A GGICAL ANALYSIS OF THE FACTORS
RESEOWSIBELL FOR THE REGIONAL DISTRIBUTION
UF THE FISHERMEN'S PROTECTIVE UNION
OF NEWFOUNDLAND

CENTRE FOR NEWFOUNDLA_PI;D_STUDIES
TOTAL OF 10 PAGES ONLY

MAY BE XEROXED

(Without Author’s Pérmission)
‘_“IT_‘_ -

BARBARA LOU LAURETTE NEIS









e e e s ——= — - —




~

., 'NL-338 (Rev, B/80)
- .

- . ' . N M_u-..‘.‘.. st | 4
I* Nabonalt.lbfaryofCanada Lo BlbliolhéquenauonaleduCanada s B
Collectlons Developmem Brancb . Direction gu developpemant des collectnons v * _
\ -Canadlan Theseson o Servncadesthésescanadwnnes SR - SRR
“ Microfiche Service ° surmlcrofuche o (e L : .
", ‘ ' v i . ' "l" -
2] o NOTICE- - - ey AVIS 3
. s ' : ‘ ) .%\_\) . , ‘ . B f
N . -’/' ( B ) ] - ’
The qualrty of thls mlcrofuche is heavuly dependent La’ quallte de cette mlcroﬂche ;lépend grandement de~ S
" upon the ‘quality of the: original thesw submitted for la quaﬁté de la.thése s&lmlse au microfilmage. Nous .
mlcrofnmmg Every- effort has heen.made to ensure.” - “avons tout fait' pour assurer une quahté supéneure-
the hlghest quahty of reproductuon possible. L. de reproducnon ' S
If pages are missing, contaci the ,umverslty whlch. Sl manque des pages veunllez commumquer -
granted the degree. , , "I’- avec {'université qui a confere le grade '
Some pages’ may have mdué{mct prmt especvally La quallte d'|mpres§|on de certaunes pages- peut
if the original ‘pages were typed with & poor typewriter . laisser & désirer, surtout si les pages. ongmales ont été )
. ribbon or if the’ umverslty sent us a poor photocOpy _dactylographiées a I'aide d'un- ;uban usé ou si ‘univer-, '
. ante nous a falt parvemr une photocople de mauvalse' 0.
quallte : i
, Prewously copynghted materials (|oumal artlcles, ) Les - documents qui font dé]é Iobjet, d‘un droit. -
. publtshed tests etc)are not ﬂlmed, . ' _,da&teur (articles de’ revue, examens publles etc) ne :
: _ sont pas macroﬂlmes . .
_ Reproductlon in full or in part of this fllm is gdv-A o La reproductlon méme "partiélle, de ce mtcrofrlm . L
. emed by, the Canadian  Copyright Act, ‘R.S.C. 1970, . ‘est soumise a la Loi canadienne sur le droit d'auteur, - - |
" ¢, C-30: Please read the authorlzatlon forms whlch SRC 1970, c. €:30. Veuillez prendre 'connaissance des. g
accompany th|s tﬁws - , formules d autonsatnon qu» accompagnent cette thése. i
THIS DISSERTATION . 7 4 . LATHESE A ETE’ S IS
'HAS BEEN MICROFILMED -, " . MICROFILMEE TELLE QUE = e’
EXACTLY AS RECEIVED v~ NOUS L'AVONS 'RECUE ' %
P . ° . ! . N
L D - (/
F ' - Lo, -~ i
. . Lo e s . 5 .
a . _» k . B . . 4‘ ‘. é ..
~ S e . g
Ottawa, Camda o - ‘A -, '. ! \ \ 3 ‘ ’ §
K1A0N4‘.'.'g o RN N
’ B . :i‘.
j
i



TIERR AP vt quniay s

¥
.
P
[}
- .
1 -
v
"y

A
e
‘
'
S
4
1
o
2 5
-
L .
t

,3. i \ : gL S - T e
::—.. . o, :.«aq 1 g £ ! 7 ‘" :-~.—\-~_ ',‘ : o © .:‘1" R B + 9.e8 - v ’,‘a
: A . ) 2 . ‘ ‘ :.‘\. 3 . .".: LI ‘.; ) ' ] g ‘ 4 ,.‘. = ::, ‘:‘ !' . : s .-
' e it [ . 9 4 _-R-_ I3 N n B. 3 RO §
“‘ - k . ' W P /" : . Ll : - !: .. : o
g ‘ . " i ; “‘4 2 k ‘T’ ) « - ';.,. - '.
o T : g , - Doy f v gt - . . |, s
S _" o :‘ :.. o ev . ) v M -t - . 't: e
: '3"' L o 5 8. 2 "k, v ,. ] G, e
A ! ".' ' v, o8 = ‘ . ° : N o o .' 3 .: s;'- g
] . . . - + - N .':‘ \ e : . % .
g s ' . u‘l @ . b, ‘ i i ho B f?. A
' o i e ts o ' Sl N W
o > : : B ; ; L R x 4 l ) _: . e
' "y .'. -y i r g 5 E “ ks ' " 3 [3 "."’.
E 1g A SOCTOLOGICAL.ANALYSIS. = - R
o . . ,OF THE FACTORS RESPONSIBLE - & - .. @ -."7 .
= “ FOR THE REGIONAL 'DISTRIBUTION: - .° "~~~ ..
y OF THE - FISHERMEN'S PROTECTIVE -
5 UNION OF NEWFOUNDLAND 0B g AN o A
. » A . _‘ ‘ ” . b'y ) . A . :..- i
L. - (C) Barbara Neis, B.A. . . y -
W e Tt 3 4 : ¥ ) ..~ b “
: § - 5 [ A '. :
' A The51s submltted in part1a1 ‘Fulfiliment . S e F g W)
= of the requlrements for the degree of . '%k : {-
g : Master of Arts L AR ' ;i_
: 1 e ‘: 1. . g :‘ N s '/\\. . e =
4 . Department of Soc1ology @ , . . :
i Memorial -University of Newfoundland 2 - -4 i
AT “a March 1980 i i/ Sl =y j
B : i’ ’ : E
- i = . . f A 5 ] ', Ii B
3 ! 1 g ‘ s B - ‘ ‘ ' i
- .‘. \ o ) 'il l|‘
St. John's - i Newfoundland = .. ? =
) . N : P
[ . o F ) i i . ' ?]';""
iy " & ) ‘ ¥ i
) i 5 . " .\, ° i "“
ah s :',-‘ i . n g i ' i .
‘x - ' J ) N ! g “" o - < I



\‘ ’ W . e
ot po R . St

S SR PN L S
N . . , L .. . f FARN
. P . ‘ . B
- , . Lo . A—j-\ l . ‘-; . . Lo . .
. . - . . v, . .t i
o ) , I :

- i -

S ‘ABSTFLA‘CT'

| ﬁ The Flshermen s Protectlve Unlon (1908 1925{ wass

- one of,the most successful attempts by Newfoundland
flshermen to.challenge the status quo 1n the . hlstory of
the 1sland W1th a membershlp of 20 000 at‘1ts peak thei
movement ach1eved unprecedented econom1c and pOllthal

! "/

v1ctor1es However desplte 1ts strength the FPU never
o

: managed “to transcend the reglonalﬁbase of 1ts support-—the',ﬁl."'

north east coast By employlng a theoret1ca11y 1nformed

‘.p_analytlcal framework a strong,-con51stent explanatlon of -
" some of the factors respon51b1e for the uneven pattern of

'success and fallure of the Un1on can- be constructed

¥,

The FPU 1s 1nterpreted as a struggle for power

between potent1a1 partlsans of the movement (flshermen) and

&

those groups in authorlty who attempted to oppose 1t
’ (merchants and clerEY) Reglonal varlatlons in the o
- relatlve'power of these groups, determlned by d1fferences .

- in their 1eVe1 of OrganlzatLQn, go 'a 1ong'way toward

explalnlng not only why the FPU succeeded where 1t d1d

4

2_ out also, why it fa11ed elsewhere Ana1y51s suggestsl"

-that d1ffer1ng structures of underdevelopment 1nf1uenced

K3

"both the organlzatlon and degree of solldarlty of flshermen C

as. well as’ the ab111ty of the merchant e11te to. cooperate =

1n attemptlng to repress the FPU.in dxfferent parts of

e

Newfdundland Thls comblned w1th unevenness in. the

strength of the c1er1ca1 ellte, lends support to the view
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f‘.i sl".i el e

e S 1%

L sl e er oDl

C



¥ .'. 24 .‘ :, . . . - ..“‘ i - .‘. o ¢ i e . . oo . .. /s.. X . ‘. .
N g B B A IR _.,".z.t‘.gu ) .o
.-.. ‘..n PR Y '} .u" ‘."- o N &3 . 5 & X . by A o d R .". . ..‘ '.-v a ny : "' -..1
M e e b e et e g L P = MELT A W Wl
S g ’ Sou B oes o5 ) ' g = 9 QE Wy - T o L P :.. g '.":l
:-' v. § ¥ ’.:. .::(-,( ) ;'.‘: v“t ’ .~:' - = _;’.‘ J N :""-.'.." ,.‘. :’ . ) - -. ‘ .." ’ .‘..‘
. o “ " . ; .‘ . ) . B i . -:" : :‘“ e . = | . .~'-. N 5 “:., H ) H’ ‘ R . .
i @ S B e \ i " ‘u" p o R . ."--. “r . ' ,‘ RS .. . .3 .
e " T 3 ‘_“" i '
VPR A eI that 1n:on1y one region of the 1sland betwee.n 1900 1914
B Sm gt mI e were, power relatlons such as to- pe-rmrt the development LA
. y of strong, sustamed support for the movement.. That )
: Bt g . i o s . 2 v
I T o
v TLr I reglqn was the north~east coast the stronghold of the FPU ;
) - 'f'._' & i . . . ) .
‘5'“ oy '.l',.* . e i " E - F o .,
L ,;]” y : S s fe Ak W
I i . 3 ".-_. .vl @ . P ._" '_‘ “ ‘. .‘ " ,';“.»."
W o @ . b7 W e . v S Bt °
et By o el @ A i e o & )
o4, -'. , ‘: . . . - . . a1 .:... ..': -
- L 5 Te e Do wp
\“:‘\ = . SR Bl _. g s T N~ a N & F s
d !{. I B 5 4 . K o EEY o = .'._ s op B
. i.. A ... ] ‘.v .- . . . 3 . 1 2
a0 N N E 5 - " o
?y . - o " - " _' . QIS B g n B
e b T, . v T . SO
w - s = J | f . 4 i o "
h. . ““‘ . B . o o !
A S -y o ”- - S OO " I
.2 . . et Lo - . w & . - .‘- oo -
. ! ol ‘._. - 0 ) ." .‘/.' ,. ' .“, '_'l.‘ .
Al . o faw . - N ~: - i} . ] s B L
, ' O ) .’_ o ' H o .:. o ) 2
o= ;‘ P .‘_‘, " o ty . . ;"’ v A' . H ) oo
..‘ ‘l\-\. Al ." ". - o ) -'l‘ ~ . ) R
S e, . . /- - g o . L i .. i S i L H i . . iy B
' B I ' S0 G g 3 Y e - - ' . o .
. . - S ./:‘( g < . ' P e y B ,.‘ ’ SO 1 . 't d F
- ...v' .:' 5 U “‘ ol o C ' '.' ) LT o J g ' ~ g ly .. : - 1 ZH B
i} >:' .-‘”.‘ ) “,.. -: ) s‘ . ". ' o Al .‘, .. -:~ M . : o T s :' g,( . .“- 5 .
: . - s = A i N e el N "

.
i
D
L
Ca
» o
Yo
P &
o1 o
'
isaald
¢ -

Siidely

e Bt et

X

o o
%5-'...




I T T

O oot
a7 Y

PE

T i

a0 I

e A TR T

[OOSR

.

:lnot at some tlme offered me guldance.

: h15tor1ca1 materlal

- .'ACKNOI'VLED"GEMENTS o

"In wrltlng thlS the51s, l 1ncurred many debts j:
: wh1ch it 15 now my Opportunlty to acknowledge. I would

flrst 11ke to thank Memorlal Unlver51ty, the Instltute for

Soc1al and Economlc Research at Memor1al,~and the Cooperatlve

' College of Canada for prov1d1ng f1nanc1a1 assxstance w1th«

out whlch this: work would not have been p0551b1e.};ln'

" conductlng the resaarch for the the51s I relled on the mlnds

and resources avallable not only 1n socxology but in hlStOTY,‘

geography and anthropology as well._ In hlstory, I ‘would

N 11ke to thank 1n partlcular Er1c Sager and James H111er as

i

' well as Rosa11e Elllot w1fe of the late Ian McDonald for

-~

_ offerlng nie guldance and g1v1ng me’ access to essent1a1 f~’

The help of Cl1nton Herrlck and Gerald

&
3McManus were essentlal for the cartography and I would llke

to thank Raoul Andersen and M1ke Gaffney for respondlng so

Lopenly to my many problng quest1ons about the south west

~coast of Newfoundland .

There 1s hardly a soc1olog15t at’ Memor1a1 who. has.
(,.
However, my greatest :

“f!;thanks must go to my two thes1s adv1Sors, Robert Brym now.

‘h :of the Unzver51ty of Toronto, and Robert Hlll. These two

_,men ‘are. to be congratulated not only for thelr patlent

'.-cpmment1ng-on my work‘ To my adV1sors and others goes a RS

~

g 'constructlve tr1t1c1sm of my. work but also ﬁor hav1ng

enough courage to risk contradlctlng each other 1n




' -~ . A . )
; Vs B . - : z .,
. 4' | B ' X | | l
' o Y T o
N ’ - -V ' ¢
ff ’ ﬁ:'h:~‘d: great deal of the cred1t for the merlts of the work but
' ", ‘none; of the blame for 1ts shortcomlngs., o (
| <J Some others that I would 11ke to thank are
' - Nico’ Stehr of the Canadlan Journal of Soc1ology and my
:k:. . ~~  co- author, Robert Brym, for the1r perm15510n to reproduce
S ;;v, : here mater1a1 that was prevxously publlshed elsewhere
P ' (Brym and Neis, 1979) g Those people who commented on and Lo n'L%
-;vcr1t1c1zed an earller ver51on of Chapter Three presented o 5
‘. at the 1979 meetlngs of the Atlantlc Assoc1at10n of 4.‘ “; ¢ )
. ) . .. ‘;..)
3 - a'j Soc1ology and Anthropology in. Hallfax were' also very T o
?, helpful I would also 11ke to thank the people ‘that I o ;;‘f /3
i 1ntervxewed LT I” S . 'f-';. ‘ ,“ftiéi, .‘ ‘ \J
) ﬁf-‘f', o ":$ ThlS sectlon would ‘not be complete w1thout ; f h:‘; }.7‘4f.
0 S . : o s
" K reference to those people who helped me both academlcally .
%ﬁ ) and psychologlcally over the past few years. In thls ‘ :
“ regard 1 would like. to thank 1n part1cu1ar James Sacouman P
é_ ' t.;. R ".at/Acadla Vlctor Zaslavsky, the Johnstone famlly, and Charlle,,
'3: - \\ my husband I count among‘my frlends and famlly‘many
t_‘,i\o .
% k1nd and patlent people whq}w1111ng1y tolerated my :
§ outbursts, helped care for my ch11d and 1n 1nnumerab1e ‘ 1
v ways trled to’ make my 11fe ea51er._- _ o - T
: i ‘e ‘ ! 3 . ’. " lz;1 ‘l
f : L , b
; . 7 & %
% ; = E T . ‘ .
o \
§.\'3 a L F ;
‘ 1%‘5 oy . s )‘ '_ \ ‘ ~\ ' '.,-"‘ ’ o 3 ~ L .'. D s i ; k I ;:

o lv‘



oy

SN ..
R Tt aal DU AT

e SRR I

N s * . . ‘- [
o0 .

:ABSTRACT ; f“ I‘ v e '\.\7““ .|"Y‘v"l\. !..7‘:’; F ) |:'.'- Q_\l . -;i |.t‘. qv'o-- e A

; ACKN#WLEDGEMENTS veeiregeeaiis
'TABLE OF CONTENTS' ¢« «ivvvnfveacis

I . .
!

I

|

:n'af' = TABLE'OF CONTENTS

LIST OF TABLBS tﬁé?-<5
| ST
LIST OF FTGURES .1y vz ovn o

. CHAHTER QNE;h A SOCIOLOGICAL ANALYSIS OF THB

.FISHERMEN!S PROTECTIVE UNION OF

 NEWFOUNDLAND - ‘WHY? . . r. i o0 ,1-~wﬂ
. j" “'_'f;_' FOOTNOTES ;oe’- - 9'-‘1 .l'.".lu -."'.:-- .t."-!"
: CHAPTER TWO. - PARTISA‘\IS

Structures of underdevelopment in Newfoundland

'I s 1. Work organlzatlon on the south west coast
j . ~ | FPU failure in the context of structures of
R ! '_d1rect underdevelopment type ) ) P
! R % , ;-(a) The 1nshore flshery.,i....e ....... ey,
- - : “f(b) The near shore and bank flsherles PR
ﬁfl% 2,‘5The north east coast FPU success in the
- ‘Context of structures of dlrect and 1nd1rect
. Q.underdevelopment .4h..,.,.; ......... e
(a) The lnShOI'e flSher)’ .-’---.i.--..’..ovi;-'_
(b}q The Labrador floater flshery .,.;.J.;Jw
. () The Labr&dor statloner flshery ...... -
,f.,North east coast f&shermen as loggers,;,: ]f
‘ sealers and m1ners Gese aerere aaann ceeai el
.‘. (a) Seallng CIR) u. .0 -.‘one l; LRI Y -‘ -------- N
‘{b) _Logging .. f;;;.n;.e;.;L; ......... R
(c) M1n1ng .Z:;...J:...... ...... e ;}.
'y Patterns of work organlzatlon -on the N
. U north east coast® Conc1u51ons e e
‘/, S ‘, . _' o '
; | | ‘)
: g
“,,,,’ L B 1;.-.-.......5.......',.4--‘.,,7.,..'.... AU SRR T P

43
46 -

15
- 17 ;.'\‘ .
18

26
21
. 31

39

. 53
7
. 60

N
- . ~
Dl T, S




N
X T

g

te o

Y
R
T

8
© A
S

LR LT NI 5,

- C e W
1 1 e ey ey A S S T W

=2

g et it - A

l.v @, : “. e o { . R ,,

3. " Remaining areas: St. John 'S5 Perryland
- -‘and Placentla St. Mary's, St, George Sq.

(a) St, John's...;..'.".‘.....;.......‘..'..‘
(b)- " East coast dlstrlc.ts. Ferryland
Placentla'st Mal‘)’ S....;.,......--q‘

(cj St George's e

-

-q-..lb.\uooo”‘

o/ el I
CODC].USanS .ll‘*‘{""lll...ll._. . nl_--.'- -qtnl.'u‘l’co ;-' :
W FOOTNOTES.,...,...-.‘...‘.....'...vl.
CHAPTER THREE . AUTHORITIES Ceeeaiea e e
. B . ,N )
Part I : Themerchants 1n opp051t10n.,... vl P ‘
Structures of underdevelopment and merchant -
, organuauon. the South~west Coast. covs . ’
“ Structures of dJ.rect and 1nd1rect under-"
- development and. the d1sorgan1zatlon of the
"No,rth east Coast merchant e11te.._.. RS
‘ ( Wholesaler versus retaller. vl .'
(b)\ Large merchant versus large o
' merchant, ..,;;;...-. B L A
’ (c) Large versus 'small exporters...
-  ' : ."Mercannle orgam.zat?on on Concept1on Bay: '
e Carbonear Vgrsus Por de GraVe iveseviue
. ) 'Conclusmns e ceersidaiiawe
/Pii‘t II’ The cle\cal elite .....
‘ Conclusmns *\. cieedennn
o UFOOTNOTES\ . vve v eeis atanevennn
CHAPTER FOUR o CONCLUSION e e e i e

BIBLIOGRAPHY

_'0-.0.-;.00-00"..Q.quo.-au'.o--l.-
“ ' """"' \\ .
Prmary Sources ....

Sec0ndary Sources .................... .

e e S LY s e e o




g,

%

S DI AT T S TSt S R

.v\A

ORI R
FR PR

S e

S

PRI

N

. s .
8 TUT VAR WA

. |.
[ oL b Lo \ . ,
0 ¥ i LAY <. .
- [ U o e ,:..,.—umm)-*.-«.f-nmw‘ B e Y
. . X
: . RTINS \'. -‘., b .
1 . L N . . -
o

" LIST OF. TABLES
TABLB ONE: T Y o
' Selected Stat1st1cs on Newfoundland and the FPU(_ S5

TABLE TWO'

Soc1ety halls in Newfoundland by dlstrlct 1911 37 :
£

The. occupatlon of candldates in the 1913 electlon,

FPU and nonFPU and members of the Leglslatwe C

Counc11, 1913 L e s T e 92

.TABLE THREE: | = « " oo T

‘.

TABLE FOUR: - LT e

Schooner tunnage newly reglstered in St /John s,
©1900-1910, by residents of the South-west’ Coast.. ‘
from Fortune Bay to Port aux Basques by C C
occupat:wn (:m percentages) . R SRY 1 |} S

l
-
b
\
.. "
o
ke e
\ .
. +
I Yo > P L
- s s '
.r “ Yo
. N .,
¢ ! - s
— '
!
o
]
’
. ' . \
8 - . A - L
“ oo . N
- ~ .
o . A i :
v . - BN - . .
" e
! N n ('_- N
B . - ' .
. -
- : .
L :
. - "
. ) N B ) t . . [
LT [ . Lo : Lot PRI el
- PUN . e o . e

— p - - R e e Lt 2 A 0 i 2K

it

Ll
AW

L

1




a, .

FIGURB ONE: - <. h e

: [/
| \"' ,r o , . "
. . L7707 'LIST OF FIGURES

Comes N PRI t ki

Newfoundland eTectoral dlstricts, 1913 and -

Flshemen ] Tradmg Company branch stores,-j S

1917 R T
FTGURE TWO: = e

FPU Jdcals {n 1914 by distrdc (otal: 108) ;.

quma THREE& B

. The relations]up between 1evél of capltal
investment, explo1tat1on at. the point of -
productlpn, and d1ffer1ng structures of

underdevelopment .

FIGURE FOUR: . e s VL
_‘ Export pr1ces per qulntal of drled cod
" FIGURE: FIVE: S
‘ Mean t?nnage o/f sealmg vessels, 1900-1912
R . 1 i ) _' B . ‘-~‘ L.
3

B ’ P “

e

. 1
1 - . . .
.S ‘ L .
) . .
‘ _—
. T
’ . -,
&3
B
.

. .
N N -
+ ' .
IA ‘o'I
# -
A 4 - .
’ - i3
<* - .




e e s et o T < am Lo et ahe g et

X

Py
B J

it r!*-tr:?’z-'-'J

TRy

[

iy AT ST T
N S Y TR X
A
.-
.

T

MR YR

Y 3 L
' -

i

P -
i A RS
).

h THE FISHERMEN'S PROTECTIVE UNION ) NEWFOUNDLAND - WHY?'

,struggle agamst exp101tat10n and poli.tlcal dommatlon by

' -polrtxcal econonuc, and soc1a1 power.- A strlng of Umon

: document. _" 1f carned mto practlce m 1ts entn‘ety 1t

3 . . : .,"‘:: | \u- - "I. i “".‘..v ‘
.‘ . . ::; ) ' B ".. . . - CHAPTBR' O'NE\‘ ﬂ ..'v ’ l_-.,\g '.. ,".‘I:" :.', ‘
4 SOCIOLOGICAL ANALYS SOF - R

g
u. PR -w.‘ . .‘ . -

RS : \

After a century of 1neffectua1 and atomized

P
v

',:the local merchant class. 'Newfoundland flshermen orgamzed
‘A’~_‘.the P1shermen s Protecti\xe—-l}mon (FPU)\ 1;n 1908. Dunng‘the
| éra-of the’ ppu, from 1908-1925, /they achieved unprecedented

“'of a system of fxshermen-owned stores 111 an attack on

J‘tradltlonal f1shermen-merchant relatlons. : The same locals " :

",

lprOV1ded the bas:l.s for direct part1c1pat10n 1n the nat1ona1

',.of the FPU "was rlghtly haxled.. .as a revolut1onary

would undoubtedly have tran.sformed the sdcm economlc '{{, ‘

»‘structure of. Newfoundland" (Noel 1971 98) - T]us pohtlcal
';manlfesto demanded prenously unheard of changes , such as e
‘,govermnent regulation of the f:.sh expoz:t trade elected

_road boards, and éxtenswe 1mpm\rements 1n the areas of

- Q

"educatmn, old age penszons. ‘and workmg condztlons. The

( o

_"Unlon candldates won seats imakmg them the most powerful
party in: the Opposu::l.on (Noel 1&71 114) In thg 1919

_._electmn, the FPufé’l'ecewed more votes than any other party

: i s . . s_ ",_.f" R
R ' . [ :
’ e LT * . "'r'j‘ . ‘o ld
e, ‘ - ’ ]
- R . .
m o )

,‘«._ .

‘p011t1cs of Newfoundland The 1912 'Bonav1sta Platform' T

el

-~

S locals formed the orgamzat;onal bas1s for the constructlon

' -

o outcome was an elect:l.on 1n 1913 in whxch elght of the nlne
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Lfﬁfufonjthe 1sland (Graesser, '1977: 17 20) ’ ; ﬂ;i ;ehcf.c;fg - ﬁ,ﬂf'crﬂ

.~
v
-«

?;fi.ﬁ'i?f:H. Desplte a peak membershlp of 20 000 men gathered

wroen e T L ,AwJ' 3

o ‘.'”..LfAEEt:ln ‘over, 200 locals, a- newspaper w1th up to 9, 000 subscrlbers'zﬁ. ‘ i

. ihejv”iand its: own company.w1th 31. branch stores ‘by. 1919 the” _Yiﬂ»' ?_ ?
'"ﬁfﬁxv;:hlfﬁu Flshermen 's ﬁrq;;ctlve Un1on was ‘never able to transcend\‘ .Li;flwﬂl ?,

%, ‘7;’ﬂ-;i:ﬁft the xeglonal ba51s of 1ts support (Coaker, 1930 57 173 88) ' ':E%:?

1 L4

~,i£, o L_:,,Z“ North east coast flshermen and 1oggers were mob1112ed W1th

o Y e

'

e e relatlve ease and formed the backbone of the Unlonn.-h

Taa N I

>

H ‘ .(" w ot

"g”;,f'uf-zj South west coast flshermen however, were never organlzed N

BT s ra A) Al e e e SN gt s

. e ﬁ'i- Wi hln.the hlstory of. the FPU. If we look at Flgures One :Q
";;ﬂ'fr,* i’ And Two and Table One, 1t 1s cLear that the movement was

j;i“{}_”i strongest 1n the dlstrlcts of Tzunlty, BonaV1sta, Fogo,

-
el
I
Lot .
)‘f:;“ '__' __‘.'..'. ::':
. ".“, LT * N - .

il

fifhs‘ltf.'::} Tw1111ngate, St Barbe s° Bay de Verde*and Port de Grave.

_ ":ﬁ; ‘:?:;;;:; It was weakesr 1n Burgeo La. P011e,_5t George s, Ferryland,lr::iﬂﬁfi;%i

EL ' "'ii.?ﬁi:, Placehtla St. Mary s, Carbonear,'St. John s East and West;lil§fgﬁgﬁ l%f

: ii.;~;va Y:%'ﬂ; ané Fortune Burln.' The central concern'oflthle ana1y51s "f? o :?I
,1xi%.;h;f ;A s to‘attempt ;o explarn rhe factors respon51bie for thls; o “E
;Qh%yr};;v L petrern)of success ann_fallnre: o _1:: . U“ . . ﬂ;' :""&;: 'j

. Af”?. ) '7j4'ﬂ H1§%or1ans and pol tlcal sc1ent15ts are well it "{ﬁwh;“;,féﬂ

o B2 A
x
.
-

- '_ill'éf;;",iaware of. the uneven success;‘xperlenced by’Whe FPUY R y
-:_ gl:d “',' : I\.However, to date thev have relled on ad hoc explanat1onsl 'E;ff‘uf; '%l
,;*% “'Q;Vlﬁij{?' for 1t. Amoné the factors Wthh such explanetlons v;;h*%ih;ﬁ; vU‘fr&
X 5é%igfﬁjﬂg'{”cﬁi.lempha51ze is the role the dynamlc leadershlp of Slr T -v . .'Z?
;%;:; 3;:;& ?l:_f:.W11113m Coaker nlayed in Creatlng the movement and .Q‘f;"‘ | Q' ;
fijéjkf'%;;'t‘;-. determrnlng 1ts dlstrlbutlon. The charlsmatlc“qualltlee'm T'" 'h' :
*',;f}':%ff';1; s of thls one man led John Feltham to. wrlte that "the “'t;ffl“:%u,# It
T . RN : S . . s ;
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in most. dist:rict:s in 1914 3
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— 1913 Elutotal Districts,
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Figures in brackets represent
number of,, FPU unfon locals ¢
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S AT : Selected Statlstlcs .on Newfoundland and the FP
S ‘ - - . . ‘ - "i’\ . - .
‘ CE "liﬂij'¥~*Rat10 of Roman ' ﬁ C ffiFPUjmémbership '
_Constituency . - - -~ Catholigs -to j S .FPU vote, as. % of reg. -
IR e Protestants, $911-” () 1913 " -voters, 1913

f o
: i

. St. John's East . B 1.06 S N B R 57\}
© 'St. ‘John's West . - . "1.02 0.0 -7~ 7 Ak T
& .- . Harbour Main . S 203300 IR ¢ Y ) B :""f.—t?* .
.. Port-de Grave Poso oo 0035 L - UEBLs o T T AL
Harbour Grace . -~ oo 0426 00 7 L 0L0 L - t23.1.
-Carbonear -~ ' SO T 0034 T 0 L 0.0 LT kR
.~ Bay de Verde . .- .-, .. .0.29 i T 25.1% 0 T 59.9 . -
© Trinity - T T 0.080 0 T 37015 . 65.0
BOnaVISta . " e . “'. . ’\ ’ 0-16 O 2 . NE 68-6 PR Y 64 2 )
“. iFogo: = Lo 016 T T 692 T 3.2
© Twillingate’ - e ete e 06X20 7 e 32080 .. 67.9
St Barbe' - . - . .c o 0.300 0 o Te0l0 o T3ETL4
St. George ~ . . . ' il - 1.58° 0. .. oL AR ’
' 0 . S k% " . :
‘Burin- 7 .. oL ';‘0 53 - 7 . ST .OQ\f &;}ﬂ L R
0.0 o L RE o
0 R

0
0
Fortune % ~,'- e . 0.28 - - .- D
4]
0.0 - . ‘
0.0% - . k%

'~Ferry1and oo e ﬂ,f‘f 36 62 ‘
,~*_ : Three party contests : o ' -
_RR Membershlp in these constltuencles was 1n51gn1f1cant--a total of only 30

xan ‘About a'third of the Labrador fishery -'stationers’ from these constituen

~(i.e., women -and ch11dren) In other const1tuenc1es this. percentage was
(1 e.s less than 1%). See (Staveley, 1973) "o L., , ,

. Sources'  (Coaker; 1930:64; Census’ of Newfoundland 1911' iablé;i, 496-8
: E Table IV 302 Graesser, 1977 17 19) : , S
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: TABLE ONE f‘” S
ected Statlstlcs on- Newfoundland and’ the FPU

B /|
A “

Romén ‘ ,3j5; ‘e' e FPU membershlp ,persons employed in: Labrador
" .fishery and.logging, 1911,

-“to. ' .. ..% FPU voté,ﬁa as. %, 0f Teg.
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nts, 1911 ° ' 71913 voters, 1913

o .
e

0 "‘;f?*.
0 L

0 . k% -
5 . 4157

o o a3
0 L

1

6

« L

e

T i'it "
‘5"59 9. L C
65,0 7 T

CLW W

1675 L O 0% S

16" ° L. 69v2 0 L. 73,2 i
Lo e 67,9

LT 37.4

Ckk

N
(=]
a4

ncies was 1n51gn1f1cant--a total ‘of only 300

as % of reg. voters,

0.0
°:0¢3'

1401

66. 3***5

. 48. Q%

77. 2*** .

fishery 'stationers' from these const1tuenc1es .were~ non voters
In other const1tuenc1es thls percentage ‘was’ 1n51gn1f1cant ‘

taveley, 1973)
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C
' factor whlch contrlbuted most to . the prec1p1tous growth of
ool the FPU was the herculean efforts and demagoglc appeal of:

_,the founder" (1959.27).‘ "A more recentraccount 1s~51m11ar
e ‘¢~1n 1ts emphasls. L o B T
' Compelled by ‘his: cause, Coaker set.out
“to place liis ideas before:the masses...As
‘ < a young .:reporter, Joseph Smallwood, was
s later to -describe. the experience- of
o listening to. Coaker: 'His manner of
I ; ' speaking is intense and.passionate,. and
. -~ forceful and direct; he hits. hard...words
S pour out of him. 11ke a torrent, rushing,..

S o ' . “ -streaming, témpestuous.. /What-Coaker told
e, - ' ~the’ fishermen was .that they must have a . " .
: : "+ ..+ union - a Fishermen's Protective Union -

: . if their rlghts were to be secured. . They
T, " . .agreed and the’ ‘movement’ expanded rapldly
‘ a - f(McDonald n. d2.18)

’

,“ ; .Coaker receives- much of the credlt for tne
formatlon and dlstrlbutlon of the movement 1n McDonald'

work and also a great deal of the respon51b111ty for - 1ts ;

"'1 : o o eventual fallure McDonaldvsuggests that after 1919, when. B

. ‘1the FPU most needed an "1nfu51on of”enthu51asm and
reformlng energy such as’ Coaker had prov;ded at its

' 1nceptlon" the leader S age, heavy respon51b111t1es and«

AThus McDonald,contlnues "w1th no’ younger Coaker

forthcomlng, the V1510n on wh1ch the movement had been .

« ‘1n1t1ated faded and never thereafter regalned its former .

o c e

ﬂclarlty and power" (1971 331) Re11ance on the- great
" man theory of hlstoxy prompts the latter hlstorlan to L

L '.t o account for the fallure of’ the FPU to spread to the'\j

. south west coast pr1mar11y by Coaker s 1nab111ty toA C

-
o .

o moe et

e

3'poor health kept h1m from beconlng such-a mot1vat1ng force.;.'
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e coordlnate all of has work on the north east coast and v151t

»

' thls other reglon as well It is 1mp11ed that if he had
o v151ted the south “west coast, the pattern of FPU success |

and fallure would have been transformed 5 = R S

"

Slnce Plekhanov (1895 repr. 1972) many.. soc1a1 '

. thlnkers have v1ewed as m1sgu1ded those 1nte11ec 1s and

\

'7wou1d be leaders who belleve they need but go forth and -
Q'barouse the masses’ thereafter mouldlng them as they deslre.'f
Lo "‘ The. . great an theory of hlstory' w1th 1t$ 1nord1nate

’rellance on the charlsmatlc qualltles of leaders tends to

.
Lot . Vo

’ / -
. 1gnore the social context 1n whlch such leaders act in
. - f ‘
gexplalnlng the development of soc1a1 movements. As

2suggested*by bne author,,”...wh11e there are plenty of

"-people w1th messages, these must be relevant to soc1a1

l/groups before th?y begln to be recelved and become the ”'.,i
. // ba51s for. action": (Fr1ed1and 1969 :248) . Authors of ;
e\?/éftv;. 'hlstory from below carry thls cr1t1c1$m even further.:':'
- f . Not- only must masses be receptlve to the message of the1r '

- potentlal leader but other factors are also 1mportant 1n

’ .
'

determlnlng whethervor-not a=susta1ned movement emerges; .

- Ut11121ng Marxlan 1deas in thelr approach to SOClal K
T%movements such authors as Geonges Rude, hrlc Hobsbawm, )
Albert ‘Soboul: and Charles Tilly '"share the assumptlon th&tﬁﬁ
'the soc1al base the organlzatlonal form the prlor c1a1msy
,f” ' !r.'nf‘and grlevances the present. mob111zatlon of the ordlnary

factors in p011t1ca1 confllcts prOV1de a maJor part of the

C . o . . . P . €
@ . L0 . .

T T TSt b otk (vt hedipatoy AR D L Braattiond et -t 07 s oot e an b
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i e

‘ explanatxon of thelr actzons“ (Tllly, 1975 273 4) Inherent

"1n thlS approach is an attempt to Shlft attentlon away from

,*movements m&th the result that it 1s ‘10 longer necessary
. to v1ew-the‘FPU, or any other movement,‘as an h;storlcal, S S
‘.anomaly made p0551b1e by an accident - of fater the presence

' of a charlsmatlc Ieader in the rlght place at the rlght,"
:(page 6), what would ‘have happened if; the flshermen hadh:
. not agreed with Coaker or, even more 1mportantly, they had
‘lwbeen unable to organlze 1n hlS support7
'-.portray Newfoundland flshermen as_ a fundamentally'homogeneous
. group w1th the same soc1o economlc 1nterp§ts. These men .

;apparently had an 1dent1ca1 ab111ty to organlze a radlcal -

”‘nostlle sentlment toWard the merchant class in’ some reglons ’

11m1ted the dlstrlbutlon of - the FPU. The ad hoc nature of

‘dlfflcult to assess the role such characterlstlcs played-:

replace the explanat1ons of preV1ous authors for the"

.

'the 1eadersh1p and onto the W1der membersh1p 1n soc1a1

ta

$

' ftlme. To return to the quote from McDonald c1ted above»‘ S ‘-Tf

N

'

Prev1ous accounts of the FPU have tended to

o

3

movement but the absence of a 1eader to . crystalllze

these explanatlons means that on the llmlted occa51ons

when reference ‘is . made to spec1f1c character1st1cs of -

st B

.

i
PR AR NP SR OIRECE

¥

flshermen in one reglon as 1n Noel (1971 91 2), ‘the absence ?ﬁb C {d

of comparable 1nformat10n for other reglons makes 1t

in determlnlng the d1str1but10n of the FPU

3 LT

_.The - ana1y51s whlch follows is an attempt to-

\ S

s
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1fboth as the consequence of solzdarlty and as the very -

'.ireglonal dlstr1but10n of the FPU by a theoretlcally

informed analysns.. An 1nvest1gatﬂ§n wh1ch flts most

i;comfortably 1nto the school of thought descr1bed as

,’hlstory from below' 1t employs a theoret1ca1 framework

\

based .on a conceptlon of soc1al movements -as struggles

for power: between potent1a1 partlsans and authorltles.é'

7from MarX1sm the’ framework focuses on the structural

kdetermlnants of power.' ThlS permlts the study to av01d

, the - temptatlon "to con51der ‘the development of protest

B}

i

,'ev1dence of solldarlty" (Tllly, 1975 8) ‘ The three

structural determlnants of power are understood to be
. ?! .

