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THE GCOTTI I SETTING

In contrast to the five or six deqédes before the passing of
the Reform Act of 1832, Scottish soéiety was remarkably hegemonic
during the long reign of Queen Victofia. The dominance of  the
Victorian middle. classes was reflected in‘the striking electoral
supremacy of the Liberals at the Parliamentary level, and from the

mid-Victorian peried onwards the ideological affinities between the

‘Scottish Liberals, Lib-Lab trade unionists and the Free Church "~ " °

Presbyterians cemented a society which, in spite of the stresses

strains created by industrialisation, remained cohesive and uni-
fied. The econcmic, sociél, political, cultural and psychclogical
bonds binding the majori;y of the people to the Victorian middle
classes had their roots in the preceding decades, andiin the midL
and-late Victorian period Thomas Muir of luntershill, George Kinxoch,
the 'Radical Laird' and the martyrs of the radical war of 1820 were
subsequently canonised by the Scottish Liberals and utilised to keep
the Tories and.Toryismvodious'in the eyes of the labouring poor.

By the‘mid—Victorian period the total sgcial situations in which |
the Scottish and English labour movemeﬁts_fﬁncticned were profoundly
differént, and one manifestation of thiglwés the endemic weaknesses
of Scottish trade unionism.1 ‘A vast social gulf existed between the

activists in the Scottish labour movement and the working classes, and a :

major consequence of the Reform Act of 1832 was that the overwhelming

-~

_i. W.H. Marwick, A Short Hlstory of Scott1sh Labour (Edlnbur h 1967),

p. 22 and p. 47.
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majorify of electors henceforth relegated the Tory Party (a Party
which had previously dominated Scottish politics) to a-permanent role
as a mincrity Party withip British Parliamentary politics. In Scotland,
where a qualitativeiy different type of Poor Law from.ghat existing in
England put an onus on self-help before Chartism emerged, the majority of
the Scottish Chartists lacked the revolutionary ardour of ;heir English
counterparts. But if the advanced political'elemengs of tﬁe English
working class-only adhered to 'the petty—bourgeéis Qalues éf better-
mené,.ﬁhrift and'self—hélp"after the éollapse of Chartiém,1 theivx
Scottish equivalents were already committed to temperance an& self-
iielp even belore the Chartist movement reacﬁed its zenith,

Presbyterianism played a crucial role in detérmining the character
of Scottish Chartism, and a great deal of popular energy was absorbed
by.the Ten Vears' Conflict. Presbyterian influences; however intangible
or difficult to quantify, circumscribed indigenous working class move-
ncnts, and the agitations for Parliamentary reform and the repeal of
the Corun Laws proved that 'many more dissenting than Established clergy .
were to be found.on "the side of the people"'.2 \

The Scottish Chartists were usually interested in moral persuasion
rather ﬁhan in physical force, and théir advocacy of total abstinence,
Chaftist co-operation and Christian ethics weré by-products of»their

particular social situation. MHoreover, the Relief and Secession Churches

often provided church halls for Chartist meetings, and working people

1. John Saville quoted in the Bulletin of the Society for the Study
of Labour History, no. 16, p. 9.

2. A. Wilson, The Chartist Movement in Scotland (Manchester, 1970)’ p.13
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were bitterly disappointed when dissenting clergymen found excuses for
not openly identifying themgelves with Chartist agitation;. In the
struggle for ;he repeal of the Corn Léws, the Chartists were not hos-
tile to middle-class organisations striving for the same objective.
They did not have revolutionary, anti-capitalist aims, and they were
so close to the diSSenting Preébyterians that theyAhelped to minimisg
sacial tensions in a backward country which was undergoing the process
of industrialisation.

The working classes wefe already.alienéted from the Church of
Scptland; though a relatively lérge number of working people were
church-goers, The struggle for the répeal of the Corn Laws was the
majorvpolitical issue in the 1840s and it was, as Dr. Wilson argues,
"the Tories and aristocracy who were regarded fundamentally as the
eneny of the working qlasses', so théc the Scottish Chartists did

not evolve a critique of industrial society.1

L
The distinctiveness of Scottish Chartism had an important bearing
on the subsequent development. of the labour ﬁovement. Alreadf remote
from the majority of the working classes iﬁ the~18303 and 1840s,
Scottish labour activists increasingly alienated themselves from

the working classes in the mid-Victorian period bv their puritzanical

de

attitudes and behaviour. The socicl unity characterising Scottish

‘'society in the 1860s and 1870s and the cohesiveness of a 'community'

N

1. 1Ibid., p.15i.



in which most of the.social values of the possessing classes were

not questioned by the working classes resulted in the labour movement's
relative isolation from tﬁe fmasses'.1 Moreover, the értisans, who
doninated the Scottish lagqurvmovement, shared the working classes'
traditional hatred of the landed aristocracy; but this potential basis
for a political alliance between the artisans, who wanted to strike

out in the direction of political independeance from'Liberals aud.Tories;
and the unprivileged miners,; agricultural workers and labourers was
vitiated by the artisans more middle class social expectations and

habits.? This

-

elative isolation from the working classes, together
with the Liberals' invulﬁerable electoral predominance in Parliamentary
politics, led the Scottish labour movement to adopt more militantland
class conscious attitudes‘and prograﬁmes than the English lébOur move-
ment.,

Hid-Victorian Scotland was an unusﬁally hegemonic society, and the
milieu in which the labour movement developed had very long traditions
of social repression and economic backwardness.3 A sys}em of democracy

inherited from the Calvinist revolution of 1559, social mobility and

the comparatively superior educational opportunities of working class

1. Fiona and Royden Harrison, in the Bulletin of the Society for the
: Study of Labour History, No. 23, 1971, p. 82.

2. The difference between different groups of workers which Peter N. Stcrns
has perceived in the French and German labour movements from the 1890s
wara already evident in the Scottish labour movement in the 1860s. As
Sterns puts it: 'Artisans had many habits and expectations that were all
middle class. Thev had a low birthrate, about half that of the miners or
unskilled workers.' MH. Mitchell and P.N. Sterns, The European Labor
HMovement and the Origins of Social Democracy, 1890-1%14 (Illimois,

1971), p. l46.

3. E.J. Hot




children were, in the considered opinion of a large numbar of

journalists, clergymen and membets of Parliament, the dominant
charactéristics of Scottish democracy. In practice, the educational
opportunities and social mobility open to the working classes were
severely circumscribed by the conditions industrial capitalism had
engendered; and in the mid-1860s the labour movewent, thuubu lnflugnupu
by the traditions of 5cottlsh democracy, began to evolve an- 1ndenendent
‘political programme.

In 1866 the labouring poor Were.éocially and culturally frag-

mented, and the Scottish Qorking class had 'many suhdivisions and
gradations including occupations as various as those of the dexterous
artisan and the rude miner, the intelligent factory hand and the casual
dock labourer'.1 The artisans possessed the characteristics of 'industry;
skill, independence and Self'respect',z and labourers were labourers
becaﬁ#e they were 'lazy and profligace'.3 Such characteristics és
industry, skill, independence and self-respect were allegedly res-

tricted to the artisans and skilled workers, and a Scottish educatioﬁalist
argued that: '

There are in every school boys who are f1t cnly to be hewers
of wood and drawers of water.,’ .

1. Edinburgh Review, Vol. CXXVIII, no. 262, 1868, p. 249.

2. Ibid., p. 490, '

3. Reformer,'ZS March 1871,

4. Report on’ Scottlsh Education for 1871, Parliamentary Papers, 1872,

- p. 93. I owe this reference to Mrs. Madeline Monies, of the
National lerary of Scotland, : : :



The suéerior education and the 'democratic iﬁstincts' of
indigenous working people occupy a major niche in the mythology of
Scottish history,1 and'the popularity of the democratic (Presbyterian)
Church in the mid&le and lower classes', was proverbial among journal-
ists, clergymen and Scottish members of Parliament. The reality was
somewhat different, and Presbyterian clergymen, educationalists and
middle—class Liberals recognised and encouraged class differences;
.ététus'différentiafion and sociai stratification.3 In social, éédﬁbﬁié h
and political life there were, as the Edinburgh Review put it, 'orders
and degrees' which did not 'jar with libefty'.4

The social misery, gloom, brutality and insensitivity of Sco;tish.
society were reflected in the socially stratified and authoritarian
educational rnystem. Moreover, the poverty and bfutality of social life
were manifested in the stacistics'of dFunkcnness, overcro&ding and
illegitimacy; and the possessing classes had little sympathy for the
plight of the labouring poor. Besides, every town and city contained

a 'floating mass of shivering, shirtless and shoecless humanity,S and

1. 'Scottish democracy was the ideological basis of the Liberal Party in
Scotland, but it could not apply to the Irish, Roman catholic, un-
educated, and not too concerned with the dignities of man in the face
of a struggle for survival, the Irish working class (and there were
0t many in any other class) seemed a threat to the Scottish way of
life. James G, “ellas, The Development of the Liberal Party in Scotland,
1868-1895, Ph.D. thesis, University of London, 1966, p. 26.

2. 'Secondary Education in Scotland', North British Daily Mail, 18 March 1868.

3. 5. Mechie, The Church and Scottisn Social Development, 17¥0-18/V, .
(London, 1960), p. 60.

-

4. Edinburgh Review, Vol.CXKVIII, ho. 258, 1867, p. 452.

5, Edinbnrgh Fvening (2m|r:-m‘t‘, 19 January 1867.
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in towns and cities such as Falkirk, Dunfermline, Glasgow, Edinburgh
and Dundee, a large, shiftless pépulation was commonplace. As boom
and slump alternated during the second half of the nineteenth century

mass unemployment was often widespread, and in 1867 the North British

Nailv Mail estimated that, in Glasgow, thirty thousand working men had

been unemployed for nine'months.1 In Edinburgh the convenor of the

‘Relief Committee was appalled by the 'abstract political economy' .of . .-

the Scottish iiberals which looked 'with a cold eye upon the exertions'
being made to mitigate 'the existing destitution'.2

Social problems were frequently discussed in thc Presbyterian -
Churches in the 1860s and 1870s, and the clergy invariably confronted
the probléms of an industriaiising sogiety - the problems of dr‘nkenness,'
poverty, illegitimacy and insecurity -~ by impressing onn the woFking
classes the need for temperance reform, thrift, self-discipline ;nd
sclf-hclp.3 The Free Chﬁrch and the Scottish National Reform League,4
an organisation created to agitate for Pafiiamentary reform, were in

sympathy with the agitations forland reform, and the Free Church clergy

were often critical of the cash nexus and the acquisitive spirit of the

1. North British Daily Mail, 28 September 1867.

2. Edinburgh Evening Courant, 19 January .1867.

3. Proceedings and Debates of the Free Churéh of Scotland, 1867, p. 7.

4, In a letter to the editor of the North British Daily Mail, George
. Jackson, the secretary of the Scottish National Reform League,
- reaffirmed the League's programme of 'arbitration, legalising
the trade unions, liberating the churches and unlocking the land'
North British Daily Mail, 21 August 1867. o




age.1 The Trades Councils simultaneously advocated thrif_t,2

emigration,3 and temberan:e reform,4 and the Trades Councils and
the Free Church interacted ideologically. Presbyterianism had
helﬁed to créate and Sustdin.thé social unity that existed beﬁween
the different social classés.‘

Ag a result of the sosial unity that existed between the different
social classes in Scotliud there was a certain anéipathy for trade
unionism, and the shipbuilding industry was established on the Clyde.
in the 1860s to escape the high.ﬁages'and strong craft unions of the
south of England.5 By comparison with the English, the Scottish trade
union movement was relati;ély Q;;k in the mid-Victorién period. The
relative weakness of Scottish trade unionism isolated labour activists
from many working people, and this isolation was one éf the factérs .
which helped to push the Scottish to the 'left' of the English labour
movement. I{ was, however, only one‘factor. Another'imRortant factor
was the electoral predominance of the Scottish Liberalé.

The Scottish National Reform League was created by middle class -
advancéd Liberals who were initially to the 'right' of the Reform

League in England. Since the Scottish middle class advanced Liberals

1. Proceedings and Debates of the Free Church of Scotland, 1870, p.20, .

2, North British Daily Mail, 17 February 1876.

3. Glasgow Sentinel, 4 May 1867 North British Daily Mail, 29 June
1896, Minutes of the Edinburgh Trades Council, 29 September 1863,
Ibid., 23 June 1868,

‘4, 1bid., 22 February 1870; North British Daily.Mail, 4 March 1870.

5. Sidney Pollard, The Economic History of British Shipbuilding, 1870~
1914, Ph.D, thesis, University of Londonm, 1951, pp. 207. f£. ~
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were dependent on the support of the activists in the labour movement
if they were to win support for the programme of advanced Liberalism
and capture control of local Liberal Associatiéns in constituencies
where branches of the Reform League also'existed, they-soon had to
move to the 'left' éf the'English Division of the League.

