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ABSTRACT

This stﬁdy sees the 1900 strike on the Fraser River as
providing the setiing in which trade unions began in the fisheries
of British Columbia, and analyzes both the strike itself and its
background from that point of view.

In the two decades to 1890, the Fraser River salmon canning
industry grew relatively slowly, limited by ﬁhe problems of developing
techniques for processing, finding labor for packing, and accumlating

_capital from profits, In the 10 years to 1900, these difficulties had
.been mostly overcome, and fresh capital, attracted by sizeable profits,
nearly tripled the number of canmeries, This boom ended in a crisis
of over-expansion, marked by strikes and company mergers,

One unforeseen effect of license limitation in the seasons
1889-I891 was a change from paying fishermen a daily wage to paying
the-m at so mich per fish, and consequently the start of a series of
disputes between ca.nners“and fishermen over fish prices. Though in
general prices rose throughout the 1890's, the individual fishermen
failed to benefit, partly because of price cuts and limits on deliveries
during periods of a heavy supply of fish, and partly because of the
increasing number of fishermen licensed in each succeeding year,

T In an attempt to ipcrease their bargaining strength, white
resident fishermen campaigned for changes in federal ﬁshem;e@-_
lations to restrict competition from Japanese and American fishermen,

and to reduce the mumber of cannery licenses. The first fishermen's
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organization, formed in 1893 to further this end, did not survive
its unrelated involvement in a strike that year against price cuts.
The amendments to t.he fishery regulations in 180k and, to an even
greater degree, in 1898 reflected the success of this group in
gaining their ends by political means, To try.t_o redress the balance,
- ‘the canners created in 1898 their own closely-knit orga.niza.tioﬁ, the
British Columbia Salmon Packers® Association,

| The @ifficulties of the seasons of 1898 and 1899, ba.sicé.lly
caused by over-expansion, led the canners to {ighten their organi-
zation further by creating in Japuary, 1900, the Fraser River Canners'
Association, & cannery combine with power to set maximmm fish prices
and. production guotas for each cannery, and to levy fines on violstors
of its decisions. About the same time, and partly in reaction to the
ce.nnérs’ ﬁove, separate unions of fishermen were organized, first at
New Westminster, then at Vancouver. The Vancouver union tried and
failed to enroll Japanese fishermen who formed in June, 1900, the
Jepenese Fighermen's Benevolent .Society.

The Cannerst Aésociation Tefused to negotiaste prices with
fishermen's union representatives or to set & minimum price for
sockeye, When the sockeye season opened July 1 the fishermen s;truck,
demanding 25 cents a fish through the season. By July 10, the strike
included all fishermen on the river--white, Jepanese and Indian,
After another week, the Canners® Association felt forced to negotiate
and in a series of meetings the two sides came close to settlement,

AL this point, bowever, the canners broke off negotiations and made a ~




- iv -
separate agreement with the Japanese for 20 cents for the first
600 fish in a week snd 15 cents thereafter. The canners then
provoked an "incident™ as an excuse for three'friendly justices
of the peace to call out the militia to Steveston.
In spite of the Japanese defection a_.nd the presence of the
militia, the remaining strikers held out for another week. Media.ti_.on

by E. P, Bremner, Dominion Labor Commissioner, and Francis Carter-Cotton,

publisher of the Vancouver ﬁews-Advertisg_. secured them a negotiated
settlement which, though not including any union recognition,
_guaranteed 19 cents throughout the season,

This success ledmto the creation in January, 1901, of the
" Grand Iodge of British Columbia Fishermen's Unions, the first coast-
wide fishermen's organization in British Columbia., The strike
marked ‘i:he beginning of continuous -:mion activity in the industry
and the_ staxt of a tradition of ra.dical leadership that persists

{0 the present day.
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CHAPTER II

THE FRASER RIVER SALMON CANNING TNDUSTRY--LICENSE

LIMITATION AND PRICE CHANGES IN THE 1800'S

The first trade unioﬁ of fishermen on the Fra.ser River was

organized in the spring of 1893, and led a short and unsuccessful

strike at the start of the sockeye season of that year. In analysing
the beginnings of trade unionism among these fishermen, Percy
Gladstone and Stuart Jamieson argue that "the major motive impelling
the Fraser River fisherme.n to unionize was not so much to achieve
wage or price increases as such, as to protect themselves against
growing competition from outside sd?:rces."l They identify three of
these outside sources: American Iishermen coming from the Colurbia
and Sacramento Rivgrs, Indians migrating from northern coastal
commnities, and Japanese arriving from their homeland., In the
conditions of econoﬁﬁic depression and mass unemployment existing in

- 1B¢3, so runs their argument, sharpened group amtagonisms produced
an attempt to reduce the number of licenses to Orientals. The

union orgasized out of this struggle, the Fraser River Fishermen's

Protective Union, led e strike of fishermen for a 50-cent-a-day

wage increase,

1 Percy Gladstone and Stuart Jamieson, "Unionism iz the Fishing
Industry of British Columbia,"” CJEPS, vol. 16 {(May 195C), p. 153.
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According to (ladstone and Jamieson, “A pattern of
organized conflict that was familiar in a number of subsequent dis-
'put-es in the Fraser River fishing industry irmediately developed in
the 1893 strike.“2 The elements that they isolate in the pattern
inelude: attemp‘l';s bjr'the cannery operators to use Japanese and
Indians as strikebreakers a.ga.in_st white fishermen; violence by
unionists in response to these attempts; use of special police and
the arrest of unionists‘; and a solidarity among the Indians in
opposition 10 the Japanese, not matched by the white fishermen,

An exsmination of disputes between cannery operators and
fishermen during the 1830's will enable an a.ssessmen£ of the merits
of this view, as well as providing data on the circumstances in which
fishermen's unions ﬁare organized,

Prior to the beginning of iicense limitation in 1889, the
great majority-of fishermen for the salmon canneries were Indians
who worked only during the sockeye season in .m:l_.y and August.s Pay-
ment to them by the canneries was sometimes by the fish--prices per

100 were reported--but generally they worked for wages. The rate at

the end of the 1880's was §2.25 a day for the fisherman and $2.00

' 2 Gladstone and Jaxieson, "Unionism in the Fishing Industry of
British Columbia," CJEPS, vok. 16 (May 1950), p. 15k,

3 Canada, S;P., 1888, no. 6, p. 257; Table V, p. 48 below [Gitizet
'licensesJ . : =

I Canada, Fishery Commission, "Minutes,” 1892, S,P., 1893, no. 10,
p. 129 (evidence of Musquam Charlie),
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for his partmer in the gillnet boat, the boat-puller. Fishermen of
European descent were in a distinct minority,6 but most of them alsc
fished in the spring and fall to supply the fresh fish market.T th
completion of the Canadian Pacifie Railway to Vancouver in 1887, a
market for fish shipped in ice began to open up in Eastern Canada
and the United States, and the number of men employed in this
fishery increased.8

Iicense reguiations in the season from 1889 to 1891 fixed
the total number of licenses allowed on the Fraser River first at
1450, and ther at 500, Of these, 350 were alloted Lo canneries and
100 (increased in 1830 to 150) were reserved for "outside" fishermén,
including those fishing for the local aﬁd expert merkebs 1o fresh
fish,9 Howeveér, no control was exercised over the erection of rew -
.canneries 5n the river, and the caanpery licenses had tc be redis-
tributed to provide for the newcomers. Five new canneries operated

15
in 2890 and a sixth opened in 1831,  Tuis pressure on a limited

S Vaucouver Hews-Advertiser (herzafter cited as News-Advertiser), -
- fangs 2, 1801, p. 2.

