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ABSTRACT

The'cémun;st ‘Party of Canada's\(CPC) attempts -to 6gente the
ited F;ont tactics laid down by Lenin and the quinéorn in
192‘-22 foundered on the CPC's failure to c;me to terms witﬁ
the pxofound characééf of labour's post-war defeat or with
its’ own marglnality. The task of creating a mass party

capable ieadlng, in the nof too-distant future, a-’

v 7~
revolution struggle for power encouraged the CPC to lgnore ’\\

the laboriou and nq‘pst procesa\pf building support around
small workplace i-su,‘ and to prefgx\workzng through a -
spurious united front organization, :ﬁg gyade Union Educatioh+-
-al League, which was little more than a noutppiece for a
!ﬁecesslon o abstrgét pfopaganda cinpaigns.~ when none of
’ these p:opeired the'party to mass status, ﬂut fdther drove
- a wedge bgtween.}t aédlthe Tradeshand Labour Congress, the
ground was prepared f?r acbeptance of the diametrically
opposite tactics of the "Third Period"”, uﬁiéh with nuch
justice have been criticised fo£ their poljtical stupiaity.
The tardiness with which the CPC applied them underlined the
f;ct that,. however much th; leaders'af the labour movement
miqht have ‘hsfrayed“ the rank and file, it was ‘hard to see
them as "social fascists” who had to be: conbat*ed with even
mbre vigour than that usually r’Lerved for the bosses. . Fﬁgf
the heglnning, when they terminated an interestlng alliance
‘between the CPC and natloqpl unionisn, to t e end when they
retardedtphe CPC's recognition cf the possibllitzes opened

up by the emergence of the CIO, these tact;ca had negative:

~
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cénsequences. Yet ;?y aldh helped bring limited political

»

gains for the CPC, ich entered the latter half of the

1

19308 stronger than it had ever been, and organizational

advances for the Canadian working' class, in the shape of at

least the first few bricks in the foundations of mass .

industrial unjionism. In addition, the complementary: N

unel‘nplbyed- movement mobilized tens of thousands of workers °~

. ', o <
and their families againat the asperities of the depression.

By 1936, the CPC had mdeniablfcah!gd"but for itself. a

decent njche in_the labour movement. -
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INTRODUCTION : . ,
Posterity has not been kind to -the' Communist Party ‘of Canada
(cpc). ;A tini organligtlon with an aging membership, it

:

remains one of the few CP*s in the advanced capitalist
. Y .
countries to hold loyally to the "Moscow line" - despite all

.

the strains imposed by events since 1956. As the Soviet

1

system has been discredited, so the CPC has been pushed -
further out to the'perlphery of Canadian politics. Judging

from the historiography of Canadian communism, itgseems.thét

-

the present irrelevance of the CPC has been written into the

L 4

past. Despite recent indlcatlons'of sympathetic interest,
Canadian historians of communism have been for the most part

unlmpreésed by the contribution of "the Party" to working :
' \"
class life or openly hastile to the tradition 1t once

?

represented. Even as fairminded a historian as Ross
- . »

McCormack could write off i1ts contribution in the 1920s with

y

a singld.dismissive footnote.l It could Be argued that three

histories (four, if we count the "official" version) of am

v . * -

organization that at its peak never had more than 20,000
members are more than enough:2 The existing studies, however,
all have dafinite llmatatlons, not least of which s a failure
to exn.ne systematically the primary activity of the CPC for
the period examined here: trade pnion and industrial work.

A2

. A W - . N
”‘ William Rodney's thorough study of the CPC in the 1920s

35 particularly useful in laying bare the partf's relationship

- with the Communist International (Comintern) and the impact of

N .

o

.
SR



“d1v1d1ng =+ line in his study.of the CPC'up to 1932 at 1927,
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‘ that, nelatlonshlp on the emergence of cPC tacﬁICs. Conversely,

it 1s,at its weakest in 10cat1ng the GPC in 1ts class amnd- 5

*

national contexts. the re$t'of the-iabour movement and ‘the - -

. N ¢
working class Bgarcely, appear in Soldiers. of the Revolution.
P ] —-——-—_.?——_—

Y e - 3 - '!\
Moreover, the book's spmbre, dispassionate tone notsonly’,
] ~

-

L .
fails .to convey the feel of the peridd, bft continuously

”

gives the impre851qp thadt its subjects are helﬁg Judged rato§t

. + v

thah analysed or understood. ‘Nevertheless, it remains a3

-, e ’ A

vaidgble account.3 . ot IR U
. k4 - ’‘u - \\

Pra . , . LN S

I ~ ""
‘Ivan Avakumov:.c s The Communist P&rtLL Cana&a has ‘xg

‘virtues af assembllng 2 mass of useful 1n£qrmatlon and gov?rlng

the entire history of the party in less than 300 pages, ‘and the
kY

corollary v1ce.1mpre3310nlam.3 In sq@e respects, Avakumovac s
‘ P * - » » (d
. A I,
hostility to the CPC, whxrch comes out most clearly in his use

. - R L . -
of innuendo and anecdote, is shared by -Ian Angus, author .of

the gnost recent CTPC history. A Trotskyist,. Angus araws a neat

Y

> o . ) -

P;e—l927 the party, free from the factlonal wrangles that .
bedevxlled polltlcal llfe in the Russian party after 1923 ZZS '

was on the upgrade- post-1927, with the party marshalled in

the Stalin camp by Tim Bpck, 1t sank into the piorass - 6E bllnd
obedience to the Stalinized Comlnterp, its downward
. $

trajectory culwinating in the sectarian fiasco of‘the "third-
period", Angus very correctl; slates the "ultra-leftism" of
the wo:kers"Unity League, bus goes well beyond hls evidence
to argue that the WUL's sectariaoism continued unehanged ‘

throughout its lifetime, which was not the case. ~"Red Unionism"

.
- \

&

’
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-was by no means the total disaster he suggests. Although

N .

some of Angus's judgments (of which there are many) bear a

closgr relationship to his politics than to his ‘evidence,
1 . . .
Canadian Bolsheviks is a lively and useful work, and his

demolitipn of ' Tim Buck's revolutionary myth 1s a major con-

.
°

tribution.
ad & .

’ ¥

’

. My fain*intention dhere 1s to examine the industrial ’
{ . ‘

’ »
politics of the CPC between 18922 and 1936, paying special .

. H \ - N '
attentipn to the Workers' Unity League peried. 1In doing so,
I will/attempt to fulfil methodqlbgical requirements set out; .

by ﬁerfn Anderson and -E. J. Hobsbawm in séparéte.essayé on

the writing of communist history. For Hobsbawm the essential

-

s Pre-requisite of an adequate history of any CP is to

"recapture the dnique and, among secular movements,
unprecedthéd tgﬁger of bplshevism, equally remote from thg
1ibera£ism of most histdérians and ﬁhe permissive and self-
induléént act. 's% of most contemporary ultras." Both hlst6}1a§%
accept as a ;i en the study of the international nexus; both

al;o insist that_while paying due attention to the role of
thgﬁ39mintefn; ; role that most CPs - and certainly ‘the CPC -
nq%’find emparrassiﬁg, historians should not "bend the stick

goo far*® in the direction of standard anti-communist works

"which tend to present each national communist party as if it
‘were just a puppet whose limbs were manipulated mechanically

by strings pulled -in Moscow:® To eounterbalance: this

tendancy, Anderson argues, historians must take into account

the "national balance of foroes", showing in detail the
¢ - *

0

—
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relationship between the CP, the working cl@és, andpother
classes and social groups which go to make up a "national
political cultur‘e“.6 Obviously, my particular monographic
perspective will limit the extent to which I can meet these

requirements, but the attempt will be made.