In contrast to England; where some of the labour leaders felt com-
pelled to abandon the programme of advanced Liberalism under pressure
from wealthv Liberals whn were supplying them with funds in 1868 in
case the Toriés should gain.aﬁ advantage in marginal seats where the.
Liberals could not afford to fight each other over policy issues, the
Tories in Scotland were so numerically weak that Whigs, independent
and advanced Liberals could fight each other without being threatened
by the possibility of the Tories gaining Parliamentary seats. It was
significant that in the constituencies in those Scottish cities vihere
advanced Liberalism was influential, the middle clasé advanced Liberals
depended on laBour 6rganisations such as Trades Councils for their dom-
inance over the Whigs or independent Liberals. Except f;r the miners,
the Scottich Labeur movement unanimously supported the Liberal Party.

If a relatively smaller proporticn of Scottish than English artisans
were organised in the 1860s, then the difference;bet&een the Scottish
and English miners, whether organised or not, were much greater. Con-
ditions in the Scottish coalfields were indescribably savage; and,

. while there were some English miners who owned their own houses and thus
qualified for the franchise in 1874, most Scottish miners in the 1360s
lived in houses which the coalowners' let to them on a basis of day-to—

day tenure.l Moreover, there were very few Scottish miners who enrolled

L. See chanter 7 entitled 'The Miners' County Unions, 1866-1900'.
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in the Scottish Division of the Reform League invtbe m?d—1860s; and
of those who did John Muir, a veteran Miners'leader in Kilmarnock,
Ayrshire, broke the labour movement's soiidarity with thg programme
of édvanced Liberalism in'1868 by backing Bouverie, the Whig.‘ For
the organised miners as a Qhole, however, the Tories were preferable
to rhe Tiherals, whether the latter were Whigs, independent or advanced
Liberals. The latent teusions that had long existed between the artisans
- and ‘miners finally crupted during the general election of 1868. Indeed, .
the only issue on-which the artisans and most of the organised miners
saw eye-to—eye in 1868 was the common Scottish attitude of hatred for
the landed aristocracy. ) -

In the 1860s and 1870s the Scottish landed aristocracy was hated
by the middle classes as weli as the labour movement. Thi§ hat;éd was
forcibly expressed by a number of influential elders and clergymenvat :
the General issembly of the Ffee Church in 1869, and one_speaker asserted
that the lairds were 'aligns from, and hostile to, the national faith'.l
The land‘agitations of the 1880s were, moreover, already foreshadowed in
the 1860s, and in 1863 a protest movement against tolls_in the‘Highlands
reached a high point of violence and physical force.2

The political and cultural identity between the artisans in the
labour movement and the Free Church was reinforced by a sh#red hatred
of the landed aristocracy. As a whole thé working classes at least

identified with either the Established, Free or United Presbyterian

‘1. Proceedings and Debates of the Free Church of Scotland, 1869, p. 229.

2, Glasgow Weekly Herald, 11 July 1868,
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Church‘for the purposes of baptism and burial; but for the artisans
whio were involved in the lasour movement the Established Church was
anathema becaﬁse of its association with the landed aristocracy and
the Highland clearances. Also there were far more Scottish.than
English artisans involved in Church membership, and even with the
trade union 'explosion' of the‘eatly 1870s the Scottish labour move-
ment was predominéntly made up of privileged or 'superior' artisans;~
_The miners' general eiceptionalismﬂwas also seen inAtheir_lack”Qf,]
involvement in Church membership, though in one or two rural comm-~
umities a few of them.were'active in the Established Church. None-
theless the organised workers, whether they were artisans or miners,
were Both class conscious and critical of the landed aristocracf.

The organised workers who made up the Scottish labour movem ‘tr
were an unfepresentativg minority, an& even their class ccpsciouSness

‘ \

which manifested itself in sustained criticism of the landed aristocracy

sometines seemed to make their anti-capitalist sentiments, formally pro-

[

cpitalict, This mid-Vic:briqn tendency to regard 'the landlerd class

and nct the industrial bourgeoisie' as 'the main eﬁemy' of the working
"class was also a dominant theme of English working class agitations.

A major reason for the even deeper énd mbfé extensive hat:ed of thg 
‘Scottish landed aristocracy was the prolongation of the Highlaﬁd clearanées
in the 1860s and 1870s. Far from preventing the.S~ottish workers' pro-

2 . . hd [l
sraume frow going bLeyond the prograuie of advauced Liberalism in 1808,

-

1. John Saville, 'The Background to the Revival of Socialism in England',
Bulletin of the Society for the Study of Labour History, No. 11 1965,

p. 14,

. 2. vea Chanter 3.
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the organised artisans' hatred of the landed aristocraéy was an
important element in keeping them to the 'left' of.both the middle
class Liberals and ﬁhe English labour movement in the late Victorian
period.

‘But if the Scottish labour movement was at one wfth the French
and Cerman labour movements in ‘inculcating aﬁong the workers other
ascontially middle class values' of temperance, sobriety and thrift,1
the Scottish and Englisi labour leaders were very ambiguous when they .
advocated the values cf self-help. The Scottish middlé class Liberals
and Presbyterian clergymen did not share the same conceptions of self-
.help as the lea&ers of the labour moverent. As in England, where
labour leaders often equated thrift with 'the mutual insurance pro-
visions of the unions' and self-relianée with the political independence
of the working classes from the Tories and the wealthy Liberals,z the
labour leaders in S;otland simultaneously displayed class conscious,
anti-capitalist attitudes alongside‘adherence to ambiguous notions
of self-help.3 The cultural attitudes and class consciousness of
the activists in the Scottish labour movement (as Aistfnct from the
attitudes of the vast majority of Un9r8anised workers) were an ambiguous
mixture of individualistic and collectivist values of self-help and
mutual aid. The self-reliance of the vast majority of unorganised
Qorkers was unambiguously more individualistic than the type of
self-reliance advocated by the labour leaders. !oreover, the apparent

paradox of the Scottish artisans being to the 'left' of the English ought

to be seen as an aspect of the ambignityv of their self-heln notions.

1., iitchell and Sterns, op.cit., ps 151,

2, R, Harrison, 'Afterword', in Samuel Smiles, Self-Help (London, 1963),
ppe 2063-9. ‘ S

3. See below,
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The cultural attitudes ;nd the consciousness of .class among
the vast majority of the unorganised working people have yet to
be investigated by historians of Scottish labour, but two distinct,.
though ascending levels of class consciopsness - the elemeﬁtary and
the intermediate —= have been defined as 'a fairly accurate perception
of class membership on the pérﬁ of a particular-individual' and 'a

cortain perception of the immediate interests of the class of which =

- ) 3 1 | .
_one 1s consclous of being a member:!.” . In both senses the labour movement

was class conscious, and the class consciousness of the activists in the lab-
our movement found expression in the manifesto published by the Edinburgh
Workmen's Electoral Council immediately after the general election of
1874. A part of it read:

Bitter experience has taught us that common justice for

working people is not yet a tenet of Middle-Class interests,

we are abandoned the moment we begin to attend to our own.

We are still despised as a servile class, and it is for us

to wipe out the stain of class-inferiority by incessantly.

demanding from the Legislature equality before the law.?
Class consciousness was also expressed in the decision of the Glasgow
Trades Council, in 1876, to create 'a consolidation fund to furnish some
little assistance to those who, in their struggles with capital, were

worsted from the lack of the sinews of war',3

3 R. Miliband, 'Darnave: a case of bourgeois class consciousness',.
Aspects of History and Class Consciousness, ed.ted I, Meszaros
(London, 1971), P 22. . .

2. The Manifesto of the Edinburgh Workmen's Electoral Council was only
published in the newspaper press by the (Tory) Edinburgh Evening Courant
during the general ‘election of 1880 when the same working class leaders

were again supporting the middle class Liberals, Edinburgh Evening
Courant, 19 March 1880, : -

3. Clacgow Weekly Nlerald, 20 lay 1826.
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In the mid-Victorian period working class incomes in Scotland
were lower than in England;1 and the Scottish possessing classes
steeped in a Calvinist tradition which attributed poverty to moral
laxity and sin,2 were less willing than their English counterparts
to spend money con poor relief;3 The fact that poverty and destitution
were largely unrelieved in Scotland put a strong onu- on the working
classas-to-help~themse1veé. In addition to this indirect stimulus-to-
self-help, the Scottish educational system - according to M. Biot, a
French educationalist who worked in Scotland, and other observers =
fostered 'the habit «f self-reliance' in working class children in
their forﬁative years.

Indeed the Scottish educational system was the key factor, together
with othef Calvinist traditions, underlying the existénce'of a hegemonic
sbciety during the second half of the nineteenth century. Confronted
with a traditionally docile labour force (a labour force split by race
and religion), there was even one educationalist in the 1870s who was

prepared to tolerate strikes as the price of one kind of self-help.5

1. D.M.Home, Social Reforms Needed in Scotland (Edinburgh, 1867), p. 33.

2, W.W. Straka, 'Reactions of the Scottish Working Class to Economic and
Social Changes in Scotland, 1782-1832', Proceedings of a Conference on
Scottish History held in the University of Guelph, Canada, 1971.

3. In 1840 the cost of poor relief in England stood at £4,570,000 and in
Scotland it was only £115,121, L.J. Saunders, Scottish Democracy
(Edinburgh, 1950), p. 198.

4. John Kerr, Memories (London;‘n.d.; probably 1502), p. 99.

5. A.D. Wilson, Trade Unions and Self-Help (Edinburgh 1873), p. 11.
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It was more usual, however, for educationalists and clergymen to
emphasise the mutual dependence of capital and labour.
Whatever their differences over political questions in the 18505
and 1860s, the possessing classes were agreed on the need to teach

working class children the elements of politicalveconomy.v In 1854

the Edinburgh Review argued that the 'elevation and welfare' of the
working classes depended on 'temperance, economy, docility and self-
restraint' rather than 'combinations, strikes, communism, or the
Charter'.1 Moreover, in 1862 John Cordon, who was HM{ for Church of
. Scotland schools in Ayr, Dumfries, Kirkcudbright, Lanark, Renfrew
~and Wigton, wrote about the need to improve the teaching of political
economy :

947 of the working people can read essay narratives

oo Of the 947, those who read at all 62% ... who read

little or nothing 32%. About 60Z .can sign their names

«es 507 require to be better instructed in those prin-

ciples of political economy which concera the mutual

relations of capital and labour.?

A similar viewpoint was expressed by William Ellis in his pémphlet

Combinations and Strikes from the Teacher's Point of View:

It is'quite within the scope of school instruction that

correct views (on strikes and combinations) shall be

formed by the pupils in their schools.3

Such views were the rule, and not the exception. In a study of

national education publlshed in 1860 James Begg, a Free Church clergy-

man, argued that there was an urgent need to teach working class childr

[ige}

1. FEdinburch Review, Vol, C,, no, 204, 1854, p. 150,

2. Parliamentary Papers, Vol, XLVIII, 1063, p. 147,

v
3. Villiam Ellis, Comhxnatlons and Ctrtn es from the Teacher's Pni

W ...-.....,-
e e o - i o

View, (Edinburgh, 1863), 0. ie

,,.,'-'
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'thrift and practical subjects';1 and in 1868 the Church of Scotland
published a pamphlet advocating the need to intensify their efforts
to teach working class boys 'the elements of political economy' with
'industrial work for the gitls'.2 'With the propagation of such ideas
in the elementary and secondary schools, it was to be expectedlthat~
class tensions would be’scwewhit minimised. |

Nonecheless trade unions, if they did not always rorive and

~prosper, -were formed and ré-formed, and. the realities of a competitive;
industrial society sustained the conditions in which trade union activity
was inevitable. Turthermore, skilled workers were sometimes involved
in prolonged and bitter strikes, and in thé‘early 1870s the Free Church

clergymen criticised the thousands of artisans who were supporting the
3

Republican clubs,
WOrking class politics were dominated by a'labour aristocracy’,

and in the eyes of contemﬁoraries the menbars of the 'labour aristocracy'

vere aart:isans.,+ In an influeﬁtial essay on 'the Labour Aristocracy”,

Eric J. Hobsbawm has suggested that there were six criteria which

determined whether or not a pgrticular occupational group belonged to

the 'labour aristocracy'. He listed them' as: level and regularity of

1. James Begg, National Education for Scotland (Edinburgh, 1860), p. 1.

2. WNational Education and the Church of Scotland (Edinburgh, 1868),‘p;18.

.3, Proceedings and Debates of the Free Church of Scotland, 1870, p.248.

4. Sce, for cmample, the letter by 'Bxcelsior' a Tory artisan sltled
'The Suffrage and the Aristocracy of Labour'. Edinburgh Evening
Courant, 31 October 18G6. :
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wages; prospeets of social security; working cqndi;iong (ineluding
treatment by foremen.and masters); relation to the strata 'above' and
'below' them in the soc1a1 hierarchy; living conditions 1n general;
and prospects of future advancement and those of their chlldren.1
Zygmunt Bauman, a Marxist eociologist, while accepting Hobsbawm's
general approach, questions whether the first of Hobsbawm's six criteria
was really the most iwmpectant one.? This criticisia-has been carried.
further by another Labour historian, Henry Pelling, who explains some
of his own objections: 'The firét point to be made is that the wages
of the individual worker do not readily proﬁide us with an index of
his relative aff]uence,'dﬂich ﬁ;;t depend upon the siee of his family,
the earnings,if any, of his wife and children, the ability of his wife
as‘a housekeeper, and his and her financial self-discipline, foreeight,
intelligcnce and temperance.,’

It is very difficult to form an eceeptable definitioq of a 'labour
aristocracy',.and in the mid-Victorian period a 'labour aristocracy'
of Scoctish artisans existed in the sense that ﬁany of them were closer
to the middle class than the unskilled working class in terms of their

social outlook, behaviour and social expectations. Throughout the mid-

and-late Victorian period there were in Scotland as elsewhere in Eu:ope4

1. E.J. Hobsbawm, "The Labour Aristocracy in Nineteenth Century Britain',
' in Democracy and the Labour Movement, ed. John Savile (London 1954) p.202.

