greenhill
apartments. Argued before the Supreme Cour%”oi Alberta, that

body found in favour of the Council, since tenants did not
’ : 78

possess the right to vote in othef municipalities.

The actions of the Workers' Council symbolized what we}e
|

the workérs' greatest gains from the 1932 crisis, a sense of

»

self~-respect and collective independence —-- important commodi-
ties in an era characterized by depression and hopelessneéss,
The miners had proved themselves alfle to "stand the gaft", and

had survived the trial with their heads held hlghf\xggf/gbser_

ver continues: "

)

i)

Here it is the business men who walk past depressedf
and sullen, the scabs who won't walk boldly, but slink
home to grouch and plot. Even the Mounties.,,lose their
habitual arrogance when they walk the streets of
Blairmore, There has been no revolution in Blairmore,
as is loudly proclaimed by its enemies,.,,.All that has
happened is that the miners...have won'the respect and
fear of the exploiters, - '
79 °
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developed a close friendship with a local g}rl,
Rae.
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Chapter 5 Organization and Industrial Couflict 1932-35

. 3

I g o
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» It could well be that the spirit of mili%ancelmdnifesfed :

by the Mine Workers' Union of Canada in the Crows' Nest Pass

strike " of 1932 -- a strike fought over the iésue of discrimi-

~G
L3

Kl
na%ion of "Reds" or union activities -- made many coal opera-
o : - g ‘
tors think twice about trying to impose wage‘Puts on their em-

ployees during the early Thirties, At least, that is what the
r~ \ »

supporters of the Canadian union claimed, and’ Harvey Magphy

declares with pride that the M.W.U.Ckv”pever took a wage cut

. 1 ‘ :
during the DePression.™  The U.M.W. of-A,,on the other hand,
~

did suffer wage reductions, in b?th its Canadian districts.

District 26°ﬁook"a cut of 12 and one~half percent in March, &

. s . o - '
1932.» .Rank and file militants argued that their leaders had

sold the miners out to Dosco, and created a new, left wing

opposition union on the east cQast called the Amalgamated Mine K

S oo
-

Woykers' of Nova Scotia, -’ "No doubt M.W.U.C. supporters in the |,
2 4 N

-~ ~ H

West were #opeful of a similar split -in District 18 when the

» -

‘Druiitfeller coal owners presented U,M.W, «of A, leaders wigh

ds for a 20% reductioﬁ in contract rates and a $1.00 cut

~ » o

in day ra%ps—inbéarly 1932. ‘At the time, the U.M.W, represented

about 1,400!0; the 1,800 mine workers employed in the Drumhelier

S

Valley, While the radicals began to mobilize support for a

strike struggle against the impending cuts through the "United.”

Front" movem¢nt, Bob Livett and Angus Morrison qi\gégtrict 18-

[



sought to ugiljze their political clout in Ailberta by fight-
. i L 3
ing the cuts through .the mechanism.of Conciliation, 3
“ - . =~ -

-

¢

It was a cloagﬂcall f01 the U.M.W. of A., since during

R the prolonged pe110d of negptiatlons and government 1n9ervent10n )

the M.W.U.C. began to make some Ln10ad§@1n an area traditionally

known in Left Wing circies as "the lakers' strongbold." Almost
- .

two hundred Drumheller miners partjcipated in the "United Front"

strike ballot of April 11, 1932, The leader of the Rosedale .
local, Roy Berlafhdo, defected to the M.W,U.C., and, for abrief

time brought td&)Zocal's membership along with h1m After
Berlando was expelled by Livett for hav1ng attended meetlngs

o Sg of the "United Front,' the 1oca1 resolved tO-have "nothing more

to do w1th the United Mlue W01kers of Ame;lcﬁ " although 1t

‘was whipped back intd ILpe shortly after. * In Drumpeller, where
e 60% of the mine4workers were Anglo-Saxon, ~ the charge/thet the )

K¢ M.W,.U.C, was dominated b¥xforeigners was one reason why the
3 - .5 ‘
.. . Canadian unton did not receive moré&support. While John
7/ -y - T L~

-Stokaluk could usually be felied udpon to rally ‘the ethnics the *

e

*»  M.W.U.C. brougﬁt in ﬁ Nova “Bcotia Cbmmuniet, Murdoch Clalk to

boa

" "mobﬁlize the English-gbeakiqg*eledeptt oClagk, who had been
blacklisted by‘DoSco for his activities agaiﬁét‘the leddershiz
of Dlstrlct 26 was an effective organizer who nursed a passion~
uate hatred fp% the "U M. W babystalvers " 6i" v_ .
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A major confrontation in 1932, howevel, was avoided by .

the capitulation of the coal owners on e wage question before

the onset of the domestib coal season. heuConciliation Board ‘

found zﬁ,favour of the employeés, and eventually théﬁoperators ?
. ! ~— Y «A ‘

. ?

7
were persuaded to drop their demands for reductions. A new

vopen—endéd contract, which could be revbked by either party

[

as 2 . o -
after March, 1933, was signed\by the U.M.W., and the major opera- .

7

tors by early autumﬁ. The only strike #n the field was con- ¢

ducted by a local of the Mine Workerg' Unjion of Canada. in Wayne,

* i

after the employer tried to check-off union dues for the U.M.

w. éf A, The strike was led by John Stokaluk and Murdocﬂ'C1arkf

* Like pgeviéus disputes in the avea, this one was characterizedo ‘
By the distr?bution ‘of large amounts of "f{ree booze" and the ‘/'
use of gangster-style té&ctics against the strikers; At one !
point, U.M.W, -goouns weré.éuccessfgl, i? seems, in administer-

ing a beating to "Qig John" Stdkaluk, who was waylaid and ren-

dered 'unconscious after leQVing a M,W.U.C. meeting, Of his

Ukrainian comrade Clark wrote:

o

The brutal beating about the head has not dimmed the
brain of this fearless exposer of the...subversive
tactics of that reactibnary American union, the U.M,W.of A,
and its allies -- the‘'coal operators...neither has the

. bludgeoning stilled his tongue.,.,if that alien organiza-
tion...believes it can crush the Canadian union by such

means, then it is sadly mistaken. N ]

\ 8 ‘

-In the end, the strike came to a conclusion after a vote
w

was taken amonést ithe miners. Despite the alleged participation

a

Ry
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of U.,M.W. scabs in the ballot, <the proposal to join:the

U.M.W. of A, was defeated 81 to 55. The M.W.U.C. however, was

not officially recognized, and henceforth was obliged to col-

’

llct its own dues’ in|, Wayne.

. N\ - ( "

In'the spring, wage cuts of 12% wevre fihally agreed fo by

the U,W.M., and the M.W.U.C, tried to ‘defecat the move by reviv-

~

ing the "United FrontY.movement. During the summer slaék period

v

the United Front conducted a strike of 600 miners in Drumheller,
WAyne and East Coulee, with the sup 6rt of U.M.W, militants

. ) | 10
such as James Craig of &ecal 222,

Iﬁ Avgust the strikers,

most of whom were seasonally unempioyed, were cut off govern-

ment rglief, and with the re-opeéaing of the mines“resis‘ance to

the wage redﬁctions largely collapsed; Doubtless, many -0of the

workers harboured bitter memories of the futile strike of 1925
and decided that as far as bucking the triple alliance of the .
U.M.¥, , the operators, and the governmeqﬁj was councerned, "the

game was not worth the candle". U.M.W., dissilents yemained in

3

the International, demonstrating their continuing opposit&gq&v.

through gestuies such as demanding that John L. Lewis expel
1] - '
Livett and Morrison. ’

\ fx
In East Coulee, a recently developed, non-union coalfield
thirteen miles down-river from Drumheller, the Mine Workers'

: .12 .
Union of Canada did sign local agreements in 1933, These

4
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{: presumably did something to' improve the prevailing unsatisfac- !
tory conditions, and workers at the Atlas and Murras collier-,

ies were organized as Local Unit 29 of the M,W,U.é. This -

<

local was still operative in 1935, when the U.M.W.. was awarded

a wage increase i the Drumheller region and the M,W,U.C{
- ' N | 13
lobbied, successfully, on behalf of the East Coulee miners. -

After 1933, the Mine Workers' Union of CGanada was confined to

the periphery of the Drumheller coalfield and concerned itself

‘Mifh local issues such as the collection of unpaid wagesafrom -

¢ .

séme of the smaller operators, Despite active propaganda and
' evidence of U.M.W, tollaboration with the bosses, the Mine

~nW0rRers‘ Union of Canada had basically failed in its object%ye

of mobilizing the miners of the Red Deer Valley region in the
- |
cléss war during the Depression, With a few excep%ions, the .
workers seemed unwilling ,to undergo the rigors of a rebellion
along the lines of the 1925 strike, Their reluctance to do so

can be attributed to several iutérrelated'factors: the genuine

. loyalfy of many woﬁ??xs to the International union, impossible
/ . ‘ -
4 economic conditions, the absence of dynamic local leadership

(especially in the Anglo-Saxon community), and, perhaps mést
. « 7
. ’ importantly, simple prudence. The militant struggle of 1925

1 had been crushed, at a high c6st to the workers involved, Dby

the triple.alliance of business, government, and International

<

@ trade uniopism. There was probably no reason to suppose that

Berg . ‘
another maﬁément wou}d not experience the same fate,

j L
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: . o ! In an interview following the 1933 strikes, John Stokaluk ;
! A * \“‘. i
o . Y 1
! indulged in some traditioﬁ}%xggimunist soulzsearching ("self- '

g L
z

critdcism") and out};pedﬁvarlous problems/whlch the M. W, U C.

v

ed since affiliation to the Workers!

N ' as an onggi;fation had f
. Unity Leagu He may have begen thlnklng ruefully of the loss

.
§
'

’ tof his own Colemanqlecal when he suggested that the organiza-

tion's chief mistake had been a "mechanical application of

t .
s .
i

, militant policy:" ' : a

of the miners of the 'correctiess o}
placed it before them in a dictator
for district strlkcs and neglecting

\oncrete local

§ B ) problens and.gl1evances.
N . . . ;
4 Stokaluk, of course, was no dogmatist, and had, actively opposed
4 ‘ . N .
1 | the implementation of ‘what he considered to be a rigid unreal- f

isticyrevolutionary line within the union in 1930, There was

~c
1
- .

&l of truth in his assertions. Amongst its traditional

a good

following in A bq&ta, the Mine Workers' Union of Canada had

experienced severe losses since joining the Workers' Unity

’ League, \Lcthbridge (1931) and Luscar (1932) were two important

%
|

locals which had seceded from the union, not as a result of
catastrophic si}ikes, but because of "political"”diffevences.
Not wishing to be accused of opportunism, the leaders of the
Mine Workers' Unién of Canada had laid down their policy of

class struggle uniformly throughout the district. 1In most

»

—
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i
locals,the union's politics had not occasioned any great
Y

. divisions, but in others, conservative leaders had used the

e )

, issue of Communisi as a lever to pry the membérship away from

S ' ' the Workers' Unity League. Only in exceptional cases, notably

*

Blairmore, had radicalism really takgg root, It could perhaps

)
be argued that the political orientation of the union acted as

L}

)
an albatross around its neck in orgamizing in some areas, such
as Drumheller, where the labour movement was dominated by right

) wing stalwarts of the Alberta FederAtion of'imbour/Labour Party -

. grouping. v S , /
¢ PR S

Like other W.Uan organizations, the M.W.U.C. was very g
active in organizing, on a short term basis, thejunorganized, o
the desperaté, and, the ﬁﬁolitically unsophistica ed“, The
experience in southern Saékatchewan in 1931-1932 was a gogﬁi
e&ample of this trend. Here, however, the implacable Qgﬁési—
tion of the operators prevented the "bureaucratizafion?fof the

/ )

7
il
union through formal or informal recognition, and the{organiza-

tion fell apart, having failed to retain the necessary enthusi-

. ‘
asm and allegiance of its constituency. In the words]of Stokaluk,

.. o 15 /
izationally after strike victories." The Mine Wor

hd i

-"we failed to find the means of consolidating the unx%n organ—
Zers' Union

- of Canada, with its cadre of dedicated Communist OHganizers,

appeared in many iields during the early 1930's, ﬁﬁt did not

©

]
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~
g; always succeed i leaving behind a permanent organizational .

* . base, Whether this was due, as some histor}ans suggest, to

1

i . tHe W.U:L.‘s emphasis on polltiéizatioh’hs 6pposed to organi-“ !
| ? ' ' zation, is a debatable question“16. As we shall s&ﬁ, it also . g,
uq; : : ' had a lot to do with the attitudes ol the employing clasé; i ,
A . | o ‘
| J o The lignite' field at Prainceton,B.C,, which employed 550 ’2
, H
) mine workers inI1930, had never before been organized, but in S
\ ) 1932-1933 it saw’ a burst of activity by the Minc Workers' Unioh=‘ i

.
1

of Canada. The origins of the organization at Princeton can

\ . be, traced back Fo a grucsome mine accident. in 1930, during
; & which 46 miners were buried alive aﬁ/éhe Coal$ont Célliéries. H
E -~ The mine's single entrance, a 3,000 foot shéft,‘wgs rendered ;
; " impassible by an explo?%on; and only one man on the shift »g,
- escaped with his 1life. Following this "accident", Tom Cacic f
-~ one of the Communist Eight imprisoned in' 1931 -- tried to \ i
«& organize a W.U.L., nucleus in the area, bul was soon forced to ) .i

flee by the local coal owners. Living up to Cacic's vow that

"we'll be back", Communist organizer Arthur "Slim" Evdans came

-, FVTTS I

: ] to Princeton in -September,1932, after a 10% wage cut had brought
18 4 '
.home to the workers the desirability of unionization,

s

On November 27, 200 miners employed by the Tulameen and

Wilson collieriés ceased work, demanding recognition of their

v

pit committees apd restoration of the old wage scale, The strike

-

!

TS 7‘“‘?
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{T’ was conducted v1gorously by Evangs, and a running battle with !
»! \ v

podice and blacklegs ensued "After the strikers had'succeeded

' r‘ ' J .

¢ : in. blockading thelroad to the Tulameen ‘mine with fallen t1mb§¥§k\\

feoC . ' M

b . the authorlties took decisiveé action. Evans Tad four other
p ‘ i strike leaders were arrested and jailed on December 17, ‘Evans
, . was-charged not ‘with obsfructiug traffic, but with advocatlng T

the overthrow of the Govcrnmcnt under S&ctlon 98, and was

A B 2

refused bail, This den1a1 of Evans' right to bail was appealed

N 7

by the Qanadién Labouy Defence League, and eventually heard in

4 - the B,C. Supreme <Court, In handing down his decisign in the
i negative, Chief Justice Morwison asked "Why 'should he be ;;
j ’ released to cause /disturbance at tﬁis critical time?" He
E , ‘ s

seemed to have ng illusions about the econcmic and political
, . . . , . 19
. , nature of the prosecution .of the radical leader

o

Although/a comprOmise was reached at Tulameen, the conflict

L AN

: ‘ was resumed shortly afte1 as a result of the ﬁinersﬂ refusal o
§ ’ i to work on Chrlstmas Eve‘) Harry Hayes and three other members i
% U +of the M.W.U.C. exgoutive were firved, and charged with "failing

’1 ) ; to maintain positions of trust" undeg the B.C, Coal Mines Regu-

§ lations Kct2 and "ceasing work without notice" under Federal-

i kabour 1aw.?70 This kind of persecution is indicative of the

_f ) ) ’ “f‘ extent to which thie authorities Qere prepayed to go to smash

fraée unionism aud the Spectfe of radicalism which they believed

lay behind it during this éra. An organization calling itself

‘-
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the Klu Klux Klan also appeared in Princeton, burning crosses
and issuing dire threats of retribution against the Commuﬁists.
From the pulpit came similar "anti-Red" propaganda,'which led
the Communists to warn the miners of '"the strike breaking

activities of the Church of Eﬁéland and United Chupch parsons
' 21

during the Crows' Nest Pass strike."

‘.4

Ultimately the strike at the Wilson colliery was broken,

rd

+ . .
but an agreement was signed at Tulameen. The miners' demands

were substantially granted, and charges pending against the
4 ' !
employees were dropped, 7Phis camp was spguck again at the end
TR :

of the season, when the operator triedﬁpnce more to 1mpose a

10% wage reduction, The M.,W,U,C. local at Tulameen remained
< ’ v .

until early 1935, when the mine was closed temporarily, only

to re—open under the open shop. Evans was sent to prison for

his pains, his sccond incarceration for activities in the
) 22 '

miners' movement.