The dissertation 1s divided into three parts, each having

three chapters. Part One covers the development of the

party's industrial politics from its foundation to the eve

of the Great Deé;ession, a period which falls igto.three
distinct but overlapping phases: first, the/classic period

of the united front, 1921-27, during which the' CPC operated
almost exclusively as a left wing faction inside Canada's
.dominant trade union federation, the Trades and Labqui Con- -
gress (TLC):; secondly, the "national unionism" period, ° .

1926-29, when the party attempted unsuccess%ully to compfﬁ%

work in the TLC with a major intervention in the All-Canadian

- Congress of Labour (ACCL): and thirdly, the transitional

phase in 1928-29 when the party slowly came to terms with

what was known as the "New Line".

Part Two 1s also chronological, coveriné tﬁe lifespan-of
the WUL from 1té,;ather murky beginnings in 1930 to its
"liquidation" in the early'months of 1936. As with the study
of the 19208, an attempt 1s made to/reveal local and regional
.variations within'Canadian‘communlsm. or in other words to’
show 1t as a national phenomenon 1n-all its varlety: Simply -

to keep the study manageable, hbwever, certain issues and
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events which might havequen~examined'are dealt w;th oniy in
passing. Again, tﬁlS*perlod falls into three phases: the
first, 1930 to early 1933, 1s defined by economic slump and
p&lltlcal repression; the second, 1933 to early 1935, by
economic upturn, the growing confidence of the working class
and the growing maturity of communist oféanlzer37 and th%\~ﬂ.
third, 1935 to early 1936, primarily by changes in the int;r—

+ v
‘)patlonal situation.

-

€

Part Three contains thematic chapters on three particulaily

?

significant éfeas of communist intervention. Chapter 7
examines the communist contribution to pre-CIO attempts to
* .
organize an industrial union of automobile workers. Th&s was
\chosen 1@ order to examine the WUL's mode of operation in one

-

of the major mass production industries; to scrutinize the
view that coimunists contributed more tham any otber“groqp to
laying the foundations of industrial unionism in the auto
industry; and to challenge Irving Abella's treatment of the
coming'oﬁ the Unaited Autémobile Workers (UAW) to Can%da.7
Chapter 8 looks at communists as factionalists and organizers
in the'garment trades, specifically in the International
Ladies! Géfment workers' ‘Union (ILGWU) and’"Amalgamated

. .
Clothing Workers' Union (ACW:), and in their own "third
period" creation, the Industrial Union of Needle Trades'

—
Workers (IUNTW). This was chosen partly because of the con-

trast offered by the experiences of .cammunists in the garment

-,

-
unions in the United States and Canada, and partly because of

the availabilaity of a substantial body of relativély untappéd

‘ ™



i ¥

(xv) . ) :

N N
information. Chapter 9 deals with the CBC's role in

organizing the urban unemployed i1in the early depression years.

AN Two historians of Canadian labour have recently argued that

n Fhe early 19308 "Unemployed associations sprang up, almost
all of them carefully controlled by their Communist fractaion,
afflxiated to the Workers' Uﬁlty‘Leagdé.. Thelf [various
activities], gave members ; sense of dignity and a feeling that
they were not helplesg v1ct1ms."8 This chapter examines the(
‘irallty and extent of communist ?control" in a movement £hat
was of seminal importance in preparing Capadian wérkers for «

the i1ndustrial union struggles that ensued in the late 1930s

and 1940s. ’ ,

I began by sugg;stlng that the Canadian historical pro-
fession has lacked basic sympathy w1th‘the Communist tfadltlon,
but that there have been recent signs lf willingness to take
seriously its achievements and shortcomings: I place myself
1n the latter tendency. Like ‘every responsible historian I
search far the grail ;;\bQé?ct1v1ty. I do not, therefore, pro-

LY
ceed from the prior judgment that communism was as irrelevant

to the Canadian working class in the 1920s and 19308 as the
CPC 1s today. Its failure to build a revolutionary movement
and its supercession by another form of cla§s politics proves
nerther that the original project was doomed from the start L

nor that the ascendancy of parliamentary socialism was pre-

ordained. ' Such assumptions may allow social democratic

i
historians to dismiss the CPC as a roadblock delaying the
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emergence of the CCF-NDP : tradition, but they are fatal to a
3

valid reconsideration of Canadiap left wing politics in the

decade after the CPC's formation, when for good or ill the

. '
CPC was the national left.9 when the CPC was being.launched, ,

1t was by no means’ clear that the revolutionary path would

pro?e so daifficult.

.Altﬂough 1t was the CPC'8 mlsforéune td.emerée-after the
postwar tide of working class inéurgency had ebbed, Canadian
revolutionaries still had every reason to expect that the
political and economic,stabilization of capital would prove

1

temporary and that there would be fresh opportunities to com-
’ »
plete the work left undone in 1919-20. During those two -

years, when every major capitalist country was'shaken by class

i;fuggle and when revolutionaries took an 1international

perspectiye as naturally as breathing, events in Canada were

among the most }mﬁressive anywhere. In two of the better-
I_known flashpoints of the international upsurge, Glasgow and

Turin, there was expectant admiration for the Canadian

struggle. John MacLean saw "the great Canadian strike" as a .

major step towards a working class bid for "political supremacy"

throughout North America. Antonio Gramsci went %urther. “In

éanada", he asserted, "the industrial strikes have taken on

the character of an overt bad to ihstall a Soviet regime."

And the bolsheviks themselves saw 1919 as a major turning-

point for Canadian labour, a moment when it became "not only

formally independent of the American unions,.but also

-
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“
\intellectually independent of the bourgeoisxe.“lq//'

S

’

By 1921 the hopes contained in these assessments had been

dashed - a fact the Comintern recognized when it fermulated
its United Front strategy'in 1921. But 1919 had<:29pehed -

and it could happen again. Having seen Canadian rkers

embrace the mass strike, the CPC accepted the Bolsheviks'

insistence on the centrality of politically'directed :

-
L J

industrial intervention ip the expectation that when 1ts time

came, 1t would-prove more resolute and effective than the .

