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Recentpublications showthatearly20th centuryCanadian teachers eithershunned 
the AmericanFederationofTeachers andits links to bluecollarworkers,refusing 
to do asAmerican teachers haddone,or,asWesternCanadianTeachers' Associa­
tionsdid,movedon theirownto bargaincollectively,' I proposeto challenge these 
views by investigating teachers' collective identity as workers/professionals' 
-askingwhyandwhenmenandwomenteachershaveshown solidaritywith the 
labour movement!-andconsideringthe roleof the Quebec Catholic Church in 
shaping labour relations at a crucial juncture in Canadian labour history.' 

On Friday25November 1920, PaulBruchesi, Archbishop of Montreal since 
1897, rosebeforealargecrowdto declare that the city'sunderpaidCatholicschool 
teachers demanded a wage increase and had a right to do so. His assembled 
audienceburst into spontaneous applause. The Archbishop thus closedthe first 
Semaine sociale, aweekof lectureson the 1891 papalencyclical Rerumnouarurn 
["On theCondition oftheWorking Classesj. Bruchesi's final words dealtwith the 
union ofMontreal'spublicCatholicschoolteachers, the Association debien-etre 
des instituteurs et institutrices deMontreal (ABE). then lockedin bitter conflict 
with the MontrealCatholicSchoolCommission.Despitehis expressed sympathy, 
Bruchesiwent on to askteachersto abandonorganizingor collective bargaining 

'Andrew Spaull, "Fields of Disappointment:The Writing of Teacher Union History in 
Canada,"Historical Studies in Education 3,1 (Spring1991):21-47. For the imageofteachers in 
Western Canada see Tom Mitchell,"'We Must Stand Fast for the Sakeof Our Profession': 
Teachers,CollectiveBargaining and the BrandonSchoolCrisisof 1922,"Journal of Canadian 
Studies 26,1 (Spring1991): 82-99. Canadian teachers consideredjoininglocaltradescouncils 
muchearlier.AlisonPrenticeshowedthat theWomenTeachers'AssociationinToronto briefly 
considereddoing so asearlyas 1905.AlisonPrentice,"Themesin the History of the Toronto 
Women's Teachers' Association," in Paula Bourne, ed., Women's Paidand Unpaid Work: 
Historical and Contemporary Perspectives (Toronto: New Hogtown Press, 1985). 

20 n professionalism andproletarianization for membersof another "semi-professional» 
occupation,seeKathrynMcPherson, BedsideMatters. The Transformation ofCanadian Nursing, 
1900-1990 (Toronto/New York: Oxford University Press, 1996). 

lRuth Frager examinesthe issueof cooperation between men and women in the labour 
movement in Sweatshop Strife. Class, EthnicityandGender in theJewish LabourMovement of 
Toronto, 1900-1939 (Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 1992). 
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because,unlike privatesectorworkers, they servedthe public and the nation. He 
left it unstated that a teacher union threatened the Quebec Church's dominant 
role in education." 

Canadianteachershad occasionally formed unions or professionalassociations 
for collectivebargainingbetween 1917and 1921,some even goingon strike, but 
most shunned anyidentificationwith organizedlabour.6Teacherssawthemselves 
asprofessionals sociallysuperior to manualworkers in private sector unions." A 
significantexception to these generalizations, the ABE aimedto broadencollective 
bargaining by recruiting intellectual workers in the public sector. ABE teachers 
embraced international unionization as the onlywayto improvedsalaries and job 
security.Theyaffiliatedwith the AmericanFederation ofTeachers,an American 
Federation of Labor organization,and formed closetiesto the locallabourmove­
ment.' In the post-Waryears unions, particularlythose affiliated with theMontreal 
Trades and Labour Council, hadareputation for strength and combativeness,and 
teacherunionists needed solid alliesasthey confronted formidableopponents on 
the Commission. 

Montreal's teachers unionized in the wake of far-reaching administrative 
chan.g~s t~ ~he city's school system. Montreal had annexed severalsurrounding 
mU~l1ClpalitieS an~ t~ereby 22 sch~ol boards by 1917,someno largerthan asingle 
pansh, manyheavilyindebted, Rapidpopulationgrowthmeantseriousovercrowd­
ing. Many parents had difficulty registering their children for school," 

Progressive middleclass reformerspushedfor schoolboard amalgamation with 
centr~zed oversight. They hoped business-likemanagement of Catholic public 
education would reduce costs and establish efficient administrative control over 
the teaching body, whose salariesmadeup the largestnon-capital expense in the 
Commission's budget. Montreal'sinternationalunionshadlongsincechampioned 

5Le Devoir,26 June 1920;On the Semaine sociale see Michael Oliver. The Passionate 
Debate: TheSocialandPoliticalldeas ofQuebecNationalism 1920-1925 (Montreal:Vehicule 
Press, 1991),68. 

'For other teacherunions ~o.rmed during ~he years.1916 to 19~0 in C~ada, seeIanMcKay 
andSuzanneMonon, "TheMaritimes: Expanding theCircleofResistence,"in CraigHeron,eel., 
The Workers'Revoltin Canada, 1917-1925(Toronto: UniversityofToronto Press,1998),50,57; 
and in Allan Seagerand David Roth, "BritishColumbiaand the MiningWest: A Ghost of a 
Chance," ibid.,252. 

7Spaull,"Fieldsof Disappointment," 25;CraigHeron, "National Contours: Solidarityand 
Fragmentation" in Heron, op. cit.,285. 

IOn the American Federation of Teachers and teacher unionism in the United States 
during this period. see Marjorie Murphy, Blackboard Unions. The AFT and the NEA, 
1900-1980 ( Ith.aca and London: Cornell University Press. 1990),and Wayne Urban, Why 
Teachers Orgamzed (Detroit: Wayne State University Press, 1992). 

9Fora,discussi~n of the Montreal Catholic SchoolCommission in this period see Ruby 
Heap, "L'~glise,.rEta:t et l'enseignementprimairepubliccatholiqueau Quebec, 1897-1920," 
Ph.D thesis, University of Montreal, 1986; and Ruby Heap, "Urbanisation et education: la 
centralisationscolaireaMontrealau debut du xxe siecle," Historical Papers/Communications 
histonques, 1985,132-55. 
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compulsory attendance, textbook uniformity, school board amalgamation,an 
elected school board, and establishment of a provincial ministry of education." 

Withcapital andlabouradvocating parallel reforms,opposition to changecame 
mainlyfromtheChurch,whosepreeminent roleinCatholiceducationwassymbol­
izedby the facttherewasno provincial MinisterofEducation.It It wasadecentral­
izedsystemwhoseboardschose theirowntexts,requiring religious teachingorders 
to use texts approved by the Catholic committee.'! From parish priests through 
MontrealArchbishopBruchesi, the Church hierarchycondemnedunificationasa 
threat to localcontrol, and opposed electionof any Commission members." 

On 1July 1917,23previouslyindependentboardswereincorporatedinto the 
MontrealCatholicSchoolCommission's jurisdiction throughout Montrealandthe 
suburbanmunicipalityofMaisonneuve. Theamalgamated schoolboardbecame the 
largestinCanada,with 160schoolsandanenrolmentofalmost75,000. During the 
1919-20 schoolyear,it employed2,146teachers. Over two-thirds of classrooms 

IIwerestaffedbymembersof the Church's teachingorders, some 581 brothers and 
889sisters.The 676layteachers-333 menand343women-were mostly franco­
phone." 