2. 2. Bauman, Between Class and Elite (Manchester, 1972), p. 68..

3. 1. Pelling, Popular P011t1cs and Soc1ety in Late Victorian Brltaln
' (London 1968), p. 52.

4, Mitchell and Sterns, op.cit., pp. 145-7.
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great social differences between most of the artisans and the

vast bulk of working people, and Scottish artisans enjoyed a greater

expectation of life than miners and tailors.1

Moreover, the social gradations within the Scottish working class

were seen in the different types of working class housing, and in

. . 2 . '
*iabour ariscocracy' of srtisans and 'the poor'. This pattern was

- still evident invEdinburgh3.and other Scottish cities in the 1880s;

and most, though not all artisans, were specifically identified by

the editor of the Edinburgh Evening Courant in 1866 as an 'aristocracy

- —

‘of labour' by virtue of the fact that they alrcady enjoyed the priv-

ilege of the franchise and lived in superior houses to labourers and

other working class social groups. In so far as the artisans enjoyed

superior housing, education, life expectations4 and life-styles, they -

formed a 'lalour aristocracy' between the unskilled working classes

and the 'industrial bourgeoisie'. It is in this sense that the concept

of the 'iabour aristocracy' is used in the following pages.

In so far as a 'labour aristocracy' existed contemporaries had -

or thought they had - a clear idea of ‘how it operated and regulated its
1. Miner, 1 December 1879; North British Daily Mail, 26 January 1867.
_ 2. 'The Poor of Edinburgh and Their Homes', Edinburgh Evening Courant,
10 December 1866, ‘ :
3. R.Q. Gray, 'Styles of Life, the '"Labour Aristocracy" and Class

Relations in Later Nineteenth Century Edinburgh', Internarional
Review of Social History, Vol. XVIII, 1973, Part 2, p.432,

&h e

M. Anderson, MD., The Duration of Life in Dundee (Duundee, 1883), p. 8.
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its conditions of labour. Trade union 'regulations' were, for ’
example ,described as 'an endeavour to secure a bettér remuneration
for labour by limiting the number of workers, and the amoﬁnt éf
work done by each; in other words by causing an art@ficial §e§urity
of labour'. Artisan trade uﬁionists allegedly believed that 'by

imiting the numbér of apprentices, Sy discouraging overtime and piece-
work,‘by mainfaining the exclusive privilege of tradesmen who have ﬁ

served an apprenticeship, and by securing a minimum wage for every

P

workman wiio practices a trade, an artificial scarcity of labour may
be maintainéd'.l Moreévef, the artisan or 'skilled mechanic' Qas'a
person of whom it behoves .us to speak Qith the consideratioﬁ due to
his not inconsiderable social position, as well as to his newly
acquired‘political importance'. He was 'the spoiled child' of 'the
polltxcal family', and he gained 1mmeasurab1e benefits from 'the| sub-
stantial comforts of 11fe, the consciousness of power and 1nflue1ce
in the State, the means of cultivating his 1nt¢11ect, an open path
through the agency of his'intelligence'.2

.Yet not all artisans were organised in trade unions; and Scottish
trade unionism was still endemically weak. The relativel& iargé number
of artisans in the burghs who already haq the vote in 1866 prévidesf

further evidence to suggest that there was not a direct connection

1. North British Review, Vol. LXVI, No. XuI 1867, p. 26.

[N —

2. Edinburgh Review, Vol. CXXVII, no. 258, 1367, p. 442.

-
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between membership of the 'labour aristocracy' and trade union
nembership. In May 1866 there were 55,515 electors in the burghs
of whon 10,174 belonged to 'the artisan class. Their proportion to
the whole varied in different places, being 207 in Edinburgh, 12% in
Glasgow, 507 iﬁ Elgin burghs'.1 In the burghs with the narrowest
industrial base, where one mipht expect trade unionism to be weakest,
a relatively large number of artisans enjoyed tﬁe privilege of the-
~suffrage.

The 'labour aristocracy' was universally identified with the
artisans; and they were assumed to constitute the main group of
trade unionists (as distinct from the majority of unorganised
labourefs Qbo had no prospect of being able to vote before the Second
Reform Act was passed). Furthermore, occupational, geograpﬁical and
international mobility was an important feature of Scottish labour;2
and a prominent aspect of emigration was the high proportion of
skilled workers who emigrated3 and therefore contributed to what.
has been described as the poor qﬁalicy of labour.4

Consequently trade union organisation was vitiated and emigration
sometimes contributed to the scarcity.bf'skilled labour. ‘This happened

on the Clyde in the early 1870s when there was a shortage of working

1. Lord Advocate's speech, 7 May 1866, Hansard, Vol.CXXXIII, Third Series.

2, T.G. Byers, The Scottish Economy during the 'Great Depression', 1873~
1896, B.Litt. thesis, 1968, University of Glasgow, p. 673. :

3. 1Ibid., p. 155.

4, Tbid., p. 683,

r
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engineers.l' However, skilled workers who emigrated to Canada,
America or Australia sonetimes returned, and in 1876 the Glasgow
Trades Council authorised the return of a hundred masons from the
United States.2

In the 1860s the conditions of the Scottish economy (an economy
peculiarly valnerable to cyclidal_fluctuations of busihess activity
due to heavy dependence on export markets) inhibited the dévelopment'
~of strongly entrenched cfaft unions, and. the protracted decline_ofivM,u
the textile industry and the concohitant sudden and dramatic rise of
heavy industry led to the emergence of a loosely disciplined labour
force of semi-casual wnrkers.3 The shipbuilding industry was the
only majorvbranch of industry in the west of Scotland which sometimes
employed high quality and highly organised labour.4 Even so, ship-
builders sbmetimes had great difficulty in getting particular kinds
of skillgd labour.

In the early 1870s there was an explosion of strikes for shorter
hours and higher wagesS and rhe organised and spontaneous impulses

behind the nine hours movement were the most intense and dramatiec in

1. Ibid., p. 161,

2. North British Daily Mail, 31 August 1876.

3. Fred Reid, The Early Life and Political Development of James Kelr
Hardie, 1856 -1892, Ph.D. thesis, Oxford, 1969, p. 250.

4, Byers, op.cit., p, 683,
5. There were over five hundred.strikes for shorter'hours and/or

“higher wages between 1871 and 1875, and they were reported in
the Yorth British ')ullj Mail .Lu some d\tall-
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nincteenth century trade union history - and labourers and women
were in the forefront of thesé struggles., Trades Councils were often
reluctant to organise women workers‘because of the formidible practical
problems involved in mobilising those who were 'below the social scale';
and in factories and workshops, where there‘was no trade union organ-
isation, employers.prevented potential strikes by conceding wage
increases and shorter hours before workers asked for them. Hundreds:
~ofvstrikeS'were reported in the Press between 1871 and 1874; but . .. . ..
there is little evidence that trade union branches or Trades Councils
were able to absorb the men and women who participated in these spon-
taneous strikes, and, with the onslaught of the 'Great Depression',
their mékesﬁift organisations vanished without a trace. More importantly,
whatever gains had been made by working class militancy were soon wiped
out, and one historian has drawn attention to the thorough setback to
Scottlbh trade unionism during the dncade 1875~ 1885

But if the Scottish trade union movement was very weak by comparison
with its English counterparc, how do we account for the presence of &
*1abour éristocracyﬁ? Partly by recognising that the trade unions did
not use uniform methods to enforce joB;conErol, and partly by examining
the way tradz unions or artisans exploited the scarcity of skilled
labour. In 1876, for example, the Operative Asﬁociation of Masons gave
the empléyers permiscion to employ 'as many apprentices as they chose

provided they were bound for four and not more than five years'.3

R s e et A Rl TR e D R e . AR W s

l. 1Ibid., 4 February 1875,

2, - W.H. Marwxck A Short utstory of Labour in Scotland (Edlnburgh 1967),
p. 47.

3. Glaswow Wee;ﬁy lierald, 21 May 1376.
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Howéver, in.Creenock the organised masons refused to work with
;nobs',l and they enforced the restriction of apprentices to six
for evvery‘journeyman.2 Many groups of organised workers such as
the QOOpers3 and most of the miners were in too weak a bargaining
position to secure job4control; and in Aberdeen the loéal branch of
‘the Association of Joiners and.Carpenters were able to’maintain job=
control without introducing 'forced membership'.4 This type of
evidence reinforces Dr. Hobsbawm's argument thét lésting 36b-control |
did not 'depend on formallinscitutions guch'as apprenticeship qf évé#
trade unions'. Iﬁdeed, job-cohtrol was often secnred 'not so much
through collective bargaining as through a tacit unilateral ihposition ,
of conditions'.5

The numerical weakness of the Scottish trade Qnion'mcvemént was
probably a centrai factor in shaping the working cléss political res-
peanse to Liberaliém, and the organised artisans wefé usually isolated
from the vast majority of thevunskilléd and their families. While
they were able to mobilise thousandé’of unskilled workers during
the Reform crisis of 1865-1867, the trade union moVebent absprbed
very few of them,’ The artisans and the upskilled were 51ienated
from each 6ther by different 1ife¥sty1és and conflicting social
attitudes. While many of the artisans - and particularly those

involved in the labour movement - opted for temperance reform and

1. 1Ibid., 27 May 1876.-

2. 1Ibid., 5 August 1876, - -

~ LK - ‘; ¥ w_ (I "' e ot . ‘

3. 'The Coopers', North British Daily Mail, 4 January 1868,

4. 1Ibid., 23 October 1876. .

5. Eulletin of the Socicsy for the Study of Lahour History No,18, 1969, 52-3.
- - < ’
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membership of one of the Prgsbyterian churches, the'unskilledbcon-
tributedito thé high level of drunkennéss.1

If the 1eadership of the Séoﬁtish labour movement was imore
radical and class conscious' than the English from about 1850, it
was also more distant from the unskilled.2 The unskilled were caught
in a way of life which offered-them littlé other than hard vork and -
drink,3 and they Qere separated from the artisans by a vast .social
<gu1f.4v-Trade union brénches’and Trades Councils always met-in'temfer—~=.
ance hotels;s'and most workihg class leaders had béen temperancg
advocates from at least the Chartist period. Before then whisﬁ;
had disrupted the businesé of trade union organisatioﬁs; and a trade
unioni;t who had been one of several talented leaders of the'Glasgow
Commnittee of Trades' Delegate# subsequently explained that most pf
them>had been 'morally shipwrecked' by drink.6

This was the background against which working'class leaders were

increasingly converted to temperance. By the 18605 temperance was an

1. 'The average quantity of distilled spirits annually consumed by an -
adult male is,in England above 2 gallons; in Ireland, 3} gallons;
and in Scotland no less than 11 gallons,' Edinburgh Review, Vol.C.,
No. 203 1954, p. 60. :

2. Bulletin of the Society for the Study of Labour History, No. 23 1971
p. 82; Reld op. c1t., p. 199,

3, 'If the mid-Victorian years were a gloomy age in the social life of the
’ English poor, they were a black one in.Scotlana', E.J. Hobsbawm,
Industry and Empire (London, 1968), p. 264.

4. H. Mitchell and P.N. Sterns, The European Labor Movement, the Worklng
Classes and the Orlglns of Soc1a1 Democracy 1890~-1914(Illinois. 1971)n 146

5. Throughout the mid-and-late chtorlaq pcrlod the Glasgow Trades Counc11
met rpgularly in Neilson's Temperance Hotel; the Edinburgh Trades Council
shifted, in 1867, from Burden s Coffee House to Buchanan's Temperance

Hotel where it met for the next twenty years; and the Abcrdeen Trades
Councii met in a varlccv of anncran;e uo:e;s. .

6. J.D. Burn, Autobiopraphy of a Beznar.Bov_(Lonc don, 18 951, De.. 1~5' AN

e
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essential attribute of artisan reSpectability,‘and.ih’}870; a
delegate to the Ediﬂburgh,Trades Council defended trade unions
as 'great checks to;drunkénness and immorality'.lﬁ Advocacy of
temberance Qndoubtedly éeﬁar;teﬁ them from {the masseé', and wheqv
“the Reform crisis developed ih 1865 there was.littlc evidence to
.suggzst that the labour movement would be aﬁ}c to mobilise the vast

majority of working peo;le - the unorganised, labouring poor.