- -

By 1933, then, the leaderxs of the M.W.U.C. could boast

-~

~
that "No longer can our union be referred to ‘as an Alberta
23 &
union.," A further expansion into the Coast Province occurred

in February 1933, with a strike of copper miners and smelter
workers at Anyox operations of the Granby Consolidated Mihing

and Smelting Company. Here the nucleus of the organization

wds a score of U.F,L.T.A, members whom the Cémmunists had been

-5
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- of a gun the strikers were ”depqrted" to Primuaémpert and

- *
- ”‘:“,1 u.; v‘h.

/ .
// - . , 24
trying to "line up" in a unionization drive ever since 1931, ;

"

/

situated at the bottom of/thé was a

Anyox, Alaska Panhandle,

[l

totally isolated camp where the workers' existed at the tender .

. & i

mercy of the mining company, A labourer could earn $2.40 to

that is before deductions {for rbom

s

$2,60'a .day there in 1933,
“and board of $1.10 a day.. Threce @nmes in the previous year

' wage scales had begn slashed, with no correspondlng decrease

in the company's charges,

According to the Labour Gazette a f

2 ’recén} order forbidding single employees from moving out of

\,

coméan boardlng houseifénd a11 purchases outside the company
, 25

y

store, was the "immed}ﬁte cause of the strike." Harvey

\

Murphy of the M.W.U.C, was on hand to lead the struggle, and

the events which followed the cessation of work on February

While
{

the men awafted word from the Company's head office on their

3 were, in his words, nothing less than "fantastic."

Canadian Ship Malaspina was despatthed
‘ 26

to the scene with more than 60 ﬂrmed policemen. /) At the point

demandé, His Majesty's

Vancouver, where the destitute applied for government relief.

Thus supported, they carried n the strike from these two points

by picketting boats putting out oy arriving from Anyox,

t

0 . . : °
Prospective scabs were packed in piano boxes before embarking.

Murphy recalls being picked up by the police whenever a pickét

line battle at the Prince Rupert waterfront seemed ifi the
‘offipg, and describes the brutal manner ‘in which the strikers'
J .
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\ ranks were slowly depleted by the authorities: )
E : ( ’ * I remember being picked up on the streect without any
§ . ,notice or warrant and taken to the police station...
5 - , s ., he said "sit there", while they went through these
Py _ foldexs..."oh,no, we've got. the wrong man'", so I'd - a
§ be 'released. That was a regular procedure, That's

7 what they'd do...This lawlessness of the police.
— They had no busines,.,,Then there was the deportation

of orkers\ Scores were deported to Czecho-Slovakia

or ltaly o» where-ever to get rid é{ them., But the
worst thing was the Englishmen...the Government
wouldn't give thém a trial as British subjects and
just shipped them back to Britain,..

_— \ 27
\
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Needless to say, the strike at Anyox was completely
N

smashed, Its only positive result was a ten-cent a day reduc-
tion in the price o board r the empioyees of Granby Consol-

~ § -‘idated. It is interesting to “wote that, according to the

Tl _ Labour Gazette, it was the better-paid miners (who earned $3.25

a day)who were the most active in the affair, Many of their

places ‘had been taken by smelter workers who did not support the

!
]
v
1
i

union, and who took advantage of the strike Lo get more lucra-
28
tive jobs underground, The element of i1ntensc competiton for

/

Jjobs in the metal mines, and the lack of solidarity between miners
- : ' /

and other workers -- as well as between different ethnic grcups

-- was to plague all attempts of the M,W, U.C to organize in
* this gectoy., A Mine Workers' Union of Canada strike at Rouyn-
Norandd}ln 1934 was a dismal failure, aptly described by Evelyn

% Dumas as "The Foreigners' Strike" because of the indifference

3,
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‘ ‘ towards the union displayed by English and French Canadian'
‘ 29 i

workers, A more effective strike in Flih Flon, Manitoba,

AR e
=

» during the summei of-1934 was broken through the “conciliatory"

v

A
3
]
4
3
i

actions of the Prévincial Government, Under the settlement that

[ k]

was reached in this case, minor concessions were gained by the

.
P i

workers, but 170 activists were left blacklisted, without hope
30
) of jobs, The acceptance oif such a settlement underllnes the

. lack of solid trade union principles and experience amongst the

P

workers in the metal mining sector,. The Mine'WOrkers' Union
¢ of Canada Qade no further attempts to organize the hard rock
5 _‘ miners. This sector‘was not organized until after long, hard
& battles in the 1940's by the Mine Mill and ‘Smelter Workers'

~ Union, led, rin the West, by none other than- Harvey MJEQQX;
T .

bt
N

III ' )

\
\

Ehere wasxope domain of the openqshop in which the Mine

.

A3 4 % b TR, B e Yo A 2

‘Workers' Union of Canada did have lasting accomplishments to

e e R e b

its credit. This was on Vancouver Island,” whose colliers can

1

be counted among the pioneers of the Canadian working class

g

‘movement. Educated in the school oi class conflict under the
. regimq of the infamous Dunémuir clan (1860-1910), they were
. : \
- the first workers in the country to elect revoiutionary social-
ists to public office during t%c B.C. elections of 1903, affer
E thescrushing of a strike for recognition of the Western Federa-

31 .,
tion of Miners. The c¢limax of their fifty-year campaign for
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'unionizatiop'éame during a violent and unsuccessful strike on
) ~

behalf of District 28 of the U.M.W.éaf A, in 1912-1934, Follow-

ing this debacle, the mihers abandoned their efforts to orgaﬁiZE.
‘ .

Despite a flurry of 0.B.U. activity in 1919, 'Vancouver Island

remained aloof from the epic struggles which characterized other ’

Canadian coalfields during the post-war period, A week~long
strike of 1,000 unorganized Nidnaimo miners against the wage °

cuts of 1925 was evidence of renewed vigour, but accomplished
32 '

nothing. In 1928 Malcolm Bruce published a labour sheet in

Nanaimo called the Coal Miuer ahd\set up locals of the Mine
- 33
Workers' Union of Canada, but these died stilleboyn. Through-

.

out the 1920's, company unionism and industrial "harmony"

reigned supreme an the Islahd.

1
.

From a sociological peripective, the coal camps on the-

{

Island were more akin to the closely knit, homogenous mining

communities of the east cohsg than to others in the West, Here,

3

Anglo-Saxons, most of whom came from families who had dug coal

for generations in the 01d Country, ox in B.C,, were a distinct

| 1

majority. Floating populations ‘of "foreigners" were, conspicuous

by their absence; The 1931 Census showed Anglo~“Saxon majori-
' !
ties dﬁ 82% and 57% in Nanaimo and Cumberland, respectively.

Leavinguaside the Oriental peoples, a special case, the figures
B

34
read 87% and 85% for Nanaimo and Cumberland, respectively.

\

~
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The largest European ethnic graup we{f the Italians, ,who

came to the Island during the period &f gxpansion before the

Great War., Practigally the onlyunew—comeré were the Yugo-

slavs, who had b@en imported to the Island with the express

& o

’ purp?se of short-circuiting aftempfs at organization during

the 1920's, Ironically, this grﬁup becaﬁe one of the strong
. . ' : 35 ° s
points in the imionization drives of the 1930'§. .

® A

Of all the regions dominated by the coal industry in the

. West, Vancouver Island suffered most fromothe post-war depres-

-

sion, despite depressed wage rates and absence of "union inter-

ference'" in management. From 1925 to 1934 all the indices of

o~

the coal industry on the Island show a steady and inexorable
declinél By that time production had fallen by‘68% since 1925,

However, the burdens of the coal crisis were, of course, uneven-

-~

ly sharéd. -In the same period employment fell by 89%; total
yearly wages by 150%. The Island's other major"industryf

loggihg, picked up fiuch of .the slack,during the Tatter 20's,
/ v a2
but in the 1930's the unemployed or underemployed miner's only

alternative source of.income was relief or charity, However,

as one miner put it, "the worm and even the worker will, in
36 - ‘ ’
time, turn,"’ By 1931, there was an active unemployed movement °

in Nanaimo, whose existence led the Commiasionér of the R.C.M,P,

to urge Bennett to investigate signs that "the Communists are
' . ¢ 37
at work in a coal field that has hilherto defied them.," In

-

|
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i; - ° the same'year, the seeds of organizagioq were sown\by W.U.L, -

.
P
-
‘ -
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organizers in the South Wellington mine, South of Nanaimo,

L] v

EEN »

. , At this time the mining communities of the Island lived

c

B "under, the open corporate "dictatorship" of its two major pro-

o ducers:’ Canadian Collieries (Dunsmuir) Ltd., which operated

° mines at Cumberland, So?th Wellington and Extension; and the
“ Western Fuel Corporation, which operated the Reserve and QB é

Nanaimo mines, Although theée operations maintained thé illu-
‘ - - /
sion of being separate entities,. they had in fact been paxt
: ' . -t . 38 .
of the same corporation sincg 1928, As'a result of the spy

&

and blackliét\system used by this outfit to weed out trade

~

union agitators, the organization carried on by the Mine Work-

B

+ ers' Union of Camda assumed a rather conspiratorial nature.

For- this reason, the following account has been drawn largely

the oral tradition. . ’ a
¢

cells of five or six workers, who were not necessarily aware of
the identities of fellow members in othgf groups. At the top
~ .were the full, time Communist Party/Workers:® Unity League per-

Ssonnel, p;actically the only people in the community who could

o

»

,éngage in organiZational activity without the fear of permanent

blacklisting by the coal barons., Included in this group were.

] -~
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the names of Tom Shaw, Tommy Lawrence, Joe Armitage, Bob Kerr,

4 *

Jack Pearce and Ronny Holmes;

Island, these organizers/}iVed from hand to mouth on whatever
4 r @

During their visits to the

"Moscowy Gold" the impoverished miners and their sympathizers .
/A . ! ymp

couldlspare. Among the latter group were people like ‘the two

Yugoslav Communists who ran the Eagle Hotel in Nanaimo, and

"0ld Doc" Ockendal,- who képt union documents out of enemy Qands
o |
by carrying them around in his folding table, Without the efforts

of the "Reds", it is acknowledged, the task of organizing ihe
. 39
Island could hardly have got off the ground.

According to the oral tradition, the first mine to be
organized by the Mine Workers' Union of Canada on the Island
during the 1930's was .at South Wellington, in 1931, By 1933,

it seems that the union had signed up the majority-.of the men

¢

here and was active in "overt" agitation like the chalking of

‘'slogans on company property, as well as '"covert" organi2eation.

» o "

However, the South Wellington mine was closed, and its employ-

o

ees were transferred to Western Fuel's Reserve operation. The

o ~

union's secrétary,,Thémas éreeuwell,lalong with other trade
unionists; continued their organizational activity, and Before
long Reserve too fell under the sway of the M.W.U.C, Déspite
precautions, the compan& "picked ub the names somewhere along
the line" and rid itself of this viper wngcg had been -nursing
in its breast by a pfactice_which was stggdard amongst anti-

unién operators in the West. The jniie was closed, only to

\ do )
e
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"
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(: re-open a few monthé later, 4t which time known militants were ’
not rehired, Even the police chief of Ladysmith acknowledged
the fact that the mine had been closed for "political" purposesl

. The blacklistees were now permanently unemplbyeda a lesson which

was not lost on the more cautious of the.miners, °

Further up-Island, at Cumberland -- where the miners had
[n6t struck since that black day in August, 1918, when the mar-
tyred trade union;st Ginger Goodwin had been laid to rest in
the town cemeE?r&/-— the M.W;U.C. had better luck, With the aid
~ .  of the W,U,L.,, local militants like James "Shakey" Robertson,
who was later to become one of the leaders of the C.C,F., move-
ment on the“Islénd, orgahized a branch of the Mine Workers!

= Unian of Camida in 1933. It published its own newpaper, The

.Tiégle, and by 1934 was out in the open, ready to fight for the

amelioration of the miners' Conditions, The union took on the

cause of the unemployed and led a figdt for the reduction of e~

utility rates in the town. As in other camps, the miners' union

X
|3

~ saw their cause as one of the community as a whole against

absentee exploiterst, Appealing for community support, W,S.
' }
Atkinson declared:

Our fight is a fight for the Island, You know who
the man in authority is, You know who says whether
! we shall eat or not.,.This Island is being slowly
but surely strangled, inside of a month I believe
there will be two more mines /closed...I claim there
. should be more coal mined than there is,..
. 41
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{; . Rebutting corporate claims that the mineé were being

oﬁerated on a philanthropic basis, and at a loss, trade

e T o WER P AN NSNS WA

\ unionists could quote statistics that showed Canadian Collier-

ies (Dunsmuif) Ltd.'s net profit for 1933 was $110,526: a

20 e

T HaTTY

small profit to be sure, if we can believe the figures, but a 3
42 , ’ ’ j

profit nonetheless,

With the expiry of the miners' 'collective agreement” Q

with CC(DbLtd. in October of 1934, the M.W,U.C. faced its first
test. A dispute sparked By demands by 120 men on the haulage

i crews for an incfg;éé in wages became generalized, and led to
the holdin&Jof a strike vote on October 31. This showed a

margin of 264 to 222 against such action although union leaders

challenged the accuracy of the balloting,"since even Colonel

Villefs' (General Manager, CC(D)Ltd.) cook and gardeney were
43 .
brought finto it." Apparently, -"discontent, fomented by dis-

1

crimingtion”" led the union to pull the strike anyway on November

5, b}‘which time the haulage men had scaled down their demands’
by half to 5%. The rest respected the picket line, and an open
meeting held at the Oddfellows' Hall drew 269 mine workers.
Here it was decided to issue permits allowing the maintenance
men to continue their work ummolested. A few days later, one
of the strike leaders, James Donnelly, reported that the union

. ) : 44
membership had grown to 280, from only 83 three months before,
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According to the union, granting of the demands of the

haulage men would have cost "36 lousy dollars a'day" to the

'company, but it is obvious that it was pushing for a renewed

— 7
S

{

agreement with improved conditions for all the warkers,
Frustrated by the refusal of "loyal" workmen to break the

strike, Colonel Villers left Cumberland in a huff on November

10, He left behind a renewed agreement to be signed by the
strike committee befére November® 30, alter which time the mine
would be shut down permanently. His manner was haughty, but

re. esented a grudging acéeé&ance of the workers' right to have‘*
a sa ih the determination of their lives, I the context of
non-union Vancouver Island, this was a éignificané accomplish-
méht for the Mine Workers' Union of Canada, Villers' material

concessions included the following: wages for the haulage

crews were to be incressed from $4.22 to $4.30,. the rat revail-

ing at Nanaimo; rents for company housing were to be
one twelfth; charges for mine lamps, timber, gloves,
and coal for home use were reduced; and recognition was to

be extended to a committee to investigate charges of discrimi-
45
nation, 01 "November 20, the strikers voted to accept and

the strike c@mmittee signed the agreement on November 22, John

v

Hunt of Western Fuel acted.for CC{D)Ltd., in the proceedings.
- ? 46

Villers was s§till in Victoria, and was unavailable for comment.

It must have been a bitter pill to swallow, Several months
S .

later it was reported that only 5 of the 500 CC(D)Ltd. workers

5
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at the Cumberland Mine were-to be seen not wearing the badge 4
47 :
of the Mine Workers' Union of Canada oﬁgtheir pit clothes, :

Encouraged by the success of their up-Island brethren;bi
.

the militants began to organize at Western Fuel's Nanaimo

Y

ARt DAL 0 3 o S 0

operation, the strongest non-union territory in the region. In

early 1935, théy launched a mimiographed sheet called We Too,

which eventually reached a circulation of 500-600, and a ”
48
readership much larger than this, Unlike many other "Communist"

inspired" publications of the period, We Too steered clear o

-

radical rhetoric and propaganda. Clearly the organizers of th
union wanted to avoid/sectarianism which would divide rather

than unite, while r ning the fundamental class basis of the

.

organization, In its first issue, We Too biltled the M.W.U.C, 4

as: ‘ - ?
A class instrument to protect our interests, one that v
is PROGRESSIVE, that can change its tactlcs in accord=--
ance with the changlng ¢onditions of the struggle one
that will strive for the greatest unity of the workers
employed and unemployed, irrespective of their national-
ity, creed or politics.' .
49 ’

» N :

It stressed the futility of "humble supplicatiofi and plead-
ing" and urged the readers to change Nanaimo's reputation -as a
"scab town", Ed Webb, a M.W,U.C. activist and later the

President of the Nanaimo U,M.W, of A local, appealed to the

“"ecivic pride' of the miners:

3'#- . wﬁ
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No one can come inte Nanaimo, wave a magic ‘'wand, and

say "You're Organized". 1It-'doesp't work out that way,

-But if we are prepareéd to get together, to put aside

tliese feelings of mistrust, we too can have something

to say as to how these mines shall be run., The leader-

ship s there, and time and time again the Mine Workers'

Union of Canada has shown that it has the correct 1line,

We ourselves have witnessed it on the Island.,.Now we

need you,..then we can have a camp that we will be

proud of,, We will not have to hang ourheads when some-

one from Cumberland comes to town and speaks of the

Union, , !