A central seven-member appointedboardnowcontrolled finances,including 
teachers'salaries; otherwisethe citywasdivided into four districtswith individual 
six-memberboardsresponsible forhiringandpedagogical matters. Between1917 
and 1925,the Archbishop,the Provincial Government, and the City of Montreal 
each made one appointment to the central board, and two each to the district 
boards. Each district commissionchose a representative (who could not be a 
district commissioner)to sit on the centralboard;one representativehad to be a 
priest. 

This redistributionof power increasedthe presenceof laymenat the expense 
of the clergy. The Commissionpresident,untilthen always acleric,would hence-

IOSee the programof theMontrealLaborPartyin LeGroupe dechercheurs de I'Universite 
du Quebec aMontreal sur l'histoire des travailleurs quebecois, L'Actionpolitiquedes ouoriers 
Quebecois (fin du XIXe siecle a 1919), Montreal, 1976, 39-41; and the Labor Party's 
presentation beforeaprovincialRoyalCommission on education in 1911,ibid., 63-6. For the 
position of the Montreal Tradesand LabourCouncil and the Quebecprovincial executiveof 
the Trades and Labour Congress ofCanadaseeCelineBastien,"Les syndicats internationaux 
et les reformes scolairesau Quebec (1900-1930)," unpublished M.A. Thesis, Universite de 
Montreal, 1997. 

IIAllof Quebec's Catholicbishopssaton the Catholicpublicinstruction committee along 
with an equal number of laymen,all prominent members of the bourgeoisie. Unlike the lay 
members, the bishops could designate a delegate to sit in their absence, ensuring their 
domination. 

12Bastien, "Les syndicats internationaux," 40. 
"Heap, "Urbanisation et education," 133, 138-40, 145. 
I~ayne StateUniversity(W5U) ,Archives ofLaborand UrbanAffairs, AmericanFederation 

of Teachers (AFT), SeriesVI, Box18,Local 130,Eudore Gobeil to F.G. Stecker,6 March 1920; 
Anglophonestudents madeupeightpercentof the total student body;Robert Gagnon,Histoire 
deLa Commission des kalescathoIiquesdeMontreal: Ie developpementd'unreseau d'ecolespubliques 
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forth be a layman, usually an experienced administrator from outside the Com­
mission. Most importantly, the reform marked the beginning of a period when 
Commission presidents would be closely tied to the provincial government of the 
day: Judge Eugene Lafontaine, the first lay president, was a former Liberal MLA 
very close to Premier Lomer Gouin. Although the province retained control of 
school boards' property tax rates, clerics presided over three of the four district 
boards, and the president required the support of the Archbishop. IS 

The Commission had always had an appointed board, but residents of the 
annexed municipalities who had previously elected their school commissioners 
nowfound themselves disenfranchised. The newAct further distanced the Com­
mission by barringMontreal's mayor and elected councillors. Progressive reform­
ers accepted a completely appointed body as free from machine politics and the 
corruption of municipal political life,16 but the newCommission did not include 
a single representative of the working-class and lower-middle-class parents whose 
children attended its schools. It was dominated by French Canadian middle-class 
reformers, businessmen and professionals who sent their own sons and daughters 
to private Church-run institutions. Schools had acentral role in defining French 
Canadian national identity, with Catholicism a core element of that identity. 

Workers were occasionally given token representation on non-educational 
government bodies, but during the immediate post-waryears, in viewof the Mont­
real labour movement's support of far-reaching educational reform, government 
and Church officials opposedworking class representation in educational govern­
ance. Consistent with the position of the provincial government, the Quebec 
Catholic Church, and Catholic intellectuals alike,no womenwere appointed to the 
Commission or to any other body overseeing Catholic education." 

As even Bruchesi had admitted, teachers' chief motive for unionizing was to 
win better salaries. Teachers in other Canadian cities were much better paid, as 
were Montreal's Protestant teachers. Catholic teachers' earnings depended on sex, 
levelof certification, sacerdotal status, length of service,and (men's) marital status, 
producing galling contrasts. For instance, in 1917 the starting salary for men was 
reduced from $700 to $600. By 1919 married men received a minimum of$1,000 
and a maximum of $1,400 to $1,700, depending on certification; for laywomen the 
minimumwas $500 and the maximum $600 to $800. Rampant inflation had severly 

"Heap, "Urbanisation et education," 152;Renee Lescop-Beaudouin, "Une etude du Pouvoir 
officiela laC.E.C.M. Lespresidents de laCommission des Eccles catholiques de Montreal de 1846 
it 1965,," M.A. Thesis, Universite de Montreal, 1967,86-96, tt6-25. 

16Heap. "Urbanisation et education,"t41-2, 153. 
l1WendyJohnston, "L'ecole primaire superieure et Iehigh school public itMontreal de 1920 

it 1945," Ph. D. Thesis, Universite de Montreal, 1991, 121; Heap, "Urbanisation et education," 
153-4; Johnston, "L'ecole primaire superieure," 407, 413; Susan Mann Trofimenkoff, "Henri 
Bourassa et la questions des femmes," in Marie Lavigne et Yolande Picard, dir. Travailleuses et 
fbninistes. Les femmes dans fasociite quebecoise (Montreal: Boreal Express, 1983),293-306; 
Jennifer Stoddart, "Quand des gens de robe se penchent sur les droits des femmes: Ie cas de la 
commission Dorion, 1929-1931," in Ibid., 307-36. 
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erodedteachers' standardof living. Manylong-termemployees earnedfarless than 
themaximum because incrementswereawarded arbitrarily. In 1919the average for 
men,includingprincipals,was$1,205. At theProtestantSchoolBoardofMontreal, 
women's salaries ranged from $850 to $1,250in 1919.Those for men started at 
$1,000 andcouldreach$2,700 to $3,000.Protestant teachersalsoenjoyedabetter 
pension plan.IS 

Commissionsalaries werekept down partlybecauseof a fiscal crisisineduca­
tion. Alreadyheavily in debt, the Commission was under pressure to build new 
schoolsto relieve overcrowdingandprovidemoreandbetter levels of instruction. 
The main source of revenue,municipalproperty taxes,seriouslydisadvantaged 
Catholiceducation,sinceProtestants wereon the wholericherinproperty.Only 
the provincialgovernmentcould raisetaxes,and in acitywhere 80%of working 
class families were tenants, the Association des proprietaires opposed any tax 
increase.19 

The proposed enlargement of the school system wasattractive to teachers 
hopingfor careeradvancement. Aswith teachingpositions,access to promotions 
was limited by clerical teaching orders, although lay men and women could 
become principals. In 1915, 6 of 61 mixed or girls schools were run by lay­
women, at a time when lay women constituted more than one quarter of the 
female teaching force.2o 

Teachers resented authoritarian treatment almostasmuch asthey did limits 
to advancement.Provinciallegislationpermitted school boards to fire teachers, 
or to refuse to rehire them, without cause.Teachers charged school principals 
with using their powers inanarbitraryandabusivemanner.They complainedof 
nepotism, of politicalinterference,ofpatronage in the allocationof promotions 
and of intimidation. Amalgamation and the institution of a two-tiered school 
boardstructure meant teachersfacedanewlayerof bureaucracywhichdistanced 
teachers from their employer." 