ﬂg) tne 51ze of the group, (b) its level of soc1a1

Based on the confllct theory of soc1a1 movements derlved ﬂ—/'

organlzatlon and (c) access to Tesources (Blerstedt 1974;

Brym,|1977)

b

leferences 1n the 51ze of soc1a1 groups has

been shown to affect p011t1ca1 behav1our and 1deology

\ ‘ Lt

(Brym 1978b 64- 72 77) However the 51ze of a- group

ev1dent in 51tuat10ns wnere a small mlnorlty controls ‘a

>

maJorlty . Organﬁiatlon also confers power on-a. group by

1ncre351ng its po entlal to engage in concerted actlon
£

‘ _agalnst a collect1ve opponent. ;0ne further determ1nant of

power 1s the degree to wh1ch a group has access to

coerc1ve, f1nanc1a1 and leadershlp resources wh1ch among

"\4

‘ 1s by no means the 51ng1e determlnant of 1ts power as is =’

/ o

e
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q\)ther\thmgs, affects the ablllty of a communlty to 1mpose b .
"i‘sanctlons on its members (Oberschall 1973 115 7) n M
example.whlch hlghllghts the 1mportance of access to ' ,3‘“.;

*“resources 1s the 1ncrease in worker unrest that occurs

: kx )
‘\’dur1ng perlods of economit expan51on. Workers clearly
\ :

outnumber manegement and unlonlzatlon often precedes the R

'developuent of prolonged worker unrest However, the-f'

~ . e

:1ncrease i the ablllty of workers to control -access to’

' gg'thelr one resource thelr own Tabour, durlng perlods of I

' economlc expan51on, ralses the overall power of workers. SR J

" This 1s &eflected in. an 1ncrease in strlkes and other forms B \/

_ B _ _ .\\ .
of unrest (see Bouv1er, 1964 Hobsbawm 1952; and ST AN
. - . . - - . : /:

:Smlth 1972) Y &

L ' .
! Thls study focuses on reglonal varlatlons 1n the - o

gnlevel Oflorganlzatlon of. Partlsans and authorltles in. . »

.accountlng for the‘dlstrlbutlon of the-FPU ThlS is not’
"-meant to,1mp1y that other determlnants of pOWer were"'

unlmportant ééwever, in the case of Newfoundland

- s4': because flshermen made up a maJorlty of ‘the populatlon 1n

‘almost all reglons of the 1sland reg1ona1 varlatlons ln
'the 31ze of thlS group are unllkely to have been.a maJor

-factor affectlng FPU success and fallure. Access to
- ., /o v
‘”._fresources was,'novdoubt very sxgnlflcant but prev1ous

,

_studles have tended to over emph351ze the role of

A

1eadersh1p resources and it 1s, in part to offset thls

. i v
¢

wtendency that the present account focuses on 1eve1 of

Coas
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"~structural determlnants of power dlffers substantlally

.. of grou‘s, and . the experxence of“'anomle' 8'but it

P

foc1al organlzatlon 7

A theoret1ca1 framework Wthh focuses on the

from that employed in the 'soc1al dlsorgan1zat1on ‘and |
'relatlve deprlvatlon' analyses of social movements (see,

for example, Smelser, 1962 -and Gurr, 1970) " An

L

whlch attrlbutes it to the 'chaos‘ whlch characterlzed the

Newfoundland flSh ‘trade durlng thlS perlod and the "seeds f
of dlstrust anger and frustratlon" th1s sowed among —
flshermen beiongs to thlS 1atter scnool of thought

(McDonald . m.d.:13- 14) 4 In contrast the framework

A

\«ut111zed here recognlzes that structural change may result

1n the dlstlntegratlon of old alllances, the fragmentatlon
i

r . .
such change to be only 1nd1rectly assoc1ated

cons1der

. w1th the el ergence of 1nC1dents of colleétlve behav1our

(Tllly, 1975 244) The framework 1mp11es 1nstead that '

soc1a1 movements are more llkely to ocgur: among grOUps
A

whlch are 1ncrea 1ng thelr level of organlzatlon and

t

sol1dar1ty than among 1nd1v1duals marglnallzed by the

. explanatlon for the rapld growth of the FPU after 1900 ﬁrf'

process of-structural change (Oberschall 1973 Brym 1978b};

-In employlng a confllct theory of soc1a1 movements for the

; -~

ana1y31s of factors respon51b1e for regional varlatlons

'..1n the'strength of the FPU attentlon is focused not on'

psychologlcal states of mlnd but rather the "llnes 95".“

: e f’é
4 . . .
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‘ cleavageiand'solidar'

y 1n a soc1ety, in the bases and ’gf
dlstrlbutlon of power". Tllly, 1964 20) ' , :

\\ : Flnally, un11 e prev1OUS accounts, the thes1s 15 RN j'“
\essent1£lly comparatlve n its approach Power‘ . .
relat10nsh1ps between po entlal partlsans of the FPU and RS

4 o
‘.,’. ¢ .

those group\\host11e to the movement are 1nvest1gated not

where it was nog As suggested by Tllly (1975 12) P

'J : [A]n explanatlon of protest rebelllon, or

" collectivewiolence "that cannot account for R

~its absence\{s no-explanation at all; an- e

~explanation. based only on cases where P T )
'.somethlng happened is ‘quite likely -to AV K
attribute 1mportance to ‘conditions which = - '

. . are QXtually qulte common 1n cases where » S
E '*j,;4flpnoth g happened \\_.. T L

T
A o SR Y

LI

1'&‘9, Aesystemat1c ana1y51s of the structural fdctors respon51b1e -""p.‘

) s . I v, u j"%
3-for the pattern of success and fallure of the FPU durlng, Do . v/

bR the 19105 and 19205 seeks to &eet the challenge of this - ?"'_‘{
N e

N L e
theoretlcal de51derata. . -,\\ K ST

Thus, ln response to the question posed at the o

h .“’v beglnnlng of thls chapter a ‘oc1olog1ca1 ana1y51s of the
TR

“.AFPU should prove Valuable 1nde,d Ih\the first place, - fll oo

understood Second 1n contrast o other analyses of

Bmaein Yt b 4

Ce T ?...' y .-
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. Two focuses on regaonal varlatlons in the level of

~,‘where support was uneven. A fourth concluding chapter is -

.d ' - ) \ L ) .4 . ,Y , ‘ ‘ 1.‘,-‘ “- : '. ‘ ‘g(

dlstrlbutlon of the movement. ~.Such an investigation should‘

N ) 'y
demonstrate the,value of focu51ng upon

'

structural rather

i

oglcal varlables, such .as relatlve deprlvatlon,

1n explalnxng 1nc1dents of class struggle..ifé?;

r The organlzatlon of the the51s 1s relatlvely

¥

‘simﬁié.. Data ane d1v1ded‘into two chapters. Chapter ”

: organlzatlon of potentlal_g¥rt1sans of the ‘FPU’ 1nc1ud1ng

flshermen, loggens, sealers and urban workers., Chapter d'
/

Three 15 conqerned w1th reglonal varlatlﬂhs 1n the level

2

m,,of organ1zat1on Qf\authorltles, that 1s= the clerlcal an&

merchant ellteségho opposed the movement Chapter Two -
[

deals perarlly W1th the relatlonshlp between structures of

‘ underdevelopment@and reg1ona1 var1at1ons 1n patterns of

o,

work organlzatlon.. The dlscu551on of merchant ellte'

2y

o~

1n Chapter Three p051ts a p0551b1e 11nk between structures T

: of underdevelopment and d1fferent degrees of 1ntermercant11e

competltlon. In some cases, 1nformat10n is prov1ded ,*

a11 reglons of the 1sland o However, the the51s concentrates

/

on exp1a1n1ng the - pattern of support for the FPU 1n four
parts of . Newfoundland These are gl) the centre of FPU
strength along the north east coast r(Z) the south west

coast where the Unlon falled

<

(3) the east coast dlstrlcts

\

from St. John around to Placentla St Mary s where UnLon

“.locals were closed down, (4) Carbonear and Port de Grave

e

RO

Ty
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iFor a descrlptlon of bhe Bonav1sta Platform see R
R {Coaker (1930 44 63) 4:H$ o D ”_:q. C
L fi:;:Feltham lists one ‘store each in theConceptloxlnay R b
. - jdlstrlcts of Harbour Main," Port de Grave, -Harbour " - e e
E N .- I‘Grace, Carbonear 'and. Bay .de.Verde for 1917 (1959:166- 7) :V'Sg

CE T T Héwever, the store-.in Carbontar was supposedly . located e
SRR . .;.;.. . in’Salmon €ove and an interview with an old retired: v,‘T,.{_fA\J .
R fishermen - from.that communlty faLled to produce any - ' )

;“é;,l;;fﬁi SN “:“?reference to 1t.”, lih, ./2 ‘ o i "f,;"" |
A Dl a3 "The number’ ofllocals llsted totals 188: Accordlng to I :1%
e TE T Coaker [ there wére. 18 0thers distributed in the . . i 'r“tﬁJhigﬂq
‘ SRR SO n,_remalnlng d15tr1cts to make a total of 206 in 1914. 1,' ‘;J AR

_-Although McDonald by nQ .meadrns attrlbutes the decllne @f L
"the FPU entirely:- to Coaker, it is clear :that'al lack. of oy
'[dynamlc leadership is seen as\playlng a maJor role in . ¢“'.$“
.-J-preventlng the. movement .from- overcoming" varlous adverse :

" pollflcal and economlc developments.‘_ e v Vo

‘( .

Becaus'e hlS explanatlon for the fallure of the FPU om" - - 7
.&the 'southwest coast is ad*hoc, ‘McDonald never clar1f1e5*

his’ argument., However, he im 1mp11es that -this region

~differed from the’ north east coast only in that Coaker
“.‘never visited it and hence was unable to ‘pour. - T
sustained organizational energy into it. “The 1mp11cat10n
“is that if Coaker had. been able to.do ‘this,. ‘the Union/.
could. have - been strong on the south-west. coast as well.%_ Do -
See . his’, discussion.of the’ organization, of Union.lgecals % - .5 |
Sin the ‘districts of Fortune and Burin -and. his summary: = ©
and explanation for the: outcome of the 1919 elettion
‘in which. he suggests that support for the FPU was <.
.very strong among south- west coast fishermen - IS EUEL R I
(1971 134£;°202-3). e S ..,.:_:.;” S R e

e oo . .
R T e O NN

‘--1.7

. The concepts

frbm Garis'on; .

partlsan' and 'authorltles' are taken ', ..

He' defines.. authorltles as-"those who,

. for any given social 'system, make blndlng decisions - .-
in that:system'.. . Partisans arethat segment of- the_.ﬁf,;,v*a‘
populatlon who - are’affected by decisions-ina ... .. - b
~'significant .way" and who are 'targets of soc1a1 LD Ty
cqntrol' (1968 21 32 36) L S “,,=_:QQA”3g,m~.E_‘ :

When 1nformat10n about access to reésources is’ avallablef~g;;
~.and: con51dered relevant ‘to the ongoing dlscussaon it 1shf‘ BN :
“introduced. However, differences in“~level of .7 ST e iy
organlzation remalns the central explanatory varlable.‘”jsﬁ“‘ : i




,,.‘.-.

One need only refer to Frank Underhlll s comment that .
las:fdr, thé Maritimes, nothing, 9f ;course; ‘ever happens
down.there! - "(1968:63), .in order ‘toi-recognize: how much -
the Cand’dlan Atlantic"regzlon is understudled

) work°~ of James. ¢ Sacouman.
1,979 107 126) iRy

a-(.-m&w—\w?u&.«vu. -\ n '.‘V‘.
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. T o The P:Lshermen s Protectlve Unlon garnered most of

'elts support from flshermen along the/north east coast of

L

W
.:‘g N
7
2
a4
X
3
.
i
B3
&
~
. ‘,'
-
b
N
-3,

: .:Newfoundland An. the dlS‘tI‘lCtS of St Barbe, Tw11],1ngate, ; | ’
:"‘.‘ . 1 '.'[Fogo, Trlnltyh Bay de Verde and Port de Grave ’ ThlS fact 1s .
T “'.demonstrated whether We measure FPU support by the. dlstnbutlon' ; :
| ’ ':-‘._of FPU stores (Flgure One, pcs 3), FPU unlon locals (Flgure Two,
: ‘f-P 4) ; of by membershlp in the FPU ds a percentage of" voters N 3
{ _'-'1n the 1913 electlon (Table One, p ).,' The movement was 'I;-.; "-'1 ;
’ " mden” less successful in the dlstrlcts of: Ferryland and" ,}l

Vo _'Placentla St. Mary sy in Carbonear in. St.‘ John 'S’ and in tne PR J

FEU
. /‘,,,'-\.,.-.;

‘.A"-_d1str1cts of Fortune, Burln and Burgeo La P011e along the " )

PR NS
et 7.‘:; v

¥ 7:.‘; ' 'sputh-west coast ’ It was also not 'very strong ,1n the d1str1ct

o T vof St George s on the west coast. S T

a o ‘ . . o 3 SRR é
v Prevmus authors have noted that flshermen on the Sl

‘."_north east coast were engaged 1n a type of work organlzatlon

u

. o - LY, ST,
~.ag,3§3\gt-‘ﬁf_-ﬁ(- R
-

that fac111tated the spread of(the FPU (Feltham,- 1959 27 9, S

LA R A

Noel 197]e 91 4 McDonald 1971 55 6 and Gaffney, 1977)

AIHowever, a con51stent,' theoret1ca11y informed ana1y51s of the :

PR SN

/)‘ . role -of worL organlzatlon in’ determmmg the dlstrlbutlon of

-

‘lﬁthe FPU has never been carrled out. In thls lnvesﬂlgatlon,‘ {
/ -:'f..i., "_work organlzatmn is understood as proud:.ng the ba51s for the
: f‘.organlzatlon of partlsfans._ Patterns of work organlzatmn in. L, v '

.-, all reglons of Newfoundland 1n _the .flsherx-,; logglng, _sea‘llng,r:"

-~
Lo oo .t
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O and mJ.nmg 1ndustr1es -as’ well -as the urban 1ndUStr1es of

TR 3% R, St. John s, are 1nvest1gated and compared A comparat:we
LT : :':’study of work organl'zat:l.on 1n the flshery :m various. reglonsl‘f
: o o of the 1sland 15 made p0551b1e by enthropologlcal
) ; IR 1nvest1gat10ns that are’ now avallable. . Prlor to descr1b1ng A /
. - :':': '; regmnal var1atlons 1n patterns of work organlzatlon an S .
\ ;;.'.:‘_ ' : explanatlon for such varlatlons 15 outllned based on dlffer:mg
. . - 1) structures of underdevelopment in: Newfoundland at the RN
R R - | beglnm?ng of the Twentleth century ‘ - \ .
‘ . : “Structu-f.es‘fo:fi ’uhd'e'r-deveiopnie'nt‘ in Ne'wfoulrdjl_a'ﬁd;' v
. ;{': . R o Recent research.on movements of dlrect producers in
g . i the Atlantlc reglon has suggested that a relatlo‘nshlp exlsts
..t ) between the emergence and dlstrlbutlon of such movements andl |
B k - the type of capltallst underdevelopment wh1ch predomlnates«
' ' "’ ~in a partlcular reglon (see Brym and-. Sacou.man, 1979) Thls
‘ - ;."‘ " research is based on the premlse that cap:.ta/lz.st under-»
- %, , “’-'development Just’ 11ke\ capltallst development -is unieven. ‘As N
i “ " a result producers 1n underdeveloped reglons are freduently '
i L

malntalned 1n several modes of production. Flne has recently

suggested that per1phera1 areas’ m the capltalxst system are

8

faced mth ...obstacles to the tran51t1¢n both from -

'“pre capltallst to cap\ltallst relatlons of productlon and from
.- \'“a“formal to - a real subsumptlon of 1abour to capltal “As a

e Lo -;_consequence, he argues, Qhere emerges "an artlculatlon w1th1n v

) .the per1phera1 formatlon of dlfferent modes of productlon,
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.‘_eac‘h formed at a dlfferent stage "of. development, each

0y

e ',artlculated 1n turn w1th external fractlons of capltal" ":'7

o

N

- Y

. - (1978 94) ,The co- exlstence of petty commodlty productlon, '

‘.,.subs1stenc;e productlon and capltallst productlon, W1th the '

dlffenng patterns of work organlzatlon and levels of
: solldarlty Wthh these 1nv01ve, prov1des the ba51s for an
examlnatlon of r@glonal varlatlons in. the dlstrlbutton o:E

'f'producer movements such ag the FPU

e
ol

In analyz:.ng the way ‘in whlch fragments of cap1tal

(S

R ‘artlculate w1th dlfferent modes of productlon 1n under-

SNSRI developed areas, it 'is enlxghtenlng to dlStlngUISh between SRR

4,

L Ceerdh w4
PR IHAR TR MR

-'_.lfour 1deal types of capltallst underdevelopment. )

(1) 1nd1rect/subs1stence' (2) 1nd1rect/commerc1al, ,(3) d1rect/

- SOR L
R BRI IO
22 "

':' f B ;I'underdevelciplwent type I, and (4) dn‘ect underdevelopment
r ;"type II (Refer to. Flgure anee) The flrst two of. these can
s _.-‘be defmed 1n the followmg/way oL ~ '. L
‘:' ’ L . Indlrect/subs:Lstence capltallst under-.. TR ,«

. .. .t 07 development referls ‘to the mainterance . . - ¢ et vl
Cwh.o Lo e 2w of surplus pools of independent petty . . it el
X irest . primary producers engaged mainly in S

N\

Yoo~ . ... .. ... subsistence (i.e.’ non-market)

S ot o 0w 7 production. . Indirect/commercial : P . .

ER L T R jcapltallst underdevelopment refers to 2 A
Gide ’ R ‘the 1nvestment of . capltal--by both - = :
R w7 s . - petty producers (in means of production). - TR

. Jvo.. -+ ‘and large capitalists . (in the realms’ of
S I ,.transportatlon, marketing, and Supply)-< . iiil oo
A . .0 7+ for purposes of extracting cheap raw T
7 10 ‘materials from underdeveloped. regions Uit gt L U

e and -surplus vaiue from the diréct .
D T producers., Approprlatlon of surplus 4 L .
o © . ..occurs mainly through mechanisms of . - .0~ T Sar T
. +unequal exchange. means of productlon B

L ... are sold high, the commodity produced ' . .. ——.% -k T
Heoloaw o 0 U disisoldlow. .The ‘unit of productiom™T DT B
R R ER ’15 typlcally the household.. . (Brym, 1979: 64) IR
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‘T}‘xe'i'e.fof:'e , st't{xeturee of 1nd1rect underdevelopment are based
on mechanlsms of unequal exchange, the means of productlon
and direct control over proﬂuctlon are left in the hands.

.of petty producers. ‘ ‘ _ ‘ _

. / : A L Indlrect underdevelopment is dlstlngulshed from
e B dlrect underdevelopment in the folloiung way ' D1rect

capltallst underdevelopment type I 1s the expropnat:l.on of

L ’. surplus Value by means of control _over the means of

'productlon and 1nvolves capltallst wage labour relatlons of -

- &

pr(o.du'cuqn. A perfect examplg, is’ the pwuersh‘lp and operat;on.

7 L

u S 3 of a 'lai‘ge min‘ei Direet capitaliet uudei'ldeveloﬁme'nt type II
B I -'..1nvolves ‘a comb1nat1on of the’ petty commodlty and capltallst
J T "modes of productlon, ' Large cap1ta11sts 1nvest suf£1c1ent ',~'t ‘.
| B capltal at the pomt of productlon to permlt them to i _
- - monopollze a portlon of the product (1n th1s ‘way 1t d1ffers
s ‘.;from ~1nd1rect/commerc:Lal underdevelopment) Pett-y _

’, productlon per51sts Petty producers are not exproprlated
S but Tather malntamed actmg as a Teserve army of labour, ,_a“' L

mechanlsm for depre551ng Wages 1n the cap1ta115t sector, and

o : . : -
ST a source of surplus product avallable durlng perlods of hlgh

'dema;nd (Brym, 1979 Sacouman 1980 16) o .f_"

ENCEE S The early twentleth century m Scotla flshery wo

o

Vi eha e T e Tyt e

* S "prov:.des a good example of d1rect cap1ta11st underdevelopment :

1

w0 gperr:
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. [W]hlle fish: productlon remalned throughout
© " the late nipeteenth apd ‘early twentieth
T F'rzggcenturles even less: capitalized than
o -agriculture, it was faced with direct o
- .. destruction by externally owned, vertlcally -
© . .. integrated fish corporatlons--flrms that
"employed labour on trawlers, bought fish
from 1ndependents, and .sold gemm and other
“ provisions to the 1ndependents
(Sacouman, 1979 117)

~

I . . . AL
A portlon of productlon was controlled by large capltallsts

“on whom petty producers depended for access to markets and -

zrequ1rements for pfoductlon ThlS comblned w1th problems

of overproductlon and loss” of markets to pose ‘a dlrect

threat to the v1ab111ty of the small boat 1nshore flshery

'1n Eastern Nova Scot;a In response, these flshermen played

‘an important role in the emergence of the Antlgonlsh Move—
1

Because <tru;tures of d1rect underdevelopment types

I and II norfally concentrate producers 1n large unlts of

productlop and because they can produce the sem1-

proletarlanlzatlon and/or 1nqreased 1ndebtedness of petty

producers, hlghel levels of organlzatlon and 1ncreased
i -

solldarlty may re<u1t In other words, =
[1]n developlng the social’ character of
production, capitalist accumulation
: progre551vely deprives the individual
‘workers of any method of pgoduc1ng the.
- . necessary means-‘for their -existence LN
* outside of theproductzve appardtus . . .
controlled by capital...From the ashes - :
of the individual bargaining power of | .
workers tliere is born the collective- '
. power of labour. ‘The concentration and e
. centralization®of capital also .- . o
concentrates: and centralizes: the worklng‘
o . class developing its. solldarlty
(Arr1qh1, 1078 7)

"o
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. Under structures of 1nd1rect underdevelopment on t\he other .
‘hand, Ain partlcular w1th1n 1nd1rect/subs1stence under- S ) g

development, producers are atom1zed in small units of” S

- productlon.. Petty pmducers subJ éct to surplus appropnatmn

for scarce TESOUrces. As a consequence, 1t is probable that

- collective res:.stance to thelr exp101ters than those affected
'.of direct underdevelopment produce a hlgher hevel of K ' _

| f"development Where 1nvestment in productlon is only partlal S

~ma.y act as’ a mechanlsm for 1ncrea51ng the control of -
_merchant capltallsts over the surplus of petty producers C

“through ‘a. reductlon in intermercantlle competltlon.f One’

of atomlzatlon on solldarlty w111 not. be reduced as_a

' 2
consequence of seml proletarlanlzatmn. One would not

< L o ‘-“"_},z

\ . A

through 1nd1rect means’ often have strong vertrcal t1es to the /

merchant ,on whom they are dependent and Weak ties to fellow

producers.' They may even be in compet1t1on w:.th eaach other T

. ...t
R S S e

\

_such producers would’ be 1ess able to organlze any sustamed o 1-'

by structures of d1rect underdevelopment. L S

However, it is not always the case. that structures

concentratlon of produetlon and solldarlty among direct -

‘producers than structures of 1nd1rect/commer1ca1 under- ' e

PSP S SRR D S s A SO S

.

oy .

_producxng structures of dlrect underdevelopment type II t 1s

S o e

consequence could be" the contmued or even further

tomlzatlon of petty p.roducers. Also,, 1f cap1ta1 1nvestment

" in productlon by merchant, cap1ta115ts does not d1rect1y

' \threaten the economlc b351s of petty productlon the 1mpact. .

"
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L V.f7"f expect class struggle to develop under these condltlons

'vf.desplte the presence of dlrect underdevelopment

W1th1n the capltallst sector in areas characterlzed

)

2 Lot AR 1 3T A b e

helther by structures ofdlrect underdevelopment type 1I .ot
a comb1nat10n of structures of dlrect and 1nd1rect -
A nderdevelopment the ava11ab111ty of 2 reserve army of
\ if:ff. . }"-e >labour from petty productlon would underm1ne the potentlal o
B R for collectlve actlon aniong . workers. [The b351s for radlcal o B

g _"actlon would be even further reduoed 1f the 1ncreased

5T T concentratlon of producers assoc1ated w1th capltallst as'-

-
2=

oS

compared to petty product1on was 1ess than the concentratlon

,of capltal th/t ‘produced 1t For example, 1n the case of a-

ek

12301nt stock company controlllng many . snall factorles or i : '~? .ﬂ: “

Q, 1ntroduc1ng a puttlng out system "the er051on of bargalnlng' 1/,;:
j;;power Whlch workers derlved from 1ntercap1tallst competltlon
eand from thelr 1ncomplete subordlnatlon to capltal fls] not
' offset by-a compensatory growth 1n the1r co 1ect1ve ' .

strength" (Arr1gh1,,1978:7) mignfer/the above condltlons,’ 1, _.y c f

‘ effective.coliective'action ght be more 11ke1y to develop

TS SUP RS AUy

LT

. among pettyfproduce han 1n the capltallst sector. ThlS '. L ,.‘ﬁ

case in‘partlcular 1f capltal 1nvestment in -

f

SR 'f'~ ,’,‘would be th
tron ‘Wwas produc1ng sem1 proletarlanlzatlon among petty

‘fproducers, they were not atomlzed in extreme1y~sma11 unlts
.'of product1on and/or there was a hlgh level of 1nter-rﬂia
P » ‘mercantlle competltlon. ) ', ' \

RS , . : ‘ O o )
E ‘ - The above dlscu551on of the relatlonshlp between

"structures of underdevelopment and the development of class
BN D B L e - . 3}
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struggle perm'lts us to conclude that wh1le .m general we .
can expect producers involved in’ structures of d1rect . 1 " ’ /
underdeve}opment t_o be better organlzed and more sohdary :
‘than those -inlvo.lve‘d‘ in’ 1nd1rect underde\relopment this 'nay : -
not 'aiwe_ys'h'e the :'caee-. Indeed [within md;.rect/commencal = |
uride'i"devei'opxhent where un:Lts of productlon are relatlvely :" |
large and-a. hlgh level of 1ntermercant11e compet1t1on for .'.‘ o B
the1r product ex1sts (durlng permds of hlgh demand), petty ’ '
| producers 'should be suff‘1c1ent1y powerful to. mob111ze in ‘ l‘» :
thelr own. 1nterests ‘ Flnally, where structures of dlrect "‘I‘ : % .
‘underdevelopment type II prodoce the sémi - proletananlzatlon - E y g
but not the atomlzatlon of petty producers w1thout ‘ - a N i‘%
- s:.m:.ltaneously reducmg 1ntermercant11e competltlon the s o - AX_ : % ’
potent1a1 for collectlve action is- also hlgh ) . - B oo . «? "

,' o The rest of thls chapter is devoted to a deta11ed

study of the relatlonshlp hetween the d1str1but10n of the

QA):;* BRI

FPU regmnal varlatlons in patterns of work organ1zat1on
- ) and dlfferlng structures of underdevelopment A systematm .‘ ~,g
comparlson of the north east' and south west coasts as well 3 "
as some other reglons provides a good emp1r1cal 111ustrat10n - . é
“of. the above theoret1ca1 dlscusswn whlch, when comblned w:.th' ‘. ?
L 1nformat10n on the level of organlzatlon of authorltles | f
-contained in Chapter Three, produces a. forceful explanatmn : i

..\.

fo.r the reglonal d1str1but10n of the FPU

‘.
N
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.'L_l.'-' Work organization on the South-west Coast:

"understood to 1nc1ude the d1str1cts of Burgeo La P011e"
-,'Portune and Burln (see Flgure One, p 3)

) fallure of the FPU 1n these d1str1cts can be/ partlally '

producers

a throughout the reglon 3

;type II

T e
FPU\faYlute
1n the context of structures of dlrect underIé\vel(ojﬁent

As deflned here, the south;west coast regl'

=

[ \4_ .

attrlbuted to patterns of work organlzatlon w1th1n the-

- f1she_ry-‘-the sole J‘.nglu'stry,.,ln thé.re"glon_ w;thrthe exceptlon

of a. few whaling fa‘ctOries and one small “f'ii'rnit'ure' factory.

' L1ke most parts of Newfoundla.nd around 1900 »theﬁowttrwest_‘

b;-—l

'coast f1shery 1nc1uded an mshore branch domlnated by petty

However, at thlS, tlme, there was also a near

"and offshore branch to the flshery of vary1ng 1mportance

Yessels in’ thls sector were owned

‘prlmarlly by the local merchant ellte., Thus, the predommant

'pattern in- the reglon con51sted of 1nshore flshermen

dependent for supp11es and marketlng on'a class of merchants
c e -

who 1were s:Lmultaneously engaged in a capltallst offshore

f1shery producmg structures of dlrect underdevelopment ‘

However w1th1n the 1nshore flshery, capltal

1nvestment 4in the. offshore d]:,d not const1tute a direct threat

to. the contlnued survnral of petty producers who were - .. -
" .'malntamed in extremely atomlzed unlts of, productlon. And

- :m ‘the . offshore the operatlon of - a d1v151ve system of

1ncent1ve undermlned the potentlal for collectlve act1on.

'The lack of solldarlty at wo.rk prov:.des part of the

The almos\t tota

e 1danel 5 PSRN
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(a) .Thé".ins}'id;re fis_]zegy" T . e .‘

‘capltallst relat1ons of productxon 1nvolv.1ng wage labour - A

. .of the . means of produc‘t:.on to extract surplus value merehants

of fish in the fa11 By controllmg both the prlce of

L

¢

coast._ - g f_ . / -

1 . .
* -

The overwhelmlng trend w1th1n the J.nshore flshery

" -dn all of Newfoundland throughout the nmeteenth century was S

the w1thdrawal of capltal from productlon. - Indlrect

N structures of capltallst underdevelOpment came to predommate

" as petty commodlty productlon,‘ based on the domestlc unlt, -

7

replaCed a more cap1ta1 1nten51ve flshery, hased on
(S Antler, 1975) Rather than relylng_upon_dlmct—control

:1ntroduced the truck or credlt system. Under thls system,
-merchants advanced supplles for the flshery on, cred1t‘ qt PR H
the beg1nn1ngco£ the season and took - payment in the form

o o .

: f1sh and the prlce of supphes they were able to apprOprlate

'a suff1c1ent1y hlgh percentdge of surplus value to force .

flshermen, wherever possable, t0- engage 1n sub51stence

- act1v1t1es in order to surv1ve (E Antler, 1977 7 and . T

o Rass:un-).'.4 Under the cred1t~system, merchants“" __,_:;*__'-:::_*

R e T —kﬂh”
. .

T e

HiCa =yt — W
B T
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l"the countrysxde was denuded of capltal other than the short
tern fmanc:mg by the agents or dependents of St John s flrms ,:

""",.'r.o pursuebthe trad1t10na1 flshery" (Alexander 1974 19)

the consequent spread of structures o

. This’ -w;thdxjawal of ,capltaﬂl

[

ey

- o ’ ' ,‘ ": q ' . - I s . / "i'. . q X
BRI . - Lo ° - 28 - LT
- : . ; . o . \.I ) ‘ ,'E- . i
o e - e e , P

4' .. 3 e - .' , /w‘ ) ) § . . "‘ - . ‘/{‘:’-—2’_/ ,’ L.
' e [p]ald out ot season's wagés* but’/rather e 3
L L L " end-of-season' payments -varying dlrectly ° 4 w
. L with the size of the catch itself,., - ' = !
P T ‘Merchants paid for the £ish they received.’ ’
\ u\ If the catch was poor, payments were low: :
NS .. 'so’long as the value of the catch stayed L g
- ‘ . Sufficiently above the value of supplies e oy
= -advanced at the start of thé season, the - i
; , ercha.nt had no 1nterest in ‘whether or . 3
o not average levels: of product1v1ty of ~'-;‘§
L - - 1abour in the flshery were rising or . - *Y
S ' - falling- (5. Antler, 1975 113) . T i
' The optzmal proflt generatlng» strategy for 3 , 3
i merchants under the c:redlt system of 1ncent1ve was to spread vg
: capltal over as. many atomlzed unlts of productmn as they ’ ’
3 - : could afford to- fmance 3 The system worked as long as S K
e . : : : 1
. merchants cooperated 1n prlce sett1ng and were able to use A
the threat of credlt w1thdrawa1 on flshermen who mlght be J
{ * tempted to sell 1ndependent1y (MacKay, 1946 115) Surplus , I
' value. generated £rom the 1tishore flshery throughout the. - sy
- 19th century was largely w1thdrawn In perxods of relatlvely -‘
i L hlgh prlces it was 1nvested 1n the offshore f:l.shery and‘to, /"’”
f{ ., - ; some extent in the profitable seal flshery but,/mcreasrng.y,‘ . ,
:_%__.___._* R B ,___,-/’-'-’/ '. "' ':'
-8 " as pmees for salt cojd 0 }he world market dechned and seals .
£ . ' P d1m1n1shed 1n numt:?( }eVels of 1nvestment &ropped and
* . capltal was _eXpOXy ed-or at 1east moved out of the flshmg -
w 'j'_;?;,*ﬁ;‘\;\\sectoriSa er,’1978 'S. Antler, 1975 1979) .5 Vhs a result |
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‘-f;».i”.t of 1nd1rect'underdevelopment
the 1nshore flshery, and the decllne of the capltallst

offshore f1shery, go a 1ong way 1n explalnlng the apparent
*;'f’iﬁw ejfﬂ'rconservatlsm' of Newfoundland flshermen and the1r h1storr }'l'l‘.";“'
- of relatlve qulescence throughout the latter part of the __:v~7;:;?;?'§

/19th century.'~

o to characterrze the flshery
decade of the
break down-along the nq;th east Coast

*along the south west coast of Newfou dland

{fi;~ reg10n fmerchant c00peratlon 1n settlng praces, fac111tated f_ﬁuf‘f iy

'iw;~ by 1nvestment 1n the offshore flshery, helped south west )

‘ coast merghants malntalndthe credlt sytem w1th1n the 1nshore f:i;”

Zflsherycan theln reglon (see Ghapter Three) n

that along the south west coast

‘:-i'lnshore ﬁashlng unlts were the smallest and most atomlzed to ﬁﬂﬁ[ T ﬁ?

malI“unlts o£ productlon w1th1n

1

v

o . . o\ 5 . N - <
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B . . S ISy . -, . - ’ s g

L U . . - LT e e

/ Co R con T

whrch was the most 1mportant’

PREETETNGE

el

At A

1nshore"f15hery,

flshery 1n most parts of Newfoundlanﬂ and the ;i‘;.p fl

+ °' - K .-N‘.}_

My S

of exchange between merchant and flsherman camef;uf'

ey

However durlng the fzrst D 1
: R
twentleth century th@lcred1t system began to . '%ﬁ

t. but . not 51gn1f1cant1y,~~f

s

SRR Y

In the latter .h'

PO

: e

te .

One result was

after the-turn of the century 'ijW _f 2

ol . e

25
2y

be fd'nd on the 1sland ’f fﬁﬂ_}h 4k< j@fW_t'“‘7l J}f»fi*;uﬁT:n. g
= ,t. ,-';; South west coast flshermen contlnued to rely on SRR 1’?
A0 L A 5 e SRR
f?l;j*;-“ N very cheap and 51mpIe technology after 1900 Hookvand~11ne- o
o : “ R . .‘l k3 ¢ '\ :

T flsherman'w1th the resuﬂt that "the most eff1c1ent productlve

';j?'“g?'”zﬁti-;g: unlt (hence 1dea1 crew) was felt’to be that of the ‘lone Q}fff,[f;.rirfi

."flj 5 technology,‘the predomlnant form requlred no more than one !'ﬂf,' jﬁ

v o~

‘_ﬁ‘ f1sherman" (Gaffney, 1978 4 5) In actual fact whenever s =
i . o S ] P : - . o, e :«’_ s
. . A f . . Y o
“. » ,'l. . N N LA l . l. Y -
. . Sy T . o ~ - .
".I , . u. . - . ; R N f‘ : 3 A , = -
R "‘ - X ", ~ . o { «l. . -
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y g : TR y - ,-r:- c"i‘“:"‘“:'f'v‘ s 3



¥

RIS

55 bl Sk

anae,
tShk

grem

farad

o

J:‘"l

. - v . - - . - . : -
. L T e
T N P e T e n

Lot e N . - N K

p0551b1e, crews con51sted of two men, a father and the .—ﬁhg;f;’fu

1

"two men. was very unstable.v The 11m1tat1ens on accumulataon o

L:encouraged them to explolt thelr sons. Slnce one man :Wi;;%* S

—

"flsherles operated by merchants not only locally but out of

‘::Lunenburg,'Nova Scotla and Gloucester Massachusetts

of surplus value that the credlt system placed on f1shermen

‘.

'constltuted a suff1c1ently large labour force to operate T

L

ﬂany 1ncentrve to hlS sOn to contlnue flshlng w1th hlm.':”Asj%"'m‘”

(a result whlle the son d1d flSh w1th h1m and up untll the

iR

age of~21 $ons were not glven a- full share of the catch

(Gaffney, 1978 6ff) The extra share went to the father and Tf<;w

the son receé%ed only room and board As a result as early

. } s . 0!. ’ ‘ " .
’ as poss1ble,_sons moved off 1nto the more lucratlve offshore S R

“oldest son st1ll at home. However thlS product10n Unlt of g;'*'

. L
. 5.
. N
’ . o A . T A
) - v
) i e , :
o Lo . h
° R .
v, - N I . bt
| o . - - .
. - P s
e - : e T o - ' :
’ e v, -
! ' et MT . e . " ) 4 *
e L N .

ey

‘T,hfhook and 11ne,’lt was not necessary for a father to offer ‘ufghrif}‘

“»(Gaffney, 1978 8 ‘11) They were replaced 1n the‘dory by ’;ﬁréhh'}

;?'the next youngest son and the pattern would repeat 1tse1f

‘fConsequently 1nshore productlon un1ts remalned extremely ';>f N

iSmall and atomlzed as well as unstable.

‘ jthelr fathers | As a result the relatlonShlp between them

L0
K oLt R . e
e N B

When sons geturned to flSh in. the 1nshore flshery,_

uithey would set up thelr own operat1on rather»than flsh with’

and therr fathers "as betWeen all flshermen .was, marked by

.

.‘j the competltlve nature of an- open access flshery of 11m1ted '

‘ .

>

"extent™ (Gaffmey, 1078:14-8). . 1 .. ., f' R o

Ugﬂf‘.;fT' The devégopment of an offshore capltallst flshery

d1d not pose ar d1rect threat to the ;nshore flshermen.t;lt

!
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1 may well have placed 1mportant 11m1ts on’ the potent1a1 forgy'

accumulat1on among 1nshore f1shermen and 1nten51£1ed thelr.

labour by draw1ng sons away earller and forc1ng flshermen ;? .1“'

to flsh on the1r own However the lone flsherman could
c

Stlll flSh and his’ attempts to keep hls sons home w1thout

prov1d1ng any . economlc 1ncent1ve would have only enhanced

confllct and 11nes of fragmenbatlon w1th1n the domestlc un1t. o

The contlnued operatlon of the credlt system on the south west

coast and the atomlzed un1ts of productlon Whlch thlS

. /

produced comblned w1th the early fragmentatlon of the

- -~

domestlc un1t assoc1ated w1th the ava11ab111ty of work 1n

the offshore, helped ensure that the potent1a1 for collectlve;

L]

actlon among south west .coast 1nsh6re flshermen remalned

low throughout the perlod of the FPU. v'ij*f. g {; ’: 1‘_¢

v,
RS

- L

’"i‘(.b) The'near-.shore'_"-and 'bank fisheries -

P

Increased pr1ces for flsh in the forelgn markets

1? after 1900 led south west coast merchants to 1ncrease the1r

1nvestment 1n schooners for use 1n the near and offshore

| Bank flsherles (see'Flgure Four). For example, between \
1900 10 merchants between Cape Ray in the west and the |
southern tip of the Burln Peninsula in the east purchased
schooner ‘tonnage tota111ng at’ least 7, 826 tons.7' Although

b

flshermen work1ng in- the offshore were no doubt more _7

concentrated than thelr 1nshore counterparts, the‘shttern of L

work organlzatlon and system of 1ncent1ve Wthh came to
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to. any partlcular vessel was low w1th a consequent hlgh rate

s
-

'l;-cooperatlve effort Each man flshed 1ndependent1y W1th hlS

'iown llne of trawl (Gaffney, 1978 5) Ind1v1dual commltment - z‘ff‘

..'
W

;-of moblllty between vessels (Gaffney,'1978 5) Indeed not -

' ~by the 1ntroductlo_'

5fm1ncent1ves 1nto the Bank f1sh

"Needless to. say, th15 was. a 51tuat10n 1deally sulted to

f\ only. was . comm1tment 1cw, but expendablllty Was hlgh wln ;‘...,

I the caSe of any 1nd1V1dua1 flsherman, "[1]ﬁ>the p051t10n

Lo She

';vacated [by hlm] was not fllled by another 1nd1v1dual the

boat could cont1nue to flSh JUSt as before" (Gaffney, 1978 5)

S T

the e11m1nat10n of troublemakers.

The problems posed by thls pattern of work

‘_.

".organlzatlon for the moblllzatlon of flshermen were: enhanced

f an extremely d1v151ve system'%i

,y where the concentratlon of

~ '*\'

- . oo T . LA L. R T S

S snn S g e T R g e
RS S g PR P

SR

Afl domxnate thls branch of the flshery precluded the development By E' l
: of ‘a hlgh 1eve1 of solldar1ty "”.; U‘&;?f'_\”'t;:';~‘, 'J:':,:} .d
R Vee;els employed 1n the near shore and Banh L 'fg‘”;‘;'/

'5,flsher1es ranged 1n s1ze.£rom sklffs w1th 3 5 men aboard'to “JN{:_; L
;tbanklng schooners w1th crews up to 28 (Gaffney, 1978 5) : Pa.f”.figi

”l”}The xechnology employed was trawl the pattern of work j;.ll';fh
".organlzat1on 51m11ar whatever the §1ZE of the boat X When a :i;v.gv

‘;‘Vessel arrlved at the flshlng area, men-were deployed 1n'} hth“.éf

.{'2 3 man dorles. They spent the day f1sh1ng, returnlng to | "ﬁ%§4;

,latthe main vessel for unloadlng after Wthh the. flshermen "hf::i; - , ;%ﬁ:

‘ﬂn:would clean, salt and stow away the day s - catch Trawl llke ;ﬁg"

hook and llne, was ‘a technology whlch d1d not’requ1re ‘%

2 sl

Ly T



productlon was the hlghest Merchants attempted to meet .-j.!‘f
Qancreased demand 1n the forelgn market not 51mp1y by adding
”'more schooner tonnage but also by attemptlng to 1ncrease 9-(

'::produotlvity per- man and per schooner ton engaged 1n the

3 flshery A change in the system of 1ncent1ve ‘no doubt

e et e . a
Ot ot S at s

accounts 1n part for an almost 100% 1ncrease in- product1V1ty::
.',between 1889 ‘and’ 1915 19 (Sager, 1978 30) Under the 'count'f7
.=system of rncentlve, Wthh was 1ntroduced sometlme after _“-f ' .fz'

'VT; 1900 flshermen did not take a share of the total catch as
. l

;@':» ;t:{’s'they dad on the. north east coast (MacDermott 1938'164’t

R Anderson, 1977) Wages of - f{shermen st111 depended on the
outcome of the voyage, however, under the 'count' system,

each fish taken,from each dory was 11terally
: S jcounted and recorded by the skipper, mate,
S j or cook on'a tally board to the credlt of -
o ’.the- spec1f1c dory crew. . The tally board -
. was kept. in a prominent 1ocat10n at- all
‘times so' that all dory crews were: aware. of
.each other's catch progress. :The skipper
. -delivered the tally board to ‘the’ company
'In‘ D offlce upon arrlval in. port (Anderson, 1977 9).