€ Canada, Fishery Commission, "Minutes," 1852, £.P,, 1893, no. ilc,
Pa XX.

T I personally cisiike the use of the word 'white" but it is invariabl;
used in contemporszry scurces and is herealter substituted for the more

oy L "_ .-

cucbersome "of Burcpear descezt" or "of Burcpesn birth,"

w
14
m

. & For reporis o the increased asctivities io the sprinz of 1833,
Colezist, Merch 24, 183, p. 2; Merch 28, .

[NV ¢

S See above p. 3k,

i0 Canaga, £,P., 1835, no. ila, p. L68; ibid., 1853, uo. 12z, p. 155.
3 Zeles TS » ) &8z, 2 s




- 43 -
nuwber of licenses was increased by certain established firms, who,
in order to get a larger guota of the licenses, erected " mamy "
canneries with no intention of operating them, Four plaﬁts Qf.this
type were reported in existence vy the season of 1891.11 The number
of licenses available to each cannery therefore shrank;.it was said
to be 40 in the season of 1889, 25 in 1890, and only 20 in 1891.12

In en attempt to ensure a large enough supply of fish, the

cannery operators began to bid for the services of the holders of

"outside" licenses and entered into contracts for the delivery of
fhe catcﬂ of individual license holders. The cost to the canneries

f fish bought from contract fishermen was higher than the cost of
fish caught on their own licenses--both camners and fishermen agreed
_en that, bgt how much higher is difficull to say, since prices vafied
from season to season, as well as frow day to day, and from cannery

13 _ S -

%o Cannery. But by 1893 ten cents per sockeye was regarded as

i1 Canada, Fishery Commission, “Minutes,™ 1892, S,P,, 1893, no, 10c,
pp. 92, hLoOT. _

12 News-Advertiser, Aug. 2, 1893, p. 2.

13 Henry 0, Beii-~Irving of Anglo-British Columbia Packing Company,
Itd. said that fish frow "outside" fishermen cost three tires the
average of that fron the canneries' own boats. (lNews-Advertiser,

Joly 15, 1893, pe3). Cept. Alex Anderson, president of.the Fraser
River Fishermen's Protective and Benevolent Assoc iation, placed the
cost of fish from a cannery boat at ore to two cents, at a tim

when his organizetion was asking 10 cents {News-Advertiser, Jhly 25,
I83, p. 7). Evidence was given to the Royal Comzmissior in 1892

that the piece rate for fish prior to liceanse limitation was one and
2 half to two cents (Canada, S,P., 18«3, no, 10¢c, p. 29 - evidence of
Bernard Buck).
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the customary price , Higher prices than this were paid to indiv-
| idual license holders to persuade them to deliver fish to a particular
cannery. In the season of 1801 Alexander BEwen and Company paid up
to 20 cents though their competitors were paying only 10, 12-1/2 or
15 cez:d;s.l5

Another kind of arransement between company and fishermen
is also recorded for the first time in this period: a share or "ay"
plan, It had features of both thé contract system and the daily
wage. The company supplied boat and net zs it did for wage-earners,
but in this instance it paid for the catch by the fish and deducted
aﬁproﬁma:bely one-third as its shars, When the price paid was 10
cents per sockeye the cannery share was three and a half cents.
The six and a half cents received by the fishermen had to be divided
between the two men who manned each ‘r:no.'a,t.l6 Fishir?g on sha.rés appears
to have bégun because of license limitation; a man who could not get .

a license was forced to take a cannery boat, For new entrants to

the industry, fishing on shares in a cannery boat was a way of getting

1k Ten cents had been widely paid in two of the previous three
seasogs. (Columbiap, July 15, 1893, p. 1; Caneda, S.P., 1893, no. 10e,
P 95)s ~

15 Cenada, Fishery Commission, "Minutes," 1802, S,P., 1893, mo. 10c,
pp. 1k, 29, 11, 143, 151, 402. The high prices paid by Ewen appear to
be the result of sales compitments he made before the season opened _
{ivid., p. 15). In his own testimony, he speaks of being under a
bond for $40,000 (ibid., p. 120),

16 Cenada, Fishery Commission, "Minutes," 1892, S.2., 1893, no. 10c,
pp. 21, 2k, 66, 70, 79, &, 95.
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the experience to qualify for an individual license, The companies,

for their part, were anxious to get the maximm Production from a
iimited number of licenses, Substituting piece-work for daily wages S

was an attempt to produce g larger catch per boast., Share or "Lay

arrangements were generally made with white men, but Indians, -because 5

they were considered to be less productive, stayed on the daily wage .l

Contract fishermen becane a privileged group among fisher-

men; they received higher prices a.nd, in times of an over-supply of

fish, they continued to deliver when the canneryt's own boats were

taken off.19 As Henry 0, Bell-ming suceinctly put it, "a fishing

license was a valuable diocmnez:d:."20 These privileges excited the

envy of the fishermen on shares or daily wages, Vhen the British

Colurbia Fishery Commission held its public he;.:c'ings in New West-
~minster and Vancouver in February and March, 1892, a parade of

fishermen, both white_ and Indian, appeared before it to complain _ .
7 that they could not get liéenses.El Their complaints apparently

17 The regulations in force at the time did not specify the qualiii- .
cations of an applicant for an individual iicense, This gave con- '
siderable discretionary powers to the Inspector of Fisheries. 'Thomas h
Mowat, the incumbent in the position during 1889-1891, made it clear
that he gave preference to whet he termed "bona fide fishermen," the
criteria being previous eXperience plus a previous individual licernse.

= (Canada, S,P., 1890, no. 17, p. 25k ).

