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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTIOR

ﬁ\; 3 Soclalisam was a small but not ingignificant
force in Canada dur#ng the poriod 1900 tol 1914. Tha
Socialist gnrty of British Columbia, founded in 1901,
expanded - in 1904 to become the Sggdalist Party of Canada
with locals dotted across Canada. The Social Democratic
Party of Canada was founded in 1911 and by 1914 it had a
membership of over 5,000 in 229 1ocala.‘- At various.
times there were four socialists in the British Columbian
legislature. In 1904 two of them Iﬁro able to sdcure the
pagsage of important reform legislation. Ahoricau%

. 8ocialist weeklies such as ¥ilshires Eggazino, the Inter-

national Socialist Review and particulnrly’tho Appeal to

-

1 J.F. Cahan, A Survey of the Political Attitudos
of the Ontario Labour Movemen




Reason c¢irculated in Canada. So too did the books of the
Anerican socialist writers, Edward Bellamy, Jack London

and Upton Sinclair. Merrie England, by the English
' 2

socialist Robert Blatchford, was widely read.
During the years 1908 to 1914 a socialist paper,
Cotion's Weekly, was published in Cowansville, a %own in

the Eastern tovnships'regipn of-Quebec. It cifculated
_throughout-the country and at the height of #ts succeés
had a natlional cirdulhtion'of‘ove: 30,000, During his
tour of the prairies just before fhe war.!; B. Mitchell
noted that there were many faithful readers of Cotton's
Weeok and Ronald Grantham, in his thesis on the socialiaf
movement in British Columbia, remarked that the paper was
widely read in that province.u

| In his book, The Canadlian Left, Norman Penner

'3

2 P. Fox, "Early Soclalism in Canada%, in
Aitchiaon. The Polltical Procesa in Canada, Univareity~of

Toronto Press, Toronto, 1963, Pe 73«

3 Ee+Be Mitchell, In Western Qﬁgggﬁ Before ;Eg Nar
(London, 1915), p. 201 quote « McNaught, A Prophe
in Politics, Univeraity of Toronto Presas, Toronto, 595§,
Pe .

4 R. Grajtham, Some Aspects of the Socialiat '
Movement in British:Columbla




has written that there was "a complete absence of any

intellectuals in the socialist ranka", 5 'Tnig is not

'entirely true. Although he never developed an integrated

theory of Canedian development, William Cotton, publisher
-and eddtor of Cotton's Weekly, did offer his readers a’

weekly critical analysis of many aspects of Canadian
socliety from a Marxist feint of view. The result was a

' yiew of Canada far different from that of & keen obaerver

like 0. D. Skelton. Skelton's views have been incorp~

.ozefed in the standard works on the period. Unfe;tunately,

up to now, Cotton has been virtually unknown. Yet his

eriginal viewpoint makes his view of Canada one ;hich will

further enrich our grewing gnowledge of the period.
William Ulric Cotton was born in 1879 on a farm

about three miles from Cowensvilg§,6 the youngest child

in a family which included a brother, Charles, and two
sisters. Shortly after William's birth his mother died

: .leaving her husband, Charles, to raise the four children. )

5 N. Penner, The Canadian Left, Prentice-Hall,
Scarborough, 1977, p. 41. :

6 Cotton's Weekly. 2 Mar. 1911, p. 1.
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-As a child William had the bones of a tuburcular hip

"removed and for the rest of his life he was forced to use

crutches and‘frequently suffered considerable paiﬁ;?
After attending local schools for his primary education,

" he spent four years at the_L'Inétitut Feller, a French’

Baptist school in the Eastern Townships. After obtaining
a B. A, from MeGill in 1901, he entered the university's

law school where he had outstanding success. He graduated

- in 1904, winner of the gold medal for highest achievement

in fhe findl year and the reciplent of $1100 in prizeé of
which §750 was a travélling scholarship donated by Sir
William Macdonald whom Cotton was later to call "the
tdbacco thief of Hontreal".8 After_a_year,of trhvelling
and studying‘in France he returned to Cowansville where
he established a law practice in 1905.9 |

Irn 1908 Cotton purchased a local weeklx’news—
paper, the Cowansville Qbserver, which had served the local
community since its founding in 1871 by an immigrant Scot,

7 Richard Cotton, Dunnville, Ontario, letter,
13 February 1969, to the author.

8 C.W., 1L} July 1910, p. 3.
9 Tbids, 2 Mar. 1911, Dp. 14



Johﬁ Massie. In 1896 Massie sold the paper to a John
Barker, who, never able to make it a financial success,

sold it to Cotton in September 1908. In early December

. of 1908 Cotton changed its name to Cotton's Weekly, Over-

night the.00waneville Qbserver wae‘changed from a local
paper, which reported the neds ef the cewaneville area,
to a national paper which was devoted to, as the inscrip-
tion under the mast ‘head read, " ... the propagation of
the principles of International Socialism“.

' Tﬁe month following his purchase of The QObserver

Cotton ran in the federal election as an independent

t candidate in his own constituency of Brome. What is note-

o

worthy is that he campaigned as an independent, not as a

socialiet. Still, there were some strong eocialiet under-

tones in the campaign Cotton waged in the recently acquired
Observer. He was prepared to fight the battles of the

farﬁing community and the working man against the Libérals '

and'anservatives who were controlled by the railroads and

10 Marion Phalps, Knowlton, Quebec, letter,

x 15 January 1969, to the author.

+



~on

1

banks. But the main thrust of the campalgn was his

claim to bring'indepandent judgement to bear on all

issues because hé was tied to no party. "We desire to
go to Ottawa because the country needs a represontative
oo who will act for the good of Canada apart from all

12

party considerations."_ Cotton managed to win only 37

|

of the over 3,000 votes cast.13

"I was made a socialist by Wayland of the Appeal

to Reason", 4 Gotton once wrote. Julius Wayland, founder

and editor of the enormously successful American gociallst |

. paper The Appeal to Reason, visited COtton in Cowansville

sometime during 1908.1'5 - According to Cotton's account,
the result of his meeting with Waylahd was "anotlher organ
for the advocacy-of the co-operative commdnwealth based
upon the common ownership of the means of production,

owned, co?j;plled and run by and for the working classv. 16

LN

-

11 The Observef, 8 Oct. 1908, p. 1.
12 Ibid. ‘ ~ A

13 The Canadian Parliamentary Guide, Ottawa,
1909, Pe 158. .

14 C.W., 24 Mar. 1910, p. 1.
15 Ibido, 9 Dec. 1909; P 3-
16 Ibid.
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'Although Cotton éever mentioned his name anin, a curious
'bmiaaion in view of the impact Cotfon claimed Wayland had
on his 1ife, there is .good reason to accept his claim that
he' was convertad by Wayland. After all, juat over one
month after running as an independent candidate in the
election held on October 26, 1908, Cotton publishod the

first 1ssua of.the socialist paper, Cotton'a Weekly. .

Therefore,.at almost thirty years of age, Cotton
turned hie back onfhhe‘bhancd for a diétinguished, p:of;t;
able, not to mention, fesﬁectéﬁl& céreep, that his

brilliant recorﬁ at ‘law pchool promised him. Instead he
| decidgd to publiéh a'papgr ebBpousihg a cause scarce;y
known to moéf Canadians. Although there are very real
risks in playing amateur psychologist, Cotton's conversion
does deserve some explmnation, however inexpert anq
incomplete. . _

William's father, Charles, was clearly & man of
.strong, indepeAdent character who had a deep influence on

his two‘aons. Following his wife's death_he successfully
raised four children, virtually without help from anyore .

\-



-

else,]7 and instilled in them strong liberal and human-

18

itariannideas. Years later he gave his son Willilam
financi 'backing to bulld a new printing shop for Cotton's
Weekly.'? That the local sheriff of a rural district in
Quebec's Eastern Townships would.haye supported a paper
whose ideas must have been repugnant to the populace he

. served indicated a strong independence. The careers the
two sons followed testified to the f&ther's‘influence on
them. Although bgth of them became lawyers, neither-bacame
a partner in a prosperous 1aw offic kce defending the interests
.of the wealthy. Charles Jr. ran his own law office on

. St. James St. but never made any money because he was too

busy halping the indigont.20 Q}lliam's concern for the
exploited was revealed in the pagqs of Cotton's Weekly.

When he did practise law, briefly in 1915, and again in

the 19208, it was with his brother helping the

21

unfortunate. William's son Carl speaks of his father's

i (
\ ’

17 Hilda Smith, Montreal, letter, 3 Apr. 1969,
to the author.

—_—

18 Ibid.
19 C.W., 4 May 1911, p. 4,
20 Hilda Smith, letter. ’ -

21 Richard Cotton, letter.



passionate hatred of injustice and cruelty. He recalls,
on more than one occasion, his father going into the street
. to stop a man from administering a harsh beating to a

-

"horse which was moving toofaiowly.aa
William Cotton was more than j&st independent.

He was a definite outsidﬁr, impractical #t_handling every
day matters,®” considred brilliant but eccentric by

those who knew hi.m.a."f His crippled condition was cert-
ainly a factor in develdpfﬁs his; golitary disposition.
Unable to play sports, he aﬁent a good deal of his leisure
time réading widely and vbraciously aﬁ well a8 researching
‘forﬁg?Bates,as activities which do not allow much

Bocial contact.# During the time he publiahedngtton 8

eegéz he was a very lonely man. It could hardly have

22 Carl Cotton, personal interview with the author
" at Chateanguay, Quebec, 23 Nov. 1969.

23 Ibid.
24 Hilda Smith, letter. '
] 25 Richain Cotton, letter.
# Whether his infirmity had other paychological
consequences, ©.g., the development of an inferiority

complex, is difficult to know. None of the available
evidence suggestaqény : : ) :
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been otherwise running a Bocialis; weekly in rural Quebec
at the turn of the century. ‘in describing the fate of the ‘f\%
socialist in conteﬁﬁorqry society he was obviously |
describing himself when hé wrote, "(the. socialist) lives
1onel&, more‘lonely than his fellow man who can share the

strength. He is throin'bpck upon his own i dividuality

thoughts of others. And from this lonelfijls he gathers
and his own personalityfdevelops";26

Cottoﬁ'cla}med’that he was an intellectual, or,
.more presisely, "an intellectual machine for you (hiéﬂl
raaders).to‘use".27 He had, he said, spent his 1life
~ "acquiring 1n%ormation from books, knoﬁledge from the
wiitten word and wisdom from the study of my fellow_man".28
His readings eventually led him to a particular interest
in the rise and disintegration of societies and the efforts
at various times in history to establish utoplan commu-

nities. It was inevitable that such an interest should -

have led eventually to the writings of Marx and Engels.29

)

26 C.W., 28 Apr. 1910, p. 1.
27 Ibid., 14 July 1910, p. 3.
28 Ibid.

29 Richard Cotton, letter.
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Thué‘the man whom Julius Woyland met in the late
auﬁumn of 1908 was ripe for conversion to socialism.

Cotton'g concern for justice, his éqlitary nature, his
. \_.,

intellectual interest in how societies rise and fall and

the various attempts to establish utopian c0mmunitios,
prepared him, intellectually and psychologically, for
under@akingrthe arduous task of proselytizing a doctrine,
unknown to most Canadians and threatening to many.

The format of Cotton's Wéekiy changed very little

during the six years of publication. Cotton did reduce
thoksize of the paper from eight to four pages in November
1909?0, but aside from cutting out the woman's page,
reducing the size of such features as "News of Inter-
national Socialiem" and eliminating what 1little was left
of local news columne, he mado no substantial changes.
Most of page one and often a good deal of page four were
written b& Cotton himself. These twofﬁagos have provided
the bulk of the source material for this thesis.

30 He explained that paper cost too much and that
the staff did not have time to publish a good eight page
paper. Cotton's Weekly, 4 Nov. 1911, p. 3. Another reason,
not mentipned, was the loss of advertising after he changed
the name and character of the paper.
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Articles by prominent-Eng}iah an American
" socialists ~ H.M. Hymdman, Robert?l@,hford. ugena Debs,
Robert Hunter, John Spargo, Charles Kerr were aéﬁ ~ and
occasionally articles by Canadian aocialists‘- gustav-
Praeger of Berlin, Roscée.Fillmore of Alberf, N.B., Edwin
O'Brien of Alberta - appeared on page two. There was
nearly always a segment from a stromgly tendent;ous gserial.

J.R. Mahons Toilers and Idlers began in the October 1k,

1909 issue and ran for 26 weeks. Other contributors
included Edward Bellamy, Jack Londonwgnd Upton Sinclair.
Often there was an advertiseﬁent for books on socialism
which could be purchased from Cotton's Book Department.
The advertisement, which was headed in heavy black type
wThe Socialist Vote Increases Only Through Education',
encouraged readers to emnlighten themselves and others by
setting aside certain evenings each week to study
socialism. In the April 15, 1909 issue some of the books
1isted included John Spargo's The Socialists, "We know

of no other book in the whole of the literaturs of
socialism that will make so good a first impression®

(Cotton's emphasis), The Communist Manifesto 3 ees first

.puﬁliahed in 1848 (it) is still recognized ... as the

cleanest statement of the principles of International
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Socialisnm®, Engg}s, Soéialism - Utoplan and Scientific,

no comment, and two volumes of Capital, again, no comment.
Cotton's highest praise was reserved for books by the
German socialisé Karl Kautsky whom Cotton called "the
ablest living exponent of socialism. Anything he writes
is worth reading 6 or 7 timas."31 Except for bOoks'by
Jack Idndon, fiction was rarely advertised.

Most of paée three was devoted to encouragiﬁg _
readers to find more subscribers. Cotton used a variety
of tactics. He offered prizes. In March 1909 readers
could obtain, free of charge, oﬁe volume of Marx's Capital
for every twenty-.five subscriptions submitted. In July

. 1909 a $5 prize was offered to the reader who sent in the

ber of subscriptions during the month. 1In
August 1909 the prize was $10 in books. Im 1911 the
Contury Contest promised §100 to the reader who submitted
five half-yearly subscriptions for the most consecutive
weaks. He sgt targets. In the May 20th, 1909 issue he
arged raadeis to push clrculation over 3,000 so0 a new

typesetting machine could bé bought. Banners such as

31 C.W., 4 Mar. 1909, p. 2.
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3

‘"Cotton's Needs a Circulation of_l0,000" which appeared
across the top of the page in the September 23, 1§b9 issue
wqre'frequently used. In the column "Firing Line" Cotton
congratulated those rgadbrs who had submitted subscrip-
tions and occasionall& admoniaheﬁ his readershlp at large
for letting him down in the fight to spread socialist
ideas.

The lincrease in circulation was impresaive.'
Cotton firgt published circulation figures on December 3,
1908. The figure for that issue was 2,000. By December
2, 1909 circulation had increased to 4,560 and by August
18, 1910 to over 10,000. Over the next year and a half
there was relatively little increase -~ the December 21,
1911 issue was only lg3139. However, there was a dramatic
increase in 1912 - the circulation figure in the Ju;y 25‘
issue was 21,197 and the figure for December 19 was
28,228. A year later circulation reached its peak -
31,000 in December 18, 1913, The last issue in existence -
December 10, 1914 - had a circulation of 18,700. The
paper was truly national. Of 24.773 copies published on

* There was no independent audit of Cotton's
circulation figures. However, it would have been out of
character for him to deliberately inflate the figures.
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October 10,1912, 9,093 went to Ontario, 4779 to B.C.,
6,927 to the Prairie provinces, 1,796 to the Maritimes,
1,261 to Quebac and 277 to the Yukon, Foreign-circulation
. was 540 of which 155 went to Newfoundland. ¥

Cotton never explained how he financed the
purchase of The QObserver in September_1908. In February

1911 he announced the formation of Cottont's Co-operative
Publishing Company capitalized at’ §20,000, the money to
be raised by the sale of 2,000 shares at $10 each.-%
Cotton was never very successful in Persuading people to
buy shares; by February 1913 only L47 had been boughi.33
In fact, it was Cotton 8 father who provided the bulk of
the financing from the half million dollars which he had
inherited from an elder brt'n:heu‘.jl+ Although there is no
indication of how much he invested, it is clear that,
had it not been for Sheriff Cotton, Cotton's Weekly would

never have been ‘published.
While Cotton had to depend on his father for
capital, the financial statements issued by Cotton's

32 Ib do’ 23F0b. 1911. Pe 1.
33 Ibid., 13 Feb. 1913, p. }.

34 Richard Cotton, gersonal interview with the
author at Ottawa, 2 July 197 .

-
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Co;operative Publisping Company for 1912 and 1913 - the
only financial Btafements ever published in Cotton's
Weekly - suggest that he was ;easonably sﬁccessful in
managing the paper; In 1912Athe'c6mpany recorded revenus
of $11,542 and expenses of §11,466 for a modest profit
'of'8?6.3? The followlng year revenue was $11,513 and
expenses $11,606 for a net loss of 393.00.36 In both
years subscriptions to the paper provided about 50% of
the revenus, job printing, 20%, advertising, 10% and the
sale of booklets and leaflets, 5%.3?

The subscription'price changed a number of times
in the six years of publication. In December 1909 an
annual subscription was one dollar. It was reduced to
fifty cents in March 1909 and to twenty-five cents in
November 1912. The price increased to twenty-five cents

for forty weeks in January 1913.

35 C.W., 13 Feb. 1913, p. 3.
36 Ibid.) 12 Feb- 191“, pl 30

37 Ibido. 13 Feho 1913’ P- 3. and
12 Feb. 1914, P 3.
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Cotton published his paper in the last six years .
of the period 1896 to 1914, a period which saw unpr§c-
edented prosperity and a profound change in the nature of
the Canadian economy. The settlement of the prairie lands
énd the development of the wheat.ecppomy wag a dynamic
factor in generating the period of prosperity.' The area
of the Northwest, which begame the provinces of Saskat-
chewan and Alberta in 1905, saw an increase in population
from just under 100,000 in 1891 to over 1,000,000 by 1911.38
The growth of the prairie population meant a dramatic
growth in wheat p oduction. In 1901 the prairie lands
produced just 25/{million bushels. Ten years later the
amount produced was 195 million bushels,39 almoat an
eight fold increase. "

At the same time as the prairie farm economy was
"~ experiencing such spebtacuiar growth, the proportion of N
people living in rural areas actually fell. Whereas the

38 B+ McInnis, Canada, A Political and Social
History, Holt, Rinehart and Winston of Canaaa, LEE..
Toron%o, 1969, pe 437.

39 0.D. Skelton "General Economic History 1867-
1912", in A, Short and A. Doughty, Canada and Its Provinces,

Vol. 9, Sec. V, The Dominion: Industrial Expansion,
Part I, Brook and Eompany, Toronfo. 1§1E, P. 2hk.
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rural parcentage of the total population wag 63 percent in
1901, 1it.was 55 percent in 1911.40 Nor was there amy -
doubt as to where.a good number of the rural population
wag going. During the same ten jegrs_Torohto grew from a
population of 328,172 to one of 496,504, Vancouver from
129,340 to 120,847 end Winnipeg from 42,340 to 136,035, %4
to give just three examples, The irony was that this
shift was due, in good part, to the very prosperity of
the prairie economy. The various demands of the farmers
for manufactured goods were a powerful stimulant to eastern
industries which were able to absorb those who chose, :
or were forcéd, to leave the iand. So in sgpite of the '
amazing growth of the Western Cangﬁian.farm economy the
trend was clear. Canada was rapidly changing from being
a predominantly agricultural country to a country where
the majority of people lived in cities.
Urban growth was the creaturg of industrial
development. While never achieving ﬁhe dramatic growth
50 Tbid., p. 196.

41 Canada Year Book, 1932, (Ottawa 1933), 103 as
foynd in R. Brown and R. Cook, Canada 1896-1921, McClelland
d Stewart Ltd., Toronto, 1974, p. 98.
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of the wheat economy, mahufacturing'production did mike
substantial progress. Between 1900 and 1910 the value of
primany steel manufactured increased from a 11t£io more
than $3 million to almost $15 million. The value of tex-
tile production doﬁbled, a8 did that of agricultural
implbments.,'Tha most impressive advance was in the nani-

facture of railway rolling stock where the value of the

~ goods produced jumped from 85,178,000 to $25,221,000.

The *total value of goods produced was almost $565 million
in 1910 as opposed to just over $214% million in 1900.%2
Increased production meant, not surprisingly, an increase
in the number of companles opening up. Whersas in 1900
only 53 Dominion charters were issued, in 1911 and ¥912
658 were 1ssued.®> A significant aspect of this growth
was the change in the capjitalization of new industries.
In 1900 the average capitalization of a new 1nduat{y was
roughly $191 }housand; the corfesponding figure in 1910 was

_ 42 W.A. Mackintosh, The Economic Background of
Dominion Provincial Relations, Toronto, 196k, P. LB
as goted in R, Browm and R. Cook, Canada 1896-1921,
P .

43 H.G. Staples “The Recent Consolidation Move-
ment in Canadian Industry" (unpublished M.A. thesis,
University of Toronto, 1922), cited 11, as quoted in
R. Brown and R. Cook, Canada 1896-1921, p. 91.
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about 36?0 thousand.hh S0 ndf only wag there a significant
growth in the number«f new industries, %ut the average new
one opened in 1910 was considerably 1arger than its counter-
part opened in 1900, : /

- Nowhere was the trend towards large scale busineas
mnore evident than in the consolidations that took place,
particularly after 1909. In that year nine consolidations
with an authorized capital totalling $134 million were
made. There were twenty-two mergers capitalized at $157
million in 1910, Among them were Dominion Canners Ltd.

(a consolidation of thirty-four factories of Canadian
Canners and fourteen independent companies), Dominion‘Steel
Corporation and the British Cojumbia Packers Association,
In 1911 the Canada Bread Co. and Sherwinfwalliams Co. were
Just two of fourteen consolidationa capitalized at $96
million. In 1912 there were thirteen mergers with cap-
italization of $97 million, 7 R

L]

L4 Ibid,
45 Ibid.
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B Thus it was evident that the very naturs of
industrial enterprisé was undergoing a dramatic change.
In ghort, in the first decade of the cgntury, the amall
enterprise which employed relatively few and catered to .~
a loéal market was giving way to the large corporation T
which employed many thousands and produced for a national
market. |

Growth in iﬁdustry.meant a corrasponding growth .
in the labour force. In the manufacturing sector the
number- of employees increased from 339,173 in 1900 to
515,203 by 1910.46 Although the vast majority of Canadian
workers remained unorganized by 1914, still, union- member-
ship did increase substantially during the period.
Between 1900 and 1915 it increased from about 50,000 im |
about a thousand locals in 1900, to 175,799 in over two A -
thousand locals in 1913,47

46 Canada, DBS, Canada Year Book, 1905, 1922223
quoted in C, Lipton, The Trade Union Movement of Canada
1827-1959, NC Press, Toronto, 1973, p. 99.

" 47 Canada, Department of Labour, Apnual Report
on Strikes and Lockouts, 1901-1916, 1956, gquoted in i
C. Lipton, The Tra nion Movement of Canada 1827-1959,
Pe 99. :




22

National politics during the period wore dom-
_ ;nated-bflthe lLiberal party which gainbd;powen in 1896
;nd reﬁained in'offiéo until 1911. During‘the;r years of
oppesition the_LiBerals had been fres trads;a and atfshgly
critical of the Conservative high tariff policy. Designed
to encourage manufacturing in Candda, the National Policy
had won strong support from businessmen. Once in office
the Liberals quickly abandoned their free trade policy
and did little to change the tariff structura.. When the
governmgnt did propose & policy of limited reciprocity
it was defeated 4An the eloctioh of 1?(1, in part, at
least, because of its. reciprocity policy. .
‘ "However much it may have been heeéing business
interests, the Liberal government was not‘unmin&ful of
labour's growing strength. An 1#dication of labour's
de;eloping political consciousness was the election in
1900 of two independent labour M.P.s, Ralph Smith of
Nanaimo and Ar hur P&%teo of Winnipeg. The Liberail
government f%apondé\\to this challenge from the left by
establishing a Department of Labour th;ch published a .
monthly labour gazette and offered conciliation éervices.
DaPiel O'Donoghue, a prominent trade unionist, wﬁs

appointed fair wages officer to ensure that workers on

L4
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govarpment contracts rocoivo& wages commensurate to those
. paid in the private sector.'® Sir William Mulock, Pest-
ﬁaatgr General and the minister reaponnibie for these
initiativbs, addressed th;.Tradea and Labour Congreas
convention of 1900 and received, accdrding to the Globe,
liJa st complimentary Ielcomo".49 Laurier himse}f spoke

to the convgntion and noted with pleasure the presence of

AL labour'representativés in the Commons.%o

These Liberal tactics were at least partly
iﬂrdéponsible for preventing the T.L.C.'s epdorsing the form-
ation of an independent labour party. Although a few
delegates at tq§“1960'qonventibn branded the Ifberal
actions as’'a “sﬁp" to Yput off" the workera.‘tﬁa majérity

:;lt that much had been accomﬁliﬂhed by a government which

" . dealt with 1abour questions "in a fair and non par&iaan

spirit“ 2 The 1906 T.L.C. convention did authorize the

’

: \

' QQ_R.ﬁ. Babcock, Gompers in Canada: a study in
American continentalism before the Firat World War, _
4, p. .