11

Sociralist Party of Canada in 1919. The communists' task,

therefore, was to build as rapidly as possible the kind of
party - the "party of a-new type" - that would neither shrink

from nor fail to exploit a pew wave of mass strikes. They
\ .

were not privy to Hobsbawm's historical insight that) the

problem of the revolufionary-leff in "stable industrial
. ' - .9
societies 1s not>that 1its opportunities never came, but that

the normal conditions 1in which it must operate prevent it

from developing the movements likely to seize the rare

moments when they are called upon to behave as revolutlonarles."12
Part One)w1ll now examine the CPC's attempts to cope with thlé éJ
dilemma. '

by i

LY

’
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Communists and the Political and Legal Establishment in
Canada, 1928-32 (Ottawa, 1982), which can't make its mind
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Hobsbawm's dictum that "the historian's 'business 1s not
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a landmark study. ’
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CHAPTER ONE -
\ . ol
- THE - UNITED FRONT , N
S
" Gt " '

"Comrades, 1n dn article which was written immediately

+

after the ffunding céngress of the Communist International
and bears the title:'The Prospe¢ts of the International

Revolution', I said with some over-enthusiasm that perﬁaps

Al

only a year would pass before we forgot that in Europe a
L4 “

strugdle had been waged about‘Soﬁlét power, since this,
* struggle would already have ended in éurope and been trans-
ferred to the remaining countries, ... it will probably take
not oﬁe éear, but two” or three for the whole of ﬁurope to
become ;he Soviei Republic." , . \
L) G. E. Zinoviev, opening speech to thp Second World Congress
of the Cpmmunist International, July 1950 ‘

‘

*The first period of post-war revolutionary development ...
. . Vs
seems in essentials to be over. The self-confidence of the

v
bourgeois;? as a class and the outward stability of their
state organs have und; iably been strengthened ... The
leaﬁeis of ‘the bourgeoisie ... have gone over to an
offensive against the. workers in al} countries both on the
economic and on th; political frontt“

Theses on the World\SLtuation, Third World Congress of the

Communist Internatf%nal, Juhe-July 1921

-



-

"... it would appear that a state of widespread
unemployment has as 1ts corollary an indisposition on the
part of workers to use theé striﬁg weapon. " \ \\
Report of the Deﬁuty Minister of Lagourﬁ Province of

British Columbia, 1921

. .

"We ére, as a matter of principle, against the creation of

new trade unions. In all capitalast countries, the trade-
union mbvement developed 1n a pa;ticular way, resulting in
the creation and progressive development of a specific great
organization which embodied the history, the tradltloq}>the
cuBtoms and the ways of thinking of the great majority of
'the proletarian masses. Every at;qmpt made 'to organize
reyolutionary union members seRarately has failed in itself,
and has served only to relnforcg the hegemonic positions of
the reformists in the major organization."

Antonio Gramsci, "Our Trade Union Strategy", October 1923

(emphasis in the original).
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onditions could scarcely have been léss propitious for-the
jaunching of the Communist Party of Canada in 192l1. , The
Jhsgive upsurge of{class strugglelthat had peaked in 1919
was n;w all but over. As early as September of that yeér,
at the National Industrial Conference in Ottawa, Canadian -
capital gave a strong hint that its defeat of the ﬁinnipeg
General striké would only be the first blow struck against
the organizational gains made by the trade unions during the
World War:l The next four years saw union membership suffer

v .

a sharp decline as several well-established orgaﬁizations
weréﬂpicked off one by one. Between 1920 and 1924 the
_International Association of Machinists (IAM) and United
Brotherﬁood~of Carpenters and Joiners (UBCJ), two of
Canada's most influential unions, lost respectively 38 per
cent and 54 per gent of their members. . Nationally, the
affiliated hemberahlp of the ihternational union centre,
the Trades di Labour Congress (TLC), fell by 30 per cent,
frem 173,463 to$121,842.2 This slump was mirfored in the
strike level and tﬁe general mood of the working class.
With the unique exception of the coai industry, which con-
tributed no less than 52.5 per cent of strike days i; the
19208, no important sector of capitalism was seriougly
troubled by industrial conflict.* In indga%riés other than
coal ‘mining the number of wogkers ifwvolved in strikes fell

* 4,

{; .
from the 1919 peak of 139,000 to 48,000 in 1920, then fell

.o

» -
-
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1in each succeeding year to 10,000 in 1925.3

' v S
Thousands,of trade unionists participated in a mass

migration‘to the United States in the early 1920s8: in
1924 200,000 Canadians moved south.4 Somel§e£e responding
to the effects of the prolonged depression that followed
the Union government's deflationary policy of 1920.

Others were driven out by victimization. Several hundred
miliéant steelworkers 'and miners were forced hy'the black-~
list to leave Cape Breton a%ter the unsuccessful attempt

-

to unionize the Sydney steel plant in 1923.5 In the same
year, but on the other side- of the‘ country, ~the smashing >
of the International Longshoremen's Associatiqn (ILA) by
the British Columbia Shipping Federation had a similar

impact.6 y ’
' A

_/”t;;z Trad{fion and experience had taught Canadian trade
i

onists that when labour market conditions were as
ddverse as in the i920 to 1925 period, it was a time for
‘consolidation. When Samuel Gomperé suggested to delegates
at the American Federation of Labor Annual Convention in
- Montreal in 1920 that labour should *"hold itself in
leash”, he found a ready response among Canadian
followers.7 Through the 19208 Canadian labour emphasized
its faith in conservatiwe trade unionism by rallying round

its established leadership. Of the 50 executive positions

X

«r
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on the TLC opep for election, no fewer than 40 were filled

by three unions, the IAM, uBCS and'Internatigha} .
Typog;aq’ical Union (ITU). For the entire decadi Tom
Moore {UBCJ) and Paddy Draper (ITU) were returned as
President and Secretary—Treasure}, and ﬂetween 1926 &nd
1329 they were joined by the same three Vice'Presidents,
Jimmy Simpson (ITU) and R. J. Tallon and J. T..Foster I
(IAM).8 At the practical level, it was a period of "

collaboratlon rather than confronsftmon. The Union Label,

apprentlceshlp schemes, legislative pei}tlonlng and unioh-

management cooperation were the preferred alternatives to
the stri}e weapon.9 ' A8 one Carpenters' business agent put
it, to strike for wage increades "before,we have built up
the organization” was to invite "the disruption of the
organization.® The test of’a true trade unionist was to
stick with the uniop through- the inevitable bad times,
just as the "0ld Guard" had always done) “We migﬁt’, he~%
stressed, "be somewhat bruiséd and broken from past

experiences, but we are st “in the &ing."lo Many

unionists, however, react their organizations' .

unwillingness or incapaci;y to resist atéackg by simply
throwing in the towel, exhibitiﬁg, in the words of a

Calgary ‘railway ‘worker, "a sort of fatalism ... a chronic

11

apathy for organization work." In short, Communists

turned "To The Masses" in a period of acute working class

! |

7

' : ¢
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demorallzatlon- their call for the 'renovatiggi_gf the
tra /ﬂe unxon movement came not a moment too ,ssoon.r2 ‘ * N

- >

According to Ivan Avakumovic, “the decision to work

in the international unions had alr?édy ?een taken in . N
Moscow" when the Work;rs' Party of Canada held its founding
convention in February 1922.1% Afthoﬁgh,fhis is true, it
&as not the ca;se ,tha't this decision was simply "Made in’ ' 2
Moscow‘:' There is no doubt that Lenin's treatise on R -'iAﬁ"
revélutionary strategy and tad;ics '‘Left Wing' Communism:

‘K;nfantlle Digorder had a major impact on its Canadian -

udlence from the moment it beg to appear in serialized
form in the B.C., Federationist :z;ly

before 1ts arrlvag and forceful declamatlon ‘'of the view -

»

in 1921.14 But well

that a refusal to wofk in “reactionary trade uqions was |
"so unpardonable a?blurder that it is tantamount to the

greatest servite Commuhists' could render to the
3 . . ,
bourgeoisie®, the native Canadian left had already. .

articulated a similar policy.rs '

»
Here we could point tQ the disproportionate influence

in the early CPC of former members of, the tiny Socialist' ~ .