B ; 50 ,
[ .

Although the We Too was avidly read (and the bosses did their
best to keep their names out of it), the Nanaimo local of the
M.W.U.C. never gained strength or confidence enough to come -
"above ground"” and challenge the operators,~ Nevertheless, the
slow but sure resurgence of working class independence must
have troubled the coal'barons. In the summer of 1935 they
counter-attacked in the union's stronghold of Cumberland, by

-~

serving potice of the introduction of the piece-work sZwtem on

certain’classes of labour which had b;en previousdy paid

datal rate. Taking up the challenge, the M.W.U,C. afuéulced a.
mass meeting to be held on August 6 ‘to discuss the issue. .The
company theny informed\the miners that the mine would be hoisting
. coal on thég day, and "suggestéd? that the union postpone their
meeting.’ The meeting wﬁs held as planned, but no attempt was
made to’preven% the handful of men who objected from going to '

work,' CC(D)Ltd. called the action .a strike in breach of contract

and warned that further resistance would result in permanent

/
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.mine closure.

'

When the mlne whistle blew on August 12, the union returned
}

“to the pits, but 25 or 26 men Iound themselves discriminated
"against. The miners, fearful of the employer's threats, applied

. for conciliation, placing the fate of the blacklisted men at

the tender mercy of the government. In a Llhree-man Conciliation
Board, the employers' and employees' nominees almost always
cancelled each other out, leaving the ultimate power of decision

to the Chairman, who was (after 1925) an appointee of the
: /

’
»

Provincial Government, The Board's long delayed majority report
gave no succour to the miners, The Chairman, J,A. Russell,
seems to have implicitly agreed with Villers' assertion that the

blacklistees had received only their just desserts, on account

of their having been influenced by "outside agitators who have

©

visited Cumberland for the purpose of Ereating disturbances
where harmony has existed between the Company and, at any rate,
the majority of its employees." The Boand iound no evidence

of discrimination, suggesting that "it may well be" that/none

A2
of the men who were not rehired were '"suitable for any parti-

o

cular vacancy"., Its conclusion that '"the employer has approved

of the system of collective bargaining for many years"Kadded
3-a

insult to injury, since CC(D)Ltd. and its predecessors had

never recognized-a union in all its long history of exploita=

‘ 51 '
tion, The unfortunate trade unionists were rehired at the

°
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i: company's convenience. Many, like others blacklisted for
. participation in the Mine Workers' Umion of Canada on the Island
N £
4 . during the Depression, did not get back into the pits until the

recognition of the U.M.W, of A, in 1937-38. - At least one, Sam

English, left Cumberland for the Crows' Nest Pass,

The Mine Workers' Union of Canadwgwn the Island Temained
. o

’ fairly quiet after this dsfeat, although the Cumberland local’
) \

\ .. . .
and the nuclei in other centres continued in existence, For

g reasons which will be discussed later, the W.U.L, organizers

.
~ . . .

were, by the spring of 1936, working on an entirely new endea=-
vour: fhe resurrection of the hnited Mine Workers of America.

-

In the referendum held on June 30 of that year, Cumberlahq

-

voted 237 to 5Iin‘fﬁvour of " joining the International body,

and the\M.W,UiC. was dissoved, fhe U.M. W, QI\A. was recognizZed
in Cuhberlépd in 1937, and in Nanaimo the following year.
Although the Canagian union is now all but forgotten, it was
.this organization that broke the ground for the U.M.W. of A, —

I

In some cases it was the same personnel operating under a

- »

different bannexr which assur d the Lewis union of success, As
in other C.I1,0. unions in the country, the Communists played
a crucial role in the formation of the organization. Writing

of the raising of the U.M.Wl charter in Naunaimo, Tom McEwen

suggests that: 1

-
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No doubt the shock would Have been as severe to

John L. as it.was'on the Dunsmuir coal operators,
had he known that a member of the Communist Party,
and not even a coal miner,lwas hanging up the Char-
ters of that Great Union in union halls deliberately
by-passed by his own high salaried lieutenants..,

|
The organization of the United Mine Workers,however, took

place in a quite different climate than had the efforts of

-the M.W.U.C, a half decade earlier. After nearly a century of

open spop rule, the employers capitulated without a fight in
the late 1930's, In November, 1938, DistricF 18 finally signed
a contract with the Canadian Collieries and the Western Fuel |
Corpo€ation: the first comprehensive collective agreement which

R 53
workers in the coal industry on the Island had ever enjoyed.

]

Y

To conclude‘our examination ;Y the activities of the
Mine‘Workers; Union of Canadagégt is necessary to return to
the Crows'Nest Pass, although this time to the B.C. side of
the provincial line. While the M.W,U:ét dominated, at least
until the secession of, the Coleman local in 193@, the Alberta
Pass,and always claimed the allegiance of the local union at
Corbin, itﬂhad relatively little impact on the coalfields on
the other gide of the line. Part-of the réason can be found
ip the strengtq of the major opérator in the area, the Crows'
-3, g
Ne ass Coal Company, which held congrol over the mining

fbwns of Fefnie and Michel, B.C., through its. favoured company

union, the B.C. Miners' Association, Another factor seems to

-

.
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hgme been the relative poverty of these towns, as compared to
g [}

Corbin and the Afﬁerta Pass, Statistics {for the B,C. Pass !

(which included the fairly prosperous centre of Corbin) show ,

L4

that the region hag not enjoyed the modest recovery shown by

the coal industry elsewhere during the late 1520'5,~and,
relative to the Alberta Pass, had declined further in the early
30's, and experienced no significant recovery during the middle
period of the .decade. Of the two camps under discussion, Fernie
was by far the worst off. During the period 1930-1935 Michel
worked an average of 191 days a year, Fernie 122, During 1932,
the Fernie mine hoisted coél on only 76 days. With the stagger
system in effect this would gzve translated itself into 33 :

shifts for éach mine worker, . Mine_closure was averted only

thwough the agitation of the townspeople, with help from H,H,

"Stevens, M.P. for the area, and an influential member of

Bennett's Cabinet. As one writer accurately notes, the lack
of militance in Fernie can be attributed to a mine management

- 55
"sympathetic to the idea of ceasing déerations‘completely."

Nevertheless, the Mine Workers' Union of Canada made

repeated attempts to capture the B,C,M,A, locals, both under

the Wheatley and W.U,L. regimes, Duriug Lhe summer of 1931
Malcolm Bruce tolred the field, and ballots -were taken on the0
question of affiliﬁgﬁon to the M.W.U.C. at both camps. Although

the M. W,U,C, emerged\yith a 66 vote edge in Michel, the results
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- (; were negated "after charges of stuffed ballot boxes,,.the ‘ &
) ’ 56 '

news of the tragic Estevan strike -and the threats of employers.”

-

: After the 1932 strike in Alberta, further efforts were hampered -

S - 2 .

“2
ek}

by the R.C.M.P.Z wh&@h did its best to prevent Harvey Murphy

B %

. from crossing the provincial line to organize in the Coast.
S 57 n i
” Province's domain. However, important contacts ~- betweeh

-

%
{
!
!

>

the Italian communities of Blairmore and Michel, for example =-

and underground nuclei remained active. -The c¢limax of their

efforts came during %he spring of 1934,

et | The'M.W.U.C.'annual picnic of that year‘waé a gala affair,
‘A 20-car train was chartered from the C,P.R. and 1,200 miners

-~ and their families from Lethbridge and the Alberta Pass were

carried into Michel on May 1, 1934, where they were met by

approximately 1,800 supporters from B.C. The speeches, games

i aa . DA S e i S

and other festivities were held in Michel's "Karl Marx Park",

a piece of ground donated to the union by a local dairy farmer,
58 :

Phillip -Musil. One union,member described the,event as the
-89

p high point of the history 'of the Mine Workers'Union of Camdh.
One wonders if the happiness qf thése people on that one bright
1 day of the Depression would have heen dampened had they known
that staripng down at them was the barrel of a machége gun,

manned by B.C."policemen, hidden in a nearby barn,
L .

3 N

Shortly afferwards, the Michel M.W.U.C. came out into

' - )




town, which rose from 50 to 110 in the period 1929 to 1935,
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the open, and prégentedwlts demaﬁds that the éTC.M.A. check-
off be discontinued afid that available work ge shared equally
amongst alI.employees, some of whom had‘beeﬁ recently laid i
off. On May 22, they voted by a 224 to 131 @argin to strike,
the oppostion being a group which the Blairmore Enterprise

3 6, 1 i
called "English-speaking workers." Dive w%rnings by manage-

ment that the C,P.R. would take its coal bu51n%bs‘elsewhere
o

caused uneasiness amongst the gtrikers, however, who returned
to work after four days. Thelsettlement was a '"compromise" so
ambiguous that both the M.W.U.C. and'the B.C.M.A. claimed vic-
tory. The companylagreed not to discriminate and to {ill vacan-
cies with the laid offsgen; but it is not clear what became of

I3 @ . a 1] - .
the union dues issue. The mines at Fernie and Michel con-

tinued to work under the B.C.M.A. contract until 1937.

The Crows' Nest Pass experienced its most violent and e
tragic labour strife of the 1930's in the small combény town of
Corbin, B.C. in 1935. hOddly enough, Corbin does not exactly fit
the model of ever-increasing poéerty and unemployment which char-

acterized other camps in the Pass during .the Depression. Alone
\

among the mining towns of the Crow, Corbin showed an acﬁpal

\

increase in production, output per man, and employment duyring
63 \s

the early 1930's, The prosperity of the mine workers is also

\
demonstrated by the number of automobiles registered in the
: 64

The Corbin Miners' Association was not! traditianally noted for

N
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| margin of only 54%, the lowes

&

° 8

o -
,its radicalism," Its representative at the 1v30 M.W.U.C.

-~

Convention, James Dornai was one only three delegates who

[
voted against t sal to disaffNiate from the All Canadian

Conéreés of Labour. Dornan also ‘was accudgd in the W.U.L,

Canadian Defender °

press of being sympathetic to th¢ "fascist"
65 ’

group. ' The rank and file votgd for the W, U.L. in 1931 by a
‘Frcentﬂgc among -the Pass 1ocals./

As the town was unincorpg#ated, no ethnic breakdown of 1ts popu-

»

lation is available, A1lthough on the.slimmest of evidence il

L]
Y

might seem that the "True Blue British" were the dominant group,

The local's executive was always Anglo-Saxon, and although the

e

Fernie Free,Press_chanqu that the militants of]l 1935 were mostly

foreigners, only 8 of the 22 individuaﬁs brought' to trial for
: 66

-

strike activities in that year had non-Anglo-Saxon names.
~ e 2 -

" Corbin's relative progpqrity can be attributed to its
) , ,
ability to produce coal for the Canadian Pacific Railway at a

/

lower ¢ost than neighbouring mining centres., While wage rates
remained slightly lower than in other'Pass mines, the §B@Iipw'

seams of coal at Corbin contriﬁhted to a Qigh level -of prbdhc—

'

tivity, and consequently lowér costs of production, I? 1920,
/ .

K

" almost 23000 tons of coal were hoisted per man underground at

: ! 67
Corbin; by 1932 the figure stil] stood well above 1,000, IV
. : ﬂg’ . ' .
Thus, while Corbin Collieries continued to turn large profits,

. Lo : A 9
its employees were assured of steady work and income, even
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during ,the deepest erths ofufhe Depression. The capitalist}
system, however, could not ensure the continuity of such
"idyllic" ?1ass,re1ations. The shallow seams of coal at Corbin,

once.the boon of the town, turned out to be its curse, as the

o .

o

A\
operator decided to take maximum advantage of these by intro-
ducing strip mining technology into the area in 1933, During

the -1920%s and 1930's, coal miners in North America reacted-

'strongly and negatively to the idea of strip mines, and not for

ecological or ascetic reasons, For the underemployed coal miner

\ /
of the intexr-war period, often locked in a losing battle to
defend his wage rates, conﬁitions, and craft traditidns, the

» LN

strip mine represented quite literally an open pit of misery
and'degradation. In an uncharacteristic but highl& significant
striking miners in Herrin, Illinois, had slaughtered a gang

act,

of "scabs" operating a black/gg/stllp—mlnlng operation, back in
; .68

1922, and no jury could be/found that would convict the killers,
When Corbin's‘gpen,pit, he "Big Showing” went into op%ration in

1933, the miners saw it as the beginning of the énd of their
o’ , o ¢
way of life. In an interview with David Millar, one old timer

0

summed up their feelings: .
the Big Showing...meant that all these miners in Corbin
would be up, out of a job, if they started to go at it
in a wide open manner, applying steam shovels for every-
thing they did. So that in the Depression, I guess the
miners resisted this method of productlon --— it did them
out of a job you see. ,the point was that the strip mining
was,going to wipe them oyt altogethe1 coal miners and '
the COmmunlty

69 ¢ 7 o

‘p
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As ‘Adam Bell, Provincial Deputy Minister of Labour in

the Pattullo Government noted. in his 1nvesStigation of the

Corin events of 1935: ‘ T 0

I could readily see that “the staxike had not developed
overnight, but had avisen out of circumstances and
conditions retroactive over a period of at least two
years, when the company had started to operate the
Big Showing.” .

70

S

In July 1933, underground work.at Corbin ceased entirely for

30 days, partly as a xe%ult 6f damage caused by a fire 1in the
Number 4 Mine, and partly because of the Company's apparent /ﬁ
desire to shut down these operations alﬁogether. In August,

er union shut down all production in protest, until '"the company
ag&eed to carry on development and mainten;nce" wo?k underground.

Although underground work resumed’ at a reduced pace, '"recurring

L 4
rumours that operations were to be concentrated at the Baig

Showing and that lay-offs were imminent circulated through
’ 71

the small community and maintained a dangerous emotional pitch,
' ¥

B 3

Within a year, Corbin Collieries proposed\a 4% wage, while the -

union was raising demands for sharing oi the work, a clear
72

indication that all was not right in the town.,

Lo

The breaking point was reached on Saturday, January 19, when .

the Secretary of the Corbin Miners' Association, John Press, was

fired for quitting early, a common practice amongst contract
4

miners. The union charged discrimination, on the grounds that

° . s .
Press '"was accompanied by five or more men from that particular

e

e
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shirft at the time of his discharge,'" who had not been like-
wise treatéd.73 On Monday, the miners failed to show up for
work, demanding the Secretary's re;inslatement, along with
redress of allist of acéumulated grievances. These included
the,installation of a man trip at the Numbef 6 mine to save
the men a.waylk of halfya mile up and down a steep grade; and
the repaair oi\gompany houFes. The striking ﬁiners complained
of leaky roofs and walls which were incapable of keeping out

the snow driven by the high winds which characlerize the Crows'

Nest Pass area. The company made some count er-proposals, but

e

the miners, having concluded that the offer represented "only i{:///
: ‘74
trap from whach there was no escape,'rejecte hem,

Thomas'Uphill, the Labour ﬁarty repre tative for~the
area in the Provincial Assembly, infervened in the'dispute. By
mid—-April he reported that a tentative agreement had been reachedﬁ"
but charged that it had been vetoed by the Spokane, Washington,
headquarters oﬁ the company, which seems to hdve had its own
idéas on how to resolve. the impasse,76 The strip mine wquld be
re-opened, with or without the consent of the Corbin Miners'
Association, aud the machine of class oppression was thrown ;nto
high gear to crush the recalcitrant workers. On April 17, the
two opposing sides confronted each other. On.the one hand was

a contingent of Provincial Police, variously estimated at between

30 and 60 men, a handful of prospective scabs, and a formidable -

/
¢
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looking bulldozer, which was busy "clearing the snow" on the
m;untain ledge which led from the main road to the Big Showing.
On the other were 250 men and women from the mining community,
determined to defend thei; way of life on the picket 1liiie. The
centre of the ensuing battle, which took piace on the ledge from
which there was '"no escape", was the buﬂldozer: the machiue,
the instrument of the miiers' economic oppression, now trans-
formed into” a physical cowmbatant, . The cat smashed through the
picket line, crushing the legs of several women who were at its
head. A "regular Donnybrook", such as had fpilowed the Estevan
magssacre in 1931, ensued, as the euraged workers tried to exact
vengeance for the crime. Sixteen policemen and perhaps- forty
strikers (the latter were not hospitalized) were injured before
the "riot" csuld be quelled and "ringleaders", includingothe '

76
uniowr executive, dragged off to jail, There were no recorded

- [

“w

deaths as a result of the Ifacas,4f1though according to the ;
ne

Canadian Labour Defence League, o of the i1njured women suffered

77 !
a miscarriage.