If some hoped for careeradvancement,most maleteacherswereconcerned 
simplyto keep their jobs.The Commissionhadmaintainedthe practiceof hiring 
men to teach boys and women to teach girls.But the idea of replacingthe men 
who taught younger children in the first three years of school with women at 

llMontrealCatholicSchoolCommission(MCSC) Archives, Associations syndicales etautres, 
Association de bien-etre des instituteurs et institurrices de Montreal 1919-1920, Factum. 
Respectueusement deditaI'Honorable Premier Ministre SirLomerGouin,nd, 2-4. 

"Terry Copp, TheAnatomyofPoverty: TheCondition of theWorking Class in Montreal, 
1897-1929 (Montreal:McClellandand Stewart, 1974),174,63; La Patrie, 15 Octobre 1919. 

20Ruby Heap,"Lesfemmes la!ques auservicedel'enseignementprimairepubliccatholique 
aMontreal," Canadian Women Studies 7,3 (Fall 1986):55, 59. 

21See theproposedcollective agreement,Anide 7inMCSC, Associations syndicales et autres, 
Associationdu bien-etre desinstituteurs et institutrices deMontreal,Generalite,1919a1920; La 
Patrie, 11,22 December 1919; Universite du Quebec aMontreal Archives, Fonds de l'Ecole 
N ormalejacques-Cartier, Correspondanceavecdiverspaniculiers et organismes,1918-1921, 
Anonymous mimeograph,"Nos instituteurs onr-ils des griefs,"nd. 
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lower rates of pay had been under consideration for at least ayear.This threat­
enedthe jobsof 238of 333laymenandprompted the maleteachersto organize." 

Earlier teachers'organizationscouldnot adequatelypromoteteachers' material 
interests. From 1857, menteacherscouldbelongto theAssociation desInstituteurs 
delaCirconscription del'EcoleNorrnaleJacquesCartier(AIcENjC), ameekassoci­
ation ledby schoolprincipals andsenioradministrators that organizedpedagogical 
andsocial activities. Francophonewomenhadthe Associationdesinstitutricesdu 
Quebec (sectionMontreal),affiliated since1907to theFederationnationale Saint­
Jean-Baptiste. This gave themalinkto middle class feminists; asaCatholicassocia­
tion, it was constrained. Chaplainswere present at executiveboard and general 
membershipmeetings,Federationleaders had to avoidoffendingteachingsisters 
who werealsomembers,andthe Churchhierarchyrefused to countenance women 
suffrage. Nonetheless it calledfor higherteachersalaries. Anglophonelaywomen 
teachershad an associationby 1918,but the Commission refused to recognizeit 
or to grant it the privileges afforded to their francophone counterparts.P 

I
I Montreal Catholic school teachers first tried to set up a "Catholic union." 

During and after the First World War the Church promoted formation of a 
Catholiclabourmovementasanalternative to USA-basedinternationalunions.In 

I October 1918two menlaunchedl'Union catholiquedesinstituteursdeMontreal; 
within a month it had 300members-almost the entire laymaleteaching force. 

II!: That the chaplain of the Catholic unions in Montreal, Abbe Edmour Hebert, 
addresseda meeting of the teacherson the principlesandaimsof the new move­

I 

ment suggests some Catholic union promoters welcomed a teacher union. A 
Catholiclabourorganization required diocesan approval, but ArchbishopBruchesi 
issuedaveto without explaininghisreasons: "Une telleunion, dansnotre organis­
ationscolaire actuelle, ne meparaitaucunement opportune." Therewasno choice 
but dissolution," 

Malelayteachers then formed acomitedes interets materiels within the older 

I 
I AICENJC. In September1919,this newcommittee askedthe Commission for an 

immediateacross-the-boardincreaseof $400for menandwomen, and an annual 
increaseof$100 rather than $50.If rejectedthey wanted the issuereferred to an 
arbitration board. They also asked for a response within a week. Far from the 

III 

usual respectful submission, the languagesounded likedemands from aunion. 

I 

I 221t was being discussed in 1918 when they first attempted to form a Catholic union. 
23Pierre Dionne, "Uneanalysehistorique de laCorporation desenseignantsdu Quebec Ii 

(1836-1968)," M.A.Thesis,UniversitcH.aval, 1969, 13,17,46; MariseThivierge,"Lesinstitu­
trices laiquesU'ecole primairecatholiqueauQuebec,de 1900a1964"Ph.D.Thesis,Universite 

II	 Laval, 1981,280;MCSC Archives,DistrictCentre,Deliberations,vol.32, 9 December1918,264; 
BureauCentral, Deliberations, 27 May 1919.1 

24L 'Enseignementprimaire, December1918,254; LaborWorld, 7December1918; Archives 
de laChancelleriedel'archeveche deMontreal(ACAM) ,Mgr.Bruchesilettre book, vol. 7,369, 
Mgr. Bruchesi to M.N.E. Gobeil, 24 November 1918. 
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The astonished commissioners balked at what Commission president Lafontaine 
described as a "menace impertinante.t'" 

On 3 October 1919, some 400 Montreal lay Catholic school teachers met to 
form the Association de bien-sire. By discreetly affiliating with the American 
Federation ofTeachers, they could join the Montreal Trades and Labour Council 
and the Trades and Labour Congress of Canada. Fearing the reaction of the 
Board, and rememberingMgr. Bruchesi's 1918 veto, a small group met secretly 
several times before calling a public meeting for all lay teachers." Quebec 
workers contended they could be good Catholicsand good international union 
members, and Catholic school teachers believed they had a right to organize 
without falling under suspicion of being anti-clerical or freethinkers. After all, 
some American Catholic bishops activelysupported international union member­
ship. Bruchesi nonetheless denounced international unions as foreign bodies" 
and ABEpromoters, accepting their work would not receive clerical approval, 
simply contended Bruchesi should not deal with their demands.Pas financial 
control rested principally in the hands of Commission laymen. 

The ABEwas organized by a core group of ten men and one women, including 
N. Eudore Gobeil.j.]. Fahey, H.G. Meloche, Antoine Maltais, and Mary Hoey. 
Gobeil and Meloche had been leaders of the Catholic union; Gobeil was also a 
member of the comitedes interets materiels; Hoeywas secretaryof "TheMontreal 
Catholic LadyTeachers' Association," which received Bruchesi's blessing and a 
chaplain in February 1919.1t wasthe same core group of organizers that requested 
an American Federation of Teachers charter." 

Although the ABE aimed to organize all teachers, impetus to join an inter­
national union came initially from men. By late November the ABEclaimed 230 
of 322 eligiblemen were members. Men held allthe executive positions. Women 
organized an associate committee with a separate leadership. At first the male 
leadership's demands maintained the gender-based salary differential, but ABE 
women voted for equal pay, effectively making elimination of the differential a 
central union demand. The men quickly deferred: an end to wage discrimination 
would in any case remove the incentive to replace men with women in the earlier 
grades. An authentic alliance had been forged: leaders of the women's section 

25L'Enseignementprimaire, March 1919,409-10; G. Bellefleur to Eugene Lafontaine, 22 
September 1919 in MCSC Archives, Association syndical et autres, Association des instituteurs 
de la circonscription de l'ecole normale Jacques-Cartier, 1919; La Patrie, 2 October 1919. 