Party of North America (SPNA), which had actually btoken

from the SOc&allst Party of Canada during the Werld er

specifically over the issue @f™the necewmsity of carryxng

out politiéil work inside the ufions. The SPNA inaisted

o ]

J -
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"that any wmember joining our party must also Join the
trade union movement if he was not already é'member,ﬂpro-
vided he worked in an ihdustr;'Bt trade which made 1t
possible.";l'6 SPNA members Pim Buck, Tom Bell and Florence
Custance took this &hconscxously Leniﬁist approach inio
the leadership of the fledgling Communist movement. -
Support for political uﬁioni;;, howevef, extendeqsgéll
beyond the narrow ranks of the SPNA; Although the vast
majority of Eastern Canadian tréde unionists kept One Big

Unionism at arms length 'during the 1919-~1920 upsurge, a

AN
substantial number of them were sufficiently inspired by
the mliltancy of the period to demand that.gpe TIL.C, which

1

they still considered the dominant trade union centre,
, .

pursue a radical, interventiongst'codrSe of “action in  the

ongoing class struggle. This group was particularl&
influential in Toronto (much less so in Hamilton), where'
in 1920, led by future CPC Chairman and General ?ecretary
Jack MacDonald, they succeeded in having the District”
Labour Council endorse a far-reaching platform of demands
for presentation at the forthcoming TLC Annual Convention
in.Windsor. AMbng its planks were demands for Irish self-
determingtion and the withdrawal of Canadian troops from
the Allied armies of  intervention in Russia, as well as

demands of more immediate relevance to the Canadian working

class: cceptance .of the industrial union principle as



the basis of future trade union growth; and the convening
at the earliest possible date of a unity conference
embracing the international unions, the One Big Union (OBU)
. and the.tlny Canadian Federation of Labour (CFL), with a
view to creating a single, new trade union centre, free of

American influence and committed to industrial unionism.l7

'

-

As events transpired, the Toronto platform'died at
Qﬁ%ﬂindsor, partly because of a shameless bureaucratic

manoeuvre by the TLC Executive, but primarily because the

Convention w;: as usual stacked with die~hard moderates

. who heart)ly endorsed the Executive's repudiation of any

' kind of' working class political action.18 The fate of the
platform, however, is for ﬁresent purposes less important
than the fact that some of the.basic elements of yhat
'would become communist industrial politics -~ industrial
unionism and Canadian autonomy - were already current in
the native movement when the international movement was
just beginning to consider them. 1In fact, when the
Communi;t International (Comintern) examined the Can?dian
situation for the first time, its resultant recommendations
were no more than a restatement of the Toronto platform,
- | The speed with which the CPC duly applied the tactics of
| the "united front" and "boring from within" was thus
based no less on Canadian experience than on the a@e in

which it held Moscow's pronouncements.

-



The essence of the united front ing in industry was
the:struggle for immediate working class demands and a‘
cleaﬁ break from both anarcho-syndicalism and "ultra-left
abstentionism” - the view tﬁat partial demands were on
printiple reformist and had to be shunned. As the "Theses
on Tactics® proposed by the Third World Congress of the
Comintern put 1t: “The task of the communist:parties is
to extend,(to deepen, and to unify this struggle for
concrete demands ... These partial demands, anchored in
the needs of the broadest masses, must be put forward by

»

the communist parties in a way which not only leads the

- "
masses to struggle, but by its very nature organizes

Vo)
them."19 For the pursuit of these goals it was hecessary

for communists to reenter, the mass reformist unions, to 1'

work in the words of Lenin's 'Left Wing' Communism
"systematically,~perseveringly: persistently and
patiently ... [wherever] the proletarian or semi-:

proletarian masses are to be found."20
e

For the CPC, the immediate significance of the united
front tactic lay in its relationship with the One Big
Union (OBU). By early 1922 that relationship was one of .
open warfare. The process leading to that state of

affairs reveals again the interaction of international and

national forces in moulding CPC practice. One thing is

!
’ %
. ,'?, i '
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certain: the decision to attack the OBU was not taken
&holly, or even mainly, by the Russian communists. Moscow,

‘tn fact, held a rather high opinion of the OBU, or more

~—
precisely of the revolutionary moment 1t was thought to

represent.21 This view prevailed through the First
Congress of the Red International of Labour Unions (RILU)
in July 1921, and was reflected in the Congress's
Resolutions and Decisions. These explicitly distinguished
Canadian needs from those prevailing in the United States.

Thus while the Industriadl Workers of th? World (IwWw)

delegates were unambiguously ‘urged to return Eo the AFL,
OBU delegate Joe Knight (who joined the céc immediately
on his return from Moscow) found the Congresé willing to
concede leégz;chy to his orgaﬂization: While making no
direct mention of the OBU, the Canad;an resolution called‘
on all forces sympathetic to the Rbe to build a "general

organization of Canadian labour unions, a.d ... at all

-

costs free themselves from the influenpe of the American

w22

Federation of Labour. Although not altogether clear,

. [
this formulat%on seemed to leave the door open to

cooperation between the OBU and CPC. Why, then, were the

.t

two.organizations at'each other's throats within six

months?

4

The answer seems to be that the Canadian cpmmunists -

>

s | .
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with a lattle help from their American comrades - decided

N

that the RILU resolution was simply unworkable. As yet;.
o\

1n the autumn of 1921, the CPC was still almos% wholly an
Eastqrn‘Canadian organization. Its members lacked any real
political or emotlonalicommitment tq the OBU/ and already
had a habit of discussing it in aryyogantl§ dismissive
terms.23 Since, moreover, the OBU h anifestly passgd

1ts peak both in terms of influence and militancy, and

.
A

since, which was even more important, the absolute

impossibility of working with both the TLC and OBU had-

peen established at the 1920 TLC Convention, Communists

had every practical reason to gonsider the OBU~d:LspensabJ,e.24

By October 1921 Joe Knight, touring Western Canada as a
representative of the Soviet Famine Relief Committee, was .
privately informing selected OBlU members that the correet
revolutionary line was to rejoin the international unions,

while publicly maintaining that éie RILU recognized the OBU

as the legitimate répresentative of organized labour in the

25

e
West. "Po those who wanted proof of the RILUs position

Knrght suggested they wait for the publication of the First

Congress proceedings. When this finally became available,

however, it did not contain the resolution on Canada.26

N

where had it gone? .