18 Canada, Fishery Comuission, “"Mimutes," 1892, S.P., 183, no, 10c,

Pp. 12, 108, WT; Rounsefell and Kelez, Fraser River Salmor Fisheries,
Pr. TO5-T7; and Table VI, p. 75 below,

19 Canada, Fishery Commission, "Minutes, ¥ 1862, 5,P., 1893, no. 10c,
passim, - -

3
3
]
2
4
S
;«;
8

20 News-Advertiser, July 2k, 18¢3, p. 1.

21 Cenada, Royal Commission, "Minutes, " 1852, S.F., 1833, ﬁo. 10e,
PP 6‘3"63-5 6)""53 68‘9: TO'TJ-: ?6: 78: 8‘9) 181: 3353 3673 381: 385:
388, ko, oz, ko3,

sy
- . jre=m
=
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oversha.dowed in the commissioners' minds those of the canners and
their agents who argued that they needed a greater number of
Jicenses than th_e 20 which most canneries were then gtﬁ:‘l‘:i;:i.ng.22

The commissioners had to adjudicate between the charge
~laid by the fishermen that the canners were monopolizing the river,
and the claims of the canners that more licenses of their own were
needed to protect them against demends made by the contract fisher-
men for higher prices, The canners lost this argument: all the
coum‘.ssioners é.greed that restrictions on the number of canmery
licenses should be continued, The majority report recommended the
issuing of 18 licenses to each operating cannery.23 The minority
report favored 25, the figure suggested by a pumber of cannery

24
spokesmen,

An interim arrangement had to -be a.d,opted-_for the season of
1892, since regulations to enforce the recommendations were rnot
ready at the opening of the fishing season. Accordingly, in June,
1892, further reguia.tions were added to those which had been enacted

in 1890 and the industry operated under these amended rules for two

22 Caneda, Royal Commission, "Minutes," 1892, S,P,, 1893, no. 10e,
pR. 33, 96s 111, 138, 189, 261: 269: 297, 399.

23 The majority report was sizned by the chairman, Samuel Wilmot,
Superintendent of Fish Culture for the Department of Marine and
Fisheries, and Sheriff W, J. Armstrong of New Westminster {Canada,
Fishery Commission, "Report,” 1892, §,P., 1893, no., 10c, pp. 429-31).
Themizority report was signed by D, W. Higgins, Speaker of the
Legislative Assembly of British Columbia (ibid,, pp. 431-3).

2k Capeda, Royal Commission, "Minutes, " 1892, S.P., 1893, po. I0e,
Do. 415, 427, 433,
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seasons. The interim regulations provided that "all boma fide
fishermen, being British subjects and actual residents of the
province" were to qualify for one license. Provision was made for
20 licenses for each operating cannery and additional ljcenses for
cold storage plants, exporﬁers of iced fish and fresh fish dea.lers.25
| The 1892 changes were announced $00 close to the opening
of the season for their full effect to be felt that year; yel the
number of licenses rose sharply from 500 to 721, with the canreries
obtaining W17 licenses instead of 350, and individual fishermen
270 instead of 150, Though the number of licenses granted to both
whites and Indians was higher, the largest percentage increase was
obtained by Japanese who had first entered the industry about 1888.
In their case the number :ra.s rmore than doubled, The approach of
1893, a "ig" cycle year, promise& ar accentuation of these ’1',.'c-encis..26

Thé increase in the nunber of licenses, both to canneries
and to individuals, presented the cortract fishermen with a new
situation in which their priviieged position was threatened, More
individual licenses meant rore fishermen offering their catches to
the canneries, and irn a cycle year tkis threatened, at the very

least, the elimination of prerium prices or even worse, a cub in
» P pe s P

the usual prices; The contract fishermer reacted to this threat

25 Canada, Fishery Commission, "Report,” 1852, S.P,, 1853, no. 1Cc,
PP, x-xi, '

26 See Table V, p. 40 velow; Canasda, 5.P., 1893, no. 10e, p. 153.




TABLE V

GILLNET LICENSES ON THE FRASER RIVER, 1887 - 1900,
: a
BY MAJOR ETHNIC GROUPS

e o Between-

Individual bridge
Year Company Japanese Indian White Licenses Total
1887 - - 615 320 - 935
1888 - 10 323 167 - 500
1889 - 25 308 167 - 500
1890 - 25 308 167 - 500
1891 - 50 283 167 - 500
1892 - 108 373 250 - 721
1893 - 235 558 361 - 1,174
1894 - W 549 701 - 1,667
1895 - 3k 939 731 30 1,734
1806 - 926 530 1,130 60 2,646

1897 -~ 928 520 780 90 2,318 .

1898 - 1,32 511 690 120 2,642
1699 - 1,361 501 70 150 2,232
3,683

1900 393 1,659 555 - 1,076 -

a Rounsefell and Kelez, Fraser River Sslmon Fisheries, p. 706
(Table 2 - Gillnet licenses of the Puget Sound - Fraser River
region, 1877-1934). The authors' note to this teble says in
part:

"From 1877 to 1899 the nationalities [sic] bave been esti-
mated from various notes. The company licenses before 1900 are
not separated from the total, and so are allocated amongst the
other types. There were no special 'between bridges [i.e.,
between New Westminster and Mission railway bridges] ' licenses
prior to 1908, so the figures from 1895 to 1899 merely represent
- a rough estimate of the number of this type of resident up-river
fighermen before 1900," ‘ o _

Rounsefell and Kelez estimated the proportions of Japanese,
Indian and white fishermen while attempting to measure fishing
intensity. The totals, it should be noted, are from Fisheries
Department records,
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by banding together torask for further changes in licensing regu-
lations and by organizing a "Fishermen's Association,"
The petition prepared and circulated by this Association
urged changes in the licensing regulations, in order "to save trouble
on our rivers by desperate men whose rights are being trampled under

' The Association demanded

foot to satisfy the greed of monopolists,’
that Japanese be refused licenses, and that the number of cannery -
. licenses be greatly reduced. Ai the same time, they asked for an
unlimited number of individual licenses, these to cost $5.00 each,
to be issued only one per person, and to be non-transfera.ble.27

Therproposal to withhold licenses from Japanese attracted

most attention in the press, since it lent support to the general
anti-Oriental agitation then current in the province.28 Editorials
discussing thé Assogiation's petition chiefly contented %henﬁelves
with either supporting or attacking the anti-Japanese demands of the
fishermen.29 Actually, however, the main éoncefn of the petiticners
was for further restrictions of all competitors, be they Japanese,
canners or fish dealers. What relative importance the fishermen

attached to the anti-Japanese campaign is hard to determine; most

labor-sponsored political programs of the time contained anti-

27 Colonist, May 28, 1893, p. 2.

28 The British Colusbia legislative Assesbly had a mumber of anti-
Chinese resolutions before it in the spring of 1893 (Journals,” 1893,
p. T7s 85-6, 95, 138, 14).

29 Toronto Monetary Times, nid., n.p., cited in Colonist, June 15,
1893, p, 4; Colonist, Jume 17, p., 4; News-Advertiser, July 15, p. b.-
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30
Oriental clauses. The emphasis given by the press to the fisher- ' E
men's anti-Japanese sentiment was out of all proportion to the size
of the problem in 1892-3, when not more than one-seventh of the
fishermen wére Ja.panese.Sl By distorting the campaign for license
reforms, the anti-Oriental emphasis certainly reduced its
effectiveness. .