N N . . T o M L} A

';[', As a. consequence of thls system, and despite ‘a relatavely

yshheps L SRS R
’ L * .

~.

5concentrated work force whose1recru1tment was partlally ST '

= famlly based "relatlons between dory crews were hlghly

.‘:competltlve and confllct r1dden Men often refused to speak .

to~each other for days and whole trlps" (AnderSOn, 1977 13)

N

One f1na1 element in the workplace contrlbuted to

2 it oA R A i St Y

:
i
{

A Viddadndie

" the’ fragmentatlon of flshermen. Those flshermen wh}

7cons1stent1y had the best catches or who Wwere 'hlgh dory ;'?

RansN T2 ot

,'f1shermen‘ often had a. chance at the p051t10n of sklpper aboard

.
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3,were characterlzed by a low level of mutual a1d w1th1n

- jthe assoc1at10na1 network ayallable at thls level for c -

NN

e ) .

one of the merchant's schooners.: This not'only increased

-tcompet1t10n between flshermen but reduced the avallablllty

- 6f such men - for a potentlal leadershlp role in the -v;.j oi

moblrlzatlon of flshermen 1n the1r own 1nterésts.8‘
5 ’
-

, 0

‘ Hence, desplte the presence of structures of dlrect
underdevelopment type II throughout much of the south west

coast f1shery after the ‘turn of the- century, the level of

- organlzatlon and solldarlty of south west coast flshermen -

were m1n1ma1 The per51stence of the truck or: credlt system

$ \
of exchange w1th1n the 1nshore flshery and technology ,?

‘requ1r1ng no cooperatlve effort between f1shermen, comblned

w1th the 1ncreased avallablllty of p051tlons 1n the offshore,:
V1rtua11y guaranteed the fragmentat1on of 1nshore unlts and

atomlzatlon of.lnshore flshermen “ In the offshore //shery,

' Adesplte 1ncreased concentratlon of - producens, the patterns ‘

A'of work organlzat1on and system of 1ncent1ves militated

agalnst the development of sol1dary groups of flshermen ay

The fragmentlng 1mpact of patterns of-work C

organlzatlon on the south west coast were reflected in famlly
. relatlons and voluntary organlzatlon formatlon ‘as well.

-IAnthropologlsts have found that.south west coast. communltles

! s

'.commun1t1es and even w1th1n famrlles (Leyton,‘1975 12

‘._Chlaramonte, 1970 12 13) If we look at voluntary assocmatlons -

on the south west coast as- compared with the north east coast

'f‘

‘mob1112at10n of f1shermen 1s strlklngly absent. For example,

-
©
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halls per communlty compared W1th J12-. 3? 1n "FPU dlStTlCtS.

R S

the dlstrlct of Burgeo La P011e had only .03 soclety

on the north east coast (see Table Two) Slmllarly, the ;

dlstrlcts of Fbrtune and Burln had only 03 and .08" soc1ety

halls her communlty respectlvely.

The above discu551on strongly sugge ts that patterns

- .of work organlzatlon on. the south west coast p duced problems

' of solldarlty Wthh 11m1ted the potentlal for collectave

o

P actlon amonglocalquhermen.

Ev1dence that patterns of work

- organlzatlon in the few commun1tles where FPU locals were.
'1‘estab115hed prlor to 1914 dlffered from the general trend

. lends support to thlS conc1u51on.9 Atomlzat1on and

fragmentatlon affected the- potent1a1 for moblllzatlon among

.,organlzatlons in general

local flshermen not only 1n the FPU but . 1n voluntary

[N

[

In 1tse1f the absence of a dense )

network of. voluntary organlzatlons would have hampered ithe f

4

10

‘movement.- - o

2. The North-east Coast:

t

FPU on the south west ‘coast’ by reduc1ng|the ava11ab111ty of

prev1ously establlshed contacts and 1eaders for use by the

. e

I'e

#PU success in the .context of

" structures of direct and indirect underdevelopment.'

It 1s not unt1l we turn to the north~east coast

that we flnd forms of work organlzatlon that augmented the

,-power.of producers to organ1ze in their own- 1nterests

R S R
Py

~ Not— -
~on1y wére 1nshore flsh%rmen less atomlzed than those on the

— s

' ;outh-west coast,tbut the expan51on of.the Labrador flshery--’"h
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‘ The. idea to calculate the relat1velnumber of halls by the numben of co.

P

- ..+ *%% ‘These three assoc1at1ons are the most ‘humerous: on’ the island durlng thi
8 gk V. of ‘Society Halls. . SUF was originally Anglican but also included Méthod

¢ ,.ﬂ_.' Socmal halls in most’ Cathollc d15tr1cts were: coufzned almost exc1u51ve1

ok, Sources. Qensus of Newfoundlan and Labrador,.19ll, Table III Table % abov
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‘ : TABLE TWO o ' ‘_5\'-'§ | ”'l' ‘ e fﬂ‘li«%J{f‘;- S
y Halls 1n Newfoundland by dlstrlct 1911*;‘ Sy ;"-‘Qf,ll"f S
s N e '-‘ T l., o ..'. . ."-.‘.:' . . ‘
Soc1ety for . 'Star of, the .- Total - Total 'halls/ - Ratio of R. C/

**A:. bnlted Flshermen*** Sea. k*# s -7 community Protestanulgll 7

v G0 0 1 'a‘,1/3s=103‘- 1.06 -
S LR 1. ) 6 6/24=.25 ' 1.02
Ll 1 e T TT6/30=02 0 0 12033
ST | I 0 c T T 7/31=0230 0 0426
BRI 0., 7L 7/34= .21 0,35
BTN | 0. . D2 ) 2/9 = 7 .0:34 ‘
R T M S0 B 6)39m 15 C. 0.200
L6 S0 - 28 ot T 25/146=.17 - - 0.08
. T 0 T .. 247 .24/109=.22 J0.16
A 0 - ezt U U22/198=011 0 - L 0.120
. 3 L0 711 .. 1y/72=.150.00 a0.16 o
- S0 G0 C 8. o .8/1772.05 .. ; 0.30
o 0 R 8 - .. 8/113=.07 = 1.58 " .
L S0 3. . 3/56=.05 ' 0.027 .
T3 g S0 5 §/197=.03 . :  0.28 ..
3 S0 6 . - 6/77=.08 - 0.53 .
1 PRI 0. 6. 6/139=.04 © 4,16 "
0 | 1 R 0/30=0.° .. 36.62

tlve number of halls by the number of communltles came from C11nt Herr1ck.f
he most 1 merous on’ the 1sland durlng this- perlod as’ reflected in. the census
ginally Angllcan but also ‘included Methodists.. The Star of the Sea was Cathollc
districts were conflned almost excluslvely to parlsh halls. -~ .,

d Labrador, 1911 Table III' Table I above, page 5. f""".v“'ff, o
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jlj"'\'= S ‘fprov1dedra SOlld ortanlzat1onal base for the FPU Seasonal“

' &
- 5

:1nvolvement of north “east coast flshérmeg in, logglng,
B L seallng and/or m1n1ng was also 1mportant. StructureS"of

"Adlrect underdevelopment types T and IT and the decllne in’

,the credlt system as a mechanlsm for 1nd1rect/commer1cal ///
; LLoe T underdevelopment produced relatlons of production that o
' . \ ‘ : g

'.xd' ."f~<'j‘* fenhanced producer solldarlty

elsewhere on the island, responded to the hlgh prlces for -?}f‘ ’

esalt cod 1n 1nternat10na1 markets at the turn of the century

by 1ncreased cap1ta1 1nvestment Capltal 1nvestment in

4

]productlon 1ncreased both the concentratlon of productlon and

“the” level of p1oducer solldarlty in the capltallst sector.
%%*1{214‘;}djl :Solldarlty w1th1n one branch of the north east coast flshery
| l“':. - was also enhanced by, the 1ntroduct10n of steamshlps wh1ch

| ;.posed a dlrect threat to one port1on of the flshlng
j.populatlon Wlthln the 1nshore flshery, the decllne 1n the.

'credlt system as a mechanlsm for 1nd1rect/commer1cal under-

’"development 51mu1taneously prompted the development of. larger

--unlts-of productlon,»the sem1-proletar1an1zat10n=of north-eastf'

‘coast flshermen du11n the w1nter season, and greater exposure'

g Ry T R TR RIS S T R R

o = of flshermen as a q1oup to fluctuatlons 1n the pr1ce of flSh

[
HfAs a result of thc above developments, north east coast

‘flshermen developcd a relatlvely hlgh level of organlzatlon and

)

ﬁsolldarlty whlch made the rapld spread of the FPU throughout

_ ‘ . o g
TS R "‘thls region. p0551b10. ‘ T o qﬁ

< e

A A a‘;"—’t Merchant- qap1tal1sts on the north- east coast, as.‘“‘fhf

L
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- ~:~_-' , Many FPU locals. and stores were estab11shed 1n

o The north east coast f1shery can’ ‘be. d1V1ded 1nto‘,‘

three parts the 1nshore ‘fishery, the Labrador floater

\

By looklng at

relatlons of productlon wlthln these three flsherles ‘and 1n"'3-fs%

flshery, and the Labrador statloner f1shery

E the seallng, logglng and m1n1ng 1ndustr1es,

S -

to. develop a sound albely partlal, understandlng of the ‘f4 o

basrs for FPU support on the north east coast.’

«

g (.a')_;‘

The-inshore‘fisheryW”

. o o .

—
i

L ﬁ.i o — e
'.communltles whlch re11ed ent1rely upon theylnshore flshety.

The inshore flshery was prosecuted throughout thls reglon,_u'
from the d1str1ct of St. Barbe around to Conceptlon Bay.

' The technology employed durlng th1s perlod was predomlnantly

the cod trap 12

However traps were expen51ve and not a11

flshermen owned them.13 Those that dld not own traps

T prOV1ded a reserve army of labour worklng as sharemen for

trap- OWnlng fam111es ‘and merchants both in the 1nshore and"

i

| the Labrador. f1sher1esr,

Around the turn of the century, the ownershlp of |
,traps, because’ of: the cost 1nvolved was often d1v1ded e
between several members of the extenﬁed fanily. If.e";;m11y
,.:owned several traps they would employ sharemen to help
operate them In extreme cases, un1ts of productlon were -7

: based upon three and . four generat1on famllles whlch pooled

s the1r resources 1n one company account (Flrestone 1967: 48)

RS

,;Often 'not only extended famlly networks but fr1endsh1p

it is p0551b1e Co
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networks as well werewactlvated An-an- attempt to recrult crew 5 \\
: - ‘Nq . .
: members gBrltan, 1974 Schwartz, 1974; Flrestone, 1967 R 2 f
o Farls, 13}2) '_i,_," AR ,#fes-» Lo z'i.-f;£4-" - zf
MR fdfff‘“f;[i_ The development of larger un1ts of prhduct1on w1th1n e ,
.+ the north-east coast 1nshore flshery was promoted by a: !{7 :;f'#wﬁf’fQTT i
' partlal breakdown in the cred1t system of enchange in thzs . N
' reglon toward the end of the 19th century 1¢ “It was noted B :?
b “,/above that the credit system tended to [roduce atomlzed PN
?; . - 'unlts of productlon because under thlS system merchants were y
yﬁ{ "-}; »normally unconcerned about average 1evels of product1v1ty and . -

LT ‘spread thelr cap1ta1 over as many unlts of,productlon as PR
e : T L
i p0551b1e; Thls pattern changed w1th the w1thdrawal of capltal ‘ =
') ; from the flshéry prlor ‘to 1900 Durlng thls perlod merchants \} ’ f:kj
"Z;" / ‘ - J
g' \}egan to favour flshermen who owned capltal equlpment such as’ :‘i:

3%} g cod traps whlch they could use as. collateral 6 Cover the ‘ "

o 4
ﬂ% ) cost of flshery supplles advanced in the sprlng and which
B ’ :

‘% . - helpeg ensure they would. get. a paylng voyage.lsc As‘a _' ; l
B l ’

/?fl ‘ ' consequence, those flshermen w1thout capltal equlpment found C
£ : : .
‘§ Co themselves unable to get merchants to advance them supplles
.%ﬁ' ‘for the flshery as 1nd1v1duals Some were prompted to pool o : L;

-%,. T '~-the1r resources and purqhase equ,pment. Many were forced to ' S v

(: ~~~~~~~~~~ I S .-
~%_ leaVe the flshery Others became part-of a’ grow1ng reserve I A
é‘ army of labour forced to work for those f1shermen who could S
- . - e . L
b I get supplles or for merchants~1nmthe capltallst sector. ~In L L -
' ; ' general 1arger un1ts of productlon were the result. This e '#

3 e Was. partlcularly true after the turn of the century when |
ST T - : o . . S 1‘.
o - " S . L P o ‘
o R v T e P TEAN o
B P ST TS VR Y 4




: - e e | nL Sl a
:f'.-:;“;”~'r151ng prlces prompted increasedcapltal 1nvestment by ' %'

- C flshermen and merchants rn the flshery ‘once ;galn.‘l“ ﬁ;hA& fg
f,;;;,}j\;;,él - :T,Q Not only werekproductlon unlts larger in the f:'f'. ‘ t%
g: .;’4 ‘ morth east coast- 1nshore flshery than qn the south west /5 o :
? ) Wiri'fx, coast but the system of 1ncent1ves was one‘whlch prompted .
{::, ‘jijL'\fh solldarlty between crew members.' Perhaps, because ownershlp o

g .. ‘of. gear often represented a 301nt 1nput of capltal by e
'é.: B several men, usually brothers paym;nt was based on the"” - )
~%& "share' system.: Co owners would take a full share of ‘the ;.
_;; total catch and sharemen would get half a: share. ~Underrthej'”;

§7 share system, low pr1ces for flSh affected a11 crew members.'a .

‘g ' The dec11ne of the credlt system not only producedy
-é'v‘u,iil- P 1arger unlts of productlon but also, prov1ded the b351s forv

%2' | greater solldarlty between north east coast 1nshore'~‘f“

é‘ flshermen as ‘a_ group.r Hav1ng refused. to supply flshermen on.;"'

A g e &
e . credlt or, 1n some cases,‘able to mortgage thelrsgear,

N merchants ho 1onger felt obllged to purchase the catch

n .

‘an attempt to recoup a posslble loss .on the supplles.‘ Thus,

when faced w1th potent1al losses assoc1ated w1th problems ofg
. - ~ X
overproductlon and low prlces in. the forelgn market o P

[

merchant cabltallsts attempted to pass on suchflosses.to

flshermen. They drove down the pr1ces for‘f1sh and’refused .
s " to purcnaée the catch of many flshermen when markets were
T - ‘ gluttedé?zi Flshermen found themselves faced w1th 1ncreased ,”“:ﬂ
. ’ o -~ . @, ' - - C
) ‘ 1ndebtedness as merchants mortgaged thelr gear.l7 Ent1re IR A
cammunlgles mlght be affected 18 The decllne ‘in the 'buffer'f‘i A
i K “*- . ) . :::::!
i . o . R v ! y ‘,é( - - e B C e L //,,' ". '“L R . A ( . ‘ ' s L ‘ . .o ~l“ . ," C . ::E :~.
- s a.n',/ N I‘ r ‘ . o B K . "‘,' ..-"‘ e . " - . R ,;‘ S lg
L B I o ' w ' S K
- ° - - ! _u___ . ) x P : e et e . ' - ' "g )
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effect of the credlt system19

made f1shermen 1n general mon

:,susceptlble to fluctuat1ons 1n the prlce for flsh

Unlformly

‘ affected by prlce fluctuat1on5, they responded collect1ve1y

e

“1‘ reasonable prlce.“
w1th1n the 1nshore f1shery 1n the form of trap 'sklppers' ,“}};tﬁf"

A

20

' In-a ﬁénner s1m11ar to western graln growers and Annapolls

Valley apple producers, they organlzed Aa. cooperatlve»system
for market1ng thelr product that would help e11m1nate the~,

mldﬁdeman and ensure the avallablllty of Supplles at a'

TSI S

the F1shermen s Protect1ve Unlon [cf

Sacouman, 1979 Alexander 1977 19 21

Leadershlp for the movement was readlly avallable

= Voo

e
°

who, work1ng as they d1d w1th several dlfferent famllles'

n1ne i‘famllles'f"'21

P

work and voluntary assoc1at10ns, and could usually 1nf1uence

2

the1r crews p011t1ca11y In commun1t1es where‘there was

4

no local supplyrng merchant these men mlght assume

A AN B
. 2 +

{: respon51b111ty for the catch of the entlre communlty,'.

T

B

negot1at1ng-w1th a nearby merchant to send a schooner and

SR ‘ -y
o " purchase the flsh produced locally The ava11ab111ty of such
hrE‘ _.’ﬁ men and the bases for solldarlty generated by patterns of '
-%y_ work ofganlzatlonand the system of 1ncent1ves that pr%dom1nated
L o

1n the north eastrcoast 1nshore f1shery fac111tated the rapld

spread of’ suppont for the PPU among thls group 1n the.ig

Y -‘-. ; ) ' 5 .. ". ‘-.-,'.

Panting, 1963), ;, I

o
1n the communltx,'felt a moral respons1b111ty for elght or PRI

Sk1ppers were local leaders 1n church -;f'ff:

©
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. ff. _{” The Labrador floater flshery was an- 1nshore trap’ LT

[P

s

- Tpet
~AtA

flshery carr1ed on from schooners along the northern ' .r.j::"?'u

AE RN

»

R f,~~;Labrador coast FlSh caught in cod traps was stored aboard

[P

C o ,the schooner unt11 the - end of the seaSOn whereupon ik was

o e
' *transported back to Newfoundland and dr1ed before g01ng to."

SRR ﬂ"_.“market ThlS branch of the flshery expanded greatly durlng I"”Tq{;':%

R e fthe perlod 1900 -10, 1ncrea51ng from a 1°W of 470 schooners
.fﬁn 1898 to a hlgh of 1,432 in 1908 (Innls 1978 457) Co
i‘Durlng thls same perlod the Labrador flshery as a Wh°1ev'; ‘j‘glf o

) ‘ U
f_} L _mhich 1ncluded the statlonerflshery(prosecuted from stat1ons

5
N
1

v

)
£
-

.on the Southern Labrador coast) compr1sed between a quarter ; o

Fomur,
VR

RN ﬂﬂ; ,;}~ '_and a half of Newfoundland's total salt cod exports (Black T:T:?.;_'€

| e T
1960 267) In some cases, schooners were owned by groups of Co L

RO g

TR
o

rflshermen but often they were owned by merchants who would

sopmt DR
SR e

Lo . s
ety PR PRUTI T T aE ol
o T N A

‘:Qn3‘;ﬁut them out to flshermen and who' 51mu1taneously dealt w1th

_‘1nshore fzshermen.%? Structures of dlrect underdevelopment

,type II thus characterlzed a portlon of the north east coast
f1shery o /_ '

e ‘r W1th1n the \tabrador floater flshery, crews were,‘x
V

‘ relatlvely large._ Made up of approx1mately ten men, they 1 {iu

o { g,
' nece551tated exten51ve recrultment networks (Black 1960 286 _‘F

: 'Brltan,_1974 37,41; Dev1ne and Lawton, 1944 11) Such’. . - P,UL#:.'"ﬁ
AT *}networks were even. more exten31Ve when the Labrador floater RS _?1

s "flshery was comb1ned\W1th the-north east: coast 1nshore flshery..f_ o
L . _

B S ,?Often,i‘pie the very young and the’ very old males were left S .
T e R OO I T PR :

‘.', F‘ ... c :..I'.."_“ .-\": . - 8 . .‘ . :'.:‘ - VA' . .I . .‘ . .‘4 - ’,‘ ..., i ,.-' ‘:",.I'.'f" }.
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- went aboard the schooner (Brltan, 1974 37)

.

» Wt

- in charge of the 1nshore trap berths, the rest of the 'crowd'

In add1t1 on, up

s "to 30 or 40 people would be requlred to cure the catch of one el

"schooner upon its return from the Labrador in the fall

.

&abrador floater f1she1‘men were pa1d on the share )

_p system wh1ch llke 1nshore flshermen prompted solldarlty

between crew members.

]

Slm11ar1y, 5 1mu1taneous part1c1pat10n

:L:n both the 1nshore and the floater flShEI'Y no doubt prov1ded o

1mportant 11nkages between both groups of flshermen
. L4

_u\.

o captalns, llke 1nshore sk1ppers, occup1ed 1mportaht leadershlp

posatlons w1th1n the communlty These factors combmed w1th

~1:he occupatmnal communlty of floater flshermen to 1ncreas/e

o thelr potentlal for collectlve actlon

G ./the floaters JOlned in a’great seasonal :
migration. Béfore sailing they met. at

merchants' wharves for.the loading of -

'supplies; while_pushing their way north S ;

, " they often ancliored in clusters to ride * =
.., . Jout-a storm in -a safe harbour; and once - ..
' -+. . the Labrador.coast was reached there were.
-frequent rendezvous at bait depots, in
" sheltered. ¢reeks, and on the actual

"flshmg grounds where dories from many‘ L o e

'schooners mlngled 1nd15cr1m1nately

-,all.these.places the contagious union
idea spread.without hinderance
(Noel 1971: 91 2).

In -

All of the’ above factors pronded an 1mportant SR

, organlzatlonal ba51s for floater flshermen w}uch was enhanced

when the threat of technolog1ca1 obsolescence generated a

1.

hlgh level of solldarlty between floater flshermeh as -a group

7

durlng the perlod 1900 lO Merchant capltahsts responded

v

to hlgh prlces in the world market by 1ntroduc1ng the use of

o

Schooner .
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"E steamshlps both 1nto the transport of crews,to the Labrador
. L9
"coast and 1nto the floater f shery ThlstaS a formldable

'«_'”:'71 o threat to floater flshermen (see Report...lQﬁS JA 222\and

LA

~
‘:“ 5&‘@%{& A::-_r!, -.;En'i.-,‘. ‘.-\ - :.‘«:_-:. -:- s

'{ P 3';1} passlm ) As suggested by one Tw1111ngate schooner captaln,hf" i

vl} 1.4'"[t]wenty steamers w1th ten traps each would take up a1l the )

.- . < .
3 . . i -

pr1nc1pa1 places.", Indeed 1f the steamers landed men on’

Sy g v
S e N e

™
e

the coast 1nstead of crews flshlng d1rect1y from the steamer,

TR |
b3

3
e 2

o

5 two steamshlps could carry a. suff1c1ent number of crews to .

L TIRITS Lttt e

monopollze all of the best spots along the northegn Labrador. :

_;l Tnere Was some chance that ‘an 1ndependent flsherman could
S 'own his . own schooner ~but steamers, ". belng:expen51ve .,;.-L.‘:" i

TN TR ARSI 3y e e

must be owned by capltallsts elther by companles or r1ch

PR W 3 B e R g P e
. R - . - - - .
. . ) (N - - .
-

) ';me_n.... (Report.. 1905 -JA:228-30, ©258). - J

R S TR

|,Z( ' . t The obsolescence of ‘the. Labrador fro;ter f1shery‘{ Zé
fh was hastened as problems of OVerproductlon and glutted markets. .%
- began to develop by 1907., With" floater flSh 1ater comlng B :
E "fkmgﬁfi- oqto the’ market and more expens1ve to- produce than flSh from | }ﬁhW-;TE
. o f the Lab/ador statloner f1sher;, floater flshermen bore- the LT ‘ f

-}tf;f;" brunt of the low prlces wh1ch resulted when markets became..' T
‘ glutted later in the year.?4< As w1th ‘the 1nshore £1shery, ,f.,o jjl- j
;' merchants became 1ncrea51ng1y unw1111ng to advance supp11es:)

for the floater f1shery thereby pass1ng ‘a’ greater part of the'

i DI A risk ¢ onto ‘tlie flshermen.25 Faced: w1th a $imilar threat,, n;ﬁt '

‘e

L e S 1nshore and floater flshermen a111ed As early as September, g

j'7"iﬂpéf;;fc- 1908 numours\reached St. John s of the planned formatlon of
*YJ, fa planter s unlqnﬁ, "with a V1ew to deallng d1rect w1th the.”

.".'-' T -_". ) . LN N Jo o " “ - H - o . N ) c . B R

-
Tte- .
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'E'Lforel n markets. .
g \uv

'ﬂ<make the correlatlon between FPU. support and part1c1patlon

RN ¢

the north east’ coast for collectlve actlon.
. work organlzatlon and threatened~obsolescence generated hlgh”

,levels of sol1dar1ty among Labrador floater f1shermen whlch ;

‘-?-.(_c).

A1nshore flshery based on the cod trap

.1n the southern and central portlons of Labraddr.

A

i1

%9’}

,,
A\

['statlons'

7V
"+ .the’coast:

-fa dlfferent part of the north east coast than floater fisher- LT

[Free Press, September 15 1908) The

'»organ1zat10n of the Plshermen s Protectlve Un;on 1n November.‘;;

- of the same year marked’the fulflllment of th1s drlve along o

Patterns of

'

:1n the Labrador flshery noted in Table One, Page 5 far from"

L)

e

,surprlslng

-The‘Labrador stationer fishery&

The Labrador statloner flshery was, once - aga1n, an

It was concentrated
11ke
the floater flshery, thls flshery was carrled ‘on from

on the Labrador coast rather than on board

e
schooners.' Crews were transported to. and from the Labrador
coast aboard both schooners and steamers, the 1atter becom1n§
1ncrea51ng1y preponderant durlng this per1od (Report ..1905

_ Flshermen drled thelr catch on the Labrador coast and

V_'merchants often shlpped the catch dlrectly to market from '

v L

Statloner flshermen came, for the most part from.3¢

s sy e .
men’ 'Floater crews had a maxlmum of 17 men per Shlp _
“'(Black, 1960,2861, If.We use,the 1911'census materlal- ‘.
‘ ! 3 . ) " .~ , ‘I' ) - R . . . j N
) ‘.‘v ’ ‘ " k ) ."' .
) > ¢ ’ .
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_ 0ne in Chapter ‘One) .

' : , - o
concern1ng the number of people and boats g01ng to ‘the

‘&

Labrador for each dlStTlCt

S 1t 1s p0551b1e to compute the '

>

average number of people/shlp engaged in the“Labrador‘

f1shery by d1str1ct. Those dlstrlcts with an average of over

17 people. per sh1p can be class1f1ed as statloner dlstrlcts,

whlle those w1th 17 or less were probably pr1mar11y floater

d1str1cts'c U51ng thls c1a551f1cat10n, the dlstrlcts from

'

Trlnlty norfh to Fogo and Tw1111ngate were- floater d1str1cts

wh1le those. of Carbonear, Harbour Grace and Port de Grave on

Conceptlon Bay were staf1oner dlstrlcts Ll ; :
N

Although the FPU recelved some support fromv

statloner d1str1cts espec;ally Port de Grave there was less

than in the northern bays’ (See Flgures One and Two' and Table

ThlS was true desplte a determlned

Al

attempt on the part of the leadershlp of the movement to

mobllrze partlsans 1n these dlstrlcts (McDonald 1971 134)

: amqng §tat1oner fishermen explaln the uneven success. |

Can patterns of work organlzat1on and 1evels of sol1dar1ty R

’ r~

’

‘.. experienced bv the FPU in these‘Conception Bay districts?,

~ If anything, capitalist'relatione of production were"

: more prevalent in Conceptlon Bay W1th1n the statloner

flshery than in any ‘other part of,the north east coast flshery.

Stations on the Labrador coast were owned and operated not

“only by trap owners or planters' but also éy large

fmerchantrcap1tallsts,

The 1ncrea$ed~use of eteamshipsfforﬂ

‘ the éransport of etationer crews to the'LaBrador'coastaround" 7

.

,
s
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TR R the turn of the century helped ensﬁre ‘that this branch/ of T
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the flshery was partlally monopollzed by 8 few large

compan ies. M

~

4

employed as many as 75 100 sharemen nand shlpped men each 28

wage rather than taklng a portlon of the catch as: payment.
Even 1n petty produc:tlon producers were relat1ve1y ' ;

coneentrated ,The owne{rshlp of cod_traps in the stationer
L flshery, un11ke the inshore and floa'ter ‘fi’shery of the*

o R northern bays, was often in - the hands of one man. The'se'

. 2
L

A pl’ers' » as they were called mlght 'own - as many as three

JoT. four traps and employ from 12 to 15 sharemen and women

1‘(Sm1‘th 193‘6) Concentration 'of ownershlp of the means S of

‘ f :ﬁ g productlon produc:tng larger un1ts of productlon and wage .
*‘ i ; tr labour relatlons of productmn prmuded a strong ba51s for .
‘organlzatlon among statloner flshermen whlch can only have y
’been enhanced by the annual mlgratlon to. and from the
/ ' 'IALabrador coast.

Sharemen from large and smadl crews and petty

A o producers were brought together aboard steamers and the

Journey prov1ded the opportunlty for dlscussmn and the

: "organlzatlon of collectlve actlon. _ . R

oA

ey T

It is not surpd‘lslng ‘then that there is ample -

, ev1dence of 1abour unrest in the statloner flshery A

Mr et e e

. strlke vwas threatened aboard.‘ the Labrador ste‘am_ers, as early .

. 'as 1902 and one a.ctuarllly occurred alongethe‘ coast in 1912 .

"

- .~ The. 1arge statlons operated by merchant cap1ta11sts.

‘ Shlpped men, -unllke sharemen, 51gned on for a- season at a set ,‘ '

LN
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.:~£nd"again 15'1914 29 Sharemen ‘were 1ncreas1ng1y unw1111ng'to.

T . forefelt half the1r share of the catch to. cover the cost of

food and supp11es durlng thelr'summer on the Labrador and,
as: a result trapowners were "ob11ged to take a full shareman._«
B LT SR ” The men feed and clothe themselves and PTOVlde thelr own

: salt but take a full share of f1sh" (Grenfell and Others,
1909 311) o B

.

L o N . leen the above ev1dence of large unlts of \
L N product1on and a h1gh 1evel of solldarlty among stat1oner PIRE

' flshermen Jhow is 1t p0551b1e to account for weaknesses 1n -

s

support for the FPU on’ Conceptlon Bay? Part of the explanatlon -

“ e mlght be contained ‘in the antagon1sm that exlsted between

1/ o §5‘~ 'f,; . 'S_statloner‘and'floater‘frshermen._ The FPU was opposed to the

; | ;;r Co '.f:. ; use of steamships on the Labrado (Coaker 1930 10) Whereas
i{ ]w,[ . ~".j steamsh1ps posed a dlrect threat to the floater flshery,
"% E ' .;.they 1mproved the chances of a paylng voyage among those -
_il L \;bsharemen and trapown1ng statloners who had access to them.
g7 T

w Steamshlps gave some statloner f1shermen an advantagelover.

R other flshermen who were forced to’ travel aboard schooners
‘.and over floater flshermen by 1ncrea51ng their chances for

@i monopol121ng the best flshlng/areas 1n the nelghbourhood.

.f of the1r statlon.j Steamsh1ps, they argued offset the ' o

, 'advantage of floater flshermen who, "if they do not flnd flsh:"fs'

'1.1n one harbour.. can go elsewhere"'(Report -.1905, JA: 236) L e

' Statloners, on the other hand had to'stay in the v;c1n1ty
. ¥ o~ " ' - oo N

. of thelr curing establlshnents.'-Hence{«by opposihg the.use,'?

O

ey o e g 3.

/' e

PO
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of steamshipé on the Labrador, the FPU ran-thelriékjof"

'l'allenatlng those flshermen who depended on, them.t oL e

-5 .

It 1s qulte p0551b1e that the trapownlng or -

‘ planter class among stat1oner flshermen were opposed to the ‘

e FPU. Concentrat1on of ownershlp ‘of - the means of productlon

|

~f1n the'hands of these men made them small 1ndependent v

,capltallsts.. ThlS 1s suggested by the follow1ng descrlptlon

o of one’ planter from Harbour Grace: . .- TR

. Thomas Cod11n is a planter of one, of the

1};/ - -outports...Mr; Codlin is a capitalist on

° - a small scale and. ..is the middleman
between the fishermen and the merchant.
He takes his supplles--grocerles, dry-goods ..
and fishing requisites--from the merchant -
in St. John's and doles-out such supplles‘ N
® from -‘time to time in advance to the '

- fisherman (Wilsen, 1901:83). U
L-‘For such men, thé’organlzat1on of the1r sharemen could as‘

feas11y lead. to demands for a falrer deal from the planter

as to demands for a better prlcefor flsh from the large ‘

-

'[.merchant firms. . It is not surprlslng,,then, that Nlcholasj“f'ﬁ.
'Smlth a planter from Brlgus Port'de'Crave, never Once.f"
'mentlons the FPU in h15°exhaust1ve account of the Labrador

} stationer fishery from the late 19th well'lnto the~20th o

h centnry For Smlth the 1§12 strike among sharemen was

somethlng that "made - thlngs unpleasant, and caused a delay...yi,

(1936 145).¢ Hav1ng benefltted by the 1ntroduct10n of

h‘steamshlps into the- Labrador flshery, these ‘men may\welll"

) -
have perce1ved the organlzatlon of their sharemen as the

!

'prlmary threat to the1r 1ndependence durlng thls perlod .

v

. . : ' . . . o
— L. . )

o o e it Ay g
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o Members in their own e11te r:l-evbsr trapowners 1n the S e

s tatloner flshery, unl1ke trap sklppers and schooner captalns : ‘,

" to the north, probably did not prOV1de leadershlp for local

FPU counc1ls 1n the1r dlstrlcts. \

»*
\

One f1na1 characterlstlc of stat1oner f1shermen
deserves attentmn. Accordlng to at least one. account the

» _:srze of productlon upits w1th1n “the statloner flshery

Ve

'decreased in the perlod follow1ng ‘the 1905 Regor ; The

%ntroductmn of a government steamsh1p service - along the e T

Labrador ‘coast made it p0551b1e for 1nd1v1dual f1shermen to’

As a con-. S

. sequence Jnany set up the1r own stat1ons along the northern EATTE

e

Labrador glad to: be free of thelr dependency on planter

.m1dd41:emen (Innls, 1978 459)
: S Desplte lines of" fragmentatwn among etatloner

flshermen, and between statmner and floater fxshermen

patterns of work organlzatwn w1th1n the statloner flshery .

do not sufflce to explaln the problems encountered by the

FPU in the d15tr1ct of Carbonear where the movement was a

fa1lure~_. Large units of productmn and h1gh levels of

“so'lid'arity» created the potentlal-for collectlve action . vamong'

) statloner flshérmen wh1ch was reflected 1n strlke act1v1ty

A full explanatlon must therefore look beyond the level of

partlsa;ns' organlzatlon to the ab111ty of those groups who-

' opposed the "FPU. to prevent flshermen in Carbonear from. . S o

. ‘mgbrllzlng. This’ task 1s carrled out in. Chapter 'l‘hree.-, - :

. g!“ _- o Af-:ﬁio"r
R .. . L R .
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The 1nvest1gat10n of patterns of work organ:zatlon

. among north east coast f;shermen in all three branches of

D T s

the flshery reveals that flshermen 1n thls regmn were much

“

7l R

3 '_ , ' R better organlzed and more sol1dary than the1r south west

o~

\
coast counterparts. The system of 1ncent1ves, the organlzatlon

of work the large un1ts of productlon, and the relatxvely
N lugh levels of solldarlty, generated by threatened
) obsolescence and the decllne of the credlt system, all

‘ relnforced the ablllty of north east coast flshermen to S

A moblllze ‘in thelr own 1nterests. Tlus basi¢ organlzatlon,
Y Y - Lo ’ #

5 comb;med Wlth the leadershlp and the dense ne twork of

31 facil 1tated

; / - ,‘ valuntary assoc1at1on ties wﬁlch it produced
iy :."' . o the’ rapld development of sustamed support for the FPU
i - . A hroughout the reglon. Structures of 1nd1rect/commer1ca1
o ., '_" . underdevelopment in the 1nshore fishery and dlrect \
; - 3 ‘ - : underdevelopment type IT in the Labrador f1shery created a

' context that enhanced the power of flshermen.

- .

. - . North-east coast fishermen as loggers, sealer's and miners

“The decllne of tne credlt system and seasonal

s,

nature of ‘the north- east coast. f1shery combmed with the
' LT . . ~1ncreasmg ava11ab111ty of employment out51de of t‘he e
' flshery in this reglon around )900 made north -east coast

X 4 : oo flshermen' 'occupatmnal plurahsts The Seal f1shery had

' : C ‘long prov1ded sprlng emp,loyment However dur1ng thlS perlod

g A e there were also 1ncreased opportun1t1es in the iogglng and
' | S S A ‘ NS

) :._4_.___.._‘,:_. r._'/' .~'_r_ E e e PR
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' north east coast. R '

. N / ’n . . i .
pulp and paper 1ndustr1es as- well as ‘in m1n1ng. These sectors

of the economy, characterlzed by structures of dlrect

'cap1tahst underdevelopment and a hlgh level of concentratlon PR

.vOf proddcers, ‘acted as schools for collectwe actlon on. the _ .

(a)  Sealing -
‘ ]
For a few weeks everyqprlng, many north east i

coast fJ.shermen part1c1pated in he seal flshery. 0r1g1nat1ng

‘prlmarlly from Bonav1sta Bay and farther north,’ these flshermen <

, relled on the seal flshery to proxude them \uth,,an 1ncome

ny '?
> \4~‘

" to carry them through the 1ast of the w1nter until the cod

f1shery reopened The seal flshery was a. h1gh1y capltallzed

. mdustry by. the end of the 19th century and employed

-steamshlps. After 1894 it was monopollzed almost c:ompletely

‘\

. ,',by two companles, Jobs and Bowrmgs in St. John s. " Direct

‘capltallst control over offshore sealmg combined w1th

—_
‘ 1nd1rect cqn)trol over petty producer 'landsmen _who caught

-

'seals from the coast te produce structures of direct’ under—

. - development type II ThlS analy51s concentrates on’ the

A capitalisti-branch of -the seal: ’flshery s

As many 'es 200 sealers travelled aboard each seallng

‘ :steamer and pI‘lOI‘ to departure, Sealers congregated in large o

; numbers in the few centres fromﬁwh:rch steamers departed The; "

. ’ Ve

’.organlzatlonal galns assoc1ated with this concentratlon of

o

‘sealers were enhanced by’ the operatlon of the share system of

e N
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R ‘:1ncent1ves | This g'avel each‘:‘sealer a'boardl a 5steamer. ~a’.slra're'-';’
L of the total catch of that steamer.i The exp101tat1ve terms N “
. . y of the sealers' contract also no doubt enhance’d the potentml c . li
s for collectlve act1on. At the time," only one thll‘d of the’ - ‘
T ‘. entlre catch of seals went to - the sealers to be dnrlded ) = J,
; ':among themselves (Hattenhauer, 1970'98] Out of ha.s share, _
- ] - each man had. to pay a fee for his place aboard the steamer T o
f\ as well as for h1s equ1pment o i L . | "N l
5 | Not only was the’ contract exp101tat1ve but the | '
3 condltlons of work were extremely perllous (Brown wlth ' '
4Horwood 1972 ix). The 1ntroductlon of a. few large steel - L '
.shlps durmg the flrst decade of the twentleth century not f r ;
/.only 1ncreased the concentratlon of producers bu‘t generated '
o pfessures for those sealers forced to travel in the older,,
) _;f.'. slower ‘wooden steamers to take greater rlsks in order to
- "make a paymg voyage (Sager 1978: 133 MacDe‘rmott 1938 196)
| :lee Labrador floater f1shermen they were faced w1th e K
a . / oy o
obsolescence because payment in the seal flshery was hased
on the share system. Sealers had a clear 1nterest m wh:.ch .
R . sh1p was flrst to reach the seals and hence most 11kely to . |
N Imake a paymg voyage. Placed "at a com.pet1t~1ve dlsadvantage,
: - sealers aboard wooden steamers were dr1ven by the1r captalns ’
.‘: to work 1n except1ona11y dangerous cond1t10ns‘ The
N .'..'A__;'consequences were often fatal 32 Antagonrsm developed betweerr
) "«sealers a,nd thelr captalns that undercut the 1nfluence of 3 \
S ‘ the patronage system of recrultment to the/seal flshery wh1ch 3 Z'.
," r : . . SN -/t‘_:‘/__ - - . : ':‘
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Cawm "_'3 000 sealers marched on the Governor 5 re51dence in St 1} S |

o C percentage of the catch (Chafe' 1905 6 7) At the safie tlme,-

s s

g

b . L

f R

had tradltlonally bound sealers to captalns': When 79 sealers
1ost thelr 11ves -':m the Newfcwndland dlsaster of 1914

'many sealers mut1n1ed desplte the r1{k of bemg blackllsted ;

A when thelr captalns trled to contlnue\e hunt (Brown w1th
‘ "Horwood 1972 249 and 2a551m) : o T

' The condlt;ons of productxon that preva11ed in the .

seal flshery produced a, hlstory of unrest._ As late as 1902

3 . T Y

k]
- e .. ;-

) John s to demand e1’ther a better price for. ‘seals or a hlgher -1y

- taking advantage of: thelr« collecuve strength sealérs '

: urged f1shermen on the/Labrador to "take a detemined stand o . i

agalnst suppllers" (Hattenhauer, 1970 104) The 1nvolvement

- of many of the sealmg capta1ns 1n the Labrador flshery no ) ‘
' ldoubt provlded sealers, who were, also flsherméﬁ‘x with' ample I ,‘ 9
opportunlty to make compar1sons between the two f15her1es.33

‘ Increased cap1tal 1nvestment produced larger unlts
‘lof productlon in the seal flshery after, 1900 (See Flgure F:nre)
o . Concentrated in 1arge, solldary groups it 1s not surpnsmg

that n?rth east coasp fishermen who.-became sealers on a

b o
S Seasonal baSIS prov1ded a 5tr°“8 base of SUPPOI't for m111tance
, R "WIthln the f1shery and no doubt for the FPU. Immlvement in i':..

