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e i ApsTRACT ' . _—
This thesié examines the hisfbry of the td; coalfxelde of
Cumberland] County, Nova Scotia, from 1848 to 1927..Frpm 1848 to 1872
the coal 1ndustgy was confined to the ¢oasta1 areas d limited by N
) 1mper1a1 policy and the absence of local 1ndustxy.a is mercantile
. 7 coalfield was trans rmed 1n the 18608 and early 1870s by state,

Ve

policies, most notably“the bulldlng of the Intercolonial Railway and

~ -

the advent of new mining egulatlons. Industrlallzatlon entailed the
rapid expahsion of the interior coalfield centred on Springhill,
but the coastal Joggins c;alfield was more sl%ﬁly transformed. A
. third structure also deeply affecged by st né?ggllcles was 1n¥t1ated
,f an the 1890s. As a result of state—sponSored consolidation of coal
companles the industry 1n the early twentleth century underwent a’ e
gradual process of monmpollzatlon, as coppetitlon was elimnated
through prlce-flxing and fornerly 1ndependent compandes were merged.'
: These economic~6evelopﬁents anfluenced the social history of the
-coalflelds. While an urban soc1ety developed in Spranghall, the Joggins
coalfleld continyed to be rural and fragmented. The Sprlnghlll coalfield
was characterlged by a low levél of company domiffation over h0u81ng and
° retalling and the gradual victory of an ethios of respectablllty and
orderliness; the Joggins coalfleldxretaxne Smany at%rlbutes pf the
¢ frontier. The technlcal development of the mines alloweg the coal
miners much autonomy at work, and they developéd a disfinctive . ‘
tradition of sqlidaraity, which extended from the mine to the community
as a whole, Tﬁgir struggles within the workplace are ‘examined in the
context of thrée distinct regimes which governed the mines, each
reflectlng the differing strategies of capital labour and the state.
The histery of the Cumberland coalfields demonstrates the proceSS Of bt

capitalist development and the large role played by the state w1th1m °

Ta )

1t, and it also reveald the wWorkers' splrited response. |
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The Creation of the’Cbalfields N L )
) ® 5
Ly . - ) ' T . ‘ _
" ,) Any account, of the Cumberland coalfields must take' mnto
° Wf " . »

- 3 =

1o - [ A . . 4
’*\\\ consideration-the two forces which created them. The first force was

- that of nature, which'over a period of 300 million years made the eoal
. e P -

¥ -~

' “seams and their natural environment. The second force was that of

. b

. , .
. huma ?Ey, which required only three centuries to transform completely
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» a
Lo the ‘work of nature. Nature formed the’ coal seams, but, the coalfields
’ R v ] s
wete created by man. In the geologieal sciences a "coalfield" 1s a? %,

" ’

. area of coal seams fofmeg at roughly the same tjme and in the same way.
° . ~ o A 4,
, For histerians ard other social scientists, however, a "coalfield" m%st

t a
¢

. * be given a more human definition, as "all those human activities whigch
o . 4 » . » s »
. serve to .demarcate an area possessing coal seams of a common character
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and giving rise to communities of a common nature." The coalfield is a .
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) . social field, a field of. social forces ultimately dependent upon the
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’ coal seams. No coalfield carf ever be fully.understood apart from the
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: geological facts which make it possible: these geolggical facts 1mppsé
i . M o R ° - ~ 0 f .
structural limits on® human agency, and must be grasped in all thexr
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. complexity within any adeqﬁate social history. But at the same time no

a v
]
. 3 v . S

0 coalfield exists as a passive reflection of its geology; this geology ,

| - o -

enters Sodial history only as a result of its active appropriation by,

' " N

v .  man. (More precisely, it is the result of, a dual appropriation, first
g l - ¢ . . g
of nature itself, and then within social life itself, the appropriation

of the labour power ,of some mgn by oéhers). 'The .coal seams created by

- » 4

naturecare only transformed into a:coalfield——that cdomplex field of

s
.

: theories, individuals, classes:’communities, and mines--by a long and’
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. ‘arduous creation. We may.grasp the history of the coalfields as .
P b (]
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i “ ld "natural process, " but that nature.1s soclo-historicadl, and 1its =
Ha ’ T ‘ \/
., ° « -  structure cannot be deduced from its-‘geological preconditions.
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The creation of thHe Cumberland coalfieldé poses a number of

. 4 ‘e o
i

T complexby%oblems: Of the three‘great coal-producing counties of Nova

@

)

o )
o

'chotia, Cumberland was probably the firsﬁfin Jhich coél was d}scovered

i [ ! - 4]
anaf;xplqited. It was the last to develop a cgal industry. The

° ¥ 1 <
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! greatest problem posed by the early history of the coaifleldswis that .

- [y

of their retardation. Why are we faced with two cedturies of sporadic

@

M
<. de&élopment? From: 1670 to 1870 the coalfields were obscure. It is

?
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. ¢ true that by 1870 it was possﬁble to speak of a coalfield in the

v

\ county, but even then it was by no means certain that coal mining s

{ p .
by would attain ény real significance. This problem gives us a guiding
} thread for the discussior of a long and perplexing period. To answer .

¢ ,it-we need to assemble the basic facts of natural histgry, of the

1 "
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earliéét settlement of this arfea by Acadiams and by English-speaking
settlefs, and of the emergence of mercantile capitalism and the gradual

|
T expansion 6f the forces of production, culminatingl%n a sudden and

e

T ’ short+lived booin in the 1880s. Our path will lead us to many interesting

. events in a complex historical evdélution, but we shall focus as

°

. narrowly as we can on a central question: What explains this long

‘period of retardation, this long period during which the coal seams -

- a

did not sustainva viable coalfield?
4 * “

o ' ' 1. The Role of the Environment

a

Few Nova Scotians noticed the opening of:the first significaﬁt coal

¥ “ ¢

mine in Cumberland County in 1848. It was a year of great political
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and social changes, and “the opening of the first éignificaﬁt coal

mine was just as much a part of the great age of reform as the ) ,

- . v

political revolution which so dominated the press. Its very existence
LY

was a sign of profouﬁd social and political change: In response

[y

to new conditions, men had started an industry which would' eventually

affect.a large éopulation. Preoccupied with the political questions

3

of the day, contemporaries overlooked dn economic development.that.

1

had taken over a century to become a reality. .
"
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The kgng delay in the developmeﬁtsof the gumberland coal industry

»
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can be explained by the minor part played by coal in an eifnomyvdominated

]

o 2

by trade rather than industry. 1In the absence of local industries, and
too distant from more developed economies to be competitive, the coal
resources -0f Cumberland could, not serve a reliable market. Within this

limiting merdantile context, different®factors accounted for:the absence

of a coal industry in the Acadian and English periods. In the Acadian

a »
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period, coal was neglected because of the subsistence nature of the L
)
econonmy and the existence of alternative resources, particularlygthe
maféhi[nds. In gddigkon, the limited exbloitagion of the re;ource .
carried out by é&terprlsing New Englanders was hampered by navigatiOnalv”
Qifficulties and by the conditions of war prevailing in the area in the
middle of the eig?teenth\century. Following 1755, ‘somewhat different
factors came into play. ﬂAn alternative staple export, grindstonmes,

dominated "the local ecopomy instead of coal. Initial efforts to mine

the coal seams were hampered by the impo}tation of British'coal as

‘ballast in timber ships. ,Perhaps the most fundamental difficulty was

LS
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the rule ef the éeneral Mining Association, which had gained contrq}
o . . R - 8 o

over the coal seams and opposed any attempts:to dewelop a mining

wndustry.. It was only by forcang the hand of this Assoclation that .

prospectiye, capitalists managed to secure even the tiny mlne which
L2 o ¢ N .
opened in i848. ° . n ¢ ’
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The major coal*produc1ng axea of .the Cumberland coal basin ‘has ah
o ¥ s o P a

areal extent of about 400 square mlles lying between 1at1tudes 45° 30"

¢ .

and 45° 45' and between longitudes 64° and 64° 30'. The coal seams

o L]
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were formed from 289 to 341 million years agog, through$a proéess-wherehy

Y

va coastal swamp wds covered with organic deposits, which gradually

by L '
- o

turned the plant matter into coal through compression. Tens of thousands
of years elapsed from the formatidn of one coal seam to another.1 v
o There. are two major cocalfields in Cumberland County, the Joggins

LIS

coalfield extending ffnm t@e Bay of Fundy to Styles Brook and the

g'!QS];H::Lngh:L]il coalfield further to the east. M: J. Copeland the leading

S

-

geological authority on the Cumberland coalfields, argues that the

available geological ev1dence suggests that- the fields were formed,

(R}

<

separately.2 However geologists ultimately reselve the vexed question

of hriglns, the historian may note four crucial geological facts which
) “ .
establish an evident geological dualism. First, the seams of the

Joggins coalfield tend to be less than- four feet thick,.while all of the

i

five major Springhill seams exceed four feet in thickness. The Joggins -,

PR
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coalfield’ i$s the leading thin-seam coal mining area of the proyince.3

Second, the seams of the Joggins coalfield outcrop (i.e. surféce) along

a.relatively straight band, extending the length o$% the:field; those of

~

Springhill, lecated on the, flanks and nose of the gymmetrical Springhill
A .0.‘ [

anticline, RLunge deep into the-:earth and outcrop within a much smaller

>
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area. Third, the quality of thé\coal in SpringhllIKEE bgt;lr for. . most
- X

S a 1 4

purposes than that of the Jogging qoalfi!eld.4 -Fourth, the seam!tof coal

‘dip in various ways, from a steep 60° at Chignecto*to 19° at Joggins,

b
S

Pdt in the Springﬁfif coalfi€ld the moderate dip of the major.seams

S \ a V o ° * N
(307§ is reduced the deeper, one .goes. a;I‘hepdip‘ of the seams of

(=3 + 3 @ - N

.Springhill encouraged deep mining, because of the diminfished value and’

. steeper pitch‘df thé«coal at the flank of the seam.5 . These geological
° t .

facts placed material limits on the kinds of\mining that could be

a

v .

- &
undertaken and the-pattern- of settlement. o
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The coal of Cumberland did not need to be,Tdiséqvereda", The seams

-

proclaim their presence in the‘qliffs which rise sharply from the shore

<

4
of this area. They present a thirty-mile long document of theﬁhistopf
. N

of the Carboniferous Age. Events from pre-human history, such as the

'0 +
growth of vast forests and their compression into coal seams, ‘are
¢

¢

preserved with an arresting clarity. The succession of strggg\agd the

, o

abundance of fossils nade the cliffs an object of -scientifié attention

in the nineteenth century, ,The cliffs alsp advertised' the presence of
v ' ° !
at ‘least four seams of coal, visible to any sea-captain who sailed

Y

| . | .
phst. o | .
The most important single locational factor in the early days was

-

the Bay of Fundy, which borders the coalfields and connects them with

N ’

the Atlantic seaboard. The Bay was tle focal point of the earliest
4 N ~ K

colonization in the region, and stimullated other export trades,

. | .
Numerous navigational hagzards, such as heavy fogs, eddies, dangero?s
' Q
reefs and shoals, and the absence of ?apacious harﬁburs,,made voyages
¢
6 The absence of a secure

L)

in much of the Bay of Fundy unpredictable.

4

- y

an

of'Chignecto Bay. These.cliffs are the most remarkable natural feature

1
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anchorage at Jogglnswforced,yi§¢riqg sea cdptains to load their coal at
o - TN - : ¢ .

’

River Hebert, although given the high Fundy tides this too g¢ould prove‘

4
L

to be an unwelcome adventure. - . 8 . :

The area was first settled by the Acadians, who were pr&bably;

v >

attracted,by the vast marshlands of Chignecto, and its relative freedom

(S < »
.

S » ~
from restrictions on trade.7 The marshlands were the basis of the
N b

-qugian soctrety which emerged in the yeérs”1673~1707. The small | ¢

Acadian villages were place& in the midét“of the marshiands, divided by signgév

v

the ﬁéandering rivers wandering tp %Hé Bay. It dpoes not appear “that the

Acadians made any use of the local coal resources, but relied nuﬁood

>

as, fuei.8 Within the agrarian sociéﬁy established bi'qhé Acadians the

. R . s . ;\ ~
coal “resource had little fumction. . N »
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Others were more interested in the cgél.seams.“ The first reference, -

[ » '

to them occurs in French correspondence in 1692, and Béston merchants

probably started to take coal from the cliffs c.1700f9 By }ilg an "’

-

o )

1llicit coal miné was serving the Bostén market, and by 1731 Boston

merchants secured the ‘right to open a coal mine and settle the area with .

-t

foreign Protestants.10 The New Englanders spent some time and.money in

s ' [
.

the area, erecting a hall for visitaors and cribs for the coal.ll This .

T
b

trade was disrupted by the war betweén the French and Englisﬁa‘wpibh‘also

destroyed the Acadian communities. In 1757, Captgin Johnﬂknox, stationed
) ¢ P f
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at Fort ‘Cufiberland, had made use of Joggins coal, but apart from such

~ ]

incidental military use the coal seams were neglected fof.the rest o

° -

aQ ' s . -
" the century.’12 . . .. . - T
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The Acadian period suggests that the coalfields did not !

N ® L4
'inevitably' emerge on the-basis of the coal seams. It helps ug see’

v - 4 v

that the emergence of the coalfields tells us more abbut a specific,
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historical period and the structures it calléuihto being than about K

A
. 1¢ «

- - ° o ¢ : - '
"man's" résponse to the "enviromnment." Natural facts, as Lucien-

°
° 3

" Febvre pointed out, never exercise a ﬁurely mééhanical, blind and .
- + k] @ 5 ~

o - 4 b
-+ fatal dction on the life of'man.rg

. -
.

o . ) -3 - . " . ! N, 3 b
that a society could survive in this ‘area without anything fore than

. <3
o

Vo L . . . - »
incidental recourse to its coal seams, .sérves™as an antidote against

~ ° Al
* - * I3

& - N i - 3 . )
S.a'naive-naturalism. The coal seams only acquired significance within

d Gy

o a particular éocio—historical formation?j “3 o ’ .
- 3 - . B
2. The ephemeral coalfieiﬁ, 1755-1848 . o=
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There were historical’ continuities between the Acadian and

-

Epnglish periods in this area. Marshlands agriculture. continued to

IS 8
DesBergsél the former'iieutenant—governoroof Cape Breiony whp relied.
. » ° ! v v . s
upoﬁ the services of an Acgdian ténantry. ﬁ%s efforts Wer;
unsucééégfdl, partly because of misganagemeﬁg and partly because the
" Acadians fesi;ted this n;w seigneurial system w;th'as'much enéhusiasm

° 14

. as they had ﬁought }he éonstraints of the old, Qther important

activities included the shad fis@ery and Ehe gfindstone trade, which
J;r ’ 4 ) ° '

the Acadiahs prosecuted with, their customary fIlair. Grandstones

became the’burdensome cuyrrency of the Head of the Bay.15 This. trade

- ' ’ 1

« ; flourished, in response to the ready market for the exfellent stbnes

¢

‘in the United States, and was aided by the unofficial free trade

N 5

of the Bay of Furdy. There is e;ery reason to supposé that the
:w grindétdges were exported witﬁSut going Ehrbééh customs, just like
"‘blééter} whose free entry into thé Americantﬁarket made the L
Halifax newspapﬁss worry about the Yankee princiﬁies of the )

r !
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The Acadian period, by showing us

* (3 o

N be important, although it was now déﬁfhated by the estates of J.F.W. -

-
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‘ * ° people of the Bay of Fundy. Although initially the.grindstones were
'r‘ un,yg" . . . “ = ; s
[ Ll . LIS ”
to, a public-resource,, they were’gradually brought, under the control of .
A * 4 b s oot
'0 Amos Seaman, who managed.t® extinguish the popular traditions of the
! P ' ¢ - @ - R . . [

o trade‘en& ereate one oftthe'laréest,fgrtunes in the province.i7

ot . | The most 1mportant reason for the deléyed development of th s coaly.

<
x" g

‘ ’ industry now became,the palicies of the General Mlning Assoc1atio . This

o s .
[N 1

2 < . ..British monopoly was the benefltlary of an Unuspal exercise of t&\\royal )
a :;‘ ’qn° prerogetlve."In41783g§1ngr§eorg§ Ilﬁggignte% the mines of Nova S; tia 5
° : ° to his.SOn, thebDuke bf York. The'fequlre& documents were not completed 0
. . o .
g and th1s important grant w;s forgotten untal th 5uke, hard-pressed By
. ‘ - ? " creditors, remeﬁbered the gift and-had the unffinished grant dug out of

'y o

A
b the’ Patent Office in London in 1825. ® He then used the mineral resources
o - . o . - . C > ¢

[ o
. of‘NoYa:Scotia°t5 settle a jewéllery 'debt, and the exclusive right to .
- A s 0 ., v -
S - mine coal in the province passed to a company formed-by the jewellers,
s ¢ 4 B o AN
’ which they called the General Mining Assoaciation.18 It was a

B @ - o ‘ a
! * development’ which would long be cited as an illustration of .arbitrary

- v o3 ” 4 o
. rule from London. . . ’ '

o
B
-

. ’ g . In the rather confﬁsedﬂﬁerlod froﬁhl788°t0 1828, when nobody éuite

v

knew what imperial polic&,was towards the coal seams, °‘there’was only one
. sfgn1f1¢ant attempt to develop a mine in Cumberland Couhty,"that of
L4 + ! .
Samuel“McCulleyUof Nappan, who opened a mine at Joggins ,in 1819,

a ) [

&

' * .- McCulley's efforts met with little success, because the best loeal
a ) o .4
market, Saint John, was dominated by superior British qoal btought as

8 :?,;"" B . 7 N

. ballast in the timber sﬁgas.lg McCulley was -also discouraged by the

&, s " v { o

‘C W
expense of opening a mine and the poor reception given the coal,” whitch

. was considered to be of ppoor quality. °A government correspondent also
I , . ¢ \
™ 5 " 7/

o foted the hakzardous:Joggins anchorage, and described the primitive

o °



workings:
The Mines has beep wrought heretofore from the front °

. of the ﬁank at Two different places, a few yards from
' each other, and are at present Forty or Fifty yards,
K ‘ from the entramnce,.each Passage from Six to Eight
' Feet Wide. The Coals are brought in Hand Sleds to .
the entrance of the Pit, and- deposited on a Stage, for —
that purpose; from which a temporary wharf is carrled . -

R out in the summer....20

It was a technical level of development reminiscent of the eighteenth
v € - S

- +
. - )

century. One further reason for the dismal failure of ‘this mine to

q L

“ become anything more than two short passages, 1s suggestéd by a o }
.

(4 o © [

correspondent of the m1d—18203 who ‘noted  that "labouring people, at . "

]

present, are pot to be procured in the neighbourhood.n. 121 *After ) P

.this, only sporadic and illegal mines operated in Cumberland, including
by S »
22

one at .the Jogglns, and another at Springhill, until 1848. *

“

. The population of Cumberland County grew quléﬁly 1n thais perlod

° ~

and a markéd interest was expneosed by local men in opening the coal ® .

\ @

\ seams. Amos Seaman wanted to open mines in Cumberlan/County. But

since the General Mining Association held a monopoly, these men were

o 3 . ° 0

stymied. Gradually a campaién against the Association gathered force. o

u . ©

One of its most interpsthg features was the part played by Abraham . e

¢

Gesner, later to win fame as the inventor of kerosene. Gesner was not

a
4

the first to ekplore thé Cumberlaﬁd coalfields. Titus Smith astutely

. appraised the economic potential of the cliffs in 1802, and he was

A + a

followed by the other luminaries of provincial geology, including

"‘“\ 3 a4 -
J. W. Dawson, who“with Charles Lyell helped make the Joggins \

LAY

o«

internationally famous.23 But Gesner was the first to combine ‘

geological knowledge with a passion for economic development, and this ¢
'j 2 L3

. orientation broughg him“up against the London-based monopoly. From 1837

. -
.a
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‘unsuccessful.

1
2

o

to 1853 Gesner was 4 fierce critic of the Association, which he claimed

o

had impeded the growth of scientific knowledges obstructed individuai

entefprise, and selfishly denied consumers the right to inexpensive

-

local coéI.z

4 ’ s
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For its ‘part, thé Association attacked adventurers like® Gesner
§ ! '

("\t person of no means," Samuel® Cunard, the Association's ageqt; called

v

P

of opening further seams in Cumberland, and by citirdg the heavy -

investment it had made in the province in the hopes of breaking into the
. P

-
'

American ma;ket.ZG Opening up a new mine ip Cumberland would add to the

<

-

surplus productioh oflthe'coaljmfnes it had already established in

[
o

Pictou and Sydpey'Mines» Gespet was thwarted in his attempts to o
. ~ " . &

®

! .
( - : < v
establish coal mines in-Cumberland, <but his campaign was not altogether

In' 1848 thé\Legislature demanded that effective measures®

be taken by the imperial goverhment to give possession-and control over

- w“

’

uhoperied .mines 1n Novd Scotia to the province, and in language that .

« ’

2 - .
«verged .on saying that the King's action had been ynconstitutional.’ The

v - . " . o

question was settled by the transfer of the mines and minerals to

' N .

exclusive provincial jurisdiction 1n 1849 and by & compromise agreement

+ - 1

of 1857, whereby the Association surrendered all of its mineral rlghqs

e

’ h:Lm)25 by scaring off potential supporters with talk of the-high ekpense: »°
a v 3

! =4

in Nova Scotia, excepting four reserved areas.
=] 9

Included in these were

féur square‘ﬁiles at Springhill and four square miles at Joggins.
Gesner ‘could claim a good deal of the responsibility for the‘public

»

olitery ,agarnst the Association which laid the basis for this agreem'ent.27

It was in the context of this arduous debate that the Association

opened the first significant mine in Cumberland Count§‘ Joggins was

outside the_ area reserved for the company by an agreement with the

3
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Crown in 1826, and the Association could use the new pit as am example

a

- © g - & *
of its conformity°to agreements accépted by the province and the .

4
T

Crown.in the extraord;narily complex.battles waged over royalties

H

¢ v ¢ o 3
R unt%;‘185]: But it also served as an effective debating point against’
a > “ ¢ U

the enemies of the Association. -a ‘

°

N

. 1
v

1
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2 Inakhé'eighteeqih century the coalfields were held back by

A ¢ v

. the existence of ofher‘staple exports, the subsistence Jevel of, the -
economy, and the disruptions of war, By the ‘third and fourth decades
Vs e & . ol o
of the nineteenth century, a significant rise in population’and the

[N

growth of urban harkets made a small coal industry possible. But

s this possibility was hel& back by the General Mining Association,

ta
-
. .

which frustiated the ambitions of a fledgling capitaligt clqsa: The

basic deecision to start the Cumberland anlfields‘rgqulted from the .
political campaign waged by local- advocates of industrial érqwth. R

) “ v

" One could almost describe tye first mine as a materialngmbodiment

o

of a politico~-scientific awakening. There were thus solid political

< -

* and social reason! for the opeping of the first real mine in Cumberland

o

CGounty in that annus mirabilis of the reform movement, 1848.

y
»

»

« 3. The General Mining'Association: Initiative and Stagnation

-
’

w o
o .

- The years 1848-1872 witnessed the opening of  a new phase of

# n "
deVelgpment: The Joggins coalfield, so long glimpsed-as a possibility
when men looked at the famous cliffs, started.to become a reaiity. %

[

The age of itinerants, éo;diers, and farmers started to cede place

.to a period-of permanent coal miners and coal companies. Gesner's -

‘

]

ambitions started to come true. But only a beg&nning’%%s made.

o N @
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Foreign capital, represented firstfﬁy the London-based General !

£/ t o

uMiging'Aséociat%pn,~and then by a variety of Ameriean companiess made >
s ¢ -

its first significant ‘appearance. Saint John’emerged for the first time
8

© )
AS)

- 6 o . d . Xy » .A‘P N . .
as an oOorganizing fq;ce in the coalfields, taking possession of its
T 14

b
o

natural hinterland and giving ps the first of many examples of a .

a

coalfield owned by its hmrket.u Steam teghnolégy was graduzlly intfoduced,

4

and breakwatets and'épgcially designed vessels were built to help

2
4 " -

° * 4:) 'B ]
overcome the obstacles:of a maritime environment. It was a period in
r

“

- which more coal deposits were discovered than in the prev}ous century.

»

7 v .t «
But all these developménts did not amount to.a qualitative .
. ~

breakthrough. The coalfigld which emerged in the period 1848-1872 was

’
really a modified and more substantial version of the structures of’ the
& g ° ) , ‘
past. To substantaate this hypothesis wesshall look at the two faces

A 0

.

of the Joggins coalfield as it gradwally.emerged in mid-century: the _
Géhéral Mining Assocmafioﬁ, which coptinhed at the Joggins, and the

[} "\ '
variety of small mining companies, whﬁsh operated in River Febert,

Maccan and Chignecto. -
) o

w 1
The .General Mining Association started its career in Cumberland

S

£ b4
County with the arrival of Joseph Smith, 1ts mining engineer, at
i}

Amherst in May, 1846. He beggan to supervise the exploration of outéfops

]

of coal in the area, especially at River Hebert and Joggins. In the.
following year, a government informant reported‘that*he had "another
small party of 1abourer§?:;ploring the neigh%9urhood of Spring H%ll,
digging pits a few feet deep in various places & Cghsing the Same t;

be subsequently‘filled up." The same informant noted that Smith had

’

"made some surveyg of the roads and measured distances in the

.
wa

neirghbourhood of the Coal Regions, in the Western End of the Coynty."

v a

) : o™
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. Roads were surveyed, and rumours circulated about a railroad from -
> Q@ . - .

H & -
Springhill fo either the Maccan River, emptying into the Bay of Fundy,

s 8 - a
. or to Parrsboro.” However, Jonathan McCully concluded, "From all that

. R »

. St o .
. . has been done, or is doing-in Cumgerland nothing has yet transpired, . -
g \Y

o ~ -

v

to donvince me that the Associ§ﬁion intend very soon, to work the Coal

S Mings,...in a,way likely El/ﬁg; to be of; much benefit to themselves N
L4 \ . > 4 e i +
'o- a a - . ) . "28 ‘ ° : :‘
L ot to this province. » g ‘ i P
o ° : Not everyone eed with McCully's peég}mistic appraisal. Joseph .
0

~

I3

Y . -

s that a&?}y

opera%ions have been commenced, and are being pursued with °

/{( '} - a .
) as gﬁch exped1tIon as the Season and other circimstances will permit."
. ; X

o
° a
< -

« ~Smith outlined an impressive programme that the Assoclation. was about .

2 v v
9 R -
4 ©

C o A - "to launch'in Cumberland. A complete survey was to be commissioned. A ~)
96111ery was to be opened at the Joggins to supply Amherst and adjacent “

- o

. settlements, "as well as Towns, and other places on the Shores of the

o ’

N Bay of Fundy." Everywhere along" the Jogéiné shore things were moving.
. 'QB N

"The Association'have employed...ﬁgom 30 to 40 workmen, have constriicted

~ e 3

o - Py - I
’ ‘Machinery, made preparations for the'Erection of a Steam Engine, hatte |

! ow s 0 BN = -~ o ’
o0 . ‘Built Houses & Workshops, &c.’, and are now commencing a wharf & .
a ' = o ! - . . e
“ ‘i ’ Breakwdater——a small quantity of Coal has been Mined and is now Shipped N
v [N o . ¢

Al NP o
' for St John N.B. and the Uniéed“States." Leaving mothing to chance,”

.

e .. Smath drove the moral home: "I ‘think you will agree with me the®

» L u
.

Establishment of these works is sufficiéntly indicative of the intention

. =
0 ¢

; of the Association as regards the mines of Cumberland and will refute

-~ . . .
. o . . the remarks or observations’that may, have been made to the C&ntrary."29
N © 0 ey @
One see$ at once that the Jogginsﬂtqlliery was given a symbolic » )

t ° =3 \
significance by*both;supportérs and critics of the Association,

e
9 o s

.
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f:descrlptlon to his Eéach r* in English cbmp031tioniat qhé Sackville

e

Younpg Smith went pn to describe the technical features
. 4

Among the 'varicus operations which mark the present
day'is that pf the Joggins Mines that in so short a .
time they hgve made such progress three years ago 1t ¢
was nothing/but a dead fortest of ferns and under
Brush where/ now stans houses with pastuers and gardens
there 15 albo a gofd carriage road where even two
years ago A man could not take a horse and with no
little eade take, himself. The first thing that

catches ypur eye off the shore as a large wharf and |
Breakwater where vessels when they are loading can

lay with perfectr safety when it is Blowing a héavy
gale oh o ’

-

.

.
- o

.e.yO
the lgvels from the wharf to a place called the face-

it ig la quarter of a mile, at the face up the level all
the Mmgn are at work there aré two parties of men and
one pdrty of Boys one half of the men Blast and work

intp Boxes made on purpose the Boxes are then put onto
liftle waggons called trolleys and they haul them to
the foot of a hole thirty yards deep called a shaft
they are thear drawen-up by machinery to the surface

o the top of a steep place called an incline they

re then let down by machinery onto the wharf and while
he full one goes down the empty one comes up and in
this way they get the coal on the wharf 30 ‘

irst efforts were captured ungrammatically

go off the wharf to the.mouth of a(blace called .

Vo

15

i

of the Joggins
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the fir'st time, the pioneer colliery of Cumberland County. It is an

o
Py -
¢

arresting destription. By 1849, ' when Smith wrote his paper, the colliery

- . N N

: had'already develope& a systeﬁ‘foi 1oading“coa1fonto the wharf:, an

» , P

adaptation of the "balance" system wheq&,y a full coal car was lowered by

o

- :

being in balance with a ballast car: He has described & first division

-

- - . I3

oﬁ,laboﬁr,‘betWeen men who dig the coal and the men who load itr"He has

k) -~ .
- ' o

. i - -\ .
shown us the -first shgft. -He has even'captured the spirit of improvement
i ) ,

7 « &

:

in his description of «the rapid settlgment of'the Joggins and the . o
- N & T < * -
. . K P .
development of "its houses and roads. . P2 . .

-

. - .

¢The first Joggins mine was developed on the King's Seam, named in * .

. °

- S -
i A

honour of the coal-mining carried out, by the British garrison. ' In 1ts

. >

7

a
first form, the coal was caw¥ried out via a horizontal drift, yhlch also

p s
W"A : ' - ! v .

served to drain the mine. The coal was then put on board vessels, laid

"up at high tide directly at the mouth of the drife. L

He

~ 1
Later it de@eloped

“the shaft about which young Smith speaks;nin fact, 1t would devefop i
o £ 4 L)

. T & hd '
;hree¥§gsP shafts as 1t dug further and further .into the coast.

. <

An industrial revolution? Perhaps not. After this inaitial burst '

v o
& A

- + f o
of enthugiasm the Association was cbntent to sit on-the resource.” After
Yy ' - )

i -

<1857 1ts hold on Joéglns was secure: it won the exciﬁs1ve right to four

N
¢ “u

s ‘e
square miles encompassing the major coastal depaosits.. In 1859, R, B.
- . ¢ v )

Boggs, to whom the Association leased the mines, offered a detailed
PR ) .
description of the pit. In ten years the adit had been driven in from
. . 3 : )
« 4t
the high-water mark

B

.a total of 1,694 yards. A shaft was sunk 286 yards

‘from.the high water mark, and a level driven off from the bottom of this

shaft, following the coal for 1”634 yards. Two airways had been .

Ou [ - Ve

extended: from the outcrop to the Level. , The sﬁrface works established

. N ®

included a blacksmith shop, agcarpepter's shop, a store and office, and -

‘ +
S v
’ Al 1
B .
<

'

i
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thirty wooden tenements. A 30-horsepawer ?éehm engine had-been impor;gd

. R . Lt s 2 ’
- but not put into use because demand did not warrant 1t.3 .

- -

a « ~ ¢

x

° i - - .
This was hardly a portrait 6f a rapidly gxpanding, dynamic colliery. .

If -there were good, reason to hail the arrival of the Association, there

. was far less cause to pralse its subsequent development in Cumberland

“

N ' " (12
County. The Association's motives for following this course can only be
surnpised. The bitter charge brought dgainst the Association by Gesner-—-

N ] N . ” N .

g that- it had developed a token mine in order to stave off unwanted |,

”n 1 »

competition-—seems to have_a certain plausibility. The Association was

o -
L 2 fl »

a reluctant entrepreneur in Joggins. Samuel Cunard lamented. the

» o N « '

expenditure of £3,738. 17s. 1d on the new mine at a time when the
. - 1 - / v -

o = 1 - - o .
- * Assocration could not sell 1ts coal from other colllerles.33 From thq

viewpaint of the London. monopoly, the local politicians had been y

« { .
unreasogable. They had not made gllowances for the Association's
‘ © < ‘x [ ° l @ - M

, o, diffitculties in harrying out its intention of exportldg large amoufits

vy

»

ofi coal to the United States in the face of a duty of $1.75 a ton (frgm

a

, 1842 to 18&65. Although the Association managed to increase 1ts exports

- ~ .to gﬁe United Sta es' from 1843 ta 1848 aﬁHApay a dividend to its '

¢
R o

. . [ LN * - 4
, shareholders, 1ts £20 shares sold -at 657% of thef?vvalge in the London

- . .
-

a?

mirket. One well understahds the climate of uncettainty which made the .

‘
v - .

Association reldctant to add much to 1ts reparted provincial investment
of .£250,000. . ,

v

* '

. B By'subleaéing the‘@inexto R.yeaumpng-Boggs; the Association .

i

: - basically guaranteed that little 1mp;5vgment would be made. Boggs,"’ /
i ? }.' ~ > "g |

. insecure 1n his tenure at Joggins, made only those improvements which '
. . Wwere absolutely necessary, én? these in the -éheapest possible fashion.

i ) o v =t ¢ - en

The pit empldyed 31 men and 7 boys in 1858--essentially the same number as



Jel

\

-

<

\ gin to raise its coal.36u -

I

% 1861 on. But no, effort was put into a systematic programme of

LY M ' * 18

- >

e +

A

a small, craft-based manufactory. After the initial burst of iqvé%tment:
virtually nothing was put back into the pit in the ,way of new machipery

*

.+ or levels.35 There was a certain growth (especially in respopse to the

¢ .

. . . o .
Reciprocity Treaty, which boosted production to a high level of 9,052
. " LS i3 ¢
long tons in 1854), ﬂﬁé even mid-Victorians found it dffficult to see the
N o
little coal mine as a sign of an industrial revolution. Local capital,

“

modest as it was, .had proved more tesolute in its pursurt of developm;%t.;

than the foreigners: ten years after Amos Seamanyhad introduced steam -

-
e

. power to the‘§rea, the Joggins coal mine was|/dependent on a two-horse
40 Y ¢ ) ’ N o

o
[N IS -

t
3 !

Joggins never attained the same rank as the other ‘collieries opened

by the General Mining Association. The value of the property was
[ ‘u ¢ ) e
estimated at £5,143 17s, 1d., i1n 1868,. compared with such, other ~ .

Ed a o °

[} & ,
Adsociation properties as Sydney (£79,934 4s. 1d.) and Albion Mines “

"

(£112,625 19s. 10d.).>" Only 48 men were employed im 1864. In the )

° difficult peripd following the ‘abrogation of Reciprocity, the Association

elt compelled to reducé 1ts expenditure and effect savings. It was
- . 3
pleased to sell the properﬁy at Joggins in 1871 at the good price of
« £14,637 12s. 1%d. to the Joggins Mining .Association, controlled by '

T

Alexander Barnhill and other Saint John intergsts.38

a

2 The best thing one can say about the mine at Joggins 1s that it

managed to survive the commercial storms of the 1860s. Quiet ) -

improvements were made on the breakwater which extended from' the upper .
r

mine at Hardscrabble, a property worked together with the Jogéiys from

4 ) > v

-,

.

modernization. The essence of the situation was captured by the

. R .
Association's own representative, James Hudson, who visited the Joggins

2

N

.

‘

)

a



in 1869. Hudseh. noted that the arrangements for haulage were of a

-

. - "very primitive character." The way the coal waé.worked betrayed the

@ »

.

short-term perspectives of management. The coal was not,worked towards
. 4 ’ < ' b 1
the dip, but o® the shallower reaches to the rise; the mine was
& < "

¢ e

[

-
en

A ’
sxtensive, in other words, rather than deep. ' The mode df working was

Aot desigﬁ%d to produce the best quadity of coal; rather, it was designed

~ s “ ~

to keep the mine going waithout doiné”any development work. The
& - i \ e

pPropgjetor explained to Hudson that such development work was out of the* ,

4 -

‘ﬁuéﬁtlon, given the insecurity of *his tenure. Everywhere Hudson saw

evidence of decay: the workmen's houses were out of repair, the wharf s

“

"was decrepit, ventilation in the mine was poor, the means of underground

v ’

* transit could mot be worse, everything iad been left to ‘stagnafe and .
» G . ? N 4
decay. Even Hudson himself pe;petuated this situation, by recommending

i ’

¢ that Boggs be allowed to continue as legsee, on the grounds that the

s
*

H
Association would be unwise to go to the expense of appointing a resident
=]

- A Q

superintendent.39 ‘ o

[ S . @
How may we account for this stagnation? Its immediate causes .seem
A ‘ 'l
obvious enough. The 1nseé¢urity of the proprietor's tenure ds a
w o 3
o . disincentive to development and the disabilities of Joggins as a coal ¢

v

& s + N

a

‘ port emerge as’ answers directly from the histprical record. But these :

0
immediate causes are not a sufficient explanation. By failing to provide

o
- ¥ he - - Y

its proprietor with security or to build a moderp breakwater,. the .i;:'

-
8 ’

’ General Mining Association created and perpetuated these problems. e .

Was this stagnation perhaps due to the poo#;ﬁuality of the coal?