Univereity of Toronto Press, Toronto,

f

49 Toronto Globe, 24 Dec. 1900, ae quoted in Ibid.
50 Ibid,
N 51 Ibid.

r
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establishment of a Canadian Labour Party which was to be
organized oh:a provincial basis and'to have a rlatform
composed of the platform and principles of the T;ﬁ;C.SB
The efforts achieved 1ittle success. In 1914 Alphonse
Verviile, M.P. for Maisonneuve, sat as labour's sole
repéesentative in the House of Commons. °
T .
The turn of the century saw the birth of Canadian
socialism. The 1890s had seen a .few attempts to estab-

lish socialist parties: most notable of these were the

Soclalist Labour Patty, an offshoot of Daniel de Leon's

radical Marxist-Party in- the United States, and the
Canadian Socialis?_League founded in 1899 by G. Westén
Wrigley who defined socialism a¥ applied Christianitjﬁ3 /
But it was not until 1901 with the founding of the .
Socialist Party o? British Columbia that Canadtan socialism
can be said to have arrived. Formed from the remnants of

the Canadian Socialist League, the Socialist Labour Party .

\

52 See R. Babcock, Gompers in Canada, pp. 166-68;
also M. Robin, Radicad Politics and .Organized Labour in
Canada (1880-1930), Industrial Relatlons Centre, Queen's
University, Kingston, 1968, pp. 81-83.

53 M. Robin, Radical Politics and Organized
Labour in Canada (1880-1930), pp. 32-35.

13



and the United Socialist Party, ' the Party achieved
' almost 1mmediate success. In the provincial election of
_1905 two goclalists, J.H. Hawthornthwaite of Nanaimo and
P."Williams of Newcastle, were elected to the legisiature.
" Along with William Davidson, an, independent labour M.P.
A from Slocan, they hald the balance of power in the 1904
saaeioq,of the legislature and were able to force through
a number of significant reforms. 23 |
Atrthe req;aFt of a group of Manitoba socialists
who attandod the 1904 conventlon, the party changed 'its
name to tué Socialist Party of Canada.”® Although the
name changed and a number of locals sprang up 1n.§1berta,
a, Ontario and the Maritimes, the party neg}r left

" the WOhtrol of its B.C. wing. Not only was the national

A

executive made up almost entirely of B.C. members,57 but
the party platform bore the imprint of B.C. radicalism.

~

\ -

lard

Sﬁtibid., Pe 40, -

55 Among: them was an eight hour day for coal
m%nera. Ibide, pe 43.

S 56 Ibides, Pe 43

. -‘15.



26

It refused to join the Second International. Despite the.
remarkable achievément of its members in the B.C. legis-
lature it refused to endorse immediate demanda; The party

paper, the Western Clarion, once referred to the labour

movement as “a stench in the nostrils of decency".58
Not surprisingly, given its radical stance aﬁd

the executive's isolation from the rest of Canada outside
B.C., the party very quickly developed factions and split.
In August 1909 the Toronto local was expelled because it
voted to join the Interpational.sg At its May 1910 con-
vention the Ontario wing voﬁqd,to drop out of the party.so
A year later a group of Ont;fib-sodialists formed the

Canadian Socialist Federation. According to Cotton, the

CeS.F. was formed because the actions éf the Soclalist

58 The Western Clarion, 24 June 1905, quoted in
Ibid, p.*94. David Bercuson argues persuasively that the
Tonditions -of work and living in the mining camps of British
Columbia and the £act that the work force was largely ‘'
inmigrant were responsible for nurturing a radicalism more
extreme than any found throughout the rest of Canada. D.dJ.
Bercuson, "Labour Radicalism and the Western Industrial
Frontier, 1897-1919", Canadian Historical Review, June 1977,
pp. 154-175.

59 M. Robin, Radical Politics and Organized Labour
in Canada, 1880-1930, Pp. 112-13. ’

60 C.W.’ 16 June 1910, Pe Te
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Party executive woere arbitrary and the party was run o
undemocraticé.lly.s1 But an axaminaﬁion of the new rartyts
Platform showg that the decision to form a new party was
based on more substantial grounds, Unlike the Socialist
Party, the C,8.F, decided to join the Secornd International.
Furthernore, although it maintained the Primacy of the
proletarian fevolution, it endorsed such imﬁediate demands
- @8 the eight hour day, the abolition of child labour ang
universal agult suffrage.sa In December 1911 the C.S.F,:
Jjoined the Manitoﬁa Social-Democrdtic Party# fo form the
Social-Democratic Party of Canada.53 e party's plat-
form was identicagl to the one Previously adopted by the

61 Ibid., 4 May 1911, p. 1.
62 Ibid.

7 # It had been formed in July 1910 by a group of
dissidents who had left the Socialist Party because of itsg

refusal to support immediate demands, E, Chisick, The
Development gf Winnizeg'ﬂ Socialist Movement 1900-1?55,
unpuEf‘La ) ohs enisg, versity o oba, s
p. 78. &

63 M. Robin, Radical Politics and Organized Labour
- in Canada, 1880-1930, p. 173 o
T
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split in the socialist movement would "confuse the minds
of the wo;kera"eh - he supported the C,S.F. and later the
Bocial-Deﬁocfatic Party. He believed that it was essen-
tial to form a socialist party that was run damocratically
end not by its Dominion executive.65 He chaired the
founding convention of the C.S.F. and pefsuaded the dele;

66

gates'to make Cotton's Weekly the party paper. Afte?

1911 the paper supported the Soclal-Democratic Party.
Although the Social-Democratic Party never

achieved any electoral success, by August 1914 it did
have a membership of over 5,000 in 229 1ocals.67 In 1914
the fortunes of the Socialist Party were at a low ebb.
It bad polled less than 5,000 votes in the B.C. election
of 1912, Neither of the two aocialist; elected to the
.provin%aal legislature in 1901 was still in the party.

/
Hawthornthwaite had been expelled for speculating in coaIr

64 CeWe, 4 May 1911, p. 4.
65.Ibid.
66 Ibid.

€7 J.F. Cahan, A Survey of the Political Attitudes
of the Ontario Labour Movement f3§0-1935, unpublished

M.h. Thesis, University of Toronto, 1§55, Pe 30,

\
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properties. Parker Williams had left to-join the
Liberals.68 The party never again eﬁ}gyed the gucceas it
had achieved sobquickly after 1ts founding in 1900.

' Despite Cotton's support of the C.S.F. and his
probable participation in the féﬁnding of the Soclal-
Democratic Party in late December 1911#, Cotton always
regretted the split in the Canadian socialist movement.

He rarely discussed the split and never responded to the
‘name calling which sometimes appeared in the Western v
Clarion, the official paper of the Socialist Party of

Canada,” In April 1913 Cotton issued a plea for the end

68 M. Robin, Radical Politics and Organized
Labour in Canada, 1880-1930, p. 99.

< . # The issues of Cotton's Weekly from January 3,
1912  to August 1, 1912 incTusive are missing. Thus there
is no record in Cotton's Weekly of the founding convention
of the Social—DeEEEFEfIE'PEFf%zheld in Port Arthur on
December 30, 1911. Because Cotton participated in the
founding conventlon of the C.S.F., it is reasonable to
assume that he supported, even if He .did not attend, the

-convention at which the C.S8.F. joined the Manitoba Social
Democratic Par€y to form the new party.

+ In the November 8, 1911 issue Cotton's Weekly
was described as being "not much good for anything but sub-
hunting". Cotton once reportdd that he had been attacked
by W.C. Gribble, a Western Claricn contributor, as " ...

a dirty, lowdown sneaking cur, working for his own material
interests." C.W., 1‘* Dec. 1911’ Pe 1.
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of diauﬁity; He argued that there were no longer any
reasons preventing the reunion of the two factions. The
execgtive of the Scciallst Party which had acted so arb-
itrarily was no longer in office. He did noﬁ think it
would be difficult to reach an agreement on a new location
for party headquarters. Moreover, the issue of whether

or not to support immediate demands was really not an issue
at all. He quoted a section of the Social;at'Party's
platform which said that the party "wouyld suppért legin-
lation which_would advance the interests of the working
class and ald the workers in their class struggle against
capitalism“.sg This was not significantly different from
the Social-Democratic Party's position that “as a means

of preparing the minds of the working class for the ...
Co-operative Commonwealth, the Social-Democratic Party of
Canada wlll support any meaauré that will tend to better
conditions under capitaliamﬁ.70' The factions never did re-
‘unite.

v -

69 CuWe, 10 Apr. 1913, pe. 1.
70 Ybid.
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When Karl Marx died in 1883 hé left behind what
one scholar has described as "a rich and ambiguous
intellectual legacy".71 Various interpretations have been
taken from his writings. An interpretation that found
widespread support in the period- 1890 to 1914 was provided
by Karl Kautsky. The son of a Cz;ch nationalist and a
German mother, Karl Kautsky (1854-1938) became a socialist
at the University of Vienna. In 1879 he jolned the German
Social-Democratic Party during the dark days of its exile
and in 1883 founded Neue Zeit, the first German organ of
tﬁeoretical Marxzism since 1848. After Engels' death in
1895, Kautsky became the party's pre-eminéﬁ:?theoretician,f
a position he held during the lifetimd of the Party.’2
It was to Kautsky that Cotton looked for his unﬁerstanding
of Marx. . '

In 1892, thé year after the German Social
Democratic Party adopted the Erfuqt-program as its official
pPlatform, its chief architect, KarllKautéky, wrote an

71 Sidney Hook, Marx and the Marxists, Van'
Nostrand Co. Inc., Princeton, 1955, p. 49.

72 C.E. Schorske, German Eocial Democracy 1905~

1917, Harper Torch books, New York, 1971, p. 87.
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.. elaboration of the program entitled The Glass Struggle.

Kautsky's argument was that forces workiné within cap-
italist Bociei& assured its inevitable collapse. From

the ruins of the capitalist order 86ciali§t society would
emerge. This was the path of progress prescribed bf
evolutionary 1&;.73 The machine was the catalyst of

change in capitalist socilety. Beforéuthe advent of the
machine, each worker owned his own tools and preoduced
.sufficient for himself and his few customers. But the
machine made handicraft and individual-producfion‘obaolete{
Affordable only by a few, the machine allowed the con-
centratioﬁ o;aﬁhe means of production in relatively few |
hands. The propen}!}eqs workers became proletarians who
worked 1n factofiea.7§ Concentration of the means of
production was the most puwerful force operating within
the capitalist system. Faced with the recurring need to
change;maéhinery mﬁde obsolete by inventions and unable to
obtain the credit available to his more'jell to do com=
petitor, the sm&all producer was forced into hankruptcyu75

N

7% Karl Kautsky, The Class St le, trans.
W.E. Bohn, W.W. Norton and Co., New York, 1971, p. 87.

74 Ibid.
75 Ibid., pDp. 62—63. )
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Thus the proletsriat increased while the capitalist cless
diminished. | ‘

Lt thia point the historic mission of cnpitalism
which was to destroy small scale prodnction und concen~
trate and improve the means of production was completed.
“From a motive power of progress it (private o!norahip)
has become a cause of social diaintcgration and bank-
ruptcye. w76 The old capitalist maxim "a man's industry
is his fortune" was revarsad.77 Where oncée yprivate
ownership had boon a means for spurring soclety on to the
highest development of its productive powers, it had
become insto&d a means of ocompelling society more and more
to waste its powers of production,78 ,"Industrial crises -
follow one another with increasing rapidity and aovority."79
Victimized by the dislocations of capitaliem, the prolet—

ariat would become more class conscious,<m111tant'and,
finally, revolutlonarye. Eventually the proletariat would

76 Ibid., p. 87.
77 Ibide, Do 3he
78 Ibid., p. 87.
79 Ibid., pp. 71-81.
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inherit the ruined capitalist economy and from it would
emerge a socialist society where co-operation supplanted
‘competition and production for use replach prodnction;
for profit. -
In brief this was the ideology that Cotton used,

as he put it, “to seek out_the 1nformation;-unrafel the
' laws and make their hideousness apparent to.meﬁ“.ao His
task, as ha~saw it, was not to indoctrinate a set of
political ideas but to opén the workingman's eyes to the
abuses he suffered in the capitalist soclety. If-iés to
clarify and give form to the inchoate ideas the worker
deriﬁed from his own experience. Cotton was convinced
that, once the worker was a{grb of the root causes of his
abuse, he would embrace aocialism.81 )

| Although a considerable amount of work has been
done on the early socialie? movement in Canada, nothing

has been done on the ideas which informed those socialists.

80 C.W., 14 July 1910, p. 3.

81 The worker who realizes his helpless condition
«eo will tugn to soclalism and study its docirines ‘and a
great light will flood his brain. When a knowledge of .
socialism and what it stands for enters his heart he will
be filled wiih. the missionary zeal of the early Christians.
Ihido, 1 July 1909’ De. 10 4 '
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This thesis is the firet attempt to fil1l that gap, a

ﬁartigularly significant one in so ideologically oriented' |
a movement. Second, this thesis will add to the general

view of the Canadian society in the pre World War I period;
What is different ﬁfout Cotton's viewpoint is that, while
the period is usually seen as one of a growing, prosress;'
. ive capitalism, Cotton sees Canadian capitalism as a

dying system. Finally, much has been said gbout the ~
influence of British and American importance on Canadian
socialism. What this thesis shows is that the ideas of
William Cotton were stfongly influenced by the soclalist
thought of Karl Kautaky, the German socialist.



CHAPTER I

# THE SOCIALIST REVOLUTION IN CANADA

,// ' v

| 74 the early years of the tqutie;h century,
before th@ outbreak of ﬁorld War I, Canada experionc;d an
1ndu§tria1 boom. Immigration, which had been less than
503000 in 1901, was 190,000 in 1906 and over 400,000 in.
1913.1' Cap}tal imports, which were $11 million in 1905,
$218 millicn in 1908, increased to $540 million in 1913.2
By 19i3 more than $2 billion had been invested in the
railways, more than half of which had been invested since‘%
1900.%

N . / ’
. * .

-

- - 1 W.T. Easterbrook and H.G.J. Aiken, Canadian
Economic History, Macmillan, Toronto, 1961, p.- LOT.

2 Tbid.
© 3 Ibid.

-
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Despite his abhorrence of capitalism, Cotton was

enthusiastic about the industrial boom. However, his

. reasons for welcoming it were not those of an entrepreneur

who.saw the possibilities for great personal wealth in '/
Céﬁadian development; nor was hié enthusiasm the nation-
alish of Laurier who saw the Boom‘as the‘aign that the
twentieth century would belong to Canada. As a Marxist,

his perspective\ﬁas/ééry different.
_ In the Communist Manifestd, Karl Marx wrote
the following key idea. "

y The advance of industry, whose involuntary
- promoter is the bourgeoisie, replaces the iso-

latlon of the labourers, due to competition, by
their revolutionary combination, due to associa-
tion. The development of modern induetry, there-
fore, cuts from under its feet the very foundation
on which the bourgeoisie prpduces and appropriates
products. What the bourgeoisie produces, above
all, i1s its own gravediggers. Its fall and the L
victory of the proletariat are equally inevitable.

Cotton echoed this fundamental idea when he wrote,
"Socialism is based on the revolution produced by the
capitalist mode of production".5 He believed that the

socialist society would arise out of the cruciblé of a

~

4 Karl Marx and Fredrich Engels, The Communist
Manifegto, Penguin Booke, Harmondsworth, 1967, PP. 93-94,

5 C.W., 8 Dec. 1910, p. 1.
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fully developed‘capitaliat soclety. W4Fifteen years agof,

he wrote, "Canadian socialism would have been laughed at.
The vast majority who heard of Marxian ideas thought them

foolish."6

With the boom, however, “vast factories arg
growing, railroads are flung across the country, immigraﬁﬁs
enter bty the tens of thousands".7 Canada was moving from
the pastoral to’the industrial stage. On the one hand

were the big industrial and transportation combines.whiéﬁ
increasingly dominated the state; on the other was the
developing labour movément.8 Nor could there’bp any

identity of interest between the emerging classes. "The

economic interests of the capitalist class make them

”atruggle to keep control of the machinery of production;

the economic interests of the workers make them struggle
to get control.“9 P
—-— The most powerful agent of change was the machine.

The Industrial Revolution had forced men to abandon the

6 Ibid., 12 May 1910, p. 1.
? Ibid., 15 Oct. 1910, p. 1.
8 Ibid., 12 May 1910, p. 1.

9 Ibid., 16 June 1910, p. 1.
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specialized, individual labour of the crafts and had brought
them together in the factories Ihore.the spirit of individ.
.nalism ias doat:oyoq by the nécassity of co-operation in
factory ‘ork.lo The qachine's power to transform the

nature of human “labour was evident in the Taylor Systed#
wﬁigh gtated that it was possible to determine, then irpq'
gcribe, the exact number of movements needed to complete
each‘taak,.o.g., brick laying, shovelling, plastering.
Cotton argued that, if human tasks could be s0 desacribed,

it was only a matter of time before such tasks would be

dons by machines. Thus, the Taylor system heiped increase
the disenchantment of the proletariat by developling a method

which eventually led to men losing their joba.lt

10 Tbid., 29 June 1911, P 2.

. # Frederick Winslow Taylor (1865 - 1915), an
American engineer, was the first man to develop time motion
studies. He became a consulting engineer in management for
many industrial plants. - ,. ¥illiam
Benton, Chicago, 1968, P. 732.

11 C.H.Y 8 June 1911, p. he This time-motion
theory, ahouf'fﬁg most dehumanizing process it 18 poseible
to imagine, did not disturb Cotton as it has, subsequently,
thinkers 1like Jacques Ellul (The Technological Society,
vintage, N.Y. 1964). Cotton though that time-motion was

a transitory state of -labour and that with automation and

. the eventual socialist revolution, man would emancipate him-

gelf from the machine, not, as Ellul argues, become.
increasingly subservient to 1it.

AN
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Cotton tock a certain delight in bringing new
inventions to the'attention of his readers. "The Edison

Co. in Schenectady, New York has installed a screw making -

machine that does the work of sixty akilled mechanics,M'2

he wrote in October 1910. In January 1911, he reported
that the telephane companies were installing a new line
which permitted several conversations to g0 on simulta-
neously over one line.13 Trackless gstreet cars,‘h'a cement
gun which did,@#e work of 24 man,15 automatic stores16
(strong overtones, here, of Bellamy's Looking Backward),

a track snow scraper,17.and, what must hHave been the
definitive all purpose machine before 1914, a combination
Plow, spreader, flanger and bank builder used for railroad
18

construction - were only some of the inventions described

in Cotton's Weekly.

12 Ibid., 20 Oct. 1910, p. T A
13 Ibid., 19 Jan. 1911, p. ke

14 Ibid., 22 Dec. 1910, p. 1.

15 Ibids, 1 Junme 1911, pe 4.

16 Ibid., 30 Mar. 1911, p. 1.

17 Ibid., 24 Feb. 1910, p. 1.

18 Ibid., 9 Mar. 1911, p. 1.
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Thus, the cﬁmulative effect of the Industrial
Revolution was, first, to socialize the workers, second
to mechanize them and finally to replace them with machines.
This process, déspite short term hardship, was & happy one
in Cotton's eyes, for it meant that a body of class con-
scious unemployed men would grow and "bring Sopiaiism
that much nearar".19

However, .the most importamnt effect of industrial.
ization was to intenaify the class struggle. Cotton readily
admitted that, in the early days of Canadian capitalism,
it was difficult to identify the class struggle. It was

20

"tempered by conciliation ac¢ts and cheap land". But

‘the steam engine, modern machinery, railroads, steamships,

forces which had created bourgeols society Yare now already
+o» Working towards its ruin and ultimate destruction".21
Canada had now reached a polnt where shé would be "troubled
with the diseases of decadent capitalism, failing marketis,

unemployment, poverty and general rottonness".22 Thus

19 Ibid., 19 Jam. 1911, p. ke
20 Ibid., 1 July 1909, p. 2.
" 21 Ibid., 8 Dec. 1910, p. 1.
22 Tbid., 21 Apr. 1910, p. 1.
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Cotton. never doubted that the class struggle would develop,
and as it diq, thpiwhol; bourgeois nature of soclety,
particularly of politics, would become apparent.

Cotton believed that tﬁe ultimate transition from
capitalism to socialism would come as a result of economic
criées ‘caused by overproduction. Despite capltalism's
apparent success at staving off the crises of over-
production through the extravaéence of the plutocracy, the
waste of militarism and investment in foreign countries,
eventually all markets would be glutted. "Socialism will ~
come with the fallure of the markats",z3 he concluded.

Thus sconomic forces would create a disenchanted
proletariat ready to capture the institutione of power in
the bourgeois society. The capture of power was the actual
revolution. Cotton defined it as "the rise of a hitherto
subjeét clagg to political and economi® power".au Although
his definitibn left the problem of whether the revolution
would be peaceful or_violent unfeaolved, Cottpn did-try to

coms to terms with the issue.

©

23 Ibid., 2 Sept. 1909, p. 1.
24 Ibid., 30 Dec. 1909, P. 1.
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Karl Kautsky believed th;t the revolution would
be achieved peacefully, by democratic means. He proph;
ecie& that the parliamentary system, which was )declining .
under capitéliam,.would be "reawakened to new youth and
strength when it, together with the é;tal governmental
~power,1s conquered by thd’riainé proletariat and turned
to serve its purposes".2’ His resolution, that a con-"

quest of public power could not succeéd as a coup de main .

but- would have to come as the gradual congquest of munici-
palities and legislative asemblies, was passed at the
Paris Congress of the International in 1900.26 Alfred
Mayer later described Kautsky's concept of revolution as
"tame and civilizedw.2’

. There is plenty of evidence to show that Cotton
shared Kautsky's optimistic belief in a peaceful revolu-
tion. Although all previous revolutions had been violent,
men had noﬂjﬁad recourge to the ballot. box. "Napoleon

-

declared that God was on the side of the big battalions.

g

25 Kautsky, .The Social Revolution, pp. 79-82,
quoted in Robert Tucker, The Marxian Revolutionary Idea,
W.W. Norton and Co., New York, 1969, Ps 19he

26 C.W., 29 June 1911, Pe L}o

27 Alfred Mayer, Marxism' The Unilty of Theory and
Practice, University of Michigan Pri Preas, Ann Arbour, 1953,
Pe 135. _ -
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The ballot box is a modern device by which the side with
the biggest battalions can be decided without an armed
conflict.“28 He said that the present constitution gave
soclalists sufficient scope for revolutionary activity.29 '
Furthermore, he believed tha‘capitalista feared a demo-
cratic revolution. "Troops can cope with rebellion. But
troops cannot cope with the legislative will of the -
majority when free political institutions exist."° He
urged the workers to he pblitibal. "Capture ... Ottawa
and let the workers legislate intq existence the conditions
for which they now sitrike. If the workers wlll waken to
politica they will have found the surest way of getting
what they want."31 n
However, Cotton's optimiam was by no means '
unqualified. A democratic revolution was possible only
as long a8 democratic procedures were respected by the

ruling class. In fact, whether the revolution would be

28 C.W., 30 DOC. 1%9’ Pe 1. Kh
29 Ibid., 8 June 1911, p. 4.
30 Ibid., 23 June 1910, p. 1. e

31 Ibid., 31 Mar. 1910, p. 3.



45

reaceful or violent would depend on the response of the

%?urgeoisie to the increasing strength of the socialists.
If the bourgeoisie abided by the will of the ma jority,

! there would be no violence.32

But if the change cannot be brought about
by constitutional means when a majority wants a
change, then force must be used. - For when the
minority appeal to force to defeat the will of
the majority, then the majority must appeal to

force also in order ghat the will of the people
may be carried out.>

Cotton's chief concern was that the ruling class would

alter e;ﬁction procedures to forestall a .socialist
victory.