‘the seal flshery ,probably generated fnendshlp networks whlch '
; :.helped the FPU spread throughont the/north-‘east coast

.
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. (b) Logging o

g Structures of d1rect underdevelopment type I began

to’ domlnate the logglng 1ndustry on the north east coast ‘

toward the end of the 19th century. nConsol1dat10n of control ..f'

i

‘oyer the 1ndustry 1nc1ud1ng timber resourtes, comblned w1th
'-vcapltaf 1nvestment to. concentrate workers and 1ncrease the
homogenelty of work and worklng condrtlons.
Wlth grow1ng demand for rallway t1es, plt props'
and lumber for export durlng the late 19th century, many

Icompanles were prompted to. construct larée steam~powered

mllls on the north- east coast. By 1903 $307 540 worth of

'1. »5F o IUmber was belng exported (JA 1907 488 89) ‘ Much of the
Lo capltal involved in logging was foreugn, coming_ from Scotland
34

New York and Quebec.

of north east coast ‘men found employment in the woods and

were often pa1d cash wages rather than be1ng forced to’ dea1~

e

-in truck as they had prev1ously

"~'f; A The trend to 1arger units of productlon under the
. ' . C @ -

'%' :{ y‘f' . control .of forelgn\ownersh1pjiicreased dramatlcally as the
:wglz“: ;2~_7:' export trade in: lumber'decllnedardund 1909 encouraglng many
}% ;\f_:dr -1.: m111 owners to sell out ' Most M1lls in the Gander and Grand
‘gzl Falls area were bought out by one’ man, H J. Crowe. Crowe o
%3 ; :"‘-f“ was a. Nova Scotlan backed by H M Whltney, ‘a New York ".)“‘,'”
‘ﬁ%&ix‘ :f'_;' f1nanc1er who was also 1nv01ved in, the Bell Island iron “rli
S - o

m1nes,35 and W1111am Reld Neroundland‘s rallway glant

(Thoms, 1937 67: 424 5) Crowe consolldated hlS holdlngs 1n

G e e e Lok iy
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As a. consequence, 1ncrea51ng numbers H""
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'take over-of he area by Harmsworth a b1g Bm1t1sh company

[

' and BlShOp Falls wvere concentrated to.a greater efE;y('

_that'flrst,experlenced_labour unrest. ,Some,of the plant

DaEK

there was a strlke in Blshop s Falls durlng the same year‘

AT

., (Hattenhauer 1970 166) Although loggers were more.

- favoured collectlve actlon. o ‘~f, S \

‘crowded camphouses, 1nadequate food poor san1tat10n,'and

_petty exploxmat1on, such as Jblanke.t rent'" (Noel 1971 119)

- - 58 - - .. S ' s

.'»o?a

g wafoundland Tlmber Estates Ltd., 1ncorporated in 1903 With

r

- the area and thus played a central role in the eventual

,
one mllllon acres from the Newfoundland government and land

from W1111am Re1d Harmsworth establlshed ‘a large pulp and -

mllls were closed down and the’ men were forced to beg1n
cuttlng pulp wood for thls one,‘new, forelgn company
Further concentratlon followed.uith1n a few years w1th the
establlshment of a pulp m111 at Bﬁshop s Falls owned by
another Br1t1sh f{rm, Albert E. Reed Company. .

M111workers in the company towns of Grand Falls

than woodsé;rkers by the development of the pulp and paper-

1ndustry (It is not surprlslng then that 1t was: the towns~

workers in Grand Falls were unionlied as‘early as 1910 and

d1spersed and only seasonally employed, condltlons st111

The logg1ng camps were. characterlzed by "over—

i
v

v

in 1905 After purcha51ng most of Crowe's. assests as well’ as”

,‘paper operat1on in Grand Falls “The. result *most of the } '

s

W

, thlS company he controlled most of the maJor rlver systems 1n;e‘




s e

SIGa

Rt

e

A A SR T
e - B : *

Y

J N 9
e s e AR Ry IR

‘. .

;men hav1ng to eat and sleep in the same small room"

,(Proceed1ngs...1916 563) Payment~1n wages w1th an occa51ona1

) :health and even the1r lives™ for a small wage ' Condltloms

[ - S

_ Accordlng to ‘one report there were.many camps "1n wh1ch the

accomodatlon for the men ‘was Verp{ﬁoor, as many as th1rty

bonus meant there was: nothlng 1n the system of 1ncent1ves to,
turn logger agalnst logger and a great deal in’ the
explortatlve condltlons of thelr work - to brlng them_together. .
Employed‘durlng the~W1nter at hard labour with poor food and

1odg1ng, ‘and w1thout med1ca1 serv1ces, ‘men rrsked the1r

»
. .

were even worse when the company contracted out,pulp cuttlng

o -7

;to small m1dd1emen. As one observer noted "'the more work

’[a contractorJ can get out of the men -and the Jless the food

costs him the more proflt he w111 make off h1s contract" .

‘;(Proceedlngs.. 1916 564) :. : R o ',f

Between 1,000 and 1 200- men worked 1n 30 -40 camps

qw1th1n|an area of 60 70 m11es D1rect underdevelopmeno
- w1th1n hhe pulp and paper 1ndustry and the development of’
monopoly control reduced loggers\and mlllworkers to/pulp—

,,cutters The pulp and paper 1ndustry created a framework

1
i

_for solldarlty by 1ntroduc1ng wage work, concentratlng

workers and 1ncrea51ng the homogenelty 'of their relatlons wlth

‘capltal' Thls created a strong b351s of support for the FPU

' whlch attempted to pass 1eg1slat1on guaranteelng pulpcutters

[

a m1n1mum wage and better worklng condltlons (Proceed1ngs...

,'1916 560 66) Involvement in the pulp and paper 1ndustry on .

o B , : o

-

L
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-a seasonal basis’ generated organlzatlonal networks and

‘fcollectlve experlence for north- east coast flshermen. o

-'the Bell Island mlnes prov1ded yet another opportunlty for
g north east coast producers to galn experlence in collect1ve‘

‘ act;on..

1~concentrat10n of workers led rapldly to worker unrest ’ As”
%';early as 1896 when.there were only 180 mlners a strlke B e :,; ik
t, pccurred In 1900 1, 100 of the 1, 600 miners’ organlzed the

'“Wabana Workmen and Labourers Unlon and struck for better

. flsland ‘ They settled for much 1ess than the1r orlglnal .
"-'demands (Bown, n.d. 12) Mlners made another attempt to
':h unlonlze in 1908 but do not seem “to have been successful
" The organlzatlon,of the Bell Island Co 0perat1ve Store in

- 1914 suggests that m1ners contlnued to be m111tant but

(€) Mining. . . -+ . T

Many north east coast men also worked in the mlnes.

\
B PRESS SiEs

The- 1arge5t north east coast mines around the turn of the

[ LI
'century were the Beli Island iron mlnesu ‘Forelgn-owned 6'

P et tihy .
NS e N

The -Bell Island mlnes were opened in the 1890'5 .and .
Y /, 1

by 1900 emploﬂed 1, 600 men on a seasonal bas1s. By 1905 - -
2 284 people were employed and the m1nes were operatlng@

Year round (Bown, n. d..lO 18- 9). Wage payment and’ the

wages. In response, the ~company closed the mlne; strlke ' "{ 'i
: | .o

leaders were arrested and locked up The str1ke dragged on -?@“¥d';}
. P &'

for over a month untll most of the m1ners began 1eav1ng the - VR

?

P \ 5
L ‘ s 1 *

IR



unable to unlonlze, chose the 'mlddle of~the road' strategy

o of thelr Nova Scot1an counterparts (Bown, n. d 40) 57 'When

the Newfoundland Industrial Workers AsSoc1at10n was organlzeg
|

1n 1917 Bell Island mlners were among 1ts members‘

(Hattenhauer, 1970 152)

-~

“Although no FPU union local seems to have been
Vdestabllshed on. Bell Island 1tse1f, a local- and Unlon store
;at nearby helllgrews may well have re11ed on m1ners‘ | v
Lsupport (Coaker, 1930 823 Feltham 1959 166) However, the -
Ua mos.t 1mportant functlon of worklng in. the m1nes was probably
| 'the tra1n1ng in. collective’ actlon what 1t prov1ded for
”{E 'u‘j,-j‘ Aflshermen along the north east coast. Many mlners were also .
:£1shermen or the sons of flshermen anﬂ they moved in and
’ out of the. mlnes dependlng on the1r V1ew of the prospects
’-offered by the flshery - These men made up a suff1c1ently
large proportlon of the men worklng at Bell Island that a
; R ;.. :good flshery coul; create labour shortages at the mlne "f:" *LS«(

N N, T L
o, o 1

(Bown, n. d..18 9). Othes men worked in“the mines only to S

' earn enough cap1ta1 to buy the1r way into the flshery.sa As.

rw1th seallng and to some extent logg1ng, work in the mlnes

&
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’,would have establlshed contacts and g1ven men. organlzatlonal

i

“experrence 1nva1uab1e for estab115h1ng the FPU
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a Patterns of Work 0rgan1zat10n on the North east Coast‘
‘lConclu51ons ' .
- “fli . The above ana1y51s suggests that whether nortn east

,coast producers were engaged in one' of. the three maJor
Abranches 6f the. flshery or 1n seallng, logglng or m1n1ng,
-:patterns of work. organlzatlon produced ‘a hlgh level of |
'”organlzatlon and solldarlty among them. Inshore flshermen
;contlnued to be engaged pr1mar11y in structures of 1nd1rect/
.ncommerrcal underdevelopment but . a part1a1 breakdown in the ;if
'truck system produced relat1ve1y large, solldary units of . -?ﬁf
.productlonr Capltal 1nvestment after 1900 expanded the'
“Labrador floater and‘stat10ner~f1sher1es. As’a result many-*'
,north-east coast fishermen becamé'lnvolved.in structures of
direct"underderelgbmentr Large un1ts of productlon, the - .
’ share system, the occupatlonal commun1ty of floater flshermen \h.f

‘and a direct threat to the flshery posed by the use of steam-~

ShlpS on the Labrador helped to forge a hlgh level of

A e R D e AR

T
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T
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¥
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2TLD

solldarrty among floater flshermen Although 11nes of cleavage

ex1sted among f1shermen 1nvolved in the stat1oner ‘fishery,
“ 1 i - 4
- "the concentratlon of men. aboard 1arge steamshlps and thelr
"employment in substantral f1sh1ng operat1ons frequently led

fto 1nc1dents of labour unrest.

,:‘_‘ When north cast’ coast flshermen weTe not flshlng,

‘ / they often became loggers, sealers and/or mlners Cap1ta1 'f. e

'investment and consolldat1on of control within these . LT

©

;1ndustr1es around 1900 concentrated workers and - 1ncreased

:‘v

"thelr ablllty to organlze agalnst exp101tat10m. Hence;~1t is
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~ north-east coast. 'In all of the areas‘whith remain to be .

~discussed there were few.if any union locals for any

. (a) .St. John's

;~meroantiie”strengthfin‘Newfoundland .- The home of the

Tt -

y K | ,
- 63 -
'f"" T ! h‘i; ‘. . -. . .o
not surprlslng that a movement such as the Fishermen' 's
A
Protect1ve Union garnered such strong support throughout SR
‘the north east coast of Newfoundland B f;‘,'.' o L

B
XY

~ 3. tRehainin areas: St. John S; Ferryland and P1acent1a-

St. Mary s; St. George's ‘ 1 1

v

AltHbugh the present ana1y51s 1s prlmarllyl
jconcerned w1th explalnlng the relatlonshlp between patterns; o
of work organ1zat10n and the degree of success experlenced'
| by the FPU on the north east and south west coast 1t 1s
~w0pthwh1le to-look/hrlefly at thé’remaln;ng areas. The FPU

expervienced only a limited degree of success outside of the

: sustained period of"time Support for the movément in the

:1913 electlon was - also weak. (See Flgure Two and, Table One,

"Pages 4 and 5) A study of patterns;ofiwork organ1zat10n~“

1n these areas prov1des part of the explanatlon for thls

lack of support. : A - L :' u.'_‘ - 'j.]';

!
-~

St. John's7was‘at the'centre of both”clericai/and'
oman
-Cathollc Archbashop as well as the largest and most powerful

merchants on- the 1sland there is 11tt1e doubt that the

) ) / . ) .o o
j‘_fallure of the FPU to penetrate thlS urban stronghold was )
. -
strongly assoc1ated w1th the sustalned opp051t10n of these

T A LR W e, Sl
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two7e1ites (See‘Chapter Three}‘ However St John s was
"1‘33 also the 1argest center of manufacturlng and 1ndustry wh1ch é
o "’Newfoundland could boast around 1900 It was the seat of é
o ’vlrtually alls of the unlons whlch ex1sted in Newfoundland in . X
L . - 5
S ' j.1908 when the FPU was. organlzed Thls suggests that the - k
o : . : B Vﬂ PN %
S - e St John 3 orklng class was far from 1mpotent.' An" §
SRR ot e K. ‘ b
B 1nvest1gat10n of both the unlons and patterns of work f
‘ .-‘, . ": E . s %
b S 'organlzatlon in St. John s should prov1de some 1ns1ght.1nto k
B, T why, these workers were unable to offer any’ substantlal S oy
L il , support to the FPU o S I o e
'§ ' . ‘“In dlscu551ng the St. John s worklng class at is - . -
B '1mportant to dlstlnguish between two dlfferent groups. On ¥
i . ‘o -
38 L the/one hand there were the . craft workers. Predomlnant;y %}
a0 T L © - ' &
i Co T malesoand sk111ed workers it was w1th1n thlS group that most - 4
iy /‘ ‘- - ) : .
iy e of the craft unldns were organlzed arounﬁ 1900. A second L
S Co E
ki group were the factory workers. These were .often women and . K
. e N : : A e
e '»chlldren and they worked either: 1n factories or in: their o
S Co N ] E
5 S own homes manufacturlng goods for the several 1mport Tj@
I "substltutlon 1ndustr1es that were - establlshed in Newfoundland ' gf
after 1870 We w111 look flrst at thlS 1atter group o :— o *Qé
- 5 ~ In e recent artlclé Frank clalms'that P 4
. . ‘ ‘ ‘ . &
LT T [t]he market for import substltutlon is’ .ﬁ‘
B T L IR internal and i must be: supported through @
R S b ;+ the progre351v é%TOVlSlon or extension of ¥
i S ' . purchasing powef at home., This economic 3 S %
need .provides the basis for a nationalist R RIS
. A /and populist progressive alliance between C o
R - national, capital, thes petit- bourge0151e, L H
C S ... » . and'"some sectors of the worklng class e e
R v . o (1978 15) ' . ' ‘ M
&
X ‘ , \ J

W
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' Zas a flxed source of 1ncome and w1thdrew capltal rather than e

w

drive- up . the wages of flshermen.‘

meet current demand They tended to treat these 1ndustr1es

're-1nvest1ng it (Joy, 1977 178) Thls, and the hlgh prlces .

- 65 -

X s . .. ' , ) - s \- . ‘x-‘ [
7 : s . '\

Desplte the establlshment of a llmlted number of tarlff-

-
~
L D R O Sa b W e LRGSR e

_'protected 1mport substltutlon 1ndustr1es in Newfoundland

o el

prlor to 1900 such an alllance never seems to have developed _ ‘
,At least part of the explanatlon for thls 11es in the source X yﬁlz %
of cap1ta1 1nvestment whlch flnanced the 1ndustry Most‘

came from the trad1t1ona1 merchant el1te many members of whlch
contlnued to be - 1nvolved 51mu1taneously 1n the ‘export fish
trade (Joy, 1977: 175f) As a group,.these capltallsts were e

un11kely to ally w1th a popullst movement among f1shermen

g Wthh whlle it would expand the 1nterna1 market would also - “';t“§

e

-Rather than trylng to change the built-in o S o T

11m1tat10ns to import- substltutlon 1nfa relatxvely poor IR ,\\J

country, merchants 1nvested only suff1c1ent cap1ta1 to -

o

o

on competlng 1mports had 1mportant consequences for the

relatlve ‘power of workers and the owners of manufacturlng

enterprlses .

-

' Wlthout the presence of compet1t1on from cheaper

.

Ka

1mports and 1nvolved in productlon for a- very " 11m1ted market

there was,_ no 1ncent1ve for cap1ta1 1nvestment to increase

'the concentrat1on and hence eff1c1ency of productlon.,_As a

RS

*result desplte the concentratlon of economlc control over

- many 1ndustr1es, a large percentage of . product1on cont1nued

v

Ty
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manufactured 1n-peop1e 's homes under a putt1ng out‘system f

\. ' ' a0l

"to or1g1nate 1n small shops employlng less than S people .
(Joy, 1977:5).  In the case of the Colon1a1 Cordage Company,'

5,wh1ch produced ‘most of .the nets and line used in the

\

"Newfoundland flshlng 1ndustry, much of the materlal was

1

(Joy,‘1977'109;10)' . The " labour foroe w1th1n many 1ndustr1957f

.con51sted of women and ch11dren. Hence, the galns 1n

i4

'*organtzatlon assoc1ated w1th capltal/lnvestment and
~'consohdatlon of control over productlon among merchant--

" capitalists were not offset by a correspond1ng 1ncrease in o

the concentratlon and .organization of producers (Arrlghl,}

we78i7y.

e

Wlthout cap1ta1 relnvestment and w1th productlon .

'11m1ted to a’ small, internal market the 1mport substltutlgnh

1'1ndustr1es dld not expand 51gnlf1cant1y after the nid- 1880'

of unskllled labourers whose ab111ty to organlze 1n thelr

';own 1nterests was undermlned by the ever present problem of .
_the avallablllty of-a large reserve army of labour, ,\>
_(Joy, 1977 177). A further consequence was that thlS type
eof worker contlnued to make up - a relatlvely small proportlon;'
of the St Joh@ s populatlon.39 Often employed 1n small

Ashops, embedded in a c1ty w1th1n wh1ch they were a m1nor1ty,

\

‘ and for the most part, w1thout the. beneflts of union

exper1ence, St John's manufacturlng employees d1f£ered

-substant1ally from north east coast flshermen. The latter T

.Ivga-

‘.(Joy,,1977 4ff) They contlnued to demand a 11m1ted number fi;h_
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'group 11ved 1n V111ages and 1ndeed entlre reglons w1th1n:
wh1ch the occupat10na1 and class structure was. relatlvely
hhomogeneous and certa&nly w1th1n whlch they made up a . d
maJorlty-of the populatlon.' In many v111ages there was not.
'fu'even a merchent to d1srupt thls hon'togenelty"z When not ; :— .
‘jengaged in flshlng they worked in 1ndustr1es where they were~'
much more concentrated,than ‘the St ~John's workers -and where: ,;a
'they often acqulred unlon experlence. As.a result, the two
x‘,groups contrasted markedly not only in thelr level of

”organ1zat10n but also, no doubt 1n the extent to whlch they

1dent1f1ed themselves as members of the worklng class and

|
¢ ’/an “their w1111néness to support non- establlshment groups

(Keddle, 1980) | This, and the" weak p051t1on of the St.

4
:;John $ workers w1th regard to JOb securlty, would have

2 prompted ‘them to v1ew the FPU as more,of a threat than an
',ally ln partlcular on the 1ssue of 1mport tarlffs..  S ,'
-y '}~‘Q F1shermen were the group 1n Newfoundland hardest L
. hit by tarlffs on 1mports because they were the largest

“group of consumers. As a result they agltated for reduced .

tar1ffs.- The St. John .S companles responded by clalmlng that

V_f_ w1thout such tarlffs they could not go on manufacturlng in

\
wh1ch case urban workers would lose thelr JObS.‘ Interest1ng1y
_wenough ev1dence suggests that tﬁe tarlffs were not neeessary

(Joy, 1977 183) . They may 51mp1y have helped ensure

Q.

suber proflts for company owners and the pers1stence of
/

1nef£rc1ent product;on fechn}gues.;'However,_because of their< >
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'tended to 1dent1fy the1r employers"lnterests as the1r own

‘soc1al 1ocat10n and lack of organ1zat10n St John's workers

DRt T e e . epeeme o RN aeNSa wm el - lny [ et &

v

'}[McDonald 1971: 83).;’The absence of | support for the FPU o n"kt,,“ﬂ

':15 thus not surprlslng - A low level of organizatlon and -

'Lperhaps lack of class consc1ousness comblned to: reduce the

_potentlal for the spread of support’ for the FPU among thls

AL ) L. Y

«group of St. Johh's workers.

The s1tuat10n was not 5ubstant1ally dlfferent

‘ v . :
,among craftworkers - Mﬁny craftworkers, 1nc1ud1ng sealsk1nners,5

:chopers and tanners had been suff1c1ent1y strengthened by

the perlod of economlc .expansion, and dlver51f1cat10n 1n . -

Newfoundland at the thrn of the century comblned w1th the ]

development of St. John s ‘into the mercantlle centre of the

island, to attempt unlonlzatlon between 1890 and 1910 ;

‘(Hattenhauer 1970 113-152) Labour unrest among theSe

05’4‘!‘

. .groups was common durlng th1s perlod as they struggled toi

‘~1mprove wages, oppose mechanlzatlon and/or exclude nonunlon ,

labour. HoweVer most un1ons were qu1te small w1th as few

'fas 20 members. Wlth the exceptlon of the Bongshoremen s

. |
Unlon,;most were:also shortllvedﬂ the maJorlty dlsbanded

prdor to 1910 , Fragmentatlon was- also a problem as’ there was

no formal afflllatlon between unlons prlor -to 1917 and even

-

'7then c00perat10n was shortlived (Hattenhauer, 1970 151 2)

'Unlon membershlp was conflned to St. John s and the demand

w2 i . ) i:

for labour 11m1ted w1th the result that unlon membets were

| .
often struggllng to strengthen the1r p051t10n.at the expense
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of thelr nonunlonlzed outport counterparts. For example, the

St John s coopers struggled contmuously to pre\?ent b
merchants from purchas1ng barrels and other cooperage

# , .
products from the outports at- below unlon rates.j As thh

‘i unskllled workers, craftsmen contlnued to work prlmar' y in

N ~ - :
embeddedness in a- c1ty where they d1d not make up a.substant1a1

portlon of the populat1on no doubt underm1ned the;r ab111ty": «
' to suppOrt the FPU’ as a pos1t1ve attempt on the part of
. outport men to change the1r explo1tat1ve/relat1onsh1p W1th
predomlnantly the same group of merdhants who were exp101t1ng

the St John 5 worklng class.‘ Th1s and the overall 1ow level

of organxzatlon W1th1n the St John s worklng class as a ﬂf'

wholp help explaln lack of support for the FPU among urban

PRSP I ST

o . A ) . , . R "'n A'
workers. o : S A . . S .

k)
. . .
] ° - .

-

fh ,1 Desplte the development of structures of d1rect__f’;
underdevelopment type I Nlthln St John s toward the end’ of .
» the 19th- centurx, the concentratron of workers and c0nsequent
galns in class consc1oﬁsness and solldar1ty were m1n1mal

Located as they are, 1n the centre of mercantlle and cler1ca1

strength 1n Newfoundland and confronted by a group of

merchants for Whlch 301nt 1nvestment in manufacturlng probably

¢

produced substant1a1 galns 1n cooperatlon (See Chapter Four)g
there was 11tt1e potent1a1 for the devalopment of strong

support for the FPU among workers in the.face of. e11te
T P
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fb) East &°ast aiﬁtfiCtS” Ferfyland, PlacentiaLSt.'Mary's
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- church:

.two~1n

As w111 be empha51zed°1n Chapter Three below,.the‘
greatest 51ng1 factor respon51ble for the fa1lure of the
FPU 1n these east coast dlstrlcts was. proLably the. strength
of opposatlon to the movementjon the part of- the Cathollc
However, problems of solldarlty among flshermen in
‘these distrihts-also were amportant 1n»that they undermlnedz
the abllyty of flsherme; to confront the Church on. thlS issue.

B Eleven FPU union locals were successfully
‘organlzef in ‘the dlstrlcts of Ferryland and Placentla St.

Mary s sPortly after the emergence of the movement in 1908

e These o als were subsequently closed down and there were . only

e

e area by 1914 (Coaker,x1930 80). The orlglnal .

A2y
establlshment of’“leven unlon locals %uggests that patterns ’

! v

-

of work organnzatlon were such as to promote the’ 1nvolvement§ ‘

of flshermen in collect1ve behav1our \

T { Wlth the except1on of apiew focal whallng factor1es’

andﬁllplétd 1nvolvement in traﬂe w1th forelgn vessels,_ he .
maJor 1ndustry in- these east coast ﬁlstrlcts was the flshery.
Wlthln the flshery, structures‘of 1nd1rect underdevelopment
predom1nated as most flshermen were petty prodncers engaged

1n the 1nshore trap flshery men flShed abbard ’

ptherW1se
relatlvely large Jack boats on the near shore Cape Ballard

Banks or, to a llmated extent in a- small branch of the Bank

'40"
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PR : flshery (Cashln, 1976 R.. Crane, 1973) Within the inshore
; o ' flshery, trap crews were qulte large as "...the crew |
[ 2 ' . ’
e 'typlcagly numbered seven men, s1x at the -0ars and one aft'

L ‘- on the 'sculllng oar?!." (Nemec, 1973 20), ThJ.s crew struqﬂlre
' ev01Ved orlgmally w;.th the use of thé cod seine. (an early
. ver51on of the trap) and ﬁhen the trap was 1ntroduced the
same format was, malntalned : Payment was elther 1n shares bf

. the catch oT men were ‘shlpped' for the season for a set wage :

e ',,
.

- . as 1n/ the Labrador statloner flshery ' A

‘ Whlle relatlvely large 1nshore crews and 1nvolvement

- o .~';1n the nea\r and offshore flsherles would have fac111tated the
.,-'A,organlzatlor\ of local flshermen and hence help exp1a1n the
‘...’;orlglnal strong suppoft foro lthe FPU in - the area, cklass .
dlstlnctlons between trapowners and their employees ~may -hhav;'e'
'created problems of solldarlt)r.= ',TT?li owne‘rship",' rather than
be:mg spread ‘among severa-l -famllies .as' was'.common ‘on ‘the
“'north eas\t coast, was norma‘lly concentrated ;Ln the hands of |
a few fam111es who also owned the best farmland in the

a ;' area."'1 Sharemen and s)u.pped men usually came :Erom a group

I

.oI local hoo‘k and 11ne f;shermen who 51gned on for the
' \" ) trapplng season of about two months and then returned to the B
‘—»‘\-\ , .

hook and 11ne f:.shery ' Probably, eqronomlc d15t1nct10ns ,
s 9’ ot
; between the two groupa combmed wlth the short llved nature T
g .of trap crews to undermlne the potent1a1 for sustalned

organlz atlon among f1 shermen .

PR I . R $ . . . , . - Ty
] . - . - / J-~'.‘.. 4
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The economlc dlStlnCtlonS descrlbed above werxre

~

relnforced by soc1a1 dlstlnct1ons perpetrated by the c1er1ca1

'ellte. Trapowners were glven a. spec1a1 place to stand in"
3 the 1oca1 church and were made members 1n the church controlled
. Voluntary organlzatrons that were predqm\rnant 1n the reglon

(See Chapter Three) Economlc and soclal dlffeoences between S
trapowners and other 1oca1 flshermen ind their dependence '

¢ s

upon the church to relnforce these d1fferences may have oo

generated a certalnﬁmblvalence among local trapowners toward i ~

‘the FPU " Potentlal local leaders, these men, like trapowners )

S

¢
engaged in the Labrador sta{ltloner flshery, may have feared

' that 1nvolvement in, the - FPU would 1ead sharemen and shlpped

N A
: men ‘to demand a hlgher percentage of the returns of the1

flshery for themse‘lves.

'Thrsi and their relat10nsh1p ‘to the i‘u‘/
Church would have 1ncreased thelr receptrv:rty to’ strong /ﬂ*\\% . i '
clerlcal opp051t10n to the movement. ; o C C .
In light of. the above. d1séu551on 1t is worth lookang . :} :
-
&

»brlefly at an exceptlon Wthh helps prove the rule. R1verhead

one =f the two comm’unltles in- the area. where support for the .

_FPU per51sted desp:.te clerical oppo&i'tlon. 'Patterns oﬁ work

Ry
£

°"gan12fat10n in- Rlverhead Placentla St \Iary 3 dlffered xjé
~-'substant1a11y from those in %urroundmg commumtles. ' The x .
| locatlon of a whallng factory m thls v111age was (s'1gn1f1cant.“" H‘é
’ Ai in the communlty of St. Lawrence on the south ‘west” coast L ’ :
,'.'the presence of ad local whallnn factory w1th the resultrng "
.,"":concentratlon of as’ many as. one hundr@d employees 1n one s ,ﬁ
- !

. "factory would have ralsed the le,vel of organlzatlon, hence

. ' R . . oo L. - ¢

e

b
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powery of local peopiefto'organiie;in-eupport‘of thevFPU~,”

.deépite-strong clericat opposition;42,. o o o L.
(c) St.'Geonge!s R A
S I ‘ Ny oo

The relat10n§h13,between patterns of work

organlzatlon and success and fallure of the Fﬁh has been

'drscussed‘for every arealof_the Island w1th~the exceptlon of

thé district of St Géorge's.:~In'discuss1né St George ' s,

it is worthwhlle com ar1n worL ‘or nlzatxon 1n thlS dlstrlct~'
P g g%

.‘where support for the FPU was weak Wlth the dlstr1ct of

£

- St.. Barbe to- the north, which ‘had 21 FPY locals in 1914 5%

.-}St.iBarbe was part of ‘the’ north east coast. Th% most

1mportant branch oftxhe flshery in. thls dlstrlct was the

p'1nshore flshery and as~on the rest of the. north east coast

-

';thls was prlmarlly EY trap flshery. There were 670 cod traps

‘in St. Barbe in 1911.. In this dlstrlct, unlts of product1on~°‘

in the cod flshery as well as w1nter employment such as,
, : -

--sea11ng and woods work were based upon three and four

1

generat1on fam111es wh1ch pooled thelr resource 1n ‘one company

_account and all. 'ate out of one flour barrel' (Flrestone,

: 1967 48) Money earned 1n the seal flshery or 1n“the woods

went 1nto the same account Not only was each productlon '

=

_unlt organlzed to generate a high. level of 1nternal L ‘.f s

-

‘ﬂsolldar1ty, but compet1t1on between trapowners for f1sh1ngﬁ

i

* oA X :

.spots was e11m1nated by V1rtua1 heredltary rlghts to each o
:berth; "qf some’one is. not u51ng a berth another can useg"ffj-(‘
. '- , ‘1 e . , ,.. ) e S ' ) S '
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- R Strong supp0rt for the FPU and earller 1nvolvement

o

it, ‘but when the owner wants to use it no one ‘else W111 "

(Flrestone, 1967 93). B ﬁ.. - . S

S Sc(llldarlt'y among flshermen wad. hlgh in St. Barbe,

.. and the control of the local merchant e11te over the catch

of f1shermen was low. . 'F1shermen in. thls d1str1ct regularly';"' o

sold t11e1r catches to v151t1ng Nova Scotlan and Amer:tcan

schooners ‘f?}%ch would .come 1n the sprmg w1th supplles and

return in the Fall to purchase t.he catch. 'I‘hey pald the . -

d1fference between the cost of supplles and the cost of the

Ny

catch in gold or - 511Ver (Flrestone, 1967 88; Innls,i
1978 462) .‘ The pr1mary problem w1th the Nova Scotian and',;-

Amerlcan trade was 1ts 1rregular1ty, as the forelgn ShlpS

mlght not come dur1ng years of low demand

.

. ¥
1n cooperatlves in thlS dlstrlct may have been in part an

L attempt by St Barbe flshermen to guarantee access to £1shery

+

' supplles and an outlet for the sale of : thelr product.45 ,

t M ‘

However, the ab111t)’ of local flshermen to orgaruze B

. .

. sustalned suppor\t for such movements depended upon the

relatlvely hlgh 1eve1 of organxzatlon and solldarlty B

guaranteed by large unlts of productlon and the weakness of

<
]

local merchants. - j . ‘ ‘. o ," . ) l

; Although ev1dence on the subJect is fragmentary,

]

work organlzatmn 1n St George s seems to have dflffered

e

substanually frdm the pattern descrlbed abOVe.~ Although

the dommant mdustry 1n the dzstrlct was, once agaln, the

" . [ T v v," . e
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‘rather than cod

L iaad

fpredomlnated

'eff1c1ent product1ve un1t was one‘Pr two men.

75

1nshore flshery, flshermen flshed for herrlng and lobster

only 90 cod.traps in “this dlstrlct ‘in 191L

flshery, local men elther shlpped aboard Amerlcan schooners

from: the shore (Thompson, 1961)

about patterns of work organlzatlon ‘in the herrlng f1shery,

4

|
In compargson ‘with St. Barbe, there were
_...__/

For the herrlng -
A,

.

' ‘whlch came to the area each faIl or flshed 1ndependent1y

'.Although 11tt1e is known

attempts on. the part of the Newfoundland government to

proh1b1t the shlpplng of Newfoundland men aboard Amerlcan-

sh1ps during the perlod of the FPU" s development would

have reduced the number of men engaged 1n thlS branch of

the flshery

were very small.

1

-

1nshore unlts of productlon probably

Wlthln the 1obster f1shery, units of productlon
As on the south~west coast, the most

It is. true

i’that there were a large number of lobster factorles w1th1n

'the dlstrlct But the ratlo of number qf'factor1es to number'

v

"of people employed suggests t

‘flshermen ogned these factorle

.§

"ﬂunlts of productlon,

-

'of productlon to process “their catc

Hence, 1n contrast to St

h 46

Barbe the

Y

George 5; was probably.characterlzed by mall

ha t 1nd1v1dua1 iobster

rict of

atomlzed

The dec11ne 1n opport n1t1es aboard

and used mﬁ% domést1c un1t
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Wlth Amerlcan vessels unjble to»obtaln Newfoundland crews the T

w
-

«eontrol of local merchants overvtne marketlng of herrlng
N ’ N
’ and ‘thus over flshermen may have 1ucreased Amerlcans began

,to buy herrxng rather than cate!yhg the1r own.47

hd ¢
’ »

.o

‘Conclusions ~ | - --,'fﬂJ_-, T .3

s . . .

. 'In general, ??e»above analys1s gives welght to my
: P i 3 o .
claim that patterns of wo:k organlzatlon were an 1mportant , B

s l

factor in determlnlng the dlstrlbutlon of the Flshermen s

‘\.

'/Protectlve‘Unlon of Newfoundland. Where productlon unit’s
- - ! ~ :
) were small and atomlzed or where relatlons of productlon

.1
nd/or systems of rncentlves created 11nes of cleavage among

en, such as along the sggth west coast FPU support '

was extremely 11m1ted In. contrast 1n areas such ‘as the a

v ' A

: north east “oast where the movement was very strong, unlts

o

of productlon were largér and manlfested a- hlgher level of

N"
-
‘ . o

B solldarlty.. Th;s'was true not only 1n the flshery, bu}

. ¥
A also in the logglng seallng, and m1n1ng 1ndustr1es 1n whrch

north ea&Q coast flshermen worked durlng the w1nter season. :‘;. Y 3
S StructurES of d1rect underdevelopment co _elated . F

.w1th largﬁf, solldary‘unlts of productlon 1n the gglng, e

-
PR o,
R A T e
PR ok

4

u sea11ng and m1n1ng 1nd95tr1es but thls was not always the ‘ '{%
- case In St John 's, for 11stance, cap1ta1 1nVestment and :ﬁ
’fhe concantr%tlon of!control over 1ndhstr1es d1d not produce A . ﬂ:éf

J‘ * ) ’ '3

L 4.

a suﬂstantlal 1ncrease 1n the concentrat1on of producersf*)j*

who remalned poLrly organ;zed and fragmented Among ;;?;

Lo . . ‘.- . ) ",' PN “ ., L,
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south-west cbast'inshore fishermen, structures of direCt: '
underdevelopment type 11 correlated with Some of the smallest
-and’ most atomlzed unrts of productlon in Newfoundland :As'

he south west coast merchant

‘.ﬂ -

- weqshall see in Chapter Three,

";ellte ga1ned 1ncreased control over the surplus of 1nshore ,
;flshermen by limited 1nvestment in the offshore. «
turn, helped ma1nta1n 1nshore flshermen in veny small un1ts of

'productlon. In contrast w1th1n the 1nshore flshery along
1.

R l o, v

" the north east coast although structures of 1nd1rect/” A

commerc1al underdevelopment predomlnated the decllne of the

. _cred1t system resulted 1n somewhat larger un1ts of product'

~ s

F1sh1ng unlts based on . cooperatlon w1th1n the extended

ThlS, 1n 'I’v

LA B o o g T 4

if

e T
NIRRT

-

-

fam11y prOV1ded a SOlld organ12at10na1 ba51s for the: '.'

Capital 1nvestment produc1ng structures of direct B 3 &
‘ underdevelopment in; the/Labrador flqhery further enhanced = ' ?4
tthe tendency for the cencentrat1on of producers in thlS 'é
:reg1on. ":‘T S fc;_:‘i_,rf J-‘n lqjl"' ;;‘\3:5 ‘ , f%

.' o | Although generally speaklng, structures of d1recté* ‘5'ﬁ
'-funderdevelopment produced larger units of product1on w1th1n fﬁ:

" the capltallst sector, th1s d1d not always generate a haghen, _.f'”%
: I

',level of organlzatlon and solldarlty among potentlal ,: T ! "é
fpartlsans of the FPU., Capltal 1nvestment 1ncreased the 351-" E'
:‘;": ontrol Of merchant cap1ta11sts over the organlzatlon of *:F o %f
| .“productlon and system of 1ncent1ves 1nv01ved.. In- the casef‘ ?
» -

of the bank flshery pdtentlal galns in organlzatlon among / ) : g
flshermen assocaated w1th the1r concentratlon in 1arge o 'l ;
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numbers aboard schooners were offset by the 1ntroduct10n of

a divisive system of 1ncent1ves. S
The two areas’ where patterns of work organlzatmn

do not seem to prov1de -a substant1a1 part of the explanatlon )

for the. pattern of FPU support ‘are the Conceptlon Bay d1str1cts
4 N

dommated by the Labrador stat1oner flshery and the east C
' «coast dlStI‘lCtS of. Ferryland and Placentla St Mary S. ,f
> In thes'eo areas, work organlzatlon 1n general seems to favour
the develop’ment of‘ relat:wely strdng support for the FPU but |

the success of the movement was uneven.

’

“In order to explam

not only these dev1ant cases but to galn a more complete

understand:mg of the pattern of FPU success and fa11ure in the .

rest of the 1sland it is- essentlal to 1nvest1gate reglonal
a , :
var1at10ns in the ab111ty of the author1t1es, 1nc1ud1ng the
- R ¢
merchant and cler1cal e11te to repress the movement. - As we

shall. see, there were 1mportant varlatlons 1n*t4he level ‘of

organlzatlon ef these ehtes that played a v1tal role in -

determmmg the dlst‘rlbutlon of the FPU

*
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o 1. Nova Scotla mshore flshermeu were flrsQ 1nv01ved in

I ..~ . the Fishermen's Union. of Nova ‘Scotia, organized in o
! STy 1908, (Barrett, 1976:68). Later, duriig the 1930s, R
..o w7 T ... they .became involved. in the Ant’:.gomsh Movement , T
oo e (See Sacouman, 1979) B » _ I R

SR T Z. The concept of semi- proletanamza’tmn among petty .

S S producers is ‘a difficult one to deal with. "It seems =

SRSt 'to me that there are several different] situations that’
oo Co would havE™ the appearance -of semi- prole“tarlanlzatlon, '

Nk T . each «f which could have a different impact on
R - consc¢iousness among .petty producers. Some. of the o s
: ) , ' p0551b111t1es mlght‘ mclude- R ST S

- e , 1.3 a situation -in WhICh famlly members and/or the
5 R ‘ petty producer himself are employed temporarlly .
- . o - for wage-labour and use their earnings to either - -
B " maintain or enhance the level of production on C
Coo the farm, in the flshery, etc. .
% R S 51tuat10n in Whlch fam:.ly members but not the
: ~ .+ -petty .producer are engaged in wage : 1abour and -
4 - . 7 .. ' . donot utilize their wages for investment in
Ler 0 0 o Upetty production per se but perhaps in raising
oy . their ‘level of censumption. In this situation
-although 'proletanam;atlon' or semi- 5 L
. proletarianization might affect the consc10usness A P
of family members, . it would be less likely. than o 3
s1tua4:10n 1 to 1nf1uence the petty producer hlmself '

M

TR L L

e e
w
-

!