1. Minutes of the Edinburgh Trades Council, ed., Ian Macbougall
(Scottish lilstorv Society, 1968), p. xli.
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Liberalism, Parliamentary Reform and the

Scottish National Reform League, 1866-1867

The National Reform League wés foundéd at a public'meeting in
' Sf. Martin's-Hall, London, on 13 May, 1865.1 The formation df a
Scottish League was frustrated by divisions within Liberal and
_ working class organisations and by the inhibiting 'ao polltlcs
rule of many trade unions.2 During the few mnnths between December
1865 and February 1866 George Howell, the national secretary, qnf.“
SQCCeszully tried to‘persuadé leading‘Scottiéh reforméré'té form
a Scottisthepartment of the Nétional Reform League.3 The leading
reformers in Clasgow were not at that stage prepared to join in an
‘agitation for unxversal manhood suffrage.A The horizons of the
Scdttish reformers were stili nafrow, and thé‘majority ofiLibefals‘
would have settled for.household c°uf“r:rage protected by thi ballot.
In October 1365 lenry John Temple Palmerston had dledl Lbrd
John Russell had become Prime Minister a second time, and W1111am
Ewart Gladstone had become leader of.the House of Commons. In 1866
Cladstone introduced a bill to extend the franchise to householders
naying a rent of £7 in the burghs or £14 a year in the countieé.
Thls Bill, while enfranchxslng the better«pa1d artisans in toﬁns,

would have left the mass of workers in town and county voteless

1. F.E. Gillespie, Labour and Politics in England 1850~ 1867
(Durham, 1927), p. 253.

2. See the Report of the Clasgow and West of Scotland Working
Men's Sabbath Protection Association, 1865, p. 16.

3. Sew Geurpge huwell's leciers Lo Georpe Jacksoin, Who was scom

’ to become the secretary of the Scottish National Reform League.

Howell's letters are dated 19 December 1°6S and .24 February
1866,

4. See the political programne of the Glasgow Reform. Unlon in the'
Howell Lozlgucxon. Bxynopsgdtc Inbcxcule, LUﬂdJn.
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‘and would have pfeserved the electoral preponderanee of the middle
class. Nevertheless, the proposal to give votes to some of the
working classes so alarmed 'right-wing Liberals that they joined
with the Tories1 ﬁo deféaf the government.2 Edward Stanley Derby
took office .a third time, and Beujamin Disraeli a third time became
Chancellor of the Exchequer. ' But now the National Reform Leagﬁe
began to mobilise werking class opinion by oréanising public meetings
and trade u&ion conferences.. A period of booming trade and spec-— .
plgtipn had been followed in the»spring of 186€ by a new epiﬁg@?; N
of bankruptcies and uncmployment, WideSpread‘distress; coinciding
with the rejection of Gladstone's Reform bill, led to a partial
revival of the old Chartist spirit. London working men‘assembled
in their tens of thousands to hear speeches by trade union leaders.
like George Odger, W.R. Cfemer, or by the popular radical free;.
thinking or;tor, Charles Bradlaugh; to pass resolutions demanding
nothing‘less than manhood suffrage and the ballot; and to chee:
thé name of Gladstone, though he had in fact proposed nothing of
tﬁe sort., mWhpn forbidden by the government to meet in Hyde Park,
the demonstrators three down the railings and entered.3 In the
north of Engiand still‘larger demonstrations took place, at which

resolutions in favour of manhood suffrage and the ballot, incon=-

1. The word Tnrry rather than Consgrva iye was gﬁed by all.Sc%tgish
Liberal newspapers, and even the editor o é Tory-oriente

Edinburgh Evening Courant restricted his use of the word Con~
servative to editorial comment. In the text of this and other
chapters historical rather than contemporary usage of the word
Tory will be followed. '

. Gillespie, op.cit., p..262.

Royden Harrison, Before the Socialists: Studies in Labour and

Politics 1861-1821 (London, 1963), p. &2.
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gruously coupled with the name of Gladstone, were passed'by

enthusiastic audiences.

In 1865 thé structure of some Scotﬁiéh i;bodr organisations
carrespondéd to an earlier phase 6f industrialisation,1 and the
Trades Counciis in Glasgow and Edinburgﬁ Qere stiil Boﬁhd by
constitutions which contained a 'no polltlcs cléuse.z‘ Under the
1mpact of mass azitat ion in England for a new Reform 81113 Scottiéh
labour organlsaflnns became 1ncreas1ng1v caught up in the struggle
for Parllamentaﬁ) reform and 1n 1866 the Edlnburgh Trades Councxl
took the initiative in organlslng a mass reform demonstr_atwn4 and
iu 1867 the Glasgow Trades éouncil adopted a new constitution.S
By Feb“uary 1868 the Glasgow Trades Council were dlscuss1ng the
possibi 1 ty of returnlny workxng men to the House of Commons.6

In Aberdeen Sir James Elphinstone, the Tory candidate,’ ‘told
a meeting ofielectoié that’heihad no‘sbjecﬁion‘in ﬁrinciple ﬁo a
Reforn Blll but, whlle Cladstone s Bill stlpulated a £7 burgh
fLanchlse , there was 'no prxncxple in it - nothlng to keep you
from 2 £6 ‘r~nchls-, aqd after th=t a ‘5 ranchise, down tc a £1

franchise and ultlmately un1vcrsa1 suffrage, or swamping by

1. In the west of Scotland the miners were still practising
what the Webbs characterised as 'primitive democracy' such
as the rotation of chairman at trade union meetings. See
reports in the North British Daily Mail for 1865 and later,

2, Report of the Glasgow and West of Scotland Working Men's
Sabbath Protection Association, Glasgow, 1865, p. 16 and
the Rcport cf the Edinburgh Rest Day Association, Edinburgh,
1865, p. 10.

3. Harrison, op. clt., PP, 94-5,

4. Edinburgh Evening Courant, 22 Octuber 1860,

5. Glasgow Sentinel, 17 August 1867., '

"~ 6. IDld., 22 February 1868, ’
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democtacy'.1 in Montrose Mr. W.E. Baiter,‘M.P., who was
considered to be a 'very advanced Liberal indeed', told a
large reform deménstration that the men who were 'marching
in processioﬁ through our large towns' were artigans, and
that they werev'the'men who manage the great co-operative
societies, who read the penny newspapers, who are qﬁite as
intelligent, and much more independent than thousands of
small traders enfranchised at present.‘ But‘this very
advanced Liberal was not brebaréd to go beyondléﬁpborting
the enfranchisement of the artisans;‘and.he was concerned
that in the absence of ag_'extensive énfranchisément of the
skilled workmen' 5 revolutionary situation might develop.2
'We do not want', he said, 'a repetition of the excitement;‘
which so néarly brought disaster upon. us five—and-thirty years
ago. If you refuse a request so reasonable, do you imagine
that a far more ugly rush will ﬁot soon be made, before
which all &our favourite barricades will be borne away?'3

In 1866 the Scottish working classes were ap;thetic abput
politics,y as they weré about their social conditions., This
dilemma was resolved by a combination of fortuitous circumstances
from the closing months of 1866 onwards, including a severe

econcmic depression, the mass agitations of English werking

men for Parliamentary reform4 and the derogatory remarks made

1. Edinburgh Evening Courant, 9 May 1866,
2. 1Ibid., 30 November 1866, .

3. Dundee Advertiser, 30 November 1866,
4. Gillespie, op.cit., p. 270.
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in the House of Commons about the 'venal, vile and ignorant'
working classes.1

The Scottish National Reform League was founded at a public

meeting in Bell's Hﬁtel, Glésgow, on 17 Septembef,1866 against

a backcléth of mOuniing &iscontent, poverty and unemployment.

The reformers in Glasgow adopted severai resolutions identifying
thenselves with the National Reform League, the principle of
manhood suffrage protected by the ballot, and a great Scottish
" reform demonstrciion was to be addressed by John Bright, Edmund
Beales, the Scottish Liberal M,P.'s and othér prominent reformers.2
Though the leading reformers in the Scottish National Reform
Lecaguce had been stung by critical corments about the apathy and
ignorance of the working classe§ made in the llouse of Commons,
they were nevertheless modérate reformers. However, if the
propertied classes were to be pressurised into granting a limited
franchise, the moderate reformefs had still to create a mass
working class movement. But a mass working class movement is,

in a period of grisis and social tension, easier\tb create than
control. A sign of the dominant role to be occupied by the
artisans in the struggle for a new Reform Bill was indicated

by the invitation to 'all trade, provident and other temperence

societies' to attend the proposed Reform demonstration in

3
Glasgow.
1. Edinburph Evening Courant, 12 Scptembeor 1925,
2. See the pamphlet, The Great Refo orm Demonqtratlon at Glasgow,

- 16 October 1866. .
3. North British Daily Mail, 18 Scpt“nbcr 1866,
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Whether a revolutionary spectre threatened the established
social order or not, the great majority of Scottish Liberal
M.P.'s supported the enfranchisement of the artisans.1 In late
1866 the artisans had been so angered by derogatory remarks about
the working classes that their innate class-consciousness had
reached a high pitch of inten#ity, and they were therefére pre-
pared to inyolve the unofganised and the unskilled workers in
mass reform demonstrationé.z Contemptuoué Parliamentary
criticism of working class apathy had the‘unsought fesult, 
of unleashing popular energy, a rising wave of m#ss discontent,
and new social and political‘expectétions. Confronted‘by a
situation of acute social tension, independent LiBerals like
Duncén McLarén decided‘to support working class agitations
for Parllamentary reform in a perhaps desperate attempt to
keep work1ng class revolt undet the control of local L1beral .
Commlttees, rather than :ad1c311se vorking people st111 fu:ther
by intransigent opposition. As middle class Liberals wére not
aiways willing to do so by supporting the popular agitations
for manhood suffrage, they could not be accepted by the
working class movement as leaders of a movement fof Pafliamehtafy
feform. Where middle class Liberals like James Moir became:
leaders of local branches of the Scottish National Refofvaeague,

they had to pa, lip-service to the demand for manhood suffragé.a

1. On related pfoblems in England see 'Revolution in Relation
~ to Reform' in Royden Harrison, Before the Socialists:
‘Studies in Labour and P011t1cs 1861-1831 (London, 1965).

pp, 78-1136,
2. The Great Reform Demonstration at Glasgow, 16 ‘October,
1866,
3. APP&ndiK 1. CGLrIGh nat;cﬁal Pcforﬂ Leaguc., Addrcss by_
ti C UﬁCll to the People of Scotland.

the Lixec
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The greatest political demoﬁstration that Scotland had evef‘
seen was witnessed in the city of Glasgow on 16 October, 1866,
A procession of thirt& tﬁousand people stretched along the streets
of Gla%gow for five miles{ and ; mass denmonstration §f an estimated
200,000 people was addressed by John Bright, Edmund‘Beales, GCeorge
Potter, E:nest Jones, George Newfon, John P;oudfoot and Alexander

MacDonald. Resolutions were passed unanimously calling for manhood

suffrage and the secret ballot; and Ernest Jonas told the demon~ -

strators that 'ﬁhe voice of .the people was the voice of God'.
Ceorge.Newton, secretary of the Glasgow Trades Council, expressed
the militant sentimeénts of thousands of working pecople when ﬁe
declared that the question of Parliamentary reform had been too
leng ignored. 'They had been mere puppets in tﬁe hanas of the

, pa;tles ever since the last Reform Bill', he continued, 'And it
was time now that they should take the matter 1nto their 3wn
hands. They did not need to despair. Glgantlc monopolies had
fallen before the trumpet blast of the peopie's breath, and it
would be the case again/.

Working class leaders linked the demand for manhood.suffrage
to revw expectationé‘of social reform, and their hopes were
encouraged by 'the old Chartiét Braﬁors.'z In the giant reform -
deménstration of 16 October a group of obérativé masons carried

a banner inscribed with the words: 'Nine houts - a new era in the

1. North British Daily Mail, 17 October 1866.
2. Thomas Johnston, The llistory of the Working Classes in
Scotland (Glasgov, 1920), p. 260, : :
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history of labour'.} The artisans were interested in Parliamentary
reform as a means towards social legislation beneficial to the

. 2 ' ' '
worklng classes,

In contrast to'Glasgow, where middle class radicals like James

.. 3 : 4 5 ' 6

Moir,™ George Jackson,. John Burt,” and Robert Cochrane were
leading figures in the local branch of the Scottish National Reform

League, Edinburgh had no middle class radicals who were ptepa;ed

to place themselves at the head of a movement for Parliamentary .

reform. . When a meeting of the 'parties favourable,tq,?arliamentéry.t:

reform' was held in Buchanan's Tempérance Hotel on 6 October, the
principle of manhcod suffrage was‘adopted as the basis of pobul#r
agitation.7 As Duncan McLaren and other leading Liberals were
strongly opposed to manhood suffrage, they were throwh into a
dilemma by this deCisibn. Consefquently they coulq not lead the
movement for Parliamentary ref;rm, and they could not altvgéther
divorce themselves from it either. On 20 October the adjourned
meeting of 'tradesmen and others', represgﬁting nineteen trade
unions, and a few Libecals appointed a committee to corganise a
‘reform demonstration in Edinburgh similar to that which lately

took place in Glasgow.s This comnlttee secured the support of

Duncan McLaren and co—operated W1th the Trades Council in organls1ng

1. North British Daily Mail, 17 October 1846,

2, This was also the case in England. Gillespie, op.cit., p. 282,
3. Obituary notlce, Glasgow Weekly Mail, 6 December 1880.