26'fhivierge,"Les insritutrices lalques," 282. 
l"fhis wasduring a dock workers'strike in 1903. SeeJoseph Levitt, Henri Bourassaandthe 

GoldenCalf.TheSocial Program o/theNationalists o/Quebec, 1900-1914 (Ottawa: University 
of Ottawa Press, 1972), 100-1. 

28La Patrie, 20 October 1919;Chartrand, Unecertainealliance: 60ans...etapres? (Montreal: 
Allience des professeurs de Montreal, 1980), 18. 

29Itwas these eleven members who requested the charter. wsuArchives, AFr, Series VI, 
Box 18, Local 130, see the charter issued 7 November 1919; ACAM, Mgr Bruchesi lettrebook, 
vol. 7, 385, Mgr Bruchesi to Miss M.T. Hoey, 10 February 1919. 
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spoke regularly at ABE meetings and encouraged other women to join; male ABE 
leaders did not consider proposals without first discussing themwith the women's 
section. By early December the Association claimed to represent a majority of 
female and male teachers: 451 men and women, anglophones and francophones." 

Montreal's Catholic teachers were remarkable in seeking direct links to the 
labour movement, joining the American Federation ofTeachers. Established in 
1916, the Federation received considerable financial and organizational support 
from American Federation of Labor president Samuel Gompers. By 1920 the 
Federation had 10,300 members in the United States. It encouraged ABE leaders 
to join the local labour council as this strategy had proven effective in American 
cities. Contact with Montreal labour leaders, however, predated the decision to 
join an international union. It was Aurele Lacombe, the president of the Montreal 
Tramway Union, who wrote to the Federation supporting the request for 
affiliation.' t 

Membership in the MontrealTrades and Labour Council and legitimacy in the 
local international labour movement may have been the main reasons for joining 

I 
, 

the American Federation ofTeachers.Teachers turned to the secular international 
unions because in the late war years and in 1919 they had won a number of 
important disputes. From 1916, there were more strikes, larger confrontations, 
and more success. During the war, a sense of injustice grew, as did a desire for 
more economic security and the post-war expectation of more democratic rela­
tions in society and on the shop floor. Membership now included workers with 
little previous experience in the labour movement and women, immigrants, and 
the less skilled were welcomed." 

Now at last, labour organization extended to include public sector workers, 
most notably municipal workers. Teachers noted the advantages won by recently 
organized public sectorunions, and howthey surmounted faced fierce opposition 
to their right to organize. In Montreal one dramatic confrontation was a two-day 
strike in November 1918 by municipal workers, including police and firefighters, 
against provincially-appointed trustees administering the city's financial affairs.The 
trustee had to make important concessions, as the unions won collectiveagreements. 
Montreal's municipal unions furthermore declared independence from religious 
authority in declining an offer from Archbishop Bruchesi to mediate the dispute 

»u Patrie, 11 October, 11, 17,22,28 November, 6,11 December 1919. 
"Urban, Why Teachers Organized, 134-5; Murphy, Blackboard Unions, 86,99; WSU 
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shortlybeforethestrike."Ifpoliceand firefighters couldorganizeand bargain col­
lectively, then why should teachersnot have the samerights? 

There may be another reason why Catholic teachers turned to the labour 
movement. For men salaries were falling behind those of unionized public 
servants.They noted that after fiveyears service, recently-organizedpoliceand 
firefighters received annual salaries of $1,468, severalhundred more than the 
average for maleteachers.Their earningsalsocomparedunfavourably to private 
sector bluecollarworkers at the Canadian Pacific Railway Angus Shops,and in 
some construction trades.As wagedifferentialsdisappeared, a middleclasslife 
stylebecamelesslikely. Teachersmayhavehopedaunionwouldleadto earnings 
that wouldsecuretheirstatusasprofessionals.Also, their lowwagesencouraged 
identificationwithmanualworkersevenmorethan they haddone beforethe War. 
In ABEdocuments,allexplicit comparisonswerewith unionized manualworkers 
and emphasizedthe common ground they sharedas breadwinners. This under­
scored maleteachers'loss of middleclassstatus.ABEmadeno such comparisons 
with women in other occupations, although women teachers' wagescompared 
unfavourably to those of office workers, but instead invoked the exampleof 
womenwho workedforother schoolboardsinMontrealandelsewhere. Catholic 
lay women's salaries were so low that most probably livedat horne." 

AustralianscholarAndrewSpaull suggests most Canadianteachersrefusedto :11 

join the AmericanFederationof Teachersbecause, asAnglo-Celticimmigrants, 
they preferred organization on a British model, and favoureda strong central 
union of teachersin aprovince.Montreal's layCatholic school teacherswould 
havebeenalmostexclusively Canadian-born,with littleprior experience ofunion­
ism; for them the most visible example was the local labour movement and its 
strongAmericanties.Spaull alsosuggestsalatent nationalismin EnglishCanada 
resistedAmericaninfluences. Bycontrast, workersandprofessionals of allclasses 
in Montreal were forging organizational links across the border," 

Ifteacherselsewherewerereluctantto identifywithorganizedlabour because 
of its militantor radical image, Montreal teachersembracedinternationalunion­
ism.Indeed,byaffiliatingwith theMontrealTradesand LabourCouncil,Catholic 
teachersalliedthemselves with amovement that had long calledfor educational 
reforms-reforms the Church hierarchy consideredinimical to clerical control of 

33Geoffrey Ewen, " The International Unions and the Workers' Revolt in Quebec, 
1914-1925," Ph.D. thesis,York University, 1998, 122-53. 

)4Faetum, 4;Thisappears to bethecasefor~ost womenclerical workersinCanadawhose 
averageannualearnings in 1921was $785.10,wellabovewhatmostlayCatholicwomen teachers 
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the school system. Unions advocated a wide range of measures to make public 
instruction cheaper and more accessible. When the Quebec Labour Party, closely 
controlled by international union leaders, was established in 1899, free and 
compulsory education became the first plank in its platform: monthly fees were 
a particular hardship on working class families with several children. In 1904 the 
Party added establishment ofa ministryofeducation and uniform free textbooks 
to its list of reforms, so that families moving from one school district to another 
in the middle ofthe school yearwould no longer have to buy new books. In 1910 
the Montreal Catholic School Commission eliminated student fees and adopted 
required texts. In 1916 Montreal Trades and Labour Council leaders not only 
favoured amalgamation, meaning textbook uniformity over a larger area and an 
end to the levy of fees by smaller boards, but as well advocated election of school 
trustees, a direct challenge to clerical control." 

Free and compulsory instruction was, un surprisingly, the most prominent 
feature of the Quebec Labour Partyplatform. Quebec Labourists saw education 
as key to a more democratic society and a fairer voice in government for workers. 
The present school system prevented wor.king clas~ electors from making cho~ces 
based on their class interests. Better public education would lead to more active, 
informed, and independent political activity.37 Education gaveworkers a means of 
socialmobility. Abbe Phillipe Perrier, a formervisiteurecclesiastique at the Montreal 
Catholic School Commission, argued that higher levelsof public education bene­
fited the working-class and some members of the petite bourgeoisie. Working class 
representatives before a 1.926 commissionplead~d pas~ionately fo~ ~proved acc~ss 
to higher grades. At the time blue collar apprenticeship opportumnes were declin­
ing, as factories required only a general education and.a minimum of skill ~f most 
workers.f The decline of skilled labour, the greater importance of unskilled or 
semi-skilledwork, and the rising number of white collarand lower levelmanagerial 
jobs motivated workers to seek more education for their children. 