.a s1tuat10n in whu:h famlly members are engaged

in wage labour and use their wages to set up -~ -
& i vanother separate unit of petty productlon more or . -
i ... - less unaffiliated with the original unit, i.e. a
, S o flshermen s son wyho ‘works on-a trawler and uses °
S ~ .his wages to purfhase his own f£ishing gear which.,. ~
e ' ~he: operates ind

dently of his father. Once - .. . . 7
again; while" 1nvol ment in wage ‘labou¥ might '~ - i,
-affect the consciqusness of the son,* 1t need not

1nf1uence the ‘father. - ,

b st A e SRR S

% o i

S R 4. sem1 proletananlzatlon ‘may. not necessarlly be « ‘
: S .-+ - '+ associated with involvement in wage. labour. ' P
A, ‘ ? T - . wii .. Sacouman (1980) suggests that, structures~of direct . .. 7.
. R S underdevelopment type II, in which, petty producers -
T } o D o . are controlled by monopollsuc companies which.also S
@ T SR ., - dixectly control a portion -of productlon, will. .
L Sk ‘produce .the semi-proletarianization-of ‘the ‘petty T
\é . % . R producers In tlus case cap1tal1st control over
'?"X . ’g ,' P - \ ‘ * [ ‘ - s L .
& - g S . ' . PN ' v




L.

e 2.4, petty production is such that the price. 1t pays”.
e ..+ for a product can be treated as a.'wage', Petty
e - - producers have little more real 'mdependence

©," .+ . than wage-labourers. In this. situation, the
extent of semi- proletarlanlzatlon would be
associ ated with :

L SC (a) the degree of monopollstlc control
o o (b) - " fluctint ions 1n market demand and perhaps.

e . o (c) differences: in productlnty between the
Lo e N capitalist-and petty commodity sectors
S . associated. with mechanization. and changes
\ : L - .1in the social relations of production
S L + .~ - . 'that affect the price capital is willing
U " . ... to pay-for the product of petty producers--
g ‘ o ~ ‘hence the v1ab111]ty of petty productlon.n

3.  -The offshore bank fishery was more 1mportant than. the -
©_ inshore fishery in Burin and parts of Fortune district.
'Further west, although there was also capltallst

- production: the 1nshore flshery was much more 1mportant.
Lo

....
e .

‘-Subs:.stence act1V1t1es 1nclbded growmg food
.constructmg homes and boats, etc. '

et R T S T PR O T g et

v © 5. The followlng quote summarlzes “the theoret1ca1 core of
. : R Antler's argument regarding the replacement: of -
capitalist-wage-labouring relations of productlon by e
production based on the domestic unit wlthm the .~ . .
Newfoundland 1nshore flshery L e ‘ :

- N

P ‘*...on a colomal frontler with. pnmanly
' .- - coOmmon property resources and inexpensive
- . implements of productmn, surplus value ‘
S R . can be captured by those owning merchant's
S coL capital ‘if colomzatmn in the .extreme: is
carriéd out.”’ Under these cxrcumstances...
. implements. of productlon attain the .°
.*. characteristics.of tools rather than of.
"% ‘capital, production is carried’ out.by
", ¢+ atomized units of labor-plus-capital, and f
:  those ownmg\merchant 5 cap1ta1 can . o
" capture surpliis Value in their dealmgs :
: w1th the atomized productlve units. Such;
a |systen resembles quite closely Marx's
model of the stable putting-out. system. ’
; S .- . Mith Marx, wePredicted that under such a_
. - - . . 'system,—economic growth takes place with "
' - ’ ‘ L merchantsr f:mancmg of greater numbers
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L of atomlzed productlve unlts over tlme, and I

that economic development does not take -
- place since the demands occasiomed by
~widening of markets can be met by methods

S - other .than the fevolutionizing of the
R . means of productlon (1975 70- 1)
/ ’* .- 6. Some merchants' cap1tal was. invested in a 11m1ted oS
o ~nupmber of J.mport Substitution industries (see St.
b ~ John's sectionbelow) after 1880. . As in many under-- .
§ developed countries, only wvhen prices in the export . ..
M . __trade became so low that it was no: longer profltable v,
. " did merchant-capitalists. cons:uier 1nvest1ng m local ..
manufacturlng (Frank, 1973:22). S
K . - R .
B 7. These data would not include any 'schooners purchased
R SR by merchants. from other merchants, flshermen, etc.
5 ST 0 ithat had previously been regi"étered in St. John's.
s ~ - ‘ -In other words, they prlmarlly include only: new :
o Lo ' schooners, and those previously registered-outside: . - ..
|3 o - ..~ Newfoundland. As- a result, this may well be an - e
N S SR . underestimation of capital investment by -south-west - . e
B SR . coast merchants in schooners during this period. =~ R
" .+« . However, the data also -do not include. schobners’ sold » e
.by the same merchants -during this period which means . .
L ' this may not be an underestimation. Finally, 1nc1uded o :
s 2 S . in these data would be ships purchased for use in the ,; -
& N S import-export trade and not necessarily in the f1shery y
-k ..+ .. .The following graph of tonnage engaged in the bank .. " L
N fishery underestimates the size of the south-west I
. . o coast offshore. flshery ‘because it does not include =~ .. ° .
- the "western" flshery ‘that took place off Rose -Blanche. . .
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) ;,_"i'. - ‘by -a member of. the. secondary leadersh1p (Coaker, 1930: 80)

- .:". S ©0 7. 7 locals'were established by 1914, thiee of these were

y
3

5 s : N |
L s wm- &
s
.y | ' | ) ’
7.
— _ — 10,000 . - g .
‘ 9,000 3 g /
8,000 ——
f‘ o m =
: L 6,000 RS
. 5,000 '
T an0
Lo 3,000 ) {4
i SO Trees 1399 igos '1'967' ‘1'911.."1”915 1919 is;gu,

s

Total tonnage in the hank fxshery, 1895- 1920 B

, T , Journals of Assembll. (1896 1921) LT
- i, . . . x", ) i .

-

oL 8. Oberschall d1sf1ngulshes between a - 'vertlcally '
.. .7 integrated''and a 'segmefted' social structure. )

. Leadersh1p, he Suggests, is more available!in a.
T -segmented social structure- because. "talented ‘and
N o .ambitious individuals will tend to .remain trapped. .
a0t o with few prospects for upward mobility' - (1973:21).
S A soQcial structure:is \segmented ‘when "the collectl\rl\ty R
' whose.potentlal ‘for mobilization we are examlnlng
" has. feW Links and bonds with the hlgher classes or
other collectlvxtles of the - socxety" (1973 1193

e TP ERRMERIS

A - _‘9. McDonald c:lalms thag there were 29 FRU° locals\ in

<.

L “were, between tem and . fifteen of- then and they ‘were®
T ,-orgamzed ot by lin. “Coaker:, “as-McDonald suggests but
“ . 0f the: flve communities in Burin district where: FPU. |

o T 7 communities “Yhere the: cod 'trap:iwas Tuch ‘more commonly
A used than elsewhere 1n the area (Coaké‘i‘ 1930 80),.,-4

LA T
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% o - *x. . Fortune-Burin in 1914.°(1971:134).. ..In actual- fact there o

Source: = Annual Reportg of the’ Department of Manne and Flshenes\]_ |
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Census of Newfoundland and Labrador, 1911 'rable II
‘ , - s we shall - see In: our dxscussa.on T N
of. fhe north east coast, ‘the cod'trap requirpd 1arger
; - : . uruts of product:l.on than hook and Iine. “In dne -of . B
. ‘%'t . . these -three- 'trappmg' communities ‘where. there, were .
- . . FPU locals; St. Lawrence, there was .also-a whaling .
- fictory. Millais describes the tqwn of St. Lawrencé - - ‘
during - this’ penod but unfogtpnately does‘mot - ' - . .
. - s discuss vwork organizat:.on within the whaling factory T
L . 71" {1907 :140-48). However, Cashin suggests that whaling ~ . - ;
L . factories provided a lot of ‘1ocal employment (1976: 34) ST A
T A and-an ‘interview with a man.recently involved im‘the .. . . .4
SR . -" v management of whaling factories revealed that Jthey AR |
Loson . '+ - “probadbly employed as'many as one hundréd people a - e
o ~ (Interviey. with W. 0'Brien, Decemger, 1979). . This" .. ¢ .. /-
Vel ) . suggests that they may have provided the ba.us for "~ |
T the creation of a sol1dary wage- Labounng group which, e
B R ¢ turn, would help explaii local support for the FPU. N

. _'1"0.' Many sgudxesrbave 6inphas1zed the unpontance of SR
. . pre-existing orgamzétlonal ‘ties, in fac111tat1ng IRt
L Lo mobilization for protest movement See ' for. exampleo, I
so-v, ' - . (Oberschall (1973) -»Tilly (1975), Be11 (1978), L e e
.« . . Tompson (1963): | o O T R
. 11. -'One such example is- Cat Harbour 1n¢Tw3,M/i~l¥ ane_ .
. This .community was based'on the inshores£: ‘;ergn but' - oo T

o “had, an* FPU local- asiwell as aBbranch of th v ;j el
S Trad'ing Company (Faris, 1972). L AR CEE A

- 12. F“ a’ complete!desct;ptmn of . the cad trap see 7 - < -
Flrestone (1967 90) Cown ) R

° .

=

13. In 1895, a second hand trap sold gor $100 (Balne
. " Johnston Letter Book, 1893-97.:47)." ‘A new trag was’
* - worth between 3300- 400 .in 0--about the.sdame price. - . .
.. -~ as many.second-hafd schioviers.. ‘It is-obvious that-the. .. ..
S Ltrap -alone- represented ‘a substantial capitals’ 1nVestment (
:+7+ . on the part..of fishermen. :.Alexander claims that the - . E :
& change in 1nvestment in gear,among Newﬁound,land P LA
3 . 7.+ =, . - fishexmen betveen 1898 and 1913 was no moré than; rom T e
SR e L -§7-16 per fisherman." Since this, is  an average. of- A
o o0 0 imvestment by all fishermer in’ Newfoundland it prebably A
; .. . obscures increased. *cap:.tal iffyestment by a certain’ - e e
ok L T LT 'class of fishermen., *Joint investment by several men - '
oS ..+ ‘in a.single cod trap m::.ght also have. been. a contmbutz;ng f~_> - }
o U /factor (A974215) . W T e

- A .»7_ .‘ -

;.uz: z.','sl_:'r"r_:- ~§~.‘i§§"§ i e ngEe

¥ 2oy

x

R

DR TR E ,,lgi". See Chapter Thre.e for a d1$cussmn of’ the breakdown 1n e
O S TR G the credlt system on’ the north east coast., C el ‘




.. or in-part.in ‘cash; rather than.in gpods as preV1ously
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15, A mercantlle vacuum‘developed in par 3 of the north east
" . 7 .coast following the collapse ‘of the ewfoundland Banks
in -1894. Mény'companles were forced to curta11 their |
supply business . because of lack of capltal -and .the “,f~v”
- growing unw1111ngness of Canadian, banks: to advance. e
-}:;cred1t for bothithis and.the Labrador ‘fishery. Many -
- fishermen were unable to gain access to essential |
. supplies and were hence forced’ to leave the flshery,
become sharemen, or pay cash. - Some ‘were able ta get
"Supplied by one of the few companles unaffected by’ ~.hl
+ ° .the crash such. as Bowrlngs. With the decline 1n the - -
.. supply trade, merchants no ‘longer had a lien pn the: LT
" catch and herice competition . for the purchase of fish -
. increased.’ As .a 'consequence, many trapowners were .
" able to demand payment for thelr catch either wholly
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had been the case.’ Access to cash and. the availability
of a local -army of Teserve "labour permitfed such men :
. to accumulate capital and expand production. One ..
consequence was' larger units of” productlon than those"
 :Wh1Ch predbmlnated under the. truck system. .

o
W

:’£ L der il

(;fm it

. 16. For: information on glutted markets durlng thls perlod

N see McDonald (1971:  Chapter One).- The Baxneylphnstcn
. Letter. Book ‘includes. a. discussion of one strategy - .
merchants. pursued when markets were glutted (1893 7 165)
‘See ‘also McDonald (1971 198 Zl)

v t

. R

'7-’?17..'See, for example, Ba1ne Johnston Letter Book f' R R
L (1898 1911 184a) i _ :“_ i EEE Ce

18. " In:some. cases, ‘a local trapowner would negotlate w1th
. a nearby merchant. to, purchase: and pick up not only his’ DY BE
- fish but that of. other fishermen.in the v1llage., They R I,

. might have ta, pool ‘their catch in.order. to convince. .

v oa merchant to send a schoorer- and presumably . if markets,-
“‘were glutted and they.couldn't sell-the «catch, the - - o
- whole community could be affected. See,. for example,- S
Bremner to Wm. King, .Deer Harbour;. September ‘7, 21895 and - B PN
Bremner to a fishe€rman in Quirpon also Septembef 7 ‘1895 - o in
.~ in Grieve and Bremner Letter Book (1895 97) .. e e

©19. Non~1nvolvement in the supply ‘system meant that: = - ° U e
. - merchants were better able to pass the losses from low Lo
.. pricks’ onto the fishermen without any direct financial -~~~ . v
-~ risk.to ‘themselves. Under the credit system, the -

- merchant continued to carry some of’ the risk- o+ .
(Phllbrook, 1966:72) .. W o e
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- Brym .distinguishes between’ subsistence and commerical

production suggestlng that 'subsistence production 'sets.
flshermen and farmers apart' while commercial produc~
tion 'brings them together'.  One.¢f the ways 1in.which
commeérical production br1ngs them together is. through

" the unlform impact of price fluctuations on. producers

(1979:65). - It is being proposed here that a decline in

", the credit -system would have.the same effect as a shift

of experience.

from subslstence to-commercial production on uniformity .
"It is also. p0551b1e that with the decline’

in’ the credit system and greater opportunltles for -profit o

created by intermercantile compétition and a high level
of demand for fish,,fishermen reduced their involve- : ’

- ment "in subs1stence activities in favour of: productloh

VROV G UG SIS NSRS U S S

- for exchange."
'i,established

. .Interview: w1th Aarton Ba11éy,
. and natlve of Port ‘Rexton, Trlnlty Bay, November 18

- 1907,
“schooner's ut111zed in. the flshery of ‘these dlstrlcts were

-~group owned an average of 31% of all schooner tonnage
. mewly registered-at St John's durlng these- years.
- 'thée B.T./108 Series’ Colonial. Ship Régisteries for
"Newfoundland (1900-10),

‘A memﬁer of’ Job
.‘gproduc1ng Labrador“stationer fish at the company!5 . s
- station in Blanc .Sablon _at .$2.00/quintal. (115 polntsam. '
-of dried cod), whether produced by independent - .. '
.. fishermen supplied by the Company: or by shipped men ‘in

Bremner, °
;was 1mp0551b1e to produce°flsh for this pr1ce.~

The validity of this would have to be
See also Brym (1978a 341) in thls regard

a close frlend of Coaker -
1978

. .1bid: ";;; O TP |  M

A study of schooner tonnage newly reglstered at St.- John" s
from 1900-10 revedls .that merchants living in the d1s-~
‘tricts of "Port de Grave, Trinity, Bonav1sta, Fogo and .-

‘;Tw1111ngate (FPU districts) were the group in’ these . = ¢ -

districts most 1likely to purchase schooners.. Of the

" total tonnage purchased- by people living in these dis-

tricts merchants bought 46% in-1900; 60% in '1901; 65% «in -
1902; 56%" ln 19033 61% "in "1904; 50% in. 1905; :56% in ‘1906,
'1907; 61% in:1909 -and. 30% in 1910. Some of .the’ -

probably owned by merchants:-in St. "John's 'as well. Thrs’
See.

in the Newfoundland Archives. .
I am greatly indebted to Eric’ Sager of the Maritime. _°

;H1story Group, Memorial Unlver51ty, ‘for, show1ng'me the
~_-reg15tr1es and helplng me, drganlze these data.

Bros s Ltd. computed ‘the cost of

its direct employ. . This was ‘in 1907.. (See Job Famll
Papers, Newfoundland Archives).. As. early ‘as: IE§S, E
B a Trinity Bay merchant was complalnlng that it
HlS .,-‘;

_\<f\)l:f
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f1rm supplled flshermen in. the Labrador floater and 1n-
shore fishery ‘and fiShermen could not pay for their
supplies’if they got only this amount for their fish -
- (6rieve and Biemner, Letter Book 1895- 97: Bremner to'

" Thorburn, ‘October. 30 189%). Statloner fish was -
' processed. on tae coast .and shipped -direct to market
.during the per1od -of the emergence of the FPU

"(Moynes,g1975 126}

.;ZS,'VSee Grleve and Bremner Letter Book Balne Johnston o

LetteT Books; also McDonald.(1971: 21) By 1911, the.’

.number of Labrador floaters had declined from ‘a high of

7. 1,432 in 1908 to 837 (1911 Census aof Newfoundland and

“-‘obsolescent schooners''s TheiTr obsolescencewas directly -
related .to’ ‘intermercantile relatlons during the perlod

o L(See Chapter Three) e DU DA .

<A 'planter"was a trapowner or Quhééfntial'flsherman.-f
" Coaker held tlie first.meeting of .
~.of‘1908 two months after this rumour. appeared Evidence -

.27,

29.

31.

Labrador, Table I11:443; . Innis, 1978: 458) . Innis. - .7
describes this .as the "sub51dence of.a" wave of

i

FRU. in November

‘such as-this further undermines the view’ that the =
mobilization of north-east coast fishermen was .=

' dependent upon-.the, ava1lab111ty of the charlsmatlc‘

28, .

_Ieader of the movement ‘

- /

These’ conclu51ons are supported by testlmony recorded
in the Report . 1905, (JA 264). :

Durlng 19085 Job" Bros., Ltd. employed 75. shlpped men’’
at Blanc Sablon See Job Famlly Papers (1908 'report
on - Blanc Sablon) ] -

Balne Johnston Letter Book (1898 21911: 68), Smlth

- (1936: 145), Weekly. Mail and Advocate, (July 12 13 1915)

" included "the influential mén -of ouT town, bu51ness'men,;ﬁ

-Lorenzo Vosewdrthy vs. 'Wllllam A. Munn)

30.

Sm1tﬁ’d1scusses the annual act1v1t1es of the Glee Club
in Brigus at great length. He claims that members

-schooner holders and owners, etc L (1936 95).

'Unfortunately, no, thorough study of small 1oca1

. voluntary assoc1at10ns in the- Newfoundland outports has
“.ever been’ carrled out. However, references.to :

iuorganizat1ons such-as the Terra Nova Credit Union in
ZTw1111ngate (Chaulk ©1969:97) and another similar - . -

organization in Tr1n1ty {Barbour, 1973:90) as well as- ...
Smith's Glee. Club in Brigus (1936:95); suggest that such

"Jorganlzatlons ‘may have: “been numerous. along the north-east -

coast One clear source of dense voluntary assoc1at10n
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‘51;' t1es was the Loyal Orange Assoc1at10

.=/ as.well as'elsewheré.- See Table Two;

... 7 32, The 'Vewfoundland disastes’ of ‘1014

¥ :-

T o e i

R R

. . =
e 12 e MO

o~

sealing steamer -'Southern Cross!' 'in
. -all hands lost, demonstrates the ext
. 'seal fishery’ andhthé\rlsk which. capt
o T . were w1111ng to- undergo An-order to’

P S (See Brown With Horwood 1974) -\

. 33, Many seallng captalns 1nc1ud1ng ‘the
' ' /and Bartletts ran fishing bu51ne55es

e Labrador flshery .

344 Mills. along the north- east coast wer

7;+ " Quebec-City and Lew1s Mlller of Scot

1937-67:417-429) . )

ST sk, Acheson (1871:102) “fefers to H.M. Wh

Iz ] o . who'organized a syndlcate of New Yor
““.. .+« Montreal businessmen and got,hold of.
L Cape-Breton coal fields in 1893.. In

Dominion Iron and Steel Coy which - ‘béught Up most

_Owned and supplied schooners or sta }ons,for the *.

n whlch had. lodgeﬁif
‘and 'a large membershlp throughout thée north east ‘coast - .

Pagé 36, for an:

1nd1cat1on of the number of 1odges 1m thls area.‘J

and sinking of the
the same year with

reme danger. of the
ains and: crews
get a good catch

Keans, Barbours
in which they.

. e

o
2

e flnanced by

 R.J.- Schaefer of New York, Messrs,’ Gooday and- Co. of

land (See Thoms,;u'

. - 6

1tney of Boston :

k, “Boston and’
most of. the .
1%99 he organlzed

T/

~0f the assets of the Bell {sland Irgn mihes 1n$the same
. year' (Brown, n:d.:8). Thoms' description of liim as a

7 7%»
n 36 See Note 35

~

-

37.. In hls ana1y51s of the 1mpact of forelgn ownershlp and
. control on thé structure of employment in the Cape ~

Breton coal-mining ‘and steel industry sectors, Sacouman.

hlghllghts the seasonal nature of ‘the work and chrowic
state of, underemployment which characterized jthe.

n'.‘.“‘“

'Nova Scotian cap1ta115t' probably stems from 1is Cape .
Breton 1nvolvement (Thoms, op.. C1t..424) SRS KU :

~

Y

o v ‘. between mining and manufacturlng«and £ishing ‘and farmlng.
P ‘This group;,- he argues, provided 'the basis for Antigonish
Movement Co-Operatives, another middle-of-the-road L
strategy which- included mimers, farmersand fishermen.

Thus, 'as with the Bell Island mines,
mobilize an effective union prompted -

:38 Interv1ew w1th S. Case, September 8,

[ B —~—

1nab111ty to

workers to choose L
the, cooneratlve way 1nstead (Sacouman, 1979) a

1978f

=

S

‘industry during the 1930s.. These conditions reduced the -
.potential for successful unioﬁ activity while
. S1mu1taneous1y producing a -group of men who moved:
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,::39;f Joy (1977 4)" 1nd1cates that only 24% cof St John s oo
. ;‘1;re51dents*were trades’ and manufactur1ng employees o
,lnvlgll. '. Y ’~'._ . : T/"'. ‘. . . - T . ..

,'4ﬂl‘,Roman Catholic Archiveg File: ('The Flshermen s Unlon,‘:-,‘ T
- Tsete.t')r - St John- to Howley, March 26 1909 C1ted

-

o

- ﬁ'41.1.Much of ‘the 1nformat10n on Ferryland dlStrlCt comes
.., - from an interview with Cornelius 0'Brien, a ‘63 year

0ld former fish merchant -and plant owner from Ferryland
dlstrlct Julyn 19784. .

. 42 See Note 9. “\.‘.f-; o :. SRR ey

N - o

,5fn;>31agathe dlstrlct of St. George s (Coaker, 1930: 82) g

- 44, The weakness of the lacal merchant e11te and 1neffectua1
x‘f_~operat10n of the truck system probably helpﬁ explaln

' f.fthe 1arge/unLts of productlon 1n the 1nshore flsheryr;v

‘ ‘uln thls d15tr1ct.- S y T e,

45. Cooperatlves ‘were organLZed in the area between Flower s‘u‘
'+ . "Cove -and St.- Anthony by-Grenfell during the 1ate 19th
'and early 20th century (Grenfell,-1929) '

There were 364 people 1n'403 1obsxer factorles 1n St ST e
“‘George's according to the 1911 census (Census of - L
. Newfoundland...Table II: 442~ 3}. Presupably either L
‘,the flgures are ﬁrong 0T 'Some: of these factor;es were’

L 'not in operat%on.. T T S U f, ¢

T ilh See the. Reportsof the: Depaatmena of Marlne and Flsherles
ol ~.41n the Joutnals of- Assembly (1908 184 6)
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.43}“'There may have been enie” FPU 1qca1 at. Lark Harbour in . ,S% flg;' 3
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e ‘ -~>3£,‘[ If we deflne soc1al movements as struggles for~3j _
'f-'f.“fz : ' power, then 8- full explanat1on for: the pattern of success - ! MV
' and fa11ure of such movements must 1nc1ude an ana1y51s not_{- »
- l . e
only of the strength of potent1a1 partlsans, but- also the
N
_ ,power of thelr opponentsn The Flshermen s Protectlve Unlon

was opposed by both the merchants and the clergy However,vJ

- there wege substant1a1 reglonal varlatmons 1n the1r ab111ty.f{f‘

'fsto 1mp1ement that opp051t10n. Structures of under—

deVelopment whlch produced a hlgh level of organlzatlon among
4 J,_, e
north east coast producers sxmultaneously generated strong

- A

compet1t1ve forces betweep merchants w1th 1nterests 1n o
thls,reglon durlng the perlod between 1900 20 Along the. .

south west coast competltlon between merchant capltallsts

L

P
£
e
i
VA

N o An ana1y51s of the north easg coast cler1ca1 e11te remeals

' ;41. was far less pronounced at least untll the Flrst World War..fk o

hat they Were d1v1ded 1nto several parallel hlerarchles

¥

R
I TN
o A

and therefore unable to 1mp1ement an’ effectlve ant1 FPU

A program similar to that of. the Cathollc Church in: the ,'\‘
L. Ll, . ’ . -7
- N " L . . . ' . R
\}' '~g.east coast dlStrlCtS. , e e T et
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. Iy U éart_.: It . l'I;nre:"me‘n‘chant.s 'in opposition e
; '/.. .. R —t\-"-"' Al ; ‘ L
AR Prev1ous 1nvest1gat10ns have pa:d 11tt1e_ attentlon
: '\': , to the relatlonshlp between merchant opp051t10n and the K
E‘ B regmnal dlstrabutmn of the FPU. Two authors have -
54 \ | | suggested that, the extreme success of the movement on" the " N
:}' ' north east coast was partlally attnbuta’ble to the o | | l "
| : 1nab111t3¢ of St. John S, merchants to take it serlously, oo
' wh1ch led them to delay actlve opp051t1on untll 1t was too ‘
5 "",'I,; 1ate.vl However,‘even thlS assertlon is. questlonable and o
/’g::; o .< :. one wonders whether QppOSl‘blon was 1n fact 'delayed' ‘or was C
%‘j S | rather SOmewhat 1neffectua1 along the north- east coast.__/;_.':..a” K .
¥ :g: ’. 031ng the endence of McDonald one of the above authors, ’
L g, ) it can be argue,d that as a’ group, Newfotndland merchants e _, .
g: were . overtly hostlle tg the FPU and actlvely engaged in _‘ - ‘
: VaI'lOllS ploys to stop its- expans:ton shortly after the b1rth N .
of the movament(ﬂAsoearly as March 1909 an attempt was | ‘ '
made to censor FPU ‘matenal in the only Newfoundland paper S ﬁ '
that was w1111ng to publlsh 1t 3 As a consequence, WJ.thln A ' %
‘a few months 6 Ff 1ts 1n1t1a1 organlzatlon, the Unlon was ' § :
forced to publ'lsh 1ts ‘own newspaper in an attempt ‘to’ §
counteract censorshlp.‘ Although a very effey:tlve mechanlsm 5

for ma1nta1n1ng unlon strength 1n areas where the FPU was
D establlshed the unlon newspaper dld not ltave a pre\uously
establlshed readershlp, hence censorshlp 1n the daJ.ly press

‘no, doubt helped 11m1t the spread of the movement. o o
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L e Around the sanie tJ.me as censorshlp was 1ntroduced,
_ " north- east coast Jnerchants 1n c0mmun1t1es where FPU wunion “, 1
‘ locals had been ostabllshed, attempted to counteract 'FPU
AT purchases of flshery supp11es in bulk by ralslng the prlces
be. s » A
?,5 _. ,‘ on those items 1n thelr stm;es Wthh the Um.on d1d not
i ’ ’ :
. ; i - carry (Coaker 1930 83) In response, the Unlon Tradmg
, ' - Company was organlzed The St John 's merchants attempted
‘ to 1n1t1ate a boycott of the Unlon Tradlng Company.,4 . S

<
=R PSS st e

Merchants also attempted to- undermlne the strength o
7 .

. of the FPU by polltlcal means If we look at Table Three,

e ey
EACER

1t is clear that 1n the 1913 electlon, at 1east 31% of ' : " ‘

non FPU candldates came from the merchant class._ Although

o e

act1ng as p011t1c1ans merchants were unllkely to make IR I J

- - -

polltlcal dec151ons that were 1ndependent of the1r own S

class 1nterests (Panltch 1977 13 14) \" Indeed a geflnltlon

e

N I3
G A Sy
‘ N Y
el s

S,

RS
.

S

T

7«”1@_

: of nat10na1 1nterest that confllcted w1th thelr iness

n v

A o 1nterests would most 11kely have been unacceptable : .
I SR - (Miliband, 1969 58- 9)1. Among the- approx:.mately 30% of
'._. W ‘non FPU candldates who were 1awyers, many were the sons of L
’ B | merchants5 and ag‘aln thelr soc1a1 orlglns probably
r - o 1nf1uenced then‘ polltlcal v1ews (Matthews, 19‘62 68).
w . Perhaps more 1mportant1y, theJ.r present social’ locatlon as
/ polltlcally ambztlous lawyers, rellant on the merchant e11te ‘,. :
. i for both legal contracts ‘and. polltlcal patronage," would' | -
: . ’l | t have : affected thelr polltlcal Values (Kerr,.1973 404) e
} i:‘_:.:“;' soc1a1 or3g1ns of non FPU candldates contrast strlkmg;lly
1% e R ./v‘ L -' . o .. o . :
T s . R B s AP

Coa ‘ i - L vean R X - . . I
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L f'f R T TABLE THREE o
e A ’Occupatlon of Candldates in-the 1913 electlon,lFPU
" | S T and members of ‘the Leglslatwe Counc11 191
] ' ‘ If - 4“- . f . . o
, - I! - oapxtal;st- and upperimldd‘le class - ..
N “ : T ' ‘ B
S S oo, Contr
‘Lawyer, Publisher . Insu.

‘Journalist ' -Busi

General or '
Flsh Merchant - Politician’ - .

 NomFPU - . .. . { R R
' .Candidates 647 . ".31%

T e

e}
@

‘FPU. . .
Cand1dates 6
BRI ' Leglslatlve\
S ,Counc11
1Members of the Leg1slat1ve Counc11 were appo:mted not’ elected

_ 1
- 2. ‘Accordmg %o Smallwood 3 -candidates were professmnal p011t1c1ans
-3. Theé occupati only 59 .of the 64. nonFPU candidates -in' the 19;3 electi
4

o230 E -,‘63,% - T '.,,.!995

LN

. . - Both of. these candldatesawere schooner'captains. One, Adolphus Yates, w
oo Lo 'Tw1111ngate When" hé lost hls po51t10n due to. the L1bera1 I‘PU coalltlon
'Papers, Memor1al Unlver51ty) o ; [ : ‘
Sources Yearbook and Almanac of Newfoundland 1914 McAlmne s St John s
: w1th J R Smallwood March 8 1979. : L ‘ L .

on o
“-According to Sma:ﬁlwood, it is, unlikely that the other six were flshermen
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TABLE THREE Lo R

n of Candldates in the 1913 election,: FPU and ponFPU T N

1d members of the Leglslatlve Counc111 1913 U R
: ‘ : n ' e worl&lng class and -
capltallst ‘and upper m1dd1e class. .. - ' lower m1dd1e class

e , Contractor, 7. L ‘-Artlsan,
T = Lawyer,‘ 2 . Publlsher : “Insurance, Fisherman, . White
hant P011t1c1aﬁ Journallst ,Bus;ness . . Farmer: -

- r."‘.l’." B a ¢t ‘.. X “ . :-- " "““\ . \ ,. -" ‘1 L . S . C .
Ao S| S | S -]13%‘}»" ’ 1%, - 9%\ 91%

.- Collar. - .Ofthelr.‘ T°t€="’1.'._v"'/

[ A S cers o0 33w 7 o 100s,

| N 74

. e e T e s o0

Loooss T g

nc11 were appomted not elected.‘ , - f='é=‘

idates were professional p011t1c1ans N .
he 64 nonFPU candidates in the 1913 electlon could be ascertalned usmg these sources.

unlikely that the other. six were fishermen.

schooner’ captams.
pos1t1on due to the leeral FPU coalltlon

. / Lo Ly . .
o / . [

1‘914;‘ McAip‘ine's‘ St;"John!s‘ Di'réci:dry'1908';9';

i : . .t f’;l’
Noel (1971 117), InterV1ew

P

Nawfoundland

\..¢|. » l.-j\- . . K .
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"Oné, "Adolphus Yates, was, orlglnally the FPU candldate for 2oL
he Jomed the Conservatlves (See Coaker . '_--.’ga{_w‘
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e Trte w1th those of th.% 51x FPU candldates who were either DL AR R §
Lo flshermen and farmers or art1sans and wh1te collar workers.

+

“-'Thls lends further credence to the v1ew that polltlcal )

‘ antagonlsms were flrmly rooted 1n class dlfferences. :

leen the or1g1ns .of 1ts members, 1t is not

s

»surprlslng that the party 1n power 1n 1909 only fleetlngly "

k]

TR T e
; AR A
/

: ,con51dered caoperatlon w1th the FPU- before~plac1ng 1ts
1support solldly behlnd the merchants.6 Also wh:l.le ‘ _ ;
members of the L1bera1 Party agreed to form a: coalltmn | 3 _,_
.wz_th Unlon cand1dates 1n 1913 1t was only because of the ‘ A

'lseverely weakened condltlon of the 'tbarty at the t:une that ' R E
- - .'th'ey d1d so.7.v In retum, the L1berals extracted a ‘ el et SR

- concess1on fr0m FPU 1eaders that nrtually guaranteed the

I

. f.movement weuld not become a politlcal 1ssue 1n parts of . the

SR o - ',151and where :Lt was . not already well establlshed the FPU \ A

' EE I o ',;agreed not to run candldates out51de of the north east coast'

SRR '.._)'*dlstncts.‘ The coalltmn was 'brlef and soon’ both of the IR
' establlshed partles opposed v1rtua11y all Unlon leglslatlon I
' .M1nc1ud1ng an attempt to leglslate agalnst ‘a flSh xyerchants' _ _

: :;.' - v »
v . ) . . .

pr;Lce comblne 1n 1911

TRt TR LY T

1 N [ s

Just as the orlgln of non FPU candldates suﬂgests

[3
.
et i, S}

Lo T that polltlcal antagonlsm to the movement has motlvated by :
S o merchant host111ty, 51m11ar1y, host111ty to the xmovement ;4

among members of the app01nted Leglslatlve Counc1\1 no doubt g . 3

L

had mercantlle roots. At thlS tlme, the Leglslatlve Counc11". IR

O o g ey
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»
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C ' retamed the 'rlght to reJ ect or drastlcally amend
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o leglslatlon and es shown in Table Three, a full 63% of 1t5 :
.- T . members 1n 1913 were merchants. g These men/tooL adventage )
o ” , o£ the1r polltlcal p051t1on to r1gorous1y. afiend whatever ‘ , - ;
o Un1on leglslatlon managed to pass the 1ower house.g_ i
\' On the basxs of the above ev1dence 1t seems. s .
B reasOna(ble to assert that by 1910 at the latest, far from ‘ | ‘
. _ T ,1gnor1ng the FPU the merchants were actlvely engaged 1n A
4 g attempts to destroy the movement. Ae suggested h*, Smallwood ) ;
?-:44-' ,' (1967 47) » M .the ;nerchant—s——above all others > were ' '"" .
K ‘ . perturbed. .I:E Coaker went on pourmg a‘angerous 1deas 1nto
| "'ﬁ:”‘ f‘t‘he mf'lshermen s, ears,, what t£rouble mlght not come out of | : ;
K 1t later‘? The man had to he opposed that was .\certaln the 3
:r ‘ l‘ flshermen had to~be dlscouraged £ron follomng,hm SRS '_;_.'_-.f“f'g SR J
) if' ‘ Lo L As w1th capltallsts 1nvolved 1n the export sector o
| %' ‘1n most underdevelhped countrles, Newfoundland merchants
: { , :wexe hostile to local developments that m1ght drwe up the
‘ 4 A ‘.costs of productlon,' thereby cuttlng potent1a1 proflts and
I ‘.undermlnlng the competltlveness of thelr eﬁportshn g ~
‘ - y '1nternat10nal markets (Frank 19’78 15) Slgnlflcantly,
£ o \"im Newfoundland the tsame men controlled both the export .
] ; trade and the 1mpol‘t dlstrlbutlon, and manufacturlng*of a o
1«1de\ range of c:ommod1t1es.10 Although th1s may have '_ .
.tempered thelr av%r51on to rlslng mcomes among the local .
populatlon the maJorlty of who were flshermen t . '4.i .
e11m1nated lthe potentlal for any strong alllance between a. u"":l‘:i-' .
group of 1oca1 cap1ta115ts and an- emergent popu11st movement, T
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' such as the FPU, 1n a concerted attempt to reverse the '

. L : i, -

i effects of. underdevelopment (Frank 1978 15) There was no

IEEE substant1a1 group of Newfoundland merchants Or cap1ta11sts/

o ' who mlght have V1ewed a s:tgmfl'cant redlstnhutron of the' _"' c K :': "
‘ rewards of the flshery in an. ent1re1y favourable llght. ‘ | .
T ', I o "Ha\rlng establlshed that Newfoundland's merch/ant'i,:':t'{;:.?.
YO e11te was, 1ndeed opposed to the FPU what remalns to be":
i Y ;""' ' dlscussed 1s reglonal varlatlons in the effectlveness of

l‘ ' that oppoutmn or"“the"ro‘lé—ﬁ:“*fhe merchants in determ:unngr
. the pattern of success and fallure of the FPU The" " ~

- .' . et

relatlonshlp be‘cween mercantlle Qrganlzatlon and J:he

Ve e

7 dlstrlbutlon of the FPU 1s analyzed for the south west coast
. . .,‘/

where the movmement was a "fallvure' for the un‘lon stronghold

AT ST
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along the north east coast and for the dlstrlcts of Port de

Ay

NG Lt

s s £

: "Grave and Carbonear where the success of the movement was

’ mlxed. e oo - '-'- T l T

: o PR < .

Structures of: underdevelopment and merchant organlzatlon.
o tHe SOuth-west Coast S .
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. HET One author recently suggested that because

¥
"

countrles of the periphery are characten‘.edby the

per51stence of seVeral dlffef‘ent modes of productlon,

-~
i .
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a

o ’ - ..eae;h formed at a. dlfferent stage of development eachf

-

e e e e

N artlculated in turn w1th external ‘fractlons of ca,pltal. oen .
Lt . / N K
there 15 a dlsorgaqnzatlon ‘of both explolted and expioltlng
classes" (Flne, 1978 194 emphas:Ls added) As WE. saw 1n

R Chapter Two, the degree of d1sorgan;zat1on whxch
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,; ~?;':i£%. v underdevelopmeht produced among‘Newfoundland prodg;ers o ?':-;:” :'”'ﬁ
:n":f var1ed w1th the type of underﬁevelopment that predomlnated . .A ;
- l‘1n each reg1on.L,The follow1ng 1nvest1gat1on ;f the ) .’.u.;j' §
relatlonshlp between- structures \o;E underdevelopment and the )
,k-organlzatlon of Newfoundland's merchant ellte suggests"“ * -\%i'
that uneven underdeVelopment produces‘reglonal varlatlons . '/~ B ~§§\ﬁ
. ' AR R By
A L in the organlzatlon ‘of exp101 ng ¢ assee aS‘well as, ' ) :é
r‘“;. e . exp101ted‘ones.. o ) ’.:_ ‘}“&f ; lg
vl ".‘ In Chapter Two I uggested that hecause under L ;'iglﬁ
- " ?i ‘sqructUres of d1rect caplt 115t underdevelopment producers ' ..' 5?
2 ‘f‘.o gye oﬁten Goncentrated in rqlat1Vely large ﬁnlts of é1 3
¢ p A,;ﬁ preductrbn and petty prod s_may Be semi- proletarlanlzed ) t _%:
’ﬁi” AN ‘hlgher levels of soC1a1 organl atlon and hence‘( greater &
‘f';f =T | :;‘} capac1ty to moblllze 1n th ;own 1nteresx5 is generated .,;Hv
'gj?i ;,ih)“‘if? among producers +As’a result movements among prlmary - "
roL - Co . -
‘ E;.‘Ziﬂ ;i" producers tend to oceur 1n reglons characterlzed by direct <
i'd%rfyj.},t rather than 1nd1rect underdevelopment (see Brym and o o
l.§ ;;f. L Sacouman, 1979) ' However 1t is: p6351b1e that producers
. 3.!’{“ - :‘{ galns _ay be offset by the 1ncreased control merchants and"‘ T
E xd;liﬁ. cap1t i sts acZulre over - prod ctlon by . sh1ft1ng from . . 1
L; 'Af‘? % 1nd1rect to dlrect structure of underdevelopment thus n‘. B Srz‘é
'j}jf T?-' pernlttlng elltesréo oppose the emergence and growth of . 1: . ;
”fﬂ"' - such morements.ll The relatlonsnlp between structuresof j“_A’w" . ﬁ%‘
t:ﬂ‘. underdevelgpﬁent, mercantlle organlzatlon, and the fallure v '.i_* -;
‘%i of the“FPU to Spread to the south -west cpast of Newfoundland ‘,. -'”_,f;/
: iA.’J"%l,:;‘i“'lS a" good - 111ustrat10n of thlS case. . ;7:n;~fiii.'vf.:‘%::-; -"_:i'
SR _“”"H?u,; T e } *.,.QC ,‘;f '.,_-: : e N o : S ~‘ti
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relat1ve power of merchants and f15hermen.13: o :.‘¢:‘3'$.s

: During thls perlod 1895 1914, merchants on the

”

i south west coast ga1ned greater control over the size of

‘

AT R
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1nshore flshlng un1ts and helped ‘create .a reserve army of

’,
?

labour for the offshore flshery by making 11m1ted 1nvestmdnts.'