A

The edition of the RILU Resolutions and Decisions

which came into Cakadian hands was. published in Chicago by
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the Voice of Labor préss. The Voice of Labor was the
mouthpiece of William Z. Foster''s Trade Union éducatlonal
q}eagu; (TUEL). And Foster was the leading érade union
n‘militant in the CPUSA, an e%tablished protagonist of
' "boring-from-within” the iné;rnational unions, and the ‘
tactical mentor of the emerging Canadian leader, 'Tim

Buck.27

It tdkes little imagination to infer tHat the
omission’ of the resolution on Canada owed more than a
little to a collaborative decision to side-step an
embarrassing debate on an issue that had already been
decxded.28 A number of sources did in fact reveal the
dﬁscrepancy, but by then the CPC, which maintaiﬂéd a
diplomatic silence throughout, was'steadily working to
pull OBU militants back into the international -unions.
Whgn OBU spokesman Bob Russell attended the founding con-
vention of the Workers' Party of Canaéa in February 1922,

. . /
only to be roundly abused as an obstacle to working étiss

advance, tﬁe last slender possibility of an amicable

-

coalescence of the two organiza%}ons evaporated.29

One consequence of the CPC-0OBU split was a lasting
regsidue of bitterness. Forty years after the event, Bob
Russell described the return of OBU members to the AFL
unions as “just like a dog going back to his vonﬁt."3o

Several of the OBU's fron line leaders, including Russell,

Carl Berg, William Pritchard, Victor Midgley and Dick
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Johns, although remaining for the most part/cémmitted
sociralists, re@alned outside the CPC. In general, however,
the CPC had considerable success in stripping away an

impressive group of propagandists and organizers: Beckie

uhay annglex Gauld in Montreal, Hugh Bartholomew and

ax Dolgoy in Winnipeg, Tom Ewan in Saskatoon, Jan Lakeman
in“Edmonton, and Jac\ Kavanagh in Vancogver, to name only

»

. a few of the most prominent. All were experienced trade
union militants, and some, such as Bartholomew and
ggvanagh, were "much more widely known than any ... th.
were in the exlstiné leadership of the Party up to thit

tlme."3l

Collectively, they gave the new party national
v15ib111}y - especially aimportant in the West - and the
groundworks of a national organization rooted in thekyradq

. v
unions.

Ideally, the CPC's orientation on workplace and) union
struggles would have been accompanied by an organizational
shift to workplace branches or "cells". As the Third
World Congress's theses on ‘!he‘Organizatlon and Con- .
struction of Communist Parties" ﬁade clear, this key
feat;re of bolshevik organlzatfgn was considered of general
application throughout the communist movement.32 But it
was mnot, as yet, a pPractical proposition in Canada, partly

because of the CPC's relatively small size and scattered

membership and partly because of an inherited federal



a”.of the entaire membersh1p.3

”
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structure within which the large Finnish and Ukrainian
"language sections" had a preponderant influence. Party

membership, as reported at the Second WPC Convention 1n

\
February 1923, stood at 4808, including 2028 Finns and

880 Ukrainians. The two groups thus made up 60 per cent

3 Until 1925 the party leader-

ship made no real attempt either to challenge federalism
or to build workplace branches, choosing instead the
easier options of intervening through the Trade Union

Educational League (TUEL) and the Trades and Labour

Councils. ‘ .

In June 1922 Tim Buck, Canadian director of the TUEL,
offered an explanation of its structure and goals:

Imagine a group of active spiraits, in every local
lodge, sinking all their political differences in’
their trade union activities, working to only one
end, the consolidation of the movement as a whole
and their own union in particular, all the local
groups in a town or city connected, all the groups
in certain industries connected, then a central
office supported by voluntary donations, sales of
literature, etc.... No initiation, no dues. .

Just give us, he asked, "mutual cooperation among all who
realize that it is necessary, and the TUEL is bound to

gr0w."34

The TUEL, therefore, was apparently a non-
parﬁlsan trade union auxiliary, interested only in the
*renovation" of a declining trade union movement. Even
Tom Moore would have experienced difficulty in finding

f!l‘t with this kind of united front. On closer inspecti
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however, the TUEL appeared rather more abrasive. 1In 1its
"Principles and Program", drawn up by its fougder William
Z. Foster in March 1922, Buck's "group of active spirits"
became "a minute minority of clear-sighted, enthusiastic
milltants scattered throughout the great organized mass of
sluggish workers." ?he TUEL was, to be sure, "an auxiliary
of the labor movement, not a substitute for 1t." But its
members were ho ordihary trade unionists: they were "the
brain and backbone of the organized masses ... the ones

who furnish inspiration and ghidance .+« do the bulk of

the thainking, working and fighting of the labor struggle"® .
f ]

. . K .
and, by building up "rudimentary class consciousness in

the masses", demonstrate that "“the only sclution of the .

35 Concerned

labor struggle is the abolition of capitalism."
trade unionists who might have been tempted to join Buck's
TUEL would have had to think a lot harder before joining

Foster's.

Although Buck's attempt to mask the TUEL's underlying
politics was doomed to failure, for a time there did ’ .
appear some possibility that the TUEL would integrate
*progressive®. elements around its first propaganda
campaign: for trade union amalgamation. This was another f
of the CPC's main themes. Communists generally believed
that one of the main hindrances to the development of

political class consciousness was the "craft mentality" of



the skilled worker, which not only built sectional
barriers inside the class but seriously hampered workers'
fighting capacities. Amalgamation, Jack MacDonald
explained in 1920, "simply meant ... that all the crafts
in one trade should be organized and governed by one
central body to ensure united action in a crisis.*3® It
was considered approprfate in all industries whefe there
was a multiplicity of unions with contending jurfédictions,
such as clothing, building and metal working. Above all,
however, the case for amalgamation was considered most

compelling on the railroads where ho fewer than 17 unions

had sizeable memberships.37

A strong case fo}\rallway union amalgamation was made

by Foster in his 1921 pamphlet The Railroaders' Next .Step.

Foster argued that the existence of so many unions in the
iqdustry (where he had spent 10 wWears of his wor}ing life)
perpetuated the "crafg point of view" .at a time when
monopoly capitalism was fast making crafts redundant.

Only mass industrial unions, with their.'enormous increase
in economic power coming from ‘the greater scope of
activity, :intensified solidarity and clearer vision" could
resist capitalist encroachments on workers' control,
Arguments to the contrary, he maintained, were the
*bewhiskered" special pleabs of union bureaucrats, whose

fear of losing privileged positions was “the most serious
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hindrance” to the implementation of amalgamation

prOposals.38 .

Although Foster did not shirk,the political conclus-
ions of his case - namely that industrial unions were‘g't
only organs of defe531ve struggle’but a méans "to end the
wages system forever and set up the long-hoped-~for era of
social justice™ - his pamahlet was well receivgd by

Canadian unionists. In April 1921 the Western Labor News,

mouthpiece of the Winn{peg Trades and Labour Council,
commenced a fourteen-part serialization, and Robert
McCutchan, Vice President for Canada of the Boilermakers'
Union, comhended it to union "live wires" as "one of the
best contributions ever penned" on lhe subject.39 The
TUEL benefited from its popul;rity after Foster made a
personal visit to Winnipeg, under TUEL auspices, in July
1922. Speaking on the %Az;es of amalgahatlon and the
ant1-0BU drive to an audience of railwaymen, Foster
generated so much enthusiasm and discussion that the
"League", until then of minimal importance, spread "like
wildfire" throughout Western Canada. "The shapmen [metal
craftsmen working in the repair sheps], who are among the
best fighters on the North American continent, have
seized upon [amalgamationism] enthusiastically ... [and]
40

are financing organization work from cost to coast.”