Of all labour demands, educational reforms most alarmed the clergy. State 
intervention directly threatened Church control over Catholic schooling. Compul­

36Urban.WhyTeachers Organized, 137;L'Aetionpolitique des ouwiers Quebecois, 39; Heap. 
"Urbanisation et education." 140; Gagnon, Histoire delaCommission, 92-3, 95. 
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Patrice Dutil,Devil'sAdvocat: Godfroy LanyJoisandthepoliticsofLiberalProgressWts1Tl m Launer s 
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soryeducationwas denouncedin the harshesttermsas"socialiste" and"revolution­
naire."?" 

The labour movement sought an egalitarianand democratic society through 
greater state involvement, whereas the Church upheld a hierarchical view of 
societyin whicheducationand socialservices weremanagedby religiousauthori­
ties.Catholic union promoters describedthe international unionsand the Labour 
Party as socialist, attacking such measures as old agepensions and state health 
insurance:the Church consideredsocialwelfareitsprerogative.The LabourParty 
advocatedreplacingprivatebankswith apublicfinancial institution and nationali­
zation or municipalisation of allpublic utilities; the Church denounced these 
threats to private property. 

It wasthreats of educationalreformasmuchasfearof socialism that prompted 
the Quebec Church to establish a separate Catholic labour movement to rival 
secularinternationalunions in the post-War period. The Church provided funds, 
organizers, buildings,moral support, and anetwork reachingeveryparish in the 
province.Montreal's Catholicteachers werejoininginternational unions just asthe 
Montreal Archdiocesereadied amassive campaign againstthesereligiously neutral 
organizations. 

The importance of education for the Church was emphasized in 1918at the 
first conferenceof the growingCatholiclabourmovement. The leadingresolution 
expresseddelegates'oppositionto educational reforms,including free, compulsory 
education and uniform texts. With organized labour divided on these issues," 
Catholic unions effectivelycancelledout pressure for reform on the provincial 
government until as late as 1943. 

For theirpart, teachersclaimedto beconcerned only with wagesandworking 
conditions. Like their counterparts in the United States, ABE leaders avoided 
"inflammatorylanguage."41 Prominent Catholicpublicfigures, includingEugene 
Lafontaineand most of Montreal's layCatholic schoolcommissioners,circulated 
apetition in 1919callingfor compulsory education, but teachers played no role 
in this campaign." 

The ABE's demands included a salary scale for men and women starting at 
$1,200to amaximumof $2,500;an immediateacross-the-boardincreaseof $400 
dollars,with annualincreases thereafterof $100;and clearrulesand regulationsto 
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govern promotions determined by ability, merit, and seniority. Lay-offs :wer: to 
be determined by length of service, and all firings to be referred to arbitration 
under a committee of two members of the ABE and two chosen by the Com­
mission (who would togethername a impartial fifth). Obj~cting to the pro~n~ial 
regulation permitting the Commission to fire teachers ~thout cause,.umon~sts 
argued that teachers with two years' experience should be fired only for incapacity, 
insubordination, or immorality." 

During the ABE's membership campaign teachers gained support in the labour 
movement, in the daily press, and in public opinion. Forexample, the Montreal 
daily La Patrie encouraged teachers to strike if their de~ands were not m.et.For 
a petition demanding an increase in the property tax to finance better salaries, the 
ABE collected over 10,000 signatures, a quarter of them from property owners. 
Even the Association des proprietaires was prepared to accept a tax increase for 
this purpose." 

From the start, many school commissioners and administrators viewed ~he 

ABE with hostility. Teachers from one sub-district we.rewarned away from a ft~st 

meeting. When the ABEattempted to present de~ds in Octobe~ 1919,Com~~­
sion president Lafontaine refused to meet them without Archbishop Bruchesi S 

approval. On the other hand, the ABE had an advocate o? t~e Central Board: J.M. 
Perreault, the directeurgenerale des ecole: for the COmmlSSIOn from 1908 to.1916, 
a career administratorwho had risen from the ranks of the teachers to the highest 
position in the school board as it was before 1917. Perreault insisted t~e ABE was 
not motivated by a spirit of revolt, that it had made nor threats nor Issued any 

. f ik 45ultimatum and that there was no question 0 a stn e. 
SchoolCommission Chair Eugene Lafontaine explained his objections in 

detail when he addressed the annual joint meeting of the Central and district 
school commissioners in the autumn of 1919:ABE salary demands were excessive, 
and unworkable without aprovincially-authorized property tax increase. As to 
equal pay, Lafontaine argued men who taught younger children in the first three 
grades were doingwomen's work and should ~e.t wome.n's pay. 46 ~e contend~d 
restrictions on hiring and firing would make It impossible to get nd of undesir­
able teachers. Under such rules a teacher 

n'a pas besoin d'etre catholi~ue... puis.que l'absence d~ r~ligion ou.I'irre1ig~on ne 
serait pas une cause de renvoi, Un msntuteur... pourralt.etre un agitateur r~v?lu­
tionnaire, un affilie aux societes internationales du travail ou autres, un socialiste, 

HSee the proposed collective agreement i? M~ ~chives, Association~ s~d~~es et a~tres, 
Association du bien-eire des instituteurs et msntumces de Montreal, Generaltte, 1919 a 1920. 

«La Patrie 8 9October 1919;Eudore Gobeil to Montreal Catholic SchoolCommission, nd. 
in MLSCArchi~e;, Associations syndicales et autres, Association du bien-etre des instituteurs et 
institutrices de Montreal, Generalite, 1919 a1920;Manifeste, 10. 

45wsu Archives, AFT,Series VI,Box 18,Locall~O, Eudore Gobeil to F.G. St~c~er,.6 March 
1920; La Patrie, 29 October 1919; MLSC Archives, Bureau Central, Deliberations, 25 
November 1919. 

"Montreal Catholic School Commission Archives, Assemblee pleniere 1918-19, Discours 
de I'honorable Juge E. Lafontaine, President du Bureau Central, 18-21. 
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un anarchiste ou un bolcheviste, il pourrait entretenir, pratiquer et propager 
n'importe quelle opinion, aussi subversive et aussi destructive de I'ordre de la 
famille et delasociete...et lesenseigner et propager endehors deI'ecole ou dans 
l'ecole meme, et prendre part an'importe quel mouvement contre la religion, 
l'ordre, Iegouvernement et lasociete... 

For Lafontaine, atheists, anarchists, and bolshevists were lumped together with 
international union members. He suspected a larger agenda behind teachers' 
demands: 

Onveutmettrelamain surnosecoles.... Or, I'ecole estunsanctuaire auguste, divin, 
ala purete duquel ilfautveiller avecvigilance etfermete, Mieuxvaut mille fois nepas 
avoir d'ecoles qued'en avoir de mauvaises." 

This, he argued, was a question not just of content in public education but of 
control, and therefore a religiousmatter. Teachersalliedwith organized workers 
would identify with the labourers' "cause," and teach differently. They would 
abandon the hierarchical view of society upheld by the Church and provincial 
government leadersin favour of socialchangeaspromoted by organized labour. 
Lafontaine definitively rejected any legitimacyof unionisation for public sector 
intellectual workers. To perform their duty to society properly, teachers must 
not submergetheir identities in aunion. Their realneed was for prestigeand indi­
viduality-qualities associated with professional workers." 