"at the1p01nt of productlon and expandlng into the “. "
P .

hmport export trade These two factors, the creat1on of
structures of dlrect underdevelopment type I -and vert1ca1
1ntegrat10n, helped malntaln a low level of 1ntermercant11e

. P
e, st s

competltlon whlch in turn,relnforced.the operatlon of the >
'credlt' system of exchange in the 1nshore flshery ,Thef . e T
reader w111 recall that it ‘was’ the operathon of . the: credlt

'~system that helped ensure that'1nshore:productlon-unlts LT

remalned fragmented and atomlzed in a reg1onal economy o "_2
domlnated by the flshery ‘The fragmentatlon ‘of 1nshore . S o T

productlon unlts generated a reserve army of labour for the. -

offshore whlch permltted merchants to 1ntroduce a d1v1s1ve ';’; R
'3 s ST e
system of 1ncent1vesamong offshore flshermen In thlS way, L

\ S~ o

the degree of organlzatlon among south west coast

merchants produced 1n part by structures of dlrect

underdevelopment type II was related to the e11m1nat10n of~..} o o }
‘a basis for the development of strong support for the FPU

among south west coast flshermen and hence the fallure of o ..‘fl

the movement in. that reg1on e -

~ s N " . . . - \ ' “.

thf“ﬁ"‘ : A ser1es of h15tor1ca1 developments Wthh permltted

"

. some south- west coast menchants to respond to rlslng prlces

. 0. H " - L : . . . . ‘
' r [ . . !
e . . . . . . . ' . . ! '
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s Lf' Along tne south -wes't. coast of Newfoundland the
'sevefe atomlzatlon of 1nshore productlon un1ts and the
op T tlon of a. d1v151ve system of 1ncent1ve in. the offshore
flshery badly undermlned the organlzatlonal basrs for FPU
N ;

support among. local flshermen. An 1nput of leadershlp and

.other resourcesnonpthe,'gf’mﬁf\the FPU- 1eadersh1p mlght

ol ' »
?

have offset theprhhlems

among south west coast flshermen . However, effect1ve':f".,

mercantlle oppos1t10n to, the movement in the form of W

1

censorshlp and polltlcal negotlatlons, descrlbed above,

o whlch stopped the FPU from runnlng candldates here, :_‘.»;

prevented thls from happenlng - As" & result \the movement’
o remalned weak along the south west' coast’ and . thls e

apparently precluded the nece331ty of local merchants

- engaglng in any actlve opp051t10n to the movement except:

. at the polltlcal Ievel /

12

7 s, el
"

‘ The lack of any. opem confrontatlon between‘

'S

south west coast flshermen,and merchants over the FPU would

»._ .

. seem to suggest that the level of organlzatlon of the local

the FPU in that reg1on patterns of wor

the most 1mportant factor. »However, the e-was indeed.a;?
relatlonshlp The system of 1ncent1Ve51‘troduced i
‘ merchant omhed offshore f1shery as well
_relatlonshlp between merchants and 1nshore flshermen were'

less hlstorlcal acc1dents than a- clear reflectlon of the

,reated by a lack of organlzatlon .
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for salt cod 1n the forelgn markets after QQOO by expandlng“«fv'-{'

into the 1mport export trade and the offshore flshery . ledh

o o the consolldatlon of control over the 10cal trade 1n the
R hands of a 11m1ted number of- m1dd1e s1zed compan1es (see ,e‘"ll,f":é'
?T”':' Flgure Four, page 32) Penetrat1on 1nto 1mport1ng was“_ ff{ ;

s

fac111tated by several factors the 1ntroduct10n of a4’ reguhar

- A-steamer serv1ce between the south west coast and Hallfax,l4

. 15. _nid‘ )

the growth of a market for salt cod 1n New England

the constructlon,of a- bank in, Grand Banh 1§ These ‘

o L e e Lot S o e 2 A

_ developments made 1t e351er for mlddle 51zed merchants to S A
:,, ‘:hl - R "‘ f'u - ;l PRI ._" _..,A,‘ - £

- Tf ’ 1mport d1rect1y, rather than at, the 1nf1ated prlces;: . .j" o

demanded by. &arge St John.s companles 51nce 1t allowed them

) to 1mport wlthout necessar11y anvestlng in- ocean- go1ng'vessels,v

-~

LRI rd)
Bl R

-
. «
LRSS kel -

ST o Agave them ing endent access to. credlt, and permltted them

» .. T b

Lo R
AL

’ ’ .
to’ 1ntegrate 1mport export act1v1t1es. Expan51on 1nto o

i

s

s eXportlng was’, fac111tated by some . of the above factors as - .
] e

well as the spread of con51gnment Shlpplng or sh1pp1ng

*

Lty

B T ST R P
PERTUINE et R BT

wlthout prlor sale at an. agreed prlce Under th1s system,

Eng11sh brokers were w1111ng to advance almost the full

nt
ut

value of the cargo. -Thls meant south-west~coast companles‘

>

w1th a ‘narrow credlt base “no longer had to act as. mlddlemen :

betWeen the large St John.s companles, whlch had suff1c1ent R

h capltal to. export, and the flshermen.17 o ‘f‘ ' ‘{:_.'7' A ¢ .

1

_ Those south ﬁest coast companles that %ere able to..
i . '- ’ . . ' -

expand 1nto the 1mport export trade were re11eved oﬁithe - e

profzt cuttlng 1mpact of dependency on the*St John s'

W LT : T R
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' {cumpanies' As'a result they were in a p051t10n to. set 1oca1

pr1ces for flSh and.suppllesuat a 1eve1 profltable for them .

[

-but whlch smaller local companles could not afford to.

d. 18 Thls fac111tated prlcesettlng by reduc1ng the

'number of companles whose cooperatlon was requlred

Vertlcal 1ntegrat10n and the cdnsequent 1ncreased

access, tc proflts whlch thlS produced comb1ned w1th'r151ng

prlces, the ava11ab111ty of credlt and a 1arge reserve army

of 1abour on the south west coast, 19 perm1tted these

companles to respond to rlslng demand for salt cod by ,

.purcha51ng schooners for use 1n the offshore flshery (see'

- ' b

20~

v

"could have produced a high level of 1ntermercant11e

-

competltlon for the product of 1nshore flshermen ThlS, in

turn, would have undermlned 1ntermercant11e cooperatlon

w1th1n prlce comblnes, dr1v1ng up local prlces “to 1nshore

;f1shermen .as wellwas promptlng flshermen\to sell '
.1ndependent1y rather than to the merchant who hhd advanCed
_them supplles., The atomlzlng 1mpact of the credlt system

,.depended upon 1ntérmercant11e cooperatlon and a 1ack of

1ndependent selllng.21'

) would be in a. p051t10n ta accumulate capltal and 1ncrease
fthe 51ze of thelr productlon unlts Invastment in the

'offshore helped prevent thls from happenlng

The south west coast: companles _that ga1ned control

‘over the local flSh trade were 51m11arly organlzed and had a

e o e s T e S eba g ot T et 230 o e oy a1 e e i, \ T e e

Wlthout 1ncreased productaon, rlslng demand

Wlthout these two elements c*flshermen .
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TABLE FOUR - -~ © * v .- SR
Schooner tonnage newly registered in St. John's, 1900~ 1910
“ by residents of: the South-west Coast from Fortune B3y -
. ”to Port aux Basques by occupatlon (1n percentages) ’
| 1900 /1901 - 1902 . 1903 " 1904 1905 1906' 1907 1908 '19q9 1910]
"Merchants a2 51 4z as Uos2. 55 60 ¢ 65 64 62 64
. Fishermen/ .~ 7 T e T ;Amk'"f A
_Planters 1l 09 3% .15 . 4 7 - g g 1 20 <11
‘Other®* - 41 34 " 25 37 6_'4r § .‘-'38"" 31 .‘27 .35 - 18 . 25
1do' 100, 100 . 100 100 i0o 100, : 100 100' 100 | 100
'Averages e Merchants--SS 72% 3] Flshermen/Planters-~11 64% : Other--34 64”'3’
*‘1: 'Schooner tonnage newly reglstered in St John's by resdidents. 1n ;this area totalled

© . . 13,155 tons for .this period. -Many of these schooners would have been employed in
N R the ‘bank and Western flsheries but -some were for usé: prlmarlly in the . export.and

coasting trades.
. of shipping engaged in the bank flshery (See Chapter Two, Note 7)

1**' Predomlnantly marlners, master marlners, and traders.

-

At its peak between 1900-1920, ‘there were just under 9,000 tons

(,’ \.",.

Source' B/T 108. Series Colon1a1 Shlp Reglsterles for Vewfoundland Newfoundland Arch1ves
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unlform Jnterest in keeplng prlces to producers down K

: 81m11ar organlzatlon, general rellance on salllng vessels

' ' for export hlgh cap1ta1 1nVestment 1n the offshore, nd -
S T 1nvolvement in the 'credlt' system, meant that .none of- these
;' - ‘ compan1es could galn an easy compet1t1ve edge over: the'

& ,;f . ,-’others by breaklng prlce comblnes 1n an attempt to expand

‘? at the expense of 1ts competn&ors. Hence, by 1910 the-. &
? ".qf' L 'c00perat10n of flve compunles between Belleoram and L k .
'?H -‘Port aux Basques perm1tted merchants to- set the pr1ce for ‘ i
‘:ﬁf L 1nshore fish along that part of the. coast 23 Slmllarly,-
flg" :v'clustenwof cdmpanies in Grand Banknwere able to organlze | 4 R

'thelr own Board of Trade where, once agaln, prlces for flsh

N ," \'_iA...' 2 ° -'.' e . . . . Lo T 4'-..'. -
LT were agreed upon. 4 e o v T R j.u,' - "f-ﬁ{J

;:‘?#*i ‘ }.uf" E ':'” The socaal ba51s for 1ntermercant11e cooperatlon : ) o 2?
: | . does’ not seem to have been undermlned on the south west ,g‘J" ,

\ ) coast by "flsh Speculators*' As 1s shown below the presence ‘ s

. of a class of Capltallsts who, hav1ng earned the1r cap1ta1 }"=f", i

i T !

: § L S
3 .o 1n areas out51de the flshery, mlght be prompted to respond TR S
v o ' ° ’ /1'~ T .
E' Vto rlslng przces for flSh hy beg1nn1ng to speculate for ". L
L% e B SN . e
¥ o thlS commodlty among 1n5hore flshermen, could have been a . e
. s 'y ol
i .jvery drsrupt1ve factor. The lack of economlc dlver51f1catlon O
’%' ’ on the south west coast meant‘that no, Luch group of 1oca1 S :
3 L c ' RN
£ Nﬂ,cap1ta115ts exlsted 241 Speculatprs from outside the reglon ,;—9{: ﬁﬁ.
: “ino doubt found 1t less attracthe than the north east R S
-? 3 coast where rather1ﬂun1hav1ng to deal WIth many, vefy small S
£ "7producers, a schooner load of flsh could be purchased from L
- “ . - ,. , - L . . ¢ . ) - . P
r.:‘ v" "'. « -'.
. . ' | " -
i, ' K .
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fishermen’ and\gmall merchants and resold for a quick L

turn over on th r 1nvestment./

. Stable p'1ce cbmblnes among the south Sirest- coast
',; \ fA. ;diu merchant e11te prlor to- the Flrst World Warz'6 helped
L{, e ' merchants malntaln a hléﬁ level of control over. the surplus
'ng-f.“,;'Jr . Value produced by 1nshore flshermen. As ‘a’ result 1nshore
_é; ‘>’ . B productlon un1ts remalned ertremely smald durlng thlss o
Ei -4/57>\“ ”-_ perlod' Atom1zed flshermen were forced to deal w1th large,‘ﬁ
3 ﬁ‘ o vertlcally 1ntegrated companles._ Rather than confrontlng '
é .a small 1oca1 merchant over whom they could exerc15e some )
i?: .}.control the man they ‘dealt w1th was the agent of ‘a large
éf' 'i;‘~fT‘.:n, company- that frequently had branch stores ;n many - o
15; . i,“ i ';_‘ communrtles.?7 Flshermen found the rlsk of 1ndependent 1{/u
; Qfl'".:: .ffvi se111ng to be hlgh wh11e the costs of sanction, by '_ P
ﬂf : 3 _-f;'} elther demandlng 1mmed1ate repayment of advanced credft or’
:ﬂ-:ﬁ-‘ o refu51ng to supply, were small for the company.‘ In at -

B e At AR D TSI L NS L AN - o
RSN T ey T - T

1east one case, a flsherman was suff1c1ent1y concerned

' about p0551b1e sanctlon that he beat hlS w1fe and daughter o

s

"for trylng to sell flSh to another 1oca1 mErchant 28 Wlth
5-{ Lo prlces more or less the same at the varlous locad.merchants,
zli. K there ‘was’ 11ttle 1ncent1ve to sell 1ndependent1y and. 11tt1e -
t;f 'opportunlty for~the accumulatron of surpIUS by thls means.29
; ;f : i | A Merchant'COntrol over the surprua‘of_lnshore ,}i;
::§‘ ;T” _..5,4- flshermen via the credlt system meant that: often a : ‘
.'é | .?: flsherman~cou1d hope to accumulate some small surplus only
) gA - by explo1t1ng hls ch11dren.¢ A young man mlght be a full t1me
CoE ) R ) C .
tE“i Lo :‘. LT e

~t
13

S

s [~

]

st Al O dTa R 1

LAt

PN

S



TN

' .. M . ean PREY §
Rt At iad ','*'.’Z"f‘{"":v‘, i

v By et t2 S

e

\)Szmllarly,_a young glrl could begln drylng flsh for . her LT e

f1sherman before he was a teenager but guaranteed rewards

father at a very young age but the returns for her 1abour‘

never exceeded room and boar

.attract them 1nto the capltallst sector.' As soon as. p0551b1e,~

came much 1ater'

]

domest1c unlt of productlon meant that 1t was -easy to

- . . Y e

=104 - . T

B o N ., L e

[a] father would continue to 'keep his™ ¥
‘working ‘son, providing food, clothlng and
‘shelter,. beyond which compensatlon a

_young man would have to trust to the L
“'genérosity. of ‘his parents.” Not.until he S
had attained the age of twenty-one... -. ° . ..
would a ‘man be ‘given... 'half share' = '~ - v e

_-+.Remaining with his father, a man could

not expect a full share unt11 marr1age b ~3.nn,' ﬂ‘/f’
(Gaffney, 1978 8) R R T i

~

d. 30

The lack of return for chlldren 1nvolved in ‘the

;young men moved 1nto the offshore and young glrls drled

merchants'

~$1sh rather than therr fathers! " This accounted»3

in part for ‘the small size. of 1nshore productlon units.

“The young men, became part of an army of reserve labour the

' avallabzllty of whlth was drrectly related to the'"

’ .
[N

[y

'1ntroduct10n of a system of 1ncent1ve 1nto the offshore

fishery which undermlned crew solldarlty As suggested by

_one author,
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IS N In the late 19th’ century’ Newfoundland ' . -

‘W . 7 - - offshore flshery, the competltlon for'

[ - .berth opportunltles, “‘chance to: go-
: : in dory’, must have been intense: .
. among Newfoundland flshermen...£S]ome<
-skippers 1ntent10na11y sought mixed
. creys. for phrposes of better ‘control.
Thus; - desplte the high priority placed
_upolp recruitment of productive” . .
fishermen, crews of 25-27 men tended - . E
to be mixed|lots of kin, friends and - R
,-strangers with an uncertaln o
productive’ potential. = IR
. . Given these. mixed ‘1ots of men
: ftom voyage to voyage, .there was’
pethaps. a shared orientation- among . . .
o flshermen, skippers and'vessel owneys. - . i
. , ‘thit favoured the count scheme ' ST T T
. ' (Andersbn, 1977 20) L o f_ ST

A

They'count' system of 1ncent1ve meant that flshermen were R

pald accordlng to the catch ‘of each two ~man dory rather thanx
1 B L
. rece1v1ng a share of the total catch taken by the schooner \

'As suggested An Chapter‘Two, 1ts 1mpact on. the solldarlty
of offshore flshermen/was devastatlng. . .

" The bargalnlng posatlon of offshore flshermen was .

) L‘QWreduced not 51mply by the avallablllty of surplus labour

; Investment of cap1ta1 by 1oca1 merchants in the offshore
'Ewas llmlted By comblnlng capltallst and petty productlon ;
“A~merchants reduced thelr dependency on Hoth offshore ‘ff":‘ "/f
: productlon and that of petty producers. As we. have seen,‘
expan51on 1nto the_offshore reduced the level of 1nter#'
'mergantlle competltlon for 1nshore flsh thereby 1ncrea51ng
:mercantlle control over the surplus of petty producers and }

'helplng to malntaln them in atomlzed productlon unlts

,Thus, on the south west coast although.the 5pread of
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organlzatlon that precluded the emergence of strong support
‘the movement ‘on. the part of the merchant e11te prevented the/
”»offset the absence of grassroots organlzatlon. IR

disorganization]of the North-east Coast merchant elite

. Lo . . . " N v : . ° - .
R, RO e Y e v r——
: ; . - e IR
. i ! - . 3 . LSRR e e e s e,

structures of d1rect underdevelopment type II 1ncreased the
concentratlonﬁof producers 1n the offshore, mercantlle galns
in. organlzat1on and control over productlon offset those

'of f1shermen._ Vert1cal 1ntegrat10n and expans1on 1ntd the

offshoré flshery reduced 1ntermercant11e competltlon which

~

helped ma1nta1n the operatlon of the credlt system of

Lo o

exchange between merchants and 1nshore flshermen.‘ Th1s in o

PPN
e

turn kept 1nshore f1sh11g un1té small and produced an army A

of‘surplus labour for the offshore.l In thlS way, the level ' ’j%k
of organlzatlon of @he south -west coast merchant ellte '%
f1gured 1n the fallure of the FPU to spread 1nto this reglon -gp
Merchant cooperatlon helped malntaln patterns of work ! f%

ol

o

for the movement among 1oca1 flshermen act1Ve opp051t10n to .

l‘ N .. ‘r.;',

1nput of leadershlp and other resoyrces whlch mlght have

\

\Structures of.direct‘and'indirect underdevelopment and the

..g

The attempts of north east coast merchants to
l
cooperate were plagued ‘by- strong competltlve drlves. Many \

companles, large and small, were 1nvolved in'a comblnatlon

)

“of structures of. d1rect and. 1nd1rect underdevelopment i W1th

»’ o R

'a 1ow 1eve1 of consolldatlon\of control at the exchange

f'level as well as 1nterna1 dlfferences in- access to’ credlt,x .

E Y

economles of scale,-lnnovatlve technology and overhead costs

n . . ‘, )
K B B : _—

e
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attempts to organlze the north east coast f15h trade durrng ‘

the late 19th andrearly ZOth century were largely futlle.

There were attempts to set pr1ces along the ’ E . ?‘M

inorth east coast and regulate the export of salt cod as

L ra__a

'such

Aafter the emergence of the FPU in 1908 Once organlzed the

PEN

early as 1902 on’ the part of the merchant e11te..-However,ti

A

comblnes were pers;stently unstable, dlssolv1ng agaln

almoSt/lmmedlately 31 Cooperat1on remalned problematlc R

¢

Unlon could w1thhohd large portlons of the catch 1n an?

: attempt to break such comb1nes or sell to a. forelgn ;“f.ﬂ

‘ purchaser.

‘ yprlces in both Newfoundland and the forelgn market --@n" Lo

‘.lunrestrlcted 1nd1v1dua115m"of the north east coast merchant«. .

‘e11te would destroy the trade.

B
3? As assoc1atlon after assoq1at1on d15501Ved and

-

P

fluctuated rad1ca11y,:observers began to fear that the gil,;

Hrttorlans are well aware of merchant’ ‘

!

'“competltlveness durlng the perlod after the, turn of the - e

~century However, the causes of such competltlveness, 1ts !

“b351s on the north east coast and the relatlonshlp between

) explore

kK

1ntermercant11e competltlon and the rapld spread of the FPU o ,

N T
throughout the north- east coast have been less thoroughly
d 34 - W‘- ; :

-

Durlng tHe- late 19th century,_structures of

\'4

1nd1rect underdevelopment became 1ncreas1ng1y w1despread

[ Tt

e
throughout the north east coast flshery., Decllnlng prof1ts‘

[

1n thlS sehtor led to the W1thdrawa1 of capltal from N

.'.|

T AR AR ML D arimrmar i mm e ¢ D T S
.
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production (Saﬁer,'1978'25}7 Reanestment of some of ‘this . . é
_ capdtal 1n a. 11m1ted 1mport substltutlon sector. the i ?
tertlary sec nd in logg1ng and m1n1ng, produced some~k_f»‘i“‘ _%
#gp L ' I economic. dlvers1f1cat10n in: th1s reglon.;5 Cap1ta1 ‘. " ’ i;
S | ‘_f' w1thdrawa1 from the f1shery for alternat1ve1nvestments had ',ih‘;f_.‘ﬁé
f }'f;'=A;’ ‘a profound 1mpact on the 1nternal organlzat1on of the trade. %—
“ .\" ,.Vertlcally 1ntegr£ted companles ‘with branches in var1ous i%I
! .outports were 1ncrea51n§1y replaced.by large 1mport export .jg\
; . c0mpan1es concentrated in §tf‘John s Wthh acted in a- d: f,l‘v.f”f<(]5§
’wholesale capecitrwto a group‘of more 0T less 1ndependent EJ ?'
L 'outport retallers:36f The organ12at10n~of productlon w1th1n e
¥ lthe 1nshore flshdé; changed Economlc d1vers1f1catron
'7;‘”I 3‘~'_produced a group of capltallsts .on the north east coast
i : ',hwho had earned the1r capltal outs1de the flsh trade .
Q%ﬁ - o ‘As prlces for flSh began to- rlse agaln after 1900
§1~/r, f:e'? {:cgwpdlcatlons developed. Increased demands for labour 1n Tgio'Q
fél_ ;f i -:}- ‘the flshery comblned W1th alternat1ve Job opportunltles 1n
?3 ZL:~:“ f :: the.newly establlshed m1n1ng and pulp and paper 1ndustr1es o "
'%f ! - produeed frequent labour shortages (Royal Comm1551on...1915 . » é
‘En ©-3-5)." A group of outport merchants:who could potentlally ./,'.’- . ﬁ
? come. into’ competltlon w1th the1r wholesalers had to be:' .§
‘.g;“ : ,dealt w1th Also, local capltallsts, prev1qns1y unlnvolved ‘fé
_% L D in- the flshery were prompted to. begln speculatlng in f1sh. , .;i
‘;ghp _Labour shortages, in themselves made it dlfflcult to._}pg;iff .‘;[-.;g
: .i : ma1ntaln a h1gh 1evel ofmexploltat1on among north east coast ;lyj .11ﬂ3
n'% . ; ) ‘-flshermen However, the development ofo1ntermercant11e hA . o .;m
S e
.::E_ ;' : . tﬁ“
N
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B three types of 1ntermercant11e competltlon and the1r fﬁ~*'

”_north east coast competltlon/between wholesalers and

"{a)FIWholeshler:vérSusﬂretaiierE;T oo .

‘ oppose the FPU 1n.;he outp ts of the north east coast.,ﬁ
'.The outport retaller was; 1n fact ‘a mlddleman between 3

:'1arge exporters and flshermen., He had varrous strategles'

A i;nvolvement in the credlt system accordlng to hls v1ew of 0

‘Qp0531b1e, vert1ca1 1ntegrat10n 1nto the 1mport export
1trade.< Vertlcal 1ntegrat10n for retallers as for south-
fwest coast merchants, would permlt them to bypass the prof1t-

“cuttlng effect of dependency on wholesalers~and Shlft them

Iat the end of the season who had been unabie to get a‘

N S -'_1'1,09,"--'-

competltlon and consequent’undermlnlng of the credlt system

r v 4

of " exchange 1n the north east. coast 1nshore f1shery, greatly

;enhanced thls problem. The follow1ng dlscu551on analyzes s

A

?relatlonshlp to the spread of the' FPU throughout the :“i'-:fo',

i

.retallsrs, between varlous large flSh exportlng companles,

fand between 1arge and small exporters,

‘,‘f. Uy » , . . L E— B j R

>

o 5 ' [ . R T WLt . t I
. L B . . . ¢ . N o 4 . .
. . DX K . L . . .

The'whblesale—retall-relatlonshlp was characterlzed' A

g\ L, <

;by a. struggle o%er the dlS r1but10n of profltsv“ ThlS confllct

‘had an 1mportant 1mpact on’ the ab111ty of - small merchants to

A

P

for generatlng a proflt.’ These 1nc1uded regulatlon of hlsf:v

%

2

the market the. storage colﬂect1on and transport of flsh":“

v . . 5

Y
_—(.

merchant to advance them supplles on credlt and where ‘Q"'

[ . -

@

PR . L

-
- e . L

e - LN ' ! -, . . o
e u»—~~m%¢—.w--—‘— .. n e e s .

}or the 1arge compan1es,‘engag1ng in barter w1th flshermen e
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from a dependent relatlonshlp to a competltlve oneh

Y

Wholesaler exporters also had varlous strategles

e

de51gned to reduce the share.of profit accrulng to mlddlemen.,“

-

Monopology of the 1mport export trade and access to cred1t

'-l “‘

helped these companles acqu1re access to the majorlty of
the profltse They attempted to safeguard this control
durlng perlods of hlgh demand by enterlng d1rect1y 1nto the‘

'retall trade Durlng such perlods, they would offer supplles»-

to. flshermen and- sharemep\at the same prlce as they sold them"

~

to retallers If they were in- a\hurry to get a shlpment Qo
market the large companles would encourage flshermen td

: bypass the outport retaller and brlng thelr flSh d1rect1y

N
to @hem ‘by offerlng a hlgher prlce in St John 5.38- ‘

Wholesalers mlght also send out schooners £o buy up flsh in.

the: outports, often at the same pr1ce they offered the"

’

retaller, who was - expected to store and.sh1p the flsh for o .

e

nothlng ‘ Durlng perlods of Iow demand when forelgn markets

i

-~ J

' were glutted these companles would attempt to put off

-ty

potent1a1 losses onto flshermen and retallers 1eav1ng thenr'

!

with thelr flSh e1ther unsold or purchased only at prlceS'

S belOWfthose necessary for flshermen to pay off thelr

’

'-raccounts w1th retallers._ - ’ -',‘_ K ';“h l -.'(.

The wholesaler retaller confllct had some 1mportant‘

¢

consequences for both the organlzatlon of productlon among

_ north east coasv f1shermen and the ab111ty of wetallers to

!

= oppose the nganlzatlon of FPU locals -in the1r communlty

'.W;thdrawal £ capltal from the flshery ‘in. the late 19th
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“qu;century had left{flshehmen~1n a posltlon where they .—,“
”ﬂcould not get access ‘to credlt and left control over.
’ productlon 1ncrea51ng1y in the hands of petty producers.ih ;“:5.
T.Those frshemmen who were able to get supp11es on. credlt,\

‘ irp partlcular from the large St. John s companles, or who

'7:and hlrlng sharemen.: As suggested in Chapter Two, other
r'extended famrly in order to stay in the flshery, in’

) ”fcosts ThlS trend to large unlts of productlonuwas R

3'enhanced by the wholesaler retaller'confllct

L wholesaler exporters 51mu1taneously strengthened a portlon

§. ° . - )
W ’ .
"' A - . -
: Ly .
1 . b
e \ -7
oo R ] L. e, . . . .o .,-’~ A.'- .':.
_ ~ 111 = T L e Ly Y
. t B - . » . T . ~
[ o ' . Lo - . - . N ‘\‘
. . ) , [ .
i wra . L o

!
H

‘. a -

“could afford to pay cash were able to respond to rlslng

te op e fm e+ e " . .

prlces and the ava11ab111ty of 1arge numbers of flshermen

w1thout CIedlt by-lncrea51ng thelr 1nvestment 1n productlon ;

iflshermen were: prompted to. pool the resources of thelr .

‘

-Apartlcular as the spread of the cod trap ralsed cap1ta1 S ) jffn

In the process,-;; ‘“\(‘

of attemptlng to restrlct the proflts of retallers PN

. , .
'local retallérs could exerc1se-11ttle control

‘

. R 4 , . f'
- of, the flshlng populatlon, permlttlng the emergence of a. O
“'*class of outport trapowners or 'sklppers' over WhlGh small ' ﬂJ

Retallers

were very l1m1ted 1n thelr ab111ty to 1mpose sanctions. on

\

these men who could obta1n f1shery supplres 1n St John" s_};*;{\/ ,
40 . . . K ",‘ k -

eor even pay cash ’ v K 2:3 S ‘_'r‘%fll .
Unlike the ‘south- west coast, where'the'largedy -*”;:;
c ompan1%s weﬁh‘represented in the outports dlrectly . i‘?{fafﬁ-. :kﬂjg
-vthrough the1rAagents .on the north-east coast large o o |
t ;
: o
\ »



R R PE U RRL LN

T

7}

.lbanks after 1895 prevemted companles\f?omforganlzlng strong

Clyz S

Qﬁ
.

compan1es dealt prlmarlly ylth retallers whose 1nterests

-;were, to some extent, antagonlstlc to thelr own.' Confllct.
jw1th1n the wholesaler retaller relatlonsh1p produced larger
-1nshore f1sh1ng units: w1th a greater potent1a1 for

' collectlve actlon over. whlch small retallers could exert'

littie control. Large merchants could’ sanctlon these
flshermen only at the rlsk of losxng proflts to mlddlemen

‘ and hlnderlng thelr access to flsh j‘.. '. ' a o Py

(b) Large’merchant'versus laTge gierchant : L w .

Intermercantlle competltlon was not conflned to. -

‘the relatlonshlp between large companles and small mlddlemen.j

Compet1t1ve forces were. also strong between the large'

.

‘companles that monopollzed the maJorlty of the 1mport export :

"‘trade 1n Newfoundland around 1900 leferences 1n

a1

fcapltallzatlon' revealed by the bank crash 1n 189ﬂ

.

asns varlatlons 1n access tO credlt frqn the new

P

adian“

pr1ce comblnes.- Thls ‘was partlcularly true after prlces

ibegan to rlse on the foreltn markets and companles began

_ struggllng eo expand and consolldate control over the -

.flshery _’“‘ f”' .‘ -
‘ For many of the large companles, those affected by
the bank crash - the perlod f0110w1ng 1894 was, one of

capltal w1thdrawal from productlon 1nc1ud1ng refu51ng to :
flnance.petty,producers under.the, redlt system. As noted-'

L~ bt b o e 4 matetenten b ¢ e F e b e e m e e e ————— o o e o+ por st ke it + et &
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. credlt systemfa company could regulate both the pr1ce of -

"of the flshermen, 42 but ‘this. meant that- these"companles

Dot

| compete on the open market for thelr flSh and for the sale

: the forelgn market before they would advance them the

: of flSh for export and a marhet for the commod1t1es which”

-

- 113 -

C e

in Chapter Two, nonmvolvement in the credlt system placed‘ :

¢

v1rtually all of the msks of the flshery on - the should.ers'”":

4

had to rely on. the dlfference between the prlce they pald : :

for flSh in Newfoundland and the prlce they recelved 1n

the :Eorelgn market to determlne the1r proflts. ﬁnder the'__‘ '

2

flSh and the prlce of supplles 1n determlnmg 1ts rate of'

profl.t The credlt system aleo guaranteeed both a supply:

the company 1mported and/or retalled Hence, ' reduced T

1nv01Vement in th1s system of exchange forced~ companles to . N

patesd

of 'the1r mmports-.~ Needless to say, such competltlon could

qu1ck1y reduce the proflts ‘of the varlous companles and not - -

ST

surprlsmgly, the banks began to demand that the large
compan1e$ organ1ze prlce comblnes and regulate exports to

‘ 4 .
cap1ta1 for the flSh trade. -Such comblnes were organlzed as

early as 1902 but collapsed repeatedly ' S R
" At léast part of the explanatlon for the
1nstab111ty of comblnes and a consequent h1gh level of"

1ntermercant11e competltlon lay in the refusal of one of.” .

At s

R

'_‘:;wa;, s

S

D T T T T P s By
AT Cr RN IR S 0~ Wic IR ST SL SRR TEL Bk 2ot

. I T I
Suriin o '”'}"'S'K LT
. R R

S

the largest compan1es,‘Bowr1ngs to Joln in prlce comblnes.“\ .
V1rtually unaffected ‘by the bank crash Bowrlngs took ~
' advantage of the weakened condltlon of 1ts competltors by ;5
' ; s ’ . k




s B NS ALY e g e e

=

- —114 ;'-,'Ii-j B S

v
RE

1ncrea51ng 1ts 1nvolvement in the’ credlt system Already E
w1th a competltlve advantage based on the ownershlp of

steamshlps for the import- export trade and access to almost

C o un11m1ted cred1t, Bowrlngs expanded unt11 1t became one of

the 1argest supp11ers for the flshery ‘on. the leand and

exported ‘the largest percentage of the catch. 4

As we have
seen anvolvement 1n the supply trade helped guarantee

Jaccess to supplles of flsh and a market for supplles w1thout

'dcompetlng on.a completely open market._ Already w1th a

-substant1a1 competltlve edge, Bowrlngs could only 1ncrease

‘AlltS control over the flshery by refu51ng to JOln the

;fcomblnes of its- competltors thereby d1rect1y endangerlng
thelr access to credlt from the banks W1thout the
1nv01vement of thelr largest competltor, the other members

Lof the comblne ran the rlsk of 1051ng control over even more
of the annpal catgh as well as delaylng the1r export dates
whlch in- turn v1rtua11y guaranteed lower prlces 4n the

45 Comb1ne after comblne dlssolved asvl

forelgn markets. .
merchants struggled to pass off potential 1osses onto thelrl
weaker compet1tors and onto f1shermen ‘ :

“ Unable 1nd1v1dua11y to control the prlce for: petty

producers' flsh and prompted by rlslng prlces 1n the

forelgn markets, merchants responded by pourzng cap1ta1 into f‘

1

the flshery between 1900 and 1908. . The avallablllty of a

o

y cheap supply of schooners and h1gh prlces for Labrador flSh

prompted flshermen and merchants to 1nvest 1n the Labrador.

-
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'Labrador frshery as well Structures of dlrect under—»‘

¢

. “floater or schooner fishery prodicing the expansion.notéd

1in’ Chapter Two. - Steamships were: introduced --ihto the-

‘development type II began to. spread throughout .the north east

flshery 1ncrea51ng the concentrat1on of producers. However,

8§ o

' un11ke the south west coast the galns in producer.‘_ ‘;H""”

'Jorganlzatlon were not offsét by a- decllne in 1ntermercant11e

T \ L
competltlon. Thus, the,perlod around 1908 when the FPU was - - -

AY

RN

organlzed was characterlzed by a combrnatlon of patterns of

w0rk organlzatlon that 1ncreased the level of organlzatlon

'“and solldarlty of frshermen and a relatlvely hlgh 1eve1 of

'the flshermen s opponents These were, 1dea1 condltlons for-

FPU.

“1ntermercant11e competltlon whlch weakened the . strength of

the emergenceof a f1shermen"s protest movement such as the;

o s .l .

(o)”.Large\versus-smalb'exporters-
The north -east. coast flsh trade began to be '

:plagued by problems of overproductlon and glutted markets

. for . Labrador flsh as. early as. 1907. Control of the more -

.profltable statloner flshery, as'well as access to.

-~ ".

steamsh1ps for use 1n the export trade permltted the e

S

,glargest companles to pass off the burdennof overproductlonv

-'onto the backs of thelr competltors. In response these

: r,ftompan1es cut back on thelr 1nvestment 1n productron 0nce~

.again, thus greatly reduc1ng the 51ze of hhe floater

' .o R
o, R . vy
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Cap1tal was w1thdrawn 1ncrea51ngly from the
. ) T, - .'5

".supply trade and the cred1t system was even further‘

.flshery 46

L
oy e s
SRR

. 'weakened until by 1914 it was “reported that° "o the old

fashloned supplylng system has become almost a th1ng of the;

S -~1 : past two flrms only in ‘St John S now d01ng bu51ness in

the old way...[A] 1arge number of small merchants have ‘ l': L

AN

”:started 1n the outports/who buy and’ Sell for cash... ';In-i’
general merchants were g1v1ng cred1t only to.a substant1a1

3flsherman w1th ”...proper f1sh1ng property, or who [could]

'contrlbute somethlng to. f1tt1ng hlmself out "47, W1th the

o dec11ne 1n .the . Labrador floater flshery, structures of

;1nd1rect underdevelopment became, once agaln 1ncreas1ng1y

: jdomlnant in the north east coast flshery '"Decreased o L 'h‘;J
. A n -"/ s

‘{1nvolvement 1n the credat system placed control over the _

f@ L : flshery and 1ts products ever more in the hands of petty '
: . o b

' producers who were free to sell 1£ they could se11

:.jthe hlghest bldder.. If north east merchants Were g01ng to. _

'} PRSI L
.‘break the FPU in thelr reg1on once it was organlzed “one; oo
.4 / -

of the most efiectlve ways would have been .to cooperate IR '

-

,H':'ffu'_ '1n sevt1ng prices. However, the Very 1ow level of B ] R o iiﬁ;”
"consolldat1on of control over fish exports durlng the perlod 3
'nprlor to and durlng the Flrst World War made such
: ‘cooperatlon Very d1ff1cult. xl . d,\. |
o Durlng thls perlod many of the small outport ,l
'_retallers descr1bed above took advantage of the spread of

"con51gnment sh1pp1ng and’ capltal advances from the same

.- : by
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EngllSh brokers who helped séuth-westlcoast merchants to :“én
. break out of: thelr dependency upon‘the :St. John's companles, ' .é
~ rand penetrated d1rect1y 1nto the 1mport expor§ trade.4§ :f. 3 é:
'f;} . Thls new. group of small exporters was JOlned by some local y g
5 nd,forelgﬁ fish speculators who were also, ‘aided by English . :
.E‘, Coe "-ﬂ brokers. Local men who. had earned the1r eapltal durlng theAe; u
fr ‘ :. i br1ef perlod of economlc d1ver51f1cat10n between 1880 and ’}
! B2 1900 and who were finding outlets for profltable 1nvestment . tr'?
. ,1ncrea51ng1y narrow 1n the 1mport substltutlon sectors t‘: “2'\.
i.were drawn into the f1sh trade in response to rlslng :
, Tt 'vlprlces 49 Wlth 11tt1e o1’ no overhead these oompanles could | e“—',;%
} ' \*G'purchase a schooner 1oad of . flsh at prlces sllghtly above - “-J'vgfng,
v v o those offered by the other COmpanleS, dlspose of it more S r\;
:if' l.A.;' -4.cheap1y, and st111 make a proflt.: Agents for forelgn ‘ _' vQV .l‘ 53/
L companles also began exportlng flSh purchased dlrectly from ST ;iff
‘local flshermen and small merchants 59“5-. ) “ff ‘ ‘t . '.‘ nf' ;E‘
LR ‘_'; ‘1‘-d The dlfferlng f;nanc1al bases, organization and NET ‘éh
'-szf?'".,rproflt seehlng strategles of these various: companles, whlch S 1: 'g
o "ranged from some. heavily 1nvolved 1n the credlt system to i
¢ ._others w1th an overhead of no more than a sehooner of two,.~ \ %
P (_'1underm1ned the ab111ty of north east coast’ merchants to ;‘; e é;
. o s organlze sustalned re51stance to the FPU Structures of: g :
,';~"- j‘;‘ X 1nd1rect/commer1ca1 underdevelopment @norea51ng1y replaced a,' ;'d f‘
‘./3 ;;-‘> 1 dlrect capltallst underdevelopment w1th1n “the north east | jf
; - ,“': .i coast “fishery once aga1n after 1910 . The low level of - ‘-.jl"Tlf "Hx
_ T o

conso11dat1on of control at the exchange level prevented
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- merchants from cooperatlng in; any concerted attempt to S

"dlstr1but10n of the FPU ' leferlng structures of under-“

. work organlzatlon and level of 1ntermercant11e competltlon*

© o de Grave helps to_conflrm.thls cond1u51on..'

' concentratlon of producers that characterlzed the stat1oner

.
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oppose the comblne breaklng strategles of the FPU Petty' |
nproducers used the new’ barga1n1ng strength they had galned
from unlonlzatlon to” exacerbate 1ntermercant11e compet1t10n_~
“by playlng one company off agalnst the others (see Note 32). B 4
' .-Our comparlson of reg1ona1 varlatlons 1n the levelj, '
of organ1zat1on of merchant ellt;s on the north east and ‘
south west coasts of Newfoundland supports the v1eW’that ' h

STt RO S LI TON
ot RTINS Ve b L e P

: thls ‘was -an 1mportant factor in determlnlng the reglonaL - g ‘fi

wiih

Iy
“a
B
"
1

“development affected the pattern of success and . fallure
"of populist- movements such as the FPU. around the turn of

the century because of thelr relat1onsh1p to patterns of

A brlef dlSCUSSlon of the dlstrlcts of CarbOnear and Port

| I . . I

‘ Mercantlle organ1zat10n on Conceptlon Bay Carbonear versus
Port de Grave ' S o ‘

o

In. Chapter Two we noted that .with“the'exceptdonf ":31 ,é
iof Bay de Verde, Conceptlon Bay flshermen were engaged ?w ;" ".,'ff
prlmarlly in the Labrador statloner flshery Clearly thls - L
.was the case for both the dlStTlCtS of Carbonear and ‘5A,’f th o f?
Port de Grave (See Table One, Page 5). It was also noted |

in Chapter Two that desplte the relatlvely hlgh level- of

flshery, support for the FPU 1n these two dlstrlcts ‘was: very .