I3

Q4

‘ Joggins coal did suffer from a poor reputation on the market. From an

Ibundance of d;smlssive statemengﬁquZi\t:“aelect just ghe, from a guide .

o sailors published by the Admiralty in 1875: "At the South

Qe
3
)
a
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Joggins there are sevegdl seams of Qoa13 but the’quaflty is inferior and

; 9 N »
not adapted for either steaming or-domestic pufpoges."40

- e

Can wé& then

u
y )

say that the stagnation of "the Joggins was merely the effect of

~ - - +

underlying<geological problems?. Several things stand against such

resource deterhinism. The negative appraisals of Joggins coal most

probably reflected the carelessness with which 1t was mined, and not.its
aY . o ‘

essential qualities. -Many consqﬁgrg in Saint John found 1t perfectly

o »

- . M 4
suitable as a domestic and steaming coal, if not quite as good as that

o .
-~ Il

produced in other collieries. However, carelessness in fining the codl

°

could lead to a mérked deterioration in its quality. Especiallx 1in the o,

, .

. ¢ .
Joggins main seam, the stone bands found in the coal seam could pose a ,

° °
q

.challenge. - Unless the coal was carefully mined or screened, the stone

o«

would be mixed in with the coal. Moreover, the.surface coal, at the

Joggins and .everywhere .¢lse, underwent a natural process of "weathering
N L °

which- reduced 1ts quality.as a fuel. The "poor quality" of the coal of

Joggins was most ‘likely a reflection of the poor huality of mining

. [
-

Mo even more telling indication that the prohlem % sutagnatlon was

-~ N
7

7] . N
one of strategy and. not g?ology is\ provided by the Assoc1§tion's
« ¢ s ~ [}
policies in Ehe}rest of the county. The Association's monopoly was

[ -

°

. broken in 1858; under the terms of the agreement with the province, 1t-

° +

had the right to stake out two areas of four square m%égé'each, one-at

Jogging and one at Springhill. 1In 1857 the Assdciation sent out two

. t

teams to survey Sprinéhlll and Joggins.41 The team which surveyed

Springhill made a crucial and conclusive mistdke: after a quick survey

S
' v

the prospectors staked out the wrong land, to the northwest of the best
1 . A

¢

[N

area. Given the rough topography and the limitatiohs of geological
{ v

[

knowledge, #*he mistake was undérstandable. But this mistake was only “

&

-
g
<
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conceivable within a given structure. The Association had held

Springhiil for almost three decades. Surveyors had ‘been sent to
¢ , v ] : L
early as,1848. In the early 1850s, it was claimed by the

“

Springhill as

"
- o

Association that .it would gladly undertake to build a railway from

[

“on ‘4 “
M -

* . Springhilk to Parrsboro if a trade‘of 40,000- to 50,000,chaldrdﬁé could
be deireloped.42 Knowledge of the quality 6f Sprinéhi;l's cogi was nat -

’

-

confined to a few people: it was generally known, althdugh thereowas

considerable doubt as to the best place for mining to start. = A'further

H
¥

?

decade of exploration would reveal it. ] o LT

-

1 N * - . - uy,
v Why was Ehisgexbloration not undertaken by the General Mining

D '

. .
Association? The answex must lie in the underlying framewotk® of " the |,

Pl
o

4 ° ! '

’ . '“ " .‘ R v by
cpal as a staple, and not using 1t"as an intermediate good 'for local -

- 1
noindustries. Within this commercial strategy, the coal seams of Joggins-

e 5
were less worthy of attention than those of Pictou and Cape Bretord, as

2 .

were those of Springhill, whose development would have necessitated the

“ -
+ A} * v

- building of a railway. The blunder by which the Association lost the ,
1 ' ’
° LN

coal of Springhill was deeply struyctured by the history of the

.

7 Association, which detJﬁmined its essentially casual and margiﬁal féle
in-developing the coalfields of Cumberland.

Th1s mistake meant that the Association's monopoly was brokem.in

v
“r

N -
fact as well as in name. It opened the door to many small mining

companies and the first major mining boom in the county. ‘

0

“A:REHE‘Age of Enterprise

1
. i

+

The poor prospecting of the General Mining Association paved the

way for an %nflux of prospectors and mining companies. From 1857 to 1867

-
v

.

A

Association's pfesence’ in Nova Scotia. Its strategy‘ﬁas one of exporting -
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D

.

e

s

" brutal collapse. The' Age of Enterprise had indeed arrived.

Cumberland County succumbed ta its first major.mining craze, cohplete
[ . . v '

' )

with fraudulent' prospectuses, claims;jumpiﬂg, scandal§; and a swift and

"y

o By bre;king the monopoly—of the General Mining Association, the°

R

by’ economic theory, although only through its 1nit1at1ve was

‘state{had succéeded in w1nn1ng a maJorav1ctory for economic llberalism.

oo
~a

From 1857 to 1865 1t played the role of nlghtwatchman that was presaribed

- -

»

’ -

©

- laisser-faire possible’in the flrsthQace. After 1865 its role changed

) ‘ A

to one of greater'aﬁﬁ greater involvement. The state had no firm idea of

<

~ what to do with the coal resouarces of the province. Its outlook was

R »

essentially short>term. No force within Nova Scotia society, including

\
o o e -

the state, hdd a programme of eeonomic developmerit. . The principal
0

v
P

: mot;vatlon of the government was to increase’its revenuet Although

P

- L ’ r
spbkesmen for the coal Jindustry weré later to argue that the government

- -

royalties were fairly marginal, a form of "export tax'" imposed upon

L3 lk M Fl v v
coal, they were in fatt legally and politicalby central. The situatioh

- - - A
- N [

could not havé heen more ambiguous. On the one hand, thanks to King '
S

George III, the state owned the coal. It had the unquestioned right to

\ v

ﬁmpose,rdyalties, make'rules about mining leases, and govern the actual
9 4 ’ -

way the coal was mined.’ On the other hand, the state was committed

«(by the.very reform ideology which had secq;e& for the province the

- . . ] . -

exclusive right to its own mineral resources) to a notion of free

»

_enterprise in the coal industry. Consequently, from 1857 to 1865, the

[N
A k 5

state was the custodian de facto, even if it was the owher- de jure.

1 v 3

There was no effective gpvérnment machinery for anything other than

supe;fihiél management. Much of the responsibility in the period from
. , v

b4

. , ,
.
o /

-

.
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1858 to 1862 fell onto the diminutive shoulders of the.Crown Lands

°

° Depart@ent. Although goveﬁnment officers had been maintained 1n the

-

" coalfields to superv1SeL§he weighing of coal, such offices were thought

a
[ ! -

to be mere sinecures.- The creation of a body of legislation, and an. '

? ¥ i X . 4
organization of experts and -aithorities, were both’ to be protracted

- =]

affairs.. Early mining legislataon confined itself to disputes over

£

b

a0 "y “ € -2

L] w -

LY
titles and unseating the General Mining Association;43 Mine inspection

& ~oe
-

evolved 1n a haphazard and informal way. The first inspectdr'of mines

-~ rd

was’ appointed in 1858, in the person of James McKeagney of Sydney.’

o
McKeagney's chief qualification for the position was to have crossed the

floor of the, House.of Aséembly to join the Conservatives during the.

4t

furore over Joseph Howe's anti-Catholic agitation. McKeagney had

a
<

really wanted the job of Commiséloner of Crown Lands, but then

a

Consérvatives had this .earmarked for Samuel P. Fairbanks, the “former

-

y. L. A. from Queen's County and Provincial Treasurer. Charles Tupper,

the provincial secretary, explained this to McKeagney and tried to,

sweeten the pill by noting the marked advantages of the Inmspector's

9
‘ position. . i )

. We are induced tosmake these alterations in consequence

of reliable information that your seat could not be ° ‘
. vacated without great risk of a member being returned -

in opposition to the Government, the Effect: of which
would be very disastrous. I feel assured that you are
the last man who would ask us unnecessarily to incur
such hazard. . & »
...The precise ndture of the duties of Inspector of

¢ Mines cannot now be defined furthpr than a gemeral

¢ supervision of all relating thereto. My Colleagues all

of whom are entirely friendly to jyou agree with me 1in

of view, than that of Crown Landf Commissioner. You can

) reside at Sydney and retain your practice and seat in ©
. the Assembly whilst you possess the confidence of the
Constituency and in the event of losing that your office
will not be affected.45

o

I3
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Tupper used the position of Inspector as a plum for a political alfb‘

w

McKeagney was given an awesome °list of responsibilities. He was

¢

supposed to make a personal inspection of all the mines opened 1in, the®

year, in order to satisfy hiﬁself that the lesse&s were working the

a
4 >

.gccoralng td*their“qpntracts; he was to oversee the.shipping of
’ * b *

coal,, receive from the coal weighers certified returns on oath of the

u

quantities of coal shipped, and submit monthly returns of the number of

mines
S

2

vessels loading coal, among other things. °For all this McKeagney was to o

receive £ 300 a year.46 No man”could'héve conceivably fulfilled all’

these obligations across, the entire pro&lnce, but McKeagney did make the

¥
-

attempt. His reports belie the image of him, perpetrated. by Robert

Drummond among ofﬁers, of an inmffecthal place—holder.47

-

N

« Yet he was in a

)

s

politically vulnerable position and hampered by illness. The province

"

passed in 1861 an act abolishinguthe salary attached to the inspector of

v ’

mines, and placing the duties’of that office in the hands of the

a

Commissioner of Crown Lands. W. A. Heﬁdry, the department's surveyor,

*F
acted as the de facto mine inspector.48 A further change 1in government

.

¢ Al
brought a significant reform in the first major mine ldw in Nova Scotia,

included in the Revised Statutes in 1864. This new legislation provided

that the governor in council would appoint an 1inspector of mines, "who
£

shall be a competent, scientific, practical %oal-mining engineer, whose

t 3
°

duty it shall be to visit from time to tame as may be deemed necessary, -
and inspect the various mines belonging to or under lease from the CYOWI,

v

to ascertain if the laws, stipulations and agreements relative to the
!

working and management of such mines, and to the payment of rents and

royalties accruing therefrom are complied with...." This was to be a

non-political position: the chief.commissioner, deputy commissioners,



o

L3
’

7

‘

. sgarch were granted for a period of one year on paymént bf 520, and‘"gave

t

" of sitting or voting in, theqﬁbuse of Assembly. The poé;;ionvoﬁ

.

K o bl

v

and inspector of mines were all deemeé incépgﬁle of being elected to, or

“
o . <

. ”

Commissioner of Mines was tq;revert to political status, but the
' 3 & -

— A
a

creation, of a mon~political mines inspector was ‘not” subsequently
Y

: %

N ©
.

.

undermened.
é

. . ,
This early mining 1egiqlatloﬁ~notwonly created machinery whereby *the
‘ o v ' he] M

" state could inflyence events withip the.coalfields, but also laid down

° -

© ©

, the terms on, which explbration ;hd‘mining could take place. Licenses to

.

-

the bearer the righg to dig and explore for minerals (other-than gold)

v B N

held by the crown. The crown would bear the cost of surveying the,tract

N .

of ground, which was not to exceéd flve‘équare miles in extent hnor two

.
-

., miles in width, but it.bore none of the cost of exploration. This

r

a further period of twelve

‘

license of exploration could be E?néwed,for

o

months on application to the chiéf commissgoner of mines, providedfthis

- -

]

. application was made not less than thirty days before thé expiihtlon of

@

the license. The holdér of the license to search was allowed, at any

3 - ?

time before the license expired, to select from the land covetred bygthé

1 '
Al

license an.area of one square mile, for the purpose of working the mines
&

and minerals thereon. Mines that were not worked for a year (or worked
> o [ ~ -

. 2

.only "colourably" to avoid forfeiture) could be quter due legal )

process) seized by the Crown.49 .. '

*

Although the law sounds stralghtforwarﬁ enough, the reality was not.

&

The law contained many ambiguities. For example, the renewal of ..

v o

licenses to search and the procuring of additional rights of search to

G’
bq taken out over the same area, were to prove matters of exceptional .

complexity, eﬁentually decided (in a crucial case) by a controversial

” ‘.
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- - N a

order-in-councll. The actual running of the mines.was left without ~

- ! -

- . /
detailed.legal instructipns. How the mining inspector was' to determine

4 M 3

:

if a mine was-operating in a bona fidé manner or only colourably wass .
v - M & - 3
: . . - . . 4
not determined, and in practice’ the section of.the law covering the ~
t o, - - @ t , N
e . a/‘\ /4 .r;
forfeiture of mines was ‘a dead: letter: o,

‘

The Department of Mines wak ill-equipped to deqi with the

,
T . . .

v . s 80 A
acrimonious and exciting world'of prospectors and mining promoters. The -

1. . ‘ !

°Depértmeng would he called wpon to make its own judgment as to whether

o

or not_a party surrenderlng.a lease had truly assigned; the evidence

o (4

< .‘ ’ 50
was not taken under oath; and there was a real danger of fraud. In .

»
- 5

effect, the Department of Mines was to do much the same sort of work as

= L o o

a registry of deeds.It did it rather badly. "The necessity of a revision
& . ' - G
. , N . .
of the Mines’ Act appears to me to be uyrgent, particularly with the view

1 -
I P ~

" to having a. more complete system of registration of leases and transfers,"

51 ! a

Robert Robertson noted in 1867.” " When a license to search was

= *

ingorrectly shrve&edg it affected all ﬁhe adjoining rights to search.

Some meéSutq of the confusion of provincial policy may be had from the

PN

"

fact that when ‘more complete surveys of Cumberland County were carried.

q . v
“out in comnection with the Intercolonial Railway, all the maps of the
\ a s '

Department of Mines--the cricial register of claims and claim~holders--
. 52 . : . ™
were found to be in error. It is unnecessary tao detail all the N

[ -
»
"

byzantine machinations of the prospectors and claim-holders; suffice to

L] - +

say that this was the perigd in which ‘Cumbérland experienced something
. / ; .
akin to mining fever, of a sort more normally associated with gdld mining

,
el

. ' & y - . .
in the West. It was in this period that claims were staked out—-the o
a & ‘- R " ’
'Styles claim at the eastern extremity of the Joggins coalfield xs the \\
. o K N f [

best examplg—-which would he held by mining.speéulatorscuntil the °
R . N q

- N °

@



. the twentieth century. - " vzf**s . . <«
- The downfall of the monopoly 'and ite replacement by a permissive ~ -

framework of mining law explains some of the mining fever of the 1869@,

. " but a more fundamental factor was the new access'to seemingly unlimited

y
° \

o

American markets. The coal industry: of Nova Scotia would- always b

Y

directly influenced by the commercial pélicies followed by Great

Britain, the»UnltedGBtates, and;(afg%f 1871) by the,Dominion 9f /Canada.
- ‘% EY A -
The Reciprocify Treaty of 1854, incurred ‘substantial provincia

opposition. As D. C.'ﬁasters noted, *1n the early phases of egotiéfions

L] a o

o .
for the treaty, the British Regotiator was actually instruéted to
sacrifice the free éht%y of coal if this were nedded to obtain-

0 14 - o

. Ve
. American consent, although this initial negotiating Stance was y

.
- ' - *

transformed into an insistence upon the insertiof of coal as an inducement

ca i

to the Nova Sg’:otians.53 The classic argument concerning the coal’

- % ® v (w

® 5 o~
industry and reciprocity, presented in authoritative form by S. A..

.
o L. . N

Saunders and reiterated by Mastgrs, is that the abrogation of reciprocity =

. . o
was not. the essential factor in undermining the Nova Scotian presence in

\

v &
. the American coal market,.and that one should look at the deeper mines of -
' PR - o
L JT Y 8 .

“}iNoVa Scotia, the emergence of newer mines, and the creation of a more
ey ’ '

efficient transportéflon nexus in the Unated Stageé'as the essential

°

—

(e

factors which eliminated Nova Scotian coal from contention.54 Arguments

+ of this sort are difficult to prove one way or another, but the
B . . F
Masterq/Saunders interpretation 1s surely open to qdésb@?h. Even with a
protective~tariff in. the Uniked States, Cumberland codl was able to

supply a number of New England centres,. and the argumgpts”concerning the -

. i
advantage enjoyed by American producers neglect the important changes

5 e il ]

introduced in the technology of shipping coal, such as the use of

.

.
R .
» L3
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- - - \
steam—powered barges, which reduced drastically the cost of ‘sending coal
Q9 . ° - - 3 .-

to New qulénd., How darge th%'market for coal might have been in New

N - England 1s a couq;eg—factual questidn which has not received a definitive

o - 2 .

i, ‘ * answer. Certainly the advent of recig}ocity did not make this an

American-dominated field, but a signlficahq percentagg of Cumberland ‘coal

- . 1

.. # was e§ported and a;good deal more may have found its,way .to the Unitéd .,
Sap . c;\ . - ” )
Y States had :ecibrocity not been ended. Moreover, the Mastéra/Saundegs
W t

' o I

interpretation to some extent depends upon the artifjcial separation of -
a i N
! 12 u . o~ ':»c - N
the Reciprocity Treaty and the particular economic conditions of the
o o - ¢ ‘L‘;[‘ o - B o
Civil War.. It was of course true that the spectacular rise in the price

&3

*

- v ’ Q "

. ' of coal i1n Boston (it attained a price of $8 a tomn in 1864) had a direct

o

~impact upon thejCumberland field, .and the collapse of this Boston market
: .

'
,
s o

created a sharp drop in production from 1864 “to 1865. But it ’is hardly

o \ - :
4 "
] ‘a .

I 4 - ro
B 7% ©, realistic to separate this sudden ‘boom from the underlying free trade

which made Mt possible-for the coalfields to respond in sq direct a .
.t h o v » 3 ,;/

: \  manner. . . , . -
» ‘ ~ « [} E:‘
These external "influences created the possibility of the expansion

w»

of the coalfields from 1858 to 1866. The first ney mine located outside

o

Joggins was operied by William Patrick,:a former mining engineer from
Maryland,who tramped the coalfields for twenty years, looking for
v - ¢ N .
¢ . .outerops, locating the’ best mining sites, and pursuing an ever-elusive

. » . o , . b d
. g;a prosperity. His forte seems to have been starting things; hﬁ had less of

§ a talent for nurturing them to success,

\ , @ R L s
¥ ' This first mine developed by Patrick was located on the west side

“ A}

) ; of River Hebert. The mine was a short distance from the River, which

- L} »

provided it with certainoadvantages over Joggins. In 1859 Patrack sold

Y 'outft the Victoria Coal Company, and henceforth the mines of this .

. a
y¢ -
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s [ s » s ’
. particilar area took- the name "Victoria." By 1859 the mine was connected
2 ¢ F3 ) v !
by railway to the loading wharf .at River Hebert, and it was said ‘that R

.

" "this coal is much esteemed in St. John, New Brunswick, where it 1s
: ’

chiefly sold."55 ' be Victoria C¢al Mining Company, iﬁcorporated‘ln 1860,

was dominated almost completely by Sdint John men. xhe company was

coutrolled by James T FellOWs, a notable Sarnt John drugglst.56 His o

1 - e <

father, Israel llows, had failed in business some years before, but the

'son had, with hig push and’ 1nitihtive, brought it back to profitability.
50 : : 7 k
In December 185f, the som had.l’gone out of Drugs into Coal digging in

- 4 - N

Nova Scotia," dccording to the, Dun and Bradstreet manuscript credit Y .
5, R * o 3
report. A futher report conveygh'phe optimism fglt)inuSaln;_John: P

1 o

i
. Fellows was saild to have ''gone in to the digging of .Coal, at a new mine.

“

s s he has recently| discovered at tﬁé River Hibbe#t,'ln N. S., whlcﬁ is said

b Al 4 { . -

+

to be turning out in gdod standtfp...“ But by 1863 the same source

speaks of Fellows as having ' recbmmenced the Drug trade, he will bring a

o« ¥

dearly purchased egper1ence..."57 . The prospectus of the company conveypd

. :

. / i . -
. the high thES"W1th which Fellows began: it estimated that the compan

t

°

. would make $27,000 a year profit on a year's bus1ﬁess.58 The Saint John nr//

men were the first to introduce the Etegm hoisting of coal into the
' “Joggins ‘coalfield. The mine continued to expand antil 1863. Three new’
* ) . L * bu B
T . air shafts wére made, levels to the extent of 640 féet were driven, al

) ' new wharf constructed and the railway eﬁtended,sg', / .
“ The Saint John company sbent a large amount of money om the ming.

1

. It encountered serious difficulties. ‘ '

' One of these was the uncertainty of mine boundaries, for the -Riyer T
i .
Hebert area was covered with claims and rights to work, many, of thenm not
¢ M b

%9equate1y surveyed.c Fellows charged that partisanship and dlshonestj

1 v
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had maI;Zd the distribution of mining righté;in the areajunder Charles
. ) - BT T T
Tupper, he complained, the company had been deprived of its dme rikhts,

[N

©"ge having taken forceably one half or thereabou?g of our mining rights;

?

P

o

- ¢ . { n 0 »
which we held as owners of15011 on the outecrop of\coal."G One also
’ o =] 19

Il N

* suspects that the prodigality with which,money was spent on this pit may

K4

- v . < B
have lessened 1ts capacities to escape the effécts of the:post-1866

erigis. The prime culprit, however, appears to have been geology. The
- \ N "a - f) ~

. , VN .
company was cenfronted with tha:unwelcome problem of $evere«faults in .

®
3
I B \

the three seams it ,worked, and (as in all thin—seanlfﬁnes) any extended,

- 4

<

period'of cqtt{ng through unremunerative stome  could prove fatali By 1867

g

the” operations .at the mine had largely ceased, and the  mine was reported

. "
3 . o

N 6
to be filled with water. 1 o 00 - . " ¢ .
. ’ ¢ T

kY 5

failure. In 1859, this area wap opened by James Barnes, ' who wo¥ked a

[N
" 1 .

] . o e 0
seam of about twg fegt, and two inches thickness. Very little.money was
-, A h ©

; §

e sgbent onh this mine, and in 1862 Samuel O'Donmell degcribed the mines,

”

T

a -~
-

after "heavy and continygd rains," as havinﬁéjg%L fallen in." In the
> (Jng T
q

A -

. L4 .

o

" same year, and on a location extremely close“to the Barmes pit, a Wine
| " .

>

.

was started by George Hibbard, the apn-in-l§wyof Amos Seaﬁan.Gz This
By o 1 ” 7 .

mine was taken over in 1362 by the firdt of the Boston companies, the

Lawrence® Coal Mining Company, ?hlch was fdrmed to take advantage of the

- > 1 -

- A3

The result was a major disaster. .In a

S 14

high coal prices in Boston.

3

Q .
scene that recalled the faulty practices of the 1730s, the company

mined 4,811 tons of coal (including 3,421 "Mixed and Coarse.Shipped to

the United States"--a tell-tale sign of incompetent mining, since no

experienced company would so mix its coal), and through inexperienced
/

-

handling and other errors, the ‘coal caught fire on the loading pier.

o
a 7

‘

, 3 ® - > ” &
On the eastern side of River Hebert,there was a similar record of

<

LY

b

t

’

v

v
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Even had thlS not occurred Hibbard noted rather acldly, the. coal ould’

hardly have been saleable amyway: '"the best has been sqld below the

?

market price, while some of the cargoes have been nearly or quite a

. total 1os§ nbé Notw1thstan&1ng thls 1nausp1c1ous beglnnlng, the company
per31sted throughout the perlod of the Civil War and expended a total

of $19,600 in 18ﬁ3,‘including §2,500,for a small railway,, $1;500 for
. ‘ ‘ . . o ‘
rolling stock, $2,000 for machinery and °$5,000 on eighteen Houses,

- sstores, shops and sheds. A ‘total of 60 men were emplo'yed.65 These men

°
0

and this fledgling conmunity weré left stranded when the company

collapsed "in 1865._ The miners were evidently allowed to work awhile-om

-

their own account, ,selling the coal for whatever fﬁey could get; their
hY IS

»

- g : 66 > ) - '
#bandoned homes were moved.across,the river. The venture had peen a )
»

o ©

a ‘2 » o . ~ ' ' -
disaster, . - . . , >
. - e €

The same story would be repeated at Maccan and Chignecto. Maccan

- - . - N

wvas first prospected by William Patrick in 1861 and 1862, While°he was ;

-

g

manager of the Victoria Mine. A license td work .a coal mine was granted

s ro him on 25 April 1861, covering both sidesg of the Maccan River. ‘After

-

N openlng a small mine, Patrick requested’that the lease he had applled

for dlrectly be turned over to J. Gardner White and Wlllram G: Howe of. =
+ Beston, who in 1863 had formed 'the "Macan Coal Company" to. také advantage

. of the wartime fuel prices. ‘In.effect,‘the lease was Being treated as a,
. . , by )
negotiable article, which ene party could sell to another. .After

Y v
~

obtalnlng the 1ease the twd American entrepreneurs formed an addltlonal

company, called the Mulgrave Coal Company, to the west of the lease tﬁ/y‘ .

°

occupied on the Maccan River. <‘These mamoeuvres, which had the effect of -

%
w
.

getting Patrick out off the way and giving thé Americans the exclusive

right to the mines; created a case that went all the way to the Supreme

© *
=] . 2 4
e .

“
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Court.67 “The affairs at Maccan were a magnificent example of the raucous

. squalor of mining promotions. The prospectus of the company 1s a classic

- . a

N of the genre. Issued in‘Boston in 1863, the prospectus abpealed first to

. ° 3
-its readers' profound sense of patriotism.

-

v -

The "public interest demands

> S LR U . e a— ' )
a greater.production and more extending mining facilities than have thus

Q *

« - far been developed," the promoters intoned; but then they got down to

< ¥ -

«

business. This was an offer that was too good to refuse. The goal‘
deposits of Maccan were'located bé%idé a magnificent river which would

« accommodate vessels of any, draight. This great coal deposit had been

r

magnificently developed at great profit. 1Indeed, such distinguished

scientists as J. W. Dawson and William Logan had pronounced very

fayourable verdicts on the coal, and the title to the mine was guaranteed *

a v
v

- directly by the British government 1tself;giThe mine was close to the
o E1

~ "

Lawrence and Victorid collieries, whose success was a matter of public

A+

;’ .
record. The potential profits were enormous. "It 1s estimated that an

1

- outlay of $50,000 at the MACAN MINES will produce a net profit of $50,000

: . *
, per annum, and that an incFeésed outlay will produce a still larger ratio
A &

,;‘.\; Y

of net profits,"'the prospectus prédicted. Stockholders could expect to
’ 68 .

re;p about $é,040 a day.
5
In 1864 the compan§‘changéh hands, ;nd a serious effoft,was made to
de&elopoMaécan.,/A railway was built, together with a‘wharf and v
breakwaFer, fiyé hotuses.with eight ten;@ént%/ﬂand anqenglne was purchased

1

o / , ,
for hoisting Foal. By 1867, after switching its location, the company
g . : .

- was more or iess inactive, and by 1870 it had been reduced to the status
& / - ‘
of a local ﬁomestic ?1t,‘a familiar end for many a Cumberland mine. The
/ i - n ' [y ,
~ great enterprise which was intended to command the Boston market and

.

" provide }ts owners .with untold wealth, ended up\meetlng the fuel needs
. » e f
{ 4
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of area farmers and doubtless providing its dvmers with a marginal

income.69

2 .

{ i - -
- . At Chignecto three companies were drawn to the area, which was first

prospected by William Patrick 1n'1863; + The’ Boston interests who bought
‘ ' - O “ [ v (,&I; °
- N2
the propenty in that Year divided it into two, the Chignecto “and the, -
Y

' StﬁvGeorge collier%ﬁs, and they were éooﬁ joined by a third, the New York

Q v

’ . and Acadia,. ®¥ere the pattern was an even more lurid example of rapid
? ; ! . ) ,
expansion and decl%ne. A railway wéé\built from Chignecto to Maccan,
wqere”the'companies,maintalngd a shippihg pier. A branch was extended

s )

from St. George to connect with this line. On this railway puffed the
¥ > , /)J o

first locomotive in Cumberland County.70 In one year the expenditure at

Chlgnqcto approached $20,000, the nghgét yvearly sum of any coll%eryi .

The descent to the’ status of marginal domestic pits was complete by

~

.
o ! 3

1872. 71 « .

»

o The record of failure was complete. Across the Joggins coal

°

) *
measures companies had arisen one after the other, gradually forming the

4 ‘ N
N outline of the coalfi€ld. The seams hidden within the-earth were brought
L3 ® M . % .
? within the compass of the economy. From the Bay of Fundy inland a narrow
Sowe : . .

band of coal mines was deqeloped, following the outcrop of the seams.
° . + A
The essential determinants of this sudden’ deyelopment were two: . the
LY ?
achidement of laisser-faire by the state, and the high priee of coal in

I

s ) «~ New England during#the Civil War. It was a classic wartime boom. The

.
3 2

% ' abrogation of th Treaty of Reciproc1t§)and the decline,in the %rlce of
L .o
coal in Boston ended the boom and reduced the coalfield to a*memory. In

oo .

! ) 1366; at Ehe end of the boom, the %oalfield was pock-marked. with mines

’
A 1 4

F

o . wofkiné for the very limited domestic m%rket; by 1872, it was pock-marked
i h L3 u *

% . , .
with mines full of water. - v
Y

¥

A

{;
\
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'S ) :é/‘ .
. The mines that emerged in the period 1857-1866 had ome thing in

common besides failure: they were all wit@in easy reach of the sea. The
environment influen;éd which coal mines would emer%b during this period,

2 N

because the spgculati%e compaJies generally sought easily located

* deposits. These deposits in Cumberlaﬁ& Couﬁty were generally located by

’

o o .
the water, where erosion revealed the outcrop. JIt-swas the patQ%?n of

.
' ° ot
a8

discovery, that one'migat expect in a period of short-term commgpcial

o L3
[ o s

investp%qp, in which the éBal of the eﬂtreﬁ?éneur was to achieve a high

Ll
of, © -

13 v, s o 2 I
return in the shortest possiblg time. * From west to east, from the Fundy

‘. ' v S °
to Chignecto, the speculators and prospectors moved from one shore to the

4 ]

'3 . (), o‘“
next, along a ribbon of coal. But they left very little beh;ndrthem.

6
~

b5. Conclusion: aThe Coalfields and Mercantile Capitalism

1

< N &
‘ .From the first mention of coal deposits in French colonial documents

to tle collapse of thg mining&boom in the.léﬁos, the coalfields were
R - 2
structured by the tradetof the Bay of Fundy. It is this mercantile
J . L o
framework which gives this long period its coherence and its meanifg.

N Y

. The many ¢eevents which jostle for our aétention haxg an underlying logic,

o

> 7

- the coherence of a commercial way é; life based upon the Bay.

v

-

r o

Thesg events may be summarized in 4 number of ways. - Let us-first

consider the quantitative pattern they weave in the/ﬁériod 1848-1872,

14

the earliest period for which consisteq; statistical data exist. Then
we cap turn to a more general consideration of the period of mercantile
capitalism and the creation of the Cumbefland coa;fields.

From 184é to 1872 232,810 long tons of coal were produced in
Céﬁberland Céunty. BThis‘single statistic tells ﬁs a great deal about the
limited transformation of the period. At no time did the production'of

* 4 »
the entire county‘'exceed the minimum output attained.by the single most



~

£

“productive mine in the Province.

G
(The Association's pits at Sydney

’

3.

Mines and Albion Mines ranged between a minimym of 24,054 and a maximum

of 227,811 long tonms).

Cumberland County contributed only 2% of

provincial pkoduction, comparped with 59% for Cape Breton and 397 for

b

PictodFCounty. Thefe wouid be little injustice in completely overlookiné

Cumberland County in a history of the provincial coal industry before

%

1872. °

-

¢

&

4 é

presents an ‘index created by transforming this series into ratio form,

with a base

A+

o

a

yvear of 1860.

ioc
~
2o

+ a o

L8

Sp

Table One stmmarizes the production of the Cumberland coalfields and
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’0% " Table One. Production 1n the Cumberland Coal Industry, 1848-1872
. Year Production (Long Tons) _  Index (1860=100) Number of Mines
" 1848 1,687 | 16.1 1
1849 2,765 J " 26.4 1
) 1850 3,647 “34.8 1,
) 1851 3,966 37.8 1
. 1852 2,393 v 51.4 1
1853 5,990 , o 57.1 1
1854 ° 9,052 a - 86.2 1
1855 . 6,090 == ,58.1 1
- 1856 8,669, - " 82.6 " 1
) 1857 7,762 - 73.9 1
1858 4,006 . “ 38.2° i 2
1859 5,761 . 5 54.9 . - 3
1860 10,491 ' 100.90 3
1861 6,400 61.0 2’
1862 v 8,699 ; ' 82.9 - P 3
- 1863 . 13,802 . ) . 131.6  ° N 3 %
1864 21,063 ° - 200.8 4
1865 12,451 . : “118.7 3
1866 17,968 171,3 5
? 1867 °13,319 Ll . 127.0 " ' 3 .
) 1868 11,628 © 107.4 ’ 4
- 1869 15,066 i 143.6 . 4
1870. 9,053 . 86.3 4
1871 12,332 117.6 4
1872- 15,750 + 150.1 . e 4
TOTAL '~ 232,810 , S C i ‘
. SOurce Journals of the House of Assembly and Mines Reports, 1848-1872.

(Be Sources for this and subsequent tables based on government estlmates
are discussad in an appendix). - .

B A

The mean yﬁerlf production of 9,312.4 long tons was chronologically

3

decisive: in no year before 1860 was it exceeded, while—all but three

years after 1859 saw higher levels of production. Calculating the

o ’
|

compound growth rate by the standard formula, .we find that the fate of

[
”

growth was 9.3% per annum.7.2 Figure One displays these results
IS 14 )

graphically, ‘and Figure Two analyzes coal producéigﬁ by area ‘in

o

é\ . 5
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Cumberland County. The rhythm of productlon suggests the profound impact

of: the Civ1l War and'the drop 1n production after 1866 Galthough thls

drop was not completely consistent). The spatial pattern of production

is even moqg striking. F%gure Tw&cpfesents the mining areas from west
to east--from the coast (Joggins) to the most inland point’ of production

(Springhill). It serves to underline the overwhelmingly coastal nature
* \\'

of this nascent industry, the determinant role' of the Bay qf Fundy in,
vy /

its evolution. Joggins dominated production, accounting fbf\74% of «the

coal produced in the period. Other coastal mlnlng areas, such as River

> Hebert Westjgnd *River Hebert East, produced“6/ and 11% of the county s

production respectively. In sum, 91% of the county's production was
‘¢

concentrated in the three westermmost colliery dastricts. All three

a

districts border the water; in each of them the force of water is

o

important in exposing the coal seams. They are the most easily
1ﬁtegrated within the mergantile framework. Maccan was less accessible,
aithough iq was located on a rlver-and possessed an important shipyard.
Eveﬁ Chignecto, the most inland Sf the‘majog collieries, w;s connected

by rail td the Qaccan River, about a mile awayj. With certain inevitable

fluctuations and exceptions, the level of productaon was directly,

“

>

related to proximity to the coast. Only 9% of production took place

inland (at Chignecto, Springhill and Maccan--and even this last-named is

an ambivalent case).

P -

The spatial pattern i1s one of a disconnected series of dots, fixed

on the north/south axis by the geographical location of the outcrops

(which we know follow a narrow band in fromothe shore) and on the

-

A

east/west axis by the proximity of water routes. This demonstrates the

profoundly maritime character of this first coa%field, whose chafaecter

’
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is revedled by those-areas which were explofted,and by those areas which

N (] d
were left’untquched (such as the many outcrops’ of coal and suitable-

mining location$ existing between the coastline of Joggins and the banks

-

of River Hebert). - A capitalism which flowed into tﬁe area on the Bay

of Fundy could only capture this terrain in a distonnected series: as a

-

series of coastal dots, not as a single lipe driving inland. 1Is this .

not‘also a sign of its relatively shallow penetration, of. its preference

N +
¥

for the most obvious coal seams and 1its neglect of ,those deposits which

4

might well have returned a greater profit? )

? - - -
.Let us take this argument further by studying the nlarkets for coal.
N - ' ! R >

Information on the destination of the coal of Cumberland exists in a
[}
consistent form only for the years 1865-1872; fragmentarx information on

®

: v
the 1850s and early 1860s may be culled from a number of expoxt tables

-~ : oo o
preserved in manuscript form. The information from this rather uneven

collection of documents 1s presented in Table Two.

1
L)
°

r -

Table Two. Estimates of Exports from Cumberland Collieries, 1855 and 1860

. =]
Colliery Year Exports (percentages) < Total '
Joggins 1855 Saint John, N.B. 597% 3,881% chaldrons

Portland, Maine 9%
Bath, Maine . , 672 - .
. . Digby 4%
Cornwallis 3%
' Sackville, N.B. 3%
Shepody, N.B. ) 27 .
Marble Head, Maine 2% . R
- Hartland, N.B. 2%
W0 Moncton 27
Welshpool, N.B. 2% .
¢ Truro 17 ‘
Economy 17

St. Andrew's, N.B. 1%
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Table Two... cont. .

(Colliery) "y (Year)

7
o

(3

\

(Exports) °

Dorchester,* N.B, 17
Mary's Point, N.B. d/ 17
Partsboro 17

Horton 17
Windsor ° « 1%
Annapolis @ 1%
Minudie ° 17
waltgg‘ . f
Kentville ' %
T04%

(rounding error)

a

3
|
(\

¥

4y

Barnes (East 1860 ; Saint John, N.B. » 51% 293% long tons
River Hebert) New Brunswick (other) - 49% .
Victoria 1860 Saint John, N.B. ©, 967
(West River Digby » 2% S
Hebert) Parrsboro . \ 1% v
L ‘ Cornwallis * ®
. , Hopewell, N.B. A
. s R
' Joggins " 1860 Saint Johm, N.B. 64%  8,021% long toms
‘ ~  Hillsboro, N.,B. 15% ,
, , Boston, Mass. . 7% s 4
, Bath, Maine 5%
. Moncton, N.B. 2%
' Portland,” Maine 2%
Windsor! ., 27 ~
Mary's Point, N.B. 2%
North Joggins, N.B. 1%
. + Shepody, N.B. %
Parrsboro ° D

" *pegligible amount

hY

-

1
[ . I

b

N
_ Source: PANS, RG 1, Vol.465%, Nos.20-23, Quarterly Returns of Vessels

Cleared at the Port of Joggins; RG 21, Vol.7, File "Coal Mines, Reports

and Returns, 1860."