If ... the vote is taken away by gerry-
mandering, by crooked election methods, by
property .qualifications, all of which are used
in the USA to defeat the will of the people,

then the solution of ﬁapitalist decadence will
have to be by force.”?

_ 32 Ibid., 2 June 1919, p. 3.
33 lb_jl-'d:.|- 8 June 1911' p. l+.
34 Ibide, 2 Dec. 1909, p. 1.
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Cotton was at his weakest when discussing the
constitutional problems of completing the socialist
revolution. Only once did he refer to the Britlish North
America Act. He claimed it was "not elastic enough to
introduce the Socialist atate“,55 but he offered no
_ explanation of what he meant. He referred to “powerful
interests behind the B.N.A. Act whiofi thwarted the
interests 6f the people at large",36 bﬁt he never iden-
tified them nor did he explaiﬁ‘how they used the Act to
their advantage. He concluded by writing that the act
"would have to be thrown on the scrap heap before the
Socialist state can be introduced. The will of the
people must not be defeaéed by-a document written by
hands long dead."37

Given the weakness of the socialist-movement
in Canada at the time Cotton was wri@ing, his prediction
of a democratic socialist revolution in Canada and his

. -
fears that the bourgeoleie might thwart the revolution
35 Ibid., 30 Dec. 1909, p. 1.

J 36 Ibido '
37 Ibid.
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gglcrooked means might seem far fetched, It was one
thing for Ksutsky to forecast a peaceful revolution in'
Germany where the Socia;-Democratic Party was one of the
largeat in the Reichstag# and quite another for Cotton to
talk\ahout the same thing in Canada where the socialist '
movement was small and divided and had no representatives
in Parliament. But before aﬁy final assessment can be |
made of Cotton's attitude towards revolution, it is only
fair to discuss the circumstances in which he discussed
it and to péint out his conception of his own rdle in
preparing the way for the final revolution.

In thosg countries where-industrial development
was far more advanced than Canada, (where, Cotton
Irequently reminded his readers, industrial development
was At a very primifI%e stage), soclalist movements were
strong. He cited Western Europoan countries, especially
Germany, and also the U.S.A. where the soclialist movaqpnt
was more fragmented. Given the sxperience of the more

industrialized countries, Cotton made the not unreaﬁonablo

i

# In the 1912 German election the Social-
Democratic Party won 35% of the total vote and 110 seats.
B. Tuchman, The Proud Towsr, Bantam, New York, 1967, p. 534.
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prediction that the socialist movement in Canada would

grow ag the industrial sector developed. Cotton did not

believe that the socialist revolution
near future. A successful revolution
before its time v;a due. A socialist
/_gond’sglx.uhen the capitalist economy
He maw hié\ﬁob as showing the workers
a temporary, if necessary, phenomsnon

would occur in the
was 1nconcoivﬁblo
revolution would
was fully dQvoloped.
that capitaliém was
and that history

was moving in a direction that allowad theﬂﬁerOrs to
rlay an active role in their own emancipation.
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CHAPTER IIX

IHE POLITICAL SYSTEM
M

Cotton belonged to a group of critics, which
included R.C. Henders of the Grain @Growers' Association
and Henri Bourassa, who bolibi.d that the party d&stol
was inimical to domoératié government in Canada. However,
Cotton diftorod from other members of this group in his
acceptance of the concopt of 3ovornnont found in the
Communigt Manifesto, where it was written, ™The executive

of the modern state is but a committee for managing the
csmnoh affairs of the whole bourgeoisien, L Echoins Marx
and Engels, Cotton called yplittca ®the reflex of the

ocononic needs or the bourgtoiaio"a and accepted this
\

0. 1K Malx and F. Engels, The Communist Manifesto,
Pe . . .

2 C.¥W., 18 May 1911, p. 2.
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dictum as the key to understanding Canadisn goverament.

The Canadian state was headed by the Crown which,
in Cotton's estimation, was simply a relic of English
}hiatory rotninodfby the bourgeoisie because it fulfilled
the purpose of encouraging waste consumption. "He
"(Rdward) was a decoy duck to tempt the paragite capitalist
Class to bicono extravagant, luxurious lﬂds'hilliCli-'j
ﬁorao racing served to Iaato.tho product of labour and
keep the workers busy at the fioanuros of the paranitog.“
Cotton discounted as false emotion the mourning of the
,poopl; for Edwafd !!:"ho died in May 1910. Such mourning
had-icaning'whon people were genuinely fearful that a
tyfant nighf succeed & good king; in the time of con--
atitutionnllmonnrchy such o,otion was non-on-o.5

Cotton wrote that the Governor-General was simply
"an errand boy of the exploiting capitaliqtn"s who was
expected to be vociferous in his support of the army and

e

5> Ibid., 19 May 1912, p. 1.

4 Ibid., Whether they were busy attending to the
needs of the horse racing bourgeois or busy following their
example, Cotton did not say. The latter as much the
former can fit quite comfortably into Marxist 1deoclogy.

5 Ibid.

6 Ibid., 15 Dec. 1910, p. 1.
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navy. ‘ﬁis chief function was to hold aem$-royal court at
Rideau Hall where the daughters of successful caplitalists
gathered to spend the money ftheir papas had received from
the unpaid labour Qf the workers".7 Wﬁen Grey returned
to England in 1910;‘Cptton asked sarcastically‘whether
Kler Hardie or Will Tﬁorne would be considered for the job.
However, he concludadfby admitting that there was ziffie
point in campaigning for a republic to replace a constitu-
tional monarchy when far more radical change was needed.8

The other institution which Cotton discussed was
Parliament made up of both the Senate and the House of
Commons. Cotton ﬁelieved that the Senate reflected the
bourgeois hold on the Canadian state. While the qualifi-
cations of a senator ruled out any possibility of a work-
_igpg man becomiﬂg one,9 the Senate included in its ranks
men prominent in banking and business. Senator Melvin

Jones was Presldent of Massey-Harris and a director of

Nova Scotia Steel and Coal; Senator George Cox was

/|

7 Ibid.

8 Tbid., 12 May 1910, Dp. 4.
9 Ibid., 14 Apr. 1910, p. 1.

9
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President of Canada Life Assurance, a director of Nﬁtional
Trust and of Canadian General Electric; Senator Edwards
was a director of the Bank of Commerce; Senator Gibson
was a director of the Bank of Hamilton; Senator Robert
Mackay was a director of the Bank of Montrgzl; Senator
Robert Jaffray was Vice-President of the Imparial Bank of

10 gnd so Cotton's list went on.

Canada,
’ Cotton was hoaitant'to argue that the Seaate had
much power. Rather, he be}ievod that the Senate was not.
much more than an instrument of party patronage and that
Senate appointments simply rev931§d the hoﬁrgooié biaslof
governments. He noted that the oppositioﬁ party inver-
1ably criticized the Senats aid vowed to reform if. But
once in office, the party succumbed to the temptations of
patronage and left the Senate unreformed. "Borden calls
for reform now. But kindly death will. leave Senate seats
vacant and Borden, too, will drop his reform schemeg for
the Senate."11
But naturally the focus of Cotton's attention

was the House of Commons. There he found everything

10 Ibid., 20 Oct. 1910, p. 1.
11 Ibid., 15 Dec. 1910, p. 1.
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Jweighted in favour of the bourgeoisie. Deposits made it
extremely difficult for a new party to enter candidates
in an eléction unléss it had 1argé financial resources,

If a party were to have entered éandidates in all 221
constituencies it would have meant raising $44,200 deposit
money. "“Imagine the Socialist Party raising that auﬁﬁ\J
from the exfloited slavo.“lé' Thereforﬁ,.the only “right"
the worker had was a chance every four or five years to
decide which of two men "will have the chance to make- the
laws under which labour is Plundered", 13 )

The representative gystem of government did not
mean that the people ruled themselves, Cotton contended,
but rather that the members of rarliament ruled the
pe!ople.“+ Once elected, the M.P. could vote exactly as
he pleased. Moreover, in the Party system he was expected
to follow the leader's policy fﬁther than heed the desires
of ﬁis constituents. Without the power of 1ﬁitiative,

referendum or recall, the’ people were virtually powerless

12 Ibid.
13 Ibid., 17 le. 1910, p. 1.
14 Ibid., 15 Dec. 1910, p. 1.

A
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“to exerciéj/thoir authofity.‘s ; |
Cotton saw scarcely any difference betwsen the -

two major ﬁarties. 'Both were composed of a variety of

types -~ "honest men, intelligent men, foois, rogues, - -

solf—soekera"‘s = all aspiring to attaip office, osten-

sibly for the good of Canada, but in fact to secure the

rolitical and financlial advancement of their political

adherents.17 In fact, the Libsrals and Conservatives

were nothing more than Ythe two halves of the capitalist

part::;r".‘8 While members of both parties posed as states-

men, the most serious charge one party ever levelled at

the‘othoé was incompetance.19 The guiding principle they

shared in common was to gain office and have the chance

of doing the work of the capitalists and so enjoy the

rewards of oftice.ao Borden, as much as Laurier, "“bowed

meekly before the thfone of capitaliam."a1

15 Tbid., 17 Nove 1910, p. 1. , _ \
16 Ibid/, 7 Jan. 1909, p. 1.

17 Ibid., 7 Apr. 1910, p. 1.

18 Ibid. .

19 Ibid., 7 Jan. 1909, p. 1. .
20 Ibid., 6 Oct. 1910, p. k.

21 Ibid.
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Cotton believed that the bourgeoisie was able to
use Parliament to its 61n advantage because the workers
were ignorahit and undisciplined. In the last analysis the

_power of the bosses did not rosf on coercion which would

have been useless 1# the face of an aroused working class.
Rather,

} Their power ls based upon your
ignorance - upon the fact that a few honeyed
rhrases from the lips of their lackeys are
sufficient to satisfy you. So long as-you
listen to the lackeys chant of "identity of
interests" and "the dignity of labour" -
Just so long they will Bgld you down and
.glrin you of everything.

Cottoq'a task, as he saw it, was to educate the
worksrs, to make them aware of the inequities of the

capitalist system and to encourage the development of a

c¢lass oonsciousness.

My work is to seek out the information,
unravel the laws and make their hldeousness
apparent to men. There are exposures innu-
merable and the inconsistencies of the capltal-
ist system to be held up to the light of day
to be laughed at and scorned by men ... There
are slaves in the mines, mills, workshops and
on the farms to be_lsavened with the leaven of
social discontent.?

\

22 Ibid., 31 Mar. 1910, p. 3.
23 Ibid., 14 July 1910, p. 3.

r
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Cotton found the education of the workers a
trying process:. He quoted George Edward, a Montreal
socialist, who, after speaking to the strikers at Canadian
Car énd foundary, told Cotton that the men were like
children. "They know practically nothing of what keeps

¢ them down and our philosophy is a revelation to them.“zu
The workers were constantly diverted from their real
interests by their inbred, miaguid;H respect for thelr
boases.25 by the preachings of their priests and ministers
and by politicians.26 _Cofton'a diasgust for the workers
reached its peak when he wrote of their voting record in
Canadian elections. "You would not elect bosses or
lawyers to be your union officlals. Yet you elect your
bossgs and lawyers to Parliament."E? The workers had
voted for Macdonald and Laurier and “"when the plute papers
tell the voting plugs thatlLaurier 18 no good and that
Borden is the man, the voting cattls will go and vote for

2l Ibid., 22 June 1911, p. 2.
25 1bid., 28 Oct. 1909, p. 1,
26 Ibid., 16 Sept. 1909, p. 1.
2?7 Ibid., 2 Feb. 1911, pa 4.
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Borden".28 And finally in what must have been a mood of
deepest frustration he wrote {

The worker 1s obedient to the command of
the politician who owns him. Just as a cow
likes to have handed her a particular juicy
handful of long grass when she is to be cap-
tured and led to the slaughter house, s0 the
common voting mu es to be handed a .
11ttle of the long grewn when he is to be led

- to the slayghter house ,all his economic
interests.

.Y

In this way Cbtton expresmssed ﬁia exasperation at
the failure of socialist candidates to win substantial
working class support at the polls. It was patently
unfair to blame the workers for socialism's failure. As.
Cotton admitted elsewhere,> the Canadian industrial
econony was still primitive and it was simply too adon to
oxpect a developed working class consciousness. Moreover,
by the 1911 election, the socialists were so fragmented -
thqro were three socialist parties in eximtence in the
last six months of 1911 - that even those workers who
wanted to vote for. a socialist must have been puzzled by

the variety of parties offering socialist candidates.

28 Ibid.
29 Tbid., ’ 9 Feb. 1‘91 1 » Pe 1.
30 Ibid. ’ 9 Mar. 191 1 s Pe !4-0'

"



58
‘Dgaﬁite his despair, Cotton believed that it was
essential for socialists to take part in elections.
We socialiasts believe in political action,
The method of exercising our political rights
in a constitutional country like Canada is the
election of candidates to represent us in the -
parliament and legislatures of Canada in order

to enact into law the principles for which we
stand.31 .

In the 1911 election Cotton ran as a declared socialiatlz
in St. Lawrence, a working class constituency with a
large Jewish population in the easbern part of Montreal,
He realized that the disorganized state of the socialist
movement in Canada made a national campaign impessible.
St1ll, he believed that ‘socialists should not pasg up the
opportunity of spreading socialism and educating the /’
working class. He sald that he was working on a scheme to
organize socialists for a more effectivg campaign in the
neégfeiﬁction.32 He never said what it was.

_ In the August 318t issue he published "The
Manifesto of the Socialist candidate for St. Lawrence 4

divislon". 1In the first part of the Manifesto he attacked

31 Ibid., 23 Jan. 1913, p. t.
™y 32 Ibide, 3 Aug. 1911, p. 1.
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the Liberals and Conservatives, accusing them of boiﬁg
nothing more than servants of the corpératé magnates.

He gently admonished the constituents. "Youapreaumed-
they (Liberals and Conservatives) would lock after your
interests. You know the result. Your economic condition
has gone from bad to worse. Your wages will not allow

. you to live the life a human being is entitled toi"33

He then asked rhetorically, "Is it not time that you made
a change and put a party_into'oéfice that stands on the
slde of the people and is opposed to money power?"34

The last third of the Manifesto was devsted to outliring
his platform. It called for the democratic ownership

and management of industry, production of the necessities
of 1ife for use, not profit, and the right to work. The
final itqm enjoined that\"no one except the weak, the sick
and infants shall live by ‘the work of othera".35 Cotton
finished third, behind the Liberal and Conservative
candldates, with 365 votes, over three times the number of

33 Ibide, 31 Aug. 1911, p. 4.
34 Ibid.

35 gbid. :



votes won by the socialiet candidate in the previous
federal election.36
Therefore, in spite of his belief that Parliament
and the provincial legislatures wére simply handmaidens
of bourgeois interests, Cotton enthusiasttcally supported
and’ participated in elections., He did so for two reasons,

His stated purpose in publishing Cotton's Weekly was to

help develop a strong class conséiouaness among the
workers. Elections offersd excellent opportunities to
attract the attention of the workers to socialism. “Our
agitation will win point and vigor and far more attention
if we have candidates in the field."37 Segond, his «
refusal to support the electoral process would hive meant
implicit support of a violent ovefthrow of the capitalist
system. As shown in the previous chapter, Cotton believed
that the transition from capitalism to socialisﬁ could

be accomplished peacefully through the existing democratic
institutions. This belief demanded socialist partici-

'

pation in elections. {;h
e

36 Ibid., 5 Oct. 1911, p. 1.
. 37 Ibid., 23 Jan. 1913, p. 1.



CHAPTER IV

-

NATIONALIZATION AND REFORM

Nationalization and reform, particularily the
latter, were two issues that attracted a good deal 9{_
Cotton's aftention.. Bothlwgre attractive to those who
wished-to see changeé,in the capitalist system that would
benefit the workiné classes. What Cotton attempted to do

was to inform his readexs as to what the socialist position

-

was on each of these issues..

Ll

- %

Botween 1900 and 1914 the principle of public
. ownership of certain enterprizes had become well astab-
1ished in various parts of Canada. In Western Canada

provincial governments were giving strong financial backing

Q
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to farmer run grain elevators.1 In Ontario some municipal
leaders fought hard to convince the provincial govermment
to establish a commission which would, in the words of
Alderman F. S, Spénce of Toronto, %“,... arrange_for the
transmigsion of eloctricity to the various municipalities
desiring it ... preventing in this way the power.from J
falling into tﬁe hands of any monopoly eeet,® In 1908

the Conservative government of James Whitney established
the Hydro-Electric Commiséion whose responsibility was to
construct and maintain transmission lines.3

In his pamphlet Socialism: Utopian and Scientific,
written in 1877, Friedrich Engels devoted a paragraph to
the nationalization issue. He argued that since the state
was nothing more than a j‘agiéal%pt.machine" the workers in
a nationalized industry rqm;ined'wage workers. The more
Industries the Etate succeeded in taking over, he continued,
"the more does it actually become the natlonal capitalist,

IS

1 R.C. Brown and R. Cook, Canada, 1896-1921, p. 155.

2 Merrill Denison, The Peoplel Poger: The Histo
of Ontario Hydro, (Toronto, 1960), 27-28, as quoted in 1bid

P. 105,

3 R.C. Brown and R. Cook, Canada:&189611921, p. 400.
: ==
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the\more cltizens it does explolit. «.» ihe capitalist :
relatioﬁ i8 not done away with. It is rather brought to a
head.“* The German Socialist leader, Wilheln Liebknecht;
announced his opposlition to nationalization at a Party
Congress in Berlin in 1892. To lLiebknecht state control
was no better than privafe control because state socialism
was in fact state cabitalism. The oppression of the worker
was not ralieved.5

Cotton's poéition was essentially Engels' and
,;iebknechtfa. wState capltalism is not socialism", he
wrote. "State capitalism 1s the exploitation of’ the wage
slaves hy the government. That government by its presenf
composition belongs to the parasitea."6 Cotton mainta}n;d
that the principle which led governments to-nafionalization
in Canada was unprofitability. Profitable industries were
owned by private interests; unprofitable 1ndua@ wore

taken over and run by the state, as Cotion sarcastically

4 F. Engels, SOCIALISM: UTOPIAN AND SCIENTIFIC
. ip A. P. Mendel (ed,) ESSENTIAL WORKS OF MARXISM, Bantam,
New York, 1961, p. 76. -

. 5 GeDeH. Cole, A HISTORY OF SOCIALIST THOUGHT,
v. 111, Pt. 1, THE ssconn_'_@umn@i}@fgﬁ—. ‘Macmillan,
New York, 1967, D. .

6 C.¥W., 21 Apr. 1910, p. 1.
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put it, "in the interests of th; people";7‘ If there was a
good prospect that a new rallroad 1line would show a préf;t,
the Canadian government gave the franchise "to a roup of
dividend-hungry men and guaranteed jheir bonds. Ifla rail-
}qad,will not pay, then Canada builds 1t."8 The Grand
Trunk Pacific had heen given the rights to "the fertile
West" while the gove;ahent had built the Intercolonial
1nto the barren rocky East where the prospect of profit

was slim. Cheaper passenger and freight rates on the

. government railway did not benefit the worker who had

neither the money to travel nor the freight to ship. 1In
effect the cheap rates were a form of government subsidies
fogrthe capitaliats.9‘“_“>

? There was a danger, too, that state run enter-
prises could be used for purposes inimical to worker
intereEEET“)No doubt Cotton agreed wﬁ&h a long report

which appeared in the September 27, 1910 iﬁsue of Cotton's
!

-

s~ . . ) \/

5

7 Ibid., 17 Feb. 1910, p. 1.
8 Ibid., 7 May 1909, pe 1. .
9 Ibid., 3 Mar. 1910, p. 24

o
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Weeklz. In it Robert Hunter, an American sqpialist:
explained howathe_state owned Belgian railroad, while osten-

7 sibly benefiting the workers, actually protected capitalist
interests."The rates were very low, especially for thbse
who purchased an annual pass which allowed a psssenger to
travel as much as 30'miles to and froﬁ(work for a weekly
rate of 40¢. The low travel fare meaﬁf that the area from
which a capitalist could draw his labour force was greatly
extended. He coul& recruit 1abpyr from rural areas where
workers had their own gardens and could comp:te at an

'~ unfair advantage wit:‘the-urban ;;rkers who were compelled
to buy thelr food. {Brthermoré, when a laﬁour force was

so far flung it was'very dirficult to organize unions. .

. The reporf concluded:

The fact is that the state owned rail-
road of Belgium with iis cheap transit rates
explains in part at least why the wages in
Belgium are the lowest in Europe and the
trade unions $he weakest.!

N
D

10 R. Hunter, Ibid., 22 Sept. 1910, p. 2.

A
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Cotton did’pot believe that the transfer of
industries from private to public control was necessarily
radical. After all, the test of a Bocialiat industry was
that it,was owned by the people and run democfatically.11

A*nationalized industry in a bourgeois soclety was owned,

not by the people, but by the state which:-was an instrument

of capitalist interests. In effect nationalization meant

no chanée at all.

I <

The reform issue posed a dilemmgrfor socialists,
. If socialists supported reforms that sécu:ed improﬁements
for the workers their support might! well have encouraged
workers to believe that it was possible to achieve their
demands within the capitalist system, thus 6bviating the
need for a soci;iist revolution. Orn the other hand,
opposition to reforms meant that the socialisté risked

losing the support of the workers without whom, of course,

11 C. W., 16 Oct. 1911, p. 4.
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the sociadist revplution was Inconceivabla, In his book,

. The Class Struggle, Kautsky developed a pbaition on reforms

that attempted to resolve the dilemma. He defined social
reforms as'the efforts made by the possessiﬁg clasées to
prevent the downfall of the system of private pfoperty.
- Social reform is the name they giﬁe to

their perpetual tinkering with the industrial

mechanism for the sake of removing this or

that i1l effect of private property ‘13 with~

out touching private property itself. ‘
However, simply because reforms were granted by thé owners
to maintain their class supremacy did not mean that the
workers should refuse them and bear all the i1l treatment
of the capitalist system un:il the revolution came. On the
contrary, through trqge union and political aétivities
workers in all civilized countries had shown success in
obtaining such reforms as higher wages, shorter hours and
the prohibition of child labour. But the important point
was that, far from slowing the pace of revolutionary develop-
téﬁ_dfﬁxkaent, reforms actually quickened it. An owner, férced to

raise wages, might introduce new machinery, or a small

capitalist, haying to increase his payroll, might be forced

12 K. Kautsky, The Class Struggle, p. 89.
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out of business thus hastening the concentration of capitai.
Thus "... Reforms may be supported from the revolutionary .
stand point because ... 80 far from doing away with the
suicidal tendencies df the capitalist system, they rather
strengthen them“.13

-~Coptton's approach to the issue of reform was not
nearly so confident as Kautsky's nor was he able to resolve
the problems that the issBue posed for sociallsm as neatly

as Kautsky had done in The Class Struggle. But the reform

issue loomed large for Canadian sdciélists and Cotton did
attempt to come fo terms with it.
In the early §ears of its existence the Socialist

Pa;ty of British Columbia had achieved a remarkable record
in securing reform legislation. Two party members, J. H.
ﬂawthornthwgite and Parker Williams, won seats in the
legislature in the 1963 election. Along with tﬁe support
of a William Davidson of Slocan the two socialists held
'tﬁe balance of power in the 1903 session an& were able to

extract a number of concessions, including amendments to

13 Ibid., p. 93.
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the Coal Mines Regulations Act, a Boiler Ingspector Law,
Settlers! Rights Act and the Eight Hour Law in the coal
mines h "

Despite this remarkable record the Socialist Party,
far from endorsing the principle of reform, openly dispa-
raged it. The party believed that reforms "diverted working
men from the true cause of revolution".ls The pérty paper,

The Western Clarion, attacked the trade unions as the chief

villains 'of reformist tendencies and vilified them as

‘M'ridiculous commodity combinations which diverted the

working class from attacking the'capitalists'in the very
citadel of their power".16

Cotton deplored the stand of the Social¥st Party.
"Its M.P.s support reform in the legislature but the
Socialist Party sneers at them."17 He cited the Socialist
Party's stand as a major reason for a number of eastern

soclalists, including himself, breaking with the party to

14 Martin Robin, Radical Politics and Canadian
Labour, (1880-1930), p. 43.

15 Ibid.
" 16 Ibid.
17 G.w., l} M&Y 1911’p. 10
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.form the Canadian Socialist Federation in April 1911. The
C.5.F., and later the Social-Democratic Party of Canada, .
supported such reforms as.the elght hour day, universal
adult suffrage, and the initiative, referendum and\recall.