Wy, then, was such prominence given by the Fishermen's

Association to the attack on the Japanese? Undoubtedly, it reflects

their reaction to the granting of individual licenses to Japanese, i

which first occurred in the season of 1892. When the first 10

o, gt o

Japenese entered the industry in 1888, they fished for Ehglish and
, 2

Company*s Steveston cannery, presumebly on cannery licenses,

e e

During the sea:sons of 1889 to 1891, when individual licenses were
1imited largely to previous license holders, the growing number of
Japanese was prevented from teking out their own licenses, With the
ending in 1892 of the limitation on their nurbers, individual
licenses were issuéd to Japanese, bringing thgm as contract fisher-
men for the first time into direct competition with the white group.
This occésioned tl}e angry outburst among the whites that we have

£y
.

discussed.

3¢ See T, R. Loosmore, "The British Columbia Iabor Movement and
Politicsl Action, 1879-1908, " unpublished M.A. thesis, University of
British Columbia, Oct., 1S54, appendices, pp. iv, xiii, xv.

31 See Table V, p. 4B above,

3 Rounsefell and Kelez, Fraser River Salmon Fisheries, p. 705.
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The charges, stressed in the preamble to the petition,
that Chinese and Japanese were fraudulently getting naturalization
papers to q_ualify for fighing licenses, are anciher instance of
the Association's attempt to preserve the privileged position
of its members. On the recommendation of the Royal Commission,

a new reguirement that Iishermen be British subjects and resident
in the province had been inserted into the interim regulations
of 1892, Tf it could be enforced, it would strengthen the bare
gaining position of the resident lishermen for whom the
Assoclation spoke. The Association chose to concentr;te on &
politically popular attack on the Japanese, rather than on the
United States fishermen who aiso came and wexnt freely.33 I may
have felt that the emctionzl fervor of enti-Orientalism provided
its best de'fence arainst the chargze that it wanted these

regulations enforced to create a moropoly for its r.e;:-.bers:

To get support for their .der:.a.nd.s and to recruil merbers
~the fishermen held zeetings in Hew Westxinster and Steveston.
Finally, an organizetion, the “Frasér River Fishermew's Protective
and Benevelent Association" with Alex W. Anderson, President;

Thomas Steffensex, Vice-Presgident; William Crawford, secretary;

and Edward Johnson, treasurer, was incorporsted under the provisions

——

33 Columbian, Sept. 5, 183, p. L.
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of the provincial "Benevolent Societies Act™ of 1801 {54 Vict.,
-Chap. 1+l).3 ' -

While the fishermen were atterpting to bring public
pressure on the government, the canners were quietly planming a
counter-offensive against the privileged group of contract
fishermen, A4 meeting of Fraser River canners held on July &, 1823,
fixed the price to be paid for sockeye in the coming season at
six c:ents.35 Newspaper reports of this meeting of the "Canners?
Association™ reveal a division in its ranks. Alexander Bwen, the
longest establlshea of the na..mzrs anGé one of the largest operato- 3,
refused to join the "co:nbine."3 Henry O, Bell-Trving, mapager of
the Anglo-British Colurbis Packing Company, Iirited, the newly-
formed English syadicate which nad seven canneries oun the river,

Tavered the price-cut. His attitude underlines the determination

of the newly-formed company to establish a firm position for

3i+ B.C., Reg. of Cos., File 20 (Soc.) [m:.crof:.lxr] The name repro-
. duces the Su;yle of that of the "Columbia River % shermen's Protective
Association"--the oxly change being dictated by the necessity of reg-
istering as a benevolent socisiy--so closely as to suggest that the
cider organization was used as 2 model,

35 This was reported to be a drop from "the ususl price--ten cents"
which suggests that over the period of license limitatior that figure
had come to be regarded as the customary one (Columbiar, July 15, 18~13,
.p. 1), Mo evidence or prices during the seasorn of 1552 could be found,
That year was a small one for sockeye and if it followed the pattern
of 1891, prices would have ranged up to 20 cents (see page bk above),
The fact that 15 ceants was mentioned in 1803 by union spckesmen in
connection with the fishermern's o.ema.nds, ¥ indicate thal this price
had been paid in at least part of the previous season (News-Advertiser,
&y 16, 1893, p. 8), -

36 He wished to coatinue to pay 10 cents, and was still paylng
eight cents (Columbign, July 13, 183, p. 1).
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itself in competition with the older firms in the industry.
During the subsequent dispute, Bell-TIrving outlined the
objective of those canners who had agreed to cut the prices:

In previous years, he said, part of the licenses were
assigned to the canners and part to the free fishers. The
canners did not get sufficient to assure them as many fish
as they might need. They engaged men by the day for their
own boats and licenses but for fear they should not get
enough fish they contracted at the beginning of the season
with outside men by the fish for their catch of the season.
To guarantee that they should get as many fish as they
required the canners usually paid these outside fishermen
mich more than the cost of those [fish] caught in their
own boats would average. They found it better, however,
to do that than to be short at the end of the season.

In those times a fisherman's license was a veluable
Gocument. This year all that is changed., All who care -
to pay the fee may get a license and the river is covered
with fishermen, about 1,200 in all having been issued.
The canners are thus pretty well assured of their supply
‘and have put-the price to what they consider a proper
PriCE_ e e+ s 37

The fishermen, including all-holders of indi{ridual licenses,
whether wnite, Indian, or Japanese, refused to sign contrgcts at the
reduced price and held out for 10 cents.38 It is probable that they
wére supported by share or "lay" men who would also be affected,

The tactics, apparently agreed upon at the fishermen's mass meeting
on Saturday July 8, unfolded in the next week.39 A letter was dis-

patched to each of the cannmers asking him to meet with a committee

——

37 News-Advertiser, July 21, 1823, p. 1.

.38 Columbian, July 15, 1863, p. 1.

39 Ivid., July 131, 1803, p. L,
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of five from the Fishermen's Association at Ladner®s landing on
4o
Friday July 14 to negotiate a settlement of the dispute, Waen,

on Priday morning, the fishermen whe supported the Association

I
refused to work, a strike had begun. None of the canners, not
excluding the dissident Alex Ewen, would meet with the fishermen's
i :
committee,

Having thus decided noi'; to negotiate, the canners concen-
trated on winning the dispute with the fishermen, Their opening
move was to imsert an advertisement iz the New Westminster and
Vancouver newspapers, signed by all the canning companies--Ewen
and Company alceng w1th the reste-offering a $50.00 reward for |
information lezding to the zrrest and coovietion of aryoae cutting

nets, or damaging cther property, intimidating fishermer or pre-

venting then frorm performing their duties, inciting to ulawful
acts, or "using violence or threat of vialence to any person or
‘persons in pursuance of any combinatlon or conspiracy tc relse the

L3

rate of wages."