4, Obituary notice, North British Daily Mail, 31 August 1885.

5. Profile, The Bailie, 22 October 1873. C

6. OBituary notice, North British Daily Mail, 18 June 1897.

7. Edinburgh hvenlrg Courant, 8 October 1866, :

8. Thid., 22 Vovember 1866.
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aﬁd con;ributing towards the cost of erecting platforms in
Queen's Park.1 But the studious reluctance ofvmiddle class
Liberals publicly,td associate themselvesbwith the mass agitation
for manhood suffrage delayed the formation of a local branch of
the Scottish National Reform League.

A small but enthusiastic meéting of the supporters Sf
Parliameatary reform was'held in the Music lall, Aberdeen,
on 17 October, when resolutions were passed supporting registered,
residential manhood éufftage, the protection ~f the ballot ‘and
bécking the members of Parliament for the cit& and the county.
Mr, Dugwall Fordyce, the member fof the city, told the meeting
that he could not be bound by any of the resolutions, Nevertheless,
He stported 'a large extension of the suffrage - Such an extension
as would completely enfranchise the middle classes, and give the

[ [ L 2
working classes a fair share of the representatlon'.

®

~ An Aberdeen branch of the Scottish National Reform Leagﬁe was ,“

then forﬁed.3 The Aberdeen Tradeé Couhcil had not yet Béen 
reformed, and there waé no working claés‘organisation in existence
to mbbilise and co—drdinéte working class and middle‘class opinion
on the reform question. The Agérdéén branch of the Scottish
National Reform League was to réméih a weak and inéffective body;

and it failed to exert any pressure on the local Liberal committees.

1. Ibid., 8 November 1866,
- 2, Dundee Advertiser, 19 October 1866,
3, Ayr Advertyecer 20 Octobar 1864,

-

-
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Along the ﬁorth-east coast the novement fcr Parliamentary
reform had been iﬁitiated by the East of Scotland Reforn
Associatioﬁ;l This organisation,.with headquarters in ﬁundee;
haé cormitted itself to 'obtain such a measure of Parliamenfarf
reform‘as'ﬁill'allow the ﬁorking classes to enjoy a muéh largér
share in the repreeentatlon of the couhtry than they have at
present'.2 By then the'Auchtermuchty Reforn Associgtion had
criticised the Eqst.of Scotland Reform Association for'béing‘sd‘
mddéfaté_in their objectiVés;”and they had’deé{ded tbljbiﬁ‘bffh'
Edmﬁnd Beales and the men of Glésgow, Leeds and London in
agitating fofynothingiless than 'registered, residential
manhood suffrage'.3 The schisms in the Parliamentary reform
movenent in the nofth—east/were‘referred to by the editor of

the Dundee Advertiser:

With the greatest respect and deference to the Auchtermu chty
reformers, we think that they misinterpret the character of

the East of Scotland Reform Associlation which was intended to

be a union nct of extreme men and representatives of the working
classes alone, but of all classes of reformers, including the
upper and niddle classes anxious to see an extension of the fran-
chise to the working men. ... tie Auchtermuchty men would exclude
earnest and sincere reformers who cannot agree to manhood suffrage
as well as others who conscientiously disapprove of the ballot.%

A deputatlon from the East of Scotland Reform Association had, inifaét,l
no dlfflculty in persuading the Dundce WOrklng Men's Association to .
accept their policy; and the agitations of the artisans in the Dundee

Working

1. Dundee Advertiser, 26 October 1866, ‘
2. The Last of Scotland Reform Association was llsted in thL datlonalr
Refovnt League's complete 1isi of UlduLuLb for looo as a DLduLH OL

the Scottish National Peform League.- :
3. Dunfermline Press, 26 October 18606,

4. Dundeae Advcrtlber, 26 ﬂctober 1666.
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_Men's Association were sufficient to dispel working class apathy
about social and political questions.1 A few weeks later a
branch of the East of Scotland Reform Association waé formed
in Hontrose, where artisans joined Qitﬁ local émploygrswand
middle class Liberals in calling for a modetate extenéion Qf
the franchise to some of the working c1asse$.2

In Edinburgh a militant working‘ciass'movement was not so- .
easily appeased_by middle,class‘Liberals. Indeed.the disagréeﬁenE§
between trade unionists and middle class Libgfals were*brouéht -
into tﬂe open at the‘giant deﬁonstr&tions for Parliamentary‘;eform _
at Queen's Park on 17 October. Dunéan_McLéren and Mf. Miller, the
‘members of Parliameﬁt for tﬁe city of Edinbufgh,,told an au&ience,
estimgted at 40,000 people that they could not support a Qemand
for manhood suffrage (as distinct from an extension of th frén-

chise) as the working classes were insufficiently educate,\.3

er.‘Campbell, the editor of the Glasgow Sentinel, advo;ated

manhood suffrage aﬁd deniedvthe trqth of Duncan McLareﬁ's rémarks;v
épd McLaren retéfted that 'the working men of Edinburgh afe’not

the working men of the United Kingdor;xf Wé kngw from stétistics

of the»Registrar-Ceﬁeral what a large pefrentage~in the sistgr.

» * ' ’ ) : ‘ L 4 [3 J L4 ‘ ' N 4
countries cannot sign their own names to their marriage certificates'.

1. Dundee Advertiser, 13 November 1866,

2. 1Ibid., 23 November 1866, : o ' -

3. Edinburgh Evening Courant, 19 November 1866. A o

4, Since a separate Scottish Reform Bill was required and
intraduced in the House of Commons on 13 May 1867, Mclaren's
'explanation' was less than convincing. The Scottish Reform
Bill was given the Royal assent on 13 July 1868. ' '

. e it e




37.

Mr. William Troop, of the Edinburgh Trades Codncil, said;
'Givé us a Parliament elected by manhood suffrage, and we
’will soon educate the working classes'. But Mr. Miller,
M.P. observed 'They had to proéure a system of education
which they had not at present, and they would not have ;hat
system until they had a reformed House of Commons'.1

Liberals who supported mass demonstrations and meetings
for Parliamentary‘reform-without advocating manhood‘suffrage
haa céntriﬁuéed, though ;nwittinélﬁ, to the development of.;v‘.“
situation that sometimes looked as though it might get out of
control. By early November, a Téry daily newspaper compared the
situation to 'that which pfeceded in France the Revolution of
1848', and added that 'those who shrink from public duty because
to discnarge it would outrage their sgnsibilities, may discover
their error when it is too late for penitence and clearer know=

ledge to repair it’.z A few weeks later even the sober and

moderate Dundee Advertiser issued a warning in very emphatic

terms:

it is evident that the subject must soon be
removed from the area of Parliament, if the
various classes of the community are to live
in harmony together., Longer delay will only
‘excite more intense animosity on the part of -
those who are denied what justly belongs to
them; and scrupulous agitors will arise to

" widen th. breach which already exists. It
is time the agitation were set at rest by a
measure which will satisfy the wants of this
generation, The regular business of the country
will never be satisfactorily carried on while
the question is undigposed of.3

.

Scotsman, 19 November 1866,
rdiwnburgh kvenine Courant, 9 November 1866.

C N =
.

-

Sundee advetiiser, o7 wovember 1866, : L e e e i
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But while those Liberal M.P.s who refuscdrto caupaign for
manhood suffrage werec being criticised by grade,unionists, the
Whig faction at Edinburgh had decided "to oust Mr. McLaren and
his party from the share they have acq&ired in the representation
of the city'.1 Conflicts within the Liberal Party were therefore
contributing to the gene;al social and political instability un-~
leashed by the agitation for Parliamentary reform.

By the beginning of 1867 there were signs of acute sociai‘
fehsibns in Scottish society, and the conflict bétween thé.\
defenders of the stétus quo and the forces of Parliamentar&
reform had reached an impasse. Judged by their specches, the
great majority of Scottish M.P.s were clearly prépared‘to accept
~a limited enfranchisement of the artisans,but by then controversy'
and agiratiﬁn were raging around the future role of working class
electors with;n a Parliamentary democracy., In a lecture in the
Edinburgh Working Men'stIub on 3 January, 1867, Professor Blackie,.
a soméwhaf unorthodox Tory,2 said he 'wpuld'rather have no Reform
Bill at all than one in the direction of manﬁood suffrage. He did
not begrudge better reprcsentatipn tp-the working clas§, duly
checked and cbntrolled; he did not'grudge them representation, he

only refused them domination'.3 On the following evening Ernest

Jones replied to Professor Blackie's lecture on democracy before

1. Edinburgh Evening Courant, 22 December 1866.
2. 1ln 18385 Professor Blackie defended the crofters in a book

entitled The Scottish Highlanders and the Land Laws (London).
3. Edinburgh Lvening Courant, 4 January 1567.
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the same audience., MHe criticised Professor Blackie;s assuaption
that democracy meant the rule of the working’classcs, to the
exclusion of all others ~ and particularly his tendency to equate

"the working classes with a mob, the okoos, and not the denos.

Creeck denocracy neant nnt the rule of a class, but of a nation.

. m
Zut lor

boe

es and Liberals had 2 tendency to cquate manhood suffrage
with majority rule, the rule of a cla" s; and Erncst Jones and ‘the
najority of trade unionists in the- Scottish Natioaal Reforu League
piﬁned their hopes on manhood suffrage as a 1e§er waich they could
use to inaupurate a comprehensive prograiuie of social reform
related to the necids of working pcople.z

The rute of the 'nation' was precisely what the'possessing
classes feared most, and their fears were reinforced by working
class.demcnstrations and extra-Parlianentary activity. Morcover,
extra-Parixancn tary act1v1t/ st;ffened the resistance of those
spokesnen of the possessing classes who were ambivalent about
what form any extension of the franchise ought to assume."Many
defenders of the status quo thought that the controversy over
Pa;liamentary reférm had'reached.é c%;cial and decisive stégé;
and Blackwood's reflected the intranéigent mood of 'many Scottish
Tories when it attacked popular’deménstra;ions as 'dangerous and

inconvenient'; tue coercion of Parliament was tantamount to

rebellion and intolerable; 'the respectability of London' had

-

1. North British Daily Mail, 5 January 1867.

. See tue comients of Quinbutgﬁ trade unionists at the November
reform demonstration quoted in the Edinburgh Lvenlng Courant,
10 nOVLMLLr che
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repudiated Fergus 0'Connor previously and would similarly .
repulse anybmqb that the latest réformers might.assemble.1
The National Reform League kept up a constant agitation

for manhood sgffrage, and they concentraied on mébi1i31ng
working people to p;gssugise'the Covernment into granting an
extension of the franchise.2 In Dumfries a iarge demonstration
of working people reprcéenting twénty oneﬁtrade unions began'
the new year by passing resolutions deﬁanding 'régistered,

l residential manhood suffrage, protected by the'Ballot';3,

As a result of a deputation from the National Reform Léague,
led By Mantle and Oégérs_in London, a decision was taken to
form a Dumfries bfanch of the Scottish National Reform League.6
However, the judicial decision handed down in January in the
case of Hornby v, Close, depriving the trade unions of légal‘
protection for their accumulated funds, soon provided trade

unionists with a new reason for agitating for Parliamentary

reform.5 ‘In any case the Glasgow Weekly Herald observed that

the working classes had been in 'a state of chronic agitation'
sincé thé failure of Gladstone's Bill, but it advised the demon;
stréforsAthét lesser claims in fact meet a bettgr reception.
Ihdeed‘demahds.for manhoodksuffragc - 'this old banner of democracy'

served only to repel the middle classes,®

1. Dlackwood's,January 1867, p. 132,

2, Gillespie, op.cit., pp. 259-62.

3. Dumfries and Galloway Courier, 2 January 1867,

4, rinutes of tne National Kerorm League, 2 January 1867, uowell
Collect1ion, Bishopsgate Institute, London.,

" 5. Sidney and Beatrice Webb, The History.of Trade Unionism (London,
1894), pp. 26264, '

6. Clasgow Weckly Herald, 5 January 1867,
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Scottish trade unionists were now earnestly organising
themselves fof a prolonged struggle for Parliamentary reform,
and on 6 January Ernest Jones addressed a crowded meeting in
the Coﬁnty Hotel, Selkirk,»pn 'democracy' at the request of
the Selkirk Working Meﬁ's Reform Committee. Jones had resigned
from the National Reform League in May, 1866, over their decision

to support Mr, Gladstonéis~3111 inctead of adhering to tﬁe originai
programme of manhood suffrage.1 lle now told hiz Selkirk audience
he- 'would not galnsay any measure that would ~dmit any proportion '~
of the worklny classes to the elective franchlse provided it did
not tend to increase the present relative dlsproportlon b§
admlttlné a greéﬁer rumber of the upper and middle classes now
holdinﬂ no'qualifications'. He concluded by Qréiné workingrmen

to restrict their agitation to moral persuas1on, ‘and he 'caufioned
then‘analnst anyone who would insinuate the propr1ety of adopting
any course that mlght lead to the\slxghtest violation of law and
order’,?