But'while he endorsed the principle of reform,
Cotton by no means supported all reform measures and the
men who sponsored them. That this was so was clearly
evident in his discussion of Mackenzie King and the
Ipdagtrial Disputes Investigation Act.

When individuals were menticoned in Cotton's Weekly

they were portrayed_in one dimensional terms as the spokes-
men or instruments of their class. Thus, Laurier was a

~ charming tool of the capitalists and Borden a cold one.18
Postmaster-General Lemieux was the capitalist lackey whose
Job was to destroy the socialist press,‘g‘Sir Frederick
Borden was "the head slauéhter man of the Canadian army".ao

18 Ibid., 26 Jan. 1911, p. 1. -
19 Ibid., 2 Feb. 1911, p. 1.
20 Ibid., 18 Aug. 1910, p. 1.
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Mackenzie Kihg, however, was not so easily dis-
missed as a class-conscious atéreotype. AB, Deputy Minister
of Labour from 1900 to 1908, fhen first minister of the new
Department of Labour from 1909 to 1911, he was an important

* figure in the Laurier administration. By all odds, Cotton

I

- believed, he should have been a soclalist. He was the
~grandson of the Upper Canadian revolutionary who had fought

for responsible government and of whom, Cotton had no

doubt, King was very proud. There was revolutibnary bloed

in his voina.a1 Cotton quoted from a speech King had given.
at Woodstock on March 9, 1911 in which he had recognized “w’
a fundamental soclialist idea in saying that nature and

labour were the only sources of wealth.22 That he was

capable of compassion for the workers ﬁ;;nevident in a

speech, given in the House, in which he eviﬂked sympathy

for the worker forced to rise at 5 a.m. to be at work at
7,23

21 Ibid.
22 Ibid., 23 Mar. 1911, p. 1.
23 Ibid.
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Yot it was King who had been chiefly responsible
for the unjust settlement of the Grand Trunk Railway Strike
of 1910 when all employees had lost their accumulated
pensions and many had lost“their jobs,ZH ‘Althbugh he had
been praised b& the capitalist press for his Deace makifg
role, in fact all he had done was to end a strike trouble-
‘some to the railway~h& getting the strikers "to bend their
necks to the yoke of the masters in peace and meekness".25
His actions and assoéiatién with the Laurier government
\ belied his revolutionary ancestry and his rhetoric of
sympathy for the working class. His function as Minister
of p?bour was not to secure justice for the workers but to
mﬁkﬁ the capitalist exploitation of the wage slaves more
efficient.26 As much as he might want to, he could not
escape the title of *"government inspector of the slave

27

benstt, His grandfather, who had foﬁght for liberty

against soldiers, “would turn in his grave did he know that

2‘-{- Ibido, 18 Aug. 1910, P 1.
25 Ibid.
26 Ibide, 2 Sept. 1910, p. 1.

27 Ibids, 18 Aug. 1910, pe 1oy
e
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his grandchild stood with the plunderers of Canada".28

~ One reason for Cotton's sﬁepticism about King's
sympathy for the working class was King's authorship of
the government's Industrial Disputes Investigation; ¢t of
1907. 1In 1903 Parliament had passed the -Rallway Disputes
Act which allowed thé government to take the initiative in
appointing a tripartite conciliation board. Zhe act was
invoked only once and produced a settlement. The govern-
ment's decision to introduce a stronger conciliation bill
was prompted by a ﬁitter strike in the Alberta coal fields
in 1906. While both sides refused to comproﬁise, the
farmers of Alberta were left with virtually no fuel to

- fight the early winter cold oi 1906. Finally, public
- . :

pressure forced the sides to re&ch an agreement and con-
vinced the Laurier government that more effective means of
strike settlement were needed.29

In the early months of 1907 Pafliament passed the
Industrial Disputes Investigation Act. Although the Act
was guided through the House by Rodolphe Lemieux, it had

>
28 Ibid. s

29 R. Brown and R. Cook, Canada, 1896-1921, p. 121

-
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been prepared by the Deputy Minister of Labour, Mackenzie
. King.30 It stipulated that strikes in mines and public
utilities were illegal until conciliation efforts had
failed over a period of thirty days. It provided for é
conciliation board of three, management and labour fo
choose.one member each, the third, the chairmﬁn, to be
chosen b§‘mutua1 agreement of the other two. The board
was empowered to subpoena witnesses, compel production of
documents and take evidence under oath. If it achieved a
Betélement it submitted a report; if it failed, it sub-
mitted minority and majority accounts.31 )

Implicit in the Act were some of the tenets of
liberalism. Impartial investigation, rational discourse,
bbmpromise in the spirit of freedom and respect for the
other's. position would result in agreements thaf‘were'
mutually satisfactory. Evil wﬁs essentially the result
of lgnorance and confﬁﬁion"goodrwas the inevitable result

of the rational discourse of informed men. King wrote later

1 -

b , | :
30 Ibid. ES/ "
. e
_ 31 R.M. Dawson, William Lyon Mackenzie Ki y (1874~
1923), University of Toronto Press, Toronto, 1958, PP. 135-136.
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in INDUSTRY AND HUMANITY oh the merits of investigation in

ending industrial disputes.

Investigation is a letting in of light.

It does not attempt to award punishments

or fix blame; it 58 simply at disclosing
facts ... Its use a high tribute %o
human nature, for it assumes that lect-
ive opinion will approve the right and
condemn the wrong. Willingness to invest-
igate 18 prima facle evidence of a con-
Bciousneég'BT'FEEEfT In the absence of
good and sufficient reasons, refusal to
.permit investigation is equally prima
facie pvidence of weakness Or WIONE e«

The statutory right to investigate disputes
+«++ has been found sufficient to influence
parties to industrial differences to

settle their cgntroversies both voluntarily
and speedily.?

The assuhption King made was that, once the information was
known, reasonsgble men would act on 1t to &rrive at an
equitable solution. Cotton, on the other’hand, belleved
that class interest, not pure reason, would determine the
employer's reaction.- Contrary to encouraging fair settle-
ments, what the bill did was provide machinery whereby
justice would seem to be done but where, in factq the

L

labourers "could be skinned with an appearance of fairness

32 W.L.M. King, ‘Industry and Humanity, (1st ed.),
Do 310-211, quoted by R. MacGregor Dawson, William Lyon
Mackenzie King, (1874-1923), p. 136.
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and morality“.33 The real intent of the act was to ensure
that tﬁe"profits of‘tha capitalist system were increased,
not to guarantee justice to the workers. At best, the act
allowed the government to interfere in industries which
pald so 1little that workers were unable to maintain effi-
cient output.

Poerhaps the boss was an ignorant exploiter

not knowing how to give his men enough

wages to supply them with sufficient

fodder ... There are employers who = '
consider it policy to starve their employees.

. Cotton warned that no\%orker should be fooled into
thinking that the act had been passed for his benefit.35
The act o‘gy apblied to those who worked in public utili-
ties end mines where wages were relatively high. It mﬁde
no provision for workers in the sweated industries and
retail trade where wages were gar 1owar.36 The thirty day

conciliation rule favoured the bosses at the expense of the

workers. During.conciliation management could sack wofkers
' ' . ~77

33 C. W., 9 Sept. 1909, p. 1.
34 Ibid.

35 Ibid., 9 Dec. 1909, p.’1.
36 Ibid., 9 Sept. 1909, p. 1.
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and cloee down factories or minee, but the workers could
not strike, 37 Management could use the time to stock up
inventory38 and make arrangements for strike breakere.39
Moreover, the thirty day rule rrevented the workers from
striking at a' time when they_were:sufficiently aroused to
do so. | -

In the beginning the act enjoyed é'measure of
success. It was accepted b;/fhe T.L.C.' at its 1907 con-
vention.qo It also produced a number of settlements.

Among them was a conciliation board settlement of a dispute
beteeen the Grand Trunk Reilfoad and its machinists after
only three days of meetings in May 190?.41 Cotton wrote
that the apparent success of the act indicated the prim-
itive nature of Canadian capltalism; The worker had failedﬁcé_
to become fully class conscious because it was possible to

eecape the misery of proletarian life by moving West and

Y

37 Ibid., 8 July 1909, p. 1.
38 Ibid.
39 Ibid., 9 Sept. 1909, p. 1.

40 H.A. Logan, - The History of Trade Union Qrgan-
ization in Canada, University of Chicago Press, Chicago,
1928, p. 219,

41 -B.M. Selekman, Poetponing Strikes: A Study of
the Industrial Disputes Invest%ﬁ_tion Act of Canada, Russell -
Sage Foundatlon, New York, 1927, p. 105,
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openinéwa farm. giéh the escape was closeﬁ the worker ' \%—

- would become class comscious and attack such bbuféepis
frauds as_thé I.D.I.4.42 -,
Cogfon's opposition to the I.D.I.A. stooé in
marked contrast to his'entpusiagéig\zééﬁonse to the Eight
Y
Hour Day bill which was Intr ced to the House of Commons
in May 1909 by Alphonse Verville, an indepsndent labour
M.P.-representing!ﬁaisonneuve. The_ﬁill_pro&ided for aﬁ'
. eight hour day for goverpmént eﬁployeés aﬁd stipulated
that gojerﬁment cbntracta woulg’go ondy to those'émployers
"willing to accept the eight hour day provision.’ gotton
pfged his readers to write their M.P.s demanding thei}
support for the bill. To prove that the capitalists were
prepared to fight .the bill, Cotton gave pagé one space to
a letter whiéh he cléimed had been written to tﬁé member-
ship of the Canadian Manuféctqrers Assoc?atiqnlﬁy its
secretary, é.M. Mﬁrray, on 5th- March 1907;

"\

x

bl

42 C. We, 9 Sept. 1909, p. 1.
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The excerpt read:

The Assoclation needs your éaaistance.‘ It
_ feels that it has earned your support. Its
- successful campaign ainst the hour

alone nag save e price.ol your mem BI‘B ip
ee a hundre mes over. ll?f .

-3

Cotton pointed_to the excerpt to dispel any illusions
workers might have had tﬁat the bosses and their friends
in Parliameﬁt were intereasted in improving the conditions
. of the working class.hui o o /

Bowever, Cotton's enthusiasm for the “bill was

short 1ived.. In Feb}uary 1911 Cotton informed his readers

% : B “

that the bill had come out of- the committee in such an

aﬁaciated'form that it was‘"notﬁing but a joke ... played

by the political henchmen of tﬁé labour skinners upon the

wage‘slaves of Canada“;45 The 8 hour provision for all .

government and government contract work had been aﬁended‘ . -
to an 8 hoﬂ§ day for work on publie buildings only. As

there was no minimum wage provision, the government could

™
. 43 Ibid., 20 Jan. 1910, p. 1.. Whose emphasis is
uncertain, T presume Cotton's. ‘ '

44 Ibid.
45 Ibid., 9 Feb. 1911, Pe 1)\

3-.
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employ workers at cheapirates. "Even Mackenzie King
admitted the government could do this."46 in May Gotton\
reported that thé'bill had been sent té a Senate.Committee,
an indication that the biil, in Cotton's words, 'Wis
practically burned.*? -

‘ Cétton could hardly have opposed a bill that was
80O obviously.a lard mark in labour legisiation. At the
- game time he discounted its long range importance in
helping workers. Businesses, he argued, would introduce
new machines to cémpensate for any losses caused by the.
reform and more workers would chome unemployed.t*8

éotton found little to praise iﬁ the Quebec

Compensation Act which was passed in 1909. The act helped
the Quebec worker beca&se companies could no longer escape
1liability for abcidents.49 Despité this obvious benefit -
to the worker, Qottoh emphasized tﬁat such 1egiélation waé
only'a palliative. In a long article he compared the

46 Ibid. - . (/T

47 Ibid., 18 May 1911, p. L.
‘1}8 Ibido, 20 Ja.n- 19103 Py 10
49 Ibid., 3 Febs 1910, Pe Le .

v
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condition of the Canédian worker and the chattel slave in‘
th; ante-bellum South. The slave states had passed reforms
improving the lot of the slaves and many slave owners had
proteéted that they were human and looked after the

‘interests of their slavé%. But the abolitionists had

replied that the whole systém of slavery was wrong and was
not to bg.tolerated “"even if laws wgqre passed that made
the chains that bound the slave a little less galling".5o
In the same way the Quebec bourgeoisie tried to pacify
their wbrkeré. The‘Compensdtioﬁ Act was an imp ovement in
that 1t did give the worker, deprived of'his‘pOEZL

~to work,

a bare living wage. TYet Qg_workers were grateful to the

_ robbers for giving them a small portion of what was right-

fully theirs then, Cotton wr;te, "the spirit of manhPOd
is dead®.?! .

| But.a year later in referring to workmen's
compensation\acts bassed in Manitoba, Alberta and Britigh
Cdlumbia; Cotton wrote that their passaée held great

significance not for the immediate welfare of the workers,'\'

~

v

50 Ibid. _ ' T
51 Ibid. ' - !



but for the development of socialism. -By establishing

the principle of the employer's responsibility for his
workers' welfare they helped destroy the liberal principle
of individualism and stimulated the socialization of
industry. "Humanity is on its way to socialism", he
concluded. "Many people don't recognize the way they are
going,. If they studied socialism they would recognize

the way they are moving. n22 ~\\\

11T

LS ' e
Like Kenteky, Cotton attempted to develop a
theoretical rationale on reform. But he was never 80"
successful as his/gentor and his efforts to develop a
consistent policy were plagued by contradictions and
ambivalence. His 9na1ysis of the Industrial Disputes
Inveetigation Act indicated his deep suspicion of any
reform that emanated from government. His initial support
for the Eight. Hour Day bill suggested that a reform spon-
sored by a representative of the ggrking clase was worthy

of support. Indeed, he once wrote that the criteria for
O 3 c

52 Ibid., 2 Feb. 1911, p. k. ‘i
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measuring the valid;ty of a reform Was to examine 1ts
origins. Working class inspired reforms were sound
| because they indicated &she growing class strength of the
pfoletariat, but bourgeéié inspired reforms were bad * N
because their enactmeﬁt signified the bourgeoisie had
little to fear from the working ¢ 8.70 Yet in earl&

] 1910 he opposed the ver& idea of'feforms because they
dulled the revolutionary seneiﬁilities of the proleta;iét.
"We gain admiration for false standarde which is a
detrimeht,nt His utmost contempt was rese£¥éd for
reformers who poséd as friends of the wpfking clags.
“_Such'was the case of Alphonse Verﬁiile. Cotton wrote
gpprovingly.of Verville when the Eight Hour Daxibill‘gas
befsTe the House. "Verville is fighting your battle on

this questions Back him up. ﬁe is a working man 1iké
':yourself and he is doing youi work."55 Following the
failure of the bill Cotton vilifted him as "a hanger on-

: ' : Lo L e
. ‘

53 Ibid., 23 June 1910, p. 1.
54 Ibid., 10 Feb. 1910, p. 1.
55 Tbid., 24 Mar. 1910, p. ke
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to Laurier's skirts“,s,6 g political scab"”’ and "a .
traitor to the wage slaves of Canada".r58 To qay the

least it was-"‘?air to condemn Verville for the failure

of a reform bill defeated by forces over which he had no
control._ Cotton'e initial support and eventual censure

of Verville revea£3d an inconsistent attieude towards
reformers who were net socialists. While he was prepared
to support a man who fought to secure a reform measure,

he condemned the man when it failed. In hie extravagant
condemnation of Verville Cotton revealed deep fruetration

T

at his own inability t&‘come to terms|with the reformer
. A \)

who was not¥ a 5001alist. K

~

Yet Cotton was-élearly unwilling to adopt a
revolutionary stand so uncompromising.that it'preclﬁded
the support of reforms. In June 1914 he asked rhetor-

ically, “Shall we advocate the final aim in a bold and

.indefinite manher d remain a minority party or shall ﬁe
an .

become one of the strong parties of the Dominion like the

-

56 Ibid., 16 Feb. 1911, Pe 2o .-
Ibid. L |

57 P i

58 Ibid. .
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Social-Democrats have become in Germany and by the same

methods“?59 ‘His ﬁore modefate.stand was apparently

encouraged by the passage of a number of reform bills.

He.concluded, “"The C%pitalists are Beiﬁg forced by

s
working class pressure to bring in reform neasures.

This'pressure must be encouraged."60
7 Why was Cotton so inCOnsiatent’on the raform -
issue? The small size of .the .socialist movement in

e ) Canada allowed him to adopt a,revo%gtienary stance simply
because the prqspectvof success in the'immediate future
was B0 remote. On the other hand he was forced to temper

~his dogmatic Marxism in order ﬁo attract worker supp;rt
to the Social-Democratic Parfy.

[N

Cotton's rival, The Western Clarlon, had no

trouble witk reform. "Reforms", it claimed; "are fenders

~put out to prevent the old Capitalist hulk/ from foundering

61

on the rocks of revolution'. A Mr. Tom Connor argued —

that there was no demand more urgent than the ovértbroﬁ of

the Capiti}ist system.

59 Ibid., 11 June 1914, ps 1. ° . ' ‘
T 60 Ibid. ' | o

s’

. .

°

61 The Westérn Clarion, 9 Nov, 1912, p. 3.
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He continued:

Any party that calls itself a working class

party and advocates palliatives under the

name of immediate demands because this line

of action appeals to the average wage slave

at.election time is more concerned with

patching and reforming capitalism than abeut

abolishing it. The working class are

represented by that party which is out for ;f
/’ the overthrow of this system of profit . (\

mongering gﬁd has no demand more immediate

than that. '

Cotton's ambivalence on reform was at least more
perceptive than the Wéstern Clarion's refusal to even
recoénize it as an_issue.r The Western Clarion adopted

an almdst lase-majestg attitude towards its readers#

whereas Cotton was concerned to develop a socialist move-l .
ment even if it meant wrestling Qith the peform‘issue. .
And'sggn in»the 1oPger perspe?givg of h}story it is
hardly surprising that Cotton was unable to resolve a
problem that has haunted sosialism from its beginnings
till the present.

Y

. 62 Ibid., 10 May 1913, p. 1. -

. # In the November 18, 1911 issue the following
appeared ‘on Page 2: "The Western Clarion is not in the-
business of 'attracting' subscribers but of making
soclalists.. Finally, plainly and bluntly it has come to
" this. Either there are enough revolutionaries in Canada
to put the Western Clarion on a self sustaining basis or
there are not; either the, working class is ready for it
or it is not.m _ 4
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UNIONISM

n

One result of the great economic expaﬁsion of the
early years of the twentleth century was a substantial
increase in the work force. In the manﬁracturing sector
the number of employees 1ncreaséd from 339,173 in 1900 to
515,203 by 1910.' Although the vast majority of Cenadian
workers remained unorganized by 1914, btill, union pember—
ship did increase substantially»during.}he period.. Between
1900 and 1913 membership iicreased from about 50,000 in
about a thousand locals in 1900, to 175,799 in 2,017 locals

-

o~

1 Canada, DBS, Canada Year Bock, 1905, 1922-23
quoted in C. Lipton, The Trade Union Movement of Canada,
P 99. ’ ’
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in 1913,2

The growtﬂ in union membership-was accompanied by
increased labour strife. The number of working days lost
because of strikes steadily increased from 2,#61,{99 in the
period'1901-1905 to 4,969,739 in'khe period 1911-1915.3 .
Between 1900 and‘19}5-there were 'over fifteeh hundred
strik;s.h Strikes were frequently bitter and somet%mes

- violent. A freight handlers' walkout at Fort William in

1909 ended in a pitqhed battle during which eleven con-
stables and an unknown number of workers were wounded.
Brockville, and other railway towns, experi;nce"rioting
énd property damage duripg the 1910 Grand Trunk strike.
The cr&}ser; Rainbow, was used at Prinée Rupert in 1911
to suppress a v;plent strike of at;eet'labourqrs.5 One

of the most'ﬁhvage fights between management and labour
occurred a€’h saw mill in \Buck:i.ngham,_‘Quebeac,r in 1906.

- N T e

. - . 2 Canada, Department of Labour, Annual Report on
Strike and Lockouts, 1901-1916, 1956, quoted 1n C. Lipton,
The Trade Union Movement of canada, p. 99. a

3 Ibid, - A . -
' 4 Ibid.

5 R. Brown and R. Cook, Canada 1896-1921, pp: 108209,
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The company requed a medietion offer.from the Department’

of Labour and tried to carry on work as usunal, On October.
8th a large number of workers gathered.to'prevent'the move-
ment of logs by men protected by special police. 4 riot
broke out in which two strikers and one policeman were

killed and several_gggel\on both sides, were seriously
injured. Militif_and regular troops arriyed to restore

order. The Labour Gazette finished its: account of the strike.
“"No agreement was ever reached, but on October 24th_the‘mill
resumed normal;oﬁerationa, the strikers either having
capitulated or found work elsewhere.'_‘6 The weakness. of the
Canadian labour movement was very apparent when workers
could be treated in such a callous manner.

Trade unlons, by virtue;of ‘their importance in \
organlzing and representing;q?ny:bf the proletariet, were o
of crucial importance to the socialist parties. 'fet there
wae® often an inherent terision between the two that frequently
nade co-operation difficult, sometimes impossiblé, to achieve.

While unions were interested in securing immediate benefits -

h)

~

»
-

do, hpo' 1.0130

)

ISZ : 6 labour Gazette, VIII, 1506-07, 556, quoted in
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higher waéee, shorter hours, better working condi#ione -

for thelr members, the socialist paiﬁiee' nain.concern was

preparing for the more distant prospect of the socialist

revolution. Thus the tactical manoeuvering of the trade

unions to secure immediate  demands collided with the long

range strategy of socialist revolutionary ideology.
Tp Kautsky the trade ‘unions ought to be clearly>
subgervient to the party. In The Class Struggle, he paid

scant attention to the unions beycnd acknowledging that
participation in union dctivities could give, the workers
excellent opportunity for training infparliamentary law and
public epeaking.7 Later, increased union strength obliged
Kautsky to take a less condeecending attitnde towards the

trade unione'relationehip to the party. In a. speech given

< to the party congress at Mannheim in 1906, Kauteky outlined

his concept of what the relationship Bhould -be. - Like so
1/ . .

much else in his thinking, Keutsky'e concept was based on

the prospct of the eventual proletarisn revolution. By

ite very nature, the trade unions' work was limited to the

. capitalist era, to defending and improving the lot of the

r

7 K..Kautekg,.rhe Class Struggle, pp. 187-88.
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workers until the révolut' n came. The bﬁr%y had the higher'.
‘purbose of working for tﬁ;gachievement-or‘thb revolution,.

In so far as the party did act as the political representative
" of the proletariat in the parliament vstruggle against
capitalism, the party was the equql of the trade.uniona.

.But the party's constant struggle to achieve the fiﬁal goal o

"of socialism made 1t auperiorﬁto the trade unions which were

limited in both funétion an 0. — Py
Had the Canadian ociqliét movement been as strong

3] German,ICQtton might well have'adopted Kautsky's

conceptioy 6f the-Socialist Party's superior role in the
struggle faor ﬁhe-ravolution. _As. it was,. the weakneaa of
‘Canadian socialism compared ‘to the relativa strength of

organized labour obliged COtton to,tako a somewhat different.
tack.

There are many trade unionists who think .
that Socialism 18 dpposed to trade unionism.
This is an entirely. wrong idea.. Were it not
for the unions the condition of the workers -
would be far worge than it is today ... The
International Socialist movemant stands pledsed

* " -
- ~ : ’ . f
‘ r
[

o . . . L
8 C.Schorske, German Social Democracy, be. 50, .