. - - . . . Do " . B - . R
- . . . . .
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means of 'produ'ct'ion as w'el-l Consequently, un11ke other ’
Labrador merchants engaged in parts of the stat1oner or .

floater f1shery, Carbonear merchants would have been less

. susceptlble to the dangers of 1ntermercant11e competltlon.

D1rect ownersh1p of the ‘catch- el1m’inated the problem of
deallng w1th—wpetty producers. Unable to benef1t from ‘
1ntermercant11e competltlon to 1ncréase thelr share of
- the value produced by thelr labour, Labrador flshermen . _
operatlng out of Carbonear were forced to go on strlke.S:?

Although clearly stronger than thelr counterparts in he

‘. south ‘west: coast offshore flshery (perhaps because of ,he
avallabrllty of alternatlve forms ,of employment such a
Bell Island mmes ), str1k1ng Labrador f1shermen conf onted
a group of merchant CapltallS‘tS who could only lose by'an
1ncrease in plece rates. Hence a51de from the danger of

delaylng thelr export dates, the 1ncent1ve for cooperat1on

among Carbonear merchants agalnst str1k1ng flshermen was no "

;loubt qulte strong St L
In many ways the structure of the Carbonear

flshery and the b351s for 1ntermercant11e cooperatmn were
/.

more" 51m11ar to. the south west coast than the" north east
coast w1th1nwh1ch the dlStht was embedded The ~dlSt'r1Ct'

- was polltlcally and economlcally dom1nated by a small group

of vertlcally 1ntegrated compan1es wi h' dependent control

- over the 1mport export trade.szk

of productlon 'w1th1n the Labrador statroner flshery produced

PR
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Investment at the po1nt \ .
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T re11ed on the credit system to approprlate the surplus of

i \ . v ' B
'uneven (See Flgures One and Two, PagleS'S and 4) -More‘
\
: spec1f1cally, ‘the EPU falled 1n Carbonear but was qu:Lte

P R P et N Famd Lunite
VTR RO Y S 3 N LAY LAVICR

successful 1n Port de Grave An important dlfferen\ce “é
.betweeﬁn the two dlStI’lCtS that helps to explaln thlS - ; ,

. ,1nc_ons'15tency lies in the organ1zat10n _of local merchant' | z
elites. | '. ‘ . L ) | 7 ,

| Carbonear had 2 class of well establlshed local L i
-merchants“l who, as’ a group, ‘had managed to Ldom1nate the '*;3;
polltlcal rep esentatlon of the1r dlStI’lCt more effectlvely . ‘*
'_,,than any other ] ody of outport merchants throughout the r
Alate 19th and early ZOth century (Kerr, 1973: 110; 113). 4
Durlng the per1od of - the emergence 6f the FPU °the flsher'yl ;
~"~"wh1ch they controlled was dom1nated by structur‘es of d1rect
v_ underdevelopment ~t)’pe II At home 1n Carbonear. merchants ' - ) N *J

51

.1nshore f1shermen . On the Labrador, however, Carbonear oo

merchants seem to have been concentrated in the Stralts
| ereya‘where the flshery was’ 'j.‘r..conducted by large operators - *
: from esthbllshed shore rooms,.’and by floaters but hot by L
imany statloners Tie. 1ndependent flshermen] " (Report... o ;
B 1905 JA 223) Wm Pénney, for. example, had a large . '
‘lbu51ness at Red Ba)’ on the Labrador where 1n 1910 -1 T e
operated 25 trap boats and employed/40 to 50 men (Gosllng,

. 1910 409—10) On the Labrador,' therefore, Carbonear .

e et e S

merchants were in fact cap1tallsts controlllng not only
transportatlon to- th’e Labrador coast but ownersh1p of the_ . g

(
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‘structures of dlrect underdevelopment whlch reduced the

‘--potent1a1 for 1ntermercant11e'competltlon except at the

marketlng level ‘ThlS, in turn would have helped offset'

>

producer gains in organlzatlon as a consequence of

'concentratlon ‘ Cap1tal 1nvestment on the Labrador would

i

o also have reduced mercantlle dependency on the product of

1nshore f1shermen thereby maklng it ea51er to control the-

(

Surplus of thls 1atter group ‘ As a’ result, Carbonear . (

”merchants would have been in'a better posrt:mn to prevent

~ the spread of the FPU 1nto thelr dlstrlct thpn other

.,north-east coast merchants R Lo

Grave where the organlzat1on of producuon and the structural‘

The 51tuat10n was somewhat dlfie_rent 1n Port de ‘

v B 4

’bases for 1ntermercant11e compet1t1on were srmllar to the

\
rest of the ,north east coast There were no 1mportant 1ocall

\

—merchants J.n the dlStTlCt of Port de Grave after 1866 and
_polltlcal representatlon by 1ocal men had ended as early as -
"1885 (Kerr, 1973 124) Although the Labrador statloner

leshery was, once agam, «extremely 1mportant companles from o

»Port de Grave had thelr statlons concentrated in the area ~'

I

'north of the Stralts bet,ween Battle Harbor and Cape

\«Harngan. In thls area, the f:.shery was AN conducted by'

. -ﬂlarge operators and floaters, as’ 1n the Stralts of Belle ‘

>

_"Isle, but also by many .statloners" _v' (Report . 1905

JAi223). -
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Most Port de Grave COmpanles were not large, ’

ey - . Vﬁ' e, '
Vertlcally 1ntegrated companles 11]<e those 1n Carbonear.-

: retallers descrlbed above, gettlng'ﬁ.thelr supp11es and .
}fac111t1es for transportlng f1shermen to the Labrador fnom
“,St. John' s companues through whlch they tended to market
"thelr catch, 5 In general they- comh*lned dlreet ownershlp
A"'of ‘some cod tr’ips \41th 1nd1rect controlkover the catch of
y petty producers v1a the credlt system and control over
transportatlon to and from the Labrador.’ Wlth no more than ‘
.1nd1rect coﬁtrol over a relatlvely 1arge portlon of the |
) . catch these mlddlemen would. have been extremely susceptlble
‘ "to the problems for surplus approprlatlon generated by . the
o “-development of 1nte‘rmercant11e competltlon a1ong the north- 8
.east coast and 11; the Labrador flshery._ The p0551b111t1es .
' | ’for 1ndependent selllng mcreased for flshermen., As the a A
r", ' r' “Alarge St f’ John "S companles attempted to expand thelr control
. f,over the Labrador flshery, 1n partlcular durlng perlods of -
"“hlgh demand flshermen could obtaln supp11es from and se11
dlrectly to the sane. companles that controlled mlddlemen.A :
.-l" : , - - o Those companles 1n Port de Grave that elther owned
| g schooners ‘of depended on companles w1th schooners to

te

e :" .transport thelr‘ crews : to the Labrador were dlrectly

.threatened by the lntTOdUCt 1on of steamers 1nto the Labrador
T flshery. a Such companles ran the rlsk of 1051ng even more

fof ‘the’ supply °trade as’ f1shermen chose the company Wthh

A T

. : \ [ e . N .
. : . . . e o e oy

Rath‘er; local merchants acted as - mlddlemen, s:.mllar to the'.',

-
’
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C could gu‘ar.anf:ee t’hem accé's’s "to' a good"'trap berth.' 'A"cce.'ss :;
[
to trap berths for company owned tnaps was algo endangered

o Flnally, cap1ta1 t1ed up in schooners was endangered’ as .the '

. -

" latter became obsolete for use in the Labrador fishery. e

?’ . Wlth Some Port de Grave companles u51ng steamers supp11ed by ’
) - i St John s and others dependent on schodners 1t 15 not v
| . oo surprls 1ng that 1ntermercant11e ten51ons were strong Thos'e.
' merchants w-ho attempted to- oppose the 1ntroduct10n oE steam
S \ ’ on the Labrador champloned the cause of fashermen 1nstead of |
. . . that. of the1r competltors J.n defendlng thelr poslt;.on..s‘f’ -
L D1v1ded agmst each other by technologlcal . .
/ | dlfferences and weakened by thelr dependency on Ia'sr.ge' St g
L ‘ John S companles merchants in Port de GraVe shared control
" over thelx dlstrlct wnfh a group of local flshermen t']
o - . " (planters) over whlch they could exerc1se 11tt1e dlrect
. | ‘ 'c:ontml.sz~ As mtermercantll‘e competltlon for the product
(AR of petty producers 1ncreased the potentlal for local ‘
E ‘ - cooperatlon in’ an’ attempt to oppose the FPU decllned w1th
5 ' the reshlt that unllke Carbonear the movement was qulte o
- B f'\.," successful 1n thlS dlStI‘lCt.,-‘ o .,\' " f .~‘.- ' | » )
oo . Conclus.‘ions:"’ S ‘ T
. ' '. In general then not only 1n Conception Bay but \v
‘f_ - e dn the nort7}1 east and sout’h west coasts reglonal var1at10ns A
im mercantlle solldarlty seen to - have played a def1n1te I A
: role in- the -‘tllstrlbutlon of the FPU The. le\[el of -~ i ) L
R R ~ T s, e L “.”"Jf“"f“”; '
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1ntermercant11e competltlon 1nf1uenced FPU success not only

L dlrectly, through 1ts 1mpact on- the repre551ve power of : '.‘ ' : ‘s

.

‘ jmerchants, but also 1nd1rect1y by 1nf1uenc1ng the patterns '-_ . KN

L

‘

P,

of work organlzatlon in: varlous reg1ons of the 1sland Lo S Ty
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T ..The Fishermen's Protective Union encountered
s o oo o i ) . . . . ) ’ CI - . :

L oppositioh not onl? from*meTChants but-alSo'fromlthe olergy;

Ly

gV

s °

i

.
PN S

Lo T s Both clergymen and merchants attempted to censor FPU materlalvi: l

N

*1n establlshed newspapers.ss‘ The Roman Cathollc Archblshop

S A sent out a c1rcu1ar condemn1ng the FPU as a secret soc1ety. B
' - & : A S

e Amonv Angl1cans and Method1sts, thé Soc1ety for . Unlted U o

e K S iy

.F1shermen mgdeva p01ht of - 1ssurng*a c1rcu1ar warnlng : R h:j
'fishefmen'away £rom the movement.sg, C1er1ca1 opposztlon to

AT

i ,":' - the FPU can be explalned 1n part by thelr tles to the ]‘
z; e{?'ht;_f?‘ merchant ellte.f Merchants and clergYmen often shared _h" S
% %k 'tn \,,ﬁfi posltlons on app01nted’5chool boards (kerr, 1973 279 80).
AJ‘% hhfn/.‘i Werthants subs1d1zed 1oca1 clergymen by prov1d1ng food and ‘ a i
g;x+~:jft’y}' lodglng as well as’ f1nanc1al suppért for: the Fhurch 60‘. IR :fﬁ
. E‘ | > h Also, merchants an&’clergy held 301nt control of Jnost of g E
; f§~j“~h;$= ';l.' the top . pos1t10ns 1n the voluntary aSSOC1at1ons of 'the f
?%1 f-;.,:‘ ' "151and 61: These 11nkages comblned w1th'c1erlo:l l.; , , ) ;ﬁ
: g: NIRRT j»lnvolvement 1n tlmber speculatlon and attempts to attract f _ ." j&f
4~§f _ - foreign capltal to~Newﬁound1and around 1900 helped ensure-. o : fh
»2?, Vtﬁﬂ-_ H--that ....natural sympathles arose between merehant and S _ﬂi. K 2

Y clerlc who often found themselves throkn together for soc1al Lot e
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. ‘reglonal dlstrlbutlon of the FPU ' However w1th the

R VT
iy U:'/ -

and 1nte11ectual companlonsh1p 1n.the remote 1solat10n of

small outports. . (McDonald 1971 86) L1ke other

'bu51nessmen- speculat1ng clergymen no doubt feared the

FPU would drlve up local wages and dlscourage,further
1nvestment of forelgn cap1ta1 in Newfoundland 62 ‘wﬂf,

Even wathout their ties’ to the merchant elltef'

t

1t 1s probable that clergymen would have regarded the FPU

-

as a subverslve and dangerous force i The movement was a -
challenge to t?é denom1natlona1 system of educatlon in o
Newfoundland and hence an 1mportant sphere of clerlcal
power'63 Based on economlc rather than denom1nat1onal
11nes of a{flllatlon, the FPUxthreatened other rellglous_ )
Alnstltutlons, in partlcular those based on the per51stence

of rellglous parallellsm Thus, the venom contalned 1n

: the Roman Cathollc Archb1shop s. attack on the Unlon was no

doubt related to- 1ts emergence at, the very tlme when he
P :

» was plannlng to construct a club for Roman Cathollc'

“

flshermen v151t1ng St John 5.64 Perhaps less because of
the1r isolation. together than because of the p051t10ns of '

soc1al and polltlcal power that they shared clergymen ; e

developed "the same . values of: economlc conservatlsm and .

esocial paternallsm" (HcDonald 1971 86) as merchants and

both clergy and merchants turned a Jaundlced eye on the FPU‘
— Prev1ous authors have by no means neglected to o

dlSCUSS the role of clerlcal opp051t10n in determ1n1ng the

. . . . L
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except1on of McDonald explanatlons have'tooyoften'relied'

. on pr1mar11y psycholog1ca1 varlables 65

Rlchard Gwym clalms that "...[w]1th1n two years, Coaker'e'

For eXample;

movement swept the Island except for...the-east coast
Cathollc dlstrlcts where cler1ca1 conservatlsm proved more
powerful than mater1a1 popullsm" (1968 22) Arguments
based on’ the 1deolog1ca1 component of the Catholic rellglon
are hlghly.problematlc because ‘they’ cannot accountsfor the
fallure of the FPU in the predomlnantly Angllcan d15tr1ct5
of the south west coast./. Nor can they explaln either .

i those Un10n locals that flourlshed in Cathollc communltlesf
along the north east coast or the eleven FPU 1ocals wh1ch
-had a ‘brief ex1stence in those very east coast QlStTlCtS'~
Where conservatlsm presumably precluded thelr emergence.‘

A Tt is clear that ' the ab111ty of clergymen to
‘mount an attack capable of repre531ng the FPU was, uneven.
An explanatlon based on reglonal varlatlons in the 1eve1 of

o organlzatlon of clergymen cdan account for this unevenness

better than one based ‘On . 1deology -Such an ana1y51s suggestg

that in only ‘one reglon of ‘the 1sland the east coast

dlstrlcts of 5t. ‘John's Bast and West, Ferryland and

,ﬂ“l‘.‘ PIacentla St Mary,s, was ‘the church suff1c1ent1y powérful

to prevent sustalned support for- the FPU from emerglng

The east coast dlStTlCtS descrlbed above composed

’ \

the Archdloceee of St._John s. The area had a predomlnantly

. ‘Cathollc populatlon and the Cathollc church had been
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establlshed here longer than anywhere else in- Newfoundland

r‘The strength of 1ts hold on the area. is reflected 1n the

|

value of Church bu1ld1ngs within the Archdlocese 67 Early

subsrdles from the Assoc1at10n‘de 1a~Propagat10n de,la Fbis'

7

*at Lyons, France, and a productlve system of collect1on had

S%

'3 assured the wealth of . the Cathollc church relatlve to the

68 As early as, 1836, the Cathollc

other denomlnatlons
church had ". bullt here a strong, efflclent rellglous

organlzatlon whlch functloned W1th a v1gour that ala&ped

.Q.the local Angllcans and Method1sts. (Jones, 1971 48) ﬁ '

Slmllar to other Vewfoundland\clergymen at this -

time, Cathollc pr1ests W1th1n the Archd1ocese controlled -

r,

" not only the educat;on‘system but, because of the lack. of
local government structures;jwere,frequently W...unoff1c1a1 .

- notaries,. chairmen"of‘local;achqolvand:road'bdards} and

. poor rellef offlcers,,.'.(McDonald 1971'86) : They were

also economic patrons for local people acqp1r1ng seal1ng .

69

, berths for them, selllng thelr vegetables, etc. . Cathollc‘k

!

prlests w1th1n the Archdlocese also- played a prom1nent £
. By

‘role 1n polltlce openly supportlng candldates as. 1ate as

1909 (Cashln, 1976: 76)
If we look at - Cathollc voluntary assoc1at1ons

1t is clear that clergymen played an 1mportant role o Theyi

domlnated leadershlp p051t10ns in organlzat1ons such as the--

Benevolent Irlsh Soc1ety and tne Star of the Sea Soc1ety

~

whlch unllke thelr Protestaut counterparts d1d not have a:-
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"m3354member§hip/70. Prlests led Cathollc assoc1at10ns

fwhlch performed 1mpoptant communlty serV1ces for the
Cathol1c work1ng class 1n St John s (Kerr, 1973 291) In'

the outports,'51m11ar assoc1atlons acted as ‘a mechanlsm for

s

_re1nforc1ng 1nc1p1ent class d1v151ons between flshermen

(see Chapter Two)

BN

Such assoc1at10ns were, ‘RO doubt one

1mportant mechanlsm for guaranteelng Cathollc clerlcal o
S <

"influence over the1r flocks Any organlzatlons such as- the:

‘,FPU, where the 1nf1uence of the clergy mlght haVe been

.restrlcted and whlch could be 1abelled as secret soc1et1es';~‘

were banned by the Cathol1c church

When the Roman Cathollc Archblshop sent out a

.

. . - o . . ]

c1rcu1ar, condemnlng the FPU .48 an organ1zat10n ".:.calculated e

a

to cause great confu51on and an upheaval of our soc1a1

-

fabr1c, to set class agalnst class, and ‘to end in the ruln

and destructlon of .our. commerc1a1 and bu51ness system” and-

[ LN

hung notlces 1n every church in the area denounc1ng the

movement Un1on 1ocals W1th1n the, Archdlocese rapldly

d1sappeared 73. Some Cathollc flshermen had begun to '--‘:; fﬁ

' questlon the rlght of the church to- rule in their economlc

SN

. affalrs However, the economlc and soc1a1 strength of-the

" from. suppontlng the FPU at the rlsk of censure from the

cler1ca1 e11te 1n these dlstrlcts coupled w1th d1V1s1ons

R

'not onf§ W1th1n the flshlng populatlon but between

‘ outport flshermen and St John s workers as well kept them

&

s
church. Foundataons 1

o o . S e . . T
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Halls remaln as remlnders of what mlght have been
F;‘: lh Cathollcs 1n the rest of Newfoundland weT S

organized into two dloceses; the dlocese of'St George S

and the dioceeeiof Harbour Grace. A blshop was 1n charge

of each dlocese.' The dlocese of St George s - 1ncluded the

-2
d15tr1cts from Burln around to St Barbe and had only been

‘organlzed in 1904 Cathollc church resources as reflected

“in property ownershlp were much leps in thls area than 1n-

y -
the Archd10cese.74 Cathollcs shared the reglon w1th a

substantlal number of Angllcans and some Methodlsts as Werl.Fnd

f-Inlgeneral church strqctures for all denomlnatlons were

less nearly complete than 1n the older and more populated east

'A.coast dlstrlcts., In 1solated areas such as the Northern

Penlnsula there were _many v1llages W1th no churches of -any.

denomlnat10n.1 : Co

P

The Blshop of St. George S was, much more

‘conc111atory in hls attltude towards the FPU than the'

Archblshop in.St. John's. Thls and hlS opposltlon*to the

polltiy{%'lnvolvement of west coast pr1ests reflects,
perhaps, the weakerap051t10n of the Cathol1c church in th1sf
area 75 HaV1ng made recent galns among the west coast

Cathollc populat;on by champ10n1ng thelr rlghts w1th the

. government in St. John s, as well as by at least one

. attempt on: the part of a local prlest to undermlne the

1ocal monopoly of 'heartless traders and petty merchants"

the Cathollc church could probably 111 afford to rlsk

[ ¢
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alienatlng local f1shermen by opp051ng the spread of the

,FPU (Thompson, 1961 41) The d1V1510n of the 1sland 1nto

' d1oca§es prevented the- Archblshop from forc1ng St George‘s.

. to fol%ow hlS p011c1es Aalthough it is clear he would have»A

/

11ked tk have done so.76

The d1ff1cu1t1es Wthh overt opp051tlon to the FPU

'posed for west coast’ Cathollc clergymen may have been shared""

2

’ by other denomlnatmons. Protestant clergymen, 1n partlcular d

Grenfell had champloned the, rlghts of the flshermen by

establlshlng several cooperatlyes de51gned to undermlne the -z,

monopoly of local merchants (Grenfell 1929)

In general although patterns of. work organlzatlon,

throughout most of - the west and south west coasts precluded

~

.the development of strong support for the FPU 1t seems

- unllkely that clergymen of any denomlnatlon played an -~

1mportant role 1n determ1n1ng ‘the’ success of the PPU in

f'th1s area Assumlng'they had been W1111ng to rlsk '_"Hf -

fallenatlng the1r congre%atlons “the weakness of church

,structures 1n the area’ would have placed strlngent 11m1tat10ns

" on thelr ab111ty to oppose the. movement

The dlocese of Harbour - Grace, from Conceptlon Bay
to the Northern,Penlnsula, was the centre of FPU strength

Wlth the exceptlon of’ Carbonear Cathol1cs made up a -

~

m1nor1ty of the populatlon in thls reglon Other ™
denomlnatlons w1th whlch they shared the north east coast

'1ncluded.@hgllcans, Method1stsAand Salvatlon,Army'people.
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The mlxture of denOmlnatlons meant clergymen were forced to

P -~ 3

 share revenues for educatlon as°we11 ‘as,’ no doubt local

polltlcal respons1b111t1es.\‘Th/s in’ 1tse1f would have

-linited the 1nf1uence of clergy in any one denomlnatlon.

LY

1

As in the west,_church structures-were-poorly

e

estahlished”in parts‘of‘thé'north-east coast region;“This' ‘

. was partlcularly true ‘in the newlyaorganlzed logglng towns

and along the Labrador coast where, -as we have seen the

‘ -potentlal for. support for the FPU was very hlgh It 15

51gn1f1cant that the only nondenom1nat10na1 schools 1n
.

towns ' Along the Labrador, the v151ts of clergymen were -

A

: relatlvely 1nfrequent and .when they d1d come, as often as

- -

not there wWas no church As a resu1t~ flshermen mlght

’llsten to- the sermons of clergymen of the1r own and other

denomlnatlons, all in- the same bu11d1ng (Moynes 1975 126 7).

’
/

‘ In. the absence 6f clergymen, lay readers emerged potent1a1

' leaders both on the Labrador and at home 1n the1r north east

L3

'coast communltles. L L Lo S 'f4

o

Even morellmportant than the weakness of church

1

,-structures was- the fragmentatlon of clergymen into several

o

:parallel hlerarchles. The denomlnatlonal m1Xture whlch
_characterlzed the north east coast. ensured that there was
;no one group of clergy that could exerc1se substant1a1
’control Slgnlflcantly, clergymen were more fragmented

'vthan thelr congregatlons North-east coast fishermen

.-
.., oA

'-,Newfoundland were “in the new 1ogg1ng and pulp and paper ; v

-
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“77

Not only were they engaged in- patterns of work organlzatlon

that promoted solldarlty and downplayed the 1mportance of /~f

. rellglous d1fferences, but @rotestantS"ln partlcular,':'

-through their 1nvolvement in the Loyal<0range Assoc1ation,

ﬁere prDV1ded w1th an organlzatlonal framework tnat .;
transcended denomlnatlonal dlffelences Along. the north east
coast the Loyal Orange Assoc1at10n ”prov1ded a common‘
ground for Angllcans and Methodlsts to meet for people...mere

Orangemen flrst and denom1nat10nal adherents second".”

.-(Batstone 1967 50 l) More than 51mp1y a framework for"
. OVercomlng denomlnatlonal parallellsm, the. LOA through 1ts

’ prov151on of mutual benefit serv1ces such ‘as. welfare- and_

351ckness beneflts reduced the dependence of local people
'~on the clergy for the performance of. these serv1ces 'LOAA

‘leaders could potentlally challenge thedomlnance of

admlnlstratlve and polltlcal pos1t10ns by merchants and

'clergymen F1na11y, the LOA and other north east. coast

. voluntary assoc1at10ns, Wthh may well have 1nc1uded

W

Cathollcs rn thelr nembershlp, pr0V1ded a network of

. prev1ously establlshed contacts whlcn, as suggested in

' Chapter Two, ‘no doubt fac111tated the rapld spread of the,fn

FPy. \ 8

»
r

As suggested by McDonald (n d. 25), fragmentatlon

l'of the north east coast clerxcal e11te prov1ded an

v:adm1nable context for attempts on the”part of . the FPU to

[
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play them off agalnst each other' 1f they attempted to .o oo &

L oppose ‘the spread of ‘the movement. However, this was not so'  3,_ B
much the case on Conceptlon Bay where the FPU was less g

successful In thlS area church structures were more‘.

‘flrmly establlshed and older than those farther north and "‘:H o
a h1story of sectarlan strlfe 1nc1ud1ng for example ‘he” 3 | ) .jﬂl k
';Harbour Grace Affray 1n 1883 had tended to helghten the ‘
1mpottance of denomlnatlonal adherence 1n these d1str1cts 79 i.l B |

Also, w1th the exceptlon of Port de Grave, Conceptlon Bay

T o T

‘dlstrlcts tended to be either Cathollc Methodlstsor i

. Church of England rather than a comblnatlon of two or threeig" K

3,

G

T
A L

fof these denom1nat10ns.80 As a result those clergymen

'
Yo
T

1n ‘each’ dlStTlCt aff111ated w1th the domlnant denomlnatlon

_ would have been less hampered by the problems of fragmentatlon

s
Iy

d

L

T
i
Ok,

N
NN

'rencountered by thelr northern counterparts. ‘
: Although the LOA was well establlshed in ConCeptlon

;Bay, sectarlan strlfe and control over 1oca1 leadershlp

_'p051t10n5 w1th1n the assoc1at10n by Concept1on Bay merchants,

“such as Alfred Penney, Rorke and Capta1nvDawe' may ‘well..

have 11m1ted the extent to’ Wthh the organlzatlonal

v

4framework of the assoc1at10n was avallable as a- ba51s for

‘mobrl121ng support for’ the FPU (Senlor, l?SQ 182 -8 194)

”

With denom1nat1ons more homogeneous w1th1n each’ dlstrlct .

‘,the aSSOCIatlon ‘would have been less flrmly 1nter- . Lo

"2

denom1nat10nal 1n the experlence of 1ts members.n As,af"

~ ‘result of the above factors 1t 1s p0551b1e that clerlgal ‘~«r /

. { . "‘.' . v‘

i v
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‘ opp051tlon to the FPU played a more 1mportant role in

o than along the rest of the north east coast..A . A L

fConclusions

An: Chapter Two the dlsorganlzed workers in St thn s had

11ttle chance of moblllzlng strong support for ﬁhe B?U

.along the north east coast of Newfoundland as well but the

tovee,

L1340 L v

.

determlnlng the Success of the movement on Conceptlon Bay J

‘e

A dlscu551on of reg1ona1 Varlatlons in the’ level

of organlzatlon of authorltles in Newfoundland around 1900

S

suggests that actual repressron was.” an 1mportant factor ‘%'
determlnlng the dlstrlbutlon of the FPU in only ‘two ;reas-A ﬁ
of Vewfoundland ‘ the east coast Cathollc dlstrlcts }fud .f§
;hcludlng St John s and in Carbonear In the rural | i%i
"ﬁportlons of the east coast dlstrlCtS, a group of fragmented ;g
‘ flshermen was*confronted by a strong, un1ted clergy bent ‘4j - '%
'on destroylng the movement in thelr area. vAnd as.we saw %‘

)

3

£

L
S

¥

i S

embedded as they were in the centre of mercantlle and- R

cler1cal strength W1th1n Newfoundland (see also the d:v '%
Concludlng Chapter) In Ca;bonear the struggle for power ?%
. _..:;

between a’ concentrated and relatlvely solldary group of

Zt e Wma s

R Ty

flshermen and a s1m11ar1y well- organ1zed and sol1dary

‘ merchant el1te, although it resulted 1n sporadlc strlke - __T _ i
,~behav&our, d1d‘not'perm1ttthe FPU-to,spread~1nto thls - o ?.f _ ﬁ'
dlStIlCt ) : S L , ’1 o v‘h? B ti'“ I SN

’

There were def1n1te attempts to repress the FPU -

®,

. -’.’

ekn teparrn -
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- control over the flshery comblned w1th an 1nf1ux of capltal

.galns among flshermen as-a result of capltal 1nvestment were

_As the dec11ne 1n the credlt system and labour shortgges"

:the t1de of popullsm as it spread throughout the north east

S0 favoured the merchant e11te that overt attempts to

. .
+ - . -
. /-

N S

'vablllty of both merchants and clergymen to achleve thelr ‘

'.goals was def1n1te1y 11m1ted Clergymen were much weakened

by the 1ncomp1ete nature of church structures in thls reglon
and more - 1mportant1y,4by the1r fragmentatlon along

denom1nat10na1 11nes.. Slmllarly, mercantlle solldarlty

- 1n thls area’ was at a low 1eVe1 between 1900 14 Decentrallzed ﬂ'.

both from the trad1t10na1 merchant elnte and from outs1de

-.the flshery to generate a. hlgh leveI’of 1ntermercantlle T

competltlon for the product of petty producers. Organlzatlonal

1

-

not offset by a’ reductlon in, competltlon between'merchants.

Y

v ~

"1nterfered w1th surplus appropr1at10n produc1ng relatlvely

large, solldary unlts of productlon, the mérchant e11te ‘ hﬁ A

contlnued to be dlsorganlzed w1th 11tt1e repre551ve potentlal

It is therefore,not surprls1ng that they were unable ‘to stem .'

)

*‘coast durlng the early years of the movement o ‘j_

fAlong the’ south west coast the power 1mbalance

'oppose the FPU never. became necessary - An organlzed

merchant elite w1th a low degree of 1ntermercant11e

I

competltlon at the purcha51ng level was able to malntaln

Zﬂflshermen in patterns of work organlzatlon that underm1ned
thelr ablllty to organlze An thelr own. 1nterests In both

,the 1nshore and the offshore flsherles a fragmented group

S35 - .
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.t - FOOTNOTES -
Both ‘Noel ‘and McDohald argue that the merchant e11te in
St. John's delayed their response to .the FPU‘for
prlmarlly geographical and psycholog1cal reasons,  For
‘example, Noel (1971:95) states: '"...because it was a
"movemént originating 1n,,and largely. confined to, :the
outports of'the north, its full impact was either
unfelt or .unapnreciated by ‘the ge graphically and

"1\'.

" socially lnsulatedmerchants, journalists andupoilt161ansﬁ

of St John s. See also McDonald (1971 55)
./AMcDonald (1974 18) later rev1sed hls p051t10n, argulng
‘instead that. "[wlhile the businessmen of St. John' S,
‘the. large commercial centres . of® Conception Bay, :and- .

1‘3'_, outport merchants in general looked .upomn t U's o -
: plans with -a- mixture of skepticism and apdsement;. the -

€,

e
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rapid expan51on of'the Unlon was not long .in compelllng
them to treat the Unlon as ‘a - deadly threat."‘ ‘ .

The only newspaper that was publlshlng FPU materlal was ¢
the Plalndealer._ In March, 1909, Goaker received . o e
several letters from H. W1seman at this paper.- 'The >’ 2
follow1n0 is an extract from one of these letters. :

The fact 1S'that clergymen from the. .. -
down, ‘politicians. from the .Premier dawn, s
and bu51nessmen of all classes ‘have - ST

_come ‘to the conclusion that’ the’ ‘ R :

.~ Pldindealer-is helping the Flshermen S, a7 R

*Union,.and for that reason they are C -

' jumping on -us at every opportunity. .
e ‘hawe been begged and even threatened
by politicians whoem Jou know, to drop o

... the. Fishermen's Union and. publish L e .

'a~noth1ng ‘about. it...Businessmen, frlends L

'\.”- of these’ p011t1c1ans, have :withdrawn’

"their .work, some even the1r advertlslﬁg

from us . S e ‘ ‘_jf,’. b

o

Letter to Coaker from W1seman (March 29,
reprinfied in thenAdvocate (May -31 ‘1912)
‘McDonal

1909) énd
~Cited 1n

v1rtu? 1y, complete in establlshed newspapérs.- '*:.
"

‘.

gmen s Advocate (September 35 November 19,

19103 f; kS

Plsh
N Augy t 26, 1911 May 25 1912) . C1ted in McDonald
CQ9RL:52). T | R
) ‘ 1,6 ' ) . - . R Lo X ' ’ .

:ég' - i
J,ba ’ : ¢ - ' .

& . Y] B

:‘} : ) . ‘ . 4 » -

. ‘(1971:52Y. " The: Plaindealer eventual%y RS
stopped, publishing FPU, material- and censorshlpwwas ' S
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The' most .thorough analysis of ‘the ‘social bacﬁground of )

Newfoundland's‘p011t1c1ans during this period is ., . -
‘available in Kerr (1973).  Regarding the connections .
" between-lawyers ‘and merchants he states: "A 'lawyer- -

" politician was-able to curry direct favour from an .
. influential family [by] ‘accepting into his offlce a

son as a clerk trainee" (1973:368- 9)

“61 . In order to prevent a potentlal coalltlon between the

ST

8.

- 9.

1

10f.'

T11.

©a greater concentratl

“‘producers and workers are strengthened,

People's Party and the FPU, the Leglslatlve Council,
which was composed overwhelmlngly ‘'of merchants,- refused
'to back Morris in his promise to Coaker of g place for
a fishermen's representative on a new Fisheries

- Commission. Forced’ to choose, Morris chose the )
merchants'over the FPU. For a/complete descrlptlon o
of this see McDonald - (1971). .

For. a.discussion of the.political weakness of the
_Liberal, Party during this’ per1od and its relatlonshlp
to the strong FPU showing in the 1913 election see
Noel (1971:96). When the Liberals decided to form a
coalition with the FPU, ",..the business community

. .deserted [them], giving at least tacit support to e

Morris'". (McDonald, 1971 110) 2 o

See Coaker "(1980:30), and the Flshermen s Advocatef
(August-12 "and 26, 1911) for a discussion ol FPU
‘efforts to get the government to-pass leglslatlon
against the 1911 merchant's combine. '‘Most of the
legislation introduced by ‘Unionists during the period
.1913-18 .was defeatéd in the House -of Assembly.~% The
leglslatlon that did pass included ‘a1 bill to regulate

(Noel

. “¢onditions in the. 1ogg1ng camps, and a seallng b111

1971 119). N C ,
The Leg1slat1ve Cauncil amended both the logg1ng and
the sea11ng b111 mentloned above.

See (Joyb 1977) and Chapter Two, the sectlon .on St..
~John's. - "' L :
One." way of looklng at this is to argue that although )
struetures of direct gnderdevelopment tend .to produce

n of production, the 1ncreased
concentration™of capital’ ‘that accompanles them may -~
exceed the concentration of production.. Although petty
capitalists and
merchant- capltallsts are strengthened to . an even
greater extent ‘
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16.

17,

18.
: _phenohenon in the .pulp and paper 1ndustry

19..

-.140

: See note 24 below. o .,j': Co L L ‘~'Q

_For a.discussion of the spread of con51gnment sh1pp1ng
and the effect of the willingness of English brokers.

to advance '80-90% qf the value of the. .cargo -before’ its
sale on the ab111ty of 'small merchants, 1nc1;ﬁ1ng those

on the south-west.coast, to penetrate the export. trade .
' (See Board of:Trade FebruarXAConference Fgbruary: 3-9,

~n1920) See in particular the testimony of Sir -John

"Crosbie. McDonald (1971: 22) also dlscusses thlS

e

‘ . .
See Cote’ (1979) for a dlscuSSlon of a’ s1m11ar

‘South-west coast Newfoundlanders had tradltlonally

fished in the Nova Scotia schooner fishery but this -

. ‘declined during the period in question (Iphis, 1978:457).
- The French fishery also declined and along with it the
bait trade which south-west coast fishermen engaged in ..

with French ahd American schooners: (Journalts of . -
Asseribly, 1906;144). The -decline.of the bait trade was
also assoc1ated with’ the passing.of 4 Bait Act by the
Newfoundland. government in an .attempt to prevent the
sale’ of bait by Newfoungland fishermen to her

_competitors. Finally, Gaffney. (1978: 10 11) claims T
there was over-crowding in the inshore flshery on, the o

o south West coast> during this period:.

20.

21.

- circumstances, "[w]lhen-the market for fish is. strong

J. W Osborne,'a 79 year 0ld resident of Grand Bank, ,,spi'
‘claimed that” during this period, banking schooners were
- operated from the following centres: Fortune, Belleoram,,

Harbour Breton, Burgeo, Gaultois and Grand Bank "To.
this must be added the vessels used in .the WeStern

- fishery. He »also claims that all of- the banking vessels ':

in Grand Bank were owned by the merchants (Interview,

'fSeptember 267 1979).. See also (Gaffney, 1978:10) for _
a discussion of expan51on into the offshore and -~ i

nearshore durlng tnls perlod
For example, MacKay claims that under normal

and prices are high the credit position of flshermen

. and outport merchants improves, exporters are’anxious °
to obtain fish, and indepéndent selling rapidly :

increases" (1946 115). .One way to prevent.this from .
happenlng would be td increase the available supply- .
of -fish ‘rather than competlng for the ploduct of petty
producers. o , o ;
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12,

13!

15,

-

.~ possible in.most of Newfoundland's other markets for .

c-T139 -

- R

A study of merchant response to the few south west

- coast FPU locals.that were- established,’ “such as the

- one at Rose Bldnche, would tell us 4 great deal more
.about this. ‘Active.merchant oppésition to the local
organlzed in Grand Bank does not seem to have beén.
necessary due to-its extreme weakness--it had only six
members. ‘In the Grand Bank case, one of |the six

‘members was a schooner captain-and he. changed companles

after  joining. This may be evidence of attempted..
‘sanction by one particular company (Osborne Interv1ew,
" ‘September .26, 1979). Correspondence from a member of .
.the Lake famlly, a merchant-capitalist firm that

.. expanded in the Fortune area during this period,.
suggests that merchants were- “defini‘tely hostile to
.the movement (Letter from Ph111p E. Smlth
Novenber 1978),

Blologlcal factors assoc1ated w1th the type of co
stocks located aﬂong the south-west coast may have
affected patterns of work organization (Gaffney, 1978)
However, there. is some evidence of .a few south-west -
coast flshermen who owned and used cod traps. Others
bought .skif¥s -and entered the neldr-shore fishery, wh11e
still another group bought .schooners and sailed
annually to Nova .Scotia where they. fished and sold -
their catches to Nova Scotian merchants: (Stlles, 1971).

- This suggests that small.units of production were more

,‘closely related to.the Operatlon of the credit system. . .

Interview with A Moulton *(March 8 1979) A steamer 5
‘went from St. John's to Halifax calllng into the larger

-centres along the south-west .coast and then reversing .
its 'route: See also (Royal Commission...1915:16). As-

early as 1895 "it was obseryved that "...the trade of

‘the West. Coast [which 1nc1uded the §outh west coast] = -

has been .almost entirely dlverted from St. John's to*
Halifax. Y (Evening Teleg ram, October 16, 1895),
quoted 1n McDona 1 1 11 .

"The chief feature of the Bank fishery at the present.
time ‘is the.possibility of the yessels selling their
. catch 'green' or wet-salted: to the United States for
c.use by the fishipg interests of Gloucester and Boston,

Massachusetts, which are finding the demands of the

Amer1can_market more than their own catch can supply.'

(Royal Commission.,.1915;39-40).. -Osborne (September

26, °1979) pointed out that. shlpplng cargoes of salt

cod to the U.S. meant ‘that schooners could return -

laden with ‘supplies. This was something that was less

fish. . o ST T
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22,

© 23,

24,

e Sepxember 26,.1979):
25.

. 26.

- coa st.
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1

vIntermercantile competltlon produc1ng hlgh prlces for

inshore: ‘fish might well have generated labour unrest
in the.more capital- 1nnen51ve offshore f1shery from’

~ 'which only«the merchants&stood to lose. .- & . pe

Letter to the St. John's Board of Trade from Ph111p A
Clement of. Clement and Company, Channel Newfoundland

- (June 18, 1910);

: I thlnk one mlght c0n51der the prlce
- of fish settled on.this shore...There -
. is a buyer in Rose Blanche who is '
- Teported.- 'to be offering 25 cents
more. . .but as Messrs, Harvey and- Co.
and R. Moulton have agreed to them,
with ourselves and. Mry H. Clement

‘of Burgeo, and we expect MessTs. Penny R ‘}iw

.of ‘Ramea, there -is practically no one
‘else to make trouble that we can see
(Board of Trade General Correspondence
File, 1910, P8/B/II*Newfoundland
rcllves) [ .

See a Letter from the manager of the Bank‘of Nova
Scotia, Grand Bank - (January 6, 1910) to St. John's

‘Board of Trade “in (Board of. Trade General Correspondence

File, 1910, .P8/B/11 Newfoundland Archlveé) Despite
oppos1t10n from St. John's to the establlshment of

this' 1oca1 Board of Trade .it was eventually formed and. ;

. used as ' a meetlng place: for,: among other things,

setting local prices for fish. [Oshorne Interv1ew;:

S

The economy of the south-west coast' was based almosﬁ

exclu51vely on the fishery. The effects of the

introduction of pulp and paper, mining, the

'.constructlon of a railway and a few import substltutlon.'

industries toward the end of the 19th century in-
ewfoundland vere conflned prlmarlly to th north east

+ l‘ . ./ \v

Intermercantlle compet1t1on for- fish had Spread to.