In January and February the Scottish Natiénal Réform League
grew by leaps'andvboﬁnds. On 29 January, George Jackson,.the
secretary of the League, reporté& tb'a meeting of the General
Council in the League's Glasgow offices, that they now had a
total membership of 6,534. Moreovér, many new branches of the League

were in the process of formation, and 'deputations from the General

Council were appointed to wait on various trades for the purpose of

P oy A4

-

1, Gillespie, op.cit., p. 260,
2, Edinburgh Evening Courant, 8 January 1867,
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qucstion'.1 It was clear from George Jackson's report that the
east of Scotland Reform Union had kepf aloof from the Scoftish.
National Reform Lea_gue.2

On 28 January the East of Scotland Reform Union held a
meeting in Dundee 'chiefly composed of working men', and the
cutcome was that a totally middle class lead;rship Qas elected
and entrustad with the future business of the organi;ation.
The office-bearers of this Reform Union were frovost Parker;

Mr, Latto, the editor of the Dundee Advertiser, and Liberal

members of Parliament such as C. Carnegie, W.E. Baxter, J.D.
Nicol, &. Kianaird and E_Ellice, As.the object of the East
of Scotland Reform Union was defined as 't§ give the working
classes a larger share in the representation of the country',
and as the artisans in Dundee were at'that time less militant
than their counterparts in Glasgow or Edinburgh, the Liberal
M.P.s in the‘north-east had no difficulty in imposing their
leadership on/;redominantly workingAclass'movement for
?arliamentéry.reform.3 By then they had between 400 and 500
members.a In Glasgow the Scottish National Reform League had

enrolled 400 new members among the bricklayers, slaters, hatters.

and engineers within a few days.5

1, GClasgow Weekly Mail, 2 February 1867,

2, Ibid,, 2 February 1867.

J¢ Duudee Advertiser, 25 January 1807,

4, Ldinburgh Evening Courant, 1 February 1867,
*5, Glaspow Sentinel, 2 Pebruary 1867, '
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On 6 Febfuary the Edinbufgh Trédes Council formed a local:
branch of the Scottish National Reform League'.1 At this stage
of the agitation for Parliamentgfy reform few middle class Liberals
were willing to associate with the local working class leadefs, and
the Liberal-dominated town council'was hostile towards such agitations.
A deputation appointed at a previous meeting said they had waited
upon the Lord Provost and he had confirmed their 1nformat10n tbat
'a large body of pollce had beén secreted in a brewery' durlngvtheir
Reform demonstration oh 17 November 'without the knowledge bf'thef
tfades, a;d that these police constables were supplied with bcer'.2
As well as expressiﬁg strong indignation about the action of ﬁhe
'Lbrd Provost, the members appointed a deputation 'to represent
the trades of Edinburgh at the demonstration in Lbndon'.3

Meanwhile, the General Council of the Scottish Natioﬁil Reform
League in Clasgow, enrolled new members among potters, po ‘er-loom
dreésers, boxmakers, cabinetmakers, glaziers, nailers and cotton-
spinners, and they organised deputations to join the demonstration
in~London.4 The coal miners in the small town of Rutherglen, who
had, together with the Scottish miners as a whole, hitherto held
aloof from agitations for Parlxamentary rcform, appointed Mr. John

Muir, a veteran miners' leader, to represent them in the Glasgow

branch of the Scottish National Reform League.5 At the same time,

1. Gillespie, op.cit., p. 275,
2. Scotsman, 7 February 1867,
3. Edinburg Qﬂgggp1n~ Courant, 7 February 1867.

4, North | Brltlsh Daily ‘Mail, 6 February 1867,
5. Glasgow Sentinel, 9 February 1867.
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the Glasgow reformers discussed 'the importance of the Irish
question' and the urgent need for all reformers .and radicals

to work together, The Glasgow Sentinel, the organ of the

Scottish miners,‘argued that 'the morality' of the middle class
was 'so bad' that a;y political change wﬁich took exclusive power
out of theif hands was to be welcomed.1 Scofland, like Britain
as a whole, was in political turmoil, and many sober and hard-
headed politicians and newspaper editors were afraid of the con~
sequences of prclonged oppositidn to a 'reasonable measure' of
Parliamentary feform.

At this point Derby and Disraeli determined to resolve the
serious situation in the country and 'to dish the Whigs' by
bringing in a wider measure of reform than that offered by .
Russell and GladscOne.2 After much Cabinet dissension Disraeli
in February, 1867, introduced a Bill enfranchising all householders
in the burghs,éubject to two years' residence, and-those householders
in the counties who paid £15 a year 6r'more in rates, At the same
time he proposed to give an extra vote to person; paying 20s a
year in direct taxes or possessing certain educational qualificatioﬁs.
This dual vote, added to the plural vote already enjoyed by-tgose who
owned property in different constituencies, would have gone far to
neutralise the concession of the franchise to urban workers. Never-

theless on 2 March three Tory ministers, including Robert Cecil,

Viscount Cranborne, the future Marquis of Salisbury, resigned on

l. Ibid., 2 February 1867.
2. Robert Blake, Disraeli, (London, 1966), p. 474.
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the ground that the Bill provided insufficient safeguards for
property.1

A meeting of the Kilmarnock branch of the Scottish National
Reform League;was held in the Crown Inn Hail on ?O February, and
a report was heard %;om the delegates who had represented them at
the Reform demonstration in London. A resolution was carried
expressing strong disapproval of the Gerrnment's Reform Bili,
and instructing tﬂe local leadership to prouote and intensify
the Reform movenent in Kilmarnoék.2 In Dundee the Rev. William
Sharwan addressed a meeting on 26 February, and he moved a re-
solution denouncing 'the franchise concession’ to the working
classes as being 'so paltry' as to call into question the
competency of 'the presenc‘Government to settle the Reform;
question'.3 "On 30 February a meeting.of the Reform Committee
in Creciaock adopted a resolution 'to the effect that the'
Covernment's measure of reform Qas inadequate to the working
classes and unjust in not giving additional‘members to Scotland!.4
By March the protests against the Government;s failure to
produce an adequate méasure of Parliamentary reform were reaching
a crescendo, apd thinly veiled threats of physical force were
being voiced by working class leaders., In Edinburgh, for example,
the chairman of the local branch of the Scottish National Reform

League told the members at a meeting on the Reform Bill 'the

1, Harrison, op.cit., pp. 124=5,
2. Ayr Advertiser, 21 February 1867,
3. Claspow Sentinel,.2 March 1867.
4. Worth British Daily Mail, 2 March 1867.
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enla;gement of the franchise depended very much on the
-unfranchised themselves'.1 On this occasion several advanced
Liberals and Liberal town councillors attended the meeting of
the working class reformers on the Tory Reforn Bi11.2

A ueeting of the Hawick branch of the Scottish National
Reform League.was held in the Towﬁ Hall on 19 March, and Mr.
Charles Hunﬁer, a stocking-maker, was voted to the chair,
Mr. Hunter told the meeting that: 'For his part, hé had no
faith in either Whig or Tory - tge only difference betweeﬁ th€
two was, that while the Tories promised something and gave
nothing, the Whigé made great promises, but never fulfiiled
one of them'., Mr, R, Ewan, a manufacturer, was elected to.
represent them at the national coﬁference of the Scottish National
Reform Leagﬁe in Glasgow in two days time.3 A meeting of fhe
Dumfries and Gallowéy branch of the League was held in the Working
Men's Institute, Dumfries, on 24 March, and a resolution was
carried condemning the Government's Reform Bill.a

A national delegate conference of the Scottish National
Reform Leégué on the pfoposed Refo{m Bill for Scotland was held
"in Glasgow on 21 March. Councillor Burt presided, and he said

they now had thirty branches and almost 10,000 members in Scotland.

2, Edinburgh Evening Courant, 14 March 1867,
3. Ibad., 21 tlarch 1867,
4, Dumfries and Gallowav Courier, 25 Marech 1847,

-
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The Conference was hardly begun before the advocates of

'physical force' and the advocates of 'moral force' were

engaged in a heated d1scu531on about the future pollcy of
the League. The Rev, William Sharman, Aberdeen, counselled
the delegates 'to organise themselves so that if occasion
required it they would be able to dé their duty as citizens

of a country whose freedom had been won not by soft speaking,

but by men who had in former days shed their blood. He believed - =~ -

that they would get no real Reform Bill from either Whigs or
Tories unless it was seen that justice must be done. The only
free nation was an armed nation, and he would counsel them when

they went home to their several districts not only to organise

Reform leagues, but to join rifle corps and drill themselves

Wello '1

M, B.F. Dun2 had worked hard behind the scenes .o
persuade the Glasgow reformers ﬁot to allow Sharman to speak

at the national delegate conference;3 but Sharman's call for
the use of 'physical force' wasg received with warm applause.
Dun, referring to the remarks of ;hé Rev, Sharman, said he was
of the opinipn that 'Reform must be tarried by moralymeans, and

that in the exact proportion of brute force used their moral

influence would be lessened'. But Mr., John !cAdam,a veteran'-

} Chartist, asked the conference 'to recollect whether any reform

1. Glaspow Wéeklv Herald, 23 March 1867.

2. B.F. Dun was a veteran Edinburgh teacher and radical, Ih

1832 he presented William Cobbett with an address asking
him 'to defend the cause of the woern class', William
Cobter, Rural Rides, ed. by G.D.l. and uahgaret Cole (London,
1930), pp. 771-76.

3. Clasgo" Vieekly Pcrald 30 Narch 1867.
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had been accomplished in this country save under brute force'.!
llowever, the conference ended in harmony when a resolution

moved by LCunn and seconded by Shérman was carried unan{mdusly
demanding manhood suffrage, protected by the ballot, aﬁd.ré-
affirming thé belief that 'the people are the source of all
political power'. The conference was followed by a public
weeting in the evening, which was addressed by lr. Dalglish, -
the member of P;rliament for the‘city of Glasgow.. Dalglishv
wanted them to accept the present Reform Bill and to‘Sdppdré'
the 'extreme portion of the Liberal Party who were going to improve.
the Rill in committée and use it as the thin 'edgg of the wedge'
‘towards 'a much mor; liberal and much better reﬁresentation'.
But once again working class leaders advocated physical f@rce
as an alternative ﬁo their dependence on Parliamentary maAdeuvre.
Mr. George Ross, a prominént member of the Glasgow Trades\Council,
addressed his audience:

Unless they got a voice in the Government of the

country, he would go to the length of denying they

had a right to be called upon to pay taxes ... and

while it was a strong thing to-introduce physical

-force into any question, he had only this to say,.

that before any great reforms were carried out in

this country, there had been very nigh a revolution,

At the same time a meeting oﬁ fﬁe question of Parliamen;ary

reform was held in Perth, where a branch of the Sccttlsh Natlonal

Reform League was formed and resolutlons passed demandlng reglstered-

id,, 23 March, 1847, . '
t ritis h aily Mail, 22 Harch 1867,
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‘residential manhood suffrage, the protection of the ballot and
a re&istribution of Parliamentary seats.1 ‘In Sélkirk the
local brénch of the League passed resolutions condemning the
Government and demanding manhood 5uffrage and the ballot.2 At
a meeting of the Working Men's Reform Cormittee in Dalkgith on
10 April a resolution supporting the use of 'physical force' was
only narrowly defeated.3 By contrast a meeting of the predominantly
middle class Greenock Reform Committee held a 1argé public méeting |
ip.tﬁé Town ﬁall on 5 Apéil, andAtﬁcy had no difficulty ihAg;iﬁiﬁg”
approval for their éritical support of the Government's Reform Bill
subject to 'the introduction' of 'a liberal lodger franéhise'.
Moreover, the comments of James Stewart, the main speaker, :
repudiating the Rev. Sharman's recent advocacy of 'physical
force' were'welcomed.a

In Kirkintilloch 'a numerously attended and enthusiastic meeting'
of the local branch of the Scottish National Reform League unanimously
passed a resolution declaring that 'no measure shall be considered
finallwhich is not based on the principle ofrmanhood suffrage’,
The Kirkintilloch men were sufficiently worried by the échisms
in the Scottish movements to‘pass ; second resolution pointing

out 'the duty of all true reformers to join the Scottish National

1. Glasgow Sentinel, 23 March 1367.
2, Edinburgh Evening Courant, 2 April 1867,
3. Dbalkeith llerald, 12 April 1867,
4,. North British Daily Mail, 6 April 1867,

-
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Reform League'-.1 In Kilmarnock the Trades Council took the
initiative in organising the delegate conférence of all the
branches of the Reform League in Ayrshire.z

The Ayrshire delegate conference of the Scottish National
Reform Leagﬁe was held in the Temperance Hall, Kilmarnock, on
13 April, and a resolufion supporting the principle of ﬁanhood
suffrage was carried unahi@ously. Ceorge McEwan moved, and
Matthew Todd seconded, a resolution asking the conference to
Sﬁppéft 'an honest Reform Bill' emanating from either of the
parties in the House of Commons, An amendment, moved by Georgeb
Jackson, the Scottish secretary, and seconded bv Charles Johnstone,
declaring that the House of Commons had forfeited the confidence
of the people, was lost by 5 votes to 8., One delegate ;old the
delegates that 'he had shouldered a pike on behalf of reform, and
if the Bill, which the'convention refarred to by Mr, Jackson
might draw up, was thrqwn out by Parliament, he would shoulder
a pike again',: The conference, however, repudiated 'ph&sical
force' and passed a resolution calling on all reformers in
Ayrshire in the event of a genggal glection 'to organiée.Assoc-
iations in their districts to exteﬁd liberal opinions by returning
representatives in favour of Liberal ptinciples'.3

A public mecting of the Scettish National Reform League was

held in Glasgow on 26 April, and John Burt was elected to the

1. 1bid., 10 april 1867,
2. -Ayr Advertiser, 15 April 1867,
3. North British Daily Mail, 15 April 1867,
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chair on the motion of William Smeal.1 Burt told 'an audieﬁce
conposed chiefly of wérking men' that the Tories 'had system=
atically and obstinately resisted all meas;res_of réfo?m', and

ﬁe therefore hoped Mr, Gladstone would 'frame a more liberél and
thorough measure‘. Then he gave support to ihe advécates of
extra-Parliamentary action by expressing the hope that Gladstone
would 'lean on the country ins;ead of on'the House of Commonsi.2
On 30 April the‘Geﬁeral Council of the League passed a resé}utioﬂ -
éfiﬁiéiéing 'the announced intention of the'Covernmédﬁkﬁéwpfeéeﬁ£ 
by force the proposed meeting ﬁf Lpndon reformers in Hyde Pa:kv

on Monday mnext', ané expressed their solidarity with reformers

. throughout the counﬁry who were defending the constitutional

rights of the people.3 The editor of the Glasgow'Sentinel

referred to the threatened encounter between the authoritles and
the reformers. He feared that 'the whole scum of the metropolis'’
ﬁquid flock to an ghcounter with the police, with consequences so
far unimagined;.a gbvernﬁent possessing the people's confidence
would have rendered such a meeting unnecessary and it was a
calamity when governments were 8o oLt of sympathy with the people,
for this encouraged coliisions'with results which neither the

governors nor the governed had originallylenvisaged.a

1. Mr, William Swmeal was a veteran radical who had been the
secretary of the Anti-Slavery Society in Glasgow in the 1830s.