N

" The other sid;\b{ the tale was given by Inspector John
MacDonald of the B.C,. Pdiice, who argued that the driver of
the~cat had "floored" his machine only after having been sthnned
by a flying rock.78 He also added that '"this is not a coal
minefs' strike, but a deliberate attempt by the Commun;sts of

. 79
Blairmore to gain a footing in the Corbin area." Blaming

©
¢
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the incident on the Communists may have been convénient for the
authorities, but the charge ingthis case was unfounded. Even
Harry‘Stevens, by now ;n independent reformer, undérstood that
""agitation" was not the cause of the Cgfbln dispute., He warned
Acting Prime Minister George Perley that "1t is a mistake to

assume that the workers are always wlong, tor knowing these
men as I do, I am convinced that almost to a man they are earnest,
80

hardworking citizens." i
D

The response of the strikers' fellow workers was, of course,

negative., The "Princeton Workers' Protective Association”

o=

declared that the repression signified that there was "no limit

to the extent" to which the government would go "in its mad

,

Aattempts to subjugate the toiling people to poverty and want "
According to a Women's Auxiliary in Calgary, the Corbin events
caused "wonder in the minds of people who had hitherto looked
upon the police as guardians of law and order.," The Fernie and
District Unemployed Association pointéd oﬁt "the fallaéy of

drafting in the Provincial Police to protect a property already

°
L

destroyed by the operators:"

1 . -
It iS odious to us as Canadians and repugnant to our
’ thoughts, that the Provincial Police is at the beck and
call of a foreign corporation..,the action of the
Attorney General in this matter is so rank the rankness
f theréof reaches the high heavens,
81
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The bulldozer incident may perhaps have been an unfor-
L3 P

tunate accidént. The occupation of the towg which followed,
however, was not. On April 18, a party of R.C.M,P. was brought
in from_Lethbriage, bringing the total number of armed govern-—
ment forces in the &rea to 85, according to the Lethbridge.

82 \
Herald. Traffic through the Crows' Nest Pass was routed

through police roadblocks while communication betwéen Corbin and
the rest of the world was completely cul off, In the town

itse f;the strikerg, many of\whom vere suffering from broken

bones and other wounds‘of the picket line battle, were either
unwilling or unable tongnture out of doors. Yet the govérnment's

actions were not undertaken solely for the benefit of the opera-%

tor

’

and indeed Corbin Collieries did not press its advanfage by
trying -to re—open the strfﬁ mine again. The authorities,espec-
ially the so-called "New Deal" administration of Premier T.D.

Pattulo in Victoria, seem to have had a real fear that revolution

=

i
was in the offing in B.C. during the spring of 1835. Said the
Premier when que%tioned about the €&abin events: "“"There 1is a
great deal of Communistic propaganda circulating in British .

Columbia at the present time of a most insidious character, which
83
the public at large does not fully a,%zeciate." Pattulo was

not entirely off the mark, The Coast
seething with discontent, Along the docks there were repercus-
' 1%

sions fromthe "general striko"Aalong the U.S. Pacific seaboaurd,

rovince was at this time

! i

1 \
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as W.U.L. unions prepared for their own life or death struggle
with the employers in the B.C. longshore industry. More spec-’
tacular was the struggle of the relief camp strikers in Vancouver,
whose fight, led by Arthur Evans, which was soon to reach a
glimax with the On—Ta—Ottawa trek of June, 1935. As far as the
Crows' Nest Pass was concerned, there was talk of a "revolution-
ary army" being raised in Blairmore for tﬁe’purpose of libera-

ting thé Corbin area by- force,

1

The news of Corbin did in fact have an eleétric effect in

.
0
a .

Blairmore, as can be well i agined:\ The ﬁost radical elements
in the town did speak of taking Corbin by storm, although the
idea was not specificdlly Communist inspired. Accordiﬁg to the
left wing poet, Dorotﬁy Livésay,nthe most strident demands ior,
action at this time came not from the miners' union, but from y
the unemployed youth of Blairmore, They hﬂd”speﬂt most of the
Depreéssion hanging around local poolrooms, ilat broke, bored

and with no hope of %ver getting a job, Like the young.men in .
the relief camps in 1935, the youth of Blairmore wantéd to do

[N

‘ sométhing which would prove tq'the world and to themselves that
) 84
"we still have some fight left in us yet." At dany rate, the

militants of the Alberta Pass did march, with Harvey Murphy and
the Mine Workers' Union of Canada men at the head., Along the

ten weary uphill miles to the Great Divide they made the

mountains echo to the strains of Joe Hill's "Pie in the Sky",
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. 85
the "Red Fla;:> and the "Internationale". Their only

weapon was their spirit of resistance. At the B.C. border,

they were met by a party of R.C.M.P. armed with a loaded Lewi
o) 3 .

gun, Desperate revolutionaries though 1ih@y were, the miners’

leaders decided to(hegotiate. Faced with the possibility of

a massacre much worse than that at Estevan, both the union and

the red coats compromised, While the "army" would have to stay

in Alberta, a ten—man delegation, 1including that.number one
undesirable citizen, Harvey Murphy, was escorted into Corbin,.
Murphy burned with indignation at what they found:

There was terror in Corbin...When we got there we
found the town locked up. The doctor was out of
medicine, and all kinds of people were hurt.,,
There was just this narrow roadway and the police
had this wired, That's why the doctoir was out of

) . medicine for these injured women. They were locked
in, and the R.C.M.P, was in charge with this bar.
And it was only when we got through that we got thése
people out of their houses,

b 86

A few days later the anti—union Fernie Free Press reported

the most "wonderful change of attitude" on the part of the minefs,

which it attributed to their tangle with the lorces of law and
order, Previous to this, it claimed, the miners had booed and
shouted at the Police, but -now they doffed their caps, their

< \ 87
"change of view" being "most apparent and respectful." {

9 ]

In spite of the,government, which chose to treat the Corbin

-

—
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played nd part in the dispute, at least from the point of

view of the mining community. The union executive was not parti-
cularly "Red", the community produced no such self-styled

saviolirs as the Alberta Citizens' Leagues, and the miners remained

]
united as one man. The strike could certainly not be blamed on

’

the foreigners, except perhaps the "loreign" coal company. The
"reformist™ Lﬁbourites, led by M,L.A. Thomas Uphill (there, were

Uphills 1un the ranks of the strikers as well), laned up 100%
kehind the "revalutionary'" M. W.U.C, Qn April 23, Uphill, Murphy
A

a

P
and Jame@ Dornan pleaded the case of the miners together in

\

Victoria, To Murphy it was a little 1ronical to be received by

Attorney—peneral Sloan, on account of his "persona-non-grata"
1 -
status in the east Kootenays. At all events, the arguments of

-
’

the workers' répresentatives fell on the deaf ears of the "New
Dealers" in vain., Sloan subsequently dismissed all charges con-
cerning abuse of police power in the Crows' Nest Pass as "sheer

88
nonsense."

I3

~,
~

Labour relations at Corbin became even moré*emblttered as a
result of these events. Even after the troops.were.withdrawn,
there was no hope of compromise. Arguing the need to Iill out-
standing orders with the C.P.R. orn lose that busincss eﬁtlrely,
Corbin Collieries proposed that the strip mine be re-opened

immediately, and the miners' grievances be submitted to a

Conciliation Board, whose report would be binding on all parties,

4
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Convinced that the operator was 1ntent on

.

blacklistaing all

1

active unionists (and that the government appointed chairman

would side with the management),

. i
company's promise to resume underground Operatgons in due course,

the miners refused to go along.

that the C.P.R. orders had been

v

be permanently closed.

bt

¢

lost, and that

,

The miners may hdve tho

i
|

and sceptical; about the

In May the opérntor announced

—

the mines would—

ght that Austin L

“

The mines were shut down,

.Corbin was bluffing, but he was not,

and later the rail link with the C.P.R. mainli%e was torn up.

Sixteen months after the beginning of the striﬁe, the Blairmore

union local waﬁistill assessing $2.00 a month irom each member

‘

for Corbin relief (this without a check off), but by this time

the community was starting to diéperse. Having no luck finding

work in other Pass camps, the miners went lurther afield: to

Vancouver Island, Nordegg and the Coal Branch. Twenty families

of Slovaks from Corbin started new lives Dby taking up homesteads

&t

in the Peace River country, although miners in generﬁlf

)M‘“”‘"’“Y - 8
ones in particular, seem to have exhibited little ///
89

life diring the Dépre551on,

a monument perhaps to the Folosaal .

ST IR AREIR LI I TR TDIE e Sy
%-
I

and

ey

Anglo-Saxon

enthusiasm for the pioneer Corbin

3 itself became a ghost town,

class bigotry which characterized the ear of its destruction,
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Lethbridge Herald, p. 115; Sloan, op.cit. p. 86; Glenbow
Archives, District 18 Collection, "Minutes, Lethbridge -

Press and other reports are vague and contrﬂdlc;;fy on this,

. Miners' Union", May-June, 1934. 2

/

From 1929 to 1932 output per man incriased 'in Corbin by 15%,
while falling by 22% in the Alberta Pass., From 1929 to 1933,
production increased by 29% and the number of mine workers
employed’ increased from 191 to 2533. From tables in Karas,
op.cit. pp. 163-169. .

et

Sloan, op.cit. p. 88. .

Western 'Miner, September 18, 1930,

List of names in the-Fernie Free Press, May 17, 1935.
' A

To be precise, 1,897 tons per man in 1920 and 1,131 tons
per man in 1930. This would cqmpare favoulably with Blair-
more (763 t.p.m. ' in 1930) or any othe1 Pass mines,

See McAlister Coleman. Men and Coal (New York, 1943) p.120

PAC, David Miller Collection, Transcript of Interview with
Bill Brown, Part II, p. 47.

Adam Bell, "Report Re Strike of Coal Miners Employed by the-
Corbin Collieries, May 18, 1935," Report, B.C. Department
of Labour, 1935, pp. 62-67, Hereafter referred to as the
"Bell Report."

’A-.



Y

71,

72,

73.

74.

" 75.

77.
78.
79.

80.
81.
82.
83.
84.

Sloan, op.cit, p. 90s ‘ | -
. ——

The wage cut was withdrawn after a one-day strike. Labour

- Gazette, 1934, pp. 811-812.

< _— . i
Bell Report, p. 63.. . " ’ X .

*

.
o -

Ibid ? 5 3

-

~Uphill claimed thﬂt the company was "determined to digcrim-

inate' against (the) majority ‘of old employees " and pre-
dicted "serious trouble" on April 16. Fernie Free Press,
April 19, 135.

Bjarnason, op. c1n pp. 123-124. A resolution from the
Hamilton Branch of the Hungarian Workers®and Farmers'
Club notes that 44 workers were injured and-31 arrested.
PAC, Bennett Papers: Volume 421; 267336. 0

" Ibid. Volume 421; 267360.

3

Cited in Slban, op.cit. p..92n. “ _ a

Quoted in the Fernie Free Press, April 26, 1935, -

PAC, Bennett Papers: Volume 421; 267334, "Stevens to
4br1ey , April 30, 1935. - . ’
Ibid+-Volume 421; 267328-331, ' The protests from Princeton,
Calgary and Fernie are but three of 800 resolutioh$ on
Corbin in the Bennett Papers.

4

<

Lethbridge Herald, April 18, 1935. ' ~

Quoted in the Fernie Free Press, Aprgl 16, 1935.
! \

Dorothy Livesay, "A Coal'Camp in the Mountains," Daily

Clarion, May 5, 1936. .

o
g {

Interview: The late Joe Svoboda, op.cit.

o
4

fnterview: Harvey Murphy, op.cit. ) N
7y . .

Fernie Free Press, April 26, 1935. ,

Ibid.
T

Palmer, Land of the Second Chance, op cit. ;0 p. 194,




™y )

Lalhd 219...

Chapter 6 The ﬁnitz Movement

A
\

3 &

o

With the destruction of Corbin, the Mine Workers' Union of

v -
-

Canada had lost another local. Déspite the org#pization's =
strenuous actiYities outside of Alberta/during the W.U.L. era,
it had, by 1936, ;nly one functioning local outsidé'the province, ]
thatlat bumberland, B.C. Li7ks with Fernie and Michel were ’

0

tenous at best, while locals in the B;C.'iﬁterlor and in Saskat-
chewan, not to mention the metal mining centres, had ceased to
exist entirely. Witﬂin Alberfa, the earl& years of the Depression
had been ones of steady decline, at least on paper. While mem-
bership 'i/n 1930 stood at ajl{nost 4,000, M.W.U,C. Vice-President
Peter Barclay reported a membership of only-2,000 to the Alberta §
Coal Commission of 1935.1 The Depression had takeﬁ a heavy toll
on almost all trade unions in Canada. Unlike many, the Mine ;
Workers' Union of Canada had not taken. the crisis "1lying down";x §
but it had fallen far short of the goals set in 1930, and Toﬁ
McEwen's claim that the organizatidn included 90% of the workers )
in the Western coal industry at the time of its demise does not

2,
stand up to reality. The United Mine Workers of America,

on the other hand, had experienced moderate growth since 1932, a

While maintaining cordial relations with the coal operators.it
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had held on to most of its membership in the Red Deer Valley,
N and made gains in the Edmonton field and along the Coal éranch._
Dist;ict 18, of course, had not had to fatce the opposition of
the state forces, and had nét led a single major strike in]a

decade. -‘Nevertheless, the organization suffer;d ; blow with
the-ousting of its political allies, the Upnited Farmers of Alberta, —

L

during thg provincial election of 1935,
\ ) ~
These developments perhaps mecant less to°the rank and file
than to union leaders and political parties. In 1935 the Depres-
Aﬂgion was only half over, and there would be no steady work for
h}ners anywhere until after 1940. The Lethbridge field, the
-~ ffrgt to be developed in Alberta, was dying a slow and agonizing
death. In March of 1935 the old Number 6 mine in Hardieville
hoiste&\its last ton of coal. Not even the~suggestion by Prime

a N e
Minister Bennett, facing re-election as a candidate of"reform",
%

‘that the ciﬁsure be .delayed until "more seasonable times" could

-5

'dissuade the C.P.R. from its plans to open up a new mine, which

could be operated at a lower cost and with smaller crews, in
"3
Lethbridge. For the next year there would be only developmental

work f&r small numbers of men employed in the C.P.R.'s coal

>

ot F
R

department. The experience seems to have added a more militant

v

]
tinge to the Lethbrid e/giners' union, but there was little they
‘ ’ ,
could do to stop the "march of progress'" in the industry. They

\ had "kept their noses clean" for.several years, but had received

\ \ )
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No thanks from their bossés. One member's declaration that
anybédy who would vote for Bennett "would sell his grand-

. - t
mother for a glass of beer" aptly sums up their feelings of
4
disgust and betrayal, In nearby Coalhurst, coal mining :

came to an abrupt and sudden end when, on December 9, 1935, the
5 "

mine blew up;—killing 16 workers, It never re-opened, and

o

1fhus another loyal local of the M,W.U.C. passed out of exist-

ence,

Some leaders blamed the ever-worsening conditions on lack
of organizational unity and the crippling rivalry between the
two unions, neither of which had organlzed more than 1/4 of (
the workers in the industry. Enoch Williams, a Nova Scotian ex-

@ r

Army officer, coal miner and veteran trade unionist was engaged

\\ .
x/%y the M.W.U.C.Hasxgn organizer at this time. Years later, he

described what he saw in the Alberta béélfield:

...I took a speaking tour all over and I saw the bloody
conditions. All of us. Part of us was the United Mine
Workers of America, part of .us in the Mide Workers' Union:

‘Canada and all that...An& I thought here, "What's
these proud miners is now out\ there with their wives
picking bloody enough coal to ook their beans off the
refuse dump. My god, what a hell_of a drop to what- we
used to think we were",..I say§ it's no damn good. They've
got too much money, and we can' t¢d to go on the way
we are -- we're just amounting to nothig...and we're
hlnderlng the rest of them,

o

6

Cufiously enough, it was ﬁﬁe Communist Rarty which provi

the way out of the dilemma, through an abrupt\ "volte face"it
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performed on the issue of trade union unity in 1935. The oiiéins
t

of the shift in policy can be traced to the 7th Congress of the

Communist International held in that year, and the changes in
Soviet policy which prededed it. Without belaboufing the
complexities of the issues involved, what the new pélicy consis-
ted of was a concept known as the "Popnlar Front." This idea
held basicalIy that because of the growth of Europgﬁm fascism, |
there was now a basis of unity between all“progresé&ve" forces

in sociefy, and that it wguld not do for Communists, for reasons \
of doctrinal and organiza}ional purity, to stand in the way of
this unity. Instead of denouncing liberals, labour bureaucrats,
social democrats and idealistic Christians as misleaders and
opportunists,” the Communist movement was now expected to 3oin
with these elements in common cause. As we have seen, the Mine

1)
Workers' Union of Canada was not as "sectarian" as might be

expected from a Communist-dominated organization. As part of

4

the Workers' U?ity League, héwever, it was subject to thé
directives of the Communist Party, and ‘therefore to the Commun-
ist Internationale, ,

\ | e

The first halting steps towards implemenjipg/fﬁé new "unigy"

o
s

I -

line can be, found in a documept enti}led;/ﬁUnite the Canadian

!

gTrade Union Movement: An ppen‘létter and Appeal from the

Workers' Unity League', dated February 28, 1935, six months
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before thé convening of the Internationale in Mosco&. It was

signed by J.B. McLachlan, President of the W,U.L. and Tom McEwen,

Secretary of the organization, who had been released from

prison, along with Malcolm Bruce, Tim Buck and company, only

three months before. The document makes nd mention of unilateral

dissolution of the W.U.L., but rather calls for the merger of

the A.C.C.Ll, W.U.L.,Caéholic,uhioﬁs, Railway Brotherhoods and

A.f. of L/T...C. into "one all inclusive labour union federation:"
Our vital interests, our happiness and security, our future
is at stake. Let us speed up the work to unite our ranks
to defend and improve our common interests, to meet and

defeat the new attacks of capital.
7

i
Within the Mine Workers' Union of Canada, the Communists'were
still talking’in such "motherhood and apple‘pie" terms at least
as late as September, 1935, when the organization met in its
Tenth, and last, national Convention. The "real keynote" of
the Convention was struéﬁ by the speech of Tom McEypn, who spoke
of the growing organic uﬁity withih the miners' movement, As -
proof, he cited as examples instances in Nova Scotia, where
U.M.W. members had refused to go down into the pits unless memﬁers
of the Amalgamateé.yine workens' Union were also allowed, and .

home locals in Alberta, which had assessed themselves for strike

relief in Corbin: McEwen stated that "if broadened out (the

/movement) will lead to organizational unity... and eventually a

7/

/s .
Federation for the whole of Canada, from East to West, from Nova
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Scotia to Vancouver Island." Out of the Convention came resolu-

tions for an organizational conference for a "National Federation

of Minags" to be held in March, 1936, which would include repre-
B!
sentatives from all three branches of the industry: Eastl Coast,
i 9
West Coast and the territory of District 18.

—

Had such a/conference ever been held, it wou%d‘have probably

i

consisted of good Left Wing delegates from every mining camp in
thgxcountry, who no doubt would have be%rd a lively sﬁéech by
Mciachlan denouncing John L., Lewls as the obstaéle to the unity
d} Canadian coal miners, Fine resglutions would have been ﬁassed
and the delegates would‘have gone home, full of fighting spirit,
but without having accomplished a great deal. Perhaps, through
time, a vigorous left-wing-dominated national union, jJoined by
the unaffilia%ed home locals and the 1a;ge number of\nanhnion
miners yearingcfor any,sort of organizatloh; would have ériven
the U.M.W. "quislings" from the Iand. The times were not propi-
tious for an all-out . attack on the operators for' an ;mprovement
of wagé%fdnd conditions, but they were becoming more‘so. During
the "fighting 40's", such a union would no doubt have become a
reallpower in Canadian labour and a strong force for the left

wing within the trade union movement in the Taft-Hartley era.

This, however, was not to be the case.

g
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The Communists, because of "lack of suﬁ{icient bargaining
-{.

power" with the rest of the trade union movement" and "their

eagerness to apply Popular Front tactics in the trade union
’ 10

field" found an easiér and quicker method of achieving "unity",
) 1

By early 1936 it was decided that the Workers' Unfty League

would be unilaterally disbanded, and that 4t$ uniohs and local

&

should get themselves back into the A.F. of L/T.L.C. fold.

Factors within the American tra unhion movement made such a move

o
more practicable than might be imdgined., The A.F. of L. Con-

vention of 1935 had an impact on the Leﬁé in Canada equally as

important as that of the Communist Internationale. John L.
Lewis, the man who had crucified the One Big Union an%{the

McLachlan executive in District 26 years before, had been trans-
N )

.

formed into the new messiah of the working ¢lass. The C.I1.0. was
a magnet which attracted not only rank and file workers, but
Communists and "fellow travellers" all over North America. Lewis,

the prophet of anti~Communism 4in the 1920's, now issued a tacit
’ 11 '
welcome to the radicals. With the help of the Reds and

]

President Roosevelt, "the great I am" would be propelled on the

>

crest of a wave of mass organization during the second half of

N -

the decade, which would crown him "Czar" of American labour.

<

Léwis' friends in Canada!s District 18 were mnot slow in ///*\\

following the leader's line. During the first months of 1936

.

£y
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the United Mine Workers' Journal ,ran a series of articlgs by

~

Albert Allen, long time union official in Drumhellerﬂ extolling
the benefits of the Internationai and the disabilitieg of
"dualism" in District 18. The propaganda wds S andard,vbut with
importang differences. The leaders of the Min¢ Workers' Union
of Cangda were aqcused of "flapdoodlization" of patriotism, but

the national union was not, as previously, vilified as a "scab

organization.'" Nowhere 1in the articles\was there any mention
" 12 S e
of Communism or Communists. At long last it appeared that the

»

01ld hatchets might be heading for a decent bur1al.?q¢he most
- % 'E B
important initiatives, 6 however, came from the Communists through
the Mine Workers' Union of Canada. The Alberta Federation of
Labour, the body which Frank Wheatley had quit in disgust
‘becduse of its failure to recognize the M.W.U.C. ten years before,
was gpproached, and a Unity Convention, consisting of delegates
from the two rival organizations as well as the home locals, was
arranged for May 10-11, 1936, Twenty-nine delegates assembled
at Calgary on the appointed day to hammer out the details. Enoch,
[.Y -
Williams recalls the atmosphere at the beginning of the Conven-
tion:
We had one great union meeting here and boy was it hot.
They were on one side of the Hall, and we were on the
other and boy! They were holleting at one another and
all the rest of it..., Eventually one fellow got up
there and he said "Come on, come on, lets get down to

brass tacks. Let's get down to business here and not
fight among ourselves, What can we do to get back

-
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into an organization? Right now I don't givé a damn
which one it is, But the United Mine.Workers' seems
to offer the best conditions. Let us bury the hatchet,

and let us get at it."
1 ay ' ’ : 13“

The gentieman to whom Williams refers may well havé'béen;

Tom McEwen, who played an instrumental role at the Convertion

in getting the locals of the Mine Workers' Union of Canada admit--
itéd intact into the U.M.W.,of A.14The International could. have
insisted on  re-admission oﬁagy individual basis, and such an
insistence would have resulted i?/eithér a breakdbwn in negotia- .
tions or a Humiliating surrender on the part of the Catadian
-union. However, Livett very prudéntly did not press the point,

o

and after 'the Convention went to see Wewis personally in Washing-
\ toe .15

ton to make stre the W,U.L. conditions would be acceptable.
° U 0

There was, of course, some resistance from tﬁe representative§
of the Mine Workers' Union of Canada, many of whom, of course,
had spent the previous decade iocked in mortal combat with the
U.M.W. McEwen recalls the dissenting voice of one "gfaqd old
fighter from the Drumheller Valley, who endorsed the idea of
miners' Unity, 'but not with some of the so and so's running

16 .
the U.M.W.,'" A Nanaimo man whose father attended the Con-

N o

«3
vention remembers a story told to him about an incident whdich
took place on the second day, when one delegate was found to
be absent. The missing delegate, a Ukrainian in a rather advan—-

ced state of inebyiation, suddenly appeared at the door. Those

L2
"
&

A
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1

present were expecting a scathing denunciation of the Inter-

»

national's leadersy but wgre relieved when the man addressed

the Convention as

as-long as you tell
17

I will."

ollows: "President McEwen, President McEwen,

e to unite with the (expletive deleted)

The incident also illustrates the profound influence and
respect which the Communists commanded amongst the miners: the

s , i
key éﬁement in understanding ?heﬁmannen in which the M.W.,U-C.

N

was persuaded by McEwen, Murphy and 6¥hers to disband itself,
P - ’

- The Communists' mové, however, was not aYcomplete '"ukaseg". Through

{ ¥
a referendum held on June 30, the.rank and%Tile of the M.W.U.C.,
as well ag ¢i the home locals in which the Canadian union exer-
cised a degree of influence (Lethbridge, Fernie and Michel) had

an opportunity to exbres§ their views on the matter. The vote,

whose results are listed in Appendix E, Table 7, showed a strdng

.majority in favour of affiliation with the U.M.W, Thé only

negative vote came from Fernie, and was probably motivated more

i

by the fe f/;n that camp that unlonlzatlon might lead to mine v
7

e
closure/;han any sentiment in favour of the Mlne W01kels’ Unlon

/
of/Caqada. After experiencing ten years of "dual un1onlsm" and

a steady decline in. conditions, the mluers seemed to have accepted
~ .

' “the idea that the two were somehow 11nke& and that 01gan1zat10na1

[ -

unlty was a prerequlsltegfor any’lmprovement. District 18 more-~ .{

* o

over, ! had recouped the losses in Drumheller in 1933 with a’ new
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»
contract in 1935, and could no longer be accused of "wage cutting.”

L " \

This was in“sharpfcontrast to what transpired in District

.

26, The dissolution of the Amalgamated Mine Workers of Ngvai
Scotia was not cafried out as smoothly as had been the case with
the M.W.U.C. Here the op?nlg¥éach with the Inte rnational was
only four years oid, and the woundé resulting from the split

yfre still raw, District 26 had not regained the 1932 rates,

%nd there woulé be no wageoincrease for,Désco %mployees untiil
1937. Moreover, the District's leading radicgl, J.B.McLachlan;
who was also President of the W.U.L., cbulq"not stomach the idea
of going back, "cap in hand" as it were, to John L. Lewi§. He
approved in principle of the ideal of unity, but not at the
expense -of destr;ying organizations which had been built at such
a cost in sacrifice by miners who had refused to "bend the knee"
to the "labour fakirs". From bitter experience McLachlan had
learned .that no matter how progressive tlhe latter might appear
to be, they would never allow the unions to be used a; an instru-
ment of revolutionary class stfuggle° The "Unity" movement was
not completed until 1938, and only after much bitter infaighting, o

1

including the resignation of McLachlan firom the Communist Party.

°

It -is ironic that developments in Europe and the United
States, factors largely extraneous fo‘Canada, should have resulted

in the liquidation of the Mine Workersy Union of Canada, which

-
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had been Ioundéd for the gurpose of ending foreign interference
in the Affaifs of coal miners in this country. From the point
of view of the development\of an indigenous labour movemeﬁt in
Canada, the dissolution of the W,U,L., including the Mine Workers'
Union of Canada, was, to quote Irving Abella, "a crusihing blow."19
The All Cangdian Congress of Labour was understandably bitter at
the manner in which the Communists had first taken the miners
out of what they considered to be the "legitimate" pnational lab-

our movement, ‘and then delivered them, lock, stock and barrel,

back to the Americans, The Vancouver A,C.C.L. paper, Labour

©

Truth, wrote that the co-operation of the Communists with John

-

L. Lewis "his been perplexing to many of our people.;"

We have been watching with some misgiving, the long arm
of the A.F. of L., the United Mine Workers of America,
and other Amerlcan institutions, reaching out for control
of our Canadian labour unions...recently the’ membe rship
of. the Mine Workers' Union of Canadq in Eastern B, C,
and Alberta, under the same (Communist) influence, also
withdrew from the Workers. Unity League and thyew in
their lot wath the U, M.W.of A and now the trap is laid
and the bait hung out to sw1ng mlnels 1n the Western part
of the province over,

The writer went on to detail the mismanagement of the Island
strike of 1912-1914 by the U.M.W. of A. and to accuse the
Inte;national unicn of being motivated by a desire to "throttle"
the Vancouver Island ggal 1ndustry for the beneflt of american

miners and operators. Such charges are probably fanciful,

The organization of the Island in District 18 was due to the

o . . . .
miners' desire for unionization and Communist enthusiasm in the

v
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// S :
endeavour, not to any nefariouﬁiplotting on the part of the

Americans, °

¢
A

After 1936, the radicals in-District 18 continued their
activitieé, under the shelter,and, of course, subject to the
ultimate authority of the U.M.W. machine, which reﬁaingd entren~
ched for many years. Stokaluk, for one, did flot Iind the -trans-
fer of alléglance difficult, and emerged as the District Vice
Presidegt in post-war period. The "Popular Front" resulted in
a considerable lessenlng of "social ten51on" in many of the
mining COmmunltles. The long standing feud bétween na tional and

el

International trade unionists in the Rgd Deey Valley finally
came to an end. In Blairmore, the radicals came to the conclué¥
ion that their hard line approach towards the home localers and
local businessmen were only driving these elementshinto the
hands of the '"monopolists", and changed their linelaécordingly.
A new "Workers' Slate" for Council included three union miners,
one representative from the home local, and two local merchants,
According to Dorothy Livésay, the union miners were now making
common cause with men "who were previously regarded as 'sdabs'
and given the name tfascists' by children on the street."21

All the miners employed Sy West Canadian Collieries had been
united within the U.M.W. by November, 1936.22 Stokaluk and
Livett ventured forth together in an attempt to braing the ‘

LY
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"Coleman Mihers' Association" <nto the union, but the home-
. h

”g' N ,
local remained impervious -to the bnited Mine Workers' until’
- -~ ﬂ

"1939., The old anti-Communists of 1932, claiming that the

Reds were trylng to sell them down ‘the river to the Amerlcans
. 23
put Upia stlff fight against the Inuarnathnal. illcrest,
"3 1

\other hqnd resurrected its U.M.W! local without much
Y 24 © o - .
$‘1937. . §

f

1935 election in Alberta was the final test of the \\X(

[

f "Red" philosophy in the Crows' Nest Pass,. , Hggveyo .

3

hy//was faced, however, with a new and dynamic force in Alberta
/{l 4‘.41

po %fﬁés Social CredL& Murphy improved on Sudworth's 1930

s o&lng by only 295 votes. COmpared with the 1930 e’lection

c

ommunlst support had increased in B1a11m01e (from 21% to 36%)
)

and declined in 11ke proportion in Coleman (30% to 10%). Belle~
*vue and Hlll%&est showed no 51gn1f1cant chqnge while the bnly ;///

Communist maJorlty was obtained, as in, 1930, in the Czedho—

/
Slovak dominated v111age of Frank (See Appendlx F Tab&e 2)’//A

In the riding as a whole, and "to only a 1esser extent in the/////

¢

’ ‘ I
mining towns, Social Credit swept a11 before it, Murphy came
a distant second behind the Socred chqllenger Murphy reca:js/)

that Socred 1eader William Aberhart was impressed by his campaign

\ } . . .
however, and predicted that the Communist would go far politi-

(- o - 125
cally if he would only abandon Marxism for the "A plus g" theorem!

<0
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Needléss to say, Murphy- did not accept the offer. A further
indication of the miners' infatuation with Social Credit was

shown by the defeat of the long time Progressive Party M,P. for

the MacLeod riding; George Coote, running on the C,C.F. ticket

in the federal election latex in the year. .Ounly the people of
o

o~

Frank remained sceptical oi "funny mondy", and alone among the

’ !
J 26

a

Pass communities returned a majority fox ‘°the C.C.F.