Several leadfhg'union officials, including McCutchan and
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Robert Hewitt of the Railway Carmen, were willing to share
améigamatlonlst platforms with CPC members) while the
jJournal of the fedérated shopmeq's unions, the Bulletin,
opened 1ts pages‘to wide-ranging debate, including on one
occasion a lead article by Edmonton communist Jan

41

Lakeman . To all appearances the united front was bearing

fruit. By the spring of 1923 it had collapsed.

In assessing the popularity of amalgamationist 1ideas,
the CPC was clearly guilty of wishful thinking. When
activists took copies of The Railroaders' Next Step out to
the locomotive yards and repair shops they did not discover
massive rank and file support., Quite the contrary.
Lakeman found that cragt ideas, particularly among boiler-
makers and machinlséét were stronger than ever, and that

e existing pract;;e among the shep crafts of bargaining
as industrial groups known as "systems' féderations" was
already much resented.«42 The traditionally skiiled crafts
contended that this limited degree of united col;ective
bargaining had been responsible for a levelling of craft
privileges, detraimental to them but greatly to the
advantage of the érotherhood of Railway Carmen (BRC),
i1ronically a guasi industrial union incorporating
carpenters, -upholsterers, pattern-m&keéé} painters, car
checkers, cranemenuand airbrakemen, which had grown

massively and dramatically improved its conditions of work
l
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during the world war, to a point where 1t boasted formal -
43 Machinists, in particular, felt that any

¥ .
further surrender of autonom‘ was out of the question. At

craft status.

their Canadian convention in March 1923, Western delegates

demanded almost to a man that "machinists be regarded ever

and always as machinists®, that the IAM consider with- -
drawal from the AFL Rallwgy Employees' Department, ;nd

that at the very least its financial contribution to the

shop crafts' federation Bé”sharﬁly reduced.44 The follow-

ing year, the IAM Grand Lodge Convention finally withdrew

from the combined-body in order to devote greater

attention "to the interests of its own membership".-45

Communists responded to these unpleasant developments
in two wixf: they attraibuted the revival of craft senti-
ment to the "failure of the leadership to lead" and issued
increasingly shrill warnings to railwaymen that the choice
before ihem was "Amalgamation or Annihilation", a slogan
first proposed in The Railroaders' Next Step. They shb-
stantiated this contention by pointing to the fate of the
shopmen's strike on the American railroads in 1922, when
the four Running- Trades' Brotherhoods scabbed on the '
strike, leaving the vast majority of shéemen to be starved

. 4
into submission and forced back to non-union shops. 6

'
Both arguments were unconvincing. Attacks on "sell-

.‘
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p

out” labour bureaucrats'wererrebutted by the bureaucrats
themselves, who incontrovertibly pointed out that they had
supported amalgamation and puéﬁed {F at union conventions,
to the accompaniment ®f massive rank and file apathy. One

delegate at a Winnipeg Trades and Labour Council meeting,

i

fed up with communist criticism of the bureaucracy,
* -

\ .
bluntly declared that "the most reactionary leader in the

[

labour movement is miles ahead of the rank and file."
Robert Hewitt, pefhaps feeling that thg CPC had “betrayed;
him, confirmed his support for amalgamation but chided the
CPC for an approach which seemed "too much like a holdup ¢

man saying 'your money or your life',.," Communists, he

-
stressed, had to realize that there was strong rank and P

file suspicion of 0 lgamation, that rank and file ideas

e

tended” to change slé ?._and that only slow, painstaking

£

educational work would move the amalgamationist platform
¥
forward.?’ _: vy -

The "‘erroneous nature of the +'Amalgamation or /<f:>
Annihilation" slpg;n was exposed by the divergent paths of
class conflict in the United States and Canada. The
Canadiaﬁ shopmen avoided confrontation withftgs railroad
companies bﬁt still managed to‘preserve union conditions
and prevent wage reductions b’means of adroit' manipulation
of the Industrjal Disputes’ Investigation Act and .tfe good L 4

offices of Prifie Minister W. L. Mackenzie King.48 +King's .

-

¢

<
N ]




~21-

subsequent appointment of Tom Moore to.the board of
directors of the Canadian National Railey (the "people's

4
railroad") was presented as further vindication of the

slow but sure methods of the trade union establlshment.49

Apart from the specific shortcomings of the CPC's
analysis of the amalg;mationist movement, the party's rolg
in the movement revealed the generic flaw in their whole

.approach to woqulace struggles: tyeir abstract
propagandism, “"Amalgamation?" andkkémalgamatlon or

‘ Annihilation!" were proposed as non-megotiable, "correct“‘

demands - which unfortunately werejéfoved "incorrect® in

practice. They were not the "partial® demands on which the

1

éomintern placed so much emphasis, demands Fhat arqbe
directly out of workers' struggles and related to éhe
existing level of workers! consciousness, but were
essentially political demands arising out of the communists'
desire to accelerate the formatioh of class consciousness.

A" Reluctance to deal seriously- with partial demands remained
a persistent fact of party life. 1In 1926 The Worker

,/iﬁGULIQd: "Must thg working class be let down so that it

’K thinks only through the stomach?" It then answered its

( question with a ritualistic statement that it of course
supported every effort to improve the daily lives of the
working‘class but believed in emphésizing the ideal of

i

struggle and the fact that workers could achieve

>t \'\? N
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50 The

fundamental 1mpr3#;ments only through revolution.
CPC was aware of its shortcomings. 1Its educational program
for 1923, for example, stated that while "left wing or
revolutionary unionism" depended for its homogeneity on
"slogans of dominion wide and quite general interest", the
fundamental features of grass roots organization were
orientation around the best and most militant elements in
the workplace and the formulat;on with them of achievable
demands.51 Yet, the CPC never ac;ed on thié insight; nor
did 1t ever make théioféanization of the TUEL as a
crystallizing poin% for the left a serious priority. Even
in places where the party had some degree of industrial
influence the TUEL was slow to appear: September 1922 1n
the Toronto needle trad?s, May 1923 in the Alberta coal-
field, and in the Cape Breton coal.field, according to' the
testimony of th; area's leading pagzyfmember, the TUEL was
never organized, in all probability because the party was
s0 central to working class life that the TUEL would have

been viewed as superfluous.52

Burdened by its failure to build the TUEL, the CPC
remained reliant gn a succession of abstract slogans, “each
of whichaas to be the key that would transform workers'
consciousness. In autumn 1923 the slogan of/Canadian
Trade Union Autonomy was resurrected for the first time

since 1920. 0Oddly enough, earlier in the year, the party

-
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achieved by means of a transformation of the TiC iq}o an

‘sthe mobility of labour, the menace of international

: —23_ \ . -
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had explicitly reje cted this slogan at'lts second
national convention. "Nétlonal autonomy", the‘pafty
resolved, "i1s an 1llusion: intern;tlénal unity is the
need."S3 Rejection of national autonomy, however, suggests

that a sizeable number of party numbers had been discussing

it. By August it was being promoted by delegates from IAM

Local 235 - Tam Buck's union branch - on the Toronto
Distract Labdué Coanil (TDLCi.‘ And after the lattér voted
to endorse an autonomy resolution for presentéiion to the
forthcoming TLC annual convenéioﬁ, the TUEL assumed'
leadership of the autonomy caﬁpaigq. 4_ Canadian autonbmy,"
a TUEL leaflet explained, was Rf arily designed to stem

the decline of trade urignism in Canada. This would be
v

~

organ of industrial intervention, financially and politic-
ally independent of the AFL, \and having the centralized
authoraity to call and finance éirlkes and "participate 1in
any political activity in the interests»of the working
class regardless of how it may strike the capitalistic
minds of the Grand Lodge Moguls across the line."