2, North British Daily Mail, 27 April 1867. ’

3. Glasgow Weekly Mail, 4 May 1867,

4,  Glasgow Sencinel, 4 May 1567.
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A mass demonstration was held in Hyde Park, London, on 6 May,

1867, in defiance of the Covernment's ban, and the call was

. » . ' i [ 1
sounded for a national convention to prepare its own Reform Bill,

The arrangements for such a convention had already been d1scussed

by the National Reform League, and 'numerous branches' of the

Scottish National Reform League had committed themselves to -

support the national convention in London.z The Rev., William

Sharman3 told the London demonstrators that 300,000 men from the

north would persist in pressurising the House of Commons until

their demands were conceded or 'until England had found a new

Cromwell to turn out thc men who had mxsreprebented the people

for the second Reform Bill,5 and on 17 May Grosvenor Hodg

-in St. Stephens'.4

The 6 May, 1867, was the real flashpoint in the agitaiion

inson's

|

1.
2.

4.
5.

Harrison, op.cit., p. 94.

North British Daily Mail, 1 May 1867,

The Rev. William Sharman was a Unitarian minister in Aberdeen
from 1863 to 1867. This stormy petrel of Scottish Unitarianism
took up a new post in Bradford in April, 1867. For details of
his stormy career in Aberdeen see L. Baker Short, Pioneers of
Scottish Unitarianism (Swansea 1863) p, 137, He died in Preston -
in November, 1889, In his last years he described himself as a

socialist. See his obituary nOC1ce in the Aberdeen Journal,.
21 November 1889.

National Reformer, 12 May 1867.

'It was not until 6 May that Gladstone discovered the importance
of the lodger franchise and "the immense anxiety of the worklng
men of London to obtain it". Within a fortnlght lHodgkinson's
amendment had been accepted by Disraeli'’, Harrison, op.cit.,
p. 99. An editorial in a Scottish newspaper on the events of

6 May concluded: 'The irresolution of the Government may have
shed bloodshed, but who can say that it has not learned the
moh a leseon wh1ch mav vield bitter results at some cther
time?'., Glasgow Weekly Herald, 11 May 1867. '
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amendment abolishing 'the compound householders' was accepted

by Disraeli.l_ Now that working class- enfranchisement in some

form had become inevitable,2 rneither Party dared alienate future

' ' . "3
voters by an unreasonable appearance of distrust.™ The Reform

Bill was considerably remodelled in committee: the proposed dual

vote was abandoned, the burgh vote was extended to lodgers paying.

£10 a year, the county vote to £12 a year householdefs, and in

this shape the measure became law., The groups still disfranchised

included agricultural labourers, many miners, and the poorer

migratory workers in the towns, and all women.

The Scottish Reform Bill, introduced in the House of Commons

by the Lord Advocate on 13 May, 1867, was based on essentially

the same principles as were laid down in the English Reform Bill, "

1.

A sympathetic historian has explained Disraeli's change of
attitude thus: 'The explanation of this paradox is, of course,
partly the changed climate of Parliamentary opinion caused by
the mass agitations which imparted an urgency to the Reform
question, lacking in the previous year'. Blake, op.cit., p.463,

2, 'If it (the working class) had abandoned its revolutionary

3.

ambitions, it had not wholly lost its revolutionary potential-'
ities. It left no doubt that these potentialities might be
speedily developed if it vas too long thwarted in its desire

to secure political equality. 1In short, it had attained pre-
cisely that level of development at which it was safe to concede
its enfranchisement and dangerous to withhold it. It was this
circumstance, rather than the death of Palmerston, which deter=-
mined the timing of Reform', Harrison, op.cit., p. 133,

In May 1866, the editor of the Edinburgh Evening Courant argued
that Parliamentary reform was 'not needed', and he criticised

the Liberals for allowing reform 'to be rendered unavoidable'.
Edinburgh Evening Courant, 5 May 1866, By July, 1867, he said
thar Gladstone's measure would have enfranchised only what is
called the upper crust of the working classes, the skilled
rechanics or artisans whose tyrannical tendencies have been
thorcughly revealed to us through the investigaiions of tle
Trades Union Commission', He went on to justify Disraeli's
apparent volte-face by arguing that 'a wide and large consideration
of the past of the Tory party will convince impartial judges that
the Government has acted with statesman like wisdom, and in harmony
with a comprehensive regard to the rpqu1rpmnnrq ot the natiomal
LuteresL, wiiich is the criterion of conservative consistency and
principles'. Ibid,, 19 July 1867.

PIDIUPRE PR ESEE
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But since the Scottish Reform Bill only received a third reading
on 13 July, 1868, the Liberals in the country had more time to
influence the'Housé‘of Commons on points of detail following
Disraeli's acceptance of the lodger franchise. Now that the
crisié point in the'aéitétion for a second Reform Bill had passed
its peak, middle cla;s Liberals were inéreasingly‘in the forefront
of the campaign to influcnce Scottish M.P.slovcr dectailed changes
in the Scottish R~form Bill.1 In Alloa Dr. Duncanson, who had not
previously associated himself with the Reform agitation, chaired a
meeting of‘the local branéh of the Scottish National Reform League
where 'satisfaction was expressed thaf Alloa was to form one of
the Stirling group.;f bu;;hs'.z However, the Alloa branch of the
League passed a resolution in favour of the assimilation of the
county and burgh franchise; and a large number of Liberals.through-
out Scotland also supported such a demand. By contrast Duncan
YicLarea, who was to the'left'qf'the Whigs and to tbe'righ;'of

the advanced Liberals, opposed any extension of the county fran-

chise, and he was sharply reminded by the Glasgow Sentinel that

'occupiers of small holders in the counties are as well quélified
to give a conscientious vote as the artisans in the towns'.3

A meeting of the Edinburgh branch of the League accepted the
prqvisipns of the Scottish Reform Bill as"an instalment of the

rights of the people'; and the meeting was 'attended and addressed

1. For a particularly distinct example of working class bitterness
over the ceesawing behaviour of middle class liberals, see
page : . '

2. ILdinburgh Evening ‘Courant, 23 May 1867.

3. Glaspow Sentinel, 25 May 1867.

. - . . - et S
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'by members of the more advanced section of the Radical Payty'.

On this occasion few working class members were given an

opportunity to speak, and the chair was occupied by Councillor

Fyfe.1 |
The General Council of the League petitioned the House of

Cormons to amend the Scottish Reform Bill by assimilatiﬁg the

‘ccunty and burgh franchiée, by providing for voting by ballot,
by creating equal electoral diétricts, by adding»a-sufficieﬁt".

" number of new constituenéies to provide Parlismentary representation
'to bear the same relation to population and Eaxation' as in England
and by dropping the proposed investment of graduates dfxunivetsities
with .double votes.z This and similar petitions from different
parts of Scotland were presented in the House of Commons by
Mr. R. Dalglish.3 The Arbroath branch of the League decided to
petition Parliament for similar amendments; but 'instead of
praying that the Biil be rejected if the amendments were not
granted, as the Cenerallppuncil had proposéd, it was reéolved to

~petition for the Bill in any case'.4 By Mayfghe branches of the
anst of Scotland Reform Association had become in effect and
gometimes ir name branches of ;ﬁe Séqttish National Reform

League; yet the differences of attitude and approach to the

1. Glasgow Weekly Herald, 25 May 1867; Edinburgh Evening Courant,
22 May 1867; Scotsman, 22 May 1867,

2, North British Daily Mail, 1 June 1867,

3. Glasgow Weekly Mail, 25 llay 1867, ,

4. FEdinbureh ¥vening Courant, 30 Mav 1867. -

-
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conduct and tone of the Reform agitation had not been eliminated.

In places like Dundee and Arbroath where the middle class Liberals
ruled the rooét without being challenged by a militant working class
movenent, the Liberal committees consciously kept the political
tempefature down by'pﬁtt{ng forward moderate demands. This was o
reflected in the decksion of the Arbroafh branch of the League not
to press the General Council's resolutions too far or too hard,

A group of mi.idle class Liberals called a public meeting in o
St. Boswells on 15 June 'for the purpose of organising an
oppositionbto the clauses in the Reform Bill for detaching the
towns of llawick and Galashiels from these counties and annexing
them to the Haddinggon d{;trict of burghs', Thé working class
radicéls were only prepared to remain in the county if 'household .
suffrage were to be given in the counties as iq the towns'; The
middle class Liberals at this meeting were, however, momolithically
opposed to 'any reduction’ ofrthe county franchise_.1 Mr. Rankie,
the delegate from the Galashiels.branch of the Scottish National
Reform League, expressed the bitterness of the working class
delegates who were present when he said: 'But they must cohsider _
that the so-qalled‘Liberal Party left the working men to struggle
aléne in getting up agitation for Reform unti1'these‘redistribu;ion
clauses were proposed; and now they turned round and cried, let
Hawick and Galashiels remain as they are, thereby depriving the

working men of the benefit of the agitation', Mr., John Ord, of

.1, 1Ibid., 18 June 1867,
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Muirhouselaw, 'denied' that they had not helped the working'classes
in the Reform agltatlén. chertheless, Mr. Frank Tyhn, a working
class delegate, told the meeting that 'if they would not support
ass1mllat1on, the working men would have to go with the Haddlngton
burghs' .1 Though attempts were made to persuade the workxng class
delegates from the League branches to vote for a resolution to
petition Parliament to amend the redistribution clauses of thé
Reform Bill 'so,fat as regards tﬁe abstraction of the'townt of:;:
Hawick.énd Galashiels trom the counties of Rd#burgh‘aﬁd Selkirk!',
the working class leaders only.agreed not to vote against the
resolution on condition that their dissent should be recorded.2

.The Edinburgh Evening Courant was cock=a-hoop over the dissension

and commented that it would not suit the middle class liberals 'to’
have the radical workmen rejecting their William Napiers Lnd settiné
“up candidates of their own., The "gentlemen" of Haddington burghs,
too; were alarmed at the advent of sturdy radicalism; and the
Provost of Had&ington coalesced with the master manufacturers to
prevent the annexation,.and thus condemn the intelligent working
‘men to continued disenfranchisement'.3

In mid-June a delegatzon from the Palsley branch of the Leugue
151ted a miners trade union meetlng in Inkerman. Mr. Mltchell,

who was called to the chair, appealed to the miners to form tlemselves

1. Scotsman, ‘17 June 1867,
2. Dumfries and Galloway Courier, 17 June 1867.
5. ELdinburgn Evening buuumL_, 1o Ju}u-l 1607,
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.into a body 'to obtain a fair redistribution of seats for Séotland,

and also to have the English Bill passed into law, He afterwards

spoke of the many changes which.fequired to be made yet‘for the

wgrking man, the most prominent amongst which was a nationai éystem

of education,.and the abolition of the laws of entail'and primogeniture}‘
These changes, he assured them, would not be affected without an
earnest effort on the part of the wotking.classes qf the coun;fy,
"and the object of the deputation in coming to Inkerman was fo iQdQEé e
them tb_join the Paisle& branch of the Reforﬁ'ieagué;'éﬁiéﬁ had fd¥

ité aim the accomplishment of these and similar objects'. A committee
of fch was formed té enrol miners in the area who wanted to join the
Léague.2 On 13 July the Hawick brénch of the'Le;gue held a public | l
neeting at which resolﬁtions 'in favour of additional members for |
Scotland, the assimilation of the éounty and bufgh’franchiLe, and,
failing this assimilation, the grouping of the towns of Hawick,
Galaghiels, and others in the distriét, vere movéd, seconded, and
adopted by the megting’;3 A few days later the League called a large
pﬁblic meeting in the Ciky Hall, Glasgow, to present Mr. Lloyd Garrison,
the Aﬁerican abolitignist, 'with a congratulatory address on the

success of his noble labours in the cause of freeddm'.4

1. As the coal miners had many Irish immigrants and Highlanders in
their ranks any reforms related to the cwnership of .the land usually
- struck a cord in working class consciousness, _ ;
2, North British Daily Mail, 19 June 18067,
3., Eainburgnh Evening Courant, .16 July 1367,
4, North British Daily Mail, 20 July 1967.