Having broadened its base of supporjt,the Blairmore Workers'

Council continued in power. 1In 1937 ch Williams was elected

Mayor, and Blairmore rated "“igh marks at the Communist Party

convention of that year., Speaking to the assembled comrades in
Toronto, Sam Carr'aelivered a stirring eulogy to the townspeople:

In speaking of municipal work..,one must speak very
highly of our people in that now famous mining town of
the Crows' Nest Pass of Alberta, the town of Blaixzmore.
Here pur comrades have been elected to thq administration
of the town for a second (sic) time. To Mayor Enoch
Williams we wish.to express the deepest tNanks for what
Blairmore has done in the past..,the naming of their
- main avenue "7Tim Buck Boulevard" at a time when Tim Buck,
,//,/////// by.the grace of reaction and R.B, Benngtt,) was Number, 2524,
—— was a mighty slap at the people's enemies.| For ally that .
. .s \the small town of Blairmore meant and still means to the
’ rogressive ,people of Canada, to Mayor Williams and the
) pgople of Alberta, go our thanks, :
\ .27
! .-
Just as Blairmore had made its mark in the early' 1930 s by liv-

ing the Communist slogaﬁ "Class against Class", It made its con-

tributiom to the Communists' new preoccupation, the fight against

o

fascism in.the Old World. There was, as a Iocal&historian put

it, always "great sympathy for the underdog" in/fhe tbwn, and on
' o
m/ !
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(2 . 1Icil drafted a’/message of sympathy to Haile

/

n the Emperor was driven from his throhe by

administration."

I11I
p—— \

t ° [epit=g} =
The miners' movement in the West retained some of the\\\\

'

'peculiar psycholbgy" which had marked 4t in the past, long afte
LY ; N

the Mine Workeré' Union of Canada faded into history. Dﬁring
the winter of 1948, 4,000 coal miners in Alberta went out on a

wildcat strike, of which Bob Livett admif}ed he had "no knowledge...
31 .
except for what I read in the papers." f’ The bourgeois press

> ,;'

reprimanded the miners thus: ﬂMany unipng are guilty of surren-
dering democratic control to their top officers. In this in- -
stance... union members are guilty of a grave lack of discfpline,
restraint! and regponsibility."Bz _During thet dark period in the
hiétory of the labour movement in this country, when the unions
were «xipped apart by ;anti—communist" mealots within their

ranks, the coal miners were one of the iew groups to speak out

in protest. Locals in thelAlberta Pass, for example, had the

| \
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War, ~ At the 1951 Convention of the Canadian Congreeas|of

P - 236

33

s

/
/
audacity to denounce Canadian involvement in the Greek ClViJ /

i&ﬁbou%; by which time the majority of the delegates weré gloat-

-

ing over the expulsion of Murphy's Mine Mill union along with -
the rest of the ﬁéf%, miners' locals at Drumheller, East Coulee
and Nanaimo presented hopeless resolutions cquemning the expul-
sions and raids. While the Congress Execdgive officially endor-
sed “the fight against Communism in SqQuth-East Asia", East |
Coulee suggested that:
The‘Congress considér an exchange of workers' delegations %“‘*w
with Russia for the creation of a closer friendship and '’

to learn of workers' conditions there, also the Russian
delegation could learn of workers' democracy in Canada.

34.

After considering the resblutions, man; delegates no doubt
concluded that their authors and sponsors were simply dupes of a
Moscow‘copspiracy, an accusation which was levelled at the sup
porters of a Canadian miners' unian right from the d
that "Kid Burns" launched the_ﬁll—fated Red Deer Valley Min rs!
Union as a challenge to tﬁe arrogant and collaborative U.M.W. of
A. machine in June, 1925. As we have seen, the Communist{s had
not a little to do with the evolution of theﬁMine Workefs' Union
of Canada, from its inception in the mind ofﬁaim Bucky to its

5

dissolution at the behest of Tgm,McEweﬁf/ Lewis McDonald, John

| o

Stokaluk, and,ggggey/Mﬁfﬁﬁy -- quite differemt individuals, but

Communists all ~- were major figures, K in-Shaping the destiny of
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the organization, The M _W.U.C. was, as 1ts opponents charged,
"Communiét dOmihgted" for most of its perlod'of existence.

This "domination" was enforced, howeve?, not by machine control,
but by the democratic process, a situation not camparable to many
labour organizaiions, past and present iﬁ.Canada. Leaders and
national ;ffiliations came and went, subject always to the vote
of the rank and file.- Locals withdrew as a result of referen-
dum votes amoﬁgst their. members, and when they.did, they were
neithér raided nor disrupted. The M. W.U.C. cannot be accused of
"scabherding" in any instance, unlike its American rival, In

¢

every case, subversion of the expressed will of “the miners can-
not be attributed to the '"Reds',but to their opponents,

Yet the "Reds" were always atiny magjority, the majority
being as David Davies of 'the Luscar unit put it, "God fearing

people the most of us?. Only in one town did radicalism seem

-

to put down solid rooté, and Davies' statement does not, I

think, exclude the good people of Blairmore. How then, can we
¥

explain "Communist domination?'" The idea that .the "Reds" provi-

b

ded the only 1eadér§hip for the miners may prove fempting in some
cases (Estevan, for example), but in the majority of ereas, an
alternate leadership was always Qvailable° The miners did not

[

join the Workers' Unitx‘League by signing up with the only union

|
around, but as a result of a positive referendum vote, held

A




after a debate on the ques tion which had gone on for ovex\g\year.
‘ -

The fact that the Communists tended to represent embattled

™)

ethqic minorities is more helpful, perhaps, but is not univer-
sally valid. It cannot explain the evepts in Drumhelley in
1925, Vancouver Island,or,Corb}nﬁ Tée western miners were not
political necphytes. They had seen vﬁrious trade unions and
poiitica& parties, as well as the quasi-revolutionary 0.B.U,
movement come and go. Although it might be distdrbing to those

o

Irl »
) who see the C.C.F. enmerging as the only visible trend of inde=

pendent working class politics in the pos% 1920 era in Canada,
!
. the fact is that in the coalfields tﬁe Communist Party's brand
of Marxism was a legitimate heir to earlier traditions.' The
o~ miners may not have been revolutionar.’ es, but when undergoing
an attack as a class, it was to the "revolutionaries" that they:
kurned for help. It was the miners' deegLrooted "class conscious-

ness" that enabled the Communists to exercise the influence \

that they did.

It is possible that the miners' interpretation of the

catastrophe which befell them in the inter-war years was an

illusion; that there was no '"class struggle'", as the radicals

-

suggested, only a "sick industry", This, of course, was the

interpretation of the employers, and, with thel benefit of hind-
fis

sight, some of the militants of the 1930's might, today, tend

to agree, Yet if we employ E,P. Thompsonis definition of class
- 3\5
"as,defined by men as they live thei r own history," the

A
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9

- \A » 0 3 » - . ’
earlier working class analysis {gmalns va tid. It is possible

w, . the simple faith in the radical ideal ‘that motivated

to mqij7
N . l‘ L] Ky
the men/of the Mine Workers' Union of Canada as naive or

anachronistic. We can accuse._the miners of a "grave lack of
1 L =~ :\\

discipline, restra%nt and respconsibility”™ in trying to fight

™~ L3 )

the economic and social system in which they lived. It would,

however, be unwise. The fight for an independent, progressive,

-

and effective miners' movement in Western Canada during the 1920's 4

and 30's was, without a doubt, one of history's lost causes,

Nevertheless, it is part of our history. -
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APPENDIX A

Table Number 1

ﬁdoal ﬁroduction and Monetary Value of Sa@e, Province of Alberta,

A

\

" 1918-1936,

1018

1919
1920
1921
1922

1923

1924

&

Producf;on
Short Tons

5,072,816

4,933,660

6,907,765-

5,909,217
5,990,911
6,854,397
5,189,739
5,869,031
6,503,705
6,934,162
7,336,330
7,150,693
5,755,528
4,564,015

4,870,648

4,718,788

4,748,848

5,462,894

5,696,960

T 246

S TN
_—

Monetary
Value

$20, 537,287

18,205,205
30, 186,933
27,246,514
24,351,913
23,9;5,393

14,884,318

/
. 720,021,484

20; 886,103
21,982,058
23,532,414
22,928,182

18,063,225

13,342,675 |

13,526,309

12,307,258 °

12,440,616

14,094,795

13,659,705

~
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24§. . .

1925-

1926
1927

1928

1929 °

~ 1930
931
| 1932
1933
1934
11935

~

1936

(w

(

Production

Short Tons

1,132,300
1,452,069
1,443,066
1,639,343
1,552,966
1,133,914
951,970
714,352
876,448
‘991, 233
1,297,404

1,310,487

ol

Avg. No,
Wage Earners

1,865
1,82;
1,833
2,098
2,254
. 1,906
1,715
1,340
1,615
1,693
P?854'

1,888

Avg. No. of
days worked *

195

w221

B2 kS

Un “::,{
220

»

244 -

220
184
1;7
148
144
155

199

° 186

g

Wage

Man days
Worked Paid §
347,087 1,935,589
417,992 2,228,171
;45,556 2,403,643
506,801 2:779,704
490,052 2,741,167
366,263 2,035,824
297,743 1,536,é64
240,365 1,202,631
281;261 1,471,345
323,420 1,707,668
386,491 2,100,009
:364;545 2,090, 326

Table Number 2

Industry -
Statistics,
Alberta Crows'
Nest Pass,
1925-1936

Source:
Alberta Mines
Branch
Annual Reports

?

* This figure
is the average
.number of days
on which coal .
was hoisted in
the mines,,

(©



Yo
Ne

1927
1928
1929
1930
1931
1932
1933
1934
1935

1956

(o

£

N

Production

669,119
658, 882
695,139
795,855
731,149
545,227
358,361

386,243

335,166 «

312,677
-349,676

351,564

L

Wages
Paid

. 1,053,037

e

1,504,540

- 1,636, 462
1,864,789
rf;;§,121
1,351,497

810,864

842,440

712,098 -

623,627

650,199

Av, No. of Av., No. Days Man days
Wage Earners Worked Worked
1,214 185 285,091
1,229 _ 182 ——— 288,382
1,253 183 ' 309,307
.1,375 188 350,855
1,393 184 324,687
1,319 167 252,976
A
1,212 151 157,230
1,127 155 160, 564
é
1,055 166 141,118
963 170 123,917
659 188 112,551
563 209 127,914

613,812

e

« Table Number 3

. Industry

S tatistics
Lethbridge
Coalfields

" 1925r1936

-t

Source: Alberta
Mines Branch:

Annual Reports
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&

1929

1930

Production

1,109,273
1,385,423
1,460,655
1,487,483

1,574,766

~

1}433,350
1,970,537
1,245,474
1,112,204

1,033,000

1,261,239

\l+7439,905

Avg.No.

Employees

1,573
1,846
1,804
1,909
2,129
2,063
1,873
1,909
1,764
1,721
. 1,779

1,888

Avg. No. Days
Worked

-

152
167
180
178
183
159-
137
143
145
136
153 .

131

Man Days
308,995

392590
415,527
430,310
468,722
399,274

290,119

334,654

288,191
277, 460
328,804

o

300,770

Wages

2,200,158
2,498,120
2,627,138
2,865,324
3,105,351
2,493,686
1,737,555
1,879,417
1,463,001
1,399,863

1,752,127 _

.2,209,696

—v

Table Number 4

Industry

Statistics
Drumheller
Coalfield,

1925-1936

Source:

Alberta Mines
Branch

Annual Reports
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1925
1926
1927
1928
1929
1930
1931
1932
1933
1934
1935

1936

\\ - /“

AN
\ . . e o
Avg. No. of Avg. No. of. Mamgfpys Wages
Production Wage Earners Days Worked Worke#, Paid
1,049,831 985 237,778 1,804,968
1,208,759 1,111 1291,010 2,383,190
1,388,900 1,398 367,593 " 2,590,722
1,620,954 1,519 230 . \sfg,szg 2,839,733
1,559,395 1,483 236 " 407,065 2,768,255
1,242,073 1,329 ) 206 314,086 1,975,411
: \
1,637,635 1,134 160 -240,256 1,476,851
- s\ < \
1,163,915 1,153 . 187.5 + 290,073 \ 1,641,997
1,011,915 1,149 . ' 180 202,620 \\3,437,152
3 \ -
1,033,339 1,113 175 258,581 1}§15,433
oj \\
1,064,754 1,158 200 294,137 1,571,275
1,043,905 1,191 185 - 281,208 1,500,77

)

&

Table Number 5

Industry
Statistics

Coal Branch

Coalfields
1925-1936

Source:

Alberta Mines

Bra nch,

Anuual Reports
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1925

1926

1927

1928

1929

1930

Avg. No.
Wage Eanners

Production

956,079 1,439
945,850 1,521
- /’
1,015,669 1,548
. - e
1,097,390 1,653
N
962,552 1,621
738,370 v 1,319
707,277 1,209
« 621,431 1,127
502,334 712
676,858 745
457,149 652
‘W/’n
514,161 571

o

399,951

Man Days
Worked

367,238

3

353,969

450,889

363,491

248 839
208,151
181,672

129,851

170,559

106,702 _

125,279

¢

Wages
Paid §

2,061,086

—

1,936,642

2,275,353

2,483,451

2,066,477

1,505, 532

1,291,007

1,080,699

706,233
905,922

621,524

T

Table Number 6

Industry Statistics

B.C. Crows' Nest
Pass Coalfield,
1925-1936

Source: Coal
Statistics of

Canada

Sbew
-

\
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1925
1926~
1927
1928
1929
1930
1931
1932
1933
1934
1935

1936

Production

1,588

1,456,
1,489,
1,429,
i,%54,

1,107,

930,

‘838,

685,

~

642,

- 704,

792,

Avg. No,
Wage Earners
,248 3,470
063 N 3,166
A\
-\
848 \ 3,022
\
\ -
746 : 2,849
772 \\ 2,604
470 12,523
\
775 2, 167
- K\
887 .- . 2,042
* \ )
\\’
897 1,85Q
611, 1,637 ©
729 1,558
b4
028 1,643

.

Man Days
Worked

964,810
868,397
864,895

813, 847

Te

722,351

~
+
2

621,545
)

510,437 .

4

480,433

379,110

. 353,117

-

401,433

-

.454,841

Wages
Paid 3
4,588,806
4,064,202

3,966,136

3,705,765

3,218,366

2,882,883

L

~

2,299,544

2,126,479

1,696,290

‘1,542,675

1,749,629

2,043,606

B S PP S Tk

Tabie Number 7

Industry Statistics
Vancouver Island
Coalfield

1925-1936

Source:
CToal Statistics
of Canada

(O
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APPENDIX B

WAGE RATES
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o~ - Toe Clows' ANesl &
N.S. Sask. Dist, 18 Lethbraidge " Drumheller Coal Branch Vanc, Island
Date’ UL c. L. c. U C. u. C. u. C. u. C. . L. C.
"Sept.1921 $3:90 7.22 $-= -—- $6.89 9.57 $_° N $ $ . $4.71 8.10
Scpt. 1922 3.35 5.94 -- —- &.89 9.17 y _ 4.44 7.257
Sept. 1924 3.65 6.98 -= - 6.63 8.46 > 4,36 7.0¢
Sept. 1925 3.35 6.08 - - 4,34 7.92 . 3.97 6.7¢
(average) - 2
1926-1927 3 35 6.44 - -9 4.46 7.42 R . 3.97 6. 8¢
(average) o
1N . .
1929 \~3\.35 6.65 —- e ———= 4,45 (?) 4,54 7.85 4.47 8.72 3.97 6.7
1930-1931 3.4\x 6.70 -- --  4.53 7.69 , 3.97 6.8
(avefég?) ‘
B?SZ 3. et — 4,53 7i61 N 3.97 6; 4¢
! (averag%) .