M b
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It is a compelling portrait of a world which looked to the south. Every .

returh ‘says tlie same thing: the fundamental axés of trade were those of

the Bay of Fundy and the North Atlantic. Here was an industry--if that

¢

s

0

o

k-4
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b%f\er than 25 tons. Only nominally wasithe Joggins

" . coalfiel | located in\Nova Scotia; in truth it belonged to the broady . .

region of Fundy,' which as'Carman Miller has recently reminded us musithybe

3 o '

04
 understood as a sub-regioh within the Maritimes, a partJ)somehow much
. nv R X .

s ‘ greater (bééause'more coherent and unified) than the Whole.73 It is’

! Saint John Which:most clearly provides a focus for this sub-region and
& ! ' :
‘ which emerges most clearly in this table. Throughout their history the .

1 o

[

.. coalfields were*pulled to the south, by the domestlc market in New ég;

Brunswick or the‘Eﬁcratlve, immense and frequently closed markets of the

A °

. United States. .

v ‘From 1865 to 1872, of the 180 563 long tons which we can trace by
dest1nat19ni.63£ was exﬁorted to nelghbourlng colonies (i.e., New )
Brunsyiék), 247 exported to other countries (izé., the ﬁnited"S€3tes) and

'

) the femaining 13% went inviland sales"“(i.e., home consumption). The

~

A

) e T pull to the south continued. However, the Civil War gdave Boston a new

a & '
¢

prominence as a market, The ultimate destination of the coal was, in

[

fact, strongly influenced by the controlling interest of the colliery: )

. 3 h
oW

o o v as Tablefrhree reveals, the mines controlled by Boston interests .
1 - ’ ' N

. tended tq favour the Boston market.

a N
’ ”
-
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1865-1872
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Table Three. Coal Sales Accordm'g tao Location of Controlling Company,

I's

N

T

(i{aw Total)

-~ (Raw Total) (Raw Total) -~
Coal Mine Controlled  Paxcentage Percentage Home Consumption
From: Expprted * Exported ' P
; . New-Brunswick Other Countries e,
London - ° (83,792) (20,471) T (15:320)
) ) 70% 17% < 13g
. | 5
. Saint John (23,867) ~ + (23,867) ( 1,967)
' t, 827 11% 7%
- Boston ¢ ( 3,123) (19,313) ( 1,988)
“ 137 - 797 8%
Cumberland ‘County (  785) - { 106) ( 3,507)
187 2% - . 80% :

Spln

S

4

i / Table Four considers the question of markets from another angle, again-

o

at the level of the individual colliery: this time we shall look at

. . . .
coal sales by the coal area (designations which encompass all the mines

within fairly restricted local areas, precise details of which are given

- in the dppendix).

v

[

.
-~

N\

o



Table TFour. éoaL'Sales According to Location of Coal Mine, 1865-1872

Y

(Raw Total)

(Raw Total)

(Raw Total) -

Coal Mine Located Percentage Percentage : Percenﬁége for
In: Exported Exported ﬁome Consumption
. . New Brun%wick che? Countries ° | Vot
‘ \ : “ﬁ ‘ B d K : ’ )
Joggins :) (105, 150) (20,761) = (16,277)
e . . v 74% 157 117
r \ * L= " e
- River Hebert West { 4,310) «( 3,052) ( 85)
. 58% . 417 N 17
River Hebert East ( -552) , (13,254) ¢ 900) N
' 4% . 90%s - . 6%
Macecan . ( 1,057) ( 3,324) : . ( 2,016)
* ‘ 177 52% -~ ’ 327 )
o . -
Chignecto "( .2,661) ( 2,937) -~ - ( 2,525)
' 337 367 N ’ 31%
Springhill . ¢ - 0 .. ® . ( 1,702)
| 0z ) 0%- ‘ 1007
. Z. \

¢
“3

N
coalfield there were distinct specialities pursued by various coal

l

.companies in various areas. The abrpgation ofﬂrec1proc1ty would -

4

-

" Clearly this table shows that ‘within the general emphaaeﬁ'of

0

v ¢ !

the’

v

3

[ * o
devastate those coal companies (notahly those of Boston) and those coal -

areas (River Hebert East, and to a lesser. extent River Hebert West and’
A - ' : ”

Chignecto) most dependent upon exports.

A
«

. *

(The case of Springhill is

aberrant: it represents merely the sale of coal incidentallyvproddced g

in the procéss of exploration). New Brunswick dominated this coalfield,

but it was.a complex affair, with many excgptional areas dnd’

n

tircumstances. This coalfield faced south, but 1ts gaze was focussed .

¥

upon different markets, according to the dominant 1ntefe§ts controlling

the given mine. There is very little evidence which one ¢an use to

s
i

y



e

v

1

.

‘Qexplore marketing in this perlod., It appears probablen( on the basis of

fragmentiry and 1nconclusive ev1dence) that the companles controlled by.

. u

. Boston imterests chartered their own vessels, and that the Joggins nine

7Y » * - .

‘merely took whatever frade happened to come its way. The Joggins' mine

- . .
- Y

appeare to represent the "natural™ iines of the coal trade, - xnsofar as
- S . e . r

the lessee of the General Mining Association appears to have folldgwed-

" 13

the strategy:df'allowing‘things to take their nafural course. ' The other

\ ¢ ~

coal mines (always with the exception of Springhill) were'far more

v

dependent upon external trade, and far more severely affected‘by tariff
~ )

- - ¢ -
»

“ changes. . :

4 .

\

How exceptional wefe the structural features of Cumberland's X

.3 . > -

.trade? If we move to the less exact statistics compiled on a.provimcial

. -
v

- ' * 4 g+
_ level, we observe tHat,Cumberland's trade was far more, oriented to 1its

4 ~ -

:immediate locality (the Fundy) that other codlfields were dependent upon
\ ' -

‘ - L
=

) \ . .
their.ﬁmmediate localities. Of the total‘sales in the province which '

¥ -
- LRNR! " hd a

%’}be accounted for, 4, 890’005 long ‘tons, 1,214,074 1ong tons (25/)

were atﬁrlbuted to land sales 'in Nova'Scotla, 2 528 852 long toms (52/)
3 “

m . \t

to sales £0 the United States and 1,147,079 10ng tons (23%) to sales to

‘ * s R

neighbouring colonies. Thus the category Which was 1east s1gn1f1cant on
¥

v . 4 1
.

the provincial scdle--sales to neighbouring colonies--was most. Important

v - \

in’Cumberland;'that which was most signiflcant on the provincial s¢ale—-

sales to the United States—-was second 1h importance in Cumberland,

- «

1
. . 5 P @ .

This one example of the differentr characteristics of the varioug

. r~ [ . v
coalfields 1s a warning against. premature generalisation on the Jbasis of
a 1] v

N R N

provincial data. Certainly for Cumberland the fact aboye'all facts wds

- ®
’

tﬁé’Bay of Fundy, and more particularly thé€ city of Saimt John, which -

<

. bought so much local coal and ultimately came to dominate the coalfields.

<

A 3

°
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The structuges~of mercantile capitalism imposed their own shape
® v . " o
upon the nature of the process of production: Of the total output, from -

¢

}865 to 1872, 114,770 long tons may be assigned to quarters of the year.

-

In Cumberland County, there was a marked drop in the first quarter of the

year, from January to April, confirming one's sense both of the -

N ‘v

navigational limitations of this locale and the smé;l development of
land markets ‘(which normally are most bouyant, of course, in the winter

season). In Cumberland, sales were bunched in the fourtp quarter, from -

[y

September to December, and in reality from September to November.74

¢

Thus we find 15% of production (16,791 long tons) in the first quarter, 2

21% (24,558 long tons) im the second quarter, 27% (31,454.long tons) in

- " i ?

the third quarter, and\37% (or 41,967 .long tons) in the fourth quarter. co, .

*
o +
o hed

This provides us with.an‘important %lue to the'rhythms of work in this

°
t . A

early coalfield, which-follow so closely the rhythm of sales ’ d .
.o . : . e >
(particularly since, ih Cumberland.throughout its history, cbal‘yas“dot

banked tq(anythlng like the extent it was in Cape Bregon). But it also

a
2 ~

. Jo‘ . . . o 7" & .
prov1déé‘us with an indication--one of the few that we can obtain from )
+ 4

& s
o o 3 : ! . .

a recalcitrant historical record--about the users of Cumberland coal “

-

since the héavy traffic in the autumn months suggeSts that it was bex ~
. , ’ b oacp - « .

. )

sought by domestic users in Saint John, buying up their-winter stock.,

a

This rhytﬁm of sales corresponds 1n general but not in detail with the }
provinciai pattern. From 1865 to 1872 in Nova Scotia 25%‘6}1coal was

3 K s , -t

prédhced'fn the first quarter, 19% in.the sécond; 25% in the éhird anid

.

317 in the fourth. It seems ﬁossiblé to account for some of the ’ a;ﬂf =
A »

“e

i

3 T »
divergence .between Cumberland and the provincial averages by noting the .
farilesser importance of Nova Scotia land aaléé in Cumberland, which

sales would have the greatest volume in winter, and the shorter distance

a0
t=3
4

v . [}
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from Cumberland to i1ts major arban market (Saint John) which afforded, .’

M & v

'perhaps, greater pOSSiBllltleS for navigation in the fourth, quarter than K

b

did the‘;onger journeys requiredhfr6§=the other‘coalfieras. ~ ° :

.

» ’ o
From 1848 to 1872 the-.amount 1nvested in the coalfield gas "greater <

3
~

than at any previous tame, but precious little exact data may be } -

- [¥]

a4 o

obtained about the process of investment in the absence of good ‘company
. e .
records. However, data on investment were included in the Reports of . .

the Department of Mines. This source is far from perfect or complete, 0

- 9 A

but at least from 1866 on information, of a rather ‘gross imp§e§sionist1c o,

- ¢

sort, 1s available On the ;nvestments made each year by coOmpanzes 1n :

o’; “

such things as adits and lgﬁels, company housing, railways, machines,

» s 3 ° N N

wharves, prospecting and surface works. * There seels to be no reason to .
A °6<

v
+

R ] o . . i %
exclude this information, in the absence:of private documents & .
. o .. ' !
. 4 » N “o. ' . ¢
establishing precisely vhat invegtment various companies made in the .0
i b r
- -

a N % ‘ N .
coalfields. Table Six summarizes the data contained in the Yconstructi’)on 7 -
~ [y

. . L 2 (\
-

accounts' by colliery area.
° 4

ag

.
-
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Table Six. In%estpent in Mining Activities'in Cumberland By Area, .
1866—1?72 - ; Y

o
X » ”

|Ad1te &|Surface|Machines |Dwell-|Rail- |Wharves PrbspeEtJ TOTAL

Area Levels [Work ings ways ing
Joggins [$12,469| $4,602 $2,890 $2,.150 $0 $0 | %570  1%$22,681
= 4 . N » Ml o
River
. |Hebert $175 $400|+  $0 %0 $0 $0 $0 $575
West . . a “p
‘ N L2 % ‘, R
River N - .
Hebert [$13,000 $0| $2,000 [$5,000( $4,000[$1,000 | ° '30  |$25,000
East . N o . .
2 Aj P . B
S ’ J\{‘ﬂ - ’ . 3 M
7
Maccan | $3,774|  $955| $2,762 | {410 $0|  $o _$0 . |.87,901
®lcnig- | $7,755| $5,943| $2,859 |$1,604)$13,063] %0 |- $0 [$31,224],
necto - S s - e \ T
\ X \
’ x- N S -
Spring-| $1,091] = $368, $30 |+ 8525 ° $0| - %0 [$3,611 | $5,625
hill . S

o|TOTAL  [$38,264 $12,268 |$10,541 - |$9,689 17,063 (41,000 ($4,181 - |$93,006

@

Y o

-

How much trust should we place in this document? Certdinly many of the_

ab »

estimates have a suspiciously well-rounded look, and there is the

&

additional difficulty that the figures do not address a,sgfflciéntly loﬁé

period. The major investment in thé boggins occurred bef9re these .”

estimates were compiiéd. . e . oo
But for. all that, the colliery accounts offefrus a "quantitative

YR *
impression" which offers us at'least an approximate account’ of investment
patterns. Ceftainly the disincentive to invest inh railways (witness,the

Y

$31,224 investment at Chignecto [for scarcely a mile of track plus

~

°
-

ey
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' levels, andﬁbyxsuqface Work,-sincelqpe driving of levels and the N

o

.
x

o

-

_rolling stock) 1s more understandable placed in this context ‘of a small
o ” ‘. 4 ) : . - » ) -
nexus of trade. ”Althougﬂ:the 84,181 spent.on prospecting suggests a

large~scale exploration of the coalfield {(which would cont}adlct the .

’ ~ ¢
N [ -

9

earlier argument concerning the cognitive 11pit§:1@posed‘by the

®
® - & * ¥

M " - 4 7 . .
structure), /g ‘closer examination*reveals that this exploration was °
° "‘l

@ PR &

concentrated’ in Springhi%l,-aniarea depehdent updn an’eﬁfirely different

: ‘e > r

process. Of cotrse much prospecting was conductéd that was hot ,

' Q 5 4 *

v

. % B ' 3 ¢ -
accourited’ for in the colliery accounts. But the accounts confirm the
- r

-
a

impression derived from other sources that this prospecting was somewhat

supérflciali and that in the absence of a state-sponsored survey the

- “ o
0’" ¢

scientific comguest of the coalfields was a protracted affair. It is to

- « ~ ] v’

bé expectéd that a large expehditure would be .occasioned by*adits and

B

" - ¢ A4

[

] —

'pgeparatioﬁ of the surface are both.indispensable for mining; what 1s

v E
- § o

© . &~ .
perhﬁps more surprising is that such a‘comparatively large sum was spent
) R o L \ w

. , \ . R - .
on housing for ,workers, particularly in River Hebert' East. We may begin

"to put theSe expenditures within a provincial perspéctive’ by hoting that'

) - * ! B
at the Albion Mines $100,768.96 was spent in 1868 .-alone upon.shafts,
. . N ) . .
drains, machipery and.enginerhpuses, and a railway. ) f X

- £ N

. . To what extent do we:find variations in investment patterns
-t M ¢
c .

according to the controlling interests in the company? %able Seven’

M B » * * t - “ »

suggeéts thdt the‘Americém companies invested most heavily in Cumberland.

o

-a



©

e

!

-

a

o

TabledSe§en. Investment in Mining Activities in Cumberland By
' Controlling Interest, 1866-1872

&

50

Mines L ’
Con- Adits &|Surface |[Machines |Dwell- |Rail- |Wharves |[Prospect- |TOTAL
trolled |Levels [Work ings , |ways . |ing ,
|From: )
London | $2,760 $8907| $1,290 {$1,950 $b $0 $570 $7,460

r 13 ¢ o o
Saint [$10,085| $4,477| $1,630 | -$700 $0 50 50 $16,892
John . .
Boston [$21,815- $6,662 $6,545 (87,009 ($17,063$1,000 $0 . %60,094
Qumbei— : . . i . 4 ’
1and $2,530 $3 $70 $30 $0 $0 (83,611, $6,244
County ' ) _

» N * 2

Unknown | $1,074 $236! $1,006 $0 $0 $0 $0-~; $2,316
TOTAL |$38,264 |$12,268 [$10,541 1$(,689$17,063 [$1,000 {$4,181  |$93,006 ("

[

-

@

a
b

<

@

~Clea£ly the General Mining Association, which had monopolizéd the most

3

accessible coal seams, made a tiny investment when compared-with the

¢

others. This is partially to be explained by,tﬁeqdates covered by the

table, which do not include the period of maximum initial investment.

But this is only a partial explanation.

\

This very low level of

expenditure is consistent only with a strategy of squatting on the

resource without exerting much effort to develop it.

1

[§

-

¥

B%gton companieé

followed a different strategy:: heavy investments in railways, 287 of

their expehditure in this period, exceeded only by their investment in

underfround mining. Railways dominated American strategies in the

coalfield. These strdtegies were not very wise, and dctually represented

k3

¥
4
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not a serious 'industrial revolutidbn' but a short-term response to the
S ) . ’
boom of the Civil War. Even in its most 'industrial! aspects, the ,
- . l‘ :l, < 4 -x
mercantile codlfield expressed i1ts fundamental character: -the rajlways
. [ e . . -

1

2

were the classic-fth;rh world" rallways, connected not with each other

-

but with the sea, conduits for staple expopfs rather:than elements of
3 . M ] *
an industrial transition. . v

n "

Finally, Figure Three portrays ,the control of the-Cumberland

coalfields, which is judged according to"tﬂe locacgon of the major

sharehelders of the companies (which in thisQPerlod éiso coincides with

H 2

-«

the location of their offices). The mercantile coalfield was dominated .

by three extérﬁal“metropollz London, Saint John and Boston. . On this

.
hd

small and relatively insignificant terrain we find the same forces that

»
. < N .

N N . s : 3
were active throughout the region. For reasons which are now apparent,

. o , 3

the General Mining Association of London exerted a véry impprtant
1 " ~

influence, accounting for 65% of production which can ‘be assigned to an

v

‘identifiable company. Saint John companies controlled 17% of production,

and Boston-controlled companies 16%.. A miniscule 22 was controlled by

* -

- . ¢ < 2
Cumbetrlang County companies and entrepreneurs. London's control was

»

absolute before 1858; g}adually it was shared with Saint, John. Bostoh ¥

interests controlled thé-majorxty of production in 1862-1864, but

*

quickly faded from the scene--a measure of just how ephemeral the Givil

War mining boom really was. Saint John emerées from this graphras Ehe I

)
A
- -

dawning dominant centre. v "

D
. ' “

-

. s i
These quantitative measures add a certain depth and precisjion to our

4

portrait of the coal industry in Cumberland between 1848 and 1872. We

-,

. are left, above all, with an impressiom of a small, unstable and

struggling industry, dependeﬁt on water tramsportation and easily

.

- &

b
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FigGre Three
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saffected by external marKet pressures. How 1s this pattéin related to

3

the entire period from 1700 to 187227 What can we say in general terms

about this period in°which the coalfields were created? . -

This period was unlfaed by the reign of merchant capitalism, which-
A " a

; R §
provided the determinant context for the evolution of petty commodity

production in Acadia and later settlement by the qulish. Eroduction . -
.

e an Py
under merchant CapltalistWaS oriented to the short—term; in this

N

instance to the export of a staple, 'which required little infrastructure .

or fixed capital. The labour process in this period was primitive and .

¥ 2
~

‘took the form of autonomous exploitation of the coal seams, or at most
“ . N & 1 @
a small 'manufactory' which grouped® together various skilled and -
(=g

O

unskilled men without chang;ng thé’technieal system of broduction.

' ] o

Producﬁion was strictly oriented to the availability of markets: the

arrival of schooners determined the pace of production. Steam power

was evident only in isolated instances, and for a very short period; in
- & o ]

general, the rhythm of production was set by the horse and .by men

themselves. Similarly the over-riding rhythm of production was set by
“ . ) » -
the tides and the wind which directed schooners towards’the coal seams.

Human effort was directly suﬁjected to nature; ﬁroductibn in this

Al

period was highly seasonal. : Merchant capitalism did not entail a

dramatic transformation in the labour process.

,

a
*

.Mercantile capitalism in this specific context erntailed an approach

1

to the county which was literally and figuratively shallow. The mines

o

remained tiny. The coal seams were explored only at the water's edge.

Elsewhere there could be seen, within the womb of mercantile capitalism,

&

the growth of industrial capital; not so in Cumberland, where the mod%poly

of the General Mining Association retarded development. No class forces

LN

0
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" existed within Nova Scotia to,transform this ‘situation; even® when the

- 9
A§sociation's monopoly was broken, the state assumed a bas1calbe o e

custodlal p031t10n, although technically it owned the coal and controlled

V

its expl tation. Only slowly would a dlfferent strategy, based on a
trans—regional railway and domestic manufacturing, emerge. Coal °
continued to be a ségple_for export, not an intermediate good within a
national or provincial strategy of industrialization. There was-no

internal dynamic to this industri, whose basic priorltiés were always

imposed from without. Slowly a stable community of farmefﬁ, grindstone

[&

Acutters and lumbermen emerged in this section of Cumberland, but any

indigenous effort at coal mining met the overwhelming pressure of the
General Mining Associatlo??éiLocal resident; were left at the periphery
of the .,coal industry, even in its earliiiﬁ days. - « ) "
There was an.underlying structural uniﬁy which defined £he position
éf the éoal seams in 1731 and-in 187%. The cpal seams, 1t 1s true, had

4 s
allowed the creation of a coalfield, a small nexus of social relations

0

ultimafély depehdent upon the,coal resource. But this coalfield had
little guarantee of permanence. (The coalfield of Springhill was even
less visible). 1In a profound sense, 1848 and even 1857, for all the
mines and promoters they had unleashed, had'accompllshed little. What

dynamism Cumberland County possessed--and it was in the decades leading

s

up to the 1860s the fastest growing county,ianova-Scatia-—Wés accounted

for by shipbuilding, agriculture, grindstones and 1umbering,; Coal

-

accounted for very little.

v
- . -
[
t

For mile after mile the cliffs of Joggins rose Sharp1§ from the

shore of Chignecto Bay, forming a steep wall against the tides of the

€4



Fundy. On these cliffs one found a tableau of the long history of .the

- 3
earth, a portrait.of twenty forests compressed over millions of years

N a

into coal seams. Nature is revealed here in all her dynamic and

Fa

3

. J . .
remorseless violence. But where, after nearly two centuries, was man?

.

How héd“{bis invitation to enterprise been received? In 1869, there was

a small, dismal answer, barely visible on tép of the fameus cliffs. In.

< :1848 the Association had proudly informed its critics that it had made

\ s o~ t 9
preparations for a steam engine; 1n 1859 i1t kept the engine in reserve,
4 ¢

still awaitiné the day when the level of output would require it. When

- R =
James Hudson of the Association visited the pit im 1869, he gpotted on

Q @
the cliffs a little pile of metal: the steam engine, -now slewly

o

disintegrating, not transforming the earth but slowly succumbing to it,

@

with "2 Boilers lying about. as’ they must have done for years .accumulating

w75 ‘ ’

Rust &c., 'until their identity is doubtful...

Before 1873 oné could say of the Cumberland coalfields as a whole

o ~

¢

. = that their identity was doubtful. For this reason the long period of

merchant capitalism may be seen essentially as a prologue to the true

I's . <

history of the coalfields. The period following 1873 requires a more

. detailed treatment than that given the sporadic growth of the coalfields

[
.

in the preceding two centurie§. The next chapter will analyse the

transformation of the #oalfields by industrial capitalism, and the thard

N v
v

chapter will study the transition to monopoly capitalism in the::
twentieth century. These economic chapters aré followed by a discussion
" of the social impact of mining and the emergence of twojdistinct
'§ocieties witﬁin the coalfields. Chapter Five then examines the
u » IS

structural development of the mines. The first five chapters provide an

analysis of the socio-economic structures which emerged in the coalfields.

v G

ao¥
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The sixth and seventh chapters study the impact of these stxucturés‘

> upgn, the peogple of-ﬁhe coalfields. Chapter Six deals with the mentality- .

-
a

. > created by coal mininé, while-Chapter Seven analyses the stratégieg;

v o . . , @
4 - e adopted by Workers,‘ﬁyp10yers and the state ior\cpntrgl of.the labour

[ 3 °
.

process. . :

.

o

o a

L. These last thapters take us to the borders of the history of eve

.

» © by allowing events-to speak for themselves and carry the analysis
through histor¥Fal narrative. (Consequently our aim is not a 'total
L = ‘?): o i -
histery' but a partial structural'histéiy which can be read as an

1 )
. ¢ ‘

introduction to the history of the coalfields and not an attempt’ to

o capture this history in its entiretf. This strategy runs the risk of
] N

=3
0 . o v o

[
nts

pAG

. losing the human side of history, but perhaps it*allows us to cross the

& '
.

' border between structure and event with greater assurance and new

. '
.  questions. . .
-
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of Ch;gnecto, which should be supplemented by Scott's manuscript hlstory. SUREIRN

71) Mines Report (1866), PP. 21—23 (1867), p. 17; (1868), pp. ‘13-14; 5 0N

(1869), p. 21; (1870), p. 15; (1871), p. 133 (1872), p. 6. An attempt AN
- was made to incorporate a company which would amalgamate enterprises in o
the vicinity (Statutes of Nova Scotia, 1867, 30 Vic., Cap. 49, "An Act N
to Incaorporate the Cumberland :Coal Mining Company'? but 1t seem# this ° .
was naqt successful

1 op -
& ¢ Al
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72) This is calculated by the standard: formula
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_where r is the désired ggpwth rate, XN-the value for the 1ast1pefid&,

e

~

100 -

v

S

Xi the value of the first péfiod gnd m‘thé difﬁerenée in yeﬁrs between

RN

theﬁﬁirst and last periods.
. - .

LY

Quantifétlve Methods' for Historians {Princeton, 1973), DPP-

73) Carman Miller, "THe-Restoration of Greater Nova Scotia,"

»
- v

See Roderick Floud, An Introduction to

2-93. ’

-

P
in David

" J. Bercuson, ed., Canada and the Burden ‘of Unlty (Toronto,1977),

i
74) This e

entLy be ame somewhat more pronounced over ' time.

'
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1 o
In 1855,

out of shipmehts tota 11ng 3,881}

chaldrons, 1,084%

(or 28%) were shipped

in the quarter ending Sl Decenber,.1,819 chaldfons (47%) in the quarter

ending 30 September, and
.. ending 30 June 1855. No
. year..

Many writers assumed®that the storms and,

78 chaldrons (25%) were shipped in the quarter
turns are laisted for_£2;$§§¥5t guarter of the

wf the Bay' of Fundy

‘gave it 'a shipping 'season.of six months,’ but local captains seem to have

extended thls shipping seasow by two -months.

spattern of production in 185
' usually employed during. the’
-Wlnter season Mines/RepoT

Al

. 75) PANS, RG 21, Series
Morrow, 5 August 1869.,
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CHAPTER TWO N o -

o

] " v

\ ‘The Industrial Transformation of the Coalfields, 1865-1900 . .

Py
~ - . .

-
s - a 4

The coal mines of Cumberland County languished for more than a_
v . -
; century as small pre-industrial workplaces, minor islands of “enterprise

1 within a system based upon trade and the sea. The era of sea-borne
i -

a2

i coal was characterized by episodic mining, -governed by the tides and the

) \ ‘ seasons, the imperatives of foreign wars and,the, international market.

‘ i

! o
i f

Jogginé in 1860 wou®d not have thought any great change had octurred
\

\ since 1848 or even 1731. But then everything .changed. One aspect

| ' There was a structural unity within this period: the visitor 7& the

.

|

\ ,

J of ghis change was the mining boom in the Joggins coalfield, which we

| ? have -already discussed as a classic instance of mining fever: this was

. ‘ . the most visible but the least durable aspect of the awakening of the

¥

; : coalfields. The more significamt developments were occurring in the

ipteriof. The Springhill_coaifield, for three décades a small affair

serving local farmers and blacksmiths, now emerged as a major centre of
i 13

s . .

production..- It grew in population at a very fast rate: more people

v

‘settled in:Sp;inghill in the 1870s than had ever settled in the

°
o .

Joggins coalfield. . Production waé'transformed from the primitive

LS

T : mining of 2 sea;bnal economy to thé deep, industrial mining of a new

‘
. = R’ t

economy based, on railways and coal itself. The speed with which the§e

- v

changes sw%pt Cumberland County was startling. A wider gulf separated
. ~ - .

~. the industrial mines of the mid-1880§lfrom the primitive mines of the

A

b 1860s, than had.separatéd those of 1731 and 1850. Suddenly the pacé

. of change had cdmpletely altered. Relations of production which had had
- R “ . .
. PO

s » o
M , N .
N o = »



»

a stable existemce over a long period of time were transformed; the

»

e

forces of productigg,here revolutionized with a vast increase in steam °

+
-

power, , Tl s - “. .
* »

- -

How can we account for so, swift a change in the fortunes of the *

Cumberland coalfields? We must first turn to the ckitical years in which

B *

v

the new économy was developed-:within the old,.the period 1865-1873: - In
, o . .

N

these years there were five major changes: the emergence of .a-new

%
A ’ : N

state (Confederation), the development of new.laws governing the

rights to coal, the coming of~the‘men‘of science in\thé Geological *
~ ) ) w" i v e
Survey, the rise of new companies controlled from Saint John which

brought the,cpalfieldé under local control, and the turbulent economic
transition from the Age of Reciprocit& (abrogated in 1866) to the o

‘National Policy.(1579, with anticipations in 1871). How are these

‘

’ - N . " oy - Vd
’ changes related to ¢ach other? What was their immediate impact?’ o

After discussing the decisive years of transition, we must enter the

Al - .

industrial period proper. The great transforming influence of this
. . e

- : period was the fallwgy, symbol and consequence of the new political

& -
.

realities, and to it*uafirsp turn. Then we shall compare the impact
of the new structure upon two different coalfields:Springhill, which rose

* to be the biggest mining centre in the country, and Joggins, which

[ . -

. continued to stagnafe until the late 1880s. TFinally, we shall considér

the general,economic pattern of the industrial period proper (1873-

<1900)," to determine its specific patterns of development.' Ve

. 1. The Political and Economic Revolution of 1865-1873

. It is a commonplace of Canadian economic history that Confederation

1

united separéte colonies on a political level and that the National
Policy in 1879 togk up the task of uniting these separate calonies on

{
the economic level. Only slowly were the distinctive economies moulded

“



-was a decisive step in industrial growth -— measured by the number of

into an <integrated economy. The emergence of a national'hafket was

impeded by barriers to the flow of. savings betweén regions  and between .

v ] -

industries, by the absence of complementary economies through which

national unity could be consolidated, and by the conse€quent persistence

-
4 I3

. R 1. . . " - e
of sectionalism. For some historians Confederation merely perpetuated

a mercant&lg\fraﬁéwork'ahd a staples-oriented eeconomy. Others see theé \

, - a

period after 1867 as ane of industria'l"‘c‘apitalism.2 For hi%;bridns of 3
the Maritime region, the last half of the nineteenth century is viewed T
as one of significant industrlai g;owth égg_(partlcular{y after the
National Péiiéy) the profouné deterioration of the region's position

within Canada.3 The period following Confederation is umquestionably

one of putstanding. importance, but no unanimity has emergéd on how, best it

B
b o

should b 'approaghed. The historian of the Cumberland coalfields is
not called Wpon to settle any of these natidha% questions, but the
history of this small area bears dlreqtly upon many of them.
The question of mercantlleléndusgrial transition is particularly
crucial. The coalfields present us w1tﬁ evidence éor both camps in ‘

tHis debate. Unquestionably the advent of the Intercolonial Railway 4

v

wage earners, the value of the product, the growth of secondary manufacturing, #

. 0
the application of steam power, and the development of urban centres. -

o

The Cumberiland céalfields provide very powerful evidence for{the profoundly

-

s0 =

revolutionary role played by the railway: it may well be: the- most

:
.
N '

&

" ' ’ A
compelling evidence in the Maritime region, for no one can qqestion £

- e
- ' '

the fundamental importance of the railway to the industrial transition R

Q
o )

in Springhill. Insofar as certain theorists -have argued that the '

. -

rallway'was’ésgséziélly part of-mercantile egéitalism, leaving',



N

undisturbed the prior mercantile system, they stand refuted by the‘-case

a

of Cum,l;erland.4 Yet, oddly enough, this refutation onlynextends to some

®

parts of the county. One could also'present a case for an enduring

' - 2

strategy of staﬁle exports in the western coalfield, which was only
S ) . : .
haltingly transformed by the railway. There is more than a kernel of

trdth in the suggestion that industrial italism was only able to gain

-

Intercolonial. In many respects we/are canfronted in the peried of
- - v 1Y

»

industrialism with a dual economy in Cumberland County, which corresponds

- s

to the' underlying formatién of ‘the seams.’ The mercartile/industrial

x5 »
- e 3

o Q, i £
transition had a spatial form in ‘Cumberland County: it was expressed in
w

a -

the reversal of the tradditional ddﬁinationvof Springhill by Joggins, of

the interior by the sea, of  the railway by the schoofier.
In a-sense, the theoretical writing on this question of transition

Q - -

tends to present us with two simplistic positions, either a position which

-

-

denies the evidence of industrial transformation, or one which denies the *

evidence of a substantial-survival of the older economy? It is

\

particularly urgent in the case of coal to avoid enlisting in either

camp, because coal occupies an ambivalent position. It may be a staple,

v

exported in raw form without creating any significant forward linkages,

®

or it‘may.be an intermediate good, basic to many nineteenth-century

3

industries as their primary energy source, and generating forward
o~ s

linkages in the form of cheap power for domestic indpstry.s Whether coal

*is a staple or an intermediate good cannot be decided in advance: in

Q ¢ a

itself it has a dual character. One has to argue within an intermediate

'position which avoids the 'commodity fetishism' which may accompény too

e

simple a-notion of the staple,6 and which can encompass an extended

period of co-articulation in which mercantile and industrial capitalism

. ’
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run together.’

I 3

* This theoretical problem is closely'conn§cﬂed with the interpretation
4 ﬁ
of Maritime‘economic history which, since S.A, Saunders, has minimized

- °

the political element within the economy in favour of a resource

1 [

determinism.8 Steven Antler has effectively criticised the circular

chdracter of resource determinism as a mode of explanation.9 What the
case of the Cumberland coalfields may help us see is the directly

LIRS
B

poligicaI aspect of this situation, dramatized especially by the political,
(N Ay

7

décision to create the Springhill coalfield, as part of the political
. . ' u

transformation of the region 11f Confederation. The pursuit of very
general explanatiégs“%br regional decline (such as an alleged deficiency
Pl 13 A3 k] N

in entrepreneurial @bility, a phenomenon which seems -to resist explanation
9 i~ *

%
1) ) Y

itselinB had direeted attention away from the concrete politico-economic

- a

conjuncture in which the basic decisions concerning the economy were
¥ - <5
-y k]

made. One such conjuncture is that of the period 1865-1§73, in which a
fraction of the capitalist class chose union with Canada as ?he best means
o 9a

of furthering its own Iﬁtegests and realizing its ideological ambitions.

% o 4

By losing sight ofJﬁho§e moments in which the structure changed, at”
least partly?as_a?consequenée of the political programme of identifiable
);? n.‘ : N - ) »
class fractions, we have lost the best available 'laboratory' in which

o .

to test our theories. One coﬁ%equence of reversing this tendenc§ is to

G C . o b
-reinstate, as central elemeg%soof any explanation of regional deéiine,
- rl V

the cohcepts @ﬁ‘claSS and class strategy, and such events (which a
reductionist economism has dismissed out of hand) as Confederation. It

would be idle to suppose that a local study of one area can do anything

’

more than bring us partial and incomplete evidence. %?t the evidence

brought forward by the history of the Cumberland coalfields in this

0
o o

-

o~

\

=

P
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-t

{i:ﬁ:we called builglng a railway across the colonles "Gpd's Wi rk " aﬁd he

-,redundant. The appeal of Confederatlon was largely’ accounted for by .

b
L3

.. .
[

crucial phase must be highly pertinent o any total hist ty of the

8y

regional economy. R . ‘ Co

When did the great. transformation in Springhill begi\, and why? It

began in anticipation of the coming of the Intercolonial ilwayz which .

- . 3 R
was the essential economic .result of the Confederation agreement, and

. -

because a dynamic group of capitalists, geologists and politicians seized
an opportunit§ to make money. One could say that tﬁelprin ipal immediate

. L .
‘cause was the imminence of the railway; the ultimate cause|was the
a I 3 3 vmv‘

existence of a group of men capable of making-the most of this situation. -

5

- *

* The railways dominatea the“nineteenth—eentury'imaéinat onz Joseph

1 q \ 1

.
RIS
3

even condescended to make, it his own‘11 Apart from a few ré alc1gfga§ "

5 ©
a . ¢ "

citizens of the°$outh Shore, Nova Scotians needed.little persuasion tp . .

< ! > b . [ v e ~
S

begome converts to the 'Philosophy” of Rallways,' that ‘heady t eology of . L

F) e #, o " N %
steam power that had its most refmed expression in the writ:. gs of | °. ‘g:
7 .

. .

Thomas Ketfer. 12 “Slnce 1 saw you——I have been busy with our Rallway .
gk~ - )
affairs——You may think this of Small account——but I-make it the\Seriohs ,

.
N
A 1

affalr of my life," wrote Gllbert Seaman of Minu&ie to Premier 4.8, 5 =+

Fgelding, in a vain effort to convert him“to the need for aﬁbraﬁch line.

©
13 3 - .

Men like Seaman placed tremendous faith 'in the railways, even in the K

{ ®

o A e . q / » ) “ PP ° ! e
face of-evidence’that it would render theig otm littlg‘gommunlxles

’ !
\

’ b4

the appeal ¢ of the Intercolonial Railway. it seems nlikely that the

‘scheme could have, won an& plaus&bility without some guarantee that the

[ a

railway would f1na11y be bu:.lt/l4 pther historians have deseribed these. ..

L3

complex and' difflcult railway negotiations. What we wiAnt ‘to point out® .