Middle class reformers and provincial government leaders insisted teachers 1-'
were not workers but professionals. When ABE leaders met with premier Lamer 
Gouin, they had to defend their ties to the labour movement." A high level 
Montreal Catholic School Commission administrator stated "Les professeurs 
manqueraient aleur dignite professionnelle, s'ils se mettaient acoudoyer les 
travailleurs organises en unions,"5o a clear message for teachers to keep their 
distancefrom organizedworkers. The international unions' parliamentaryrepre­
sentative to the provincialgovernment,GustaveFrancq, describinghis efforts on 
behalf of the teachers, explainedthat the school commissioners and most mem­
bers of the provinciallegislaturebelieved"that teachers could not be compared to 
workers" and made it clearthat "in their opinion I wasmeddlingin aquestion that 
did not concern Organized Labour and that my interference was resented. »51 

In 1919,governments,employers,and the secularand Catholic press ascribed 
labour militancyto socialist subversion.ABE memberswereaccusedof bolshevism 
-a potent weapon against teachers who aspired to respectability. One school 
commissioner reproached a teacher that "Vous etes un bolcheviste: vous etes 
entoures par les membres des Unions Internationales qui sont a base de 

47Ibid., 27-9.
 
48Ibid., 23; Murphy, Blackboard Unions,92.
 
49LaborWorld, 17January 1920.
 
50Ibid., 6 December 1919.
 
51Trades andLabour Congress ofCanada (TLCC), Proceedings of theannualconvention,
 

1921,125. 

THE ASSOCIATION DE BIEN-ETRE ms. 
socialisme,d'hommes comme ~ 

neither figure cited by the co~ 
Martin wasa LiberalMemberof~ 

organize and to bargaincollectively; Ai. 
Workers' Union, had recently bcca4 
independent but immediately sat .... 

Eudore Gobeil declared meetings ow­
nothing to do with bolshevismor ~ 

tered that no American organinno.li 
Facingsuch arguments, the ABEtrial.. 
affiliation a secret.53 

Catholic clericswere particularly" 
appointed representative, Father R.::.fI 
mis la Commission au pied du m-:,. ­

argued that a collective agreement'" 
meeting of the ABE, school inspectm'j 
show due respect for established..... 
of disrespect they spoke with a rnoaIlI 
or high leveladministrators. To d:isnt 
accusation that they were bad0rhn1i 
the faith of teachers who joinedan:iIIi 
Eudore Gobeil felt it necessary to'" 
eclatantes de notre esprit ch.rebea. 
appeaseclerical suspicionstlwtodw-

As apractical response to the 1IIIIIIiIIi 
Lafontaine proposed to replace thr II 
gradeswith women at lower~"­
fewremainingmen.With Pem::mk.­
a public outcry forced the board to_ 
the end of the school year, the • 
retired.58 

Administrators and a smallgrtJIIp 
undermine ABE salarydemands. 0.U 

52Labor World,21 August 192:' 
5lLa Patrie, 20October 1919; ~~ 

Gobeil to F.G. Stecker, 6 March192:.. 
54La Patrie, 29October 1919. 
5~CSC Archives, Association ~ 

Montreal, Generalite 1919-1921, ....·....... 
19 December 1919, 7. 

56La Patrie, 3 November 1919. 
57Ibid., 11 December 1919. 
~cscArchives,Bureau Cc:omiI..oaw. 

1919: La Patrie, 15 October 1919; F-.So 



iI-wnonlRevue d'bistoirede l'education 

... eatretenir, pratiquer et propager 
_ et aussi destructive de I'ordre de la 
IptJpagfi en dehors de I'ecole ou dans 
• qod mouvement contre la religion, 

~were lumped together with 
am a larger agenda behind teachers' 

~ic:oIe est un sanctuaire auguste, divin, 
RClknnete. Mieux vaut mille fois ne pas 
&4i' 

tel content in public education but of 
Tc::achers alliedwith organized workers 
re,- and teach differently. They would 
,..,held by the Church and provincial 
~ as promoted by organized labour. 
--=rof unionisation for pu blic sector 
~tosocietyproperly,teachers must 
...real need was for prestige and indi­
lIrssional workers." 
jfP"Cl1llllent leaders insisted teachers 
_ABE leaders met with premier Lomer 
_me labour movement." A high level 
•.lministr:ltor stated "Les professeurs 
.Ie, s'ils se mettaient acoudoyer les 
_ message for teachers to keep their 
laDaional unions' parliamentary repre­
IiiIsave Francq, describing his efforts on 
.hool commissioners and most mem­
"IlIateachers could not be compared to 
~ I was meddlingin a question that 
Itita my interference was resented."51 

Idae secular and Catholic press ascribed 
IEmcmbers were accused of bolshevism 
_aspired to respectability. One school 
• -Vous etes un bolcheviste: vous etes 
• Imernationales qui sont a base de 

IL 

PU:C), Proceedings of theannualconvention, 

THE ASSOCIATION DE BIEN-ETRE DES INSTITUfEURS ET INSTITUfRICES 67 

socialisme, d'hommes comme Lacombe, M.P.P.,et leMaire Martin."52 Ironically, 
neither figure cited by the commissioner fitted this description. Mayor Mederic 
Martin was a Liberal Member of Parliament who supported the teachers' right to 
organize and to bargain collectively; AureleLacombe, president of the Tramway 
Workers' Union, had recently been elected to the Quebec legislature as an 
independent but immediately sat with the governing Liberals. ABE president 
Eudore Gobeil declared meetings open to non-members to show teachers had 
nothing to do with bolshevism or socialism. School principals and trustees coun­
tered that no American organization should interfere with Quebec education. 
Facing such arguments, the ABEtried to keep its American Federation of Teachers 
affiliation a secret.53 

Catholic clerics were particularly hostile to the ABE. Mgr Bruchesi's recently 
appointed representative, Father Rene Labelle,declared "que les instituteurs ont 
mis la Commission au pied du rnur."!' Another cleric, Abbe ].-0. Maurice, 
argued that a collective agreement "bouleversera I'ordre etabli. "55 Addressing a 
meeting of the ABE, school inspector Abbe Dupuis recommended his auditors 
showdue respect for established authority.56When senior clergy accused teachers 
of disrespect they spoke with a moral authority beyond their role as employers 
or high level administrators. To disregard such advice left teachers open to the 
accusation that theywere bad Catholics, and school board officials questioned 
the faith of teachers who joined a religiously neutral organization. ABE president 
Eudore Gobeil felt it necessary to declare its members had given "des preuves 
eclatantes de notre esprit chretien et catholique."57 It had been precisely to 
appease clericalsuspicions that teachers first attempted to form aCatholic union. 

As a practical response to the union's wage demands, Commission President 
Lafontaine proposed to replace the 238 men who taught boys in the first three 
grades with women at lowerwages, using the savings to pay higher salaries to the 
few remaining men. With Perreault dissenting, the board passed this motion, but 
a public outcry forced the board to modify its policy. Rather than being fired at 
the end of the school year, the laymen would be replaced gradually as they 
retired." 

Administrators and a small group of cooperative employees now sought to 
undermine ABE salary demands. On 11 November 1919, executive members of 

5
2Labor World,21 August 1920. 

5lLa Patrie, 20 October 1919; WSU Archives, AFT, Series VI, Box 18, Local 130, Eudore 
Gobeil to F.G. Stecker, 6 March 1920. 