Autonomy did not "necessarily" mean the severing of ;
méﬁ/;;'

industrial ties; this was rendered out of the quest

w

-

A

scabbing; and the need for the exchange of cards." But

the fundamental reality for Canadian workers was that they

B
L
3



operated in a systejiwhich,’regardless of American
(o)

1
was politically unique. Since their

economic penetrati
. »

main' enemies were the- national bourgeoisie and the
national state, Canadian workers had to forge the
appropriate national weapons:'\ﬁCanadian unionism must

parallel Canad:ian capltalism."55

hY

The autonomy slogan represented a genuine initiative

by the CPC, one consistent with Lenin's advice in 1920

* that “communists in every country should quite consciously

také into account ... the concrete features which [the]

+

struggle assumes in each country, in conformity with the

specific character of 1ts economics, politics, culture, and

national compgsition ... and so on and so for'th."56 More-

over, 1t was an initiative the CPC had actively to defend

before the RILU Woxrld Congress in 1924 and the Seventh

Plenum of’ the Comintern Executive Committee in 1926. This

was due to strong opposition from the CPUSA, which,despite

endorsements of the Canadian position by both Moscow

meetings ;etalned an almost proprietorial attitude towards

its sister party. Ogiy in ﬁ;rch 1927 did Foster publicly

acknowledge that “the system of holding the Canadian |, N
unions bound ‘'air-tight' is ufterly antiquated, if it ever

was éorrect ... the left wing in both Canada and the United

States must be made to understand thi;fact.”s7

-

-
‘
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The home-grown origins of the slogqn, however, were no ‘.
guarantee of 1ts political utility. Quite clearly, the
1dea of Canadian auténomy was capable of mobilizing a sub-
stantial layei of trade union activists; 1t had, aftgr all,
been endorsed by the TDLC. But for the majoraity of
Canadian trade unionists, 1t represented too’'great a
rupture with tradition. Support for autonomy never
exceeded the level 1t ‘achieved at the 1923 TLC convent;on
in Vancouver, when just under a third of the deiegates cast
their vote for it58. Before the convention Tom Moore
denounced autonomy as "a repetition of the policies on
#hich the OBU was founded" and an éttempt to commit the
TLC. to political action and political strikes, neither of
which were in line with Congreess's established practices.59
At Vancouvg;, and on later occasions when autonomy

)
resolutions were presented, other trade unionists voiced a

number of specific criticisms. /gpokesmen for the UBCJ and

ITU, for example, argued that the balance of accounts

between the international offices of their unions and the

Canadian locals stood overwhelmingly in the latter's

favour., In particular, international support of the four-
vear long Toronto printers' strike (1921-24) seemed to

provide compelling proof of the necessity of maintaining

60

close international links. Robert Hewitt argued that

there were too many inconsistencies and unproven contentions

P -
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an the autonomy case: 1t called for Canadlén 1ndependence
of American unlon;sm‘whlle simultaneously calling for
affiliation to the RILU; 1t asked for national autonomy
but proposeé strict limitations on aindividual t;ade union

autonomy: and it argqued for greater political freedom for

Canadian 'hbour when Canadian labour had never demonstrated
61

any real desire to pursue an independent po}itlcal(aine.
Plumbers' Union official John W. Bruce .simply contended
that trade union internationalism had brought North

American workers too many benefits tg be summarily over-

62

turned. Most organized workers agreed.

If the autonomy campaign revealed the influence of
native traditions on the formation of CPC policy, the
party's next campaign unmistakeably bore Moscow's imprant.
It can be dated precisely from‘thé moment Tim Buck

’
returned from the Third RILU World Congress in 1924 and,
1mmed1ately'set in motion preparations for the uﬁgrading of

the TUEL into a fully-fledged ran and file oiganization in

the,style‘of the British National Minority Movement (NMM),

which had been launched in Augus§;§3 In November the party

brought out the fairst issue of The Left Wing, labelling it
*The 0fficial Organ of the Canadian Trade Union Minority",
a force already "promising to become the dominant factor in

Canadian unionism*.%% L.
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The invigoration of the TUEL did not stem pramarily

from recognition of the need to make good" past fallures.

-

Rather i1t was an integral paft of a renewed "bolshevization"

drive in the international communist movement. As noted

earlier, bolshevization of the movement had been

. N

emphasized since the Third Comintern Congress.. After

L

Lenin's death; however, and the onget of the Stalin-Trotsky
factional fight, all Lenin's appeals for a "modest" approach
by the Russian communists in their relations with non-
Russian comrades and for'a balancing of what was clearly of
universal éppllcatlon in the bolshevik experience - ®

L.
democratic centralism, soviets, orientation on workplace

struggles ~ with the integrity of partiular national
A4

expe:zences were forgotgen.. With Stalin's victory in 1924,

‘bolshgvization became the "watchword" of the leading

"

Russian group "and a central directive to ever§ individual
party. Parties threatened by heresies and deviations were
instructed to bolshevize (purify) themselves. The
implications were perfectly clear. Since Trotsky had been
accused by the Russian party majority of not being a true
bolshevik, the parties were put on notice to expunge
similar deviations and to align themselves unquestioningly
with the 'correct' tendency in the Russian party."65

y 3
Although initially the CPC refused to join in the

universal condemnation of Trotsky even after the Comintern

*



referred darkly to "ideological confusions" in the
Canadian leadership (o;e suspects that the luxury of
neutralism ‘was made possible only by the CPC's peripheral
status)f every other aspect of bolsﬁev1zation was endorsed

1n 1924-25.%% After the launch of The Left wirl the party

began to emph?SLZe the need for a fully centralized
organization baséz mainly in the workplace:; for much more
systematic rank and file trade union work: and for
immediate recruitment of several thdusand industrial
workers, ‘ehosen on the 'basis of militancy rather than

prior theoretical sophistication, as a means of placing

the party on a genuine mass proletarian basis.67 Running
parallel with this frantic drive for mass party status was
a searing attack on the role of the Finnish and Ukrainian
language organizations, with some critics claiming that the
Ukrainian Labour Farmer Temple Association (ULFTA) and
FinnishQOrganization of Canada (FOC) were no better than
social clubs and that par£y members who’yorked exclusively
within them were shirking their real revolutionary duties.68
Even those Engllsh-épeaking comrades who considered this
view a gross slander, Hugh Bartholomew for example, agreed
that the "ethnic" comrades had‘to be integrated moré
effectively into general party work” and supported the

dissolution of the party's language fractionsl69
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Another feature of the bolshevization period was a
growing emphasis on the theme of international trade union
unity. In 1ts early days the CPC had followed the contra-
dictory line of combining a call for revolutionaries to
return to the reformist international unions and the TLC
with one callaing for those same unions to affiliate to the
RILU and reject affiliation to the Amsterday:ﬁased
International Federation of Trade Unions (which it labelled
the "Yellow" International).70 Now, followﬁng the Russians'
diplomatic success in establishing reciprocal relations
between its All-Union Central Council of Trade Unions