T ,,% ! ¢
here-is the strategic positlo% of Cumberland County. The dozens of «
3 J ,
[4 ' / ° \
13 o t % ! (70
ST S AN .
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» .

o

railway routes which vied for public favour in these years all had one
thing in common: of necessity they passed through Cumberland County,
s e i

which was consequently in a pivotal position. On those rare occasions

t

- -

that political debate in the tounty rose above the level of personal

“ #

attack, i focussed upon the possibility of the railway connection.
Howe and Charles Tupper, who fouéht titanic battles in Cumberland

County, stréssed the railway and '‘blamed each other for not hgving it

15 ’ -

\ .
¥ built; in one election in 1872, the Liberals promised a railwax from

-

Parrsboro to Springhill, and the Conservatives replied with a’gr&n& )

16

conception of a ship railway across the Chignecto Isthmus. Politicians

in the County could say, with only sligﬁt exaggeration, that failways

a
a

were their politics.

> . Ls

8 After 1864, when Tupper steered enabling railway 1egisl§tion through

“ S

v the House, the province rang with debate over the proper route.
' *«% .. Discussions of these debates tegg to take their tone from.the comments of
P
N . Sandford Fleming, the architect of the railway boom, whose acid comments

P 3 -~ [ . i
- - on the various detours forced upon the route have become famous, 7

<

The

- g® . traditional’ stance is to portray,“in qgrid-weary tones, Maritime

< v

. . - i.éectionalism and parochia;ism.18 Such commentar§ is misleading. As

=
o
[

Leo .Johnson so ably revealed in his history of the. County éf Ontario,

LIS

o - °  the debates over the location of railways were intense for the simple

//ﬂ*; reason that they were crucia1.19 There was nothing trivial about them
o

* e N

o “xi énd iﬁftaini& nothing distinctively Maritime. We shall not explore
{3

N = w0 % N

, the debates in central Nova Scotid aver the location of the line of®

R Y th? Intercolonfhl at any lengthl The signjficance of them lies in two
v 2 ¢

[y

ey i ‘
. areas. First, the debate overy;be mgin line ;I the Intercolomial--
i, N

» B

-
-,

Y “ ° yhether it should pass thiough the‘northerﬁ\of the central part of the
; g

T < N
s » © . i

3 {g °
. . wcounty-- was a struggle, in essence, between heavy industry
1Y N [

A}
3
v < & N . -
o ® .
4 < » N « ] °

@

3



9
(1ron and coal) and agrarlan life (farmlng and rural manufactorles)

In the final analysis, heavy industry won the debat®; the proponents of

v
» [

an alternative, line 'of development were de?eated.ip their immediate
objectives and in their political careers.20 The margin of defeat was

narrower than one might imagine; the Tory fortress of.Cumberland was

e
. - N v ‘ -
-~ 5

not yet impregnable. But the men who wafited a more 'agrarlan"development21"

’

and aimed to push the Intercolonidl into a role of serving this strategy

- were, after 1870, no longér politically~effec£ive.22 Secondly, the

s

debate revealed é powerful industrial 1obb§ had emerged which could

® N

bring real pressure ‘to bear on political 1life. The notorious 'Grecian

4

Bend' which takes the Intercolonial on a sceniéljaunt through the Cobequids,

kS

was not only built to accomadate James Livesey and his iron works at

-

Londonderry. It was built to fulfil an industrial, programme, a commanding

&

and’impressive vision of industrial development. This programme was

the unification of the coal deposits of Springhill with the irom of
¢ 3

N Londonderry. Abraham Gesner had been the first to see the logic of "this

proposal.23 There was, naturally, a good dedl of self-interest involvedh

<

in the grand design. Livesey made a nuisance of himself With‘his= R

.

unending pamphleté; he was even an unwelcome presence at the Quebec I

CPnference in 1864, together with other eager railway men.24 But there

was, apart from this obvious thirst for money, a real jndustrial design

here. R.B. Dickey, the father of Confederation and archetypical =
. Amherst capitalist, underlined the tremendous attraction of th scheme when,
: after reciting the huge amounts of money invested in Londonderr : he ’
L \ - ‘
. predicted a tremendous surge if the two_places be connected: "
- 4
gw\ If all this [growth at Londonderry| has been effected
\ - in the absence of the facilities which a railway alone ¢an « +
“ 4, give, and with only one kind of fu® at dommand, is .
°* ,\ it not reasonable to assume that with these facilities,
o ) 3 . s N ’
1 \\ 7 ' . . ° 0 -
‘/‘. \ o L] b‘ . }



" power of the mid-1860s rather than that of the early 1870s.

"0

a

and by a conmection with the freat Cumberland coal =
field, ... these results will be enormously increased ....25

This was more éhap parochialism: it was a concept of a dynémic industrial

centre, a unification of diverse resources. The men who advocated o

\ N
9

| .
this concept insisted that the Intercolonial serve as .a road to resources,

3 t
and as the means to their conselidatlon.26 ) . .

-
»
N -

-

2

In the end their’ goals were almost réached: The railway passed

¢

through Londonderry and came within four ﬁiles of Sprihghil%:one suspects

that had there been a longer dela&, a iobby would have forced it to Jas%

right through Springhill, no matter Wh%ﬁ the'obstacles.27 Only a small
. ° . ! v
branch line had to be built, about five miles long, to connect with the ™’
% ! ’
main line at Sprimghill Junetion. This small unsubsidized line connecte

¢ .

with the beautifully-constructed: Intercolonial, *which had been built wit

little regard for Economy. Division Teh of the Intercolonial, which
° ——

passes through the coalfieldé,'c6él $484ﬂP26 for a length of oniy 27
miles.28 Dickey could report that his Egeam had been at least partially
realized: "Spring Hill is fiourishing," he WrotéQiﬁ Aﬁfil, 1874,
"Already there is a new thriving village spr;ng out'of the forest in -

a few months. The coal turns out beyond our expectati&ns.‘ The ohfy

n29 Ironically, the Londqndérry company

o o . <, ¢
which had won the great detour was no longer a force, The Intercolonial

L)
trouble is getting it to market.

a

enshrined in its final route the ephemeraf balance of socilo-economic_

@

- v o

The great transformation of Springhill did not wait for the arrival
* i

of the intercolonial, imporyéht“though this*was: it was aIreédy at work

in 1865, in anticipation of the new railway. A frantic scramble for

Q

the best claims emerged'in 1864 and “1865. Many 'of the men inyvolved,

3

" such as William Patrick, William R. Barnés,'Georg; Hibbard, Gilbert

o

©



: and RufusfSeaman; C.J. Stewart and R.B. Dickey, had long songht tgxk\j

» ~

make a fortune in mining promotions_of one sort or another. The documents

by o
* of the.l1860s are complex gnd reveal quarrel after quarrel among these
© ' L 2 -
a g [ + LY o v 1
men. With a certain ‘amount of necessary over-simplication, we can locate

“four main groups: the Americans, aligned with W.R. Barnes; thetﬁriti h,

[3

= He v o

. \

These groups goalescéd in a compléx fashion and a history of tHeir

of

internal quarrels and strategies would take many pages. A detailed
TN accolnt ik probably not necessary. The British and“the Americans were
v 3 ® /

the first in‘and the first out. The Americans, aliéned wiﬂh William R.

l ~

Barnes (who had played an important prospecting role in River Hebert) were
' - ! ! -

active .im the ringh111 area in 1865 and 1866 It was thought they

PR i - 4 v

had spent at’least $20,000 in prospectlng, Controvergy surrounded their

3o

eventual exdlus1on from the best. llcenses to search, whm%p drove these - .

- ° men back to'the United States.30 Brltlsh capltal -~ the Internatlonal

~ . @ v ¢ &
Contract Compény -_ entered the fray in 1865 and 1eft in 1867. Since
- - this company held the contract for construction of the railway, it “
0 | o wés logically connected with thetdevelopmentnof the Springhill coalfield.
Tupper“ottained from C.H.M, Black the rlght to sell to the Br1L13h ¢ ’
PR e ! "- & . a

company the’ 11censes to search whllevhe was in England in the late - -

v @

[

a0t a,,‘

1860s. 31 The" fallare of ﬁhe ;nternatlonal Contract Company‘naturally

po»

. 4

10

™ 'tq Q" o3
. impeded this attempt to- attract a large krltish company. .The third’ . e
Ao. . ‘% L - .
P N oA
« group was coﬁﬁoaed of mén, mainly leerale, WhO were the’ 1nheritbrs e
Rovott @ "\ T F BN 7 By °
) PN
of the Seampn empire‘ln Mlnudle. Ha& they.woh control the 1ndustry R
o \n‘”‘& X ~ 2 ) ; ® ¢ O,‘& a
. o %; would hdve b?b“v in {tkglnitial stages’ at’ 1east, under strietly local :
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control. These men (who were not all that unified) claimed to be the
A

first to discover and explore Ehe deposits of coal in Springhill,32 The

fourth group,’ centred in Amherst’with important commections i »

was Conservative in politics and ultiméfely succeeded in- uniting with .

- T

C.H.M. Black tb attain cgntrol;&yer the best mining areas.

APl a -

"Put in such summary fashion, the process «of diécovery and initial
exploitation” sounds quité simple: of the four groups.contesting the

area,’'one emerged victorious. In fact, there Ywas nothing simple about

-

it. The proliferétion of ¢ aims, counter-claims, splits and disputes is

only one aspect of a confused situation, We must remember that all of
¢ , - &\
¢ X -
these initial "explorationd took place in a context qf acute uncertainty.
= , a

Everything depended upon a railway which had not yet been built.

John Rutherford, the prov1nLia1 mines inspector, observed in ¥865:

-«

"hnger,ordindry conditions, mines could not be opene& and successfully

.o @ w o

worked in this inland district without a large preparatqry expenditure

@

¢ «

on the part of those.immedjiately -interested. But if, as is anticlpated,
< Al °

the projected Intercolon1a1 Railway should pass through of skirt this

°Coa1 Bason]:sic] the co encement of: its construction W111, beyond

b y 2

i

quest%on, be simultaneous 'with the opening of a number of rich Cogi N
n33*

The railway solved many

questions at once. It brought in skilled surveyors and geologistsy

mines in. the vicinity of Springhill.

it provided a guarantee that’the future mining companies would not

" °

“

-

~

* All quotations from primary documents are given in their original
form. Many of these quotations are drawn from the writings of ordinary
men with a rudimentary grasp of grammar. The use of " sic]" after
‘every spelling error would be tiresome, and night also be somewhatiy o
condescending. Therefore I have used "£31c]" only in cases of a .

typographical error in published reports” as§in this quotation. Idiosyncratic

spekling and punctuation are preserved*inﬂq?e citations, although, ' -
ocdasionally I have added my interpretétion in square brackets after
the error, to facilitate compxehension. . = - #
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have to bankrupt'themselves to reach the rich deposits of the interior,

P *

and it offered a chance of industrial consolidation wiﬁh the iro; ﬁeskg
of Londonderry. ﬁart of the seriousness ;;tﬁﬁwhich men fought out the;;§
- : I . '
confused battles over mining claims must be related to ‘the spetulative
nature of investing in an industrial boom whicﬁ depended so intid;tely

°

upon the uncertain fortunes of Confederation and the, railway.

o

Yet this is only part of the stovry. Government(policy had a decisive

-impact on the;pumberland coalfields, in two respects.. The girst was’
the unbelievable confusion and inefficiency with which mining claims

were processed. The second was the favouritism shown to Conservatives,
1N v

- «

which probably“played an important role in determining the outcdﬁe.oﬁ
\ S v - R
14
the claims fever. v, . . ‘ ‘

The ineffiEiency.of‘%he government and the inadequacy of legislation
was an important captributing factor. to the climate-of the early Springhill

mining booq' Theoretically the provincial government inherited.ownership

° N 3 a
of the coal seams and the exclusive right to determine their future.

This was" a legécy of “the General Mining Association, which remgined -

a 0

in four provincial-areas as a memento to the Age of Absolutism.

3 ©
-

This tradition of crown ownership might be read as one which extended
¢ I

an essentially conservative and pre~industrial tradition into the’
' g
e
capitalist age. In Nova Scotia there was no serious challenge to this

principle of state ownership, nor to“the right of the provincial
g&vernﬁéhé;to coliept royalties. (Ontario, in contrast, enacted legislation

i 1

in 1869 which repealed previous provisions for rdyaltles, taxes and

. v b

) L ’ o o

duties™on‘metallic ores -—.which H.V, Nelles has shown to be*a complete ° .
\ 1 4 t « N

surrender of public claims to the resource at ‘the request of the Y’

t ' - ° e [4

N, 3 o "
industry.)%4 One could make a general point that, in contrast with\
. n & qi;, ' o
@ s \ | B ° * e o “ »
° s -t { ! ’ ¢ c
P ( - ° 0
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a % -
the common view of Nova Scotia as the home of low-tariff, free-enterprise .
thought, actual policy revealed the government to be somewhat more interyeptionist

0 PYid °

in its approach than that of Ontario. . .

c

But this contrast should not be taken too-faxr. The policy of the °

- L]

government in the period 1857-1865 was similar to that of most othér -

i

North American jurisdictions. Because licenses to explore were mot’ - i

-~

renewable and they could, after expiry, be given to the next claimant

in line, the exploration for coal proceeded in anfrenzied and disorganized

& $

fashion. P.S. Hamilton, the Commissioner o¥ Mines in ths‘mpst hectic

eperigd of the 1860s, remembered the distinctive atmosphere bﬁ those
yéar7 in a memoir Wwriften in %878. "Man& -- perhaps the majoritj‘-—
of men who engage in mining ;entures, and especially in mining for the.
"precious metals',~lo;k to making a rapid forgune," Hamilton noted. S 1

.

"If there is any element of rapacity in them, it is sure to be developed
by this occupation, and to" lead to measureless greed and dishonesty,

unless that disposition find itself subjected to wholesome restraint."35

° > v

[y
[ bl

Hamilton Yégigfrticularly shocked when a highlgrplhcéd Minister (one

may safely assume Hamilton was referring to his arch-enemy, Charles o

~ "o » Y

Tupper) passed along a message to him, which was, "in so many Wwords, ’ #
A
'hg says -~ now that we are in the position to do sa, let us make money W
- 36 v -
while we can.'" Members of the legiglsture would beset Hamilton, /

"in some instances with threats, in others with-blandishments, to
3 a 3
grant them some illegal favor, sometimes involving really atrocious

137

< o L
dishonesty.' These are the memories and accusations of-a Qi@teg}y .

i F) .

disappo}nted'man, who himéelf would belaqcuéedvof impropriety in the, , -

¥ v

gold fields =—- but they unquestionaﬁﬂ{;ﬁapture the febrile world of
‘ o . 3

‘.-,7, 0

the mining speéculators. ’ ' . ,

o, * L] \ 3
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The evidénce,zmdch of it circumstantial, suggests that the
Conservatives treated the new provincial freedom toqgefine a mining
/ o

poli&y in much the same way the Liberals had treated the question of

4

office~holding under responsible governmgﬂt. In both casés, the demand o

‘
s

for provincial contrel entaii;d patronage. We have already overheard

4

N . ,
Charles Tupper's emine tly'polifi%al discussions with the first commissioner

-

’ 4

of mines: What the period 1865-1873, would reveal is a political strugg{e

over the.very composition of capital in the cpalfields.
\ \

In'1865 the policy of thehprovinciél government changed radically

and QPcisivelyf It did-“so in a very peculiar manner—-through the

S

‘publication in the Royal Gazette of an order-in-council. The notice was

published on 28 June 1865, while'the”order—in‘bouncil had been confirmed

in Cogncil on 25'May 1865. This crucial document reads, in full:

° ,h

It is hereby ordered that in Wmll cases where licenses to

search” for mines or minerals, other than gold, has [sicl

been issued, by which the right to select’°oné square mile

for working is secured, it shall be competent for any

-party, on application specially made therefor, and on

* " payment of the duty for a license to search,ito obtain--
subject to the right of any previous license or licenses--
a license 'to search on the same area, and that this order
shall be appllcable, irrespective of the number of licenses
previously! issued, yntil the whole quantity contained in
,any area dLscrlbed in the first license is covered by
applicatlons whlch, when selected ,for leases or licenses

,° to work, would include the whole quantlty in the said area
Coe fitst applied for.38 o~ y

»

- a3

Y

1

In thié»bland, bureaucratic way the QOnservatiGes announced a coup in

» the coalfields. ,QLet ud recall what the law had stated. A party l{ad

s . o
been able to apply ‘for a "License to Search" for mines other than gold
1 ﬂ\ - .
[

_ over any area of ground, not previously‘occupied, up to the extent of

13 N ¢
1 e, ¢ o .

' five square miles,’and‘?his License gave him the«exé%ﬁsiﬁe right *o

¢ (3

4,d7’vlp;osecute his searches for one year. He could then make a select}on of

[ ‘N

one square’ mile over which he, for tyo years, would hold a "Licensé to
. K ®

. ‘s e
:

%

Ly
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jr'uybrk". ~Finally, if he actually commerced and carried on effective .

-
'

mining operations, the Licensee could obtain a mining lease lasting

8

until 1886. Previous to this order-in-council of 1865tno license to -
search on.the same area could be given where prior application had been
made. The Jicense would go to the next party in line. Now, however,

’ . ) >
second «or third applications for licenses to search on the same area

" *

were perfectly ‘in order: ~ . »

-

A minor de;ail? in fact, it was'a redefinition of the nature of

:

the license to search, which made the privileées of the licensee far

@ =)

more predious), and gave them something of the character and ‘selidity of

°
°

real property. It was also a political transformationof the first

N )
order. On the very ddy the notice appeared in the Royal Gagzettesr—-and -

i

before that'publication had been ‘generally circulated--C.H.M. Black,

- -~

associated with the'InternaEipnal Contract Company, appeared at the

N °

mining office, with prepared applicaq;ons for eight atreas of five'square

*
o
N, e

miles each in,the Sﬁringhill area--forty square miles in all. '‘Black had

> s

. moved very quickly. 'When he af}ived at the Mines Office the new :

a

order-in-council was not a khown fact: only when Black flourished his
VN ® R <

own copy of the Royal Gazette would the office accept his applications.
When word of this cogpdreached Cumberland Count¥~the cont&stiﬁg parties

rushed to file application, but they were pipped at the post. °Hereafter

» °
2 * ® N 3

only two groups were id contention--C.H.M. Black and the British company,

] ’

and thes groip of Amherst investors and'speculatofs who' were associa%gd’

with Alexander Magfarlane of Wallace. After Charles Tupper obtained -

power~of-attorney from Black to sell the licemses in England, ang an

undivided fifth part of the three leases “issued to Alexander Macﬂarlaﬁe,%

< '

o

these two groups were on the terms'of the most friendly iﬁtimacy., They .

e

)
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were connected through Chatles Tupper.39

A committee of the Nova Scotia legisIature would later find that the

[}
order-in-council was "regfgnant to, and in direct violation o%, the law;

e i

g

¢ and from the time and manner in which the applications were md@e it is

evident that there must have been some collusion between the applicant
m

S

and the government, or some members or member of -the government, and that
A . .

by the making and withholding the publication of the said minute of

Council for thirty-four days aftér its date great injustice_was°done to

those already holding licenses to search, as well as those applying for

the same."ao There is good reason to agree with this\judgment, even if
\

it was deliberately phrased to embarrass the Coﬂservatives in a politically

>

charged situation. The strongest point of the indictment against the
!

\

Conservatives is the speed with which C.H.M. Black was able to respond to

N - <

an order-in-council whose existence was kept a mystery. It is difficult

\

to think of any explanation other than improper access tL confidential

information. Nothing in the Conservative counter-attack undermined the

'

charge against Tﬁpper and his friends. «. Tupper began by impugning the
. 1 . /) P -
motives and blackening the reputation of P.S. Hamilton, the Commissioner

¢ o

5

~

of Mines and one of his principal enemies--but he did not expléin why a
pwg > [N
man who was thought to be so untrustworthy was given so responsible a

[
a

position in his govefnment. . Tupper also noted that he was not in the

s
province on the day the Royal Gazette was issued, and that his own >
o < >

o,

material inpefést in the Sﬁr;nghill area had‘aeveloped after he had left

» 9

office.41 These rebuftals,°QXpressed in Tupper's best rhetoric, staved
J0 & N

off the threat of a serious political reversal; they do not seem to

undermine the case ‘against him, which, alth&ugh circumétaétial, seéms
- d» kS

» ~

stronger than his defence. It is unfortunate that Tupper's carefully

B ] ‘L
o «
1) &
/' - - &

. wh oa [y ®
. 4 ; o

2
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T edited papers do not contain the 'smoking pistol' which would clinch the

3 s

. . - W . -
argument.. But unlesg Providence. favours Comservatives, it is difficult

I *o * !

.» ~not fp draw certain conclusions' from the success of the Amherst Tories,
SRR S . . .
« and the,undeniable interests of Tupper himself.43 As Hamilton concluded,

- [

‘"I do think...that anybody who will take the trouble for himfelf to sum up

f -~ a

for himself all the facés, will have to admit the-cizgumﬁtgﬁtial evidence

- —r

. ., is most excruciatingly strong against some person or persons unknown, who

"43 -

’

v . -
were engaged in the concocting of the Order.
g . ‘

- - A—‘ )

Such’ 'scandals' are commonplace in Canadian éconqﬁic history, and

© 0

reveal. the creative role of the political processbi the actual business

! s

, of capital formation. The significance of the order-in—council of 1865

v
3 = 3

lies not in the justifiable questions it raises about Tupper's political

> ©

- ' 3 ’ » - 3 k -
- morals but the processes it reveals to be at work in saciety in a crucial

124

r

periods . It deménstrates that the legacy of crown ownership did not

3

entail a conservative philosophy of resbuf;e development. The crown

ownership of the resource Qid not inhibit the emérgence of an acquisitive
1 g A i *

group; rathe?, it made the formation of such a group a political process.

Other industries would be profoundly affected by the state: bonusses,

-
1 3

! ‘ " .
tarfiffs, contracts all represented political decisions which had important

cgnsequences for business and industry. .But few other industries were as

N\

¢ thoroughly political as coal. The ﬁependence of the coalfield upon the

policy of the state was the consequence of the dependence of the state

w

function, the coalfields required the marﬁets\provided indirectly through

> ¢ '

: ofqthe railway. With good reason contemporaries likened the coal

b4 g

_industry to meréhant shipping. In both cases the state was percéiVed

2 N o R

upon the coalfield: the state required royalties from coal in order to  °_

state-o%neq trangportation systems and directly by the fuel requirements 5



" "history of state ownership.
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» ! =
‘to have a spec¢ial interest in the industry. The path fgllowedjberova

Scotia was dissimilar tq that of the American, coalfields, and the wvery

different corporate forms which evolved in Nova Scotia owed much to the

-
- °

o

Who were the men who transformed the character of the coalfields in

o

- - .

- 4 . L 3 AT
18657 °*They were pre-eminently Conservatives, who flourished as a

consequence of a favourable government. P.S. Hamilton,whom we have

-4
¥

encountered as an opponent of the ultimate development of this group,

- a

nonetheless articulated many of its’assumptions as one of the first

Confederates.45

s

R.G. Haliburton distinguished himself by his unequivocal

belief “in the benefits that Confederation would bestow upon the coal

4

. industry.4? Thesé men would quite consistently arguébfor.tﬁe need for a .
national policy to create.a secure environment for the coal industry. 8

Haliburton was so convinced that the coal mining industry was' the

ipcubator of Confederates:that he thought even William Annand, the -

anti~Confederate premier, might change his mind about annexation with the

- -
¢ 4

United States after he acquired some coal interests.47 They were also

men with money to spend, although not as much as the tradifional

4

mercantile bourgeoisie of the province. We obtain a rare glimpse into ;

the business affairs of these men from a sentence from a letter from

°

R.B. Dickey to Joseph Smith in 1874: ' '"Charley Townshend could not get

off to England this winter. I hardly know what his plans are for the

9

future. Perhaps they are somewhat despondent on the news of his brother

o

Ceorge at Philadelphia who was unlucky enough to lose 5 or 6000 by

48

Jay Cooke's failure." The Amherst Tories had many business interests

in common; the Amherst Boot and Shoe Company was.a rallying point for

Cumberland County's various Fathers of Confederation, more numerous in

-

¢ ~
.

~

& & »
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49

this county than in any other. Many of these same men figure in this ° .

early period of transformationxin the coalfields.

Q

4

Did these men consgitute an industrial bou%geoisie, and did thé '
events of 1865-1873 represent their arrival in pqyer? Or did they merely .. K

represent an old mercantile group searching for.new fields of enterprise?

CNéither alternative ié satisfactory. Jonathan MhCu%&y, a Cumberland ¢ ’ i

father of Confederation, made a useful point whe% he compared those who ’

- %m °
b

had “ﬁoney made" and oppoéed Confederation with t#Hose who Hbgsd to be

"money making" and supported it.so He underlined the nasceht character

A ’ + -

of this formation, “which defined ‘itself as much by its hopes for the
future as by its existing interests. Plainly the chief field of
economic’expansion in the mid-1860s lay in coal and -gold, and virtually

all the leading spokesmen for Confederation had mining interests. Other

"

writers have noted the profound links bétween coal miningdgnd Cdﬁfeﬂeration.51 -n

&

Although the argument cannot be pursuéd thfough vofing statistiés in the .

same way in Cumberland, which in 1867 lacked a large population dependent ,
o s ) " \

upon coal, the emergent network; of mining capitalists seems to bedr it
N . e ? v il

5 - . “

out well. These men imposed a new definition upon the Cumberland

) t &

coalfields, helped guide the failwéy through the interior, and changed

. ) [
the role of the state from one of custodian to one of instigator, In
* |

s . -, . . . .
all thése respeets the new men of power resemble an industrial boutgeoisie,

a new socio-economic group with a different programme. But the analogy

a & v

is not precise. The concrete situation of the coal industry from 1867 to .

3

1871 was prolon%gd and serious crisis. In 1867 the Mines Report noted

a decrease by 119,224 tons ‘from the previous year, and blamed tﬁ; decrease N
directly on the abrogation of the Reciprocity Treaty.sz' The imposition

LN
"of an American duty of $1.25 gold per ton on foreign coal ruined the .

86
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« between the grain grower in Ontario and the coal owner in the Maritimes.

. B v »
1 e

r L ¢ @
prospects of such concerns asgthe Glace Bay Mining' Company, which was
3 X ‘ 2 v
direcged by J.R. Lithgow, one {: the most ardent of the Conservative
i " [ 3 f - LY
3

coal men.53 In 1872;'H.§,-E oléz the inspectar of mines, surveyed the

“«

o

bleak hist6r§ of the industry since 1867 and noted that the record told
. v ¢ . ‘
"of one unbrokeén series of efforts, on the part' of the mine owners to

LN - I3 ) R 9

contend ggainstﬂ[oﬁ prices and an irregulaﬁxaemand consequent upon~£he

v

close competition which, has hitherto existed for the trade of a limited

~
N 1

markets " During the period not a single coal company had paid a dividend.

2

Isaac Buchanan now becdme a figure local coal men fquld cite in support .
G -~ rd

a [

of a protective tariff: which would represent the Wutua}ity of interests

A v »v'1
In this period of ckisis the incipient indusgrial bourgeoisie.fell back

on a mercantile strategy.s Everything hinéed on reversing the Amerijcan

1 b -

&Zc151on. In 1871, the ‘coal: 1ndustry faced a dual dlsaster. the repeal

> by -

_of a protectlve tarlf on forelgn coal enterlng Canada and thexcollapse

v ¢ n

of talks 1ead1ng to a new reclproclty treaty in Washlngton. Haliburton,

* ' ]

the 1ead1ng spokesman for the coal men, was deVastated As he etplained

«©
¢ D f ¢ -

“ to John As Machnald, the Positlon of the 1ndustry was oge of great

#f Vulnerablllty, "The Noj? Sg¢otia ,Coal Owners have watched the pragre'ss

%

a “ -

of the Comm1351on with great interest & the result Wlth much

U &

dissatisfactioh.' The Coal trade of Novd Scotia is the'only*branch ofu

o * o 4

Canadlan Commeree that 1s at the mercy of the Americans, for as Coal
-3 . 4

is foo bulky an article to be shipped ‘at distance, unless it is needed

- ‘ ’ “ ©

for a back freight, whicﬁ is’not the ‘case here, we must ship to the

+

55

'54,

.

“n

5

Kastern States, or nowhere." Haliburton saw(hislpersonal‘and his poligical

Y 3 4

.8 ) "
projects coming to nought.56 The new men of the 1860s were denied.the

“ o

* n

secufe economic base they so ardently desired,

S ! 1
K v 4 +
»
. " X » LB, 4
&
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. What Haliburton's comments also mdke clear is that thase' coal men -

»

operated with an essentially mercantile perspe¢tive: his focus is .
¥

a

plainly upon shipping and the American market. -The underlying assumption

of those who wanted to impose a Canadian duty on bituminous and anthracite .

v B

coal was that this péiicy’would fofcg the Americans to graﬁt reciprocity. .
. ) ¢

s

[} R . E
/  The connection between cpal men and 'economic natiomalism' (at least in

? £

- % o ° «
- - o “ hd o y
its common sense of domestic manufacturing and tariff protection) was. \

.
a - 4 >

+ / * 3 . ¢
, initially a tenuous one, because the local men iegarded protection as a

b v

L strategy for restoring the ancien régime of seabo%gyfahgf._‘Haliburtpn ' ‘/i

¢ ’ .

. - ¥ v

dnd, the 'coal owners' -were convinced that the underlying American intention

5 . - - a Il ~

« B k3 A
. Wwas to. force the Nova Scotians into angsxation, and swent so far as to .

-
3 v v

appeal to the anti-Confederate provincial ‘seéretary to stop L] )

y .
\ . . : .
pro-annexagionist. stories in the Liberal press on the grounds that such
» - » LY . < < .
Yeports would simply give the Amemican coal interests enccuragement.5
R 4 [N

P ~

14

; Born within an uncertain and difficult conjuncture, and unguided

R > o » »

* by any coherent pglicy of indigenous development, the mew provinczal -~

° T
/ .
H - 2 a *

- eﬁvisagedaﬁy writers.in the 1860s: Nor did the small -group of 'men who .

. ~
o '

¢oal -industry could not sustain an econbmic,revalutidn-qf the type .

¥

5 N 4 - . ‘
tonopolized the best Springhill aréas reveal themselves to be: industrialists.

N .

L Y 5 . o T on .

R 0]
., Their principal interest was a quick return on their investment, and they .

-
r3 "~

- sold out .quite readily. However determined the Amherst capitalists fay- -
- ' ; Rl e . '
hgve been to build secondary manufacturing, they readif§ yvielded control *

S t ¥

. over thé'coalfields: Many‘doaumenté reyéal an prientation towards . y;
;' * viewing the cda%?;escurde as é ﬁp;ﬁ of ‘real estate: to be sold to the ¥ l”
”& highgs% bidder,ﬁwﬂether in England or in Capa&a.ss‘ L ; o
; S , e .
m\" Al%}this,sqrves to %?dlqage éhat th9o‘mercéntiie/industrialh .
90uplet, an ességtial‘gﬁidé to interpreting ecénom;ELE}storybwéan - gﬁ::\” ‘
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* °
‘he notedl, in 1864 applications for licenses to seaych covering 1,200 .

* and the coming of tﬂe railway. But these changés, momentous as they
|

ol . v 0

. b ~
q 1

nonetheless force us 'to miss subtle and complex de ents in which
¢

both aspects co-existed. In Nova Scotia men saw im Conféderation and

N

¢ v ‘ s

the railway a tremendous opportunity to make money in mining;inweétments.

obert Drummond was fight to claim that the 18605 were "epochal," As

N
[ 2 A

]
o
8, - £

square miles were applied for, a greatér  number appl%ed for in any

= 3 «

period Slnce,5? The .greatest chahges were those i government p01£cy

o+
< K

A\
Were, only started a long, protracted transition to an 1nduatrlal order.
a ! [ 1
. Only in Springhill ’did. this transition occur with the speed and

°

X
" decisiveness of an economic¢’ revolution: In the early 1860s the area, had"

1 ‘ A .

{
been left virtually unexplored. Prospectors complif*ned that thé& heavy

¢
5}

rains of autumn limited, the time available, to explore the area; the
- v & 4 v

- % B 3
strdta were often covered by as many as twenty feet of eartﬁ. ’%lthough

*

,some 10cal knowledge and experlence had been,gathered dhout the toal
- t?‘ n

resource, it 'was esseutially an unexplored terrain. In antlelpation of -
Y { N 3 @,

i

. -
s - . - 5

»coal, seams.  The provincial governmeht, in an order-instouncil of 25

4 - L]

Novemher 1865, had granted a request that varicus prospectors be allowed

«
¥

to remew their licenses to search for 12 months, on the condition that

"a Company is formed with sufficient Capital to opérate the Mines op a

13

’ large scale,’éhd the Rhil&ax‘frdm Truro to Moncton 1% being vigorously,

~
B
T !

prosecuted according to the Contract thade for that purpose w%th the

., -

~Internat10nal Contract Goﬁpanx_ﬂ60 What the government.wanted‘Was the -

_industry. | ¢ . L,

[ z y a‘

open1ng of “the' coalfleld and the development of an extensive‘mlnxng

¥
o . - ““i , r W ,

r
" / Al + ‘

the railway the first\seriou8°efforg %EEamade to understand the Springﬁill

/ . v
The International Contract Company sent two investigators to examine

» s ¥
\
b . N -
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the cgal seams in 1866. The first 'systematic interpretation of the,

Springhill area thus came gboht as aodi;ect result of the Intetcolonial /

~ °

L A
Raiiway. The report illustrated the Frontier claracter of the Springhill

3. X

6 @

dgposité. "It must be remembered that the Springhill Coat Field has -

o o » »

"hitherto been in every sense unexplored;the difficulties therefore of

o " » )

ekamining and ascertaining the value of a Coal Field under’such .
(‘ - . I8 © 7

circumstances are obviously greater than those met with in.méklng an¢

& »
1

'inveseig%Fion in a practically’ known district;" the surveyors noted. "o

¢ 3

this must be added that the whole of the fifty square miles [covered by the

4 « +

extended licensds to search] is almost eptirely covered with a forest of
. . ’ A 1

- s . LA
densest growth the.ground being ‘(as is usual in such qgses) very swampy . o .
o . >SS

»
< H
= . - 3

e h Ty oy € . » -
and of great~thickness owing to vast accumulations of decomposed
> - f R
& ”
vegetable matter covering the rocks and effectually preventing their
R . - £

- B - e

inspectiog."" In light of these difficuities, the surveyors found them—

* u t

selves unable to trace the outcrop of any particular seam for any Lo &

N b o

distance. Still, they had located enough to arouse enthusiasm. They put, = ~*

down a trial pit and located "d'very vhluable Seam-of Coal" eleven feet
w

-~ » *

» ip thi¢kness. They thought the coal bettér in 'quality than;thagsqf Pictou. -

. 6 .
Two other seams were also dlqpovered. 1 The twp surveyors "alsq made
kY

@
s . EEY

-~ o -
< extremely interesting comments about the eégnOmic prospects of Spring-

v

@ill. They recOmﬁeéded'acéeptance of the terms of the holders bfléhe v, .

licenses to search and praised the area's potential for rqilway

“ d » v
3 Y kN i T -

deVeIopment.62 t .o ~ ’

¢

Nothing Would come of their 'recommendations, but the report itgelf

‘ = ]
~ <
*

became a standard part of promotionalf Fitevature fbr the Springhiil ‘ <o

e (4

field. It is difficult not to be impressed with this, manuscript reports,’ -

s " q - ~ -

n +

. .
the first attempt to correlate the coal seams (of Joggins and Springhill,63
and difficult not to be Surﬁrised at the thoroughness of . ’ ’
Y - &' 'O '
. « f &
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- . y a ¥ -? ° t . t
° the survey, which included the sinking of a numher of test pits. The :
Ty mgnuscript report was the first fruit of the changed politico-economic .

-~ 1

cénjuncure: at the behest of a company deeply involved in?@bntracting

»
. for the railway, an initial attempt had been made to understand the coal

seams of the interior,

Behind ;his‘ﬁéxét systematic survey was the

A {11(_5

- 5 { * 7 i .
* L provincial governme%&;‘mobilizing éhpport for thewxrailway and rewarding

- " its loyal Cumberlan& friends. ‘The report reveals how mucH the Springhill .

/' ‘area was a frOntler' -a,vast terraln, offering.great promlse, _beckoning s e

the explorer and the caplt&llg}.j But this.was a spec1a1 froﬁtler, a
bl o e~ B _-.\}
§ . frontier Within .2 well-established society, created only through a -

P \7 ? e - *

N~ moblllzatlon of new m;a&bf capiftal by the’ trans—reglona%;railway, It / «
was a "frontier of monarchy," whose chief attractlon was owned by the .

state and whose development/éouiﬁ be profoupdly influenced~by bolitics.ﬁ4 e
t ¥ l‘ N

‘It was*because of thf/Ftate ¢ crucial political initiative in 1865 that

v
’ [}

. - _ the 'frontier' was so qulckly subdued and the,mining boom so easily o

* 4 -
. diverted into politically useful cyéﬁnels. S o i

-

-

Igenically;'tﬁe best:coal

discovered outside the térritor% of »
Y I

Joe x o C.H.M. Black, the man so favoured by the government. It was Found by"a

4 «
¢ w

1 L4 A o !
Co . . Dprospector named:.John Andersonm,,whose wanderings agross the region im "
. - - . + *aa " 5 )
, searc@-of profit typified thosg of many cantemporary prospectors.6

. , M Apderson's discavery transformed the sitdation and left the  Amhérst .
L2 \ -
. . . . . "o g
interasts in possession of the bes% claims. The,various interests in' the
< »

b W
. €oalf1e1d coaleséedz ,C.H.M. Blaeck, Alexander Macfarlane and Charles»J t e

) * . ~ -

Stewart “(with the,Support ‘of Charles Tupper) formed the "Sprihg Hillt ‘ o

s

Mining Company” in 1870 with a capital of $400, 000, under the presidency .
. .. )
) . of Maciarlapé;66 . g - ) '

+
* *
>

/ l Withjthe emergence of an important company 1in the Spriﬁghlll coalfield,

. "o i ¢ ' )

L
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the statexﬁntensified the search for.coal in the area.. The Geological .