54La Patrie, 29 October 1919. 
5~CSC Archives, Association syndical et autres, L'Alliancecatholique des professeurs de 

Montreal, Generalite 1919-1921, Alliance catholique des professeurs de Montreal, Reunion 
19 December 1919,7. 
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the Association des Instituteurs de la Circonscription de l' Ecole Normale 
Jacques-Cartierpresented the Commission with abrief earlier rejected by its own 
membership. Anti-union members of the AICEN]C's Comiredesinter-its materiels 
asked for salary increases of$100 for men and $75 for women, with the smaller 
bonuses already granted considered part of this amount. This small concession 
was immediately granted.59 The ABE petitioned for an immediate general 
assembly of the AICENJC, but AICENJC leaders delayed the meeting until the 
small increment was secure. When it finally met, the AICENJC censored the 
leaders, forcing them to resign. 60The Comitedesintirits materiels then notified 
the Commission that only the ABE represented the teachers, and disbanded." 

Shortly afterwards 125 men and women teachers thanked the Commission 
for the increase and announced theywanted nothing to do with the ABE. Within 
days a rival organization, the Alliance catholique des professeurs de Montreal, 
was formed by the same principals and assistant principals who had lost control 
of the AICENJC. The Alliance opposed collective bargaining and membership in 
any professional association not officially recognized by the Commission. No 
Alliance member could also belong to the ABE.62 As ABE president Gobeil later 
wrote, the Alliance's motto was "Destroy the Bien-etre,"63 At its first open meet­
ing on 5 December, the directeur-secretaire of the North District Board, assured 
the audience that they had the support all the district commissioners. The 
Alliance was quickly and officially endorsed by Archbishop Bruchesi." 

The provisional committee of the Alliance was officially recognized by the 
Commission at its next meeting on 10December 1919, where it asked for higher 
wages without specifying a scale, declaring its opposition to affiliation with any 
organization lacking Church support. (An ABE delegation was admitted to this 
meeting, presumably to givethe appearance of equitable treatment.) Responding 
to ABE demands, Lafontaine asserted the board had done all it could to raise 
salaries, claiming (dubiously) that under the school act the commission could not 

59La Patrie, 12 November 1919. 
6°Ibid., 17 November 1919. 
61 MCSC Archives, Bureau Central, Deliberations, 10 December 1919; L'Enseignement 

primaire, March 1920,405-6. 
62MCSCArchives, Bureau Central, Deliberations, 25November, 10 December 1919; Labor 

World,5 June 1920; WSU Archives,AFT, Series VI, Box 18, Local 130, Eudore Gobeil to F.G. 
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63WSU Archives, AFT, Series VI, Box 18, Local 130, Monthly Report, December 
1919-January 1920. 

64Archives de l'universite Laval, Fonds de I'Alliancedes professeurs de Montreal, Assemblee 
generales 1919-1939, Proces verbaux, 5December 1919;MCSC Archives,Association syndicalset 
autres, L'Alliancecatholiquedes professeurs de Montreal, Generalite, 1919-21, 'Les Instituteurs 
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sign a collective agreement, and urged the ABE to present its case instead to the 
provincial government.f 

Leaders Gobeil, Fahey and Maltais did indeed present their case to the 
Provincial Cabinet, asking for legislation to allow the Commission to sign a 
collective agreement and to permit the Montreal Catholic School Commission 
to impose an additional tax specifically for higher salaries for lay teachers. Gobeil 
urged Premier Gouin to see that the teachers received a$400 increase before the 
end of the year. Their reception was mixed. Premier Gouin and his ministers 
expressed sympathy for decent salaries but grilled Gobeil about the ABE, 
questioning the absence of official Church support. Gobeil defended the ABEas 
an independent body composed of Catholics." 

A variety of dirty tactics were used against ABE sympathizers. Anonymous 
letters discredited a school inspector who defended union members." One 
school principal admitted trustees had forced him to file a complaint against an 
ABEmember," By the end of theyear threats of dismissal convinced demoralized 
ABE supporters to abandon it for the Alliance. Gobeil wrote, "We are having a 
terrible fight ... most of our members influenced by our Catholic clergy... are 
frighted [sic] to the utmost to lose their positions." Word of the American 
Federation ofTeachers affiliation leaked out: "We are surrounded by spies and 
traitors. "69 Of 400 members at the start of the campaign, only 75 remained in 
March 1920/° Union leaders retained the support of most male teachers, how­
ever: at the may 1920 regular annual elections of the AICENJC, ABEleaders again 
won control." 

The severest blowcame at the end of the 1920 school year. Previously teachers 
had been rehired automatically each year. For the first time the Commission 
required individual contracts. All Commission teachers were sent dismissalnotices, 
together with reapplication forms for the following September. In this way 68 
active union supporters were let go." 

The ABEturned to the labour movement for support. The distant American 
Federation ofTeachers could do little to mobilize public support because of the 
confidential ABE charter. AFT leaders raised the matterwith American Federation 

6~MCSC Archives, Bureau Central, Deliberations, 10 December 1919; La Patrie, 11 
December 1919. 
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of Labour President Samuel Gompers in view of the upcomingJune AFLcon­
vention in Montreal, but Gompers did little on the teachers' behalf. Finally the 
AFTsuggested that organizaed labour in Montreal should assist the ABE.73 

There was a move at the AFL convention to improve relations with Montreal's 
ecclesiastical officials. American cleric Father Peter E. Dietz worried that the 
growing Catholic labout movement would undermine his work to bolster an 
anti-socialist bloc in the AFLGompers and many other AFLunion leaders refused 
to participate in a discussion that involved religious views. Undeterred, Dietz 
persuaded Bruchesi to receive a delegation from the international unions, but the 
meeting did little to ameliorate Church hostility towards the AFL,74 

The AFLconventionwas followed within days by the Semaine sociale on Rerum 
novarum, meant to bolster the burgeoningCatholic labour movement, and the first 
major Catholic union offensive against their rivalsin Montreal. International unions 
were attacked directly by Mgr Bruchesi in his openingand closing addresses. There 
were groups, he said ominously, with dangerous programmes. He expressed 
concern over resolutions passed at recent labour conventions. He claimed there was il: 
"continuellement... des menaces de guerre entre le capital et le travail, entre les 
patrons et les ouvriers," a reference to the large number of recent strikes. Bruchesi 
wasparticularly alarmedby work stoppages by municipalworkers: "la greve de ceux 
qui par etat, pardevoir et par conscience, sont charge de proteger lavie, lapropriete 
de leurs concitoyens."This was a reference to the 1918 disputes involving police 
and firefighters, and to aJanuary 1920 strike by waterworks employees that left 
largepans of Montreal without water for ten days. Bruchesi called for legislation 
with severe penalties to prevent public sector strikes"7SSince secular labour 
organizations were responsible for these excesses, he urged their replacement with 
Catholic unions and hoped the AFL would restrict its activities to the United 
States." Bruchesi asked Montreal's workers to abandon the AFL77 

Bruchesi's strongest specific condemnation was reserved for the ABE, which 
had no right to organize or bargain collectively, let alone to strike. These were 
legitimate actions only for private sector employees who worked to enrich their 
employers; teachers worked for the public and the nation. The school Commis­
sion could not raise salaries without a tax increase; such legislation would be 
opposed by property owners. Teachers should resolve the dilemma by placing 
their trust in those who "protected" them: the school commissioners, directors, 

7lwsuArchives, AFT. SeriesVI,Box18,Local130,FGH to EudoreGobeil, 16March 1920 
and 9 April 1920. 