" Y

to back up the fights of éh Unions against

their exploiters. We would not have them

dissolyed; rather would we have them grow in

power.i ' N s
He paid fribuégﬁzgl"tﬁe imméhéé service that 1abour.unions
have been to the'working class" and hoped that ﬁthey would
become a.more-pdwerful and éctive factor in industrial and

“Political 1ife".10 Cotton spelled out what support the

t%ade unions- could give the sociélists in their efforts to
achieve the revolution. He noted'that in England the trade
unioﬁs were supporting éocialism 5y paying_socialist mgmbers
of par}iamenf who otherwise had no income. He pointed out
that the unidn meeting hall}could be an excellent forum for
the dissemination of sociélist ideas. If, when the revolu-
tion‘?ing}ly ¢ame, it prpved not to bé peaceful, Cot%qn
wrote that the trade. unions would serve,és-the regiments of
the working clabs. Finélly, the ékilié‘of the various
trade unionistsleuld'ensure thgt the egpnoﬁic gygatem
continued to function after the revolution.!!

\ .

~

9 CoWa, 19 Octe 1911, po 't =
10 Ibid., & May 1911, p. ks . .

) 11 Ibid., 16 Dec. 1911, e ke s
- e -
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Such was the thoory. Yet in %ractice, Cotton could
hardly have been satisfied with the American. Foderation of
Labour's policy of rewarding labour's friends and punishing
its enemies. Such an attitude would never help workers
break away from the political tutelage of the bburgeois
partios. Tt was ng~wonder that Cotton disliked Gompers
whom he referred t§1§B the artful_dodger12 and a man fit--
to head & trust.'” But he was also highly criticel of
Gompers' A.F. of L. which he claimed was “as conservative
a union as ever existed from a working man's point of
view". % on another occasion he wrote that “the 9;5,/Lr L.
was nothing more than Ya 1oose federation of skilled workers
whose intereats 1ie more with the petty bourgeoisie than
with the revolutionary workers'. 15. He was hardly 1088
sparing in his criticism of the Trades and Labour Congress.
He accused it of ignoring the two most effective weapons

the working class hadfht its disposal for emancipating

"12 Ibids, 22 July 1909, p. 8.
13 Tbid., 12 Aug. 1909, p. 8.
14 Igig.; 19 Nov. 1909, p. 1. .
15 Ibid., 21-Apr. 1910, p. 2.
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_itseif - the ballot and industrial unionism. Delegates

to the T.L.C. convention of 1910 passed a.%umber of reform -
resolutions, among them the demands that the minimum work-
ing age be raised to sixteen, that cqmpanies be forced to
pay wages in cash, and that employers advertising for
scabs be required Yo indicate that a strike was in progress.
Cotton commented that the resolutions seemed "yvery trifling
and petty" and Bimply indicated that the T L;d;.ﬁﬁéiéé'it;""“"'" T
self with details and petitions. He concluded, "The
méséeré do not fear the T.L.C. It can be played with. It <
can be fooled over and over again".17 . '

At the basis of Cotton'sfavefaion t? the craft
union was his belief that its existence made .the develop~
~ ment of a proletarian class conséioushesé virtually imposs-
ible. The fragmentation of Bome of the working‘class into
craft unions allowed‘a worker to de%élop-loyalty to his
union but made it difficult for him to 1déntify his

interests with workers in other crafts. It was impossible'

for him to identif& with the worker who-belonged to no

16- Ibid., 10 Nov. 1910, p. 1.
17 Ibid.
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union fat all. Cotton cited an examplp of striking ﬁlumbers
in Mobtrealiwho ‘had not hesitg}ed to pick vp picks and
shovels even tho&kh it meant/%hat unskilled workers had lost
their jobe.'® When trainmen had struck the Grand Trunk
Rail:oad'the other unipﬁs had continued working.19 Working
class victory, i.a.,'fhe socialist revolution, was cqnﬁip-

gent on workiqg/ciass unity and that unity, he believed,

--ooulddonly"%e achieved if'wo;kers could be orgaﬁi;ed into

industrial unions.ao

However, Cotton %as confident thgt technoloéical
advances would make it impossible for-the craft union to -
survive. Inventions such'as'wire}ess telégraphs which ‘
eliminated the job of.the telebhone linemen, the Ogens glass
blowing machine which threw five glass blowers out'éf‘work
for each one retained, and the Edison cement house which
eliminated the need for carpenters, masons and plasterers,
would s0 underﬁine the traditiénal craft uni?ns.that they

wpuld become relics of history.21

18 Ibid., 19 Jan. 1911, pe b
19 Ibid., 10 Nov. 1911, p. L.
20 Tbid., 12 Jam. 1911, p. 2.
21 Ibid., 9 Mar. 1911, p. 2.



. Another labour organization which attracted . %R\‘
| COtton 8 attention was the Industrial Workers of the h
World. Founded in Chicago in 1905, the I. W.¥. discovered
fertile ground in the .Canadian west, where, between 1908

and 1914, it organized the unskilled, itinerant workers :wy;
loggers, harvesters,,1ongshoremon, construction workers.

The I.W.W. preached the'primacy of economic ao&ion in ther

class strugéle and a belief in the industrial organization\=-(\

of tha\\gz order. The basic unit of organization Wwas the
industridd® unit, for the belief was that only unions which
organized a&i‘thg’wOrkers in an industry could defeat

concentrated capital. The end of capitalism would come
23 "

-

when all the workers rosde:in a general strike.
Although he found‘fauit with certain aspectslbf

the I.W.W. philosophy, Cotton realized it had a valuable role

to play in the class struggle. He paid tribute to the-

' I.W.W.‘s'organization of *'the poorest and most wretched

¥

22 A.R. McCormack, "The Industrial Workers of the
World in Western Canada - 1905-1914" Historical Papers,

(C.H.A-R )’ 1975’ Pe 1?00 ‘ I’
23 Ibido’ ppo 175-71‘}0




ﬁorkers"ah but could not condone its violent tactiés.

The I.W.W. rushed in and taught them how
to fight like desperate men, with sabotage, massed

+  action and contempt for law. The respectable
: ilementkﬁzgg among the Socialists were shocked by
he I.WY. : .

However, he believed that, once the I,.W.W. succeeded in
improving the working conditions of its members, it would

ceagse advocating sabotage and violence and would alter its

‘ g
.3

tactics to suit changing conditions.
' He was also critical of “he I.W.W.'s refusal to-

recognize political action. This failure had forced

socialists "to oppose certain phases of its agitation".26

But this "anti-parliamentary stance" he attributed to the

fact that the I.W.W. was a yourng organization.

In time the I.W.W. will recognize that
political action is necessary ... The I.W.W. will
help the Soclalists permeate the state ... so that
the state as a club in the hands of the magters
‘will be so rotton that they cannot use it.27

A L]

He concluded his asticle by warning thatv"industrial
{

\ ' !

\
2 CuWay 13 Febe 1913, po 2. /}
. 25 Ibid.
26 Ibid.
27 Ibid.
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unionism opposing political action will have a long and
weary and blood stained road to travol".a_B However indua;
trial unionism working in ponjunction with political action
‘"will win the revolution in a few yearst.Z?

In cotion's.view there were basically just two
kinds of gtrikeé. While the strike which was intended
solely to gain 1mme&idte demands was consgldered of 1little
value, the one which appeareﬁ to be aroﬁsing a revoiutionary
class conscicuBness among its participants received his
enthusiastic égpport. He belleved that the success of the
firast kind of strike, indeed where there was success, was -
illusory. The employers were always ableuto recoup their
losses by finding other ways toexploit their omﬁloyees.

An example was a‘strike by C.P.R. employees, east of Part
Arthur, in 1910, Because they.had won an increase in pay
the strike appeared to have .been successful. Not 80, said
Cotton. The ﬁumbar of employees on the track had been

reduced and the length of track each section: gang was

" responsible for was increased. Moreover, the C.P.R. began

28 Ibid.
29 Ibid.
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charging-rent for company houses it_had_formeriy lent ren?}
Tree.so. « .

An equally vivid example emerged from the strike
of‘thé Grand Trunk Railway in the same year. The unions of
conductors and trainmen had walked off demanding that the
basis of pay'c;lculation gx\mileéga, not timé;- Within a
week the company had accepted thg unjons’ demagas and had
promised to rehire all striking employees within three
weeks jof the end of the .strike. .In one way the workers-_
benefitted from the strike; they éained an increase of(Eix
hundred thousand dollars in wages. At the same time,'tie
companylcancelled all accumulated pension rights Faying
that the workers, by striking, had broken the continuity
of their employment. Furthermore,'it refused to‘dismiss
the SEabs hired dq;ing the strike oﬁ the groundé that they

had proven their efficiency.31

>

30 Ibid., 22 June 1917, p. 4.

31 R. Mac@Gregor Dawson, William §%on Mackenzie King
A Political Biography, 1874-1923,  University of Toronio rress,
ToronEO 1956’ Pe d09.
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Cotton did not think that the workers had gained
much. “The men were either beaten or betrayed. This is
the only conclusion that can be arrived at.“B; ~Thougiﬁ the
strikers did win increased pay, many of them were not rehired.
“Ihe strikers of the G.T.R. were fighting the class war. Yot
their victory has brought bigger pay io th; scabs who have
taken their place ., The suffering of the class patriots
«ess has baneflited the eéénomic position of the scaba.“33
On the loss of pensions he was equally vqhement. Not only
did the strikers lose what small pension benefitarthe
company had given them but “THEY LOSE WEAT TQEY THEMSELVES
{AVE PAID TOWARDS KEEPING THEMSELVES IN THEIR OLD AGE.""
A strike of the pecond kind was the Springhill

strike which began in 1909 and lasted through 1910. 1In

vdted to break affiliation with the Provincial Working-
[diens® Association and join the United Mine Workers of

32 C.W., 18 Aug. 1910," p. 1.
- 33 Ibid., 11 Aug. 1910, p. 1.
- 34 Ibid., Cotton's emphasis.
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America, the Cumberland Railway an& Coal Co. and later the
Dominioh Coal Co. which bought 1t out in January 1911,
'rqfused to recognize the U.M.W. as bargaining agent for.the-
workers. fhe strikes which followed "were the bitterest
disputes in the history df the coal industry in Nova
Scotiam,>? \

This strikg received Cotton's entﬁuaiastic support.
He informed his readers of the abuses suffered by the
workers. The courts issued injuncéions against ﬁicketing
and permitted the company to import Bcabs.36 Tweniyffive
families were evicted from éompany homes37 and workers
wore forbiddern to pick coal to warm their tents.38 In early
July 1910 three hundred troops of the Royal Canadian Regi-
ment were sent to Springhill on the orders of Judge G.
Patterson to pacify the workers.39

35 H.A. Logan, The History of Trade Union
Organization in Canada, p. 116. 7"

36 C.W., 2 June 1910, p. 1.
37 Ibid., 21 July 1910, p. L.
38 Ibid., 3 Mar. 1910, pe b4
39 Ibid., 21 July 1910;'p: Yo
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vThe strike had aspects of a genuine class con-
frontation. Workers were in bbnflict with capitalists who
wore supported by the courts and the govermnment. Further-
more, in the person of Jules Lavenne whose motto was, "No
truce, no resﬁ until the Socialist Revolution is here",
the Spriﬁghill workers had a genuine socialiét leﬁder.
A reader in Springhill wrote abdu? a paréde held on
Augﬁst 10, 1910.

Red flags were flying the length of the
street., Banners were inscribed 'Working men
of the world unite, you have nothing tc lose
but your chains ...' 1000 men were in the line
++ s Towards the rear lLavenne marghalled about
100 liﬁgle boys and girls carrying small red
flags.

Cotton proclaimed

Springhill is thoroughly revolutionized.
The workers are awake. They know the class struggle
and are fighting their fight along the lines of
Marxiap philosophy ... I take up the fight for
pocialism, for Jules Lavenne and for the suffering
workers at Springhill. I want each of you to feel
that the winning of this strlke depends on you.
This fight is not E? be won in an hour. So let us
prepare ourselves.

40 Ibid., 26 Aug. 1910, p. 2.
41 Ibids, 18 Adg. 1910, p. 1.
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" The Springhill strike was the only one Cotton

~ supported unequivocallys He wanted to see a harmony of\-
interests between the socialist and trade union movements.
WThe socialist parties work in the political struggle, the
unions in the «aconom:Lc,“’+2 he once wrote. But this ideal
often conflicted with his belief that progress towards the
socialist revolution was the touchstone of all worthwhile
activity. Thus he was far from being dn uncritical admirer
of unions and Pheir gctiviﬁies. He supported industrial
unionism because he believed it helped.develop a class
conscioﬁsnesé but attacked the craft unions b;cause they
fragmented the proletariat. He criticized the I.W.W.'s
violent tactics and its neglect of the political fight but
praised its-efforts in revolutionizing the most wretched of
the froletariat. He supported strikes, like the Springhill
strike, which.developed a class consciousness and was

critical of those which, he considered, did not.

L}Z Ib‘idog 19 Oct. 1911’ Pe l}o

A



TRUSTS AND THE DISINTEGRATION- |
OF THE MIDDLE CLASS

. L
..

2

+
-~

In the early yearalof the twentietﬁ century the

- consolidation of existing buaineaaeq was carried out on a

: large‘acale. ‘In the late nineteenth century mych of

canadianM/ndustry was perabﬁally dwned in small units.

"Hdievér;“the development of nar power sources and more

sophisticated product;on techniqups 19& to_tﬁe need. for

public financing. WMémwwofﬁmRM&gwnuM_

new to Canadian manufacturing, helped integrate and con-

solidate industry in the first decade of the nei century".1
The consolidation ﬁovement began in 1909. In

that year nine consolidations with an authorized capital

&

T Brown and Cook, Canada 1896 - 1921,  p. 91.

P

»
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of 8134 million were mane. There were twénty-two meréers
cﬁpitalized at §157.-m11lion in 1910.. Among them were
Dominion Canners ﬁ;; (a consolidation of thirty-four
'factoriea of Canadian Canners and fpurteen independent
ébmpanies). Dominion Steel Coxporationm, and the British
Columbia Packers Association.’ In 1911 the Canada Bread
Co. and Shenwin Willlams Co. were just two of fourteen
cnnsolidations capitalized 3t 396 million, TIn 1912 there
were thirteen mergers with/japitalization 6f $97 million.®

In the Communist Manifesto Marx and Engela wrote

that this trend was an inevitable consequence of develop-
ing capitalism. Insufficient capital and akills made
obsolete by new methods of production forced the lower
strata pf the middle class - the small trades shopkeepers,
the han&icraftsmen and peasants into the proletariat.3

In his book, The Claaa Struggle, Karl Xautsky echoed

this idea when he.wrote,

- Lo

: 2 H.G. Staples The Recent Consgolidation Movement
in Canadian Industry, unpublished M.A. thesis, University
of Toronto, 1922, quoted in Brown and Cock, Canada 1896 -

©1921, pp. 91 - 92. .

"3 Marx and Engels, The Communist Manifesto, p. B88.

-
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P .
Industries conducted on a large scale con-
stantly expand. Establishments that once .
. counted their workmen by hundreda become giant
- concerns that employ thousands of hands, - Day
by day the =mmall business.establishments dis-
appear; the industrial development, instead of
. increasing, steadily degreases the number of
individual enterprises. T

J Cotton frequently noted the formation of large
businesses and trusts in Carada. The A.E. Rae Company,

é department atofe, was eétabliéﬁéd in Montreal by a

group of manufacturers who wanted.}heir -own outlat because
Eaton 8 and Simpson's vere starting their own manufacturing
divieiona.5 De. Lorne McGibbon, who had formed the Canadian

rubber trust, was planning to form a shoe truat:6 In

«January 1910 he quotéd an article from the Toronto Globe
" which reported a rumoured massive Iron and Steel Trust to
include the Dominion Iron and SteglﬂCo., The Lake Supepior
Consolidated Co., The Atikokan Iron Co. of port Arthur,
The Montreal Rqlling Mills and the Hamilton Steel and
Iron Co.?} In March 1911 Cotton wrote about a $12 million
= - ‘ | .
L K. Kautaky, The Class équggle, Pe 63.
5 CuWe, 4 Nov. 1909, p. 1.
6 Ibid., 16 Feb. 1911, p. 1.

7 Ibid., 6 Jan, 1910, ». 1.

'
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coal merger,.orgahizéd in Montreal, that included the
Western Coal and Coke ComP;ny; Latﬁbridge Collerles,

st. Albert Colleries and the Pacific Pass Colleries.’
Furthermore, governments supported the tendency-to large
scale businesé; witness the Federal Governmengxgzgpfing
the Manitoba Power Company the right to build and gperate
its own railroad linesi.9 _ '

Cotton arguégﬁthat the‘growth of large scale
business was a natural -development in the capitalist
economy. Firét, competition was wasteful; there was no
point. in having several small stores doing the same. job
when one large store rould aufficq.‘o Secondly, the .
capitalists had discovered that tﬁe best way to fight
small corporations was to amalgamafe or at least co- |
operate.11 Thir@ly, éonsolidations not oniy had compet-
itive advantages but they were also- less contly tohrun

ﬁé: unit of output than smaller businesses, 80 profits

8 Ibide, 2 Mar. 1911, D. 2.

9 Ibid., 16 Mar. 1911, Pe khe

10 Ibid., 9 Mar. 1911, pe ke

11 Ibid., 21 Oct. 1909, Pe 3 -

>
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>were larger.12»

‘The 1eddars‘of‘1arge buéinesses haé been success-
ful in convincing the public that large c?rpordfions .
which dbminated their markeﬁs ﬁere in the intéreétq of
the_pubiic.13 If five smali merchants got together to
agree not to sell?bélow a given price, their action, wroté .
Cotton, would be called "conspiracy in restraint of
trzsuie".“+ However, 1f the same five‘fofmed a joint stock
company and then but up the price "the Canédian papers

_would hail them as brilliant financiers and their com-

7
L

pany's stock would be listed and the squeeze they had on~
the public would be put down as 'earnings'."15 ,
Small industry was also doomed to extincﬁiéﬁf
The emall industrial employer, like thé merchant, igsgthe
victim of economic forces over which he had no contéai.

With few employees and simple maChinery it was difficult

-

12 Ibid., 15 Dec. 1910, po 1.
13 Ibid., 18 Nov. 1909, p. k. | ~——
14 Ibid. "

15 Ibid.

#*
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‘for him to compete against industries with large work

forceé'and sophiaticatod mach1noa.16 -] £=Brtage of
capital funds compelled him to buy in small qﬁantities

at high prices.17 He was forced to pay high freight rates
per unit of cargc because his ahipments were usually
small.'8 His weak financial position meant he paid high
interest on bank loans. Moreover, banks were part of big
business - so they cared little about the problems of the
Bmﬁll employer.19 b -

‘ Cotton frequently mentioned the p&}ght of the
small town retail merchant who was forced to compete
agalnst the mail order catalogues of Eaton's and Siﬁpaon's.zo
Cotton reminded his readers that in Bellamy's Looking Back-

ward goods had been sold by sample. "“Even now we have gone

)

16 Ibid.
17 Ibid.
18 Ibid.
19%Ibid., 20 Oct. 1910, p. 1. \

20 Ibid., 10 Feb. 1910, p. 1. One of the few
advertisements that Cotton's Weekly carried was, svery few
montha, a quarter page advertisement for Simpson's mail
order catalogue. This must have been the only occasion in
which Cotton's immediate financial interests coincided with
hastening the process of revolution.

S

—
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beyond that, TGoods are so0ld by catalogue.“21

Thensigns
indicated that catalogue ordering was bouhd to increase.
The department stores advertised free shipment of goods to
the nearest railway station.”® The Pestmgéiar General
promised to egtablish a parcel post and accused the small
merchants of stubborn prejudice when they protested.23
As a reéult, the small merchant was reduced to “scampering
around from customer to customer to collect little
accounts to meet his Saturday payroll".al+ The failure of
the small téyn merchant also meant fhe eventual failure
of the local newspaper which depended so hegvily on him
for ‘advertisements,®?

Furthermore, Cotton welcomed the tendency to
large scale busliness. "Socialists do not want to stop

that tendency but to increase and hasten the proceas."a6

The development of trusts was a necessary prelude to the

21 Egig., 9 June 1910, p. L.
22 Ibide., 2 Sepi. 1910, pe 1.
25 Ibide, 9 June 1910, p. 4.
24 Ibid,, 12 May 1910, p. 4.
25 Ibid., 2 Mar. 1911, p.‘a.
26 Ibld., 17 Feb. 1910, p. 1.

"
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socialist revolution. "Capitalist combination ig bad.
Socialist combination is gdod; but socialist combination .
cannot come until capitalist combination has made its
advent possible.“27 Therefore, the réthless capitalist
who crushed competition actually helped bring the socialist
revolution that much quicker.‘?‘8

Cotton argued that the development of the trust
wag important for a variety of reasons. First, it meant
the end of the small merchapt. Unable to compete against,
the trusts, he was fbrced out of business. Initially his
anger was directed at the owners of the lafge trusts.
But he soon realized that his anger made no senée because
the changes taking place in industrial sqciety could not
be reversed.29 Gradually tha ruineg businessman discarded
the values such as genteel respectabllity, the reward of
thrift, the desirability of competition, all of ﬁhich

had been handed down to him by a triumphant bourgeoisie.30
P

h 27 Ibid.

~

28 Ibido’ 2 Feb. 1911, Pe 1}-
29 Tbid., 7 Oct. 1909, p. 1.
30 Ibid., 6 Apr. 1911, pe ke
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Eventualiy he was “willing to join the Socialist ranks".31
. The growth of trusts was important for a second,
quite different, reason. Consolidation of 1ﬁduatr1.e
which 1ea-to the development of 1arga corporations meant
~
that corporate power would eventually overshadow the power
of the state.
Many men don't realize how the industrial

unit is becoming all powerful and how the state

is sliding into the background ... Politics today

in Canada play only a secondary role. Men are

not vitally interested in the political state.

- They are, however, vitally interested in the

actions of corporations.
Cotton saw a perfect example of this tendency in the plans
of the U.S. Steel Corporation for the city of Gafy. Indiana.
The compan§ was proposing to build not just the steel
works but the stores and homss as well. The effective
power of the company over the citizens would be tar greater
than anx‘gggsrnmant'8.33

In Canada, the éxamplo wag the C.P.R. The men

who had planned the C.p.R. had b#en able to get the govern-

32 Ibids, Y Oct. 1909, p. 1. /
33 Ibido, 26 W 1910, Pe LI'O R

31 Ibid., 30 June 1919. Pe 4o \\Hﬁg /7
)
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ment to back their entérprise with "unimaginable wealth",
and had built a corporate empire that in 1908, Cotton
claimed; netted $33 million net profit, one third the
national revenue of Canada.”* In 1910 the C.P.R. still
owned 13,268,825 acres valued at $180 million which it -
had been given by .the Ottawa government.35 ‘The cOrpora-

Y\ -
tion offered to pﬁ%pare land for the settler, seed it

- and bhild hie house for $500. Had the government done

that 1} woulé have been accused gf paternglism; instead,
the C.P.R. was praise&:in the capitalist press for its
concern for “the welfare of Canada".36 The relationship
of the federal'government to the C.P.R., was almost that
of slave to master. Having givén the railroads millions
of dollars and acres of land, tﬂb government was reduced
to putting up 1eve1_croaeing safety applisnces at a cost
of $200,000 over five years. "Such a course",Coiton
wrote, "would not please the railroads and our Dominion

Government has been properly tamed to feed out of the

34 Ibid., 1 Dec. 1910, P. k.
35 Tbid., 20 Dec. 1910, P. 4.
36 Ibide, 23 Dec. 1909, Pp. k.



T

hands of capitalista."37, : . ‘
" Even the capitalist papers acknowledged the great

power of the C.PsR. Cotton quoted the Toronto Globe on.

-the appointment of William Whyte as second vice-president.