. 1 .
» N ¢« ® I v d N a +

» ¢ . N ,
Stirvey of Capada became a major forvé in Cumberland County, and tpe

- )

*

°

» 'artisanal' geologlsts of the past were replaced with employees of the

- 3 -~

stat_’e, professionals committed by their very calling to the discovery of

»
I

new economlc resgurces. Even the geologlsts outside the prbit of the

&

-

. aGeolog}cal Survey,asuch as H.Y. Hind, were a far cry. from the 1nd1v1§ua1

-

geologlst% of the 1840s,’ far more apt than their predecessors to be

=
-

presidents of companles and enthu81astic»promoters oﬁ,the reSOurces ‘they

' P -
w L]
.
PR

discovered. In a sense, they were contlnuing the tradition of Gesner,

A ‘4' S " 2

but without the hindrance of a monopoly or the financial 1nsecurity of the

. e, R - . . .7 ‘\"\
adventurer. e T, s L)
b " - & 7 . & u
o

y o Through the geqlogicai'work it comiuissioned (at both the prov1ncial

. oo ¥

. v -
-~ . Ad - @ ¥ Pl * . - o [

s Cumberlehd coalfields as objécts of scientifié knowledge. .The fimst

=y

**  serdous work on the quality oﬁ Sprlnghill caal was dene by’ Edward

e

¥

Hartiey of the Survey in .1869. Hartley drasnically reviSed‘the earlier .

[
N + 0 R ~ ¢

XYVerdict iof Dawson, and reperted that the quailty of Spr;nghlll coal put

» «
i

S

it in the same categofy as that‘of‘Newcastle, His comments made excellent

.

material for minlng promotlons' Even more encouraglngly, Hartley .

T ¥

/ expressed the view that the Springhill coal seams might be part of a

=
LR

Y
.

2 4 I

“great Cumherland coal field of Nova Seotia,™ a vast and unexplored \

e

,realm.§7ﬁ The.geological basis for all Such clalms was the abéenCe of any

. |
défined southern boun&a;y for eitherfthe’Spginghill or Joggihs goalfieldsa

to this day their limits are not cerfain.’ It was the sort'of géological
. feature Whlch was subject to many readings, and guaranteed that the

Y
. ‘0 T

geologlsts of the Survey would returq to Springhlll fbr further g

s .

z

_ investigations.’, < '

) > - b I |
. .

o “ by i °

. and fedegal levels) the state interveneg decisavely to,chenge the co

4
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Company's West élope. Barlow noted the acute diffic lties of exploration
- 3 3

Y

The explorations which étarteq on 6 September 1870-were highly

2 N ? ) ] '/d
suggestive of the new constellationyof socio-economic forces which were

reghaping the interior of the cduntyi Scott Barlow, the Survey's

", 4
geologist, wasléﬁven direct assistance by enginéers pushing the
i

13 ’ 4

-~

'iﬁterqolonial Fhrough the county, and by the Spring’Hill Mining Company's,

-

own John:'Anderson.68 The interests of the state and of the company wére

cthought to be one. Barlow proceeded‘with real tenaeity.” In'1871, according

s e

to the Survey's report, "He measured in all about eighty miles of roads,

4 f

’ *erers, streams and lines through the woods, and registered ;he strike,

»

dip and‘minefhl character of every rock exposure met with....Abdut one

* s

third DfAthe measurements were made ‘in the woods uhdeg great difficulties,

¢ ’ % - . i ! -

in consequence of the unevenness of the ground, am thick groyth of
<
169

.

underbrush, which. necessitated a great deal of chopp)ng. Barlow
N N ” 2 ’

traced the seams which outcropped in C.H.M. Black's hrea south of a .

oY

+

point at which they had seemed to be broken by a fault. He thus indicated
that the coal measures of Springhill were even greater than the earlier

reports had indlcated.70 Further 'Wwork established the exiéfénce of four

in Cumberland County: "As the structure of the field\is of a very

s

compllcated character, and important faults are known o ex1st in it,

further work is needed before .it can be descriBed with a y degree of
accuracy; this is chiefly in cousequence oF the few naturai e§posures of

4 l

the strata, most of which are only to be seen 1n the beds ‘of the rivers -

. ~ .
and biggks during the dry season...,."71 One pictures Barlow trudging

.
’

through the thick forests of the éounty, searching out streams, pie?fng

14

together the puzzle wﬁiEB/QZGEj*never quite be completed. How recaleitrant

L i v P
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would Cumberland County prove to be fo¥ the geologists who &anted{ﬁo
understand these seams! ‘ ! . © 0

€ 4 5l
L] 3
LI 1 -

‘ It Wa§ as a consequence of the political!change of 1867,that the

v
-+

first thorough geolkogical map was ﬁroduced for Cumberland County,
=] ® 1+ . \.—
attempting to grasp/the coal seams~ind their internal relatioms. -

A

v

ﬂarlow contiqhed his explorations until 1875. His notes péveal the .

mlsguided enthusiasm of "othe¥ prospegtors, whoaused dr 11hg equ1pmqnt

«

1 a_senseless fashion.?2 Later'R.W. EllB of the Survey was to expand

I

and set down many of Barlow's discoveries.73 The Survey's role in

LY

Y ihr
Cumberland was indicative of the Reavy demand for its services in the ~
Maritimes Provinces as a whole.74 .. . .
. - %7~,£ T,
The provincial government was also rousedpE: activity. John
Rutherford, the prov1nce 5 firstmprofe551ona1 mine 1n3pector, wrote

«

. general descriptions of the Mova.Scotia cgalf{iel’c‘{sjs

The province, by

¥

reforming the Department of Mings, had provided a vantage poigt from

- v

@/

1

which an expert could guide mining activity, and Rutherford's work om ghé /

>

ot
“ .
- ‘4 ’

importance of .preserving mining records as‘d guide to furthe7 e&plo;atiqn

) < - i Py 1 . L )
andvdevelopment showed his serious commitment to an efflcient§m1n1ng

R )
industryfyﬁ’ The province was not keft behind by the Geologlcal Survey. -

‘ ) v /‘ﬂu L3 [ Y N
in its respect for the geological expert. d;y . L

B £ n . , .
A third aspect of the exploratien of the Cumberlamd ceal measures,
5 .
was provided by sglf-employed men who combined geological expertise with
. ’ ' @,
avarige. Henry Youle Hind was the most prominent of these.77 Hind was

o *

an archetypical son of the Age of Improvement. W.L.;Mortpn°papturédkbim

. - at A . yoow L ™
*yell when he”wrate, "Hind...had a flair he could not control; hé always

i r '
’

used any geological evidence; lignite on the Souris, crystalline

limestone on the Shigld, albtertite in New Brunswick, td suggest economic

L ‘ . ” ‘Y

g 4 r
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. possibilities in an exciting wéy beyond the bouhﬁs-of scientaific

I'Iii".dﬁ S ¢

' ) prudence....There was always gold 1h the hills he traversed."78

[y

;' most famous book, Elghty Yeafb' Pfﬁgfess of Brltiﬁh North Amerlca-°’
Showing ﬁhe'wgnderful developmént of its natfural resources,~hy the

, 4 ! L}

unbounded energy and enterprise of its inhabltantsxég1v1ng 1n historical - °

r N’ ° \' \) 12 o 4

form, .the vast improvements made in egrlculture, coffimerde, and trade,
T ” " - M

modes of travel and tramsportation;.mining, and educational interests,
< o | . o . ¢ ‘ hr’ L4
etc. etc., td8lls us everything we need to know about-his eutlook, /just v,

. by 1ts Wlldly,enthu51ast1c i:ltle.79 Becaﬁsé of quarrels with other v

. geologists, who charged him with, plagiarlsm, Hind was unable to seeuré‘a L

i )

) postition on the Geologieal Survéy. His work on Cumberland County s« °

B * “ -

A Q ) a

revealed him to be\fn enthusiastic echo of otheg people 5 oplnlhns, - .
\e N

[N

although justlcg eompellsﬂns to nota tha% he_correctly guessed that there

~
i

was no “intrinsic geological&cnhnectioﬁ between the two Cumbherland areas.80

A
o

- “ Eor‘Hlnd Cumberland County repreSented’a vast ,and wonderful frOntier. In
4 ) 4 - 1 \‘\
his work on the county 1in 1872 (pxepaxed in part for the prov1nc1al

‘ ¥

- ”governmenm) ﬁind anticipated buiiﬂlng villages hcross the c0unty9 all

along the llne of the Sprainghill and Parrsboro Rallway.sl (It is not
P 4 R b 9 A . ’ 'Y
altogether adventitious that the railway was an 1mportant electlon issue \

» \

.‘ nln the same year).‘ In a pamphlet about the cdounty a year‘ later, Hihd

>

+

, advocated the use of diamond drllls to overCOme the-acute dlfficulties ubc

a 3 v,

E I ,

" the’ quality of Springhmll coai He,was pagwlculafly enthused about the ©

1 - “

Tagr
a

] ¢ a
° many ideas that llnk Hind with Gesner.ga But between Gesner and Hind

~ L4 c v

there was_a huge gap. ,Gesner was unable "to put hls theories to the test Lo

n LI "
o Y 2

T, ‘_of enterprlse; Hlnd‘dmd so with abandon.’ in 1872, he founded the

v

< Y

o . faced by Cumberlandfprospectons, and“publiclzed the views of Hartley on °»

A X prospects of Linking éumberiand coal and Londonderry\1ronr—anqther of N \
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. by the state.

. Mineral Exploration and Mining Aésecia%lon of Nova §cotia, which picked up

S .
~ ﬂ g r

11censes to search at a w1de variety of. places (Little Forks, Black

’,
Y

Rlver, the Maccan River, Sprlngpill/anﬂ East Brook) On the assumptlon .F
) 83

that there was such a thing as the” Black River coai basin. It Wgs a s
* bold idea, but a mistaken one. Hind turned Ris formidable enefgies to . i

° . J
L4 8 ey

J20ther, problems, although he invested in both the Sprlng Hill Mlnlng -

-Company (to Whth he was connected through frlendship to Charles Tupper

* o

. and Sandford Fleming) and the Spr1ngh111 and Parrsbd%o Rallway, whose

L

.

affairs he discussed with John S.D. Thompson, a board member.84 Hind's
. f . »

scientifie goﬁtribution to the creation of the Sp}ingbill ¢oalfield was a

-
N 1

. Small one, but his talents as a-pamphleteer and promoter were unquestionably

a

important in arousing a widespread enthuSiasm for this new frontier.' *
-7 2 ut Y v
Division Ten was a well-designed patt of the Tntercolonial;

§ & - ‘ﬂ + o k)
the Springhill branch line was far less imp051ng»85 “0On 6 December - 4

1

1873 the first run &f coal was brought from Spfinghill to Springhill
. ~ 2

v

Junction, the new terminus on the Intercolonial.” 'The splendidly

Vag«bullt railway was a g'gantic favour to the men who had used their

o A v | o ‘
pblitic@} kggwledge ans experience to gain control of the coal.8 $

As ‘'we have seen, the railway exerted a force before its actual construcﬁign,

5

3 ~ A
by inciting exploration\and speculatien. The Spring Hill Mining
\ ¢ - «

Y

»
- o

\ -
Company was authorized bxgits articles of incorporation "to make or

nd across any roads in the line of the

PY

construct a‘railway over

projected railraad and over and across any railroads or tramroads,"

»

revealing that as early as }870 the need for'a branch line was aéknowledged

%
f A

87 The' company was organized®in 1872, with the Honérable

Alexander Macfarlahe as brésident. 0f the capital of $400,000, $130,000

was allotted as workigg,capital shares. Those and half the other ‘
P ' ! Ny

0
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shares were soldnc?iefly in Saiﬁt John by E.N. Sharp,.a businessman

’ —f , .
‘wHo often surfdiéé in later Cumberland mining speculations. . The new

- .
company s prospectus revealed the tremendOus optimism of its early
’ L ¢ bl

promoters. It advertmsed the attractions of Spr1ngh111 with flamboyance

LEASES’ OF THREE SQUARE, MILES of the richest Coal T ’ °
Deposits in Br1t1sh America are held by the company,
- good until 1926. | N .

N SEVEN SEAMSvOFqCOAL - best on the Continent yet Kknown 7= ‘”"

T ranging in thickness from 13 feet 6 in, to 2;feet - Ty

each, nearly Forty-five feet thick in the aggregate, -~
oand ‘outcrop extending three miles... - oo Tt .
. .~ ONE HUNDRED MILLION TONS of the best_guality workabl 1.
Coal is-a moderate estimate of the qi% tity -- sufficient Yoo ’
x <to last two-Centuries even though werkeéd to an extent -
equal to the present rate of all the-mmnes in Nbva
;o Scotia. ’
SITUATED HIGH ABOVE THE SEA LEVEL, and probably the $ " :
driest mine on the Continent.. .a ot
A PERMANENT AND SAFE INVESTMENT —-— Probably Dlvidends
. 60 to 100 per cent, per annum, from lst August next.
. - . T » s
The prospectus reveals the markets that the mew company.wanted to -

reach were those of the United Stdtes, where the freigbt rates favoured
Sprlnghill ¢coal. Hetre was ary "AMPLE MARKET ior 300 000 chaldrons " L v

per annum at the Bay of Fundy and NeW'England Ports, anE?lOO 000 oo

‘chaldrons a,year w111 be required by the Intercolonlal Rallway, and

Loe

the 1nlanﬂ tdwns from Truro to Woodstock.i88 Wlth this promise of «
unlimited expanéion the\inVeSting public in Saint .John (but not, /
1nteresting1y, Halifax) bought up the shares: heﬁ on 14 April 1873 - fLoe

/ f
tha BOard of Directors was construeted three Saint John men'were '

o

placed on Ehe board. In 1878 the capital stock of the company WAS 6 '

i
/

to be increased to about $650 OOO.89 . : !

e W% a- ) , °

Even the.confldentIa; informan'ts of R.G. Dun & Cd. were impressed

with this' brash new company. The credit fépqrt noFed that the quality "

1 ®

of the ¢oal was excellent and the quantity 13§ge, and detailed the ¢ ) '

4

improvements effected by the company: "Short Branch Rlaill Rload] »

G o
4



connects with Intercolonial R R & branch built by profits of mines

so faf. While a balance of some [ thousands] Cash was on hand when s
St. John Parties took hold. & this ;;;;?:xkgreat‘expeﬁsé Intercolonial

R R will take 30 to 40,000 tons a year. they pay now $3.80 per ton at

Station. The Co. have excellent prospects & from the names of.parties

.

interested in St. John, we, have gGéry Gonfidence that their engagements

v

will be met."90 To have invested iditial profits in the construction

]
P
o v

of the branch line was an impressive declayation of faith by the

Y

inigial investors' in the future of Springhill. 1In 1873 the credit

N "

agency suggested a more difficult transitiom to Saint John control,

"Mine is situatig here EEpringhillj'but all hus[yness] is transacted

-

°
¥

in St. John, where the offices are located and where the directors

» ’

reside. Theaquglity of thE‘Coal yas turned out equal to what was

expected While the quantity is unlimited and facilities for diSposiné
R . . »
_ of it good. So that the Co.-should have made money but owing to the

s a

faults of their late Secy. their affairg appear to have ‘got’ mixed and
as a Consequence the Co, has suffered in reputation. Its stock has

/ I

been sold at‘llSE%]_hut it 18 down to 867% being 4% below original

~

selling price." .The difficulties of thg:company#ﬁere to be reformed
by the brisk maagement of W.E. Vroom, of the shipbuilding firm Vroom . -
& Arnolq, Eho had been aﬁpointed_secretary. Acéording to the credit
réport, "Hekassures us there is not[hing] wrong’ with ;he finances of
the Co. — although they may hdve expeﬁded }athe; more upon the ppty

[propertyd] than was intended and they feel.the want of money but there

« ¢

are so mﬁii'first class men connected with it & such a hardworking

L )

“

. shrewd Director that we are satisfied the Compy will soon regain any.

prestigé it has 1ost."91 Subsequent reports suggest that this prediction

1 ¢ ™ v
“

t
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- a boundless enthusiasm for Cumberland mining and

E] b 1 ' ’ l e 0 <e ;- i
o [N ®
¢ EAS 2 a
, . - ® 4 d L (
, * > ¢ v a TR
\ ) . * : . 9%
% :
was acburate, and that _the company was a profitable one. o .
- - oy N >
The mining boom 1n Spr1ngh111’px@v1ded an attracti%b opportunlqy " g o ®
. . A s
fer other investors. While the mining company 1tséif hgﬂhgﬂilt the . .
d M " 4 : * ‘l‘ ¢ a . b
branch line to the Intercolonial Rallway,athe mine still had no easy . R :

b2 3 a «
— [

connectlon with the Bay of Fundy’ Desp;tetthe dark suspiclons oft the .«
& l',‘ o .

transform his 1and holdxngs ‘at Maccan into a profitable coa& 1:ea=:m1nbs.92 .

3

Before completion of the Infercolonial in 1876 t@é shipping pg;nt of‘ . - “6?."

- N

v
L3N v - -.‘v

Liberals, there’ is noﬁeV1dence that“Charlesﬁ%upperfwas ever’ able

[ -

the mine was Dorchester,“Néw\Brunswibk.93 The:slogical alternative L@
< X\ LI "

>

il

was_ to build a line south f%om Sprirghill to Pérrsbofo, connecting‘fhe 7 AR
. P L] ¥ )

o 2 < @

- ‘ o

mine with thé Bay of Fundy at.a’point much closer to its major, markets. \ ' e

The Spr1ngh111 and“Parrsbaro Coal and Rallway Company was incorporated “x\\k

94 ! % o ° \'<&~<»
Theinitial 1ncorporators WEre prlm@rlly Hallf xﬁbased N

-

in 1872

the finst presldent, John T. Wylde, was secretary Qiﬁfhe Board of

- » foe 4

Dlrectors of the Starr Manufacturlng"Company, a Halifax §kate cpmpany ) .

' ‘ o f € . ’

which was also concerned with pro&hcing Epch heavy in@ustrial gqods !
v

v

. A o
. . - . 5 gt

as ship and railroad spikes, ‘bolts .and nuts, scabbord joints for ‘rails,. ° » -

l / 95 . . ) ) ;:

railway tracks, iron roofing, and coal and mineral Ttars. Thé most o > . .

o
X
s oy

-~ AN Py

visible of the Saint _John promoters, E.N. Sharp, was a stpckbréﬁqr,who had
& . <, . p o

railway promotions.

Epitay promdiio

The fiilway's future lay with James Doﬁville, controller of the ‘-
a b h \

Marltlme Bank, the Coldbrook Rolllng Mllls,,and a host of other 1nduatr1a1

IS

= q 3 A Ad
vent:ures.96 As with the minlng company, the-'initial rale of HallfaxM : .

4,
was sQon eclipsed by Saint John men: once again th; metrqpq;is oﬁ the ¥
Bay,oﬁ Fundy claimed its hinterland. Even m;re striginélx than inp-the
case of the mﬁning‘company, £he new railway c%mpany réﬁé;led Fhe new -
Theﬂcompany '

N [

-

. -
industrial forces present and active in the regiomn.

a
-
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’ was also another indicatjon®of the more active role of the staté. :

a ° * s co " 0
The provincial goéernmeﬁt«grénted generdus terms ‘to the railway,
A N A o » ‘
- 1nc1ud1ng grants of crown lands throughogt the~county.97 . .,

N
J by

ot ) Thus one can say of the Sprlnghlll and Parrsboro Coal and Rallway

© -
. a
o, “

Company what one has sald of s0 many other phenomena of the period

\
- ’ 5 . -

E T 1865-%873: it reVgals a new balance of class foxces, a new dynamism
RS . : :

- o4 ! S
' . ~of- the state, a new ,aqunfiguration of capital. Promoters of other »

‘ ‘branch lines worried that the enormous expense of ‘the Inﬁercolonial

.

e °f Cmagnlfled, naturallxp by the very polltlcal nature of the road) _
) + would deter capitallsts from ;éklng up the challenge of bullding less
“ h . L] &v\' "
@ pretentiod} lines tg:serve purely 1oca1 needs.98 This fear seems to
e X3 s J R’ ‘ -
- 7 ] ‘-L

Have been nisguided. Although -the Intercolon1a1 «was in its hasic

o
4 «c«

conception a mllitaiy‘and not a commereial railway, and conseguently
&

traversed mile dfter mile of barren countryside far removed from potential
o

’ f'} N N ? . n o
American invaders and lucrative markets alike, the detailed study of
2 ¢ P
® how its route was chosen reveals the detérmination of local capltallstSﬁ

®

. that the railroad serve an economig purpose. We have a great many <

A o
. words on the political force of the railway, including some patronizing
. s T %

Y

. I , dlscu331bns of the railway's mission of remOV1ng'Mar1time paruncularlsm
L3 - I‘
s . (str*xgely @s discussion never focus§eé on the problem of widening
"' ; . the horlzons of Canadians), butﬂw¢ are only starting to reclalm the .

v v

complex hlstory‘QT!the rallway as a road to resources and a significant

99

" ¢ industrial force. The hlstory oﬁ the .early deVelopment of the Sprlnghlll

o coaifielddis a striking“illuscration of, the industrial transition the

n

" railway made possible. . That .the transition was neither sudden nor
i o «

’ complete -will be documentgdéjﬁ the foglowing discussion -—~ but a

.
® 7

definite transition'had oge rred, a transition involving new modes qf

] = - N &
’ ’ ) o

4 , ' ° L] o .
Fl . )
© “ 4 ! v <
\

¢ ’

©

x



L

S

transportation, new roles for scigntists and the state, new men of
.'b - 2

capital. : A

-] > 'Y v *

& ¥ ¥ -

S« J.W. Dawson remarked in his great work, Acadian Geology, that-the

]

work of the Geological Survey of Canada was ‘the one concrete benefit
1 @

~ P ¥ * L4 "

thngaritimes had dgrijéd from Confedération.m'O He probably exaggerated

T
4

the practical bg?efit§ of the Sﬁ}vey{s;wark, which furthered :science

s . * L
more than it generated prafits:r But he-also was forgetting Springhiill,

ta

a coalfield he always tended to minimize. Springhill was a monutient o

" to the Intercolonial and to Confederation itself: without them it would

N

v A ~
L2}

P
-~

not have emerged. Only by driving the railway through the interior

[ w Yo * )

could the deposit have beén, exploited. Springhill's very emergence -

5 £

as 4 permanent, major coalfield was a sign of the new order. Mercantile

capitalism had created a small, insecure coalfield hugging the coast.

JIpdustrial capipélism‘created a potentially massive coalfield iqgthe
interior; dependent fo§,ité‘hife upon a huge investmert in a traﬁéporﬁation

system and upon the political will of a political group. It was a material
?d t \
embodiment of the new dociety the Tories wantled to build and control.

On 3 Og;obef, 1873,$g ldrge number of eminent men from Saint John .

"

and Halifax made théif‘way torSpringhill.h After travelling to:Springhill

3 ‘

Junctiom they bodarded a specially-constructéd Eraip,%o carry them
a '?fq
over four miles of mew track to Sprainghill. "Arriving on the ground,

we discovered quite an array of miners and denizens assembled on one

o

of the largeyQSal platforms, which were decorated with flags, who

received us with a salute o%,two guns,” noted one correspondent. ©

- -

"They repeated the salute afteér irtervals for loading, and I dare
say the owners of those gﬁns must have wasted half a pound of powder,
\ 9 o
at the least calculation, in doing us Honor." Lieutenant-Governor
E ] v

.
o « 4
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a r& o / ; ) ’ F . ©, '
Archibald drove the last spike into the railway connectinngprlqghlll . 3
‘ -5

° v

. & .
, with the Interkolonial Railway. Then he turned the first sod for.the

U
.
T i ?

new rai;way from Springhill to Parrsboru.x The éorrespondent thought

2

the scenery ratger bleak. ("There is a sad lack of 'Autumn tints, : ,

»

)E,am sorry to sgy.‘.$tumps gbgund...’) but he was more impressed with -

L

the signs of change. Here in the middle of the wilderness was the "

“ o
- < . 3 . ,

nueleus of a little village, "There are $téam works, Sheds, 'and platforms, |

a \f/
and buildings of all kinds, which indigate the industry, energy and- ¢
push of {the Company." The wisitors descended the new mine and were .

impfessed with the thick seam of excellent coal.., There'were thk standard

’

Victorlan speeehes hall rig the day as a momentous one for Cumberland

County, eight rounds of toasts, and a “sumptuous din#er. ..As the 5

I
s 4

dlgnltarles went home, fortified om their 1ong Journey by the ample - "

Mresarves” stowed away on»the train, they might well have congratulatea

themselves om their own political, contribution to the event. For onee +
- Py 1

s

the rhetot'ic 'was not an exaggerated response to the occasion. By

1873 a complex series of events”hgd andeed transformed the wilderness

-

N ' * F
ofi the interidr and irreversibly changed the political ecbnomy of the

\-»G:‘H:int:.y.lﬁl . : ] “ . ] N »

-
A

2. The Impact of the Railways \ bt B

“ + *
¢ n H . N4 ' -

The railway transformed Cumberiand County. P.S. Hamilton, in
‘ . . "

his manuscript County history, considered that the railway had done

' -

even.more for Cumherland 1:.hau:1'co:;o.],.ﬂ102 Since the raiiway crossed the

v * . - I
.

Count& from ome end to the other -- Somg sixt§ miles in all -L its w’

= Iy » < o

¥
* impact was more profound there than in any other part of Nova‘Scotia.

-
L

In the early nlneteenth century Cumberland had been a backwater,

with the lowest populathn of any county in Novg §cotia; even a substantial

4 '

-

o
(- N
.

ar

4 d .

i
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1mmigratioﬁ in *mid=century had not changed its pre~industrial character.

o

Now with the:compleqlon,of the Intercolonial the County was firmLy

103.

=,

“»

IY - ’*v
wedded “to an- -ecoripmy Of coal, rallway;gand manufacturlng Both coal

- > ki

mlnlﬁg and manufactnring‘yere captives of the railway, which censumed

- a i

great quantities of coal and absorbed the xaiiway*cars prodﬁged‘in .

- Ny ? o * » i =
Amherst. From 1876, Cumberland County's most important«industriéb

{7 x“a :
swere, Jinked to the great railway W%}Ch ran through its heart. - /-

;
v 637 N
5,4j One aspect of the transformation Hf 1865-1873 was the launching

- ® . o . P

of branch lines, which promised to extend to the cdunty as a whole the

-

benefits of the railyay. The branch Line to Springhill, while ir lacked'

the grand solidity of the Intereolonial, was fully functiunal by.1873. .
It was flnanced out of the proflts of the mine, and its construction

~ -~ v \

posed only minor problems. It proved far more difficult tO'build

¢

:

Jbranch lines to other parts of the county. '

¢ I4

.o Connecting the Springhill coalfield with the Bay of Fundy was the
n 19

3
‘a

most obvmous task of the 1870s. . It was taken up by the Springhlll e

and Parrsbbro Coal and Railway‘Company, controlled by Saint John oL
4“ -t l’

1nt§rests. This line depended upon the provinéial government for a i

1

, f%ee survey and a subsidy of $5,900‘A mile ~- a total of $134,650
l04 ¥ i

¢

fbr 26.93 mlies of rallway

+

. adequate. For one thing, the gfqatﬁboom in the southern part of the'

o

This support did not turm out o be

county so confidently predicted by Hind (one of the railwgy's prominent

supporters) did not materialize. Furthermore, the government had conceded

the company crown lands spread throughout the county instead of concentrated -

. along the proposed line of"track: many of the propetties, according -

105

to the company, were virtually worthless, .The Liberals ﬁad'promised

the 11ne,1n the heat of ap eleetlon canpaign; it seemed that they had
" * T

1
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- - = ! & * . ’ 101
‘
. -

" . [
“ v 1t ~ L3 -

failed to give it adequate financial support. The federal subsidy of

$39,856Wwasbinsufficient‘to make up the deficlt.106 By January 1876 )

PR ¢ N ¥
_the contractors, Schreiber and Burpee, had spent $94,255, and by July )

v e . 1877 the- ‘vompany had used up the last of, the provincial subéidy.107 -

& ©

o

-

The‘railway was virtually bankrupt. - , ) . .

0 r
° - + + ¥ L4

., What had gone wrong? The records deny us a definitive.answer,

L " but thé likeliest reason was the grave crisis of the Maritime economy
3 . LI u

inqtﬁ% 1870s. E.N. Sharp had sold the stock of the eompany in the booming

a

1 © .
S climate of the early 1870s; the subsequent years of the 1870s were a
, ¢ 11 0 . N y 5 + . *
time of acute econgmic distress. The government's support had been -

- o -

inadequate.d Perhaps underlyiﬁ% thege factors was the inabilfgy of the

[ . L3 >

® trading economy of the Bay of Fundy to sustain a heavy investment of
this type. The railway, which revealed that the longstanding north/

south axis was still a consideration ih the new era, also showei that

. ' it was less potent than the lines of force rumning east and west.

1

. , P The rallway symbollzed the weakness of the regional economy. -
- » ., Its growing dependence upon James Domvllle and the Marltlme Bank revealed R
’4 N theyacutgégifflculties of the company. According tgjan agreement With
‘ "Domville 1n 1877, the ra11Way company agreed to issue first mortg;z; ) .
fﬁ bonds of £200 cash amountiné to £123,200, secured by a fi{st ;ortgage‘ »‘

e L
’ 1
B

or deed of trust from the company on all its property, including the

A

'crown lands glvén by the provincial government.‘ The railway was bound *

;@

’ X to buy from the CbldbgOOk mills (controlled by Domville) all its rails, K

I8

. consisting of'2,600 tons of '0ld iron rails from stock at Moosepath in =~ s
108

L
i

- ‘ Saint John County. The Coldbrook company would soon be owed $72,794.78.

+

The railway was swept up into the exciting world of thé& Maritime .

‘

: Bank, which even at the time of the agreemerft in 1877 was in a profound
a

Ta



@

crfsds, The Maritime Bank was, the sort of institution which wins the .

7

1 3 “
pralse of critics of the Canadlan banklng system: iy was audacious, .

i '

i deeply involved with 1ndustr1allzat10n, an& locally-dontrolled. s .

Unfortunately, by 1877, 1t was also v1rtually penniless. The Menetary

. = -
Times, which cugoyed cmtiﬁgfthearecord of the Bank as a cautionary tale
”'&"7’7 &
, fnr the. Canadian Financial cnmmunlty, exclalmed 1n 1880: .

o .
- “ a“ Q
o J’ » -

L T "L;@udace, 1'audace, toujours 1laudace,'’ wgs .
- . recommended, in different circumstances, by a Yoo .
brilliant Frehchman as.one condition of success. ' -
sy ’ The gentleman we have named [Domyillej'has, assyredly, ©
‘ illustrated what may be done by- audaclty, for he e
. ' showed abundance of that, quality., In‘has vatious - = .
+ roles. of merchant, manufacturer, politician, banker,
he played fotshigh stakes, and played hlghest when
; the capltal he played with was not his own. "Brilllancy N
in finance" is however often an euphemism for .
g unscrupulous boldness and lavish extravagance. v
And if r"br',Llil.lanc:y"Nhas been displayed in this o .
“ case, it has come ta .2 sorry ending. ‘ '

.
[ . +

-~

o Heféfﬁ%s.the stiff-lippéd recgitude'for which the Times wds des&rvedly .
Ry : o~ —_ 1 .

fg$ous, but”in this instance thete was ample.justification for this .’

et

" tone. The details published in the Times revealed a bank dominated

» i <

N . B .
by one man. In the profit and loss account, there was an amount of « »

N P A {
.

éaod,bbz at Hebit,ithe 1iabiiity of. James Domville to the Bank, o
. o R o

Domville had borrowed money from his’ own bank for hig enterprises without

.
r » n \ w .

]

having anything more to go on than his name or that of an associate .
or pgttner. The bank had gambled everything on his mills and railways.

Prominent among the unrealizable securities on hand belonging to oxr - . -,

i

A PR
held by the Bank, were (1)A lien upon the entire rolling stock of the

Springhill and’Parrsboro Coal and Railway Compa;y (531,818.24); (2)186

L

, bonds of the 8pringhill and Parrsboro Coal and Ra11Way Company, at £200

« ~ il !

. each (£37 200 sterling with interegt from 1 July 1878), and (3)a
. Ey

confe531on of yudgement by the!Sprxnghlll and Parrsboro Coal and ,

1
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4‘ - . iy * N
”be@hgfso easy to construct, yet it may be said, the giades are in

. i N .

.

s Ry
Railway Company for 87, 537 10, together w1th an engine and b01ler at

-t by ~ bl

the WOrks costing $2,500. Other such assets were one-Smxth intErest

.- “ 4 b

in a Pictou mine and 290 first mortgage bonds of the Coldbrook Rollimg *, .

[

‘Mill§.rQ9 There was little surpbise when ?hiS“"wild-cat? bank finally .
. N 1 ' . < T L\,. ¢ ’ 1
collapsed.%m ‘ o

+

v .« ° . .
., The Springhill and Parrsboro Coal and Railway Company was.under-

f{nanﬁéd. The Saint John interests coutrolling thé hompény emther

would not or could not prnvide an adequate flnanC1al base for'it, o
RN

Whel the llne was finally cbmpleted in 1877 .the provincial engineer

wrote somewhat critically’ that‘"Although the gradlénts and curvature o

- ’:'

are someéwhat heavier or greater than they ought, owing to the line

favour of the traffic, as they descend towaxds the seaport.” The drop

was fio less than, 450 feet from Sprlnghlll to the coal depot. Because
G s "~ ¢

of the company 8 poor flnanc1a1~cond1t10n,,the llne was not shed

[
4

through to a site near Parrsboro more favourably situated than Ehe town
» '<w

1tse1f for a heavy schooner trade. The old ralls were cast—offs J

N
*

=

from. the Intercolonial Rallway, and had been laid in such a, way ‘that . ,

- + .

the line, provided a very jolting»ride.lll In 1879«the prov1nc1ai U/: .

engineer recommended that the company limit the speed of passengef”

) ! ,":‘1 ' ' ,"
trains to 12 miles per hour, given the quality of the line. 12 . .

.
. . v s

The best description of the line —= which deserves a place “in any
2 i

-
¥ ’ - 3 1 =
4 W 14
- -

-
Iy

anthology of railway speculations <in Canada -- Wasfpénhéﬁ by the prbvincial_'

D
Al ¥
4

A "

engineer in 1883. ) , : cos

- < +

The.track of this road, which at its best was only ‘
second-hand or cemposed of old or disused rails frem .
another line, is now completely played out. CoL -

The ballast consists of patches of that m@terial, T

.»+ here ardd there, '’ K

0
v ¢ ¥

[ ]
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The surfaee of ‘rails is up and down almost
alternatingly so on every second or third rail.
The alignment of the track is in as bad conddtion )
. as the surfacing. 5 - ;
. 0 Miles of the fencing are completely gone, a .
o great deal of it being wanting in. farming districts.
The rolling stock is about'ih keeplng with the

-~ %

state of the ra11way.113 : L - L

Creative financing had done 1ts Work.' After six years of operafion

? B .

- the line was, almost ruined, even though it turpmed a profit. "It is | . ’
S | ' ) ‘ .

safe to assume that whatever profits were generated did not returm to . N

T

<

the fixed capital of the railway. ' -

\ ‘ o -2 )
. It was, gurely, a symbol of the decline of Saint Jahn. h%"ﬂ a

2, Bay of Fundy and its metropolis could grasp thé ecnalfield bf*Sﬁxinghill. .

) S

& . N
only weakly. The underlying .structure of Saint John's Weakness has . -

+

a4

been examined by T.W. Acheson, who suggests that the city's great . :

merchants, by delaying for two critical decades the diversiflcatlon of .

.

the economy, contributed fto the retardatlon.of Saint John's 1ndustria1

base{};é The case of the Sprlnghlll and Parrsbbro Coal and, Rallway i ?

4 “

Company could be read as a, local manlfestation‘of this more general Ce e

problem. It seems to suggest the underlying weaknassg of loeal capital - | -

when confronted with the need'to finance large, permanent enterprises. v

The line was taken over in 1882 by Mbntreal 1nterests, organized °
in the Cumberland Railway and Coal’ Company (supporﬁed by the Bank of .

Mbntreal). The change was 1mmediate. The line was extended to White ‘

%
E

,  Hall Creek and better whdrves.were provided: in 1887 the railway terminhted
i * 9 ! ~ ) r
in an all-geason shipping port.: The line itself was®completely . )
* renovated and the rolling stock replaced.lls The new company boasted ’

g .

that dits first-class car for passenger iraffic was better than vittually -

I3 ] [ -

) any car on the Intercolonial.llé From 1884 the Spriﬁghill“ané Parrsboro line.

E

-

’
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o R - s s
was an organig part.of the same company ‘which operated the mines:
. Co. B s, ) .o .
- it was always a positive element, EOntributihg income from passenger
traffic and - other commpdities’ &s well‘as transporting coaLl 7 S

o

@

o L

[ - ¢

. The success of Montrealtplaces the fallure ‘of Salnt Johr 1ﬁ <sharper ° KN

» ?

rellef' The railway from 1876 to 1882 dld ngt laggulsh because it o

. 5 N ,

made no eccnomlc sense; it 1angulshed becauSEVLt was not adeguately

’ A

sustaiped by the ownihg company. , The Mogtrgﬁl‘compahy saved the ,
- . . . * s i . * y A '\? ! N 1
railway from decrepitude.. o

¢ o
¢ + !