\\\(AUCCTU) and the Britash Trades Union Congress (TUC), and
especially after the formation of the Anglo-Russian Trade
Union Committee (ARTUC) in April 1925, the line became one
of working for the eventual fusion of the RILU and IFTU.
Russian trade union head Mikhail Tomsky actually mooted the
prospect of the RILU's immediate dissolution, but this was
too unambiguous and precipitate a policy to win Cominterq
approval. ‘All the Comintern would consider was the con-
vening of a unity conference of the two trade union centres
and eventual creation of an entirely new centre "on the

basis of freedom of agitation and strict discapline ain all

{
A

actions against the boixrgeoisie."71 Much of The Left Wing

was given over to the international unity debate, and e

»
especially to the views of RILU Secretary Lozovsky, whose
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pamphlet The World's Trade Union Movement it commended as

the key to communist advance on the industrial front.
According to Halifax communist Joe Wallace: "We don't

.

kPow our course, we don't know our speed, we don't know

72 yhen Alfred

our goal." Lozovsky had the answers.
Purcell, one of the British trade union leaders most
prominent in the ARTUC, vifited Montreal and Toronto in
November 1925 (he had been the TUC's fraternal delegate to

the AFL convention), the C called on Canadian workers to

*

seize the chance to hear one of the foremost representat-

ives of the new left trend in European trade unlonism.73

The party car:J.ed the.international unity issue into ‘s
work in the Trades and Labour Councils, winning a (w\
significant number of endorsements for it as par; of a
broad TGEL platform set out in the first issue of The Left.
Wing. Members spent much of the next ten months
organizing to'bush the platform at the 1925 TLC convention
in Ottawa.74 However, as in the past, 1t was one thing to
have reéolutlons submitted to the TLC convention anﬁ\quite
another to have them passed by labour's 'parllamedt'. The
Ottawa ﬁeeting accepted watered-down veréions of TUEL

. resolutions on coal mines' pationalization and 6Pposltion
to the use of the military duriné.strikes, but rejected the

others by decisive margins. In the debate on international

trade union unity, Tom Mopre left the Presidential’chair to
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speak against the motion, an action the party considered
\
symptomatic of an event that had become labour s "annual

humiliation and betrayal". 25

What, then, of the CPC's efforts to makeg the TUEL a
"mass movement on the same lines as the British Minority
Movement" and to plgbe i1tself on a mass ba51s?76 Results

were dire. Buck spent considerable space in The Left Wing

dlscuéélng the implications of a Canadian Minority Move-
ﬁ;nt, but the unconsciously plaintive title of one of. his
articles - "Why Not Organize the Canadian Minority?" -’
suggested the gap between his granggo§e plans and the
reality of a weak and 1increasgngly divided party. Wwhile
Buck discussed undertaking "the formulation of wage
demands ... [and] organization of the unorganized" and
claimed that the finances necessary.- for such action could
"easily" be raised without darect membership dues (which he )
considered likely to provoke ‘expulsions from the inter-
nationals, on the grounds of “dual® unionism), The Left

wing itself wasg rapidly going under from lack of funds.

Its November 1925 1ssue carried the first of many
unsgsuccessful emérgency appeals. The paper finally folded

in August 1926.77 The TUEL effectively foundered with it.78

If anythang, tgg attempt to root the party in the work-
» - ;

place was even less successful. During the most frantic

+

i’
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period of the bolshevization drive a numSér of \\ .
industrial branches were formed and several "shop papers"
launched. Byt this early impetus was never sustalned, as
can be seen from the party's organizational structure in
Toronto early in 1927: " of 36 party units only 8 were shop
groups.79 All the drive against the Finnish and Ukrainian
language fractions achieved was a furthex distancing of the
party from these two iﬁportant groups. Indeed, the FOC
formally broke its institutional g}es with the party in
1925.80 This 18 not to say that bélshevizatlon was in_
Erinc121e‘the disaster 1t proved in practice. Given the
CPC's overwhelmingly industrial orientation, it is hard

to see how 1t could have avoided major organizational
éestructuring 1f it wished to intervene seriously in class

I3

struggle. It was the intrusion of.the methods of |,
[ 1
bureaueratic fiat, then becoming customary in the Russian
rty and Comintern, that effectively shattered any

ospect of a successful grafting of bolshevizatlon.81

Various non-communist labourites and socialists
suggested from time to time that coﬁmunists adopt a more
éétient ; and much more tolerant - approach to industrial
activity. The CPC'as failure to abide by the accepted
rules of discourse became, ég fact, a favoured afgﬁggnt on

behalf of its elimination as a force in the labour move-

ment. Over the bolshevization question, however, a voice

LY

.
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from withain the party made a similar case. Hugh -
Bartholomew's objections to the tenor of Anglo-Canadian
criticisms of the ethnic contribution to Canadian communism
have already been noted. .In his view, far from having
nothing to offer‘the revolutionary movement, when the
language organizations stressed the importance of
political education they spoke directly to)the CPC's need
to raise the "ideological standard® of the membership.
Bartholomew agreed with the aims of bolshevization, but
felt ,that the industrial implantation of the party would
be a long-term process. Most certainly, it would not be
accelerated simply by passing "frantic resolutions of an
1dealizeé character". The immediate need was not mass
recruitment but the consolidation og the existing member-
shop through a thorougp-?oing programme”off ?é}tical

education. Such a pfogramme, emphasizing the necessity of

concrete research and analysis of Canadian society (he felt

too many leading cadres owed their reputations to  their
.erudition on France and Germany), would make “"vital and

direct contact between theory and practice” and lay the

groundwork for long-term party advance.82 Bartholomew's

s

""to develop a strategy compatible with the low ebb
of class struggle was never seriously considered, as the
party continued its faneiful pursuit of overnight mass

status.83 - B
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Bartholomew's case for building the mefbership's
knowledge, confiderice and morale was made particularly
pressing by the onset of an antl—communist.drivé;in 1925.
In the wake of the TLC convention of that year, Communists
were expelled frgm the Quebec Section éf the Canadian
Labour Party (CLP), refLsed delegate status to the
Hamilton TLC and dep%ived of the use of the Toronto Lgbour
Temple, actions that encouraged the Canadian correspondent

{

of The Times to rébort that "exclusion will noéw ‘be the

settled permanent policy of the Labour erganizations in
84

LX4

Canada.* Although his predictioh was premature, it was

‘supported by a growing number of articles in the labour

press. Typical was one in the Canadian Congress Journal
which favourably compared organized labour's tolerance

towards the "reds" with the treatment of'?ébunter—

.

revolutionists® in Russia, then hinted that in future

Communists would only be free to carry on their activitieii
85

There were many more signs of anti-communism and

-

déclining CPC influence in 1926. The Toronto branch of the

Jewish fraternal organization, the Workmen's Citcle,

86

expélled 1ts communist members. In Halifax, the inter-

national un