~ the- south west -coast by 1919. =~ It ‘is 51gn1f1cant that
the rise’'in such competltlon coincided with a Trelatively -

drastic decline in the offshore fishery after 1915. ‘
from 8,000 -tons/year .to undet 3,000 tons. by 1919 o

See Proceedlngs...Exporters (1920 66)

'iR Moulton, for example, had branches in Rose Blanche,'

Lark Harbour, Burnt Islands, Grand Bruit, and on the—"
Canad}an*Labrador . The head officé was. in Burgeo.
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28,
- 1978). "She‘claimed that her father had beaten hery .

29.

30.
31, -

32.

33,

"34.

- As early as 1897, 1t was noted that

Intervaew w1th an old woman, age. 78, on Ramea (December,

for taklng some fish tow€lement and Company when ‘he’

. was supplled by John Penny. and Sons.

sInterv1ew with a flsherman ever 70 on Ramea,'
,_(December, 1978) - .

InterV1ew with old ﬁBman (c1ted above)

1027

Baine Johnston Letter Book (1898- 1911:39, 60,‘.75, 78-80,

The 1911 merchants combine was broken by a St. John s

- .Company, ‘Franklin- (Coaker,-1930:30). The 1914. comblne
was undermined by sales of. fish ‘to a broker for the .

Nova Scotian’ Company, Zwicker, and Company (Weekly Mall'j

_and Advocate, July 12 13 1915)

a

”Instead of there belng cooperatlon and a
unified interest there is discord and '
division...when it comes to the work of"
‘distributing fish to the foreign markets.

- Every shipper wants .to supplant his

. ‘neighbour--to. ant1c1pate, to- overreach : .
‘ _hlm If a new exporter appears there . ‘ T
-.is 'a ‘temporary unityof purpose, but...it
" is directed entirely -to 'wolf' him.
Everyth1ng of-common interest is ® ~
sacrificed, to feed out internal dlSputeS_'
and Jealou51es...We...woula sooner ‘cut
the throat of a rival than share in a

..~ .. commmon profit...some other authorlty

‘must 1ntervene..-or else the whole-
. industrial structure on which thls
colony depends. must cease to -be:
.- (Bond in the House of Assembly, o :
‘ March 24, -1897). Quoted in McDonald - rf\‘
(1974 9). .. : . o ‘, :
e
Alexander (1977) and McDonald (1971) refer to’ ‘the
'competitive spirit' of Newfoundland merchants during
this period. Indeed, McDonald discusses at length
the *'chaotic* marketlng .procedures of this elite and
some of the factors responsible for Jntermercantlle

competition:  His discussion, Certainly the best’

historical ana1y51s ‘of the. Newfoundland ‘fish . trade
during this. period, proved very valuable: in

constructlng this portion of the' paper.. He too relates
: _5uch competltlon to the spread of, the FPU but in

T .

RILITEN R AT AT

A iy Aty o,

TN e e S
L.,

R Ar

Led S

e ety




-143 - -

.34, sychélogical rather, than structural terms. Chaotic
for fishermen to make rational decisioéns - about when

. ard where to market their: product and the frustratlon
v which this generated accounted in part for the rapld

R ) . spread of the Union.

35. Joy (1977) has done a.yery thorough Study of the -
T development of .a limited import-substitution sector
, o in thé St.-John's area between 1880 and 1910, Most
'~ of the .gapital for. these industries came from the
' %\,,establlshed meérchant elite. Sager (1978) claims the -
same companies were -also -investing in mining and
"other areas. See Chapter Two, t;)e sect;on on St.
John's. . - ) ‘ .

0

36. See Ryan (1973 ZS 6) Alexander (1974 19) and McDonald'_

(1974 8) -

‘S

~37..  The follo\ung section is based‘on_an anal}*s1s of the

‘Grieve and Bremmer Letter Book (1‘895 97). Bremner ran

‘@ relatively small -retail outlet on Trinity Bay durlng
this period and sold his fish through Bowrlngs
M. Thorburn ‘was his wholesaler.

-1 ‘Ba1ne JohnStnnLetter Booic (1898 1911 a4 75;

39. For a descrlptlon of the size of north east coast
© + production. unlts see Chapter Two. A cod trap was
valued at $300. .

40. - ‘The careful phra51ng of Bremner s letters to many . of
".° his fislermen and payment. for their .catch often’'in .’
either cash or gold and his general concern about

. /J . 'possx.ble trouble from them if he . ‘could.not meet the

- going price: ‘'suggests that he was not. 1n a very powerful
pos1t10n vis A vls these men.. Co S

41. Prior to the Bank Crash merchants had used their .

+ position as directors of tHe banks to draw. vlrtually

- unlimited credit. This became impossible after the

*1 Crash and revealed more clearly the differént

© !'fipancial- standlng of the various companies,. See
‘(Times and General Gazette, 'January 30, 1895) and
(The Crown vs’ the Direcfors and Managers of the o
‘Commerical Bank of Newfoundland, St.. John's: . -

McCoubrey, 1894) as well as ('l'he Crown vs the D1rectcgs.

marketing rand purchasmg, he argues, madeé it impossible

.. of the Union Bank of Newfoundlana, St. John's: 7/
Mc(,oubrey, .1895) : ‘
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42. -As suggested in: Chapter -‘Two, without an advance from - :

" .the merchant in supplies, fishermen faced all of the ~ =~

« +  _xisks of the. fishery without any guarantee that they, o
o could even sell their catch at:the ‘end. 'Not having
o ‘ advanced credit, merchants could refuse to purchase .

~ . . + the catchor drive the ,price below the costs of

© . -~ . ‘'subsistence without any d1rect effect on themselves.

43, -Balne Johnston Letter Book (1898 1911 102)

44. Cashln (1976 44f) descrlbes the supply trade of
. Bowtings.in the years 1905- ‘6. See. also the Trade S s
Review (December. 30, 1910). Fearn (1976) -points.out- -~ %
~ that during this perlod Bowrings was one of the few S i
- 'Newfoundland Companles with ‘an ‘estimated capltal of . o s
over $1,000,000.  Finally, according to the combine ’ o
‘agreements in .1902-3 cited above, Bowrings was .to be,
o ‘ dllowed to -export. the largest share of the f1rst
e - m11110n qulntals of cod (209)

45, . As’ more and more. merchants. got their : f1sh to market
.. "they- would- frequently attempt to undersell each other .
.. amd importers, ‘seeing’ tHis, very effectively played
NP .. one company - against the 'others and drove down the flSh o -
e v%prlces See: McDonald (1971 Chapter One) . a Q}

46. By 1911, the rumber of Labrador. schooners had dec11ned‘
< " " from a hlgh of. 1,432 in 1908 to 837 (Census for )
~'*  Newfoundland and Labrador, 1911 Tabl T 41&

L ‘Innis, . 1978: 458) .

.47. ‘Gosllng to Morrls January 12 1914 in Board of Trade ';’eﬂ p'vnh
: ‘Letter Book (5/A1, '88 Newfoundland Archlves) C1ted B A
" in McDonald (1971 12).. . .

4
\

.48, See’ note: 17 above. ‘('] T Ten o e

49.- As in"the Latin American countries, .'...the process of

_industrialization through .import substltutlon was '

', constrained by two built-in limitations both of which ;o .

» derived from.the existing class structure. ° First,. .. . -

‘ Bourgeols reformers had to'begin with the, ex1st1ng oo T

income distribution and demand structure This. meant -

that they had to. concentrate on consumer. goods S

partlcularly for the high income market. ~ Without a Lo Sl

] ‘maJor change. in the class structure and dncome - o ‘ &
R distribution,. the: 1nternal market could not expand fast - n

BV . -enough to sustain the. import substgtutlon process R e
i - .. indefinitely"(Frank, 1973:44). By 1910, import -

'/‘_ : substltutlon 1ndustr1es in. Newfoundland had ceased to. o R
s expand significantly (Joy,. 1977) .Local. individuals @ = >

. had also made money durlng a. wave of speculatlon in ' ' L
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49,

.50,
- .Trade, 1920, .in partlculazggyan S testimony where he

51,

L 14'5 -

mlnlng and timber lands but as1de from a few develop-
ments 1nc1ud1ng pulp and.paper in Grand Falls:and the

"Bell Island mines foreign capital. more or less lost

interest 1n Newfoundland's resources’ by 1910.

For example, see the Februany Conference, Board of

. describes local agents of Spanish companies. purchasing
~fish in Newfoundland -and

e way in. which .this helps
the fishermen get a better~price for their product
Nova Scotians were also actively purcha51ng fish in

"particular along the West coast and this too had the

effect of driving up the price of fish. See, for

,example, Balne Johnston Letter Book (1898 1911 36).

An’ 1nterV1ew.M1th S. Case, an 84 year old retired B
fisherman from:Salmon Cove, Carbonear (September '8, 1978).

B " His father dealt with Wm. Duff and-Sons, Ltd., one of.

.Carbonear s largest merchants. - He dealt with the same

. ~firm upon 301n1ng the trap crew of the fam11y. 7

52.

I have come-to this conc1u51on u51ng largely 1nferent1a1

, evidence. None of the. Carbonear . merchants were involved

in ‘the interviews carried out by the. 1905 Committee

~that . reported on the. use of steam:on the Labrador foxr-

the government. Aside from Job's, who had an operatlon

. at-Blanc Sablon, in the Straits area, all. of the other

merchants interviewed had stations morth of Battle

"Harbour and hence north of the Straits area. .The

absence of -reference .to any of the Carbonear merchants

. suggests’ that they were not located in this area but,

% 83,
_ 54.

55.°

.For'example, . Bartlett of Brlgus was supplled by o
Bowring.Bros. in-St. John's and got his .steamer from the

presumably, in“the other 'stationer' 'section farther =

© south. Penney's location at Red Bay prov1des further '
‘support for this conclu51on .

See note’ 29 ‘Chapter Two S ‘ ~ .

Both. Wm. Duff and Sons,,L1m1ted and the Rorke famlly
business were sufficiently large . to be engaged dlrectly
in the import-export trade. .

1

 same company. F. Jerrett, also of Brigus was supplied.

- 56 -’ "

SIS PP VRERISE PR

by . Harvey and Company of St. John s (Report 1905 gﬁ

251, 253).

-

See, for example the’ testlmonles of Capt C. Dawe ‘and
Capt. Goss.in (Report...1905, JA: 244 £F, 241ff 250, 25@

Y

. Nicholps Smith (1936) was one such‘planter.
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. 58.
59.

60.

: See Note 3 above
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Roman Cathollc Arch1Ves (St Johnfs), f11e ('The
Fisheries: Fishermen's Union, etc.'): Circular issued
by the Grand- Lodge Qf the - Society -for- United Fishermen,

‘March 1909 cited in McDonald (1971:87); M.F. Howley,
_ "Circular Letter on’ Secrgt Soc1et1es" March 31 1909I‘
cited in McDonald (1971 89) .

See, for example Barbour (1973 57) where the author
describes the regular visits of clergymen to.Blanc

'Sablon on the Labrador and claims "[a]ll receivéd a -

warm welcome at our home,’ where they:'remained as long

‘as they w1shed as guests of Job Brothers and Company,

" Limited' .. See also Lench: (1919:56) in which .Rév. Lench

62.

.notes that Samson Mifflin, "belng a merxchant, supplle¢
" 'the’ necessarles of the mlnlster s table” N :

Kerr (1973:279-80). With the exceptlon of parts of the'
" West.coa t, there is no evidence of a split between

merchanté and ‘clergy similar to that deecrlbed in-

/
McDonald (n.d.:28) notes that Coaker s explanatlon for
the Leglslatlve Council's rejection of his logging bill,

‘Remiggi (1978) for the Gaspé Penlnsula

. which was designed tp improve working conditions in the

63.
64.

66.

camps, was.associated with their ihvolwvement in timber
speculation and fear that such leglslatlon'would

“dlscourage further forelgn 1nvestment
'See Coaker (1950 10) and McDonald (1974 27)
Roman Cathollc Archlves (St John* s), file ('The

Fisheries:. Fishermen's Union, etc. ') J.J. St. Jehn

,to Archblshop M.F. Howley, February ,, 1909

X * McDonald ' employs a more structurallst approach and

provided some. of the insights for. the following
discussion. See, for example, McDonald (n.d.:25- 6)

'There were FPU locals in Boyd's Cove and Fortune

- Harbour in TW1111ugate, Tilting in. Fogo; St. Brendan's,

67.-

Keels and Red C1ift in Bonavista as well as in-other

Catholic .communities along the north-east coast. For

a reference’ to theé 11 FPU locals in Ferryland and
Placentla St. Mary s see Roman Catholic Archives, file
('The Fisheries...'):. J.J.. St. John to Archbishop.
Howley, March 26 1909 c1ted in 'McDonald (1974 28).

Roman Catnollc churches and other bu11d1n S. w1th1n the

“Archd1ocese were valued at- approx1mate1y 934, 000 1n

.
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68.
. - collection used by "the Catholic Church: "..,the pr1ests

]
"\

PR / . .
1911 whereas in the diocese of St George s they were
valued: at approximately $148,000 (Census .of .-

;Newfoundlaﬁd and Labrador 1911 TaEle II § 541).

4

~See Jones (1971:174). He descrlbes the system of,

. went down to the wharves: to meet the shlps, “found out

69,

7o,

" 71,
72,

- 73.

74

how well the voyage had .fared, and made a 1list of Roman o
. Catholic fishermen, together Wlth the amounts each '

one could afford. -The lists were ‘taken to the
‘merchant, who. deducted the amounts from the men's
accounts and sent a cheque 'to- the Bishop. McCrea
alleges that no merchant dared to refuse to do this.
service or he could f1nd hlmself without crevs for
his shlps " . :

- See Dev1ne and Lawton (1944:50- 1), The Book of.

\Iewfoundland (Smallwood, ed, 1937-’67 Vol. II: 422)'-..

7’
See. Veltch (1965) The . Benevolent Imsh Soc1ety had

'only 395 members in. 1906 most of whom were concentrated
in St. John's (Centenary Volume...1906:294-6). - The

Proteéstant . Loyal Orange. A55001at10n, on the other hantl

+had branches throughout the north-east coast and a

membershlp of 3, 830 as early as 1889 (Senlor, 1959 174)
Inter\rlew, Cornellus O'Brlen, (July, 1978)

Roman Catholic ﬁrchlves, flle ( The. Flsherles.. <)
Archbishop M.F. Howley to Mr. Wallace, Sepkember 20, '
1908.. In this letter the Archbishop explains why he

will not give his  consent for the formation of the.

‘Irlsh Christian Soc1ety, supposedly a secret soc1ety. -

.- Ibid. ;. Archblshop M.F. Howley to J.J. St. John,; :
'September 18, 1913. The quote from the Archblshop 5.

circular is’ taken from ‘McDonald (n d. 26) '

See note 69 TN [ } -

Roman Cathollc ArCh.‘LVGS, file ('The Fisheries. :
J.J. -St. John.to M.F. Howley, October 4, 1909.» In this

- letter St. John tells Howley about BlShOp McNeil of”

St. George's having declared the FPU no longer a’
'secret society' hence- implying withdrawal of the
censure .of the Catholic Church. McNeil did.this"

- without the permssmn or the approval.of Howley,
. the Archbishop. In the same flle, McNeil to Howley, .
October 17, 1908 refers to MCNell s preference for. ..

' polltlcal neutrallty
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~every:northern community' (1959:131). Among other
"north-east coast. clubs that may have had Catholic

-'148 -

See note 74 flI‘St reference. S -
See, for example MacDerrnott (1938: 205 6) where the
author describes a.group of porth:éast coast sealers .

making careful.note of the lick of 'dg¢nominationalism'. =~ - .

among them and their tolerance of .the' rellglous
worshlp ‘of the Cathollcs among them.

_ Feltham points : out that \Coaker s early 1nvolvement w1th

the Orange Lodge helped him to generate support for .
the FPU because he had access to local Union Halls and
could 'claim the kinship ‘of brother members in almgst.

o

members was the Tr1n1ty Benefit Club 'which .was )
.nondenominational.. - Its one and only objective
1s beneflts to its members and monetary hélp in times -

- of 51ckne s and death" (Barbour, 1973:90). ‘Another"
similar club was the Terra Nova. Mutual Insurance Club

in ‘Twillingate whi'ch was composed of "...Schooners T
‘held'by planters, and others connected with the .trade =~

"of W. Waterman and Co, of ;Iwillingdte, Fogo, Change

i Islands and Nipper's arbour" (Chaulk, 1974: 973

.79..

_For a descrlptlon o:f the Harbour Grace Affray, see

Senlor (1959 138£fj

In ‘the year 1901, Harbour Grace had a maJorlty of

-Church of Englanders Carbonear was =approximately 1/2 o
. Catholic with thé rést. of the pobulation split between oo
‘Methodist and Church of ' England; Bay de Verde had a -

‘maJorlty ‘of Methodists.~ Among - the districts farther -
... morth, ‘the only case of* a clear 'religious. majority -

was. Twillingate with almost 12,000 Methodists’ compared

. with 5,500 Catholics or .Church. of Englanders (Census

of Newfoundland and I:abr_:ador, 1901, Table I 398-9).
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. dts 11m1tat1ons, the 1nvest1gat10nﬁrepresents a- substantlal

- 149 - 0T L
CHAPTER FOUR - -
CONCLUSI'ONS )

The soc1olog1cal ana1y51s of the factors
respon51b1e for ‘the reg10na1 dlstrlbutmn of the Flshermen s’
Protectlve Umon of Newfoundland has 111ustrated the way
'111 Wthh theoretlcally 1nf0rmed hlstorlcal soc1ology can

contribute to our understandlng of somal movementts. Desplte

v

‘1mprovement aver preVlous ad hoc accounts. A theoretlcally ’
_icons«xstent explanatlon for’why the FPU emetged where it

did and why 1t falled to develop elsewhere 1s constructed .
.‘Gon‘lf)aratwe in 1t's"' appr'oach and based on soc1o—ec'onomrc !

¥,

.rather than,\g\sychologlcal varlables, one of the nlrtues\of
the pfesent explanatmn is that it 1s refutable. " Patterns
of work organlzatlon and 1evels bf 1ntermercantlle
competltlon are much more emplrlcally ver1f1able than ‘
psychologlcal states of m1nd 1nferrid from past hlStOI‘y
) "By de empha51z1ng the roleﬂ of leadershlp, %his

s tudy reJectstJhny V1ew of the FPU as an acc1dental -

-~

' consequence of the presence of ‘the rlght man, 1n the r1ght

J.ace, at the r1ght tlme. It thus- permlts us to take our s

attentlon away from hlghly V151b1e leadersth flgures and

I a4
redlrect 1t toward the rank and f11e \uthout ‘which leaders
e R -

-can never become great men. . If the message of a’ potent1a1 '

leader is 1rre1evant or the costs. and/or obstacles to
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"mob111zat1on are too powerful he w111 remain no more than a.

LY
-

man. w{th a. dream .
) At the mOSt general level my ana1y51s of the FPU
'_derlves from the conf11ct perspectlve. Av1ew of soc1al l
movements as struggles for power leads the study to focus

'on power relatlonshlps between potentlal partlsans of the

£

S FPU and groups -in authorlty that were opposed to ity. - Th‘e.
.'access of these two groups to one of three structural
determf}p@_xts of power, 1eve1 of organlzatmn ‘has’ been

‘ 1solated and researched for the reglons where the FPU was g
successful and those . where it falled._ .

N he rapld spread of the FPU throughout the. |
‘north east coast from. the Northern Penlnsula to Trlnlty Bay,, :
'111ustrated by the movement 5 recrultment of almost |
'{'oovembers Tn thls area, cin be part1a11y attrlbuted to
'power relatlons in this. reglon th t favoured producers.

- Conversely, the fallure of the movement in many other pa‘rts

: 7 :
: ,of the, :leand 1nc1ud1ng 1n part1cu1ar the south west :

J
*

~and. east coast dlstrlcts, was due in part "to power relatlons

whlch favoured elther merchants or- clergymen. , Y,

Patterns of work organlzatlon w1thln the” varlous

~

'branches of the north east coast- flshery, 1n mlnmg, sealmg,'
_ and the pulp and paper mdustry, concentrated producers in
' relat1Ve1y large, sol1dary unltS of productlon thereby

1ncrea51ng the1r potent1al for' collectlve action. . ‘As the

wlthdrawal of credlt from the north east coast flshery l ,‘

. 2
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a o T forced c;flshermen 1n thlS reglon 1nto m1n1ng and pulp and

'paper, work experlence 1n these capltallst sectors)combmed
N
w1th the1r trad1t10na1 1nvolvement in the seal flshery

o »'meant that they became schooled 1n collec:t1Ve actlon.

e ' - - Within the cod flshery 1tse1f the:Lr concentratlon 1n 1arger -

RN unlts of productlon prov1ded the organlzatlonal baszs for i

- ) ‘flshermen to, moblllze a - powerful movement not only for a
redlstrlbUtlon of the x:ewards from thelt' labour but perhaps

. o . . , /h
SRCERN oo more 1mportant1y, agalnst the decllne and potent1a1 collapse

R

of the flshery as a. sounce of income and way of 11fe. -

-

o N Whlle capltal 1nvestment in some sectors ' and
A, - o : . .

_capltal w1thdrawa1 from others was ralslng the level of

LI <

o S organlzatlon of north east coast producers, the pers:.stence
‘v . B . . . [
r‘ o of strong competltlve forces w1thln the north east coast -

;“ S o merchant e11te undermlned the effec:tzveness of mercantlle

"opp051t10n to the FPU- Smultaneously, 1ntermercant11e "-ﬂ
'competltlon contrlbuted to the development of larger\unlts_“(‘
E S productlon. A comblnatlon of dlrect and - 1nd1rect AN

'structures of underdevelopment prov1ded an admlrable context
e ’for the emergence of class struggle’ by favourlng pr&iucers. )

‘ P P e One flnﬁ @actor fac111tat1ng the rapld spread of .

-~ o 7"' the FPU: througnOut the north east coast was the weakness o:E

Y

‘zthe caerlcal elite in t]’lls reglon. Fragmentatlon 1nto

«

SN seveTal denom1nat1ons cr1ppled an)’ att;empts -on the pal‘t Of

1
@

- the clergy to prevent thelr congregatwns from developlng

.soc1a1 and economlc t1es that transcended rellglous
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afflllatlon or, from supportlng ‘the - FPU A ﬁénce“:powerfht
relatlons not only between merchants ana‘flshermen but
between north- east coast producers and thelr Splrltual
advisors ensured that "the Union'uas*not repressed’in‘this
region. _— ' 'h_ R \’., . : -
AiOng/the south-west coast of Newfoundland; the -
farlure of the'FPU can he‘éttributed to the'reiationshiof

o

'between structures of d1rect underdevelopment type II and

N

1ntermercant11e competltlon. As suggested in Chapter Three,

by,lncrea51ng their 1nvestment.in‘the.offshore fishéry -

after 1900 south west coast merchant capltallsts were : able

to restrlct compet1t1on among themselves for the product of

0

1nshore flshermen.z Consequently, surplus appropr1at10n

from 1nshore f1

n remalned hlgh w1th:the result that
hey were conf'ned to s a11 tomlzed un1ts of productlon
with a low. 1eVe1 of solldar1ty.‘ In ‘the offshore frshery,.’
organlzatlonal galns assoc1ated w1th the concentratlon of

flshermen in 1arger numbers were undermlned by the .
\ i

'ava11ab111ty of a 1arge reserve army of labour whlch

perm1t¢ed merchants to 1ntroduce a system of 1hcent1ves that'

¢urned man aga1nst man. ' Structures of direct underdevelop4c

ment thus prov1ded a context wh1ch m111tated agalnst the™

~

emergence of class struggle by keeplng the organlzatlonal o

potentlal of south west coast’ f1shermen at a low 1eve1

As a resu1t~ actlve opp051t10n ‘to the FPU on the part of

& south west -coast’ merchant 5ap1tallsts never became necessary

‘.)‘
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‘ [t]the cycle of 1abour struggles of the
. £firsttwenty years’ of this century showsAj P
‘that the higher level of capital . oL
. contentration had indeed developed the .. =~ .-/
collective power of the workers. - But .- - - = '
this effect was limited...The ‘ o A
concentration-of ownership and finance . - el .
o ‘ correspond to a much less developed P S N
C - . ‘concentration of productlon so that. . . A -
o the erosion of the barga1n1ng pover oo
.which the workers derived -from T o
" intercapitalist competition and frgm g
- i. their incomplete subordination to.,
© capital was not offset by a : T
- compensatory growth -in thelr collectlve o
.strength (1978 7) 4 o -

1]

L It seems qu1te reasonable that there were gaans

o NS

in cooperatlon among merchant—cap1tal1sts 1n St. John s

assoc1ated Wlth JOlnt 1nvestment 1n 1mport substltutlon

/ 4

'1ndustr1es whlch occurred durlgg the late 19th century
.(Joy, 1977) “Investment in product1on meant. thet ‘ “'-iJ jf
hmerchant capntalrsts, rather thaﬁ competlng w1th each other
ﬁ'for the product of craftworkers and struggllng w1th

competltors 1 an attempt to sell the1r part1cu1ar 1mport o

,stood to benfflt whenever the products of their - 1ndustry S

were sold ' no matter’ who sold them.' In those cases: where'
0 e
they contlnued to purchase some of thelr product from*

'craftsmen, dlrect control over a port1on of producflon and

e S
SRl

e

the potentlal,for mechanlzatlon in a factory context could

1,
J,

~;only have 1mproved the1r barga1n1ng p051t1on vis a Vis. / ) ?ﬁ
tcraftworkers. Slmllarly, control over steam transport to‘ h%%;
dand £rom the Labrador comblned with d1rect ownershlp of a }1J ‘(%f
'portlon of the Labrador statloner catch would have - 'gg”

1ncreased the control of merchant cap;ta11sts ovef’the‘.-** ,7”27. i
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o Stp-John's.and parts of Conception Bay, especially
'the diﬁtricts of'Carbonear;.proride examples of;other’areas )

where structures of dlrect underdevelopment 1nh1b1ted the

growth of act1Ve support for the FPU Increased capltal

1nvestment and ‘the concentratlom\of workers produced a wave

of strlke act1v1ty and attempts at unlonlzatlon in, both of
L these areds- after,1900 In Carbonear, employment in the |
. Bell Island mines no doubt helped radlcallze Labrador..

.

statloner flshermen whose concentratlon in large numbers

l v

i’ aboard Labrador steamers -and .on the Labrador generated an

'.organlzatlonalwbase for,perlodlc strlkes.l However bﬂth :
within the'mineSuand on.the Labrador,’the success of'such_i
.collectlve’protest was 11m1ted no doubt in part ‘by. the'

’-'consolldatlon of control over productlon in the hands of
~cap1ta1 which accompan edrintreased 1nvestment.' Slmllarly,
.in,St.‘John's unlonlzatlon w1th1n the factor1es where

5.“,' L o workers were most concentrated but. where control over

‘%;;f ) .= o product1on 1ay 1n the hands of capltal was V1rtua11y

. - !
R ot nonexlstent Even among craftworkers, where capltallst__‘/%

e . 'ﬂ control over productlon was‘more 11m1ted the ‘many. *small,

IR . fragmented unlons that d1d emerge were often short llved
Thls suggests that in those economlc sectors’of ‘f’ | ;,.
‘t-j B fh_ : Newfoundland where structures of d1rect underdevelopment
‘ became predomlnant after 1900 one can concur w1th a recent

7 . o
ﬁ statement by Arrlgh1 that o 1~.;ﬂ'[.,,,: o

s .,4‘..‘-,,_.“,;_,*4_- . oo 77 - - - = - - - PR - R
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. or retallers themselves. The group most vulnerable to
S i

o < 1s5-

.surﬁiUSZOf petty producers;l“ButJthe possibi ity of merchants.‘ --Qi‘

purcha31ng ‘£ish from petty prdducerseln turn T duced their
»dependency on wage-dabourers -and - sharemen in < trlke'

51tuat10n.

‘flshery along the north east coast that producers were’ most:”'
able to organlze effectlvely between 1900- 14 o
‘;1ntermercant11e competltlon undermlned the ope atlon of the
_.credlt system and as some flshermen were able t accumulate
>a surplus, -a. mlddle group of flshermen emerged in thls
'area; These men were organlzed 1n relatlvely 1arge unlts'u. . )
’~of productlonkwxeh a hlgher level of. capltal investment o ~% v
. than either their predecessors or south west coast , _H”.:Q' , _.%
':flshermen. They were 1ess protected by the,credlt system;iﬂ
‘ffrom fluctuatlons in the prlce for flSh Slmllar to the
' mlddle peasantry 1n agrarlan underdeveloped areas, thlsjf
o mlddle group of flshermen were d1ff1cu1t for merchants to

control but not suff1c1ent1y well off to become merchants

:jeconom1c change, they st111 Telied: on "...tradltlonal soc1al

n relatlons of kin and mutual aid" ‘(Wolf, 1969 290£€). . This - .

comblnation of unlform economlc vulnerablllty, 1ndependence

o

from local merchants, and exten51ve 10ca1 t1es permltted

-
LI
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[;'authorltles Telated to the uneven 1mpact of underdevelopment

 the FPU during ‘the period 1908 14,

_ clerlcal opp051t10n to the FPU may have been a factori,

[ - 156,
‘ these men, 11ke the mlddle peasantry, to become a radical

force.' Meanwhlle, the hlgh level of 1ntermercant11e

4 compet1t1on and fragmentatlon of the clerlcal e11te f
contlnued to 1nterfere w1th _the: repre551ve potentlal of the,
merchant and clerical e11te maklng it less than surprlslng

,that the FPU was so strong on the north east coast
| Unlzke the1r north east coast counterparts

flshermen in- the east coast d15tr1cts of Eerryland and

Placentla-St, Mary-s were-fragmented by‘class dlstlnctlonsf

.

’relnforced by a powerful united church -Linesvof cleavage

among f1shermen comblned w1th the- strength of the . Cathollc

church made th1s ‘the one reglon 1n Newfoundland where . ;f o

clergymen were: able to close down FPU locals .In addltion,

:11m1t1ng the success of the movement in St. 'John s and parts

of Concept1on Bay oo _.ffv‘ {;'/

It|seems clear then, that reglonal varlatlons 1n

the leVel of organlzatlon of potent1a1 part1sans and

played an 1mﬁortant role 1ndeterm1n1ng the d1strrbut10n of W

Although preV1ous

accounts demonstrate some awareness of such thlngs as: -
patterns of work organlzatlon onthe north east coast and

unevenness in . cler1cal strength the absence~of theoretlcally ’ ‘;l

' 1n£ormed comparat1ve ana1y51s means these authors are ‘unable.

to asseSs the 51gn1f1cance of some factors and are unaware
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of the role of others. As a result, there 'has been a- strong >' o

1nc11nat10n in’ prev1ous work to rely almost entlrely on. tﬁh

.rele of char1smat1c leadershlp 1n explalnlng, for example,“,

the failure of the FPU on the south west coast Sdnce'this'
)

study, 11ke all research 1eaves many questlons unanswered

|i>

-one, an only hope that future attempts to deal ‘with. these

questlons w111 ‘be less-ad hoc in thelr approach as a result

What are some of the questlons that thls analysls

) N - of the present’ account
\ of the FPU leaves unanswered? Although reg10na1 varlat1ons
l

-, . .- “in ore determlnant of power, level of soc1a1 organlzatlon,

—

a systematlc study of another determlnant of power, access

7

" to resources No doubt leadershlp resources the generally

\ o R have been thoroughlm 1nvest1gated “the. thesis leaves as1de
‘ :
‘ h1gh 1evel of demand for fish durlng th1s perlod,and other

! "

[ such factors, were glso related to the emergence and the ,A_: /
' relatlve success and fallure of the FPU At a more
fundamental level because: thf theoret1ca1 framework ‘

emplpyed here is a someuhat 31mple confrontat1on model .b }"
.1; 'u ' }(i soc1a1 movements are struggles for power) no attempt‘

j’ .: f"_;‘ is made to deal w1th the p0551b111ty that producers had

%%éig f;;_’(;‘i several d1fferent _avenues through whlch to achleve .their.
5’ .f’ : ,1nterests,-6nly one of whlch was the FPU i Thus, support for A' B
Q. T ‘the FPU may have, been influenced not: 31mp1y by the power B ub’{“

%- ‘ ‘ relatlonshlp between producers and authorltles but also by
L . ’

‘ §g‘:l o the avallablllty of alternatlve means of protest and

. . o o
[ = . o o Vs \'
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‘and St John 5. o Co r" ‘
| _completely is why the "FPU emerged when it d1d
"PPU are left open as areas ior further research
'1nto these questlons

'V'Change

don't constltute ‘a full explanatlon.

)

.. | B | N . o .
; struggle such as, unlonlzatlon in’ the case of Bell Island
~miners A focus on’ alternatlve means of protest might heIp ‘

‘to further explaln-FPU fa11ure in parts of Conceptlon Bay

P SRR

s
L

Another questlon Wthh the the51s cannot answer
Slmllarly, @
the course of the development and eVentual decllne of the

L

. However, -

‘th1s 1nvest1gat10n does prov1de some 1mportant 1n51ghts

In the flrst place, 1t demonstrates
the value of a compfratlyeJapproach in: deallng w1th soc1a1

Secondly, the the51s caut1ons agalnst any attempts ’

-

. to attrlhute the pOlnt‘Of emergence and eventual decline

of the FPU to no more than ‘the role of 1eadersh1p ‘In the

case of the decllne of, the TPU developments in the pol1t1cal

fcareer’of the movementrlncludlng errors in strategycprobabu&

While one cannot deny
the " 1mportance of such factors changes in,the'poner
relatlons of merthants, clergymen and flshermen alongfthe h

north east coast- pr1or to, throughout anqllmmedlately

' followlng the First World War may well have been dec151ve.'

The underdeveloped nature of current Lnowledge

','about Newfoundland's merchant e11te placed an 1mportant

: constralnt on the analysrs of 1ntermercant11e competltlon in

o

Chapter Three. ‘In that chapter merchant capltallsts are"

\

xtreated as 1f they operated Newfoundland based companles

mo '.‘-"\ o

.
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. may have been 1nf1uenced by factors external to the

che51s concernlng the relat1onsh1p between dlfferlng levels

"engaged in the flsh export trade. Although thlS was true

. j \
for many south west coast and . other compan1es, many of the

. St Joths companles were,‘ln fact part. of mu1t1 natlonals

w1th their head offlces in Brltaln. Bowrlngs is one such

example. ThlS fact, comblned ‘with thelr 1nv01vement in

. dlverse forms of trade,means that dec151ons on- 1nvestment

-

Newfoundland fﬂsh trade. Clearly, recognltlon of th1s

'constralnt does not 1nva11date the ba51c argument in the o

underdevelopment in Newfoundland,,would be a maJor
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‘,jof 1ntermercant1le competltlon and thm\dlstrlbutlon of %
thhe\FPU However, it does affect any attempt ‘to. explaln ':'.': %;
the o;lgln of -such reg10na1 varlat1ons. A more thorough' " ‘E
understandlng of 1nternat1ona1 11nkages¥and not only" levels ;%
of 1ntermercant;1e compet1t1on but also the deveIOpment of ?%

contrlbutlon to our’ understand1ng of. the- polltlcal economyi Tk
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One further questlon whlch should be eﬁplored is

'the relatlonshlp between the eventual fallure of the FPU

'

'as a pop&llst movement and the long term economlc and e
-:polltlcal decllne of Newfoundland The mbvement was a

‘~lrad1ca1 grassroots challenge to the status quo as well asl

an attempt .on the part of frshermen to proteét the flshery. ,

’

and the1r way of. llfe.: However, even 1f 1t'had succeeded /,'

N

the real potent1a1 w1th1n the FPU for rever51ng such;largescale

v
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processes as;(be development of. underdevelopment and the

' dem1se of the f1shery JAs questlonable. With a gTOW1ng body

r.

‘of 11terature on Latln Amerlca correlatlng modernlzatlon and

"authorltarlan ra}her than popullst governments (see, £or'h

‘ﬂexample, '0'Donhell; 1973) 1t would be worthwhlle speculatlng

about what m1ght have haPpened in Nﬁwfoundland if the FPU
had not’ -falled ) S ) .. , i

( N

»

el . ; , To return brlefly to the t eoretlcal level thlS

study of’the FPU constltutes one attempt to explore the'

" relataonshlp between dlfferlng structures of under- ',f

.development and patterns of class struggle 1n underdeveloped

1" . i ' ,.'. /
.areas -dts conc1u51ons call for a, reflnement of Flne s

. +

assertlon that ‘Ien- underdeveloped areas both producers and
iexp101tefs are dlsorganlzed (1978 94) ThlS study suggests
‘1nstead that the- degree of dlsorganlzat1on w1th1n both
-groups-@@n vary substantlally on a reg10na1 bh51s and is
‘assoc1ated wlth the uneven1mpact mfunderdevelopment Wlthln

the current underdeVelopment 11terature ‘authors have begun

“to™ look beyond unequal exchange 1n attempt1ng to explaln

' prythe role of cap1ta115m in the development of underdevelopment

'iAuthors such as Kay (1975) and.Flne (1978) have focused

7the1r attentﬁon on obstacles to the capltallzatlon of

."7‘ . ,‘

”

s

:productlon in underdeveloped countrles.. F1ne, “for example,—

-attrlbutes the 1ow 1evel of capltallzat%%n, hence under-
' develapment of the per1phery, to the dlé%rganrzatlon of

_‘producers_and[expl01ter¥; 1Tb1s; he.argues, prevents the'
. . < R "“ B . o ',.
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formatlon of a power bloc whose demands w111 force caprtal-i- R

to mechanlze. . Kay, on the.other hand argues that capltal

\

Will always choose to mechanlze because thlS increases . Ly

e

“'\5
oduct1v1ty and proflts. He attr1butes the lack of

e T ca 1tad1zat10n in underdeveloped countrles to the domlnance,

o GRS

Dy e
e W

v f‘l untll recently, of merchant capltai in these reglons

e

The 1nvest1gatlon of the relatlonshrp between

G —"1';,&_;

) structures of underdevelopment and development of class

struggle contalned in the analy31s of the FPU can offer some ' e

-

. 1n51ghts for thls dlscuss1on Sacouman s concept of dlrect

underdevelopment (whlch in real historic form 1ncludes such

.

SRS A ) 'act1v1t1es as coal m1n1ng and branches of the flshery in

. - ’ 3 "
R A A R

” Atlantlc Canada around “the turn of. the century) suggests
'that underdevelopment ‘cannot be reduced 51mp1y to a lack of T

R .;"'capltallzatlon (Sacouman 1980)  Mofre concretely, the§

-é. . ' ‘ ;ev1dence prov1ded on Newfoundland's merchant e11te durlng

:th1s perlod 1mp11es that they were often, 1n fact
| 2

5.
&,

merchant capltallsts comblnlng 1nd1rect and d1rect control '?%

. Y o over production.’ It is thus dlfflcult to susta1n any fg_

: E 4 - .argument that makes a 51mple correlatlon between merchant v . :%'

3‘ - ~';‘ capltal and underdevelopment ‘such as Kay S. 3%

”; S ) In some cases, 11m1ted capltal 1nvestment in %

L o7 "?.qproductlon in Newfoundland durlng the perlod of the FPU B o ;5J
A ,

: ;, ' reduced the potent1a1 for the development of class struggle

RN B

c 7 To the extent that Fine is correct 1n hlS assertlon that T

tr et e

. w1thout protest on ‘the part of producers, cap1ta1 w111 not “{,'4 1:*

. o - i ’

el Tt
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revolutlonlze the means of productlon, it is p0551b1e that

'Y

dlrect capltallst underdevelopment type II prov1ded a f e o

ot

3
FCTRF L

‘ context for inhibiting mechanlzatlon and hence retarded

o

a
Y
SR~y

V- ‘ ' 1ncreased product1v1ty in economlc sectors such as .

Newfqnndland's flshery.. Perhaps because of the 1ncorporation ””

g PO
om .
BIRHET W

offAtlaﬁtit'Canada?(incluaing Newfoundland after 1949) into

o
o

a per1pheral relatlonshlp W1th central Canada and the‘

. T PSR el PO
TS AT
I e BODS

o operatlon of a system of transfer payments, merchant-

55 AR

Ef o . ;: capltallsm may only now be reachlng a real p01nt of crisis ‘ﬁ
e - : ' k3
i 1n thlS reglon - The grow1ng potentlal for rad1ca1 behaV1our Y
& ’ A
i 1n those areas characterlzed by structures of d1rect of
) R
%~ underdevelopment type II whlch 1nvolve the malntenance of A
' petty producers 1n ‘an '1ncre351ngly truncated domest1c mode

& I >

. of productlon may be a symptom of thls ESacouman, 1980).

} ‘As suggested by Flne "the CanllCt generated by
jk 1nten51f1cat1on of the exlstlng methods of exp101tat10n, '

i N C
£ e coupled W1th the para1y51s of progre551ve rullng class oy
?v » ;.". leadershlp, opens -the potent1a1 for revolut1onary Change E
B . in perlpheral formatlons" (1973 95). L T
N , S - , e 5
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