74Mary Harrita Fox,PeterE.Dietz, LabourPriest (Notre Dame,Ind.:UniversityofNone 
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lilostility towards the AFL.74 

_cbysbythe Semaine sociale on Rerum 
CahoIiclabour movement, and the first 
binIs inMontreal. International unions 
IiICJI)Cningand closing addresses. There 
~us programmes. He expressed 
.....cooventions. He claimedthere was 
• entre le capital et le travail, entre les 
• number of recent strikes. Bruchesi 
"'municipalworkers: "la grevede ceux 
_ charge de proteger lavie, lapropriete 
Rto the 1918 disputes involvingpolice 
_ bywaterworks employees that left 
..days. Bruchesi called for legislation 
:.-aor strikes"75 Since secular labour 
KaleS, heurged their replacement with 
lid restrict its activities to the United 
~ to abandon the AFL 77 

-.ioo was reserved for the ABE,which 
andr,let alone to strike. These were 
..payeeswho worked to enrich their 
icmd the nation. The school Commis­
• iocrease; such legislation would be 
II.oa1d resolve the dilemma by placing It. school commissioners, directors, 

"u:..FGH to EudoreGobeil, 16March 1920 

...{Soue Dame,Ind.: University of Notre 

.-liaallollionauxau Quebec,263-5, 269-70. 
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~ODe Frenchlanguagenewspaperquoted 
~ remarks do not mention this specific 
__JiOCMkdM Canada, Montreal, 1920,202, 
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inspectors, bishops, and superintendent who constituted the provincial Conseil 
de l'instruction publique. 

Bru~hesi asked the ~chool ~ommissionersto forget what had happened and 
n~t t~ fire anyt~ac~ers;. In practice, of c,?urse,this mean.t~owing ~o his authority. 
District comrrussions m fact only rehired teachers willing to SIgndeclarations 

I they would not join an international union." 
Into the summer of 1920, the ABE solicited support from prominent labour 

I leaders, union meetings, and labour clubs tied to the Labor Party but which 
included unorganized workers. Moral support came from the Metal Trades 
Council, the bakers' union, and the Club Ouvrier Notre-Dame des Victories. A 
particularly strong promoterof the ABEwas Tramway Union president Aurele 
Lacombe, a member of the Provincial Assembly who sat with the governing 
Liberals." 

The MontrealTrades and Labour Council investigatedthe dismissalof teachers, 
gathered affidavits to support intimidation charges, and concluded union activity 
was the sole reason for firings. Delegates considered three courses of action. A 
general strike proved anathema to Council leaders. A suggestion that the Council 
open and operate its own schools, like Russian soviets." was rejected because the 
C~uncil could not afford suc~ an undertaking. The FurWorkers union proposed 
children boycott school until the teachers were reinstated. President Maltais 
welcome this kind ofaction, and it pleased the city's largest and strongest unions, 
such as the 2,500 me.mber ~~nte~Marie Lodge of the Brotherhood of Railway 
Carmen at the Canadian PacificRailway'sAngus shops. On the other hand, it was 
opposed by Gustave Francq, a figure of immense prestige in the Council, who 
argued a boycottwould only hurt children already being turned away from over­
crowded schools. Despite a radical reputation, Francqpromoteda narrowview of 
industrial legality and had a history ofopposition to unruly strike tactics. In this 
casehe argued trustees were within their rights and that labour should not destroy 
fundamental structures. Francqswayed the majority to opt to lobby for redress but 
others, such as the FurWorkers' Albert Foucher in particular, objected that more 
than mere protest was needed to win public sympathy.II 

The leadership of the MontrealTrades and Labour Council identified itself 
closely with the policies of the TLCC and the .AFL and was among the least 
inclined to consider radical or innovative tactics. During the labour revolt 
MontrealTrades and Labour Council leaderswere among the more conservative 
in Canada playing a key role in limiting the strike wave of May and June 1919. 
Militancy in Montreal depended more on the strength of individual unions, on 

78Bruchesi's remarks on this issue were not published in the Semaine sociale, 1920,206. 
There is a full report of his remarks to teachers in Le Devoir,26June 1920;LaborWorld, 9 
October 1920. 

79lAborWorld,17,31January, 14,28August1920;La Patrie,24 October, 12November 1919.
 
8°Labor World,7, 21 August 1920.
 
81Labor World,28 August, 3, 4 September 1920.
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formal and informal alliances among labour organizations, and on rank and file 
pressure than on action taken by the council. 

The Council lobbied the Quebec government, whose provincial secretary 
Athanase David referred them back to the school Commission as authority over 
personnel matters. At the Commission Central Board, board president Lafontaine 
claimed only district commissions hired and fired, and denied that any teachers 
were dismissed for Union membership rather than incompetence. Council delegates 
were again stonewalled at the district commissions. Western district commissioners 
claimed their oath of officeprevented them from discussing the matter. The Chair 
of the Central district admitted fired teachers hadnot breached any offence punish­ t'I!i 
able with dismissal as stipulated in the school act, then refused to answer questions. 
The Council returned to the provincial government to request a Royal Commission -I 
investigation of the firings. The government refused an inquiry, arbitration, or any 
right of appeal. Lamely, the Council declared a flagrant violation of right of asso­
ciation." J 

By the opening of the 1920 schoolyear, about 20 holdouts had signed individual 
contracts. By August 1921, with hiring completed for the following schoolyear, 
about 30 ABE members had not been rehired. In the end they were forced to re­
nounce the union or leave Montreal for positions elsewhere." 

Some teachers still hoped for a union, and tried to persuade Bruchesi to grant 
a Catholic union in mid-1920, but the Archbishop would not budge. The Alliance 
ignored a request to help establish the first Catholic labour council in Montreal. 
This invitation indicated that some Catholic unionists believed teachers should be 
part of the labour movement. Absorbing the Association des Institutrices, which 
grudgingly became its Section Feminine, the Alliance remained a company union. 
Not until 1936 would it move in the direction of effective labour organization." 

Ultimately the ABEproved no match for the combined forces of the school 
Commission and the Church. Destructionof the teachers' union was one of the 
first setbacks for the international unions and a major blow to the Montreal 
labour movement. The summer of 1920 marked the beginningof a recession that 
deprived workers of bargaining power. This was the start of a period of union 
decline, as union membership dwindled, locals disappeared, most strikes were lost 
and the majority of organized workers faced wage cuts. Unions entered aperiod 
of retrenchment and consolidation, one marked by increasing caution and a 
reluctance either to organize or engage in new tactics. 

82MCSC Archives, BureauCentral, Deliberations, 7 September,4 October 1920;Labor 
World, 11September,6 November 1920,12February 1921. 

83Labor World,9 October 1920;TLCC Proceedings, 1921,125;Chartrand, Une certaine 
alliance, 25. 

8'UQAM, Archives de l'Ecole Normale Jacques Cartier, Correspondance avec divers 
particuliers et organismes 1919-21, Anonymous mimeographed circular, 2 June 1920; 
L'Enseignement primaire, September 1921, 41;Chartrand, Une certaine Alliance, 26-45. 
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