4o Columbian, Hdy 18, 1863, p. b; News-Advertiser, July i&, p. 4.

4. Ibid., July 15, 1803, p. 1.

42 A Fishermen's Associlation letter to the press alieged they ware
reported as saying l*he:_y would never lower themselves Lo reet commoL
fishermen and paupers”™ (Columbian, July 19, 1893, p. 1). Mr. Beli-
Irving, for his part, complained that ™because we refuse to meet then,
we, the canners, are now cailed monopclists and such nawes” (News- -
Advertiser, July 15, 1893, p. 3).

43 Vansouver News-Advertiser, July 15, .;.8,_,, Fe L {running tc Jly
28); Vancouver Worid (hereafier cited as World), July 15, p. 2 (%o
July 28); New Westminster Columbian, July 15, p. 4 (to July 29).
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This legal phraseclogy seems to have been chosen to
frighten the unsophisticated into believing that any group sction
by fishermen was somehow illegal. The section guoted above para-
phrased Section 52k of the Criminal Code of Canada, 1802 (55-56
Viectoria, Chap. 29j, but with a significant omission deéigned to
strengthen the implication that any group action by fishermen was
illegal, The caunners' version of the section omitted the word
LA "anl gwiul " (pientifully sprinkled through the preceding text)

. from ia front of "combination and conspiracy." In fact, the
Criminal Code speéifically exempted corbinations of workmen as
such fron prosecution for consﬁiracy, so long as they did nothing
that was otherwise illegal (s.s. 516-9), The ambiguous position

" of trade unions under the law of conspiracy, then and later, laid-
working men gpen to this type of pressure from employers,

The suggestion that the fishermer were commitiing, or were
about to commit, "ynlewful® acts was folloﬁed up with direct charges
that the fishermen wére, in fact, intimidating the Indians so as to
prevect ther from going fishing. Some of the cherges seem to be
based_on the union's methods in collecting dues from and issuing
membership cards to Indians, GSome Indians were said to nave
regarded the card either as a license, without which they could

k5

not fish, or as z new revemue tax, The Hon, J, H. Turner,

4 Canads, Department of Labor, Trade Union law in Canada, Oltawa,
King's Priater, 1935, op. 22-2&1

E

45 News-Advertiser, July 15, 1893, p. 3; July 18, p. 3.




- 56 -
Provincial Minister of Fipance, and himself a canner with irvterests
“on the Fraser River, wired Premier Davie asking for provincial ?
police to be sent to commmities along the Fraser. Ealf-breeds,
;harged with intimidation, were :;a.rrested.}.“7

The Fishermen's Association was placed on the defensive,

but their officers prormptly denied the charges, saying they would

™
hY

» "use their best endeavours to prevent any acts of lawlessness on

: %h; part of members of the Association.,” The Associatior, in
tu;p, charged that the canners were "using all legal and jillegal
meaﬁ§ in their power to put down Yhis conspiracy to raise the
rate of wages! as they c¢all the Fishermen’s Association,” v

Specifically they charged Indian agents, cannery owners and even

gt

g priest with usicg undue influence to get the Indiasns to return

ko -

to work, ' *

Rt v

Behind these charges and counter-charges lay the crucial

P

struggle for the support of the fishermen, a great majority of them
‘Indians, who fished for daily wages in cannery boats, In numbers

they probably represented from one-third to one-half of the

b6 News-Advertiser, July 15, 1823, p. 3.

47 Tbid. The harassing nature of these arrests can be judged by
the cases being adjourned several times at the request of the pros«=
ecutors until the strike was cover, when the charges were apparently
guietly dropped (Columbian, July 2G, 1833, p. 1; &ug. 3, De bB)e

) i r 1 atele] T, “
48 Columbian, July 15, 1833, . 1. _ é

49 bid,




- 57 -
20 !
approximately 2,350 men involved, For either side to win, it must
get the allegiance of the wen on daily wages. On the day the strike
pggan,.the Association announced that its demands inecluded one for
$3,00 a day for "boatmen." But the canmmers had alré.ady partially
forestalled this-strategm by offering a raise of 25 cents over
previous years to $.50 and $E.2S.5l
The canners did not, however, rely solely on the offer of
an increase in wages to lure the Indiars back to work, 4as the
Fishermen's Association charged, they enlisted the help of federsl
Indian Affairs officials, Oz Sunday July 16, just before the

_weemw Vowell, Superintendent of Indian Affairs for

British Columbia, toufEd\QEe Indian camps abt Steveston with the

_ 52
Indian Agent from the Cowlchan district, W, H. Lomas. With Vowell
and Lomas went William Moresbhy, goversor of the provimeiar zacl at

New Westminster. They toid the Indiars that they were Jree to go

5C The nounber of men ox dally wazes is difficult to estiuate. 2
total of 1,17hk licenses was issued on the Fraser in 1823, Rounse-
fell and Kelez estimate that Indians got 558 of therm (See Table V,
T. 48 above). AL two men per licerse, this would mean about 1,100
Infians were involved, 3But znet zall Indians wers wage sgarners and
not all wage workers were Indiens. Anderson, the unicn president,
claired a membership of 1,600. His figures of 1,287 licenses %o
whites aud Indians and €3 to Japanese gives too high =z total, while
underestimating the Japaxnese share and not differentiating between
cannery licenses and individual licenses (News-Advertiser, July 185,
1823, z. €). _

51 Columbiax, July 15, 1893

. 3
been .25 for fishermen and §

52 Vorld, July 15, 1893, o. Z.

-

. L. The rate in recent zeascns had
.0C for bezt-pullers.,
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to work and should make their own private arrangements with the
ca.nnefs. It was reasonable enough advice, but, as advice given iz
the presence of a provincial gaol officizl who also perforzed
police duties, it conld easily be construed as intimidation.53
Also lending their presence to atterpts to get the Indians back to
work were a number of special cozstables, under a provincial poiice
sergeant who had beenhdispatched by the Davie goveroment in response
to Turmer's req_uest.5 An Indian chief who supported the strikers,
declared: "At Ladner's there were so many constables they tried

22

tc scare the Indians to go fishing,"

A nuxber of Indisns, whether intimidated or persuaded, wenbt

56 |
back to work on Sunday cight, There is some gquestion as to the

exact pumber, but a Vanccuver steéaer, bearing excursionists
returning after ;'a. day's T}isit to the canneries in Stevestor,
réported that the river was so choked with nets affer the six
o'clock opening that _\,the vessel found passage d:ifficu_'i.*:..57 ce any

return to work had bfégu.n, however, the issue of the strike could not

be long in deubt. The weakness of the strikers' position was

53 Colonist, July 18, 183, p. 2; News-Advertiser, July 18, p. 1.

54 News-Advertiser, July 16, 1893, p. 3.

55 Ibid., . July 25, 1823, p. 7.

56 Colonist, July 18, 1853, p. 23 News-Advertiser, Suly 1€, p. 1.

57 Worid, July 17, 123, p. b,
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underlined by pronouncements by canners to the effect that no out-
58

side boats would be needed for the season. This action was
undoubtedly an attempt to influencé the strikers though the
experience of previous years of a heavy run had indicated that
fé.r less than the 20 boats allowed could catch all that a canunery
could ;prc:cess.59 By the end of the first week, all the Indians
were reporZed to be fishing and a number of "Austrians" had also
gone back, ° There was alsc a report that "a few" of the Assoc-
jation members had made j‘-_grivate arrangements” with the canmneries
and were fishing again.aL