The impact of this railway upon Spriqghill wasfﬂramatic; ‘It &llowed '
- ) - ‘, ’ ‘r‘ ' /‘ !
» the developmentfof«the»traditiénal markets- of ‘New Brunawick and the

v + i

»

* 4

United States. The coalfiélﬁrcpﬁld look for marke€§ in Ehé east, the
i‘West and the sonth;‘ Fro& belng the most i;olaéed and upknoWn ébalfiéld

Sprlngglll became tﬂe most éénéral, wmth dlstl;ctlve locationai a&vantdges
in the‘ggy of FPundy, New Brunswzck and evern Hallfax marketsq, Iéenldally,

3

EA
although the coalfleld was the embodxmen: of tha)new national fbrces

o

transfoxmlng the reglon, the net effect of the railway revolution was

t6 allow the coalfield ro diversify its markets and achieye a partial

)

indépendence from the east/west axis. The coalfield was thus énabled
M s ’ L :

%

L4 i

» - h -
to ,express itself within a number of structures. T

One. may see the true 1mpab£ of railways.by considering the far

- : ;' ' ’ i - » * l L4 -
. different history of the Joggins coalfield. The little coal-m@nlng&

) . :
communities of the western coalfield were in B3 far different position

, than that of Springhill. Springhill was born because of the raliway;

[N ¥

% N °
Joggins, River Hebert and Macgan werer botn because of 'the sea. Without

S

<t

" the world of sail. JAs‘ear;V as 1873 plans had been madQ.forathe coming

. avrailway,cqnnectiOn*(excEpt at Mﬁcqaﬁ) they remained trapped WiFhin

' of a railway.. The formation-of the Minudie Mining ‘and Transportation
a » '

Al -

&

’”
S

.
nay

48 n‘)
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Company in that year wps an indication that the Seaman’interests.wanted
P N - g

¥ .

6 build a xhiiway.llg' qilbef% Seaman was latér to, recall that .
= >

7w
v

v 3 9"
"Some twenty years since oY at 2" time when the late gpnanm Annand .

was Premler of ‘Nova Scotifa - ﬁrf Sons Barnes —- then of River Hebert
R Y - 4
-and'myself had vayious talks of‘n Railway from the Intercolonlal to
b - - if
a point op,the ‘Bay of Fundy Shore, So as to open up, the Coal Interests

QQQ

£y - ~
m

of the Section,“ The provznc1al government sent?out a suryeyor, but

LR}

under the: dlrecﬁlon of BWB..Barnﬁill gf«the qugins Coal Minlng Asgociation,

I ® r

» t

..he markéd out a route whlch managed to conneqt*the Jogglns mine with

a

*

ete v,

.

the Intercolonial'ét Athol, but.nedtly excluded ll‘fhe other mines .

v [

14

of thé“&oggins eoalfield.’fAfter Barnhill exp ined to Seaman that he .

wanted “to exclude potentlal competicors, Seaman understandably concluded

A 4

that i€ theAJoggins c%mpany wanted fts own railroad, it could build :
g > . .
it at its own, expense.llg There the matter’rested.n . 5
4 ' 2 ! '

. Without a- railway c0nnect10n the mines of the Jogglns coalfield

-
& v o

were unable to compete Wlth Spr1ngh1ll in the Bay of Fundy or elsewhere.

* ’ o

The dependence of the eoalfleld upon the Bay of Fundy placed it at a
competifive .disadvantage with Springhill, which had access to‘a better

‘e

port and alternmative market’s. Without regular marketskproauction_cguld

- .

" not attaingmuch‘efficiency. As the mimes inspector remarked in 1876,

‘working of the sean. ...

L \

"The irregularity of the trade greatly 1nterferes with the economical

=3 ’ 12 N [
" 9 I 1878 the same leSSon was drawn. the
B N , Yo, .
advantages ui technicalainﬁbg§tioné in mining were swept away "by.the
- ¢ . N « < « '
4 ’
irregularity of the demand and the reduction,of thectrade in”consequénce

of the low freaghts brinéing other coals in closer- competition, in the
bl 121 23

St. John market." The failure of the’réilﬁay"scheme in the 1870s

v

revealed how éuch a s%égnant economy could be perpaéuated by the

&
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very divisiveness it encouraged. It was a coalfleld walting anx1ously
for a brehkthrough. As g leading flgure;ln the Jogglns company*noted
o * / -3

in 1888: "We have been working "at a heavy loss, for a number of years

«

and merely keeping the fine open in expectation of [ a_} Railway being o
Completed."l2 So| well Known was the plight of the Joggins coalfield,
that the Trades Journal even editorialized on the need for a rail

- * B

;v

£ 4
connectiofi: . ' ‘ . ) ‘
"v “~

. If a rallway is needed in any part of Nova Seotia; certain
‘to be a beneflt not only to the particular.locality
* through which it would pass, but also to the province
at large; then certainly the proposed Railway from ' ¢
Maccan Station to the Joggins Mines is that Railway |,
and should be pushed ahead as expeditiously [as p0551b1e] cers
There are coal seams all along the proposed route,’ which .
-, cannot be profitably opened until there is some cheaper
and more certain way of bringing the coal to market.
For the want of a Railway the mines already in operation
’ “are greatly restricted in their output. There are
* many hundred meh now idle in the winter ime, who would
get ‘employment dliring that season were the Railway in existende;
vhile the development of other mines, which would follow ‘ ‘
N the construction of the Railway, would, give employment
Y to thousands more. 123

’ -

4

«

nly the railway, this analysis suggested, would transform the stagnant

.

area into a permanent, thriving coalfield, sustaining a large population.

5

The vision was pursued in the 1880s by Gilbert Seaman. Seaman,

“ %

an ardent Liberal, pointedly asked Sir Charles Tupper what he had done _ .

8

'for Cumberland which would stand comparison with A.J. Smith's services

\ !
r I < v '

* for Dorchester —~ a reference to the 'Dorchester Diversion' which,; .

’1ike the Grecian ﬁqu, took the Intercolopial on a detour for political
feaso;s.124 Surprisingly, Tupper ‘obliged Seaman by prdhising to aid
his railway scheme, and sent‘an engineer to survey a route from Maccan

to the Joggins. Tupper was bioth temperamentally in favour of railways

and probably enthugiastic about embarassing the provincial Liberals.

1 L
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With this promise of support, Seaman called mass meetings, well attended *

' -

P )
by local residents and meh from Amherst, Saint John and -Sackville,

&

. In 1883, however, the momentum was lessened by.Tupper's suggestion

- - »

. that Seaman entrust his cause to, the builders of the Short Line Railway
“ . ak * o <

to Pugwash.125 Sdaman then turned his attentions to the provincial ,»

»
14 v [y

ggve?hment.

o
*

. Selling branch lines for Cumberland was a d}fficulttproﬁééition;

in Halifax. Cumberland County enjoyed more railway mlleagebéhan any
126

v

. other, and was resented by assemblymen from Cape Bretori. The

Laiberal goverumeﬁt was caught between its very real political need

- £0 Win support in Cumberland County and the strong oppositien to "’ ‘

further rallway expenditures "1n Cumberland from an 1nadequate provlncial

- . -

treasury. The Conservatlves enJoyed p01nt1ng at the many branch llnes

s

* the Liberdls turned down with the excuse, "Wé have no money for you,

look to the Dominion government."127

»

The government prevarlcated and

-
3

sought expedients. One interesting-measure, which revea;gd.the new

n

approach to the royalties as a development tool, was the ekemption ‘

'

..given the Minudie and Joggins mines from royalty payments, provided

e

they were applied ‘to the railway.l28 Finally, however, the provinge .

was dbliged to offer a subsidy. - But this hardly settled the questioﬁ,

.

because thert promptly arose a bitter conflmct with the’ rallway company

, aver péyment of bhedsubsidy before the Line was'dompleted.129 The

.
- ¥ v

.

arguments over this one twelve—mlle branch line consumed the energies

of the*leédlng L1berals. As“W.S. Fielding, the premier, explalned to
~ W.T. Pipes: "We are-under contract with the Joggins Company, and are

bound uo give them.in a liberal spirit whatever they are justly

entitled to uﬁ&er their contract. If *the Company have finished tﬁe

.

»



_the provincial subsidy of $32,500.13

L 109

'}

=

1

rbéd,*they are entitled to the full»amqgnt of their subsidy. If they

1130

have not ‘finished the road, they are not so entitled. Tempers

were wearing thin. There were harsh words when the government attempted

o » St . . ,
to %bange the terms of the subsidy by leaving out the last mile which .
v ¢ o * <

pgobided the crucial- 1igk with the coal mine, The company charged

131

that the cortract had been violated. ‘Local residents were up in

arms over damages to their properties; many of which were bisected .
» - . .
by the railway. 'The interests of farmers were placed -in opposition -
2 » 4 v s kel
with the railway and.the mining companies.132 n top of everything else
- -7 L 3

<

- the fedéral government provided a subsidy of $37,500, a bit better than

? S0 politically charged had the

"railway issué become that when it was finally ready to be opened in

k]

‘»1887, theﬁe Wwere two ceremonies: one for Tupper (in No@gmber 1887)

and one for Fielding (September; ,1888). It was an appropriate conclusion
t had

" for a higqu political story. ‘ . . ’

The Bﬂilding‘of«thg branch line from Maccan to Joggins had a dramatic

' ' ? '

33
4,

!
P

s’

impact on the Joggins,coalfield. The extension of the railway to Joggins

transformed the'Joggins coalfieid no less dramatigally than the Springhill

area had been changed 15 years earlier, After the line was opened for

'S

cdoal traffic in Jénuaryf 1889, -the little mines of the area reopened

' -

and expapnded. The Joggins Railway made it possible forothem to enter

the national economy. The railway itself sought to change its name

-

to the'"Joggins Coal and Rﬁilway Company," in order (it explicitly said)

2

"to allow it to aﬁsorbuthe various coal properties &;ong the line." -

X

In this way it would revolutionize a business "'that nas™itherto

proved most: disastroixs."lB4 That even in this most bagkward of the

&
major provincial cealfields, the area most attached to the old economy,

4
G

¥

&

K

%

i



" the rallwaylhad so transformed the strategies/available to coal ’ .
! o ‘3 * '3%
)9appan1es and rallWays, showed the profoundly new chiracter of the coal

3 .
g [

1ndustry once it entereg 1ts 1ndustr1a1 phase. . . : -
» ot : \.'3 ’ *
There were four wther branch lines which deserve mention, although

'

they were by no mears as gritical as the three we have already discussed.

- o
¢ ®

The idea of liqking;Springhill t6 the Gulf of St. Lawrenpe (and® thus

» " s &

to Montreal by the St. Lawrence Rlver) Was popular as.early as 1872. .’

U

The grades were daunting, Q*t the rewards were potentlally great. o=

o [ -

'

B

In a sense, the idea cq, ormed to Amos Purdy(s 0ld conception of the ®

”

Intercolonial as an aid to the farmer and to rural industiies; 13>

¢

The Springhill-Pugwash or Springhill-Oxford route was, -a favpurite theme
' oﬁapolitlcians. E.N. Sharp, the moving spirit of so many nineteenth:
century promptions, wrote candidly to¢’ P.C. Hill, the.premier; fIf'ever Qf
there was a chance of securing the Couhtyi:fpr the Liberala] you have
ﬂ‘%\\@ - \ ) : i ) b - ]
it now, for the sake of these Railway grants they have apreed to forget

~

the old and to establish new party lines¥"136 The scheme was' taken

A

~

up ehthusiastically by R.G. Leckie, a-Conservative and general manager:

5 o L

of the Cumberland Railway and Coal Company. Again the proposition was
& . '
weighed on political scales by Fielding, Responding,to a Liberal

supporter who feared that suppbrting the railway would help the

- «

Conservative cause, Fielding “Wrote, '"As a matter of fact I am disposed
. 1 ’ Jﬁ f
to think the influence of‘;Bpt subsidy will be the other way. Leckie

is the one coal manager in Nova Scotia who has had the courage ,t0 say

o 1
®

that he wants free trade with the States therefore he is not in a
position to assall the Liberal policy and rally his workmen against‘hs,

The railway received'its subsidy, was built, and immediately condemned

138

by the provincial engineer. A second branch line was that built

4 ‘ a

v « “[4’\ “

nl37
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o ) ~ .
. %
by Gilbert-Seaman to Minudie -from River Hebert. It was uséd to load
i’ ° Q s Ay
coal sc¢hooners, and transport.lumber: it was reall§ a last attempt to
[]
P

reactivate Minudie and the traditional trade it had once possessed. °

It acccmpliéhed none of the great things Seaman had envisloned,13g

v P
» T

A thitd branch line connecfed A@hoifénd the Fenwieck Mines during the

+ First World War, a fourth brought the Jogglns Rallway into contact

v \

« with fhe Maple Leaf mlnlng ar%goin Rlver.Hebert. These branch lines

Y

o ° filled in the interstices of the Joggins coalfield without significantly
\ a
L] -
changing"its structure. . . A
a Achigures,Oneqand’Two reveat, the ra®lway system in the 1920s -

bore littleqtesembiaﬁce to the 1870s. Step:by step the railways.entered

‘ every corner of the coalfields; their development went hand~in~hand

- ' N -~

* o - . R ~ o
. with -that of the coal industzy. ]
Y . B ua N A
: * The railway system affected more than the transportation of '

id v a @

: coal ‘to the market. It changed the nature of the market by imposing >

. , . its ‘own demand for coal, and it also«changed the character of production.

» ¥y

a

,A total of 2,307,657 dong tonsé. of coal (28% of the county's .

4

- .'1877-1900. Table One presents the sale of coal to¥the Intercolonial

=3 ry .
% °
° +

, Railway by coal mining area. ~ - ‘ ¢

t
e i

" o v &

r
el
.
N

an

~

total production) wasoconsumed Py the Intq;calonlal Railway in the p%piod )

e
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Table One. Coal Sal‘esb to the Intercolonial Railway, 1877-1900*

\n

-and 1889. ~Whenf‘the Il;ftercolonlal tur'ned aga:fnst Chigneeto COal, the

2 .,
enterprise qulckly declined. Moreover, the “Intercol: ial was not the

-
* v

only maJor railway interested in Cumberland coal: Jn 1885 Sgslnghlll

- N v t

won a 1arge contracqfwith the Grand Trumk Rallway, over the bids of

all other provincial colllerles. It.did so again in 1891, “for an

v . amount of 65,000 tons.lzl‘O The dim of:Springhill was not only to

)
* *  capture the Grand°Trunk as a steady consumer, but the line of manufactoriess,

- extending along its roﬁte, As the Cdlliery Guardlan of London noted:

. . The aim of the Sprlnghlll owners is to- get up into
. ~ Canada via Portland, Malpe. The Grand Trunk railway,
. Canaday upon which EABtQQO;OOG has, been expended

a
&

U . . " " Percentage of County e
Coal Area . Long Tons Sold to the ICR ICR Sales
Joggins - . 399,242 - S ¥ ) ‘
. River Hebert we;t L 2,267 -
River Hebert Fast | 0 ) . 0% . '
Maccan Lo 166 e “f - ) ' B
“ " Chizmecto 413596 - RPN
. ‘Springhill - 1,864,366 . . 81% ' -
% * » ¢ ‘e - *
Salt Springs’ " ' .20 1 R ‘ G A
o N B . ’ : ) : : :
_tomn . ¢ 2,307,657 - 100% c
* Excluding 1886 .. - - Q : ',
a Joggins, ChlgHECtb and Springhill hadﬂa large role in supplying the - L » .
s vfntgrcolan}ai, In fact, the aggregate statlstics undgrstate the case. U Q‘ ‘
| A colliery suchsqs Chignecto,’ for example, depended utterly on the
Intercolonial, which accounted fo;,37% of its prb&uctibn bet;een.1882 T ’ (£¥ -



N has its terminus at Poftland, and all up the N N .
300 miles of their system to Montreal there areg ,
“great and important points of manufactdring consumption., .
Upon these the mine owners of the head of the Bay of . ) ‘
. Fundy have fastened env1ous eyves and the Grand Trunk too | :

are exceedingly anxious to_have coal admitted . .
. ~into Portland for &istributlon along their:system.... , ‘ Lt

14 fall ¢ - ? - v

The same artlcle procegged tc, note the: partmcular advantages of ’ RV

. v « 0~ L@ '
{ . - Sgrlnghlll in this competition for‘the custom qf t@e railways: “"The . NN L‘
) great system of the Intercolonial railway of ?anad? runs right pas% , t“ c
% their'doar, s0 to speak, and as Cape'Breton,coal'appears to giéé o '
less satlsfactlon than the firmer and cleaner coal of Cumbeéland o ‘ '

¢ ' - ”
\ Springhill gefs a great deal of the buslness."l4% .

s « .
* 4 ~ Y 5

Inltially the advantages all 1ay with Sprlnghlll. Its coal was

1 3

@

’ excellently suilted to rallwayﬂuse, and its chaqionéwas the best of ) )
N . . , N L3 . ? « R 4 e .;‘ . ‘
any major ecolliery. In.1880, for example, the Intercolonial required -

Ll © ’ . B ,

. . W, ) - l J 5 N N ‘u -
of them. 42

<

s « Trunk, 68,405 tons for thé‘Inteféolonial) accounted ‘for 55%”of*to£ab

prod&ction.l43 Sprlnghill had a guaranteed market, and it prospered

- . 88,000 tons from the mines of Nova Scotia; Springhill-supplied 67,799 . s

In 1884 the railway coptracts (60,000 tons for the Grand . .

: x 1y . .
- ’ 4 [ ,

T . accordingly.

+ » ’

1 . - -

o

. This situation changed in the later 1880s. In 1885 a price war -

&
S

developed between Spriqéhill and the Pictou co%ligries,qwhich‘5br1nghill'

]

. Cunderbidding Pictou's Vale. Colllery by 62¢ per long ton) natmrally won.
4 - ~
The struggle became so intense that the managing director of the - ,

Cumberland Railway and Coal Company appealed to his memso assist his

company in the fight against Pictou, The trgde\ﬁdion was &1arméq b% .

’ ¢ P
: 3. the proposal, as suggested by this editorial in its organ:
PO . ) . T e

et If{ there is-undue competition between the Cumberland : L
’ - and the Pictou mine owners, the consequences must be

a cheapening of prices, and lessened prices for the -, .
1 \ q' .



" o

" .

S . ‘product means a less wage for the real producers, R
L ’ the workmen.,..If the mine operators of the two counties :
wish to quibble and cheat, and fight im. prder to draw

trade the one from the other, let them do it on their “
/yn hook, ¢ 4nd on their own responsibility. 144 -

I the end, the coal companles looked not to thelr WDrkmen for support,

ut to .each ?thet. Gradually the railway brought the céﬁé;ni;s together.
= After 1886 the larger cémpdnmés c511uded iﬁ bidding for Imtercolonial
contracts. @;n 1886, the Cugberland RaiiWay and Coal Company, tﬁe InFeicOlonial
Coal Cdﬁbénzk and the Acadia Goal quéany We;e all awarded contr;cts
‘ by*tﬂggrqilgéy for cqaldat $1,25 per ton. By lSég this rigged price

had risen to $2.20. The fhenix coal'COmpany of Jdggins had by that

time joined the combination. The railwav was awate of the situation °
¢, ' L ' B ‘e

and anxious to take corrective medsures. /Gollingﬁvod Schreiber,

) " .

) the Intercolonial's chief enginedr and general mapagef, argued that ‘
. . « ! : NG ,
o every attempt should be made to thwart the companies in their flight =~ .
! ~ c .
i from ccmpetitiqpi ‘ ’ <,
a “ » 1

o

) If contracts are.to be awarded only to those mines
-4 ’ 1n the Combination, it is very possiblé that at a
« , future time, when those not in the Combine are frozen )
put, the fuel accounts of the railway may be largely ’
increased by a fiurther rise in the price. It will be
observed 'that in 1885, before the combine was formed, ,
the price of coal from the Pictou mines was $:L 85
and that from the Spring Hill mines® $1.23, whereas, in
1889, the combine price is $2,20. My firm conV1ct1Gn .
is that we can, by awardlng contracts to companies

PO outside, the combine,’ prolong the time of their 1ndependen e
, : to same extent, and thus extend the time during which b
] we may have the benefit of competition. Ta5 = Coa

" »

0\
It made perfect sense, it was in the public i?;erest, Cobden and

‘Bright themselves would have thought it the Wﬁég%t and mpst liberal

’ . ;i‘
practice. ¢~ . ¢ o, :

.
b [4

. .- In 1889 the impossibility of Sq?feiygr's‘idea,of encouraging . g

e L4
course. But it was politinally;impjiiig;g%to put this propesal into

1

[

’
i
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fully competitive bidding wa$ convincingly demonstrated. In that
v . . . ,

. . . .
year the Intercolonial received tenders from the Cumberland Railway

. P

-

and Coal Company (92,006 tons),”the Intercolonigl Mining Company
{23,000 tons), the Phenix Coal Company of Joggins (23,000 tons) and

- & v
the A¢adfa Coal Company (46,000 tons). All of these bids were for
* a price of.$2.20 per ton. However, fourwsther bids were submitted. L

Two af these were too high and outiaf the rﬁnﬁing, but the other tw%

3 " wVe

g

+ } ~ -2

three—t;erea price from the Black Diamond Cual'bomPany ifi Westville,:: -
Lo " ® \l; .
and the other was from the fumberland Ceal Mining Company of Maccan.

TIf ﬁhe railway took the maxlggm amount of coal from the Black Diamond, \
i k] -
it would pay only §1.90 per tpn (&, significant saving compared with * .
:> ¥ »
the combine's price) and if it took 10,000 torns from the Maccan mine

«

(at $2.10 a ton) it Would save eVen,mofé. One hardly had to,consult

A s

the texts of Manchestgr to know which way the rules of.political economy
146 F ' : N :

po:m'toed. ¢ ) -, %
‘ » 1 -

}  But what did the rules of political, economy amount to when confronted

7

-

# with the étubborg,realltieb of politics ~- particularly %he stubbornhess

PR - !

A R
of a Tupper? C., Hibbert Typper, the faithful son of Charles, made the

] =«

# ; ¢
. Intercolonial contract & persondl crusade.  He visited Schreiber, apd.

.
¢ Q ¢ ® 2

+ informed the engineer that the coal from the Black Diamogd'mine was .
N l‘ » 4]
"very:poor for speam purposes," a comment which provoked Schreiber's
' v B v

o

mirth. Schreiber had mahe studies of Nova Scotia coal used ﬁy tHe - ’

Intercolonial, and maintained two stou;'?oldmes of correspondence

about complaihts and comments concerning the steam-raising qualitfes (
¢ ¥

of various kinds of coal. On the basis of tHis correspondence hg had
reached the coﬂciuéion that the Black Diamond mine de§erved the
a ” ‘ Yo

° - + 1 }

n~
-
-~

weére lower than the prices of the combine. One of -these was a complek. K _ °
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¥

£

* Would be a dreadful mIStake,

‘ﬁ‘ v ' « * ‘ ¥ *
contrgct, which, if the coal was not up to standard, could always be

¢

voided Tuﬁper, who prepared a Qrécis of the same correspondence,’

-came togremarkably dlfferént canclu51ons than the chief engineer of

.

the Intercolonlal. He argued that the coal offered by the Black

“vr ‘
w W b

Diamond was unlversally condemned,L B, revoltlng coal whose acceptance

- € - ¥ i

147

/really be cons;dered a coal*at alls varlous friends of hi’s who worked

.

-

on the Intercalonial reported “that fheLBlack Diamond Coal constaﬂtly
- &
*delayed the tralns last year, and'that it Was largeiy composed of

stone and ashes." Tupper assured Slr John A. Macdpnald to whom

e
- ~

this qderrelxﬁé; referred,pthqt he was dea11ng w1ph the queston

13 - * “

“"entirely. apart ff%m‘anyﬁpoljtical”cqnsidefatién,"‘ymeVated purely
B cw 1

¢

r . ~ p . *
from a heartfelt ‘need‘to save the Intercaloﬂi§ljfrom the echeﬁes of

» P
s

o . : u - . . .
its chief engineer. But he nonetheless did’point out that the chief

customer«of the Black Dlamond mine Was the “Prov1nclal Government of

-
i

Nova Scotia (Grit)" and noted how ashamed 94 would be "to meet any.

"

one in Nova Scotia famlllar with the Mining Interests of the PrOV1nee,

i

if upon the reports now in the Railway Departmént and the style oﬁ,
% - »

argument contained in the detter of Mr. Schreiber,...you should deal -

/

with this eghemeral Grit Riﬁg, known as the Black Diamond €ompany,

[}

in the manner suggested;“l48 The Cabinet discussed this issue at

«

lengthn Fipnally 1t decided to take.only»lo 000 tons from the Black

‘

Dlambnd at $1.90 a ton (lower than the teuder for thls quantity of ",

coaf}» "and 50,000 tons from the two other Piekou companies at $2. 05

2

Indeed” Tupper doubted nhat 1t could .

a’' ton, down from the original bid of $2.20, Cumberland County emerged i

the winnér, with all of 1ts major companies gettlng the price they

wanted. The" Black Dlamond mine had forced the price down in EictOu

v
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’ County, but political,consideraﬁions outweithed the search for ecénomy

.
- ¢ .
v ! - » 4 < " +
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", i the Intercolomnial. e . N

were now located, mirabile dictu, in a Biberalkhonstltuency) proépered

\

demand that the men's wages be reduced by 20% was notfﬁonditione& by

This was 1o isolated instance. The: Intercolonial” contract was

v

-

X

seen as a polatigal issue throughout thms period and 1nto the ‘next. ’

After the leeralmv1ctory'1n 1896, the Cgmberlaqd coal&pynes (which °

° . o, - ¢ A g

‘ . ’

\:
B MY . [ 2
°

aixpever‘before. \Politicians campaigned quite openly on their ability .

v &

4 3 " s -
to win new contracts for local mines. "There is nothing like having °

= v
v
N 4

3 friends at court," reparked the Maritime Mining Record in 1903. -

3 "t \

"The 1itt1a mine at Mlnudle has been given, as its share of the I.C.R.

contract, 45 000 tons, Whlle its output will not exceed, if it reaéhes,

o ~ v

,the half ‘of than:‘.L The Agadia and'prummond, get “only 40,00Q tons each.,

1

S

The 1nﬂepeﬁéqﬁce of parliament act) is a roaring fargéf“lso

¢ U

A

Throughout 1ts hiséory Springhill, would be moulded by*the.railway.

In the pivotal strike in 1879 which founded the Provimcial Workmen's
* I PR * .

Association, ‘ong of the best arguments marghalieg by Robett -Drummond,

& a
M -

writing undetr the nom de plume of "A Travelier," was-that the company's

-~
v

@

151,

the -contract thé mine enjoyed With the Intercoloniél In the much

dlfferent context of the mass insurgency of 1907-1911, the company would

appeal to publlc oplnlon by claiming that the Intercolonial's reductlon

“in the price offered for coal made ex1sting wage rates untenable.l52

v *

It would consequently be a mistake to imagine that the impact of

o
LA

the railway upon the coalfields was proportional to ité,imgact upon

) v ”~

soclety as a whole. The impdct of the railway eitended t}ght to

the details of production itself. Large railway contracts allowed -

Springhill -to sell its production "run-of-mine" instead of having

< -

’ ®
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. it screenéd,ﬁand this in .tufn had consequences for the amount of poﬁder
153

°

’ used in blasting down the coal and the details of the miner's job.

“ [ [ad v

Aé the negotiations for the Intercolonial contract make plain, the railway
unified wvarious companieéafor SPecific;projects3 and thus paved the

way for more ambitious mergers.” As the proprietors of the Minudie

~ -

mine discovered, control Oyer .the railway could entail confrol aver .

=)

9

¥ N o
' ' an independent mine. Once the Joggins Railway passed;jnto the hands

¥ .

of a new compahy, controlled by Montreal but with substantial American

v v »
>

interests, the tariff for carrying coal from'the mine was raised

from 27¢ per ton to 40¢ pet to%, forcirdg the Mﬁnudig mine to shut

’ <

“ 5 a P
; down.r54 The same lesson would be driven home in 1904, when the financial
. ¢ 1 . *‘
ot difficulties of the Joggins company forced the trains to stop runmming, -

IS

! -, ;an&,gonsequentlx also .shut down the Kimberley, Strathcona and Fundy
¢ 3

< ¥

mines in thé& area.- It also disrubted services to farmers and lumbérmen.l55

1 * >

”

The mines depended upon the railway to provide coal cars; the absence

- of c%g? cars meant the cloging of the ming.  Conversely, the railway

s
.

o . < .
_alone. allowed mines to escape ghe seasonal disruptions of the mercantile -.
¢ ™ “ » -

economy, ° Remarked the mines inspector of Springhill; MThis Colliery

' i 5

o

4

. “-has an advantage OV§{ all others in the Province, in that its sales - o

LR Y ¢ .

4
- , are little affected by the seasons, the railway requiring supplies in :

winter as well ds in Summar)"léﬁ ° It was the railway's voracious .
e Y of -

; appétite for ceal which allowed 'Springhill té grow while all the other ,’

» °

mines languished in the 1870s. ,° - . ’ . -

a3

[

Spfinghill was the Intercolonial's éreat st beneficiary. Richard . ,
. t 4 . ‘ \ '
Brown, manager of Sydney Mines, complained i@ 1888 that the Cape Breton °
mines were shut out of Halifax‘ﬁécauée of high freights, butaSéringhill

"

enjoyed speeial advantages with the Intertolonial, It was galling,

v v “
° .
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Jpurnal, a trade-union newspaper published in Pictqy County, was moved
- 3

* <
a
-

®

he suggested, that hi%§€3ypany had to help to pay for carrying Springhill

157

coal to undersell-its own.: At least Brown had the St. Lawrence. trade

to fall back upon. Pictou was in a far more difficult position.

Since.the 1870s destructive price wars among the collieries had led to
- " 1t . ﬂ% '\-) }

a depand for rational amalgamation.158 ‘Even more damaging was the new

+
. »

competition from Springhill. 'H.A. Budden of the Intercolonial Coal

Company summarizged Springhill's position in-terms of freight rates:

o 3

"Springhill ‘possesses the advéhtage of 30¢ per tom Tess freight to

7 3

Chaudiére~Juncti6n; and 75¢ per Ton less to all points on ‘the Intércolonial -

€

“15‘9

West of Springhill, over the Pictou Collieries. The Trades-

’

to remark in .1887: "I see the papers are boasting that the Spring Hill

Mines are raising two thousand tons ¢f coal daily, and large as-that

odtput, is, it 1s orde third short of the demand....The §gent§’of the ’

- » £y °

Pictou collieries should not allow those who cannot get thexr ordets

fillednin'Spring Hill to.go begginé to the States. Let them make a bad

ul6Q

for Sprlng'ﬁill'sySuperfluous orders. Pictou County had been a

thriving coal-mining centre when Springh1ll's resources were unexplored; -

" now it seemed reduced to picking up the orders Springhill was unable

.o

’
o
t

&

to fill,161 v '

»
’ ' B s N rl

L, ¥ .
One need not be a disciple of Thomas Keefer to .be impressed with

the changes brought about by tﬁe,constrdttion of the railway,qat all .

&
»

. ',1évels'of economie life, 1In a short time the province's least important

. -

coalfiéld was tradsfo¥med into the most strategically poéitioned.
It can only be described as a remarkable reversal. * Springhill was the

only coalfield in the'province to be ereated in this way. Also unigque,

r

» s L)
in the opposite way, was the Joggins coalfield -- dnique in the primitive

3
b ¥
" * F

2 ‘

a
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.. . \ s .
level of its development, and in the long delay before it attained’

- € ¥
~t

a modern form, The railway -- or, to be more precigse, the secio-—-

IS

- historical process of industrialization of which the railway was one

+
4 -

. ¥ -
* manifestation -- created this dualism at the Same-time as it uplfiedg

I N « s - »

the’ coal industry in new ways. The 1ogié‘of development initiated i °

o n

4 £

1865 was the same throughdut the provingg} but thfé logic. had different.1

vo. L . v o
consequences, it created two radically contrasting structures. It~
/ ’ ’ - o " - 4 >

r
g,

B -

is %ngbis uriderlying dualism that we now turn. . -

Y

3. The Growth of the Springﬂill Coalfigld - . . -

¥

In the years 1865-1873 the Springhill codlfield was botrn. From

1873 to 1884 the coalfield grew rapidly.” In 1885 it made a leap to a

N newoieVel ofproduction, at which it maintaineﬁ itself for the

<

’

remaining period (with marked fluctuations).- The egsential gtructﬁre
of the Springhill coalfield's development from 1873¢£0.,1900 is consequently

‘one of very marked growth from 1873 to 1884, and a sharp -upward meyément

ifi 1885 followed-by staﬁilléétion. ' T '

A coppleﬁe ﬂody of corporate papers, is .not avai};ble for‘ﬁhe Spring
Hill Minding COmpaAQ. Certain factgﬁatq Ele?ra AfE;r tﬁg séandal ,
involving miimanagementqdf the c?mpény’s fuﬁds in 1875, the new manageménk
égfqréédAa strict diSCiﬁline. The Prospectus bfkthevczmpdn§ héd éh‘

gtimistic view of its future profits. "Taking the low average of

b

only 80 cents peér. ton, inclusive of repairs of machinery, &e., and

. L o ?
assuming only 100,000 tons as the annual production at firsE, we

o ¢ a3

N C oy . :
have a gain of 20 per cent. on the capital, which might be augmented by

.

the rent of other seams....From the exceptionally high character of this
coal, and the facilities for raising it cheaply, thia qhéntity, it is
confidently believed, might ere long be doubled or trebled, and a 0

i .

- ‘

&

[y

»

prorae
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larger rate of profit-secured even'with considerable increase df capa.tal."l 2

] i
The programme wds ambitious; but the new mapagemert under W.E. Vroom

A . .

- meant to make it succeed by frugal and d%scipline& management. Robert

5 ’

Drummond remembered the thriftiness of the ggnagemént: "From the

-
..

»

. first the enterprise was an astounding. success, due in gréatest part'to .
. -9

o .

its geographical position amd in large part to the imtiring vigilance of

,the directors, a majority of whom visited the collieries at short

[+
aw

intervals, - thereby keeping the manager, much of the time on tender
163
11

<

13

‘{sic] hooks, A colloquial, expression for the strategy of the company

“« -

might be "cheese-paring.'’ One suggestive indication of this mapagement
étyie~was brought forth in the momentous strike of 1879 which foupded

. » . . , o . ¢ * “ ‘?
the Provihcial Workmen's, Association. Most major mines in the province -

relied upon iron rails, but in Springhill the management used wooden

rails, A miner complaiped: "[T]he miner, has to drop his pick and assist

~
o

the loaders with each box; for it requires. two men with all their
] - N v
strength to do the work one should do with ease °if we had iron rails.”

: 164

It was a short-sighted policy surtable for a commereial prOmotioni

-
]

N e o 9"
not ,for a major indust¥ial concern.
a2 B

It nust -be borne in mind that the company was functioning in a
period of commercial crisis. Investors in Saint John would hardly .

have welcomed heavy expenditure in a mine. In 1872, when the Spring

“

Hill Mining'coﬁpany purchaééd from Senator Macfarlane and his partners

<

the three square ‘miles of coal areds at Springhill for $270,000 paidzup

(unassessable) shares, the whole capital ©f the comcern was but .

~ ‘o

$400,000. The old proprietors received an additignal $20,000 allowance <

4

in 1873, after much of thd stock was sold by E.N. Sharp: one-half n

of the allotted stock of the old proprietors was bought at 10% discount i

g S

¢
a a °
»
"
§ ot
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* A . * s . . (p
“for cash, and the remaining working capital was taken up at_pér'vglue.l65 )
There is no solid teference to an involvement by a bank in these, early o
? » , Fi s O *
&éalings.l6§ ' » . .
: The inferemce is that-the company was not able ‘to invest heavily

o v . -~

in the.Springhill mine, through‘a“combinagion of its init@®1¥y modest’ ,
2] hY
- ¢apitalization, the economic conjuncture;, and the underlying conéervatism
3
of its management. A,further constralnt may well have been the continuing

presence of the General Mining Assoclatlon, fehich retalned its clalm.to

four square miles untll 1878. It was thought’ that these areas cost B

°the Sprlnghlll companx some £60, 000.]1°67 The purchase of these areas ~ .

. 8.
v

enabled the company tQ preserve its monopoly on the coal of Sprlnghlll o

What a scattered documentation makes -clear is tﬁe high level of
dividends exacted from the company by the Saint John investors. In

[
?

1878, there %as évidently a érofit of $44,000 gﬁ tHe' coal sold after *

all expenses, whlch left shareholders with a profie qf nearly 9/.l68

In 1880 the Company declared a dividend of 5% on capital stock of A .
) R f “ o {

Sﬁarqs, the only shares entitled to a divident.169 Robert Drummond,

rin‘%hrious places, remembérs“thé dividends before 1879 as 10%,‘17% and .
20%.17? These dividends were ﬁigh, when placed in the context of the

v N P & .t
. coal industry; they were not, wﬁgn‘nlaced in the context of the shipping

, industry and its-high returns.17l The str;zgéy of minimal capital

.

he ~
investment and ‘maximum dividend levels seems to agree with the interpretation -

a

of a short-term company mouldqg by the imperatlves of the commerc1al

*® ]

crisis and not by a strategy of 1ndustrializat10n. It.was charactermstlc ¢

-
u -5 v
¢

that the company took great prlde in belng (so it clalmed) the only

t

business house in Saint John without a single débt standing against,

1 172
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f Headley, ﬁéger of the Dun, Wiman & Co. exchange

- ™ N
.
¢ - 5 1
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E Y

The sale of the railway and the cpal mine to Mohtreal 1nterests

.o . Ao
in 1882 and 1883 was an ¢pochal event in Maritime.economic history.