For the man whose word is-law up and down

the 6,000 odd miles of the C.P.R. system in

Western Canada - for a man who holds the

destinies of thousands of employees in his

hands - William !BYte is a delightfully comp-
anionable human.

d

“"There", exclaimed Cotton, "is a capitalist sheet acknow-
ledging fhgt we live under an autocracy in industr&."39
The power of_the C.P.Rgiras_gweaome. It sent-youths to
éollege, irrigated vast regioné, reforested large areas
to supply its own timber néeds. “Within the;system,'the
C.P.R., takes the place of the old politicél Bﬁate in the
hopes and fears of the men employed by it."qoé-

/ According to Cotton, once the Socigliét(?arty ;
captured political»power it would abolish the political

37 Ibid., 18 Mar. 1909; p. 1.
38 Ibid., 31 Mar. 1910, p. 1.
39 Ibid.

40 Ibid., 14 Oct. 1909, p. 1.
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state whose importance had been steadily eroded and allow
each businesas to become a selt-governi unit owned and
operated by itq torkors.%} Wopkora each business would
elect their -own management and décide on the distribution
of povanue; "Employees, instead of being wage slaves
‘ ériven to their tasks by hunger, would become free, demo-
cratic, induatrial'eloctora."ua Thus, in Cotton'u-con-
"ception, the bourgeois owned and managed corporation was 2
readily transformed into the basic eébﬁomic and political
unit of the socia;iat society. As we shall see, Cotton
had no idea at all of how difficult the transition might
be, )

In early 1910 legislation entitled An Act to .
Provide for the Investigation of Combines, Monopolles #nd

Mergers was introduced to the House of Commons by the
Minister of Labour, Mackenzie Kiﬁg;* King said that the
intention of the bill was hot to break up combines, for

he did not want to prevent any industry from, as he put it,
"porfecfﬂng organ:iza.i:i!.on“l"3 in the face of world widé

S
42 Ibid., 25 Aug. 1909, p. 1.

43 Canada, House of Commons Debates, 18 Jan. 1910,
2058 - 59, quoted in Brown and Cook, cansda 1896-1921, p. 93.
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competition; rather, he waﬁted tto afford the means of
conserving ;o the public some of the benefigs ﬁhich arise
.from large organizations of capltal for the purpose of
businesa and commbrce" b -

' The bill allowed six people to initiate a com-
plaint against corporations auaﬁected of price\fixing.
The complaint would be subject to judicial review and
then passed on to an investigating board which, if it
found'thetéorporation guilty, could levy a fine against
it. However, it was King's hopglthat tpe threat of
publ;c“exposure would be sufficient to deter induétries
from acting contrary to the public interést. The bill
was not successfulf In the nine years before its repeal
only one case was ééer heard., "Businessmen had accurately
detected little to fear in the anti-combinea legislation
of the Laurier Liberals."*’

Long before the government introduced the anti-
‘coitbines legislation Coiton had been éommenting on the

Laurier government's attitude to competition and trusts.

L Ibid.,
45 Brgwn and Cook, Canada, 1896 - 1921, pp. 93-94-

e
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‘Ho accused the government of backing the Grand Trunk

-

Pacific in order that the C,P.R. should face some competi

. tlon. *The.C.P.R. and G.T.P. '111 not compete,™ wrote

Cotton. ™"There will be tacit understanding between the
executives of the two lines and the public will be
skinned, w46

-

| Cotton believed that forcing companies to compete
was futile. ‘We have hardware trusts, railroad trusts and

‘many others ... Even bee keepers in Ontarioc meet in annual

session to fix a standard price for their goéda."47 Be

* maintained that any attohpt to'roreatall the formation of

trusts in order to maintain competition was futile.
“Competition is wasteful. The larger the plant and the
more highly organized the system of indistry, the less
labour cost it will take to manufacture each article,

To return to competition, to force men into fighting each
other, is a backward atop."“a

y

46 C.'.,..25 Feb. 1909, Pe .10
47 Ibid. - |
48 Tbid., i Mar. 1909, p. 1.
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He repo:ted that the throne‘apeech,,which opened
the session in which King in£roduceb the Anti-Combines-_
1egislation, mentioned that the Government intended to
1egislate more stringent measures against trusts. Cotton
discounted the promise as an empty gesture to paclify the

-

small businessman. "The Lauiier government is the friend

-

ofvthe-fihanciers. It gives the_country away to the Grand

Trunk Pacific. It makes laws so0 that glant organizations

-q
can crush individual concerns."49
\ A month after the Anti-Combines bill was intro-

diced to the_House of Commons Cotton wrote, WLaurier is

.ingroducing legislation to curb the trusts and force
humanity back into competition. The childish thing, " °

In fact, Cotton gave the bill far more power than it was -

due. As has been shown above, the bill was weak to tQG v

"

'point of being ineffectual. But whether Cotton's assess-

ment ﬁés correct or not is not important here. His

criticism did show his adamant'0pposition‘t9 any attempts

i

to break up the trusts. L

i

P . /
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L9 Tbid., 18 Nov. 1909, p. 4,
50 Ibid., 17 Feb. 1910,.p. 1.
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Cotton's efforts to prove-that there wéé a

-centralizing tendency in Canadian buainess, thaﬁ“bumpeti—

tion was virtually dead and that any legislative efforts
to astop the tendency were futile,'underscore the importancd
he placed on the forﬁatibn.of trusts iﬁ laying the found;
ations for the soclalist revolution. Centralization of f a

business accomplished a_number of fhings. By eliminating

. the small busineééman thé trusts lncreased the size of

the proletariat at the expense of the bourgeoisie.-
Cotton's belief that state power was being replacad by
corporate power meant that he did not‘think the abolit;on%

of the state would be a difficult task. ‘The socialistse :
would use the large corporations aé-thq bgéisyfor :

- industrial democrﬁcy which would réplaéé political;

democracy. Each industry would be: ownad -and managad by
the workers in it. So it was that the tendency to
6entralization in the capitaléft economy helped produce

‘the conditiona for capitalism's downfall and its replace-

ment by the socialiat society.
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Tho rovi'ml of prosperity at tho turn of the’
century ended a period of depression that had aﬁlicted

. Canada s:anQ the early 1870ies. Prosjerity put an cnd to

a mood of posaim:l.am. rniluro and doubts about Canada’s -
future and gave rise to opt:l.nim that a growing Canadn

t/ll'm:EZl.d work in close co-operation with Br:l.tair‘r_und the

1

" Empire.’ "The economic -foundations of the Dominion

seened 80 secure that Sir Wilfrid I.aurier's boast or the

twentieth century bclonging to Cannda seemed nore an
appra:Lsal thnn a prophacy. 2

2

1 R.C. Brown and Rc Cook, Canada ‘826-12" Pe 28.

2 H.B. Neatby, "'.l‘ho New Century", The Canadians
1867-1962} Pts 1, Macmillan, Toronto, 1967, D. 133:3§.

—



121

_ In the Communist Manifesto Marx and Engela

wrote that, by centralizing the means of productiop, the
bourgeoisie‘had donse away with scattered states of
population and had concentrated them in a few areas. -

Political centralization had followed as a necessary

.,’—\ )

Independent, or but loosely connected,
.provinces with separate -interests, laws,
governments and systems of taxation
became lumped together into one nation; - .
> with one government, one code of laws,
. one hational class integest, one frontier
and one customs-tariff,

consequenco.

In an essay “"The Modern Nationaliéy" Kautsky echoed Marx

) and'Engels by asserting.that the modern gtate had develoged

.in response tovfpe;merbhants' neéd-to regzlaté the internal

market and to subﬁSrt the interests of merchants abroad.
In Cotton's view Canada was a cduntrj with littIe

hisfory, artifically delimited boundaries and a'pop-

ulation which was "a hodgé podge of alien races".s‘

"3 Marx and Engels, The Communist Manifesto, p. 85.

~

L Kautsky, "Die moderne Nationalitat" Neue Zeit,
v (1887), P. 402, quoted in H.B. Davis, Nationalism and

Socialism, Marxist and Labor STheorigs of Nationalism to
1917, Monthly Review Presé, New York, 1967, p. 140.

5 CeWe, 9 June 1910,.p. 1.

-



He once wrote that the only true Canadian was the red 9
Indian whom "the patriotic bosses will not have hanging
*around their kitchansﬂ.G In fact Canada was nothing nore

than "an ‘artificial country thrown together by the B.N.A.
act".”? '

-

L3

Canadian nationaiiam was a bourgeols ideologg
meant to‘maﬂk the exploitation of the workers by Canadian
capitalists. The terp National Policy had been coined _
for a series of tqriffs whiép allowed Canadian capitalists
to develop profitible businegses by explolting Canadian

8 Moreovaf, the Canadian capitalist was quite

labour.
prepared to overcome his nationalist scruples when, it N

. meant 1mporting foreign capital to develop Canadian 1)
resources. He belleved that it was inevitable that the
workers iould become aware that "the pniﬂe of pountry in
these days af intarnational syndicatea'for }ha exploitation
of the working class of all countries is a ‘sham and a

deluaion".9 ‘ ‘ \
i ' ) A ¢

6 Ibid. - ~

LLJ Ibid?, 9 June 1910, Pl ‘1.
8 Ibid. ‘ i
9 Ibid., 5 May 1910, p. 1.

\
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Although‘he Baw no great difference between
Americans and Canadians, Cotton did believe the French
Canadians had a separate identity. He saw no reason why
French Canadians should not have manners, customs and
laws fitting the French temperament.!'® To support his
position he noted that socialiats supported the nation-
alist aspirations of the Indians and Egjptians.“
Furthermore, although Cotton did not mention it, European
Marx%ata supported:the nationalist movements of various
cultural minorities in. Eastern Europe.12

An issue which compelled bo;fpn to define ‘his
attitude towards Cenadian nationalism was'the Naval Bill.
During the earlq Years of the century the Bri?ish govern- -
ment increasingly looked to the Dominioms for.support in
'the naval.competition with Germany. In response to the
feeling in English Canada that something should be done,
in 1910 Laurier proposed a bill to c;eate & small

&

10 Ibid., 18 Nov. 1909, p. 1. .
11 Ibid.

12 For example both Engels and Kautsky supported
Polish independence. See H.B. Davis, Nationalism and
Soclalism, pp. 140-41. - ’

<.
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Canadian navy. The Anglophone Conservatives sneered at
Laurier's "tin-pott nany and demanded that Canada make
direct contributions to the Royal Navy. The Francophone
Conservatives, led by Frederick Monk and supported by v
Henri Bourassa and his new newspaper, Le Devoir, attacked
the bill on nhe grounds that, in war time, the navy would
be turned over to the British Admiralty and so Canada
would be drawn into British impérialist wars. '
Like Monk and Bourassa, Cotton opposéd the bill.
He dismissed out of hand Laurier's contention that a
navy was needed to protect Canadian sovereignty. Laurier,
among others, had cried for foreign capital. "Our
western 1and, pulp mills, silver mines, andlother natural
reso;>ces have been handed over to foreign capitalistis."13
Laurier, he contended, "nas sgid Canada into hondage to
American and European capitalists ... then has the
audacity to say that Canada needs a navy to protect her

from foreign dominationﬂ,‘“ A Canadian navy, he believed,

would simply becofie an instrument of British imperialism,

&

i3 C. W., 25 Nov. 1909, Pe 1.

14 Ibid.
—' ,
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helping the Britiéh navy, among other things, "tc stuff
opium into the pipes of wretched Chinese who are st;ug—
gling to free themselves from the curse".15

He contended that the governmentis main motive
was to provide large profits for Canadian shipbgilders.
“Money téken from labour ... is frittered away on murder
ships that will provide fat contracts for parasite cap-
16

-italiets who get government contracts.® Ee accused
Laurier of having ''numerocus friends with coal to sell
and steel to dispose of".'? He argued that the diff:
erence bétween-the Conservative and_Libéral'posiﬁions'
wasg more apgg§pnt than real. Both parties repreéented
boufgeois inierests. The differente in this instance
was that ... 'Egorden has the imperial bee buzzing in
'his head. Laurier stands for the home labour thief.

Borden stands for the British labour thief.n'®

15 Ibid. |

16 Ibid., 26 Jan. 1911, p. 1. -
' 17 Ibid., 8 Dec. 1910, p. 1.

18 Ibid.

A, R o=
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Thus, in Cotton's view, the dispute between the

two parties was a great deal of talk signifying nothing.

Canada had no need of a navy to protect her national
interests because she had no national interests to protect.
The proposed naval bullding program was simply ancther way
for the boprgeoisie to enrich itself at the expense of_the;
proletariat. )

'Cotton'é analysis of reciprocity, an issue which
attracted his attention in early 1911, also révealed his
attitude towards nationalism. As a result of‘tﬁo meetings
held in late 1910 and early 1911, the Canadian and
American governmenis agreed to effect réciprocal free
trade in grain, fish, fruits,;vegetables, farm animais and

to lower duties on some food products such as canned goods

was well as on agricultural implements, engines and a

variety of other articles.19 The agréement was to be

 embodied in a treaty to be passed simultaneously in

Congress and the Canadian Parliamenp.ao‘ \

/‘) Q.;b

<

19 D. Creighton, Dominion of the North, Macmillan,
New York, 1944, p. L432. '

20 Ibid.

—
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Parlinmenfary discussion on the treaty opened onﬁ'
February 9, 19}1 and lasted until early May when Parl-
iament recessed and iaurier want to the coronation of
George V. Debate was resumed on July 18tk but the treaty
had not been passed when Parliamentkqas dissolved on
July 29th for an election on Septembe;\zzndxa1 The
Liberal government's defeat meaﬁt the death of recipro-
clty. _

Cotton's first impulse was to oppose recipro-
city, although he did sc uncertainly. He had difficulty
explaiﬁing why a bourgeole government would seek to
undermine Canadian businass interests. He claimed.
unconvincingly, that the Government'a 1ntantion was to
blackmail industrialists into contributing more funds to
the ﬁiberal Party. He concluded his attack, "“Judging
by'the few manufactured goods in the list it would seem

22

that the lndustrialiste are backing down". He warned

the. farmers not. to be seduced into the camp of the labour

-

21 L.E. Ellis, Canada's Rejectlon of Reciprocity
in 1911, CHAR, 1939, p. 104,

22 C-W.. 9 Feb. 1911, po 1. \f\
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3
Py

thiefes by thinking that reciprobi;y would bring lower
priced manufactured.goodslas a result of competition
between Canadian and American companies. The trpsts
‘were international and, even if the farmers received
higher prices for their wheat, the gain would be offset
by the trusts raising their prices;23 "The remedy for
evil conditions does not 1lie in Canada anz the U.S.A.
swapping miseries. It lies in each of the two countries
removing the oppression within their own borders."ah

In the following issue of the paper Cotton
reversed his position and wrote a long article supportipg
reciprocity. His aﬁalysis of reciprocity revealed-a
strong anti-natiqnal, continentalist blas. The effect
of free trade would be to pull Canada into the American '
: hrust\into "the vortex of

economy. Canada would b

advanced capitalism“.aE' The Germ socialists, Cotton

noted, looked to the U,S.A. a3 the countrk most likely to

%§periance a soclalist revolution first.

—

23 Ibid.
24 Ibid., 16 Feb. 1911, p. 1,
25 Ibid., 9 Mar. 1911, p. 4.
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There the capitalists have been the most

ruthless. There the workers have been

the most pitilessly driven. There mach-~

inery has been most extensively employed
( to displace and beat down labor. There

the conditibns render the Soclalist re-
| » volt the most necessary.

Canada, on the other hand, ﬁad scarcely left the pastoral ’
state. Only in Glace Bay, Springhill, Montreal and
Toronté were the workers to any; extent claﬁs conscious.z7
As part of the American economy é;nada would expérienéé \
natural resource exploitation and industrialization on a
massive scale. Cotton envisloned a Canada “"ripped of her‘
treasuré,‘gutted éf'her forests, ﬁpr skies blackened by -
the smoke of hundreds of factories".28 This was all to
the good, for it meant that Canada would pass quickly

'through the cépitalist stage into socialism.29 His

&

26 Ibid.
27 Ibid.
28 Ibid.
29 Ibid.
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penultimate paragraph read,

Under reciprocity Canada will pass quickly
through the capitalist stage. Under national
development capitalism will develop slower and
Canadians will suffer the fever of its unrest
for a longer and more trying period.

After his initial reaction, Cotton's stand on
reciprocity was consistent. He believed that Canadian
nationalism hindered the'development'of capitalism in
this country. As long as Canada remained an econonic
entity the process of industrial development would take
longer and, as a‘'consequence, the socialist revolution
would be delayed. Therefore, reciprocity was to be
welcomed because it would help destroy economic
nationalism. -

Cotton accepted the Marxist analysis of

natlonalism as it was giver in the Communist Manifesto.

He believed that it was a useful tool of the bourgeoisie
to develop national economics, but that it was_ a temporary
phenomenon which would eventually be rendered obsolete by

the international flow of trade and capital.

30 Ibid.
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Howaven Cotton was not even prepared to admit NP
that a Canadian nation existed. There was a googgaphicai '
area called Canmda which had its own political institutions.
There was some induatry protected by the tariff wﬁ;l of the
National Policy. But most of the resources were controlled
by foreigners apd in no sense was the coﬁnt:w'hombgenoous.
N;ithot race, na; language, nor religion 'aa‘a'unifyiﬁg
factors . o '
‘ Cotton's attitude towards the Naval Bill showed
" that he considered the discussion of national protection
to be irrelevant aimplyrbecau;o there was no real nation
to protect. On the oti;r hand, reciprocity was desirable’
because it would shatter the i1llusion of Canadian
nationaligm and merge the incipient Canadian industrial
economy into the more highly developed Amsrican one.
Phe Canadian proletariat would benefit from being part of
a more advanced industrial economy which was that much
closer to a social{pt revolution.

- In Cotton's view there was no substance to
Canadian pationaltem. It was strictly an ideology manu-
factured by the bourgeoisie for the purpose of building an
industrial econoﬁ? behind high tariffs. Morsover, 1t m‘
hindering the préé:nas of 1ndustr1§1 development&?y_

\
A
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isolating Canada from th- more ﬁdutr:l.al]; advanced
U.8.A, But Cotton did accept the reality of Frech
Canadisn nationalims. At the same time, however, he re-
g;rdnd Quebsc as .g semi-feudal society. Eventually, of
course, the Quebec economy would.become merged in the |
international economy and the French Cansdian proletariat
would realize that its true interests lay with the intor-.
national proletariat in the fight against ‘the bourgeoisie.
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CHAPTER VIII

CHERISTIANITY

/ N
> .

At the tigg/Cotton was publishing his paper

religion was a very important feature of Canadian lifs.

In Quebdbec, the{impact of the Roman Catholic Church extended

far beyond the church doors 1nto_v1rtually every aspect of

French-Canadian lifes In his book, The Race Question in

Canada, first published in 1906? Andr5'51egrried wrote, -~
"In every aspect of life, social or political, pudlic or

private, the clergy expects ‘to have its Iay and to give its

ordera «s. and since tho obstacles in its way are fesble or
non oxistent, it tends 1n the provinco of Quobec tp/con-
stituto a veritable 1ittie thaocracy" 1 Although the .

influence of religion was not as powerful and pervasive in

; 1 A. 51egfried; The Race Quemtion in Canada, g
edited by F. Underhill, McClelland and Stewart, Toronto,
1966, ». 35.

-

a

>
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English Camada, the fact remained that the overwhelming .

majority of people claimed allegiance to a religious

faith.? Siegfried noted that it was certainly unfashion- '
able in the upper classes to be irreliglous and, even

[ the poor classes, “a nan was locked at somewaht asl. v
ance Who does not balong to some one denomination®”. 3 <,

%

’ Apart from Marx, no storical figur. received
more uucln%;din Cotton's '!!EEI than Chrilt. COtton was
too committed to Marxist ideology to have subacribod to the
statement of a correspondent that "Christ goes deeper than .
Marx in diagnosing 1115““ buf hi- respect for Jesus stood
in stark contrast to his contempt for conﬁg;ﬁorary
Christian leaders. COttbn'a Ch}ist was in no sense a

tusl figure. "We find he had little to say abvut the
ﬁ:. 1ife ... He had great faith in the powers of 1ite,"”
COtton once called Him "the fir-t grout auccosaful 1ahour
ledder®. 6 The oaaontial Chrilt described in Cotton's Weekly

b

2 The 1901 census records only 4,181 cases of
persons claiming no religious arfilintioqband only 3,613
professed "agnogtics®. Ibid., p. 56.

.3 Tbid.

4 CeSe Barnes in Ce¥Wes ‘_‘} s.pt- 19135, p. 1.

5 Ce¥Wey 361'080 ‘”9] P. 2o

\\ 6 I'b:l.d., karo 1909. Pe 1.
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was the rbvoiutionary who stood in opposition to Jewish
and Roman quthoritien.7 condemned the mammon of trade8
and was finally “railromded to death because his teachings
were not liked by the plundering classos“.9 Cotton npged
the workers to discover the real Christ and disregard

"tho Christ of the renctionary charches ... Who is. uaed
slmply as a cloak to hide the treachery of his lip wor.

10

shippers, "Is it not our duty", he asked rhetorically,

"to réscue the first great Comrade frpg the slanders of
many‘ﬁf his alleged followers?"!! t '~
“In cQtton'a view_nabcent Christianity had much in
common with modern socialism. "In spirit", he wrots,
"socialism is nearer primitivq Chrigtianity than any other-

12

movement on earth®, The early Christians had practised

a kind of tribal communism of property and were ablp to
- — S ‘

"'{-‘, : -

8 Ibid., 6 May 1909, p. 8.

9 Ibid., 7 Aug. 1913, p. 1.

10 Ibid., 15.July 1909, p. 8.
1 Ibid., 14 Aug. 1913, p. 1.
12 Ibid., 7 Aug. 1913, p. 1.



v I , 136

maintain a high degree of spiritual oxcolloncp;13 a8 a
ﬁovomont. Christianity had been important in freeing the
slaves. W Cotton relied on Kaut-ky's Origins of
Chriatianigy to explain the loss of the revolutionary -

imperative in christilnity.‘ Kautsky wrote that Christianity
| was & aocidl, not a religious, movement whose roota ‘ore to
be found in the communistic organization of the pericd of
hiatary in which christianity originated. In its origins,

Christiahity had been entirely independent of the person i_ o

of Jesus whom Kautsky reduced to the role of one-social
agitator among a number. The martyrdom-of Chriet had
resulted in the ideals of the movement becoming so completely
identified with Him that He had become a thoroughly unhistor-
ical figure removed from the sontext of his own time.'?

| Kautsky argued'that the revolutinnary impulse was
!innlly.killed when an official bureaucracy, in the form

of an episcopacy, was established. T

- 13 Ibid., 18 Aus.\1910. Pe 2. ‘
14 Ibid., 20 Apr. 1911, p. 1.

15 K. Kautsky, The Origins of Christianity, in
Ibidu’ 9 Sopt. 1909’ Pe . .
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In this way the originally democratic primitive
Christianity became in the course of time an
Episcopal bureaucracy. It was not until
-Christianity had assumed this form that it
becane satisfactory for the uses of imperial -
despotism and in shape §° be made the
religion of the State.! -
Primitive Christianity did try to resssert itself in its
communist spirit in the monastic movement. But it was
crushed by the greed of the clergy and Christianity became
more than ever divorced from its original purpo-o.17
u Undoubtedly C6tbon shared Keutsky's belief that
the genorous and revolutionary impulses of the early =~
Christian movement had long since dissipated. Nbundnjs
' what characterized religious prectice was its irrational
nature. He once wrote "religious experiences are a
composite of blind emotion and irrational mental proco-aos".'a
The emotional fervour of a Salvation Army meeting and a
Methodist revival were deliberately calc _ todlf? persuade

people to sacrifice thinking for feeling.'d

16 Ibid,

17 Ibid. .

18 C.¥., 5 Aug. 1909, p. 1.
19 Ybid., 26 Dec. 1912, p. 1.
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Cotton alsgﬁ;iércely criticized religious leaders
for supporting the'fourgeois system. "Christian Churches
have made a firm and‘faét alliance with mammon and the
slave’driving capitalists occupy the chief pews thereof"EO“
and "the ministers of the gospel were dragged cagfI;;\behind‘
the chariot wheels of the fich".al By contorting -

Christian morality preachers tried “to justify the
thievings Sg/t;j labour thieves while condemhing the

thievings/of‘t e tempted poor".22 He accused the churches

of perpetuating thé hoax that men needed them "if they are
: [}

to become 'gca‘fi,23 while they,ignored the fact that

only  through hg ﬁfdper channelling of economic forces

. ™~
could men become gdbd.24 In fact the churches had a

vested dinterest in maintaining the existing c¢lass sygtem
: ~

for "if the bad woman became good without the aid of the
tom-toms of the Salvation Armx see Or the emotionalism of

the Methodists or the speculative aparchistic philosophy
of the Congregationalists",a5 the chﬁ;ches would be forced

20,Ibid., 4 May 1911, p. 1. .
21 Ibid, - '
22 Ibid.
23 EE&E., 5 Aug. 1909, p. 1.
24 Ibid.