The strike apparently ended on S@da,y night, July 23, with
most of the fishermen geing back 'gg work oz whatever terms fthey were

able to arrange with the Zanners. When the strike was at its last

gasp, the Associastion made a final appeal to public opinion at a

[ TR PU

mass meeting held in the Market Hall ip Vancouver the previous
evening, The diminishing support for the strike can be measured
by the size of the audience: only 200 fishermen and 50 members of

the public, The meeting passed “two resclutions. One condemned the

!
S L E I

58 Colonist, July 1S, 1893, p. 2.

e

F o et By .

99 Canada, Fishery Cormission, "Mimutes," 1892, S,P,, 1893, |
no, 10c, passim. . -

6C World, July 22, 1892, p. 4,

61 Columbian, July 22, 1893, p. L,

TR TR L AR A R

62 Columbian, July 2k, 1863, p. &; Coionist, July 25, p. 2.
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Indian Agents for "using their influence as Government officials to
induce them,[%he Indiaaé] to return to work for starvation wages.”
The second repeated the demand that "the number of fishing licenses
granted to the canseries should be greatly reduced” and added that
’Ell licenses illezally granted to Japanese and caﬁneries in npame
only should be immediately cancelled."63
The strike of 1823 was defeated chiefly by the solid frgnt
>

maintained by the canners during a time of economic depression,

but there were also a number of other reasons., The Association had

been unable to hold together the diverse group that it sought to

lead. The contract fishermen were chiefly concerned about licenses

and Tish prices. Their support of a raise for men on daily wages

appears as almost an afterthought. They were unable to hold the

' Indiasns in Fface of the raise in dajly retes offered b; the canners,

and of the pressure that the canners brought to bear on them through

government officials. Towards the Jepanese, their attitude wes

‘ambivelert. On one hand, they boasted of Japanese support for the

Association, and, on the cther, refused to let them join its ranks
3 2 2 ") 3

63 News-Advertiser, July 25, 1833, p. b; Columbisz, July 23, F. L,

64 As Henry Bell-Irving remarked, "on this occasion at least the
canners had teken united action,"” a wry commentary on their previous
failures in this direction {(News-Advertiser, July 15, 183, ». 3).

65 By The beginning of the second week of the strike, the Colonist
carried a Vancouver report stating: "Bvery stage for Steveston is
crowded with men going to work in the canmeries” (Colomist, Aug. 20,
1803, p. 2). Other reports of the time stress the unemployment
prevalent in Vaacouver.
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even though the Japanese apparently asked either torbe admitted, or
alternatively, offered $220 if the Association would set up a
separate union for them.

This dispute, although brief, is important because in many
respects it anticipates the problems of the strike of 1900, The
refusal to accept a price cut, the ad hoc character of the fishermen's
organization; the stresses amons ebthnic groups, the aggressive tactics
of the canners, the appeal to public opinion and the role of the
provincial police~-all figure in the later dispute.

The strike 0f71893 having failed, the Fraser River Fisher-,
men's P?otectivé and Benevolent Asscciation faded from public view.07
During the rest of the 1800's, the fishermen were at the mercy of

sunply and demand in-the setting of fish prices. For the remainder
DPLY e & T

of the seasor of 1853, nsrices varied accordirng to the pack prospects,

The expected big run &id zot commernce urtil the bezinning of the
6&
week of August 20, Ir the meantime, prices rose to eighl cents,

then to 12-1/2, ané evez %o 15 cenbs, When the price was still =t

eigkt cents scme of the "free” fishermen--individual license holderse-
€9
refused to fish unless they ot 10 cents. When the bi

mo &4

£

66 News-Advertiser, July 1€, 1833, ». 8,

67 T at least survived the strike, heliding & mesting in Steveston
3 b= =
1o appiy for admissior to the Vaicouver Trades and Iabeor Council

{Colonist, fug. 5, 183, p. 2. Trkree undred fisherpeyn, prokably
the hard core of ithe Associstion’s suppori, marched in the Labor
Day parade (ibid., Aug. 26, p. 2).

= - . -~ - o ~
6E Colcnist, Aug. 22, 842, p, Z,

€¢ Ibid., fug. &, 1893, r. 25 Aug. %, p. 23 Aug. 17, p. 2.
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come, the slow-moving cannery lines were scon over-supplied with
fish. The {fishermen then experiescéd what must have seered to ~
ther the other side of a "heads T win, tails you lose" situation:
Just when they could make‘some money, they were limitéd iz their
deliveries to the canneries.‘u Thie season ended with full packs

for the canneries and reports that the fishermen's average earnings,

in spite of the larger number of Iishermen, were equal to those of

previous years, a situation that neither canneries nor fisherren
- T

could expect to be repeated in subsequeat off-years.

An analysis of price treads in the succeeding seasongof
the 1850's will help to establish the problems of the fisheruen
facing price fluctuations without ery form of bargaining group to

assist bim in his negotiations with the cannery operators, This,

y
o

in turn, may serve to idertify the types of difficulties that he

tried to sclve throuzh organization and collective action, -

Increasing competition for fish is mirrored in the prices
paid in the 183h season, The caarers met before the season to
Te

decide on the price and appareatiy set eight cents as the rste,

But not ail operators were prepared to "hold the line," When the

L

run continued poor into August, prices shot up. A&n "snprecederted"

25 cents was paid by one cannery while otherspaid 15 and 20 cents.