- ] LI

o7 -

¢ “

‘ 3
- Apart from .the purchase of the»Ner@funswick Railroad in 1880, the

VR *
r
i Y

arrival of the Cumberland Coal gﬁh gailway Company — whose name was

f3 @ *
" » gsoon changed to the Cumberland Railway and Cgal Company -- was the first

Y 1 [
nmajor takfover by Montreal capitdal in the region. The deal was put
W (RPN ¥ - ) '

together by both lOcal and Montreal figures. Ii ome account;, William

<
[

P v, ° .
in the negotlat10n51173 The capltallsts of' Montreal first acquired

. ’ ’ ) . o
the railway. The dissolution of the old railway company was accomplished

4 d
by an act of the Nova Scotia Legislature in 1883, . which moted that the

company was not able to pay the accrued interest owing to the holders
< -3 ‘ 4 )

of its Bondsiﬂand ‘consequently sale of the property was mecessary to

‘éay the proceeds pro rata among the bondholders.174 In the same year "'

s

>, g o
the Cumberland‘Coal anngallway Company was 1ncorporated with a capltal

4
»

\stock of $2, 000 000, divided into 20,000 shares of $100 each: The

v y

initial emph351s of the company was on the nallway, although by its

. -

federal act of incorporation the company™was given the right to
AV CT 0 ot

N X o
"buy ot lease other coal mines or coal lapds" in Cumberland County.

-

The inCOrpqrators were John McDougall, Robert €owans, David Morrice

¢

- .

(al1 of Montreal) Louistdelqrd Senecal of Quebec City, and James

1
Crossen .0f Coburg, Ontarlo.j”4 < s !

» A . '
The sale of the mine came ‘in 1883. This took place shortly before

L

the formal incorporation of the company. The stockholders of the

J i

Sprlng Ha l\Mxnlng Company at an "informal meetigé" in June, 1883,

v

resoiveq to d;spose of the company s stock to the Canadlan syndicate,

at a pr{ce of $890,150. The present stockholders were to receive

>

-

£
2

(o}
<}
[y
N
w

& LI \‘

'

in Hallfax was 1nstrumenta1

>

By
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the dividend up to 1 July,'nat to exceed 5%.175 Remarked the Trades

- “

. Journal, in a commentary that has a?‘iron;c ring given its'qdthr's later '

-
v ¥

"encomia for monopolies: "We consider this a first rate "spec' for the

» ! &

o a

'

_ Sellers, who aequired the property-at a comparatively low figuré,.and...

o
o . 2 . -

a good invesﬁhent,to\the buyers, At the same time it would have been

S \

: .
N -

s

"

< better had the Sxﬁdicate developed the area already held by it, and . °*

‘
v - ¢ L] »
]

allowed" the S.H~M:Co: to proceed as‘fcrmerly: All would be better for a
A 176°

i

[ |

. little healthy compgtitloﬁ.‘Monopolie§'are bad thi?gs'as a rule.”

. - ' €

- J

The resources of Springhill were thus transferred to' new hands,
[y - e o

[ 4 »

<

RN . 9 * ’ ¥ * f
and the claims of Saint John were relinquished. It was a signifiednt
N " . . T 4

- development.! In’ many ;Espects the 'Maritimes, having beén colonies.of,

', -

. , Britain and subject to its coal monopoly, moved swiftly into the <colonial

< ’ l
- - N ¢ N

'system of Montreal. The Maritimes represented a resource frontier for
{ : . . R
.

Montreal capital, contributing to its power amd hegemony in' much the

e

same way as Northern Ontari%ﬁgogtributed to ﬁhe‘r;se of Toronto. The’,
. " v n &j‘—»\« o’ ‘ '
significant difference wa¥ that, in, the case of the Mawitimes, a .

process bﬁ autogenous development was gverriden by extetrnal capital.

o
o

"No substantial body of contemporary writlné exiBts which would help
! W < * 3

o w2

» + ‘us understand what the motivations of the sellers and buyers in this

, transaction were. But there is enough to allow 'us,to arrive at Same

1 o
@

v »

tentative ¢onclusions.

.
o ¢

1
, The Saint John investors seem to have been'motivateq‘by=shonﬁﬁ

¥ F f 0 B
B

.

=
o \\ v

and enjoyed a gyaranteed market in the region and in the railway ' ©
& . . &

system. It was a decision which can, only be explained by their belief

t [ €
that their capital could be better deployed in othey ventures. It

“
ot c v

S

i

N

9

term considerations. They abéﬁdoned the mine when it was making a profit,

»

f
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should bé fremembered that at this stage the’coal of Springhill was easily
) - . A SN
teached. The mine had attained only a relatively shalio% depth

(400 feet’in 1884I.177 It suggests that the merc?ants of Salnt John

1

" were unable to transcend thq structural llmltatlona of their class.

~ &

The motivations of the Mbntreal investors .seet’ to have béen more

;

@ ¥

Ty

s

LY

3

complex. ~ It does not appear that they %ere motivated,by-considerations

@ ¥ v - - N

dfféecure‘fuel supply, since Springhill coal waé not,Well—positioned
¢ ‘ ' 2 ’

-
M Seaor =

for efitry into the Montreal ‘market. The Mbntreal men were, first—attracted

by tﬁe railway, ﬁhicﬁ they~6btained at an~excellent price. Thls made the

5

takeovEr of Spr nghlll different in nature than Subsequent sales o%

loeal coal éoncerns. The historian Pavid MhDougall$has~compiled a

\

' group biography of the(direc;ogsrof the new company. The‘président,

.
e i

Johin.McDougall, had establibhed'a carwheel folndfy on the banks of the .
) 9_\ R P ; 134 ¥ - »

-
+

- Laching Canal, and an irbn vigrks at Drummondville which in the late R

7

B

‘profits of the concern in 1885.

' 18808 produced about 20/ of the pig iron mada~1n Canadg. ¥he vice- 8
\ r .

pre51dent, Robert Cowans, was McDougall’s brotherwin~l W, and had been R

n P -

E]

hlS Junlor partner in the %apn works. David M?gj@fg and James CIOSSen
Ry

were promlnent in business, Morrice as a’ textil

4 q “ - k]

magnate and Crossen

‘o - % .

' as the founder of the Crossen Car Manufacturlng company in Goburg, .

Jod o7,
Ontarua’ Inuis~Adelard Séndcal was a prominent politician and railway
promoter.l7§ R.G. Leckie, Who was elected td the board of directors:

i

and later became general magager, had extensive interests in copper

Y hd

mines in the Fastern Towaships. E.S. blouston, general manager of'th’

+ o

"Bank of Montreal, was elected to the board in 1885. His gppearance on

'

the body was doubtless connected with the loan made by the bank ta then

N 1

company to purchase the mine, a loan completely paid oIf by the
©179 .
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Most of these men had .one thing in common: iron. They:%;re

industrial capitdlists, who had made their'money in the foundries,

v

ear works, iron mills ‘and railways of the new age.‘ cloustOn was the only

"
Y

51gn1flcant exceptiou ~-- and his presehce suggests the access this group

LY -

' +‘enjoyed to the vast capitdl of Montreal, which had financed the takeover.

1 =]

glt seems safe to suégest that these ‘men cape’to Cumberlang\County to .

i ¢ ¢ . ’ ! :‘\ . - .
pick up- an inekpensive railway and merge it with Ganada's mest productive,

o ~ ¥

i . . N ' R v, M
~cgal mine. Normally the conquest of a Nova Scotia coalfield by external

e - ‘

L3 Y ?
terests was the conquest of a fuel gource by its ’?xket. In thas

¢

case, however, there is nothing to suggest such a motive. Rather it
o il - . ¢ e
‘appears that the Montreal men were able Lo perceive what the Saint John

invesgtors had missed: .the tfemendbué industrial potential of Spriqghill.

i

In soiie respects the Montreal company was a hybrid. Initially

€ -~

it had a board which represented a cross—section of important cenfral

“ 4

" Canadian intérests. Step by step, however, ‘the company becatie a

M - 3 i N ’ : J P
"famil? business" controlled by two inter-related families, the McDougalls

and. the Cowanses. ~The Saint.John company had ‘been a compahy open to

the public, seiling gﬁarés«on the open market and” dependent tipon

promoters and Imaglnative literature; the Montreal company was closed,

sold no shares publicly, and conducted its businéss with the utmost -

6

Iy 3

dlséretidn.‘ From a, joint—stock company the mines passed to a family

.4

business -- although this was no ordlnary fanily, but One which through

” 4 ”

‘a long industrial apprentlceshlp had earned its right to promlnence

4

4

in the rargfled bu81ness atmosphereéof Montreal, . A
X
The' impact of th;s‘change in ownershlp was ev1dent 1mmed1ately. ‘
It should not be 1mag1ned that the Spring Hlll Mlnlng COmpany .

had left thglr property un;mproVed. In 1873 and 1874 much work

1 a
.

&
¢
b
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vwas done in building dwellings for the men, erecting houses, clearing

“ %,
land, finishing the railway, installing a system of wooden pipes to
. ke -

' .

cérry water for the engines (for despite its nare, Springhill is not
s 3 . N
180

Py

blessed:with an abundance af- water). By 1875 the Mines Reparf

S

noted the erection of g screening apparatus to.separate the slack coal

“%Zom the dust and fire clay and experimgnts on the fine éoal to test
ité adabtaﬁlxity for coke—making.lsl The extraordinary good fortune"
of the company*becaﬁe apparent with the surprising discovery of the

“best Slope. The company had two srépes which were thought to be locatgé'

-

on the same seam. An effort was made to comnect them, and their upper

- *

levels were pushed towards each other to do so. It was then discovered

that the east and west slope workings were in different seams, distant

hY

" "60 yards from each other horizontally. By 1878 there could be no

*

doubt: two seams existed where only one ha@’been thought to&bé, since |

the faces of the two approaching levels&hédﬁbassed each other by five

chains. This unforeseen dlscovery opened up a vast new 'block of cdal®

82

for thggcompany.l Even though the company Maé afflicted with a major

.

1 2
fire in the engine house and the destructign of ‘much of its machinery,

1t continued to expand its operations. In 1879 and 1880 new equipment
4' i3
was installed, including‘a\ﬁelephone for underground communication,, new

° 183

[l

v

screens, and a large Ifurnace for ventilation. It would be a grave

Q@

mistake.to equate the reign of the Salnt-Johﬂpﬁompany with complete
? . ) -

technical stagnation.

- Y

t

-

Yet compared with what followed the arrival of the Montreal company,

L -

the efforts of its predeéessor éeemed puny. From 1884 to 1889, according

\
to the pegition of the Gumberland Railway and:Coal Company filed in

&5

the 1ater%year,‘the firm "expended‘}n the purchase and equipment of their

3

[ 53
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coal mines in Nova Scotia upwards of one and a half million of dollars

apart altogether from the cost of working the same."lsé Assuming
< - ”

@

that tﬁe inltia% cost of the mine is included, this would mean that the \

¢ w

_ company claimed an-ddditional’ igvestment bf over $600,000 in the property.
b : « Dbn W e

" - " )
Other sources back.up this impression of an ambitious programme o

~

modernifation. The breaking ,of 'production .records by the company

™
-

becamé a stock item of the provincial, press., In 1881 the output from the, |

N

Springhiil colliery

N »

exceeded the total provineial sales for 1851. 1In

¢

.. 1882 the TrédesAJournal noted that "The outPut of coal at -Springhill
< T .

in August was 20,006 tons, the largest output of any mine in N.S. for

» ®

one month‘"185 'The same year the ‘astounding statistic was reported .

»
*

that the ¢ompany had °shipped,. during tﬁe fine months ending September 18%%, .

i FEEEN

more coal than the sales from all the mines in Cumberland County n

A » , '
186 Thete were hoisted from the' collieries in one day in July

187 e

&

1880:

-1887 over 2,000 tons of coal -~ %lie largest output ever attained,

?

and in October 1890 the odtput from the collieries exceeded}53,000 . s

gross tons and shipments nearly 50,000, setting a new record for

-

Nova Scotia.lsg* Springhill had something ‘of the popular image of a

I3

‘coal*minlng Klondike, with, the significant difference that th? andividual

+

prospector had long s%pce been pushed to the'fyinges. o

®
This should not stggest that the company did not encounter difficulties,

“but ngpe of these problems matchgg those of ﬁogginé or Chigneéto.

-

The Syndicaée Slope,.a fifth slope developedﬁon the Barlow :seam, ,

-
4

0

. wag closed off in 1889 by damming water against it, ‘and this seems
o

to have ended 1its role as a major producer; but this was hardly a disaster,

~
2 - 2

considering in tnﬁ same year the company opened a new slope (which, -

2

»

having run out of points on the cémpass with which to  name slopes,t

¥

9 -

b
o
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they called No. 5).5 The four maj&r siopes of the Springhill mining

complex, No1'5, the, East Slope, the West Slqbe, and the North Slope,

3 began éo JEVelop an igtgrconnectdd system of lrav;lli é ways and were
incteasingly.planéed as one”yastjcbﬁplex; an& partlof'which would have
‘ overshadowed other ;rqa mines. Although-the company d?d experience

0 - &

problems with flooding (an unusually seévere rainy segéonuin the fall

v
e A1

of 18?8 for a time overpowered the pumps of the mines)189 the company

+ * o

’y a 'Y N h ~
responded withiits .customary~enterprise, buildimp two new dams, capable

¢

! "'{" ' [ i ¢ ’
of holding 2,893,000 gallons of water, and installing a-stopping,and
new pumps to comtrol the waﬁer.lgo Although the Springhiil colliery .

] ‘ ’ ”/ - *
was in 1891 -to have the worst explosion in’the history of Nova Seotia,
- . ” -
‘once again the- company did not’ face any ‘seripus .economic problem,-

v
i -

and only two weeks after épe eXplosidn the mines were again being partially

'Y

¢ ) + ] ~°
worked ; the very slight underground damage standing in stark contrast
@ ¢, o T2 " i -

to theshuge loss of Tifes In ‘the 1890s further steps were taken to

a £ o

“integrate the diVerselmlnés within the colliery: Nos..l ana‘2£slopes
&

-

were connected overground by’ an advanced trestle-work 597 feet long, ‘.

4
n

‘which made loading cars extremely easti and a double revolving sﬁgeen,

i ‘erected at No. 2 ‘'slope, served bo;h l@éng 2 SIOpes.}gl Alregdy,"iﬁ‘lBQB, .

. - s 'Z N ,
bthe deputy mine inspector was speaking prophetically'of the need to
- 4

v

adapt to the,much greater depths at which the mine was working,and the

.enormous pressure now being exerted on the roof by the superincumbent

. N .
strata.192 The longwall system was introduced in No. 3 Slope on ‘the

east side, evidently with good results.193 ‘ )

a v

» More serious difficulties were to be encountered in the 1890s,

Y

problems which would have forced a less profitable company out of-the

field, but which the Cumberland Railway and Coal Company surnicunted with

¥ ’
o
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@/} _ be fire-proof: "Recéptlf a splendid new bapk head and screens havé

&

«

$

v

B ¢ ) . « ) fd

characteristic.aplomb. The conneg¢ted engine-houses and bank-houses of .

o \

No. 2 and No. 3 slopes {"two.of the bexst bank—head,plantéyin Nova

L

Scotia," the debnty inspector's report noted sorrowfully) were burned ;-

» " down on 19 December, 1895, despite their having been equipped with all - = *-

194

the“latest‘firejfighting equipment:, On thg following 24 December,

[ *

- . * - of N N -
a fire started in a gortion of No. 1 Slgpe known as the pipe bord. <

“
o -f

14 P -
This fire was gradually extinguished over the next year, through an

infgenious use of the company's reservoirs and a mixture of Eireclay and -

A ‘ -

! 1 3o \ )
earth.” > The’company seemed to survive flood and fire with equanimity. -
8 \ .
C oo

. . \
The new bankhead erected to\yeplace that destroyed in'1895 was even

more solid than that which it replaced 'and wds specially designed to

K}

=

been erected ‘at No, 2," noted the Maritime Mining Record. "As Spring
o v = v =

Hill has been a f;eqqént sufférer; from bank heaﬁ”firés; every effort

.

18 being made f&%make\thellaﬁes% ‘bankhead as near fire proof as possible.

~

The bank ‘head and screens have been’ covered with corrigated iron." Efforts .

were underway. to coat in 'a similar manner all the buildings which stood
in close proximity to the mines.196 What explains this willingness
to invest waé\the irresistible allPrebof future profits. The deeper the

mines went, the betteér the coal became. .Just as, in the late 1870q,

the first bompanyrfound two seams where it had expected only one, .

v
k!

the secondtcompanydnow discovetred that the deeper it went, the greater -
the reserves of coal appeared' ta be, and the better its quality. .

As the deputy.inspector remarged, "It is a fact that all our codl seams,

- T
&

improve in ‘quality towards the, deep, but in this seam No.' 3 the ’ .

T v

¢

improvement is greafer than usual. The small .bands of coarse coal,

® f " ) "
> which render it difficult to make clean coal, have entirely disappeared,
Pl 9 * .

»
4 @ a g »
f
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and nething now remains but the pure cogl, which to all appeanances

ls’much superlor in guality to that which was nearer the rise. nl97
& * }

.3 .
Springhill coal was thbugﬁt bj.prertnDiummond, who was not one fo ‘go

>

in for inflated:claims for local coals, as equal to the general fhn&

t

of the best American coal; speaking of the newly discovered seams, he

saih, "pf the underlying seams are-of workable thickness, and if the

- - .

quallty is as good as in the "first' seam.lately intersected, ﬁhen.there

has heen discovered in Springhill another Klondlke, with thas in 1ts

IS Ty

favor, that it‘is(nearer home and has ‘better facllities.“198 The»

(Y .

Springhill coalfleld,;Drummond later remarked, seemed to grow larger.

S ™ ¢ 199 . . . . _ T
the more coal was taken out. ~ . . .

. «

3 . » -

The afficial V1sitors who came to Springhill in 1873. to open the

) t i T

new branch llne noted the stumps, the mé%gre bankhead facllltles and

the engroachlng‘forest, fgom which the fledgling town had won 0n1y

n ~

its first victories., The visitor at the turn of the centur} carried

] - v *
back a far different impression.. "A little over a quarter of a cemtury

s
« v

‘ago the town of Springhill was not” in.existence; now it has 4 population

of about 6,000 peoﬁle, who have been drewn to the locality'by the great

success attendlng the Cumberland Coal and RaiIWay Co. s qperatlons,\

3 - N

noted the ﬂlnlng Record, Ihe main workings of  the mine now extended ,

- n

over a mile to the southWest heyond the point where the coalfleld had

prevlously beé§ thought to termlnate.zoo Where the stumps had onqe

I 3

been, one now found the workmen's houses, churches, schools, and

) . o

étoies.w The .brave dittle effort inauguratedtin 1873 had grown into a

. giant mining complex, Robert Drummond, who ‘surveyed the works with a

knowledgeableleye (havlng worked at Springhill in the 1870s and 1880s),

noted the manylchgnges: "The West and North Slopes are ‘contiguous,
: A . )
‘ Y ot s N -

4 &
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circular addiﬁion.qu Thousands dof feet below the surfacguhundr ‘

v 1

and the work of concentration, ;hat'has been going on for years, is

S

apparent. Here 1s the machine shop, and over tﬁére the handsome lamp

and electriec light stations, There is a look of system about the

¥ o . ]

place which in previous years was lacking. The iamp'statlon is a stone

building‘fitted up and having the latésplmaghinery for quich cleaning

rd

and‘repairipg of ,the safety lamps:...All.parts of the works and offices

are connected by telephone. The machine shop has been enlarged, and .
is to have a further extension of thirty feet, so as to allow of all

PR

the locomoti%@s being properly housed, and near to the repair shop." -

The plaéé~buzzed with machinery and enterprise. The huée fans at No. 2

. ¢ -

and No. 3 could ecreate évéale of wind, étrong enoygh to send large
T 5

°

pieces of board flying'befoge them. The cdmpanyfé Pankhead; already’. ~

“
-

considered a marvel of engineering, was to be enlarged with 2 new

4 ¢
+ S

of boys and men were at work, getring the coal out with an efficienty

-

# . .
that the visitors of 1873 would scarcely have believed. Springhill,

"

P «
with its smokestacks, railway.sidings, and humming machinery, .seemed

L

-to have more than-fulfilled the promise dimly perceived a quarter of

a “century begbre,

’ a
. . hd

4. The ¥atled Transition in the Joggins Coalfield

In the interiogr of thé‘county, the transition from incidental

exploitation of the coal Seams to major industry took place.without

.
+

a lengthy intervening period of mercantile capitalism. It is only

- . * . e ’

a slight exaggeration to say df‘Sprlnghill that it was created ex

nihilo by the age of Canfederation and the railway. The tramsition

in the Joggins Wés, in contrast} a hesitant, incomplé;e and unsuccessful

transition from a mercantile to, imdustrial coalfield. Here the crucial

> -
«
»

'

2

P
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of the area have already been discussed. Can we explain the distinctive ) .

,of capitgl in tﬂe cgnire and the bivotal role played by §tock-5}okers

of thg’province as a whole, ' o -

f-3

phase bf‘qransi%iou occurred two decades later than it had 1n Springhill.

4
’

By this time the qhaiacter of- capitalism had changed: The acc&ﬁulatian

® o - - & -

and bankers entailed a fag different devélopmgnf in Joggins ?han had' * . .

. g ' > o 3 . .

occurred in Springhill. Springhill was, in thg\ﬁzya Scotia context,
N % .. .

Ny

sul _generiss a coalfield built by .the railway. Joggins,:oﬁnthe other
" . - ‘e R -

z -

i

- 4 A .
hand, was a lurid anticipation of precisely the same developments, ) ”

- . [
a

whith were to transform ‘the Cape 3§eton coalfields snd ultimately those
. . ) Q7 o

N B
i - @ 2

*  No accauﬁt of “the ﬁogginS'coalfield can,évoid diécgésing\thé

geological features which set «his coalfield apdrt. The thin seams

x " »
O w N *

[l

featuiééséf the ‘transition in this eoalfield in terms of its difficult L

- -

geology? Did the fh}n seams and pooOE quality of -the coal resource rule

b 3

out the development of a large industrial coal complex?. e o

N +
. - «

Geological determinism, carried to its logiéal limit, would make
it impossible to understaﬁ@ the ‘development of the Jogging coalfiélé in,

- t '

the first place. The resources of the area were able to sustain a

T

large number of coal companies. The coal was. sold in'q wide,variety
) , s t

s
n v

gy
v

'of markets. Given the inferibr qualit} of coal and the real difficulties

"

- ] 4

‘of thin-seam mining, the Jogéins coalfield played a considerable roie s .

“
L L]

in- the local economy. Yet'we would also®do well to give,geological ‘ v
structures their due. Thin~seam coal miniﬁg imposes upon ,the companies . . ‘

~

very real constraints and-defines the limits of settlement iP‘a peculiar

4 ’ - a

way. One need only look at the map: the communities of the Joggins .

'
N ®

coalfield ‘are stfung out along the outcrop of the seams, in a’thin ) .

RS

band, sustained by dozens and dozens of small mines. The reasons fof

.
" v ~
3
3 t r
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~this are economic: The company exploiting a seam of four feet w1ll.

2 -

. reach a point cfldiminishlng‘returné at ‘which the cost of.extracting

3

“
v & FS

e

“ Ehe coal will bé'hfgher than~tye value of the coal taken out, and it .
€

vy B o

* . .will reach this point twice as fast as a company exploiting an eight-~
! F : )

« = -

. foot seam. Therefore the' logical outcome of a zone of thin Seams is

.
&

} . . th¢ proliferation of small mines. Thisfproliferation, as an

LY

+ ' effect of geolagical realities, becomes in turn the tause of other

s

‘«' limitations upon dﬁg companies in such a zone. With many small mines

[y

- -

developed. without order or plan in the same area, one mine may easily e

* - hd

* Block~t?e pragress of its neilghbour. Water within an abandoned mine

-
P ~ - .

_ easily becanpe an obstacle for mines nearby, even 1f these were on 1

s i
. v, . . \

T

. .. distinct séams. Moreover, the development of a coalfield is irreversible.

B

-

.t “The mines,.éven if they are filled in, cannot be wished away, and they

‘ pose limitations for each new generation. It is 1dle to suppose, for

.
[y

x

. example, that traditional mining can recover any large quantities of

)

coal from the worked-out areas of the Joggins coalfield today.

-

o

The coalfield's geology imposes limitations upon anyone who wishes

to live off its resources: there is a decisive finality about this

fact. One need only compare Spfinghill, where the coal segms are thick

-

[ X £
and centralized, to the Joggins ‘coalfield, where\the seams gave rise to

5 far Qifferent form of settlement and a far different way of life. Yet

7

it is just at this point that the historian must Bessqutious, It is
13 »
only within a certain type of economy that such geological facts acqurre

this socio~economic signléicdnce. Forgetting this essential point means

\
e

. *endOW1ng natural facts~with\super-human power. A moment's reflection will

v . N v .
- reveal that it wWas very possible that the resource endowment would have
. ” '

.

a very different significance. One need only remember the long

[ ¢ 8
. )
.

w&;’i
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" period (from 1755 to 1848) that they did indedd have a different

. - 1‘ 1
significance. Moreover, it-is possible to imagine a society in which the

!

decision to exploit or.ignore a resource is a collective one, based on :

»

social needs, human values, and the wishes of local residents. ' Geological

. N
: - e . &Y

facts acquire their finality and decisiveness only within the context of

- N . . "“. B
capitalism, only as one part of an interaction between the s¢cio-~economiaq

-

¥

formation on the one hand and the natural formations on the’ other, Only -

«
=

1f we remember this dual aspect (the approprlation of nature ag an aspect

of the apg;opriétx%{ of the product) can we hope to explain the different -

[N
5 Bl ¢
-

'readings' made of this terrain by various companies and men. o .

ES

In the 1870s and 1880s the coal companies of the Joggins coalfield
4 .

clung desperately to life. - A memorandum in 1890, besides

succinct summary of the coalfield's history, underlined the preearious
situation of this peria&ff
]

The Joggins Coal strata extend from the Joggins Shore to
the Intercolonial Railway, a distance of about Twelve Miles,
crossing the Maccan and Hebert or Minudje Rivers, Coal has
in times past been shipped from this river as well as from

¢ = the Bay shore at the Joggins, but owing to the expense and,
uncertainty of water carriage these Mines were one after
another closed up, with one:g¢xception, namely the Joggins
or Phenix Mine. The Acadia Coal Co. lthe author almost
certainly means the New York and Acadia Companyj the Lawson
Coal Co., The Laurence [Sld] Mine, the Victoria Mine, the o
Prospect -Mine and finally the Minudie Mine were one after
another closed .up, and the Joggins Mine was kept alive by
incurring a debt of over 360,000 and by ceasing to pay
government royalties., The Coal owners were forced to adopt
either one of two alternatives, either to abandon properties
that had cost hundreds of thousands of deollars, or to comstruct Lt
a line of Railway, in order to secure a certain means of
transpartation at all seasons of the year and to enable a

. regular output to be made. 202 . ; w

= Al -

A:ﬁ. Taylor, the noted historian of,the BritisH coal ingustfﬁg/gbeaké o@l

a

———

LIE]

N

* . . - o
the almost "unconscionable" tenacity of mines vis-a-vis markets: it

‘takes tremendous pressure to force the abandonment of a mine, which
- \ A .

< * 4
o
™) . .



&
.t means, for investors, the abandongent of their money.203
. p
¢ Y . N [ N 2
mine in the Joggins coalfield withstood the tremendous pressures of the™ -

» . -~ )

Only one coal

B

&
v

1880s and kept up continuous production. . . > -
P " . a

%, .The Saint Tohn,companies which acquired control of the Joggins from

e
,
v

r

NRAEN ‘ .
. the General Mining Association in 1871. (the’Joggins, Coal Mining Company

< . .+ and the Joggins gfal Mining Association) brought about a-ﬁualitatiﬁe
change in production’ at HHe mines. The Joggins mine experimented with .

N 2

longwall mipning in 1873 (whereby much more of the coal could be éxtracted)

N 3
-

Y + and improved undergroundjtranéporfation by building neW‘incline roads.ﬁiiﬂlgg
41 ' »

.t el A

N . strlklng ign of improvementvwas the buiiding of a 160—foot long é::?ﬁ"

L - (”,,n. hd @

(fanded by a government grdht of $10 OOO) which made the Joggins
)
ahchorage far more safe fgi vessela_lbading&coal A coal shute was used

"-

which brought the-coal béﬂaugerles éf checks and doers; the’ 140~foot

.

’ ' drop ( on an angle of 25° )§could/ e thus negotiated Yithog; difficulty.zo4

. i
Additional evidenge-ofithe improving drive of the Saint John management,

- o @
z 3

. , was provided by the first application of electric signalling in provincial

o ¢ ]

N Wi mines in 1877. In the iat¢ 1870s a-mnew.slope was opened; in ‘1880, a

. v
e i ' R - -
4 ‘

ten-inch force pump, built by the,Yarmouth Iron Works, was.installed; im

N

1883, the auromatic haulage arrangements of the mine prompted the Mines

. ‘+  "Report to observe that the arrangements of the colliery flare of a .
- - b ¥

-

permanent and convenient c%arac%er, suitable for a much/larger output

Ty

¢ ! []
than any yet recorded from this colliery."zos Compared with the history
of the Geperal Mining Assac;atlon, the Saint John companies were- innovative
F 4 o .
., vanﬁflmaginatlve. But all of this determined .innovation went for nothing -

in a location which condemned the mine to an insecure ho'ld on éven the

i

Spint John market. Competition from Springhill and other mines and the ,

* ¥

po ! ¢
> general irregularity of trade made the investments umprofitablg.. The.
1 o

o »,
- . ! . 2
¢
4 »
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great fire in Saint John in 1877 entailed 4 reported loss to the joggins . -

“

~ £

Coal Mining\Association of $5,028.31‘érising from the destruction of the

%
.

coal sorted \in the company's sheds and from partids owing money, to the
company being) unable to ﬁay.%06 It was.a ﬁeakened and embattled company

. ¢ B "

which entered the 1880s. . - . .

Al L3 2

L] -

The céﬁpany adopted theé policy of“éubleasing the.mjnes,gfisz°the

»

"Hardsc;agble" Rroperty which it leased to the Pheniz Coal Company (the: -

name evoked the fire and the new penchant for commercial English) and
then the main fiine at Joggins, which was leased to the same company.
’ . L4 .

* This® tompany was’unaﬂle to do much more than sit on the'mlne;and wait , .

! u ]

" for the railway, t} ‘ - " . .

a

- A

% . .
Throughout the Joggins coalfield the patiern was the same. At-the } &

Joggins such.companies as the East Joggins Min Company, incorporated - R

¢ «
:
?- =

1

¥ T

by Sackville interests, and dts“successog, the "Bay of Fundy Ra:i:fyband
20

. . .
Coal Company,' were fugitive concerns of little .lasting importa

0
° L™
»

. , “
William Patrick made a valiant éffort--perhaps his last~-to cyreate a
K “ ;

R < . [
successful mine at Maccan; he was plagued with tnsteady markeﬁgiand a.

4 %

fire at the engine house. * H3s Amherst Coal ;and Mining Company (capitalized,

at $40,000) sold}out ta other investors in 1889.208 Also:ét Maccan, the »

Lo N . 3 -
Lawson Mining Company of Boston——home of all the company's shareholders-—

.
% o
1 ’ a -

made -an effort to exploitrlocal coal seams, and such local entrepreneurs ° .

4

as Abner Rlpley and J.T. Smith opened very small mines (employing from )

4 to 10 mén) near the Maccan Station. Their'prinbipal mine was abandoned .

2
1209

in 1900 "for want of, facilities for handling the product’. Gilbert

Seaman Kept up mining coal at River Hebert West, but after modermizing the °
4 o » “
mine ig the Minudie mining area, he was forced into inactivity by soft

a

markets; he finally sold out to an Amherst music teacher, who kept the

210

mine going in a very small way. The Boston Coal Mining Company merge&

» “
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4

* _ the 1880s were disastrous. . .

4
%

@

.
.

4

' in’' the Jogggins coalfield, There are impurities in it, and the seams, if

L]

. about the problems of Chignecto surface as early as 1868 in the

»

1

+ «
z

n - J t «

‘the ‘separate Lawrence and Victoria'mining areas in River Hebert East but-
211

Y

was able to do little Qifh them, Everywhere in‘the Joggins coalfield -

“

[

o : [

. The most aﬁpalling‘co;;?iife catastropée took place ‘at Chignéctogy

X ' ~ - - : e 4

The quality of -Chignecto coal for most purposes is.congidered the worst .
+ %‘ ~ - - .

b -

not properly handled,” are prome te spoptaneous combustion. Complaints

€ + 2

L a
3 ”

correspondence of Williawh Bennetts the American.who first tried to make

LY

his fortune here. He blamed William Patricﬁ~for'béd

o
mining practices,

h w

ﬂhigﬁ had produced a quantity of coal "so badly mined as to be almost
i . M . 4 T -
valueless....[Tihat ﬁortion that was shipped did not pay the expenses of,’

transportatidn and:ﬁeétrOyed the credit ‘and reputation of the mines to

& - A

RN

such an extent that work was stopped and quite a portion of the Coal -

thus mined now lies at the‘éhaft utterly WQrghless.“212 It was an

o

inauspicious beginning. Part of the problem lay with. the character. of

4
-

Chignecto_ seam, which with an ébérage of ten feet is the thickest of the .

seams of the Jogging'coalfield, but which is also the 'dirtiest’.

“ .

Willfam Maddin, the competent but- somewhat unletpered aeputy.inspector

t -
> ’

of mines for Cumberland, described Chignecto's problems this way: '

< -

"Chignecto mine is in gaod order but they had had a plase to fall in

S

"And it may give them bother with %ire as it seems when a plase falls it

generly goes on fire in a Very Short time if there is aney water comiﬁg”
through and I notice ther; is Some water in tiis plase[f]"ZIB "Speaking .~
3 T .
in general terms," noted a Department of MineS‘memoraﬁdumgqn the seam,
. 4 %
"the coal improvéh somewi®t in qualiéy to "the dip, but never became a

déposit of uniform goods or even fair quality. I have never seen any .
z Y

» "
¢

. ¢
i - o 6
»

®

\
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. selection of a site, it is small wonder. that it subsequently, went

N ¢

.

>

anﬁlyses of it, but it has a;wa§s been considered inferior in quality to ',

j w214

any worked in the distridt. Trrational mining practices aggravated

the natural problem of spontaneous combustion, There were twa. major -

14, 4 .

coal-mining areas at Chignecto, the Scetia Mirne and Chignecto Collierys

\ A * - :‘_ -
- the first-named was located on a strip of crop coal, too s@al} gver to be

.

_ more than a tiny operation, Because of the special nature’of coal in this

- ¢ ~
13 ' -

district; the Llittle mine démaged the prospects of the larger ome. " "The

3

coal of this seam," remarks the Mines Report, , D
when mixed with roof- stone and moistened, ignites -
. f spontaneously. The workings on the brook ignited .
. séveral years ago, and a similar result of negleet | .
-, . of the laws of nature 1s now taking place in ‘the .-

- -  western’ exten51on of the mine. As there is on this

SR area mérely a_strip of erop coal in this eam, it. ’ ; .
% * 18 regrettable that a lease was ever granteds The
) , barrier...provided between the Scotia and Ghignecto . '
. * workings contains more coZl, which can never be . o
. " removéd, than this mine will in alli probability . oo

ever .produce. As the Wﬁrklngs are extendlng,glong

this crop cgal they form a reservoir For.water, and ©
must prove-a menace to fugggg workings in 1ower . -
sectlopa of this seam. 215 -

~ ¢ >
@ A » » M

n »

" Mitring-at Chignecto was a daunting prospect. ' The seams of Chignecto '

- . . . ™y
pitech, steeply, from 3@0 to 409~-c0a1‘cqrs were specially fitted with a

middle bdard to allow the movement af coal without tippiﬁg. If one is
N .
anx1ous to emph381ze the natural liabjilities of the Joggins goalfléld,

one turns to Chignecdto. .
Why the Londonderry iron works wanted this property, for which in,

o

1881 it paid $46,000, is one of the'mysteries of the Cumberland coalfields.

v

‘

This was the realization, at long last, of Gesner's old ambig?on: sthe

integration of the irom resources of Colchester,with the céal of oL

Cumberland. But if the iron company revealed its true measure in its,

bankrupt. Possibly the company was attracted.by the low price,’'or by

v
N . hd - -

N >

* - -

'Y

R




- well, forcing the company to close them off. Coké—maklng proved to be _ -«

“

* confined to coal in the upper workings, now affected

[

N

" the very picture of ;he'desélate abandoned‘village.

142

-
*

* ? ’3 -~ N
_mistaken reports of Chignecto's promise as a coke producer. It was easy

v

a

i - . . L °
to refurbish the railway connection with the Intercolonial.“ Whatever the

i
B

E N R “ N . -
motivations, the results were disastrous. A large amount of money was -

“
*

invested. The manager's house-ralways a top priotity when founding a
’ - . wa ¥ N - ‘ : ]
colliery village--and other workmen's houses were erected at Chignecto
-~ 3 - A L3 ¥

in 1881; a,blacksmfth's shogf poilernhcusg,’and,modernized bankhead

P -

followeé@rapidly, A lcpomq%ive was put on the railhay in place of tﬁé

hotses ‘which had drawn out the coal cars since the 1860s. The bankhead
o » EY 216 . ) .

was using eleetric lights by 1882, ‘

fl

- " nThis ambitious programme was undone with'brutal speed. By 1884

fo & . t
’

the mine had displayed its problems: an explosion of gas in that"year

coincided with a bitter strike, occasioned by the wage reductions

¥ -

demqued Ey the hard-pressed company. The problem of combustion, earlier

. - h

deepef levels as

-~ ~

~

uﬁsatisfactory, By 1890 the majority of the workers had been dismissed;

only 19 pf.ZG stayed on to try to find a workable seam of coal,217 The

@

-

Llittle village of 250 souls was left to fend for’itself. Most of the

¢
.

« -3 =
population moved elsewhere leaving behind them empty houses and an

¢ -

,' abandened colliery, brought to life on1§ in the winter by a few men who

4
a

took out 'some coal for local purposes. With the wind whistling through

- 1

the deserted’ homes and playing idly with the machinery, Chignecto formed
218

N ~

— »

It was ap exaggerated version of the same story which affected all

. 1

the collieriés of the Joggins coalfield. Ewverywhefe the absence of a

~
+ A .