25 Ibid.,
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out of existence because they could no longer point to the
wicked and frighﬁen their own congregations into thinking
that they must support their churches if they were to
escape sﬁch fates.a6
Such were Cotton's general princ;ples on Chfist-
ianity. Yet the churches in Canada diffefég one from the

other and the proportion of the good and bad in each also

-differed. One group which Cotton attacked bitterly was

thq‘Salvaﬁ?on Army.

Born in Britain's industrial slums, the Salvation
Army appeared in Canada towards the end of the 19th
century. It appealed directly to the disaffected urban
masses, to those who had no claim to social, economic and
moral respectability. Imbued with an enormous religious

zeal and devotion, the Army tended to be held in a state
4

-of political and economic illiteracy,.an effect which

helped retard the development of working class organi-
zatione.27 Cotton distinguished between the Army's

-

©
26 Ibid.

27 S.D. Clark, €hurch and Sect in Canada,
University of Toronto Press, Toronto, 1948, pe. 42k,
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spiritual and temporal roles. "We Socialists do not mind
the Salvation Army saving the souls of pooplo i1t they
'1;1";28 Howeyer, Cotton did mind the active social role
the Army played. . While he grudgingly admitted that the )
Army did try to feed, clothe and give lhelt.r\t9;€ho.
‘indigent, Cotton accused it of actively onsaginéfiijtho
class war as a supporter of the capitalists. He contended
that the Army acted as a labour agency for capitalists
vanting cheaper labour then they were already ;-ployins.'
50 the lncurity of the working man was threatened by the
work of the Salvation Army as a labour agent. ‘Cotton
" branded i1t "a recruiting agent fo; scabs and blncklosl".ag
Even more sinister was the Army's work on an
international level. Its function, Cotton argued, was to
help the capitelists defuse potential working class
rebellion by.tgansforrins workers to less industrially
developed areas. Cotton accused the Army of working with
the C.P.R. to 111 P C.P.R. lands in the West with
unexployed Bfitiah wbrkor-. *Thus unemployment is roliov‘d
in Great Britaln and the threat of revolution diminishes.

-

£

28 C.W., 29 Sept. 1910, p. 4.
29 Ibid., 13 Oct. 1910, p. 1.
}

. . -
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By'populating the Canadian West, the Salvation Army siias
British capitalists opportunitioa to invest their div-
1don¢a."3°

' The cass of the Catholic Church was more com-
Plicated. He believed that the culture of French Canada
was essentially feudal. By drawing off tﬁe surplus value
in the form of tithes and épending money on religious
institutions, the Church prevanteq the developmentrot an
industrial economy and & class of prf::lerl:m'iana.3-1 In this
sense the Church was & threat to socialism, Still, her
determination to fight capitalism sometimes put the Church
into the ironical position of adopting socialist programs
to do so. Cotton pointed to the example of a priest in wo
Thedford who was organizing a workers' savings bank and to
two priosts-in Oka who were organizing a farmers® union.32

- 30 Ibid., 29 July 1909, p. 1.

21 vIn Montreal there are huge Catholic Churches,
nonasteries and nunneries filled with lazy priests and nuns.
The Roman Catholic Church has deliberately set itself to .S
work to consume the surplus product produced by its
adherents." Ibid., 28 Oct. 1909, p. 1.

x2 n;go' 16 Sept. 1909, p. -
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But éssentially Cotton regarded the Catholic

Church as a reactionary institution, His pesaimiam about
her being able to act against capitalism was well reflected
in his attitude to one of the most reform minded of ardent
Catholics -~ Henrl Bourassa. He admired Bourasss as haiing
the blood of a revolutionary, "But yet he has not devel-
oped the brains of a rovolutionary".33 He ias without any
doctrine that was relevant to contemporary problems. "if
he were modern instead of medieval, Eourassa would stir
Quebec to its f‘ouné;v.t:!.o::ua.!!3"r Eion though he sometimes
mentioned the abuses of cﬁpitaliats against 1abour,35
Bourassa, in Cotton's view, was still a reformer without
an understanding of economics, a moralist who wanted to
turn back the clock, an individualist who did not under- |
stand that in the modern world men were becoming social-
ized. As long as he,worked through the Church his cause

was doomed. Had he decided to fight the Church, he could

33 Ibid., 5 Oct. 1911, pe. 1.
34 1bid., 18 Mar. 1909, p. 8.
35 Cotton cited a.speech given by Bourassa at a

Eucharist Congress of the Roman Catholic Church, Ibid.,
29 Sept. 1910, p. 1.
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. ¢
have launched Quebec on the road that France bad taken in

1789.3 But as long as he insisted on "going back a
thousand years and 1living in a dead age">’ he was irrele-
vant to the age in which he lived.

Yot Cotton did concede that some contemporary
Christians were not only aware 9f evil social conditions
but were prepared to effect the moral precepts of al
“primitive" Christianity. A few of the resolutions. passed
by a Methodist congress held in Vancouver in the spring of
1910 drew guarded compliments from Co;fon. He reported,
without comment, that the congress had passed a fosolution
deploring the evil of conmorbial greed which caused men to
oppreés the unfortunate and rbrget their obligations to the
higher interests of aociety.38f He oven praised the con-
gress "for coming out in almost Marxian terms" when 1t
passed a resolution which predicted that the tendency to
trustification would 6ventuaily lead to the final trust,

Al

36 Ibido. 5 Octe ‘911’ Pe 1.
37 Ibid., 17 June 1909, p. 8.
38 ‘Ibide, 29 Sept. 1910, Pe 4e °



Tl

which, governed by forces in mociety, would ensure the
enrichment not of the few, but of ovaryono.39 He acknow-
ledged that some Ontario Methodists were concerned about
glums in Ontario cities and that a few of them had gone
8o far as to condemn the practice of sending missionaries
abroad while conditions at home were so bad.®

But the unwillingness of Christian reformers to
apply sclentific analysis to the study of soxieties and
their refusal to recognize the existence of a class
struggle was sufficient for Cotton to dismiss their
reform efforts. At best, reforms such as better education
for the poor, advocated by Bishop Ingram of London in a
tall givtn to the cOngreus Of_,hg Anglican Church in
Halifax in the summer of 1910, would allq' "the more
cunning wage slaves to escape slavery and climb to |
positions of authority among the- slave drivers".ln In the
last analysis it was impossible to bring about fundamental
change by exhorting people to do good in a society where
the largest rewards went to those who did the opposite.*?

\\\ )

-~

39 Ibid. .
40 Ibid., 17 June 1909, p. 2.
1 Ibid., 6 Oct. 1910, p. 2.
42 Ibid.



Y k

145

| Christianity; in Cottbn'snviewr_wa§~a—qunt~£orce._;

It had been.aﬁ important force for change in the perlod of
history between Christ's death and its adoption by the
Roman Empire as the state~ieliéion. It was imposesible to
recreate the primitive communiem of early Christianity, as
Cotton accused the Christian reformers of doing, because
historical chapges\q}nce then made such ideas hopelessly
utopian.43 It was still more difficult_to revive the
revolutionary instincts of Christiénity because it was
now identified with the oppressor not the oppressed.
"The Churches are dead," he wrote, "and socialism alone
1s left to carry on the human work of Christ,mi

Cotton's response to Christianity wasréomplex.
There is no doubi that his admiration for Christ was
genuine, based as it was on his own deep humanistic -
inétincts. The disgust he felt at the spactacle of the
ministers of God toadying to thg wealthy bourgeoisie was
a variation ?ﬂ the theme of his Qontemﬁt fof bourgeois
soclety. But his dislike of militant Christian reform

43 Ibid., 20 Apr. 1911, p. 1.
4 Ibid., 25 Mar. 1909, p. 1.

—_——
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groups cannot be understood, as as he would have it, simply
by their refusal to acknowledge Marxisn laws of historical
development. As Richard Allen has ahoyn;“s Christian
refornm mﬁvolonta were flourishing during the years Cotton
i:oto his paper. Though Cotton never opoﬁiy acknowledged
the threat of the Christian reformers, his attacks suggest
that he saw them as competitors for the same constitﬁoncy;
After all, Christisn reformers agreed with Cotton that the
_eneny was éntrenched wealth; both were attempting to arouse
a working class awareness of fho&ovila in. the present
order. Cotton could denounce the aocini gospel as being
unscientific but he could not make it disappear and eo
had reason to fear it as a rival movement. The old
churches might be deaf to the Chriﬁtian.éall for social
regeneration but there were some Christisn militants who
were not prepared to lqgro the field open to Marxian
aocialif%a. Still;-ths 1doology'ot{0hrist1aﬁ reformism -
never posed an intellectual probion'ror:COtton. It wad
not dirficu%t for a Marxist to disniss its ideology as an
essentially petty bourgeois attonpt to forestall tho

' movement of history. Bgf\fta activity did throaten Cottont's

o~

-

45 R. Allen, The Soclal Passion, Univeraity of
Toronto Press, Toronto, L 74P pp. L - 17 : ’
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efforts to develop a socialist movement. 1In this raapect
he had much to fear rron reform Christianity, Aa 1t
turned out..any fears that Cotton may have had yoro
entiroljyiurranted. Reform Christianity proved to bs a
much stronger force than Marxism in the devolopuent of '
the C.C.F. - K. D.P.. the most important Canadian aocialiat

movemont.

PRI
[P



. ' CHAPTER IX

THE FARMER

The Fifth Census of Canada records that, in 1911,

there were 714,646 “occuplers of farms" in Canada." The

size of the average Canadian farm was 153.85 acres® and its
value was 85.921.3 A comparison with the 1891 census figures
reveals a number of interesting developments over the twenty
year period. First, although the farm populatioh increased
by about~¥ifteen par-centh,'it was well below thé national

increase of forty-five per-cent. With the exception of the

7 Fifth Cepsfis of Canada, 1911, V.1V, Agriculture,
1914, p. XII. : |

2 Ibid., pe XVI.

5> Ibid., p. XVIII.
l} Ibido’ De H_Io
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prairie provinees, where the increasg\!as dramatic,5 farm
popylation actually decreased. Ontario, which had the
1a£gest farm population in both years, lost twenty per-
cent. In Quebec the number fell from 174,996 to 150,599,

in Nova Scotia.from 6k,643 to 56,033,

A second change in this period was a dramétic
shift in the ratio\of small to large farms. In 1891 there
were 191,612 farms Between five and ten acres in size and
52,9?6 over two hundred acres.7 In 1911.there were only
24,666 farms left in the first category whereas the number
in the second category had increased to 132,931.8 The
ratio of five to ten acre farms to farms over 200jacres -
had shifted from four to one in 1891 to one to six in 1911.

Thus the Census figures show that between 1891
and 1911 thelnational population had increased three fimes
as fast as ‘the farm population. Secondly, the proportion

" of small farms to large had undergone a dramatic revefsal.

I

o 5 Ib¥d., e.g. Alberta's farm ﬁopulation increased
from 2,577 ¥o 61,496. p. XII. '

6 Tbid.
- 7&:‘;9.,'P- Zo
8 Tbid.
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Both points are important bﬁckéround to an analysis of
- Cotton's writingq on Canadian farming,

In his book Die Agrarfarge, published in 1892,
Karl Kauteky developed what was to become the agricultural
policy of the German Soclal-Democratic Party. -His aim in
.writing-the book-wag to inquire whether Social-Democracy
ﬁcould realize its aim of socializing property in agriculture
as well as in industry., On the basis of his study of the
statistical evidence, he concluded that agrarian develop- .
ments meant that agriculture needed more and more capital
to operate profitably. Like the modern. factory, the modern :
agricuifural enterprise was a capitalist enterprige. 1In
agriculture, as in industry, the large enterprise was
technically superior to the small. The large farm was in
a better position to rationalize‘production-through the
better use of manpower, implements, transportation, sales,
credit, etcf One important consequence of the impact of
modern capitalism on agriculture was the proletarizatioﬁ
of éhe peasant. Whether self-employed on rented land or
simply a dependent labourer, the farmer more and more
resembled the urban proletarian. His relations td?the means
of agricultural production closely resembled thase of the
worker to the machinery in hié factory. The small farmer
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was becoming metre and more like the factory worker whose

only saleable commodity was his labour power.9
Cotton agreed with éautsky that technological
change ﬁould‘make the small_farm increasingly "inefficientA
and costly".'? N _
Theimachine made farm is coming, The old
.order is passing. Formerly a man could work

a plece of land with his cown hands. But
now the farmer must have expensive machinery.

11

He énvisioned the day when "Giant machines will invade the
fields and farming will become industrialized."12 Thé
process of technological change was already under way.

The steam plo;r,13 the mechanical cotton picker,1§ and

_government subsidized hydro-electricity15 were changing

the methods of farming, making it more difficult for the

9 P, Gay, The Dilemma of Democratic Socialism,
Collier Books, New York, 1962, p. 199-200.

10 C.¥., 5 Jan. 1911, p. 2.

11 Ibid., 23 June 1910, p. 1.

12 Ibid., 30 Mar. 1911, p. 1.

13 Ibid., 20 Mar. 1911, p. 1.

14 Tbid., 15 Dece 1910s Do ke

15 Ibid., 16 Feb. 1911, p. 1. Cotton reported that

the Ontarid government was charging farmers only $25 to $30
p.a. for hydro.
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small farmer to compete with the one able to affor& the new
machines. As machine farming.became more profitable he
predictedvthat capitalists would look to farming to invest.
"With the industrialization of the fafm the land capitalist
will 59 ldentical with the industrial capitalista"16 Some
farmer's, would rise into the ranks ot the labour -exploiter;
the majority wouldlsink into the ranks of the proletgriat.17
An issue which Cotton believed.would have an
important Bearing on the future of farming was the single
tax., This reform, first bublicized by Henry George, had a

fér& wide appeal. His book, Progress and Poverty, was

first published in 1879 and has appeared subsequently in
100 edit&ons and sold o;er 3 million copies.18 Though
George cannot be credited with .originating the idea of the
single tax, -he did ﬁopularize'it in a period of American
history when the abundance of free land had all but run out.

16 Ibid., 15 Dec. 1910, p. 4.
17 Ibid., 23 June 1910, p. 1.

. 18 Sidney lens, Radicalism in America, Thomas
Crowsell Co., New York, 1959, p. 177. ;

n
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Briefly, George rroposed levying a tax on land equal to the
sconomic rent, that is on the increase in the value 6f the
land from causes other than its improvement from the ,
application of .capital and/or labour. The tax was intended
to penalize the land speculator who bought land in the hope
that over a period of time its value would increase as lands
adjaé;nt to his were davelopod.19 ,

Cotton noted that the single tax had 'ﬁh a measure
of acceptance in Canada. Joseph Fells, a millionaire
manufacturer of Naptha‘aoap, had been trarelligg through
Canada advocating its enactment. The Grain Growers
association were supporting it and Vagcouver was already
using a single tax assesament.ZC |

To‘Cottpn the significance of the single tax was
not that it penalized land speculators but rather that it
encouraged the full exploitation of land. Stable owner-
ship of land that bassed from one ganératidn to another had
been a characteristic of the feudal age. Unused land could

be passed through the generations without penalty.

19 Ibid.
20 C.¥W., 2 Feb, 1911, P L.
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" Capitalism, however, "finds it inconvenient to have stable

21 In order to ensure the'freed%m of

ownership of land'.
capitalist exploitation, "The ownership of land,mus£ be
made to flow as freely as the ownership of bales of cotton
and shares of companiea".aa'.The siﬁgle tax would do this,
he argued, because no man who did no use his land for
capitalist production could afford to hold it. Thus the
single tax would destroy "the last remnants of the feudal
stability of land ownership.>>

Cotton also believed that the single tax would
make it more éifficult for the hand farmer to survive. He,
more than the machine farmer would have difficulty cul-
tivating all his land. _Poor to begin with, he would bve
forced to pay a tax on the unused portion of his lané
shounld it increéée\in'value. Such a tax would help the
pro¢ess by which "the hand farmer will be graduallj

squeezed out by the machine farmer“.24

21 Ibide | ' -
22 Ibid.

-~ 23 Ibid.
24 Ibid.
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Cotton saw the farmer as a doomed social type,
the 1little man threatend by the big interesfs. "Through
politics the money powers have been able to make laws .
permit@ing them legally to rob you",25 he warned the farmgrg._
Three years later he used a Speech given by R. B. Angus,
Pfesident of the Bank of Montreal, to the Bank's ninety;
fifthA?nnual convention to make the criticism that the
Bank's apparent concern for the farmer waé“a fraudulent one.
In repl&ing to eriticism, which had apparently appeared in
some papers, that the farmers were poorly served by the
banks, Angus had said that there were over 2500 bank
branches in Canada, most of them located in small towns
and villages serving agricultural comEhnities. The number
of branches was not the issue,‘Cotton wrote. The farmers
wanted cheap?i/fff?y, not more banks.ﬁi'"rhe banks are

prosperous bu theiplucked farmer is not."26

X ~
In fact, the self employed farmer was really "a

wage slave with apparently no boss. He works hard and gets

-

25 Ibid., 29 July 19099 PO 3.
26 Ibide, 19 Dec. 1912, p. 1.

S
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1ittle."®? He was as exploited as any worker in mine, mill

or factory. What separated the farmers from the workers

were paper titles to lands giwen by the capitalists who then

vrobbed them through renﬁ, interest and profit of the greater

part of the wealth they get from the soil".28

Under
socialism the farmer would no longer be exploited by banks,
railroads and manufacturers of rarm_implements. He would
have shorter hours of work, be protected.in his old age,a?
and receive the social value of the work he crented.30

But in spite of the abuses Ihigh thg'ggrmer
suffered at the hands of .the large capitalist interests,
the fact remained that, unde:.the Marxist doctrine, he
formed no part of the proletariat. His ownership .of land, )
from which he secured a profit, however small it might be, - ‘
placed him in theé bourgeolsie. Cotton acknowledged the
problem, without admitting qg‘much, when he described the
gelf-employed farmer as "an anomaly in a capitalist system
of production. IEB'tB combined worker and capitalist. He

28 Ibid., 19 Dec. 1912, p. 1.

29 Tbid., 2% Aug. 1909, p. 8.

30 Ibid., 19 Dec. 1912, p. 1.

.

27 Ibid., 15 Ap:. 1909, pe 1.
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is 8 worke; owner of the means of wealth production."31
Although Cotton expressed some sympathy for the
small farmer, he had no doubt that the rural sector would
decline. Any movement, like that of the back to the farm
movement in the U.S., was bound to fail.32 Some workers
were leaving the cities to buy farms and, by virtue of
ownershipmof means of production, bedoming members of the
capitalist 63&55. .50 it was that the capitalist class
gained at the expense of the proletariat a trend “that
| haa been hailed by some as the failure of socialism.">
But lower prices, resulting from the increase.in the
amount of food produced, and the high rates charged by the .
transportation and cold storage trusts, would make it
difficult for the farmer to realize wages, let alone
-interest, on his investment. "The farmer will find him-
self in very little better condition than the wage worker,
if he is in as good shape."34

P

¢

S

31 Ibid., 30 Mar. 1911, p. 1.

—————

32 Ibide, 14 July 1910, p. 2.

33 Ibid,
34 Ibid.

el
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As well, other factors were working against the
farm. The.attractions o; city life - shorter hours,
better schools, better entertninment - were drawing farmers
away from the isolated life on the farm.35 He reported that
the Toronto Sun had written an article on the increasing
number of Bmall,‘abandoned farms in Ontario. 36 Further-
mdre, Qerman and American census figures clearly showed
that cities were growing at the expense of the countrye. 37

So while Cotton expressed sympathy for the lot of
the small farmer, his belief that the iron law of tech-
nological development made his fyture untenable prevented
him from giving the small farmer any support. The census
rigures gave substantial support to Cotton's analysis.
| However, the process worked more slowly than probably he
expected. Tﬁe farmer? remalined a very important political
factor in the country. Attitudes 11#9 Cotton's were
certainly not helpful in building :grm-labour unity.

s

35 Tbid., 2 Mar. 1911, D. 2.

36(Ibid., 15 Dec. 1912, p. L.
37 Ibidc’ 2 Mar. ;911, Pe Ce
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Cotton's attiihde towards the future of the farmer
stands in stark contrast to the policy bhe C.C.F. was to
adopt in 1933. Article 4 of the Regina Manifesto aupported
uthe security of the farmer upon his farm"38 and outlined
a number of provisions inéended to ensure the survival aqd
prosperity of the family farm. Here was & policy that was
profoundly different t@om Cotton's attitude that the small.

¢ farm had no future and\merited no attention from socialists.

. ‘Phe reasons for the difference are open to speculation.
First, it is clear that, although he had readers in the
Prairie provinces, Cotton never believed that the social-
ists had a political conatituency ambng Western farmersge.
That constituency, such as it was, was to be found amoﬁg
the urban workers of British Columbia, Manitoba, Ontario
and Quebec and‘among the miners OIQB@G., the Maritimes and
Ontario. As for the C.C.F., prairie representatives were
an important part of the party's memberéﬁip.jg gecondly._

-

38 The Regina Manifesto, -as found in W. Young,
The Anato of a Party: The National C.C.F., The
Univpraity of Toronto Press, Toronfs 1969, P. 305.

39 The United Farmers of Sasi¥atchewan and the
United Farmers of Alberta were two groups at the founding
convention of the C.C.F. in Calgary in" 1932. W. Young,
Anatomy of A Party, ». 1. (” \
/

{
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Cotton w;bte during a period when rapid econoﬁic aﬁﬂ
technological expansion made the futurelbright fonlthe
1arge{ mechanized farm and dim for the:ﬁhder capifaliied ’
one., On the other #and, The,Reginé Manifesto was written
in a period when the _fsci.lu:;'elfuof capitalism and the stag-
nation of the economy made the survival of the family farm,
supported by the stats, g realistic prospect. Finally,
there is a fundamental ideological difference. Cotton, a
Kautskyite Marxist, believed that the inexcdrable 1ow of
techgologiqal development which was destroying the small
farm éas, in the long run, beneficent. For the destruction
of the propeg}y owning bourgeois farming commuq}ty wgs part
of the process by which the proletariat class was expanded
at,tﬁe expense of the bourgeoisie.. Sueh a process was an
essential prelude to the successful socialist revolufion.
The C.C.F., hQWGVer, despite its rhetorical'&efiance”o"li
capitﬁlism, was essentially a rqforming party intent on

establishing a planned economy that would ensure, among

other things, a fairer distribution of wealth within an

economy that remained-suﬁstantially capitalist. .The party

did not- advocate a workers'! take over of the means of

) pgpduction. Therefore the C.C.F. was able to contemplate

2

L]

i
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" the future of the farmer free from fhe impéfativea of the
revolutionary theory that shaped Cotton's view of the
farmer's future. It is in this'ideological incompatibilit
_’that the fundamental reason for the differen}:’ views of thJ

farmerts future is to be found.

-

t:

-
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“Despite évidenéo of a developing inﬁernationalism‘
befors 19141 there was a couq#or bélance'éf evidence that-
showed increasing tension among the European powers oo
resulting from a host of unrppplvad,ppoblomﬁ and Sonflicts

of interest. The Anglo-German nayal race, latent Franco-

German hostility, Russian pan-slavism, Balkan nationalism, -

Austro-Serbian tension, gave rise to\p‘riodic crises Buch
és the two Moroccan disputes, the Bosnlan crisis and the

Balkan wars which plagued Eurbpean-relabions in the early

>

_years of the :!entiuth century. The final crisis - the

1 "During the last three quarters of the nine-
teenth century over a thousand- international congresses
| held, a}l to further some form of social or economic
o=operation’... International organizations' of aog;aliata
rade unjonists were well established.”" D. Thomson,
ope Sinte Napolean, Knopf, New York, 1957, p. 502.

g
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assasainhtion in Sarajevo of Archduke Francis Ferdinapd,
héir to the Austro-Hungarian throne, on.June 28, 1914 -
set off the well known chain of events that ultimately
brought all the European powers, except ltaly, intg CON-
flict by early August 1914, -

' In the yeafs before 1914 it was socialist orth—
odoxy that if war were to break out it would be the result
of competition between capitalist countries for foreign
markets. Cotton pointed out to his readers that one of
the paradoxes of developing éapitalism was that the devel-
opment of ‘more costly and complex m@chines increased
production hut at thg same time forced small éasinessmen,
unable to affofd large capital expenditures, into the
rroletariat. Thus the domestic market was actually redﬁced
at the very moment production was‘increasing. Cgpitalists
were forced to look to- foreign markets to Bell their
surplus goods. Competition between capitalist natigns for
foreign markets inevitably meant the develspment bf armies
and navies to protect existing markets and to search out

nhew ones. 2

2 Cu¥W., 27 Mar. 1917, p. 1%
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As early as 1892 Kautsky had written in The
Class Struggle, ' |

ese In the world nlrkot the capitalists .
of one nation meet those of others as competitors.
In order to oppose these competitors they call
upon their government to maintain their rights,
or, better still to drive out their foreign
competitors altogether. Thus as states and mon-
archs become more and more dependent on the
capitalist class, arnies and navies become more
exclusively the tools of this class. Wars ...
result from economic competition got'bon the
capitalists of different nations.