7. Columbian, Auz. 30, 1633, p. h; Sept. i1, p. L.
72 Colonist, July 25, 1824, p. 2. , -
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The canneries that kept the old scale were forced.to offer the
counter-att:action ef accepting all fish delivered--a promise that
¢eant no limit even in heavy runs.73 Wher the rurn improved, some
canners led an atbempt to cut back to the eight-cent level, but
only about two-thirds of them folliowed this .'J.ean:l.‘J+ The season
-

ended with oniy a "three-guarter" packison the Fraser and the
_cannefs holding6large uzsold and uncomnmitted stocks for a rise in
London prices.7

The high prices paid in 18Gh had their effect on the next
season., Although 1895 was an Yoff" year for sockeye the run was
expected to be early and to come with a rush. The contract fisher-
_men, therefore, asked for higner prices aad this in turn caused a
rush of wggld-be fishermen, attracted by the prospect of 25 cents
per fish. That year the canaers were uiable to agree at all on
‘a price: Anglo-British Columﬂia_Eacking, which had maintained a

hard line oa prices since its formation in 1851, announced that,

in the abseace of any agreemest, it would pay 25 cents through the

73 Colonist, fug. 5, 1824, p. 2.
7l Ibid., Aug. &, 183k, p. 2.

75 This expression stems from the days of hand-made tins, Canneries
hed to decide before the season opened on the nurber of cases they
would prepare to pack, as more Lins usually could not be made guickly
enough to take advantage of any heavy ruc, A " hree-quarter” pack
meant oanly that proporticn ol the ceaus prepared had been fillied,

76 Colopist, &ug., 1C, 185k, p. 55 Aug. 27, P. 2.

-

77 Tbid., June 23, 1835, p. 2; Juiy i, p. 2,

PO T
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78
whole season. Some contracts also apparently contalned clauses
éllowing unlimited.delivery of fish.?9 As soon as the run began,
prices, ggher presumabiy than these conbracts for the season,
dropped. In ope tremendous 2k-hour period, beginning at the weekly
opening on August 11, every cannery was glutted, One.of Anglo-
British Columbia's canneries toock hc,bao fish in two days at eight
;nd 10 cents each, and was reporved %o nave been offered lOO,OOO.81
The price dropped 1o as low as five cents and remained there sfter
the run had eased. The fishermen responded by refusing to fish ab
that price.

The season of 1896 saw a continuance of the high prices of
the pfevious year. Contracts were made with_fishermen for 25 cents,
éO cents being the low;st price 6Tfered.83 Sone czoneries exper-
ienced difficulﬁy in getfing fishermen,ehbut this situation was-
relieved, partiy by the arrival of fishermen who left Rivers Imiet

. 85
pecause of 2 strike there for higher prices, and partly by the

78 Colonist, July 13, 1885,  p. 2.
79 Isid., hug. 13, 1835, p. 1.
80 Ipid., July 16, 1895, p. 2.
81 Ibvid., Aug. 18, 1895, p. €.
g2 Dbid., Aug. 15, 1895, p. 2.
83 Ibid., July 1k, 1856, p. S,
84 Ibid., Jwy 18, 186, p. 2.

85 Tbid., July 19, 1896, p. 2.
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licensing of wore Japanese, Price chapnges in the season closely'
-paralleled those of 1855, When the heaviest part of the run
developed in August, prices dipped to 10 and five cents, but rose
87
azain to 15 cents as it dropped off, Problems arose with contract
fishermen, for apperently thelr comtracts that season percitied ao
price drop. Vhen the supply of fish became sbundant, the canneries
simply refused to honor the contract price of 25 cents. The fisher-
men 1nvol red resisted the price cut, but, it was reported, "alter
rmch consideration and a few thrests a compromise was rade--20 cents
!

being the figure to canners who made contracts.” That the threats,
whatever they were, were not acted on, simply spells oub how vuiner-
sble even the fisherzen holding a corntract were %o unilateral acticn
by the canners. -

Beth canners azd fishermen approached the season of 1867
in expectation that it wouwld be a Mig" year. Before scckeye Tishing
sbarted, 16 of the cazners on the lower reaches of the river arousd
steveston and ladnerts, meb and agreed that they would cffer oniy
eight ceats a figh. This decision ceaused an uproar among the fisher-
-en who had Jethered for the season's opening. <& protest was

spontaneous, since a0 crganizebion then existed; nelbner was any

Tormei orgsaization seb up during the short &ispute. Tirst to baik

8¢ ¢cclonist, Juiy 91, 189, p. E.

. N Sl e o . o - k4
27 Columbian, Aug. 11, ~£96, £ b; fug. 185 Be by Aug. 19, I e

88 Colonist, Aug. 13, 1596, p. 2.
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at the declared price was a group of Indian fishermen, numbering
300 to hLOO, who announced that they were on strike, and would refurn
home, unless they were paid 25 cents a fish, the price during most
89
of the previocus season. The Japanese followed as & ZIoup, asking
)
for 15 cents. The white fishermen joined thnem, sormewhat unwillingly,
a number standing aloof, particularly some ol the men having their
g1
own Zear. These ren, who nade up the once-privileged corntract
group, seem to have disliked the Japanese so much as to be unable to
co-operate with thenm, evexn to their cwn advantage.

The three groups were unwilling te give uvp thelr separate
jdentities to the peint of foruing any ¥ind of commor crgarizavicn.
Each met separately, and then jointly in a mass meeting st Steveston.
‘This meeting elected a committee to ask the canners o sigs an
agreement %o pay not less than 15 cents a Tish for the eciire

az
season--g compromise price between the whites' preference lor i5
53
cents to open and not less than 1O cents, and the Indians' depand
for 25 cents throughout the season, Reports of the éispute sugzest

+hat some white fishermen &id not like the 15-cent figure simply.

pecause it had been Tirst proposed by the Japanese, LI this same

85 Columbiam, Juiy &, 18¢7,

bed
'_l
.

¢ Ibid,
91 Ibid., July 12, 1897, p. 1.
g2 Ipid., July 13, 1837, o. L,

] 1 G, - 2. 1807 =, 3
/‘3 E.l.'.}a_”r J‘-“-J‘ P —'-”9': Lre dAee




- 67 =
source can be believed, they were also reluctant to sign a Yno 15

cents, 2o fish™ pledge partly because it had originated as a

1+ et

\f)

~Japanese idea,

Tt is highly unlikely that the capnery owners azreed even

to meet the corrittee, buf they did hold a meeving ag themselves
in Vancouver that Saturday and raised the opening price to 10 cents

This figure was acceptable to & good many white fishermen and their

acceptance probadly inlluenced the other groups. I any case, all

went back to work without apy significaat loss of fishing time during

the run. OSubseguently some refusals by the canneries to take on

“ickers" was reported, and the whole dispute ‘blemed on "American
o6
azitators," although with what justificetior is not known.

Sore features of this dispube underline the changes in
canner-fisherrien relations that had taken place siace the las
dispute in 1893, Indians, who in 1853 had been on deily wages,
were now, at Stevesion at least, on piece-work--in Facu, some of

27
systern. Tnis

a1

thern expressed a desire to ;o back To the forme

tir

'—'I

£

oléer method of payment had zot been e ely elimirated, however,

the

ok Columbian, Juiy 12, 1%
95 Tbid, =

36 Ib*a., Juiy 132, 1897, 1. b, Nuﬁbersfof i gherren Trom the U,8
ched on the Fraser that sesscn (Columbian, Aug. 1%, lSv[, B

£ g
Perhaps some of thex bad had experience iz the Columbia River strike
is

of 1896 (Columbian, Aug. 27, 1£96, p. 4) ané that formed the bas
of the report.

g7 Coluxbian, July S, 1887, 3. L,

e

=
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g8

as lNew Westminster canmeries still had some men on daily wages.