+ 1
secure market meant the collieries were stagnant or even abandoned. It

» ¥ +

seems small wonder that the mining men of this coalfield--and especially

*

*
3
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River Hebert and Joggins-—-pressed so hard for a railway -which. would

transférm their coalfield. . ’ ’ 9
8 < ! -

» -

) The'arrival of the railway ih 1887 did make a big difference,

B
.

especially in the Joggins. From an output of 16,649 long toRg in 1887

the colliefy expanded to 48,448 in 1889, It would attain its peak in the -
nineteenth century in 1895 at 110,082 lohg tons. Clearly.a change had

occurred. It was a change in the demand for coal and in the ease with °
.r:"‘ e
which Joggins Coal could be brought to market. In 1890 the less

] -
.

seasonal pattern of production was noted with satisfaction:’ "The railway .

<

_ from Joggins to Maccan has .enabled this mine’ to maintain g steady output s
B @ ki . P . o
all the year round."219 New markets made possible new methods of

production. TUnder .the management of James Baird, the mine was extensively : ”

\ ) .
re~timbered. Confidence in the security of demand for coal was evident ve

3
in the adoption of longwall mining 'in two-thirds of the mine.zgo The .
coal chute which had represented the acme of enterprise in the early -

' RS ] n T d

J\ » * . . 2 )
1870s was replaced by a motre inpovative arrangement by which two tratks

. ¥

carried ceal to the improved wharf, where several v%ssé}s'eguld be now,

"loaded atzzhé same time with gﬁrious kinds of coai.zzl

0y » .

In their inimitag%e

manner the newspaperé of the day npted that the future had arrived and baﬁ‘
been shown to work: production iecordgﬁwepe being brokén,;men were N
* . . Iy N DS

"

working overtime for good pay, the '"management of the mines Say that the .

rush i bound to 'continue and they are preparing to go ahead with the .
boom. "222 ' o e o T
’v\ ¥ * - ¥ % v -

Perhaps the most dramatic sign of the transition’ was fhe interest

» < 2

3 b N
taken in the Joggin§ by investors. - The area wasTbuzzing with rumours in,

4 @

“ s R A
. ’ “

e a

oq
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.t - That ényoné should want to buy the_JOgglné mines, amd.for $240,000, was -

1

. promoter of the Springhill to Oxford Railway) bffered $240,000 to the

AN
owners of the Phenix (Hardscrabble) and;Joggins mines.“‘ﬂg wanted to sell .

N ? o

the stock on the London market. The’Pgenix Company refused }he offer, ‘o

*

. - which prompted an ougbursﬁ from Robert Drummond, editor of the Trades -
Journal. N .

*

There must be some unsolvedumystery about the coal
trade, when we find those in it decrying it as an { . )
unprofitable business, and yet holding on to it with -

P fe
) ; an eager tepaciﬁy. The refnsal of the-Phoenixfsié}
. Codl Co'y to’sell out to Mr. Leckie for the snug sum T e .
of $290,000[sic], should shake the faith of men wont ' . N
= to listen o the wail of the coal men; The MJoggins" ". .~ .
= has never been looked upon.as a promi§ing,1ndéstmenﬁ;x. ‘
The drawbacks connected with thé working of the seam... : !
ki led people to the conclusion that if the "Joggins paid" : -
oot then every colliery in Novh Scotia should pay. That
N ) it does pay is évidenced by the fact that the . : R
©oL shareholders have refused td acéept a handsome’ price .
, for it.- o ‘. y .
M k '0 o N ¥ S ! ¥
Drummond cited a "trustworthy”souﬁpe" who claimed the profits of the )
1 .‘ : S e “o Rl ° : N ¢
company in the past year had been §?1:000,ﬂ0§ $.25 for ewvery ,jon of .coal ., @5",W
. #sold at §2.00.223 © 7 . . K
d LT N, 3 - AN o . X
Drummond was anxious to-underline the hypocrisy of  the coal_men in K

aJ

Nova Scotia, who veRs perpetually crying poor, but he did have a point.

2

r »

a remarkable change.' Even more striking is the success with which a

’ i 224

bargain was made with English investors in 1891. That the mines had

“ ¢

finally been sold, remarked the Saint John Globe (in a remark which C

y typified Maritime responses to foreign investment in general) was a

1.

great tribute to the steadfast courage and tenacity of the Saint John

S

men ﬁﬁo had sold Sut. Here was' thé beginning, ii hoped, of a vdat merger

8 »

of thé "vast mineral resources of this, country with British skill and . o
capital, "2 E . ,
‘ It wds the beginning, in fact, of a classic resource speculation. .o,
L + . ] @ . \ . ‘ 3 ‘ u
<4 < 'Y 11
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a

%

a
b

Prom 1891 to 1894 the property passed -through five separate phases.

LS

Mining promoters in Lendon, New York, and Montreal were all swept up in

the promotion. Although the Cénada Coals and Railway company was ' -

ostensibly a Montreal concern from~the beginning, New York capital and

Toronto capital were also 1nvolved. With each new set of promoters the

® tn

Canada Coals and Railway Company glowed a llttle more brlghtly. Skilled

¥

promoters passed'ﬁver the defects of the pit and its location, and made it -

° ‘ *

sound just %}ke another Springhill. The dénoughént came a%‘é Montreal

' '
dinner party, in 1894. Once the coal seam$ of Joggins had been sealed

because’ of the Du*e.of York's jewellery;‘néw<their future was detérmined

£ 5y -« LW
» > - 5 5

at a Montreal soirée. A,NewMYork promoter came to Mbntreal the property

»

in hand, advertising it as "one of the best things of the past ox’ prESent

o . . : R A J
generation." " L :
-2 . This New'York. man came to Montreal some dozen years ago "

[1t was remembered in 1904), bearing the best references.
He was introdyced to the local magnates right and left, and
eventually hé®was given a dinner., Those attending the -

.o . function represented the foremost financial and commercial

concerns in Canada....When'the bill of fare had heen thoroughly -
s % . discussed, and all about the board were feeling at peace with

themselves and the world at large, this coal proposition was
g launched. They bit, one and all, 11ke hungry trout at a
7br1ght red Flyesee i . e .

~
» 4 “

And so the*Canada Coals and Railway Company was launched, at a dlﬁng% some

of the shareholders would later remember as the most expensive they had ,

™ d '

ever attended.226 iy vor S .

~ - i

The fate of the Joggins was determined; it was te rush from

v ”

mercadntile poverty to the lurid stodk—wgteriné o@ finénqial capitalism

4

~ ’ t t ¥

v
’ i

penalty to pay for the failure of the railway scheme in 1872 The few

°

without an intervening perio%‘of 501lid industrial grOWth.“ It was ‘a high
company was absurdly OVer—capltalmzed./ This had soclai conseqdences as

well as financial ones. Durlng the strike of 1896, durlng which the '

[ \ ¢ - 8o

&

wy

£l
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workers taok’up firearms, the Springhill News and Advertiser remarked

v or Tt

-

.that the Joggins company wqg compelled to ?educe wages, but added:
.'«»the important lesscn of the inéident is the fact ‘ .
that in recent years the valuation of .the .Joggins
property has been unduly inflated. ., The property has
changed hands, each time an added capitalization being
the gesult. A property that can pay a-handsome
dividend on a capitalization of $40,000.00 may be
unable to pay when its valuatien goes up‘to a quarter
of a million. The spacualtors reap the benefit af .
"such transfers and inflated values, but thexresult . ;
to the hatd worked miner is that he Is asked. to work
: . , for love, and to suffer hardship’ aﬂd bear danger in N
order to pay interest on such inflations.... 227 ° N

= »

<

o -

-

The' government,,thought the Spr1ngh111 newspaper, should keep a closer N
L ) .
check on the mines. There was 11tt1e chance of that. The state was <.

a ' N

itself to inltlate sucH‘a sthk promotion with 1t3'coal resources,. and

gad litrle 1ntent10n of interfering. i .

., ¥

- - v
o &

. By the eaIIY’thntlﬁth century everyone knew that the company g

- ¢

.daﬁs were numbereﬁ In'many respects it_was a bltter end to a promlsing -

- a
v

,»histofy; Rnbert Archibald, the manager, had been an ardent advocate of

scientific mining at Jogglns. Herhad trled to ccnduct the pit in the

. approved manner. By 1902, he was a beaten man——defeated not by _

geologlcal,facts as much as by - sac1o—h1stor1cal ones.’ Edwin Gilpin
¥

§ummarizéd hlS pred%cament precisely in a letter he wrote to another

¥ t +

b

mining company: . ) - ’
. PR 4 M N .

d Mr. Archibald came to this country some years ago
. .from Scotland with very good recommendations, and
- has been employed af the Joggins Colliery,
. Cumberland County. I understand that he is leaving
that place as it is a small mine, and the owners
T ‘who paid an exorbitant price for it are embarrassed *
for funds to properly develop and work it. 228 '

At the end it was a disaster. The éoﬁpany collapsed in 1904, and the

+
f
‘ ' . N

property was put up for sherriff'skgale on behalf of the bondholders.

There were $750,000 worth of bonds representing investments from
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o

Montreal, Toronto, England and the United States. The property was sold

- A

for $50,500. The company was even unable to pay the $9,000 owed to its

workers, whose fbackapay' became a cause céldbre in labour circles.® It "

]

. would be difficult to think of a more lurid example of the twerntieth+

e .

. g century mining promotian_rzzg . ) i “

Even Joggins, which most nearly completed a transition to the status

o

. of a major industrla} colliery, came to typify the frustration and

failure of the'coalfielq which bore its name. From Joggins to Styles

PO
+

the record is consistent. Tt establishes beyond doubt that there were

.two coalfiélds in Cumbe%laﬁd County, different from each other in their -

~ ~
¢ ¢

_geology, their «economic éatternég their internal 1ogim. Within the wery
. ~ * * A N ’ M )
I3 v
restricted compass of one small county one observes the emergence of two
v Ha A
principles of economic life, and with that, as we shall later see, two
- . ’,:o 5 bl ? °

» e very dlfferent klnds of class formatlon and class struggle. v

3 -

v b

. : S. Conclusion: The Coalfields Transformed .

Rl 4 5

. The Cumberland cdalflelds were transformed in the years 1873-1900

e

' 1nto—functxon1ng parts of tha industrial econpmy of the reglon.‘ This

L transformation was must v131b1e at the two extremities of the coalfields,

i

and least visible at the mines in between. But every part of the coalfields

¥

was changed in this period, .To analyze this process of chayge.more

4 -

precisely, we shall examine the statistics of production for the coalfields,

o 5% +

and then consider, by way'of conclusion, the geo-historical tendencies

. "which set thése codlfields apart from others in Nova Scotia.
1

1 & 1
What émerges very clearly from the general statistics of production

4

-

" « is the uneVenness‘of this process of change, The period is divided into

¢
- o

three /sub—perlods. from 1873 to 1884, a period in which the level of

o . productlon never exceeded 280, 000 long tons per year; from 1885 to 1890

'S
1 °
B

g

Fa
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a

-growing rapidly-and Sﬁ%ihghill stagnating).

¢

the period of maximum expansion; and the years from 1891 to 1900, years
> ;

* of stagnation (but also of a rgdistribﬁtion of productiony with Joggins

>

.Table Two summarizes these

.
A aQ

148

-

4

charges in production’and- pffers a way of compating this period with the

w

Previous period.

v »
.

n
«

A
-

«
1

L

Table Twoe~Production in the Cumberland: Coal

- * ' s

)
=

o

Industry, 1873-1900

-

Y
:

Y

» 17705

k]

Year  Production . ‘Number-of  Tndex (1884=100)  Index (1860=100)
. (Long tons) Mines# ’ v _ ‘ . .
1873 27,592 " 3 9,9 263.0
1874 51,580 % 4 " 18.4, et 4917
1875 644857 .6 . 23.2 ' 618.2
1876 . . 93,232 % ) 33.3 888.7 . '
1877  .-107,004 5 . 38.2 ’ . 1,020.0 , + 0
. 1878 113,873 4 T 40.7 . 1,085.4 7
(1879 99,222 » + 5 35.4 - 945,80 W
1880 -.143,085 5- 5L.1 1,363.9°
1881 . 183,469 6 65,5 1,748.8 ~.
1882 - 234,284 . 5 T 83.7 , ' 2,233.2
. 1883 247,861 - 7 88.5 2,362.6,
. 1884 2795946 6 "100.0 2,668.4 -
© 1885 369,023 - 9 ~ 131.8 3,517.5 -
- 1886. . 448,631 - 5-7, 160.3 , %,276,2 y
(1887 499,472 4-6 - 178.4 4,761.0
1888 470,829 5 168.2 { - 4,487.9
1889 490,432 4 ‘ 175.2 4,674.8 -
1890 ' 490,149 4-5 '175.1 , 4,672.1
1891 = 522,078 4 " 186.5 4,976.4, - y
1892 458,493 5 163.8 4,370.3
1893 ' 403,482 ~ °  3-5 144.1 3,846.0
1894 543,879 _3-5 194.3 © 5,183.8
. 1895 495,369 5 177.0 4,721.8
1896 ' 476,037 , . 5. ' 170.0 4,537.6
11897 - 392,973 " 4-6 4004 3,745.8 -
11898 409,940 . : .5 146.4 & 3,907.5
1899 436,204 - 2-4 155.8 4,157.9
1900° . 496,804 , 4 45735.5

3

o

*See the appendix for a’cautionary note on . .this spatlstle, especially in

' the 1890s. ... K

+
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Fighre Three 1llustrates the productioun in éach coal area in the County.

¥

The decisive signlflﬁance of the year 1884 is sugpgested by the fact that

Jin efery year follOW1ng 1884, productlon exceeded the mean yearly total /

on M /

of 323,205, while 1t was below the mean In every year before 1884, By

calculating the annual growth rate- by the standard formula used in \
t » .. b

Chapter One, we derlve a compound gtowth rate of 11. 3% per ammum. \ .

s *

Flgure Four 111ustrates the changa in oWnershlp in the coalfialds

1

from Saint thn o Montreal i both Sprlnghmll and Jogglns After 1888

- \
Saint John ceased to be a major force 1u.the coalfields. Of, the

>

-

3

9,049,740 long tons mined in Cumberland, 85% ‘is accouhted for by v

Mbntrea1~contrdlle&‘compani&s,-l@% by Saint.Joha-controlled companies,

* s

and 1% by Cumberland County, companies. (A negligible ' percentage is .

attributable to Bostdn companies). The figure drématlzes the abvious

«

lmportance of the takeover hy Mbntreal “in the early 1880s, and also

revedls the imbalance of economic forces' in the coalflelds. They were <

- - -

qxaggerated reglections of theueconnémic changés swéebing the region as .

a Whole “ - . - " ;

3 4 . -

\ .
. Another major change whlgh the statlstics reveal is the - s

L3

transformation of the market.' let us first approach;thi$ quésti&n on a

. .

provincial level. Table Three reveals the structural changes occuéring"(

" within the matrket for Nova Scotia coal The most motable change. was the

A 7
collapse of the Amerlcan market, whlch slipped from 52% of the 1864*1872

t

sales to 7/ of the01873—1900 aales. In rts place was burlt a large

‘- 3

market for coal in the St. Lawrence ports (MbntrEal Quebec and Trois

«

R_Lviares), a market in Wh:Lch the Cumberiand eoalfields had little

¢

‘presedce. , ) . . \ .

S
13 » .

-
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Figure Four

CONTROL OF CUMBERLAND COALFIELDS’ PRODUCTION "
‘ " : ’ 1873-1900 S
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Tablelbhree. Destination of Coal Sold in Nova Scotia, 1873-1990 and

1864~1872 ’ C

z:wﬁ o ¢ N h g
Destination Total Sold Percentage Total Sold Percent~ ]Yearly ®
.t 1873-1900 of Total 1864-1872 age Mean
B : N ) . 1873-1900 °
Nova Scotia . a - .
.Land 1 6,977,504 17% “ : © 249,196 °
. ' . 1,214,074 . 25%
Nova Scotia = ) e . .
.Sea 6,505, 32 16% ‘ . 232,333
Fid >0
New Brunswick 5,480,862 137 . «” 195,745
Newfoundland, | 2,245,729, 5% 1,147,079 . 23% 80,204
P.E.T.". 1,529,341 4% L e 54,619
Sf. Lawtence [~ “A e
Ports 14,870,633." 36% o 531,094
United States | 2,976,999 77 . y 2,528,852 52% | 106,321 .
o o o w ¢ =
Europe 35,032 -, § , = 2,502
United Kingdomi o %,473 — " ¥ 534
Other 375,227 1% 13,400
\
< S

TOTAL 41;004,127 99%

»

4
iy

“

The rise of the ‘Quebec market was largely a cdﬁéequence of the policy of

tariff protectioﬁ,-althoqgh provincial coal was never free from the threat

of imported coal from,the United States or elsewhere.

[

&
¥ -

Cumberland County did not conform neatly to the provincial pattern.

0f the 8,220,125,long tons which caqsbe traced to a particular destination,

3,607,294 lohg tons (447) were sent to New Brunswick, 2,001,150 long tons

(24%) were accounted for by Nova Scotia land “sales, and 98,385 long tons

(1%) were accounted for by sales to coasting vessels and Prince Edward

Island sales. Local sales, in sum,oaéhounted ford69% of the total. The

©
-

S
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,Quebec market‘'with 2,001,150 long tons (24%) and the American market with
i , : .

225,976 long tons (37%) were also significant, bué the most important

o

“ - , A;?
market was the Maritime region. By contrast, theentire province was
dépendent upon the region for 50% of its market$. There is quite a
paradox in the findlng‘fﬁ;t the Cumberland coalflelds, historlcally the

most dependent upon the natlonal transportatlon system and the formation

of the newldom¥gion, were' the 1east dependent upon, the natlonal markets.

~ a ‘ a
a.century, such'statistics terd to blind us td the variations over time °

and the conscious strategies pursued by enterpréneurs. Figure Fiye

~

,
coal over time, From 1873 to

-

1llustrates the changes in the markpts

= a oy

1878 the Quebec market was not a facto;, it only became one in 1879, with
thegadvent of the National Policy tarlffs‘p The market was domlnated by
New Brunsw1ck, which- absorbed 70/ of the-coal sold in 1873, ‘867 1n 1874,

QOA in 1875% 83% in 1877 and 804 in 1878. Nova Scotla land sales (which

s

.in¢ludes the railway) grew from 6% in 74 to 21% in 1879, and sales to
the Unifed States virtually disappeared,'siﬂking from 67 in 1874 to a
negligible percentage in 1878. From 1873 to 1879, of the 516,034 -long

. ' [}

Eons sold, 421,?66 long tons (82% of total sales) went to New Brumswick,

. 76,268 was éoi& on land im Nova Scotia (15%), and ongy 8{844 1dnégtons
(i%z were sold iﬁ Québec. As %iéure Five reveals, the 18804‘wiénessed
aestartiing chang;. bf the 3,126,04% long .tons,.sold in Ehe 1880s, mor?°

&
! - .

than a six~fold increase over the previous decade, 1,193,076 long tons

i

were sold in Quebec, no 1éss than 38% of the total. In the year follbwing

the takeover by Cumberland Railway and Coal, coal sales to Quebec reached
: ) . ’ R
61??&§§ long tons cgpgt' uted 22% of the total, and just bettered the

£l

40% of the total. Quebj? sales far outdistanced land sales, which at

> L] .
v
o
3

v

o
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Figure Five
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SALES ORCUMBERLAND COAL
1873-1900
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by the Quebéc market, a-decline from tHe 1880s vhich became ;teadily.mbre -

position} with the growth of industrial capitalism, the bosition of the:*
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the.coél sales to New Brunswick, 1,14&;763 19bg‘t0ns\0r 37% of‘thé,t?§;1. to
This was’the periodyin which one might speak“ of ﬁhe éoalfiel&é as:part of
the far-flung Empixe of the St. Lawrencev—although it 1s 51gn1f1cant that
in no year did:Quebec sales ever cﬁnstltute the mnjorlty. Flnally, in the N
1890s, this situation changed again. . In thIS period the Mbntreal market
atréphiéd, in the face of comgetitlsn from other ccalfields; the ‘¢

o -

A@erlcah market was pried open, and in 1898 woh@d for the first time since

1874 play a,big part in Cumbegiénd coal éaléé.l Of the 4,578,1354logg ,

D

tons Sbid‘from'1890 to 1900, 1,065,546 long tans' (23%) was accounted for

+

1]

obvious as the decade progresseé.‘ Cumbe};and coal was pushed out of the - o

St. Lawrence ports by PicEOu and Cape Breton, which enquéd better port

e f v v ]

facilities on the Gulf of-St., Lawrence. Cumberland's "natural protection”
did not, therefore, preserve it from the ruthless ¢ompetitivenqss'of thg -
coal trade, and in Montreal it was pushed out by the aggressive companies’

& 3

to the east: But what made Cumberland peculiar was that these losses.in -

°
A

a major market were far from fatal. The American market, which absorbed -0 ’

t

154,252 long tons (3%) attained a large size in 1898, when sales to the

ﬁnited‘States exceeded those to buebec. Land salés in Néva Scotia

(1,252,197 dong tons) accbunte& for 27% of coal sales, gﬁd sales ;o New ‘ ]
Brunsw1ck (2 041,265 long tons or '45%) ‘accounted for much of the rest. .

It is a str1k1ng ‘confirmation of the evidence presented to us by so

many other sourtes., Cumberland was able to capitalize on its special .

county could pe 'read' in a new way. '‘Cumberland coal competed in five * -
. + : -

_-major markets, and enjoyed particular advantages in three: the, railway -

S
. hY

(land sales), New Brunswick,.and thg,Unité& §tatéé, New Brunswick and

[N
-

&
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the railway have already been discussed, but the surprising strength

’

_of the American markét in the 1890s deserves comment. Tt has long been

o
N

_an article of faith that the American tariff made such trade impossible,

-

.
. except in very unusual circumstances (such as the long~term contraects in

‘Boston of the Dominion Coal Company, an unprofitable exception which .

k3

serves to prove the rule). - However, the American tariff was not as ’ .

A

-

insurmountable as might be imagined. Tn 1883, for e%ample, it was

revised to a}lowgtﬁe entry of slack coal or culm (which could bass through

a hélf%}nch’screén) at 30c a ton.ﬂ‘(The~new tariff arrangement- might well

- ~

have been a con31derat10n In the minds of the Montreal men who acqulred

the Springhill righés).23o This tarlff dld not- exclude Cumberland coal,

’ 4 -
3

partlcularly not 1n ‘bidding for rallway contracts 1n New England. The

1ngenu1ty and determlnatlon w1th which the Cugg;riand Rallway and,Coal
Cempany secured these Amerlcan cuStamers was 1mpress1ve. The traditional-
. .

- north/south axis could be rev1tallzed and adapted<to an 1ndU§tr1a1 -

" - '
R N * i

strategy; there was nothing inherent1y~'§raditionai' or backward-looking ..

about it. Parrshoro was developed-as a twelve—month pert,%3l ahd the

* I3 v A3 -

company invested in large barges, drawn by-steamrdriv§ﬁ tugs, .including
" the largest steam vessel constricted at Saint,Joﬁn1232 It was an

* o . L3 . ) 2 )

integrated attack on the Atlantic markets: to service them the company; °

w
w

installed on %ts railway a locomotive 1aigertthan any on the Intercoloﬁiﬁ;,_

-

and in 1902 boasted of five barges and two steam tugs, the S.S. Springhill

and thé 8.5, Flushing.2>> This ability to-compete in several markets, and

v

' Ehiérreduded,dependence on the Quebe? market, meant that Springhill )
enjoyed coﬁsiqergble'édvantages over other coaifiglds. . )
One of the most striking features’bfvthe Cumbérland industry was
. its capgéit& to function throughout the year. Cape Breton c¢oal miﬁesyof

Y
v ¥ . .
K} ‘ a

Y

.

» -

9
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the nineteenth century tended to be highly seasonal, forced\ to follow a

schedule dictated by the exigencies of St. Lawrence shipping. bﬁhberland

«

coal mines could operate all the year round becuase of the railway, - -

, §
although here again one must be alert to the marked contrast between
Py .

©

the Joggins field with tts 'small pits serving a winter- domestic market, -

i
¢

and the Springhill field. Of the total output calculated from county

- .

statistics (9,192,351 long tons, slightly in excess of the amgunt
scalculated from colliery returns), 23% was produced in the first .quarter

.

from January to Apfil, 25% in the qﬁayter from April to July, 24% ﬁbs .

*produced in the quartér from July to October, and 28% in the final

. +
.

i
quarter of the year. -=This evenness of production represented a remarkable

3

" achievement. ' Gompared with the earlier rhythm of production in the

coalfield (during which quarteriy production levels ranéed from 15% in

A -

the first quarter to 37% in the last), the industrial rhythm was persistent

-

3y . N
* and steady. It was also a remarkable achievement given the contours of
v o

the provinecial industry as a whole in this period. In the province, 24%

of the coal was produced in the first quarter, 17% in the second quarter,
- .

o

1

. 26% in the third -quarter and 33% in the fourth quarter. Cumberland . ‘ -

County (or at least its industrial portion) enjoyed a far steadier

-~

seasonal‘pattern of p;bductlon than other coal-producing areas.,

Y

Angther indication of the changes in production ‘induced by

t 4

industrialism is presented by Table Four, which notes investnent

: patterns detailedwin the Mines Reports.

&



frge

Table Four.

. I};vestment in Mining Activities in Cumberland By Area, 1873-1900 ~ -

LR
AS

Adits &- | Surface |Machines | Dwellings | Railuays | Wharyves | Prospecting TOTAL -
Area Levels Worl; o . : . .
Toggins $59,448 | $23,756 | $53,141 | $13,433 | $9,676 | $2,636 | $11,023 $173,113
i — - y k - - é“/.,‘
_[River $8,121 |  $3,324 | $13,226{ $4,026' $234 $285 $574 $29,790
Hebert West | -~ ° ‘ N .
River ..  $532 $80 $13 $0 $145° §7 $900 . §1,677),
llebert East .
oL - - _N + - B . b 7
Maccan $850 $275 $120 $0 $0 $0 . $0 $1,245
* fchignecto | $27,361 |.$37,242 | $27,085 | $3,260 - | $14,325 g0 | $3,283 . |$112,556
- ” : Sy - )
Springhill | $134,119 | §74,307 | $161,907 | $37,670 [ $22,989 | $4,227 | $12;656  $442+875
* N - M 2 /
i’; . 5 . ] . - . R . / E) R
Styles §350 $50 $300 $0 L 40 $0 | .-$300 $800
|saltsprings $480 so|] 30 -4 - $0- $0 $260 $740|
- hrotaL $231,261 |'§139,034 | $255,592 | $58,389 . | $47,369 | $7,155 | $28,996 $767,796
£ - R . «; f//:"/—-“ ey

b
A

—~%
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, and although the ‘Liberals poinﬁ%?‘&ﬁt that it never did hand the markets
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As 'with the similar table in'Chapter One, if is important to bear in mindl
the limitations of these data, Whmcﬁg'nquestionably simpllfy the ﬁétter.
(In tHis instance, there are several years for which data are missing

and, most crucially, investment in railwé&s undertaken by railway

companies is, naturally not included). Still,“if we read it as a rather
&

accounting for 5&/ of the 1nvestment recorded in the Mines Reports. It ,

LK)
also reveals two areas where coal mining had once ‘been a magor part of

< ° ?

the economy, but where it now ﬁaq retreated, to a faﬁ less imposing

» 2

°vgbsit1qp4%anq two areas of exploration (Styles and Saltsprings). ‘
o 1 L -

»

These étatlstics lead us to more general questions about the

’ a =

chmb rland coalflelds. One of these c0ncerns the impact upop.the coal

1ndus ry of the‘Nationai»Pollcy. Here vag a questlon which was debated’

' §

©

Wagh eager intenslity among the m;ners,,and 1t has aroused no. less ’ W

Tl . ™ l:. o . * Vv
interest among historians. . e Y

[y * "& s ’ e
L Initially.the] National Policynswept}ail before it in the coalfields,

s ’ "‘V’ ~ * 1 Pl [ 1
of Ontario to the Nova Scotiams,) the Pqﬁicy!s supporters could simply

. S -
point to the 1arge‘extension;9f the domastic market, especially along

[ ¢
-~

the St. Lawrence. The Trades Journal registered with aecuracy the:
' 1 F

-
N -
~

attitude towards.théptariff in the coglﬁieids. |In thé early °1880s it
« s,

hailed the Natiomnal Policy as a‘tremendous boon 'to the-coal regions.

Even Springhill, the least natlonal' of the coalflelds, had benefmtted.
3

. N |
.-When the'Morning Chronicle wondered whatever had happened to tons of °

t N -

coal that had been expected to go from Springhill to Ontario; the Trades

& ! . eg

' . » Y N
Journal conceded .that shipments to Ontario had been negligible but the-

% » I

o

¥
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. Confederation. But it was not a coalfield which confiymed the ébntgmporary

*

_benefitted Springhill. "Despite the doubts expressed by J.
ooy < e

160

ty

improvement after the introduction of the National Policy was considerable.

»

Certainly the estimates of production bear out the view that some

increase had taken place in the 18%05, but whether or not this may be

z

<

attributed to the National Policy is highly unéertain. As for Springhill,

the Trades Journal conceded, "Its isolation is its chief prot#%tidh.“234

A

"Not many with any intelligence, or the owner of a coal mine,|or anyone

s

o . \
interested in a coal mine, will oppose the duty on 30a1,2~Drum?ond

argued in 188?,235

Onpe ﬁight argue that Drummond, who exerted a subtle
* &
influence upon W.S.' Frel ing and the moderate Liberalism evolving in

Nbva*S&btia, laid the basis with iis early arguments for the eventual

v

Liberal adoption of the'Naf{onal Policy in 1897.’ It_wasqtrue that
,g»’g

ﬁrummond in the later 1880s Had been very sceptical he need for any

protec%ion.‘ But; when he appeargd before the.1897 tariff commission to

present the miners' point of viéw on the tariff, he was much less

(\/';/ '

guirded in his expressiog of fo—pariff pinion. "From a liberal

government, as all libergl governments are supposed, to be friendly to
the working men, the miners do not expect that there shall be any
) & " M

-

4 ® M .
interference with the present tariff on bituminous coal, which is only

b%;ely reasonable, and tannot by any means be held as excessive," he

¥ . 5
argued, dismissing those who contended that Nova Scotia coal could
4 P

td a * ki o \ 3
cOmpeteﬁin the markets of,tye world.236 N . C B

& .~

°  In this debate Sprimghill had‘a dlé?inctive posit{on.efCertainly

13

0 - oy
the coalfield owed its existence to the rallway, in turn dependent upon

o
o i -

’ LA )

//vigw of the Wational ﬁolic?. Reciprocity would unquestionabiy haye

e a

.
o *

to, the "ability of Nova Seot1an cégl to compe%e in the Boston ﬁarkéf,

o or >~

Il

ke v

R. Lithgow as .

v

8
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“® 4n the event of free trade, "Spring Hill is destined to be the second,

#

CI

there seemed to be a clear demand for provincial.-coal for gas-making -

purp3§es:237 Fromispringhill in,1888 where only a few years before . ,
each box-car loaded W1th .coal for central Canada had been seen as proof )

A

of the effleacy of the Natlonal Pollcy, came solid critiques of the

-~ 3

Naglonal Policy. Look at the map, 'urgéd one c@rrespondent, and .

*

. *

see how the mines and the centres of population are distributed; the ’ R

4 © o

"equitable laws of nature" ordained that Nova Scoria should trade .
with New England. Because of the foolish laws of meén, Springhill o
° ' T . oo *

toal was#being sent t0'markgts where it could not possibly cbmpete.'

~..Spr:mg Hill coal is belng sent to Montreal by rdil, a dlstancq

[} t

of seven hundred and fifty miles, yhlle*the great Bcston market is

L] "

1ess than héﬁf thatldistanpe from Spring Hill; and the city of New

v

York is over two hundred miles nearer Spring Hill than Montreal,:
_and one hundred nearer than the city of Quebec. Besides Portland and

other intermediite towns along this frontier from the head of the’ \ ' ‘

Bay of Fundy~to New York, is the natural market for Sprihg Hill o, \ N .
- &

'coal. eUnder the‘restrlcglve commerce of the National Policy, the. i

-
Mg
s
-

supply.of coal at Springh§11 would always exceed*thg demand, but

v . »

g,

if pnot the first, city in the Maritime provinpes,"ZBS Further letters

et .
et = et

i a

from. Springhill, while conceding the point that. under the National

Policy production of coal had ‘increased, anticipated the argumeq:l

'

— e %

later made by.economists that such inéreased production did not

* 4 o

signify general economic welfare.

-

: |

That much of.such commentary was motivated by crass political

mot@%es is 4 given, but this makes it all the more interesting and .
impogtant. The Liberals were slowly making their way towards a
' o

|
- |
|
]
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.i "* lless militant stand op the tariff; and while Fielding may not have
- Yeen thergrinélpal author of the "Fielding Tariff," he cnqld.ngl

e, sald to hayeiput in a long apprenticeship before becoming its '

vLoe riﬂcipéi apologist.z%g The debate qnfdldingiat gpriﬁgﬁil; and in’ e

f‘

¥ ]

.

he other coal centres
Liberalism gradually adapting itself to the imperatides of industiialism.

4 u

should bée seen within the general context %

But a more general ﬁoinf is that the tariff, one way- or the othéi, i

1 = .

was not of overwhelming significance in Springhill, which was in’ .

ond sense 'protected' by its isolation from competitors, but in anpther,

ks e » . ~ T - A
'protected’ by its very imtegration within the railway ecomomy. , N
- # . . . . - - !“ .
. Cape Breton would be jolted out of the mercantile phase -by an act
€ . . ~ P N ’ W
= .} of the stdte;-it would pass from & seasonal, mercantile coalfield

to,a coalfield dominated by menopoly capitalism in scarcely a decade. .
¢ o &

1

/'Cumberland's evolution was more gradual and less painful, because its

/
f principal coalfield was ‘developed yithin the context of an industrial

F

; system and was less affected than any other by changes in thﬁ tariff -

v * « - .
~ »

or by the structures of mercantile capitalism. . °

¥ The centraliti of the tariff fof economic devielopment can be

o ~

td

* » questioned in’the case of Cumberland, because the major shifts in

*
I

the level of produetion did not coincide with shifts in the tariff, - .

Ianically, th alfield which owed\most initially to the process - .

of national con olidation, was the-least dependent upon the national

" . .
R 4

. economys Even more ironically, the coalfield represented in the House ,
[}

4

hof Cbmmons by Sf% Charles Tupper,'the¢Nétional Policy transforméd into

v ot a

flesh and blood and given a thundering voice, was really-the place

-

where arguments for. reciprocity made the greatest senmse, even to such

»
LI S

ioyal Cofiservatives as R.G., Letkie. Each coalfield would find its .

‘! o v .
ER ]



*e
a

N - . * a
in these coalfields gave them a certain freedom from national economic .

-
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own way within the new complex of interests which emerged after 1879,

but the way of the most/important Cumberland coalfield was uniquely

R 3

determlned by regional forces. To answer a gpestlon with which we

PEEY

H " - “

* began, we Mmust descrlbe the 1mpagt~of the National Policy upon the :

~ . ] -

' Cumbpgibn& coalfields @s minimal.- The-distinctive pattern of development
. S

S pm
¥ o
M < v

policy. - : L A .

\ . .
But it gave them no freedom from national politics. The tfansition -
whlch assumed such different forms in the»Jogglns an& Sprlnghlll

coalfield was unthinkable without the actxve intetventlon of polltical
forces. The political and economic revolution of 1865-1873 was™

- A -

vpélitical_in its inceptlon. The granting of contracts for the Intercolonial

was a pdlitical process. The rallways “which transformed the coalfields

‘were built with political consideratibns in mind. To,paraphrase

" a. valuable comment of Alan G.- Macpherson, 1ndustry was basically .

1rrespons1ble in its relationship with the people of the coalfield}

I <

.

S

the ultimate decision concerning' their prospects was a political 0ne.24ox

It was on the political level that the new c1ass‘9f regional capitalists,
. P ® R
seeking a peripheral, dependent but profitahle place within the new .

country they helped to create, would consolidate their hold on regional

. .resources. The intesfpretation which stresses the rentier character

* of their strategy, the:sharply delineated limitations of Canadian

industrialism, and the enduring mentality ‘of the short~term characteristic
- . ) v
of the structures of mercantile cdpitalism, has much to contribute

-

to our undersfanding of ‘the coalfields' evolution, but it must ultimately

A
El - &

be subordinated to a more traditional Lut also more useful conception .

of socio-economic history which stresses the declsive and qualitative

@ 2 -

» T e



va

]

«

change-~the industrial revolution--

coalfields and all who lived,within
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which transformed the Cumberland ’

5

them. .
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“primarlly on the Canadian Pacific..
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Armstrong, "Making a market: selling securities ain Atlantic Canada
before World War I," Canadian Journal of Economics, Vol. XIIT, No. 3
(August 1980), pp. 438-454. . . )

2) See Tam Naylor, The History of Canadian Business, 1867-1914, Yl, I
(Toronto;1975), pp. 2-64, for the first interpretation, and Gregpry

S. Kealey, Toronto Workers Respond to Industrial Capitalism 1867-1892
(Toronto and Buffalo, 1980), pp. 3-34, for the second._

3 T W, Acheson, "The National Policy and the Industrlallzatmon of
the Marltlmes, 1880-1910," Acadiensis, Vol. I, No. 2_(Spring 1972),"
pp. 3~28, and Alan A. Brookes, "The Golden Age and, the Exodus:

"The Case of Canmning, Kings Coupty," Acadlen31s, Vol. Xi, No. 1

(Autumn 1981), PP, 57-82. " i
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economy .
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