-

Gotton'n writing was virtually an echo of what Knntaky

had written in The Class ggggg ..

The illusive foreign mariet for the
absorption of the unsold home surplus is being
chased by every capitalist politician ... of v
Europe and America. That market cannot be
found., Hence every nation is trying to séeal
the markets of every other nation. Algeria
has been smashed over by the natipms of
Europe as a bone by a hungry dog.

Although Cotton acknovlodgod that conpotition
betwesn capitalist mations might culminate in war, he was
confident that, if war did begin, it would be short lived.

o

He believed that the workers were "too intelligent to

L ]

3 K. Kautsky, The Class Struggle, p. 57.
4 Ibid., 9 Dec. 1909, Pe 1
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fight for the master class against a foreign enemy".5
Revolutionary forpaﬁ had almost succeeded in ovefthrowing
Czarist rule during Russia's war with Japan iﬁ 1905.
Soclalist leaders had sworn to take action if their
governmqnts declared war. Keir Hardie had said that he
..would call out British workers. August Bebsel, leader of
"thé‘Garman Social-Democratic Party, had said that if the
German government declared war he would call a general
strike that would immobilize the German Army. "The
Ger;an authpritias fear to provoke war becaﬁse a declara-
tion of war under such conditions would be_more ludicrous

6 -

than Berious.®

- There is very little in the pages of Cotton's
Weekly from August through December 1914 to give the
readerfa clear idea of what impact the outbreak of war
had 6n Cotton; In thé August 6th issuwe he wrote in a
short item aﬁ the bottdm right hand side of page one that
‘war had frokan out between Austria and Serbia. Although

soclalists in both counfries were planning antl-war

5 C.W., 11 Mar. 1909, p. 1.
6 Ibid., 16 Dec. 1909, p. 1. /
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Mmmhﬂhm,ﬂemﬂhamm%w& Furthermore, he
"coﬁcluded, even in peaceful times anti-war demonstrations
were frowned upon by the authorities. "In times of war
they are stopped with brutality.n’ The optimistic view
that workers wWould prevent a war from occurring had
chang;d abruptly to a mood of deep pessimism that nothing
could be done.' '
The news that Germany, the country with the
largest socialist. party, had entered the war must have
come as a great shock to Cotton. The news that the SOCiEE’
Democratic Party had voted unanimously to support passage
of war credits must have been a catastrophic blow. He
never did try to explain_why the Social-Democrats supporded
the German government. Intellectually and, perhaps,
emotionally that was probably too difficult a task. He
did try to explain Germany's involvement in the war.
Although German Social;Democracy aéémad to be very strong, .
appearances were deceptive. Germany was still esgentially
a foudal state, Catholic and reactionary, ruled by a

aw

7 Ibid., 6 Aug. 1914, p. 1,
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military cufo which was able to uintuin its power by
exploiting the peasants. Social-Democracy had simply not
been strong enough to break the feudal rnlo.8
The historic task of destroying the German feudal
state would fall to England and France rather than German
Social-Democracy. ‘
When Eg g:‘:::qﬁzrﬁﬁri:?ng i::h'g:b?iil be
ﬁﬁ?ﬁ&}&y:ﬁ';ﬁgﬁa‘ﬁaﬁﬁﬁf“
Once the military caste was destroyed a republic would be
established, ™A republican Germany with the economic
basis of feudalism removed will be a fitting phce for the
class struggle to be tougnt."1® Cotton concluded his
article: _ ~
boom e O e 5 Serman Domtntons
and in all other countries when the war is over.
Cotton never attempted to glve his re;ders a full

explanation for the outbreak of war in 1914. ' He did write

8 Ibid,, 20 Aug. 1914, p. 1.
9 Ibid., 26 Kove 1914, pe 2.
10 Ibid.
11 Ibid.
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that socialists had hoped that, despite the arme build

up, war would be averted. But that had obviously been a
futile hope "at the present stage of working class develop-
12 The implication was that, had the capitalist
aysten beon-more developed and the proletariat more class

ment!,

conqpious, war would not have broken out or, even had it
brokan out, the prolotariat would not have fought.
Perhaps so. However such an oxplanntion left a major
Problem unexplored. Cotion was unable to bridge ?he
inconsistency botwuen his belief that the pesaceful victory
of the proletariat was inevitable once capitalism was fully
developed and his conviction that war was the result of
advanced capitalist countries competing with one another
for the control of new markets, Cotton'slinability tb
.comé to grips with this problem ravealed a very real
inadequacy in the Social-Democratic theory which he
espoused,

‘The history of Cotton's Weskly after December
1914 is obscure. The last extanf copy is dated December

10, 1914, Later that month the paper was moved to Toronto

12 Ibid.
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and continued to be published until its name was changed
to the Canadian Forward.'” When Cotton's Weekly ceased
being published and became the Canadian Forward is not
known. The firat issue of ﬁhe For'arq,still available is
. dated Qctober 28, 1916. it was manage& by a Mr. A.

Ackerley and called itself the official paper of the
Social-Democratic Party of Canada;‘u

Cotton almost certainly severed his connection
with Cotton's Weekly after the paper left Cowansville.

Duriﬁg the worked in his brother's Montreal law
office ing the week and commuted to Cowansville to
spend thly [weekends with his family. For abost eighteen
months during 1921 and 1922 he lived in Glace Bay, Nova
Scotia and edited the Maritime Labour Horald; In the few
remaining copies from the period of ﬁis editorship there
is no indica;ion of the socialist ideology he preached iﬁ

Cotton's Weekly. He left Glace Bay in 1922 to return to
law practice in Montreal and weekend residence in Cowans-

ville, In the sarly thirties he returned to permanent

13 J.B. Ahlquist, ™The Socialist Movement in
Canada Before the War",.The Worker, 27 Feb. 1926, De 4.

14 The Canadian Forward, 28 Oct. 1916, P. 1
=

-
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residence in Cowansville, practised law briefly and thoﬁ
retired. He died in 1945 aged sixty-six.'’

Apart from his brief spell as edifor of the
Maritime Labour Herald, Cotton's active involvement in
socialism or any working class activity ended when Cotton's
Weokly moved to Toronto at the end of 1914. Although he
welcomed the Bolshevik victory in Russia he deplored the

"violence which followed it. Moreover he never could

accopt Lenin's claim to being a Harxiut.‘ev Kot only liﬁ
he never join the Communist Party of Canada, he was
appalled by the aggressive, authoritarian tactics used by
the communists he met in Glace Bay.'’ Cotton's brief
tenure as editor of the Haritiio Labour Herald was an
i¥dication that in the early twenties he was still intent
on furthering the interests of the working class. But
there was nothing in the paper that suggested that he was
interested in snything wuch but the immediate problems of
the Maritime working class. Certainly there was nothing
that bears any resemblance to the socialism that Cotton

3 e
K

15 Interview with Richard Cotton, 2 July 1976.
16 Ibid.

17 Interview with Carl Cotton, 23 Nov. 1969.
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preached in Cotton's Weekly. His active involéemant in
socialism ended in 1914. It is safe to say that his
intellectual interest died at the same time or aoon after.
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CONCLUSION .

William Cotton was a Bignixic;nt figuré in Cana-
dian socialism during the years 1908 to 1914. He was an
active member of the Socialist Party of Canada, chalrman
of the founding convention of the Canadian Socialist
Federation and a candidate in the 1911 federal election.
By tar his most significant contribution was Cotton's
Weekly. For six years he not only Subliehed and edited
his paper but con£ributed a major portion of the articles.
It reached a national audience and, for a time, had a
circulation as high as 30,000, an impressive achievement
in the pre World War I period. 1In tﬁo-pages of his paper
Cotton advocated a particular socialist ldeology an
applied it to his analysis of Canadian soclety. Without
doubt William Cotton was an important 1nf}ueﬁce in defining
and proselytizing Canadian socialism in thé pre World War
I.pariod.

>
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B "Cotton's 'ritiﬁgl belong to a periocd when the
Canadian economy was experiencing a radical structural
change. 1In the early years of the twentieth century
ind- trialization was transforming the economy of cﬁall,
often family owned, businesses which produced for a-lacal
market, to an economy qf large corporations prodncinsrtor-
a national market. The outlines of the no'_indnatrial
order I'r‘ clearly evident in the years Cotton publinhod'
his payor. Large scale manufacturing, a labour force »
increasingly concentrated in mining and industrial contors,
an orsaeizod labour movement, large retail stores were all
rolptivoly rocoqg developments in Canada. To Cotton, they
were harbingers of an even more profound transformation
sdﬁn to come. :

~ Cotton wrote for an uudionﬁo which did not enjoy
the benefits of Cenada's groat oconouic expansion in the
= early yoara of the ttonticth contury. Although these were
prosporous tizes for some, the lot of the 'orker was "hard

labour, low wages, lecng hours, accidents and unonployncnt" !

Cotton discussed many aspects of Canadian society from a
Marxist viewpoint and he preached a Marxist.ideology which
o .

% 1 C. Lipton, The Trade Union Movement of Canada,
P .

_\'
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told the worker thnt the dynanic growth which did not
benefit_him at thc non.nt vas the n.consary proludo to a
proletarian revolution. The revolution would usher in a

‘world free of exploitiiion. where the security of one

meant the security of all, where there wps production for

‘uno._not protit.‘and where it would be “aasny and'prosporoun

to do right and difficult to do wrong".Z In this world the

‘qualtties of love, friendship, hoﬁ-a?;aapd nobility "1ons_'
repressed and distorted by ess GcCOROMiC anirchy and compet-
itive warfare would flourish®.” It would be & world that

-~

allowed every member of society "to develop the higholt

and best that is in hin"¥ and where a woman's role would
be determined not by the accident of sex but by her
capabilities and ;ncnnatiénaﬁ

His Helief that the proletarian revolution was the
inevitable outsrovth of a developed capitalist oconony was
the constant theme in Cotton's writings. He neasurod

2 C.¥., 20 Apr. 191Y, p. 1 .
'3 Ibid., 5 Aug. 1909, p. 1.
4 Ibid., 7 Oct. 1909, P. 8:
5 Ibid., 9 Sept. 1909, p. 7.

—
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government policies, 1nv;;%iona. strikes, religiois -

', institutions, to name a few, against tho'critorion'df'tho',

revolution. He locked with favour on anything that he
believed hastensd the advent of revolution and crit:l.ci‘zoéa
anything which appeared to.rntard it. Th ho welcomed
the growth of trusts and dismissed Be Emall merchants ang -
businessmen as necessary victims of otorionl dgrolopnant.
Indultrial unicns won hia approval because’ thoy dovoloped -

“proletarian class cpn:ciou-nos-{ whereas craft unions did

¥ ‘ : N
not because their exclusivity. fragmented the.proletariat.

', Even though he nﬁkﬁowlodgod that amall farmers were as -

much victins of capitalist exploitation as the workers, he

’ 'olcunod their oxtinctinn because their continuod -xistonco_

alowp¢ the development of roxflutionary conditions.
Cotton's view of Canadian society was nhnpod by

his belief that the prolotaria; rtvolntion was 1nov1§;blo.

He saw a society undorgoins the chnngo.tron an agrnrian.

- local oconony. to an industrial oconony. national in scopo.

Bnt, more lisniricant for cotton, it was a socisty in which
the toundatioﬁ! were being laid for the inevitable prole-
tarian rovolution angd. the -ubloquont emergence of a.
socialist locioty. HP' a socioty where tho lnall
buaino-aman. norchant -ua farnoiitnan gradullly being . .

L A T
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‘ioplncod by'lnréo cbéporation- and trusts and where tﬁo
nnjority,of th.~d1lp0ll.d were joining the prolotarint
thich_.rs srouing ropidly as the bourgeoisie diminished.
The rcdoral gov.rn-ont. not yet the conploto cugtivo of

~the trultn. tinidly ntto-ptod to forestall the concon- ’

" tration o; capital by »pulins afiti-combines legislation.
But, 1idnstr1al doviloﬁ-ont cncéurngtd the concentration of
capital and made such 1osillation tutile. In Cotton's
viow, the growth in size and power of corporntionl like
.the C.P.R. was a salutary process because thoy would
oasily tranntorned :Lnto the econgmic and pilitical
units of the'aocinliat socliety. Horoovar. the concen-

_ tration of capital in fewer and fewer hands was making
irrelevant the free enterprise values of individuslism and
Competitiqn: The exclusive crg:t unions, COtion belleved,
were doomed to éxﬂﬂn;tion s the jobs of ekilled crafts-
men were made obsolete by new tochnologils. They were

boing replaced by industrial unions which, by organizing

-all the Iorkora in an 1nduntry in .one union, helped the

'orkorn dovolop class con-ciou-no-l. namothins Cotton

1nliatod,)5h.t craft unions could not do btcanso thoy

trngnontgd the wor ‘ forcp. At some point, probably in
" the nidat of an oco@ ¢ prisis of overpronbtion, a
. . o, ) _ T "

S
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socialist govermment would be slected and would thenm .
complete the transformation of the bourgeois society into
the socialist. Such was Cotton's view of Canadian society

o

and its progpect for revolution. ‘

However, Cotton never wrote a cbherent, integrated
explanation of all aspects of Cenadian society. His
responsibilities as publisher and editor of a weekly paper
left him 1ittle time to produce such -a vork.v Secondly, he
wag essentially a critic who responded to the issues of
the day from the Marxist viewpoint. As a result there‘io;é
& number of problems arising from the application of the
Marxist model to Canadian society with which Cotton never
came to- terms. .

| The reform issue vas one of these. Were reforms
an aid or a dntriment to the cause of nocialian? With
some rerorns the ana'or was eagy; they simply proppod up
capitalisa. For instance, he vioutd nationalization of an
1nduatry, not as an indication of a move t socialism, .
but rather a8 a sign that trsovornncnt was pared to
u:mg. a capitalist .ndutry, particularly, as in the
case of a railuny, where other industries were incon-.
vonionccd. Or. as in the case of goybrnnont owned hydro
oloctricity. nntionalization 1nd1cated govornnont's

[ v
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intention tq subsidize capitalist industry. He saw the
.anti-conbines legislation as a ;oactionary measure to
preserve a primitive, i.e., competitive, capitalionm by
slowing down the development ‘of -trusts, The Industrial
Disputes Ivestigation Act was eimply an invidicus attempt
by the Liberal govnfﬁmnnt to fool the workers into
believing there was a harmeny of interest betweem capital
and labour. ’ '

With other reforms Cotton had a good deal of
dirficﬁlty. :Forfinstanco,,th.-eisht-honr day was a rofé;h
which brought immediate benefits to the workers. ‘Gotton
supported the reform by argulng thqghincreaaod leisure
time would allow workers more opportunity to study the

principlos of aocialism Yet. was there not a dnngor that .

if too many such roforna weore passod the ‘orkors could be
ndncod_.into believing that the capitalist systen vas .~
capable of responding to thiir needs? Cotton apparently
'navor asked himsslf this question. '

Cotton was also vague on how the trlnnition from
the }apitalint to ths socialist-qpcioty would occur. Only
once did he refer to this problem and then it was to say

thnt, once thn Socialist Party capturod po'ar in canada it 4

-'onld abolish the political state. and establish a co-
" operative cobmonwealth in which each. industry would become

~
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a self governing unit.6 Cotton never did explain such
things as at what point the ntito would be abolished, what
problems he anticipated arising when it was abolished, or
whether any central organization would replace the state.
" When he talked about the abolition of the state
in the period of trannition. Cotton was out of ltap with
Marxist thinking. Harx himgelf envisioned a poriod of
transition. during thich there would he a new st;Eh\bnaod
on the anthority of’ the proletariat. This temporary
state - Marx's tamqgs,dictntofhhip of the proletariat -
" would oversee the transition period But, as soon as fhnt
had been acconpliﬁhed, it would dilappdﬁr. For the state,
in the garxinnaconcoption{rga- an instrument of class
domination and in a society where there were no classes
the. state would no longer he necessary. The problem left

would be administration. In Marx's phrase “fhovsovcfhpant‘

of men will give place to the administration of thingsW.’
In his discussion of the transition. Engels echoed Marx

-

and emphasized the point thnt # the state is not aholished,

6 Ibido'). 26 m 1910, Pe ll'o

N 7 G.D.H. Cole, nb‘% of Marxism, Univera |
of Michigan Press, Ann Arbor, ’ Ry
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it dies 92}_“.8 Eautsky e— -g.lnont as vague &s Cotton when
he- wrote that the Socialist Party's ain was “to call the
working chu to conquer the political power to the end
that, with ita ald, they may change the state into a self-
sufficing co-operative comonnalth" 9

Cotton was never clear on what sc he expected
the proletarian revolution to teke place. His writings
1mp13 that he oxpectod Canada would oxporionco a rovolution
relatively uninfluenced by events in the onuid.”world. |
Yot in discussink reciprocity he ergued that it was 1% the
boqt interesats aof tho pcrolotar:ut that Canada lhould
‘ bocmp mbmrsod in the American economy which was more
: donlopod than t md:l.ln and thus closer to .zporioncing
a proletarian reyolution. Since Cotton had no.regard for
Canddian nationalisn —-Canads wes “an artificial country
thrown together by the B.H.A. Act®,'C _ this was a logical
idea. But Cotton never pursued the idea.  He left unclear

] . V /
' S
'8 Fe ngocialism: Utopian and Scilentific®
in A.P. Mendel (od.). Essential Works of Marxism, Bantam,
Rew York, 1961. Pe 78' .

' 9 K, Kautsky, The Class Struggle, pp. 110-11.
_' 10 CuWey 9 qnn. l919l Pe 10. . )
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whether he expected the revolution to come only when
Cansda was an integral part of the U.5.A., or whether hd
anticipated a uniquely Genadian revolution. v

équnll: unclesr was his conception of Quebec's
role in the proletarian revolution. ‘cd‘tton believed that
Quebec was distinct from thé" rest of Canada byv‘ virtue of
_ being & feudal socisty snd having a sense of national
_1§ont1ty. But i:o never discussed tho role Quebec would
have in the proletarian revolution. Did he expect Quebec
would become merged in the  rest of Canada after experi-
encing a bourgeois revolution? ,_iguld thi’s Quebec revo-

lution Occur before the prbloti;ﬁn revolut&oxt_tz the rést

- of Canada? - (:ott-on never oxpla:lmd.

It was Karl Kantuky's :Lntarprato.tion of Hu'x, .the
80 called orthodox Marxisem of the Goriln.n Social Democratic
Party, which Cotton uppliod to Cmd.un aocioty. Although
it might seem strange that a German thearist should be the (\
major intellectual influence on a Canadian socialist, there |
are a number of ressons that show the connoction to be
. quito naturtl Many of Kuut-b'l bobkn were published in
Enslish by the Charles Kerr Co. of Chicmre readily
available to Gotton. qu was the leading theorist of o
the - noat- succossml lh.rx:lst party of its day. Cotton '

/
-
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Published his paper in a period when Canada was experi-
encing the dynamic industrial growth that Kautaky con-
tended would lead eventually to the socialist revolution.
Knutaky'l exphasis on a constitutional transition to the

. A
socialist ordor could not have failed to 1npr.l- Cotton

who abhored. violoneo of any description. Finally, .
Knntaky's pradiction that the socialist rovolution 'ould
be uchioved in democratic countriea then a socialist party
formed the 5ovornnont actullly made more f:ggg,&n Canada
where responsible govornnont existed than in Germany where
it did not. ' ' _
Cotton's attitude ‘towards politics was strikingly
passive. Although he did participate in the election of
1911 as a socialist candidate he was more conterned with
using tﬁe elesction ai a_uoand for educating the pr o~
tariat than he was in winning a seat. Of courss, [such an
attitude 1- & convenient refuge for the candidat who -

. stands no chance of uinning But to stop nt that expla-

nation is to do Cotton an injustice. He sinceroly believed
that the objectivl conditions of capitalist development
would create the conditions for the socialist revolution, 2

. He saw his task. as pri’nrilymodﬁcat;onal; hie job wae to

teach workers that capitalism was the chiof-cause%d:_thoip

"

,t-i‘ : ‘ T ' . L



. | ' 183
niuory and that the lociiliit revolution was their sal-
vatlon. He was totally unlike his Russian contemporary
Lenin who was committed to building a political party

' _which would actively and consciously hurry on th.‘rovo-
lution. Rafher, he had some vague idea that some time in
the future a socialist government would be elected that

would aonohgy acconplish the neceasary revolution.

Cotton became a socialist in 1908. His writings
bear the imprint of a pre World War I Marxist viowpoin{;.
As capitalism developed, it vecame increasingly inimical
to the rational ibrkins of a society. Cotton's analyeis
was designed to show this irrational, tonporary nature of,
capitalism and that a new rational order, aocialiau. would

'replace capitalism. But the-ravages of Worla War I, the
violence tollo'ins the Bolshevik victory ot 1917 and the

'ruthloaa crushing of the German socialist revolution of
1918 destroyed any notion that industrial societies would

dnvolop in poacofnl, ordorly way towards socialiln. |

Affor 1918 Canadian locialiam brlnchod off in two-

'vury di!toront diructionl. The Bollhovik victory roag;tod
in many Canadian socialista lookins~to:ths_60-nnniat Party

i ) C s
of the Soviet Union as a model and to Lenjh as the ideolo-

__;gica; authority. ‘But Lanin'-‘oiphanin on the amall,
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highly centralized pl;ty.Orsliislfion};cfivnly working td "\

seize power on behalf of the proletariat' was fundamentally
different from Cotton's conception of the working class
exmancipating itself by eloctins'a government which would

_oversee the transition from a capitalist to a socialist

order., Like Ianin,fcbftoh wanted to mee a proletarian
rovolutiogg,hﬁf#hn wanted to see it accomplished by

cqnatifﬁfional means.

The C.C.F. was the second significant socislist
party to develop in Canada after 1918. Founded in 1932 by
a coalition of intellectuals, farmers and rqpfosontativ.a
of labour, the party passed-a program in 1933 which
deplored the exploitation of ome class by anothor‘1h¥nd
promised that the party would noéuroat until capitalism

i2

had been eradicated. But despite asome rédicil rhetoric'

the persistent theme of the party platforn was the- orderly _

planning and running of the present capitalist economy by
an elite group of managers. Like the CeC.Fe, Cotton

+11 The Roginl Manifesto, Prograxme of the Co-
operative Commonwe oderation, adopted at the First .
National Convention held at Regins, Sask., July 1933,
found in W.D. Young, The Anatomy of a Party, Pe.. 304,

W¥i2 1bid., p. 313
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envisaged changes by constitutional means, but he .wished
' to achieve a genuine proletarian revolution. !Ehus thd
soclalist fradition which Cotton represented came to a
full stop.
" Although Cotton maintained an interest in the
_lsbour movement after the -nr. witness his work 6:1 the
| Maritime Labour Herald .:u: the early twenties, for all
intents his days as an active socialist ended in 1914
when Cotton'sa Weekly cupcd pu.blication. He was appallo&.
by the violence of the Russian Revolution and, later,
sickened by the Stalin purges.'” He evinced no ‘ut-ut '
in the C.C.F.'" He ceased to be active because socialimm,
a8 he nnd.‘atood it, was relegated to the écrap heap of -
hiastory.

13 Inf,!rviov, Richard \COtton.
R
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