1933- 3. .60 2,66 4,37 ——=—=———=—=- 4.45 7.17 4,20 6.23 4. 47 8.17 4,14 . 5.7t
1939 3.36 6.67 3.2% 4,28 —=—mmmm——— 4,85 7.95 4,85 7.79 5.01 7.85 4.60 6.6.
Appendix B, Table Number\l U = Underground Labour C = Average weighted earnings for-

contract miners

"Comparative Wage Rates in the Canadian Coal Industry 1921-1939." /

Source: Compiled from tables\in the Report of the Royal Commission on Co#l 1946;

i p. 303, and "Wages and\ Hours of Labour in Canada, 1933, p. 33, ‘ .
) publlshed as a supplemenf to the Labour Gazette, January,1934 ! ‘
y \ hy
- TN

| , « ¢ ©

-
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APPENDIX C

"Strikes involving the Edmonton and Pistrict
,Miners' Federation, The Red Deer Valley Miners'
Union, the I.W.W., and the Mine Workers'
Union of Canada, 1925-1935."
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Table 1 Summary
i Settled in Compromise,partial
Strikes Begin- Number of favour of In Favour union victory,or
ing in the Year Strikes employers ofgemployces settlement unclear
N
1925 4 . 2 1 1\%&
1926 2 , 1. ‘ 1 _—
. o
1927 2 1 1 -
1928 3 -- . 1 2
1929 . - - -- --
|-
° -
+ 1930 2 1 —_ 1
T 1931 4 2 - 2
I
5 , )
1932 17 7 - U 4 6
1933 9 3 4 — ! 2
’
1934 8 3 2 3
1935 2 2 - -
Total 53 22 14 l\ 17
Source: The foregoing is baged mainly on ‘entries in the Labour

9

Gazette, 1925-35. This information has been supplemented,
however, in some cases, by contemporary newspaper and
other accounts, . ‘ )
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/§ Appendix C

~ ‘Chart 1

“&W . Approximate

"Strikes, 1925-1936"

.

o

| Date No. Invelved Location , Grievance Settlement . -
’ N * e ] . e ~
\1925 June. 25- 900 (?) Drumheller/ Against wage reduction On employers® tefﬁs on,
| Sept.24 e - Wayne .- --and for recognition of wage.'issue,  Can. union
| . . Capadian union (Red Deer recognized in Wayne, but
& , Valley Miners' Umion) not Drumheller, where the
| U.M.W. remained .
t ! @ ’ - i © - N
! Déq.’l ~21 1,100 Drumheller/ Demands for a 5% incr- U.M.W. miners received 5%
-~ Wayne - ease spread to other igcreage, but not those in.’
8 classes of-labour.Strike the Camdian unicon, which
led by Sam Scarlett of lost check-off privileges.
N the I.W.w. * - ‘ ; .
\\ e »
s : L '
Apr.20-23 140 Edmojitch Against -13% reduction in In favour of Empleyees
a o . wages before expiry of A -
- ti:\ agreement with Edmonton , - s .
, . and District Miners' "
Federation, o . Ce o«
ra 3 ,1{ k] - «
) Jufe 30 - ~400. ~ Edmonton Against proposed wage After government inter-
» August 25 \ - and cuts of 10 to 20% 'IN vention, compromise reached
, 5 - . Clover Bar .NEW CONTRACT, N w}th the Miners!' Federation
- T~ __.-“wages cut 5 to 13% -
- / Vs : / N . T, i .
1926 July 1 -, 140 Vs Edmonton For restoration of old ‘Strike-called off on ‘
August 28 S B ) rates after expiry of employers: terms, no
4 ) the 1925 contract and recognition, h
’ ' . ) » for grecognition of the . ¢
' ' \\ Mine| Workers' Union of RN »
Canada. ’ N . . o
T - ¥ "
‘ : / TN
L : D .
/ .
&£ ~

-
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. % ° © ’
. / - '

Approiimate . . L ! ) -
Date No. Involved ~ Location Grievance . Settlement .
/s“ ) 3 ’ ‘ . )
/ - N , >
Dec. 14 ;63 . Coalhurst For 10% increases for 7% increase granted. ,
1,' grippgrs and drivers.
7 - . B - e
Oct. %2{’ 60 ., Robb For increases in pay and Demands granted
22 recognition of the Mine : & °
Workers' Union of Canada
JQgt. 17~ 6Q0 ' Drumheller Against six mines. for - Strike called off
1 e . recognition of M.W.U.C. recognition not granted.
/ . » . ‘ ‘ . )
//iarch 20- ;‘5:‘220 / . : Canmore . Against discrimination The two men- were acquitted.
June 5 ) of two men accused of in’ cou1t +and re-instated. ;
/ ) ’ ‘violations of the Mines A new contract was signed, f
/ - " . ict, and for an improved containing certain incr- 5
& .o contract. . eases. . L - ‘%
H:A /( ' _‘.; M }
July 30- 450 Coalhurst Against discrimination Thé union agreed-to e .
. August 27 ' ’ of two men for "Loading the cases of  the men. put i
- dirty coal." © ¥ to arbitration. g
. - . . . . . 2 -
O ’ ) el * ° " 1 % - " (VN E
1928-29 August 13- 600 “ Wayne Agaidst six operatprs The screened rates were put §
' " February 18 2 - . for recognition of the into effect, although 4 ;
e - - M.W.U,C., and against operators recogniz the ¢
/ o} to. . the screened rate of M.W.U.C, two others s d
‘ ] " payment, * with the U,M,W,
1930 June 14 - 60 Mercoal Agalnst signing of agree In favour of employer., The
November — o ment bétween the U.M.W. strike ceased to have, any )
) and the employer, effect after mld-Ju;y, the :
N - . strikers received their :
i% L - last relief in November.
o v, I
' PR Q@ -
Q ;‘
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Apprézimate; . = S ) - -
Date No. ‘Involved Location Grievance ' Settlement )
- N 2 R .
1930 Sept 10 84 . Shaughnessy Dispute over .certain . The miners agreed to work |
L =27 contract rdtes at day rates after govern= :
= P © ) ment intexvention pending
further negotiations.
1931 Jan, 15- 130 - Shaughnessy - Against discrimination The strike was brdigh\ﬁﬁa“‘*\~i
March 1 - ° ' of four miners the M.W.U.C. local smashed,
) . - those returning to work
, R ) being forced to sign a
L . - - ‘ ) ’ "yellow -dog" contract,
£l . - & o
- Sept. 8- ‘600 . Bienfait/ Newly organized,M.W.UTC. After R.C.M.P. terror cam— -
. Oct. 8 . ) Estevan . local struck for recogni~paign the miners returned
e . ; + tion and 1mproved condi~to work, pending govern-
’ T ticns. . mental investigation of
\ ’ ¢ their demands. Some conces- —
g . . sions made by employers,
. - .- .. < ‘ but recognjition was refused.
, - — -
Sept. 14— 110- - Wayne . Non-payment of wages. Wages to be paid in- .
21 - R (Ideal) " »- inStalments. - R -
h . 7 . . \/ . . !
- . . P o
Dec, 7-9 - 165 . Wayne : — Agalnst dlschmlnatlon The mlners retufned to work
T of 1 man .and- alléged pengding iurther negot1at10n<
violations of agreement - - i
by employer. : " .
- RS - T . ®
1931~ Dec. 12 - 80 *  Robb. Against discrimination Tbe strikers’ weBe evicted
1932 March 1 .-~ (Lakeside) - and employer's demand -—and—the M;W-U.C.. local .
- — - : that miners pay for - smashed. °
safety lamps.
2 ~ ¢ e ‘ - )
-~ ) / -
4 ¥ - / B ;

(o o | L (e

- - / . . B —_—
- -
N N
N
T ar o~ sy - - - . o N . |
v B e e r R e A T Y St DML o e ae e e e UL Y s At sk e 2Y R o e KRB tar Wstar e s o A o o ks R e oL A0 a2 AT
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Coleman

&

work and against dis-
crimination

Approximate .
Date *No. Invulved Loc&¥tion Grievance Settlement
1932 Feb, 15— 254 . Canmore <« Dispute over contract Compromise settlement
22 J rates . ‘
a . - .
Jan, 28 70 . Bienfait/ M.W.U.C. members at The strike was called off
: Estevan Crescent—<€olliery struck after the offending miners
- to force others to pay paid their dues. ‘
v union dues. - .
_ _ _ R o v 2 . e -
3 — ;N‘\* -
Feb, 23, 25 Bienfait/ M.W,U.C. members’at - Mine manager informed the
Estevan another colliery struck strikers that there was
) - to force others to pay  no cloeed shop in effect,
" o i’ union dues. and after 4 hours they )
c T ) - returned to—work,—mot——
- ‘/ “ having achieved their objec-
‘tive, ;
. ¥ ) s
" Feb. 22- 70 "~ Bienfait/  Miners at the Crescent The strike was lost. .
: March 2 \\ Estevan Colliery struck to pro- - . ’
B test the firing of their
checkweighman, an alleged ] °
' outsideé agitator. g .
AW — a -
Feb., 23-25 150 Bienfait/ In sympathy yi above, The sympathetic strike
s » - Estevan after arrest of sStrike was called off after the
| .leaders - strike leaders were releasec -
/ on bail,
— - ) - -
Jan., 27 275 Coleman ~For equal division of Compromise settlement
oot work -
- Feb. 2-8 .« 550 For equal division of Demands not granted -

I(O



- 26, ..

Approximate e i ' ) oo
Date NQL,InVOJV%d/ Location '% Grievance Y o Settlement
. 1932 Feb,23- 630 Blairmore/ Against discrimination Compromise settlement-
Sept.6 Bellevue of alleged communists with the M.W.U.C.
3 ’;ﬁ;} - v ¢ €
Mar. 18- 625 . ‘ Coleman In'sympathy with above The M.W.U.C. local was~® /
May- 26 broken, the majority .of,

the members having voted
to return to work.

Oct. 3-8 135 Wayne M.W.U.C. members objec- A referendum proposal to
- ted to paying dues to join the U.M.W. was defea-
the U.M.W, after recogni-ted 81 to 55; altheugh the
tion had been withdrawn M.W,U.C. 'was not formally

. recognized.
- G
Oct. 7 - 100 : Carbon,Alta. Miners struck under the Compromise agreement
20 - P ; o M.W.U.C. for higher signed with M. W.U.C.
° wages in various collier-
- ies. B

Nov. 9-14 50 . Carbon For enforcement of M,W. Negotiations concluded in

- . U.,C, agreement in certain favour of employees

* @ . colliexies
Oct., 1 - , 25 Three Hills Against reductions. of The strik® was broken
’ Nov, 11 e ) from 70 cents to $1.25

~

per toneon contract
rates after the intro-
duction of new machinery.

r
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Approximate

ST T - WLTTTRRE AR IR TR s e © -

*

Date - No. Involved Location Grievance _ Settlement
1932~ Dec. 26 - 145 Princetonw. _ Discrimination of four The discharged men were
1933 Jan.2 rs who refused to reinstated.
work on
X/\«n ; at Tulameen-
De:< 17, 1932 50 ) Alexo Men struck under M.W,U.C. The strikers were evicted
- Jan ~ o - for higher wages and and returned on the
\ better cbnditions employers' terms.
- N ~ e
1933 Jan, 7-16 125 East Coulee Non payment of wages The Department of Mines
. ' : ' : ’ arranged for payment of wag: |
Féb. 1 - 400 Anyox,B.C. For restoration of pre- The employer made small
Apr, (copper) .vious wage rates, recog- concessions on the ,[rice of
nition of M.W.U.C., and room and board, but striker
N ; ~—Aimproved conditions
I} 3
Mar.9-10 240 East Coulee Nonpayment of wages he mine closed for the
. eason, but the Department
) f Mines got one instal-
ment of wages for the men.
-Apr, 24~ 600 Drumheller, Against 12% wage cut The mines were largely
Sept. 16 Wayne and East .negotiated by the closed foi the season, and
Coulee M.W.U.C. U.M,W. and imposed the attempt to fight the
(United Front) in all camps wage cuts was unsuccessful,
— -~ Agreements containing
certain concessions, and
providing for .the payment"
_ of back wages were, however
» ~ concluded at two colllerlec
i . in East Coulee. :
- i .
1";7z _ - . - —
<y { -

b st AT e RS e SR o .

e
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~/
Approximate ) " = , !
Date No. Involved. Grievance -or . Settlement
1933 May 25 170 Blairmore Hiring of non-M.W.U.C. Compromise reached
. personnel S X .
May 1 - 80 ‘Princeton Against proposed wage Wage cut was withdra&n A
* 19 - cuts in violation of
agreement . N
* — ‘a
July 5 - 240 Canmore Union demands that one Representative from the
August 14 ;} miner be given another Department of Labour found
place due to excessive the grade not to be exces=-
) . ) grades up which he was ' sive and the men returned
- . forced to push coal cars, to work,
’ and grievances over new ’
. working conditions
A [ ° - "
- e . . . .. A
Sept. 10~ 100 A Wayne Workers demanded the Demands granted’ H1
21 enforcement of the wage . =
. ~ scale prevalent in the
- ' . district- -
v N NG

. 3
re incregsed

Oct. 11~ . as above, for higher The rates—
19 ratés for bone Wwork and and a compromis
s i timbering . ) reached.
T — : - - —
1934 May 22 - 350 Michel,B.C. Miners struck in favour Miners returned to work
29 of the recognition of the without gaining recog-
- : M.W.U.C. and the equal . nition of the Mine &
0 division of work amongst Workerst' Union of Canada.
" all employees.
hed ~



¥

Date

Approximate
No. Involved

Location

Grievance i 'K

)

Settlement

1934 June 9 - Flin-Flon Miners and smelter wor- After intervention by the
July 14 1,073 . (ore mine kers strugk for restora- Provincial Government, the
and smel- - tion of pr®>wious wage employer agreed to reduce
. ter) scale; and ecognition wage cuts by 50%, but the
of thg\ﬁlﬁ/é C M.W.U.C. was not recognized.
June 12~ 500 Rouyin— Miners and smelter wor- By June 20, picketting
August Noranda, kers stxuck for 10% wage became 1neffect1ve the
i Quebec 1ncrease, and recognition union being smashed
(Ore Mine of the’ M W.U.C. thereafter.
and smelter) :
— ,
e
1y { }
June 28 - 11 Alexo Wage reduction . The strike was defeated
" August 27 - . . ° :
s . X
Aagust 29 140 . Coalhurst: Division of work’ Compromise settlement
July 6 - -
Sept. 20 41 Saunders! Wage reduction The wage reduction was
- Creek defeated - .
July 19 200 Divisian.of work, In employees' favour

\Corbin,B.C,.

and against wage
cuts.

2
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Approximate ‘ \
Date No. Involved Location Grievance . Settlement \
- 1934 Nov. 5- 500 Cumberland,B.C. Demands for increases After the employer threaten-
21 T N by haulage men,decre-~ ed to close the mine, the
ases in prices for = M.W.U.C. local accepted a
coal, rent and sup- compromise settlement.
plies
o . . L8
1935 From Jan. 220 ., Corbin- Demands for better ‘e The mine was closed perma-
21 working conditions, nently on May 7, and -the
and equal division o community was dispersed
///”—I\\\:> . of work during the next year.
Aug., 7 ~ 500 . Cumberland, Against dntroduction The miners went bhack to worl
and 12 . B.C. . of piecé'rates on pending the report of a
! 4 datal men, and alleg- Conciltiation Board, which
. - . : . ed discrimination later found in favour of
: the employer.
s - r
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. Appendix D, Table 1. . O /

™)

™Nationality of mine workmen in Alberta by Divisions, 1925"

E3

R o .
C.N.P. Lethbridge Drumhel ker Mountain=Park
Anglo-Saxon ‘ 45% 42% " 63% ( « - 42,.5%
Slovak 23 26 10 R §
+ Italian / 14,5 15 ‘ 3 *17.5 ”
/ Ukrainian. o1, _ n.1. 11 ' 10
Fr./Belgian 7 n. 1.\ n. 1. , 9.1,
- Serbian n. 1. . n.1,” n, 1. 13 -
1 Russian. ﬁ' 2 ) 3 5° V n. 1,
‘ Austrian "‘ . 1, n.l, ' n.l. 2
Finnish ) n.l. - n.l. 1 n. 1.
~ _Polish \n. 1.‘L 3 n.1. g0, 1.
Other ~* ° . 8.5 \\ 8 7 | 4
' ,European R . e .
Japanese h. 1. 3 n.l. i n.ﬁ. L -

Y i
ﬁml.r NotsListed, As the figufes come from percentages reported
! from each division, and not absolute figures, no totals

'can be given,

°

©

[4

{
4

A Source: - Report of the Alberta Coal Commissioﬁ:71925, p. 180,

Vi 2
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Appendix D, Table 2 "Nationalities of Workers in the Alberta Coal Industry, 1931."
PP , . ’
Lo a
| : = 50 - o
w Ll — .
o = = A O3 (= o 1S og
+~ Q [+ -t = - O [+ En i w oo, =
-~ = E £ = = 0 2 - gHA 0 =
- ) = uw o~ 3 ) — S> == -~
2] H : 803 3 ﬁ g « + 0w o o T
= < S8& & &4 5 8% 82 & Total
_<Iotéi<“ 3,106 141 505 1,459 21 1,819~ 167¢ h96 60 16 8,176
- —
Owners &
Managers 155 4 7 i 2 - 7 6 3 - : - - 188
\ .
\ . :
B \
Foremen & : . _ "
Overseers 309 - 4 6 \6 P 5 9 7 347
: | .
&R \ N S N
. | . )
Haulage,Drivers 110 4 31 7 1 72 24 16 | - 1 330
Cagers, etc. . j
\ ~ . |
| - :
Miners 1,628 | . 98 341 1,062\\ 16 1,439 | 430 125 4 |11 | 5,619
\
Labourers 490 30 107 278‘] 3 258 | 184 45| 28 4 | 1,429
- : :
Other 103 1 13 35 | 2 /38 25 ---] 28 -- 263
| /
1 Ag
(o C, (9.