The progress of the 1897 season was a vivid demonstration
of problems facing the fishermen, A heavy run, one of the largest
1n the history of the Fraser, set in and lested two and a half
weeks, Sven the greatly incrgased sumber of canneries since ihe
1ast "pig" year was unable to handle the fish., Prices dropped as
. low as two cents and limits were everywhere put on deliveries. 0
heavy was the run that the fishermen were left with thousands of

jole
- . s
fish on their hands for which no sale existed. A few fish were

szlted but thousands were Thrown away each day--some estimates range

10C
as hizh as 10C,00C a day. Srall consolation to the Ifishermen,

then, that the pack was the largest yet on the Fraser River, Tor

were they much comforted by newspaper observations that “this is not

101

their year" and the hopes expressed that they could “nake a little
: 3

102
popey" by fishing the tail end of the run.

The seasorn of 1838 saw another flare-up among fishermer,

That seascn was a faliure corpared with the years just previous to

103

it, or indeed, with corresponding years in other four-year cycles.

o8 Columbian, July 9, 1897, p. 1.

50 Tpid., July 26, 1897, p. 1j July 28, p. by &y 3L,z Mg
100 Ibid., Aus. 2, 189?; . L.

101 Dbid., Mug. 9, 1837, 2. 3. }

102 Toid., Aug. 5, 1897, p. &y Aug. 11, 2. L,

103 See Table II, p. 8 above.
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The price of fish, therefore, stayed at 15 cents in the first parv
of the season. A sudden spurt on the everirg of 2 weekly Sunday

opening caused some canneries vo cut the price-~premaburely, as it
']ﬁ

turned out--to 1C cents, This time the fishermen with their owa
Zear and those on shares refused to work., The cut in prices had

beer rade only by a few canneries and these soon found cut they
. 135
could not sustain such an aciion without najority support.

Individual sebtlements ended he walkout and the price returnsd

tc 15 cents: then it ciivbed, as the run stayed light, to 20, 22-1/2
106 ,

azd 25 cenbs, This nizh price did not mean Yoo mach Yor, as on

report ccmmented, "the fish are not runnisg so the price is
107
irmaterial." The pack, when cerpiebe, was the smallest on the
108
Fraser simes 1802, T

In 189G, prices weub even higher than they had been in

1858, The season opened with a price of 25 cents and the prosp zt
'ﬁ"\"‘ "

133
of its reaching 30 ceats. The 25-cent level was maintained

through practically the whole season except Tor a brief slurp to
110
15 cents during a bemporary slut, The size of the run does not

106 Iv id., Aug. 15, 1828, p. 43 mug. 1T, D L,
107 Iuvid,, Aug. 17, 183E, . &
108 See Table II, p. £ above.

109 Colonist, Rdy 16, 189G, p. 5. -

i1¢ Ioid., Aug. ¢5, 180¢, p. 13 fug. 18, p. 23 Ag. 25, L.
p—— - - -
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explain this price level as it does that of 1898, since the pack'was
_ ‘ 111
in fact second only to the record catch of 1897, Corpetition
among the large number oF canneries is the only explanation that
can be offered.

Althoush wide fiuctuations in price cecurred both during
éach seasén and between seasbns; the tresd during the period from
18c3 to 189G wes for prices to rise. This created problems for the
cannery operator, who was raced with an ever higher cost for his raw
~oterial, Yet the individual fighernan, because of rore corpetition
in his trade, lirmitations on deliveries znd price changes during the
~ourse of the fishin
rrices.

The oppesing interests of canners and fishermen in the
—gtter of Tish prices, produced a cenfiict thah had becore enderic
iv the industry by the 2ad of the 1820's, This cexflict did aot,

nowever, of itaelf result irnen orga:ization of fighermen. Tne
X [4)

Rerevolent Assoclatics may zppear at first glauce T sombradizt
this ztatermernt, bub this or-anization was 2ot formed to seek rrice
sd ustrpests, Ibs obijective was legislative actior te charnce the

111 See Table II, p. & zwcve.
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granted, The end of these changes would be to weakezn the canners'
conbrol over the Supp;y of fishermen and to create a morcpoly for
te contract Tishermen. The strike of 1863 bore littie relaﬁion to
this campaign. It was in a sense forced on the Association by its

&+

perbers' reaction to the canners' imsisvence on price cubs that

would undermine their privileged position., Throughout this essentially

nezative struggle, the Association was on the defensive,

£
-

ta

b

If the strike was a diversion of the association From
main purpose, then its reluctance to assune the leadership of all

fishernen regerlless of ethnlc sroug, or whether theyr were on
[=) ] v

contract, shares or wages, aad Jaiiore Lo hold togeilier this zobvley

ct

group, is understandeble, The approack Lo the Ibaluns and the
-inclusion of the deraznd for a raise in daily wages appears to have
been made only at the lest ninute. The Associalbion rebuTled the
Japanese when they tried to join it, even though the Japanese el
their own accord adopted the Association's price demands. It stood
by while the Indians were persuaded, by methods amOLLt-ho to inbiri-

dation, to go back to work. aAlthough the press was ever ready to

leap on any reports of subsagquent disturbance no cvidence ax;sta
of any Associstion abtespt to interlere with fishing by non-striking

£ishermen, The evidence, in fact, points just the other way~-t¢ the
> 3 & J &

passivity of Association merbers in face of the bleeding away of their

suppert. The main resclution at the Tinsl public meebing, Tor in-

stance, did not even refer to the strikers® price demands, but

repeated arguments for licensz changes.
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Granting the purpose of the Association to be the protection
and improvement of the position of the contract fishermen at the
rexpense of other f{ishermen, then iﬁs relation both to the struggie
over prices and to other fishermen, including the Japanese, becomes
clear. It hoped to control prices by creating a monopoly for its
members. An spflux of fisherzen, whether Japanese OT American, could
only destroy this monopoly. Mo organization that united a1l fisher-
men would serve the purpose of advancing the interests of a particular
_section. Hence the refusal to broaden the Association to include
all fisﬁermen.

This also seems to be the reason why the opportunity that
gxésted at the opening of the season of 1827 to re-create a fisher-
men's organization was not tzken, The protests over price cubs weré—
in that year started by the Tndians, followed by the Japanese, and
only then taken up reluctantly by the white group. The logic of the
situation demanded an crgacization epbracing the threse groups, but
they met separately, and izelfectively, during the prief dispute.
Even though the white group were again ectively prozoting legisiative
change, as will be seern in the Zoliowing chapter, they were apparently
prepared to accept the lower prices offered rather than submersge
their special interests in ap ali-inmciusive organization.

We must, therefore, look to the struggle over Tishery
reéﬁlations o find the genesis of those fishermen's organizations

that were Lo lead the 1200 strike.