2P
W
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Volume VII, pp.532-533 -

4 . a
= J SN
- Appendix D, Table 3 "Nationalities of Workérx in the British Columbia Coal Industr&,\i931."
11 \ ) - :
sz 59 \ - L ;
. = 23 85 = = S o 0 =
5 gf .= . 3% 5 2 %4 -3
L = £+ O~ o T &9 ~— 22 235 5 e
5 o - £s8s RS 3 o @ g Q =
@ [SERENG P o+ a A &SR = a5 o9 = Total -
Total 2,381 ‘24 , 107 514 1 290 386 53 371 6 4,172 Q
Owners & 36 - - - - - - - - _ 7
Managers | ] - 36
\ N gecy
Foremen & 136 - 1 - . - - ¢ 2 - - _
Qverseers V¥39«
Haulage,Drivers 98 - 4 6 - 111 4 2 8 _ « 133
Cagers,Etc. _ / ‘ |
K 7 T " s 3 3,004 \
Miners 1,712 | 20| 83/ | 358| - 238 | 203 |35 |®220 X , \
x | ’ ~“\/~ ) -~
Labourers 348 | 4| 19 145| - | 37| 87 |12 |130 2 791 7
-~ ° ° - ~—~—
Other 51 - - 5 1 4 - 1= 4 1 ,//4ﬁ; S5
3 ’p h ] R “
Source: Dominion Census,/ 1931 - Table 3
\ Yolume VII, z;/ 544-545
Dominion Cetsus, 1931 : ) .
- Table 2 s



_Appendix D, Table 4 "Ethnic Breakdown in the Crows' Nest Pass; 1931"
i A} . \/’__—/ \\J"
| . ) i} , H . k’ ~
1 [ ¥
-~ | ”
S = a3 3 = - : - g <3 o) N
. -z | =a g A a ? v p o 5 24 008 ¥
£ < Q- oo~ -H ~ T Kol - 0] o ﬁ g g H
= Q Q oo £+ o] Q= O > —~t o n ot [l o - 4
M O + o IO o o a o} o —~ 0 a - oy o
0 « 3 ~ Q Q3 - += O g,—« + o] 3 b = o +
- a By M O« Fq ow L w® — =¥ o5 =) owyo Total
/
1931 o / . ' o
o r g - )f' m‘
Blairmore 662 3 217 28 37 33 [ 222 297 85 10 [~ 7 ] 21 7 -1,629 - .
QQ s Y
Frank 39 - 27 2 - 3 154 7 6 - - - 10 ) 268%w§\\
- -
Coleman 928 .3 72 29 13 - 27 170 185 | 159 40 11 23 44 1,704
Fernie . 1,589 20 63 137 5 32 124 5110 162 ~207—“&6—”“’§5" 34 2,732
’ ) E 2 /)
= Source: Deminion Census, 1931, :
- Volume I1, pp.466-467; 482-483 ’
N S | AN :
4 , ; \ s
N ' - , L \
- X, RN ~
- ! . ’:‘ ? ) k ffi
\‘ B ] ///)
~ 2‘\" ¢ \\ _ ’ v
e *s P
/ ' -~
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L | -
. . !‘
S Blairmore ;ﬁ . éoleman ;
ng ¥o~Saxon 40.6% 5 %4.4% |
ren;h/Belgian 13.3 - 4.2 .
: ther W, Eliro.pean.?:'_.,; «1:9 1.8
%nno/Scandinavian f; . 4.2 2.3
Italian . 18.2 10,8 °
Czecho-Slovak ° 13.6 8.9
- Polish "\ o 5.2 | l 9,3 -
Other E. Europeans A O | i N % 4.1 )
. %Iignta1° . — 1.2 " ai.z ’
E Other  ° a0 2.0
IR 100 - 100, %
N n : a- -

-

"A comparison of ethnic origins

Appendix D, Table 5. l
: of the. populations of Blairmore and

) d Coleman, Alberta, 1931."
Y e -
. / ! 1 ¥
- bR n $ ?
g # R ‘ .
‘ Source: ' See Appendix D, ‘Table"4, ‘ '
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" 3 3 . 3
Union Referenda, elections apd ’
Strike Votes, 1919-1936" : ’
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A | ,
5 } .,  Local Union . For'0.§.U. Agéidgt( Total % for,éuB.U. }
’  Bellévue SR YT S . 1% 290 95 {
Blairmode 254 3 251t 4 98 |
Coleman ‘ 247 ) 4 240 99 * <
pY " Corbin 54 B 58 93
" Fernte ' 583 23 606 96
Hillcrest | 313 11 324 96
Michel  , . 322 12 334 ., 9
. b :
Federal . 76 S S 98
- 1Letl}b"ridge C 13 8 221 96 .
Cadomin ' . .3 74 96
Mogntgin Park ' 102 . 2 104 \ 98
" .Canmore T193 .5 198 97
» ;
 Wayne - ' 178 1 _ 179 99
Rosedale’ . . 54 - 54 100
Other Locals Reporting 643 8" 651 08
Total : 3,879 97 3,876 97

Appéndix E, Table 1 "The One Big Union Referendum in District 18"
B . e . ¥ ~

Source: The District Ledger (Fernie), May 9, 1919

A
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" Appendix E, Table 2.

N

u

Mihers' Union, June 21, 1925."

. ~
o Source: Western Canada Coal Review,
» - "
t
\\ N
© g .
b
. 7 f
th )
» El ’
. »
7 ° I M

J

~2 o
uly, 1925, °
54 -

- 4

N N

*

!
@
. N

h .y
Local . For Against Total % For
. Nacpine . 26 19 55 65
_ 'Midlaudvale "2 - 12 . 154 92
T btlas 198 . .76 . 2374 72
W.‘Commercial 147 - ¢ 147 100
Jewel . 31 12y 43 o2
Star Aerial 41 N /’;1 41" 100
. Rosedale 46 K 52 88
Rosedeer | _42 7. _49 . _85
S 683 132 . _ 815 [34%

-

"

!

"Referendum held on affiliation wit$ The Red Deer Valley o
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Appendix E, Table 3, _ , ' i
The membership of the Mine Workers' Unlon of Canada (excluﬂing
Westville, Nova Scotia) September, 1939, and the resuits of the

~
o
o
f
N
-
{ '
B
.
[
* -
“
F
v
. N
LI L)
r
.
A [
' '
i
.
N\
k]
. 1
4
A <

District electlons for President, August 18, 1930. s
" “ . j" 5
Source: PAO, CPC Files: X; 22, 10C2075, 102081 . ‘
Table follows,.. A T )
oA,
yl ¢ - A W ot
Sloan - James Sloan, left-wing candidaté for-President: ”
e
Wright - William White, ’ candidate of the ¥ight-wing, | !
X A ' - ' N N «
£l
N . S
_ g | \ 8 ki
3 ;ﬁ‘k‘&
W . A
oo i 50
- Z;‘ )
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Bellevue
Bléirmore
Coleman

Corbin

Cozalhurst
Federal
Lethbridge

Shaughnessy

Bryan Mile 32

Cadomin

~Foothills

P e

Gyuscar
Mercoal

Robb Mile 33

Nordegg

Saunders' - -Creek

Canmore °

l\.

Wayne
T

—~

~. o ™~ ,
Total in Locals voting .

Total Ltmb;sship
-’

e s s, _ 3
W“ﬁ il

\\

N

Total % for Sloan

Membership For Slcan For White Spoiled ’ %Voting
355 80 12 p) 94 85 26
323 190 75 14 279 68 86
" 534 154 293 23 © 470 33 " 88
180 98 " 52 5 155 63" 86
-t
452 228 105 10 343 66 76

16 9 6 - 15 60 94
617 188 171 13~ 372 50 60 \
37 54 %&@ -- 68 79 -

23 - ~= - - .ho vote
285 - - - =T no vote
102 56 .32 - 88 64 86 °
195 87 35 4 126 69 65

60 - - - -— no vote

41 - .

46 2 13 +- 54 76 85 -
263 111 .74 6 191 . 58 73

6.3 44— 25 -—— 69 64 -

- \-

260 177 83 2 262 67 -
- "
3
174 _ 64 68 2 © 134 48 - 77
3,673 ¥, 581 1,058 81 2,720 58 74%
3,985 - .- _— .

R
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\
A
Local » For Against Total % for W.U.L.
Bellevue 144 74 | .2i8 86 - T
Blairmore 234 20 254 92
Coleman 294 144 438 67 |
Corbin 107 91 198 Y 54
Coalhurst 237" 42 279 ° 83
. Shaughnessy 60 - 60 100
Cadomin ' 134 52 186 72
Luscar 12 64 136 53
| Robb o 17 -= 17 100
, e
Nordegg 142 ‘41 183 77
/Saunders' Creek  15° 9 24 62
Canmore ° 144 68 212 68
Wayne ! 127 | 23 ) 15Q 85
Total 1,727 641 2,368 73

Appendix E, Table 4, "The Workers' Unity League Referendum,
May 11, 1931". J '
-4

Source: Report on Labour Organizatiéné in Canada, 1931, p.175.
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Total % for M.W.U,

; . . - For M.W.U.C.  For Home Local Spoiled
e March 30, 1928 - Under préssure =~ 358 122 2 482 74
’ - from C.P.R. during negotiations. . ’
@ —
December 10, 1930 - After M.W.U.C. 288 339 - 627 46
withdrawal from A.C.C.L. )
February 10, 1931 - - Same as below © 282 280 - 562 50
February 24, 1931 - After M.W.U.C. 361 336 - 697 - 52
appeals to reconsider
June 2 1931 - After affiliation - 303 191 - 494 61
to the W.U.L. - . T
January 5, 1932 - After M.W.U.C. | 259 275 - 534 48
declared "illegal" 1in Estevan )
Trials. * .
", . pendix E, Table 5., "Lethbridge Miners' Union: Votes on Affiliation
s - with the Mine Workers' Union of Canada”,
/ . . -
Source: Glenbgw\Archivés, District 18 Collectidn, "Minutes, Lethbridge
; ! <o Miners' Union, 1928-1932", : .
y 8
I y -
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Local |

-Bellevue
Blairmore

Coleman L w
Coalhurst

Luscar

Robb .

Nordegg

Saunders' Creek

¢

Canmore

Wayne

Drumheller

East Coulee

Rosedale
Edmonton

Total

Affiliation

-

M.W.U.C.

"

-~

Y T

T

vt

tt

~
)

"

M.W.U.C./U.M. W,

U .M. W,

Tt

n

< 14 locals

-

- eF - ML W W B A R A 7 A s ad e 7

Yes

189

228

265

183

126

15

147
26

128

243

158
132

132

62

2,034

e A vl A e o bR ALY

% Yes

Total
210 90
257 90
322 82
261 70
208 61
15 100
221 66
36 72
253 50
%}6 98
158 ~ 100
135 98
133 o9
65 97
80 -

Appendix E, Table 6
“"United Front Strike
Vote, April 11,1932."

¢

The vote was held following
proposals for wage cuts in
the Drumheller region. The
bailot read as follows:

"Are you in favour.. (of)
a General-District Strike-

.in the event of the coal

operators trying to put
a wage reduction into
effect in any camp?" T e

' Source: Worker, April 16,

1932 Lt
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, (]
'g For the .
. U.M.W.of A, Against Spoiled Total
© _ Bellevue 196 42 = ‘238
. . ~ Blairmore - 246 14> 3 - 263
ky - /
—_— Corbin 104 - - 104
- Fernie ° ‘59 69 1 129
N Michel ';;/,354 35 9 398
=8
Coalhurst 68 5 - 73
"Lethbridge _ 137 25 ~- N 162
~ . Cadomin ' < 100 32 - : 132
Nordegg’ . 143 48 . 5 . 196
S Saunder s' Creek 25 19 - 44
. ) : ¥ ’ .
Carimore . 114 78 1 - - 193
[ ] . N - +
Wayne 77 14 ~ - - 91
” Cumberland . 237 5 - ) 242
« " Total 1,860 386 19 ' 2,265
. y \
. Appendix E, Table 7. "}m/e'Unity' Referendum, ,June 30, 1936."
!
Source: Tom McEwen, The Forge Glows ﬁea, p. 150.
L) . ) <
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73 .
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Appendix F : . ‘
- . . C
. , . , "Voting Patterns in the Crows' Nest ]
: Pass during the Depression.” ,
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Bellevue
Blairmore .
G -~

Coleman ¢

Frank
Hillcrest
Total Pass
Canmore .
Other Polls

Total Riding

Stubbs

(Labour)

154

86
251

3

83
577
120
123
820
Va
y

Appendix F, Table 1

"Returns: Rocky Mountain Riding:

Sudworth Cruikshank
(Communist) (Indepéndent) Total % lLabour
184 113 451 - 34
120 364 570 15
o217 236 704 36
71 —1 36 110 3
. 79 181 .343 24
671 930 2,178 26
87 123 330 36
28 551 702 17
786 1,604 3,210 25
Alberta ProClncial Election, Jukhe 18; 1930."

Source: Lethbridge Herald, June 19, 1930,

e

R

<

~

9,

% Communist

40
21
30
65
23
31
26

4

24




i McNeil
Poll _ ¥Liberal)
Be11e§ue : 40 -
Elairmore 116
Coleman ‘ 289 -
Frank j - ' 8
Hillcrest '’ ‘ " 15
* TOTAL PASS 463 1,
Canmore -, 89'
"Other Polls 486

TOTAL RIDING 1,034 2,

Appendix F, Table 2

"Returns: Rocky Mountain Riding; Aiberta Provincial

)

Duke Cruikshank Murphy ‘
(Socred) (Independent). (Communist) Total % Socred % Communis:
355 25 269" 689  51.5% 39-
392 44 314 . 866 45 36
748 34 119 1,190 ~ 63 10
64 ’ 4 93 169 38 55
208 ~~_ 46 93 452 66 -20.5
857 \\Q53 gs8 . 3,366 .55 26 ‘
315 A‘\ilf 109 515 61 21
820 - 214 ] ga 1,604 51 5
992 378, A ‘ 5,485  54.5 20 ‘

-

¥

-

4
Source: Lethbridge Herald, August 28, 1935

Election, August 27, 1935."
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Appendix ¥, Table 3

L

[

0

(Workers' Sl!te)

William Knight
L

A, E.Ferguson (Citizens' League) -

\,

FOR' COUNCIL °

Joe KrkosKy (Workers' Slate ‘
J. Aschagker " b
Albert @lsen N " \

William McVey (Citizens' League)
P, Mantabetti : . oo
D. Oliver "

FOR S@HOOL BOARD

PR

{Workers®

i

Oobert Horne \'
Sam Patterson
A1lf Bossetti "

Slate)

v

Sam Bannan (Citizens' League)

J.A,McDonald ' "

4w |

Coleman

»

FOR- COUNCIL g

[y

(Citizens' League)
12

+

J.M, Allan
Arthur Reid
George Evans "

George Hope ) . "
Frank Barrington : (Independent)
LAl

Harold Chamberlain N,

Archie Fraser

Alice Sudworth :
Wm, Antrobus

J.D. Holly

1 0 ° /

(Workers!

\

Slate)
R

@ ‘ . ! i l
Results of the Municipal Electiotis, 1933
. " ' Blairmore '
. FOR WAYOR .- ‘

J.E, Gillis " .

403
380

390
389
388

370
376
378

652
598
591
542
504
464

337
314
258
140




(

{

FOR _COUNCIL '

Wm, Barrows
Wm, Chapman
Andrew Harry

Walter Bly;ﬁ
Steve Danyluk
A, Holyk -

Appendix F, Table 3

‘Wm. Knight = elected

(Ciyizens’ League)

"
3
- "
(Workers' Slate)
”
"
/
. \
\
' \
S l
N
s e
<
, /J “
g
. e
f
/’
g

346

339

307,

92

71 .




‘ \ , ‘ K
s ) 2870 e
(e : R
. Votes Cast’ % for
Total Votes for the "Workers'
' ' Cast "Workers' Slates" Slate!
* . Blairmore 5,535 .,3,300 ' 60%
! Coleman 5,653 i 1,289 L 23%
M ) 3 3 5 ‘\ ) T
s Appendix F, Table 3a «\ 4 N
- ‘ N - \‘“ - : . R !
‘ Source: Lethbridge Herald, February 14, 1933
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