59,
The working class leaders of the League in Glasgow and Edinburgh

encouraged rank-and-file trade unionists to look beyond the agitation
fof a new Reform Bill to the appfoaching general eleCtibn. Bgt_this
was not true of all working class leaders; and the Glasgow Trédes
'Council vitiaﬁed its poiitical effectiveness By not following the
example of -the Edinburgh Trades Council in agitating for Parliamentary
reform.l There were, however, some middle class Liberals who.dié-

approved of trade union involvement in politics altogether, The

Glasgow Weekly Herald, for example, had criticised the political ~
activity of the Seottish trade unions:

They are becoming political agitators, and are
spending their funds in the getting up of monster
meetings and Reform demonstrations ... For a long
time trades unions refused to mix themselves up
with politics, but many societies have broken
through this salutary rule during the present
agitation. Others, however, still hold aloof,
and confine their operations to the purposes

for which they were originally established; and
this, we think, 1s very gaod evidence of fore-
thought and common sense.

But extra-Parliamentary agitation impinged on the class cohsciounsgss

of trade unionisfs; and the reminiscences and literary allusions of.

vete;ah Chartiéts, who were active in the Reform agitation, led them

to see the connections between tréde,ﬁnion and political questions.
Ihough Céorge Ross, J.C;'Proudfbét and other leading figures éf

" the Glasgow Trades Council were active in the Séottiéh National Reform -

League, the Glasgow Trades Council, as 'a representative body' refused

1, Edinburgh Tradan Counecil Mimntae I8 Nanamhaw 1864,
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to become involved in politics.l Moreover, some of the leading men
in the Glesgow-Tredes Coqncil (for exahple, Alexander MacDonald,
Charles Lang ahd Jt Proudfoot were aoathetic towards Liberalism, and
they probablyvdid not waht to embarrase the Toriesfby agitating
against the Tory Reform Bill.zi This created a serious split in the

trade union movement in Glasgow, and led to the formation of a rival
organisation.
A meeting of the deiegates from eeventeen‘trade unions ﬁet in
Clesgow on 31 July "to consider Qhat course shohid'heAedopted hy
the trades respecting the Scotch Reform Bill' George Jackson,‘
a leader of the Glasgow T:ades Counc11 in the 1870 S, took a
promlnent part 1n the proceedlngs. Resolutlons ‘to contlnue the
ag1tat10n for pol1t1ca1 reform'; to promote the formatlon of
Reform committees in our respective trades" and to accept 'the
platform of the Scottish National Reform League' were passed unanimouslg.
This meetihg marked the birth of the Glesgow Workidg Men's Associatio’n.4
By August the Claspow Sentinel observed that 'w1thout the pro- .

A)

tectlon whlch the ballot affords, the Reform Bill w111 be to many

no better than a dead letter, as they must e1ther wrong thelr con=

science by voting for a candldate they do not approve of or else

1. Glaspow Sent1ne1 5 October 1867, )

2. On the 14 November, 1868, A. MacDonald, C, Lang and J.C. Proudfoot
addressed a meeting in the Corn Exchange, Falkirk, at which they
told an audience of working men that they 'had not been, nor could
not be represented' by Liberals like Merry, the member for the
Falkirk burghs. Glasgow Herald, 16 November 1868,

3. Glasgow Weekly Herald, 3 August 1867,

.4, The annual report of the Glasgow WOrklng Men's Association,

 published in the Reformer in 1868, mistakenly gave the foundation

meeting of the Association as 14 August, 1867. The Reformer,
19 Decenber 1568. ’
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forebear exercising their right'.1 But the miners lacked.the
-abilit9 of the artisans to impose their views on the local
comnittees; and in any’case a very large number of ordinary
minerszand many of their leaglers3 ﬁad marked Tory'sympathies.a
The poiitical differéncés between working class‘Liberals'and
those miners' leaders.who had Tory sympaihies-were openly fought
out in the general election nf 1868,

In the closing wonths of 1867 the conflicting political .
attitudes of middle class Liberals were manifested in. various
ways. In a.letter to Ceorge Jackson, Duncan McLaren not only
refused to participate in a nationmal cbnference‘of the Reform
League, buﬁ he,also'éxpre;;ed the view that 'all'agitation' for
an extension of the franchise 'should cease for many years'.5
On the other hand, middle class Liberals who had been hithgéto
reluctant to associate themselves too closely with militant
mcvements for Parliamentary reﬁorm, werevincreasing}y to be
seen in the forefront of Reform League conferences.

In the report presented to the annual business meeting of
the Scottish National Reform League in Glasgow on 16 SeptemBer,
George Jackson informed the members that the League 'now had
fifty branches', The GeneralkCounéil of the League were also
on 'friendly relations with reform éommittees more or less

advanced in various towns and had correspondents in many places

1. Glasgow Sentinel, 17 August 1867,

2. Glasgow Weekly Herald, 4 July 1867.
3. See below,

4, The majority of the miners 1cadcr° openly displayed their
Tory sympathies in the general election of 1868,

5, Glasgow Weekly derald 31 Auzust 1867.
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where as yet no organisation exiEted'. He concluded by expressing
the hope.that 'reformers would be thoroughly p;epared‘throughout

the leungth and breadthlof the land to select candidapeSAfor
Parliement who would thoroughly'represent the great body of the
people.1 The national conference of the League, met'in the Lesser
City Hall, Glasgow, on 17 September, and Provost Hay was elected

to the chair. Although a few working class eelegates ﬁere in
evidence, the proceedings of this conference was domineted by'.w.
middle class Liberals from Dundee, Edinburgh, Glasgow eqd”qthegl_ ,”
Scottish towns. A resolution accepting household suffrege ‘with

a liberal lodger franchise for the burghs as an instalment of the
rights of the people’ and condemning 'an extensive franchise being
withheld from the inhabitants of the counties' was carried.
unanimously.2 The attitude taken up in relation to the as}imilation-
of the burgh and county franchise was what separated the advanced
middle class Libefals and working class leaders on the one‘hand and
the' right-wing' and independent Liberals (like Duncan McLaren) on the
other hand.

The divisions between the different groups of Liberals were not‘
always so clear-cut; and the class-consciousness of work;ng class
leaders often manifested itself in stfangeAways. Mr., Ballatine, e'
_working class delegate from‘Selkirk, told the national conference
in Glasgow that 'with national suffrage and th.c ballot the courtry
had nothing to fear from the overflowing of.democracy, even elthough ,
it should embreee the London roughs and the scum of‘Edinbergh'.

Moreover, Mr. George Miller,”é_tradé unionist from the Gorbals,

1. North Br1t1sn Daily Mail, 17 September 1867,

2. Glaspow weekly lierald, 21 September 1867; North Brltlsh Dally Ma11._
18 bept mbcr 1567. '
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informed the middle class Liberals that the time had come.'for
them to say to trade unionists - "if you wilL_sugport us, if you
will labour with us to gain a fair representation in Parliament,
. we will aid you in seeking protection for your priyate property".
 The wofking clgss leaders ‘also wanted legal protection fér their
trade unions; but mosi of the other speeches, criticising detailed
.aspects of the Scottish Reform Bill, were delivered by middle class
Liberals.1

The Scottish Libepalé were, as we have already seen, far from

being a united political force; and their divisions led to indepen-

.

in the general election of 1868, In 1867, MMr, James Lamont, a Scottish

lL.iberal M.P,, refused to éupport'the September conference of the
Scottish National Reform League on the grounds that 'any fufther
agitation' would 'damage the real interests of the working classes
by keering thé country in a state of disquiet and uncertainty, and
to serve the selfish objects of a knot of professional agitators',
he also accused George Jackson of desiring the abolition of the
'eEfetg establigﬁment' including 'the aray, the navy, the church
and the monarchy?.2 Then Jackson attacked Lamont for replying
7thfough the public prints to a private letter' and said working
men were not, in spite of Lamont's advice to the contrary, going
to abandon their political programme of 'national schools, establ=-
ishing courts of.arbitration, liberating the churches and unlocking

the land'.3

dent and advanced Liberals opposing each other in some constituencies

1.. North British Daily Mail, 18 September 1867; Glasgow lerald,
~18th September; Edinburgh Lvenine Courant,18 September 1867
horth British Daily Mail, 20 August 13867,

Ibid,, 21 August 1867, -
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On 18 September a conference of Last of Scotland Reform League

delegates met in Dundee, and speeches were delivered by Ernest

Jones and Edmund Beales. The delegates agreed to form 'a Reform
Trades Association' in Dundee and "to continue the various organ-
isationé until the Reform Bill for Scotland and othef.social reforms
shall be accomplished'. 'It was also agreed to organise 'the proper
'registratién of voters', and that 'the candiéates for election to
Parliament shall be prepared to advocate and support the rights of. -~
thg peqple'.l Bybthen tﬁé various br;nches qﬁ the Lgaggg”yefe_
making plans to influence the outcome of the forthcdming general
election. By October 1867, when Ernest Jones gave a lecture in
Glasgow on Parliamentary reform,2 the agitational work of the Reform
League had already passed its climax., However, the year 1867 cul~-
minated in 'a bang' rather than a 'whimper', On 22 Decembér a ;
Smalligroup of Irish coal miners; who were in sympathy wit 'tﬁe
Fenian brotherhoqd', set fire to several ricks at Lassodie House
farm, Dunfermiine.3 This incendiary act in support of the Fenians
by a 'primitive rebel’ resulted in P. 0'Neil, an Irish miner, beiﬁg
sent.to prison on Christmas Day.4 Four days later Sergeant James
Sutherland, of 'the 21st Fusiliers', was arrested in Dumfries on

'a charge of sedition'. In pohversation with "the landlord and
~other persons', he said that 'the working men of England and
Scotland should unite with the Fenians and upszet the Government',

He was not a Fenian, but 'a man of strong democratic principles’.

- 1. Scotsman, 19 SeptEmber 1867 Edinburgh Evening Courant, 19 September.

1867.

2. Glasgow Sentxnel 5 Octouer 1867. _
3. Edinburgh Pvenlng Courant, 24 December 1867,
4, 1bid., 26 December 1867, -

3. Glasgow Sentinel, 4 January 1868,
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In a few Scottish towns, where the authorities had not already

énrolled special constables,1 they were soon to do so in places
such as Wishaw and Kirkcaldy.2

Wheé the annual meeting of gﬁe Edinburgh branch of the Leégue
was held on 5 February, 1868, the proceedings were méinly conducted
by trade unionists and working class radicalg. Councillor David
Lewis aqd B,F. Dunn Were.the only middle class Libera}s presént,
and Lewis did not.speak on this occasion. B.F. Dun movad the‘adopt;bﬁ:
of the annual report, but the report was opposed by D.,Moore;vCéofge'i :
Scott and Jackson, a Tqry bootméker. 'Scptt described the report as
'untruthful'. 'intolerant in spirit', and 'revolutionary in its
tendancies'. But though Jackson expressed his support for‘DisraeLi
before he tendered his resignation, the vreport was supported by a
'very lafge majority'. Dun was elected president, and he jeplaced

William Troop who had been chairman of the EdinBurgh Trade Cou.ncil.3

\

!

In 1871 Dun initiated a long controversy in the correspondence
columns of the Scotsman in which he revealed that the Edinburgh
branch ¢f the Lecague and.the Trades Cbuncil had been hotbeds of
Pzpublicanism in the late 1860s and early 1870s, In a letter to
the Reformer, a pro-labour organ of the advanced mlddle class

' !
Liberals in Edinburgh, Peter McNe111 accused Dunn of hav1ng become

'a reactlonary Tory'. 4

-1, Ayr Advertiser, 9 January 1867, v
« Norta pritisn-baily Mail, 2.March 1868; Dunfermline Press,
27 January 1868, . ‘

3. Glasgow Sentinel, 8 February 1868,

4, Reformer, 9 September 1871,
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The Réform'League’played a verj important role in the géneral
election of 1868,1 and in many Scottish towns helped to build the
foundatioﬁs of the new Liberal Party which emerged from'the struggle
over the Reform Eill of 1868.2 In England the National Reform League

" dissolved eaily in 1869;3 but the Scottish League survived into the

18708.4 On 3 March, 1873, a meeting of the General Counéil.of the
Scottish National Refcrm teague toox place in Glasgow. The méeting
was chaired by Bailie Moir, and Jéckson, the seccetary, reported-thét'
"branches of the Leagué and Reform committees ir seventeen Scottish
townsvwere in favour of 'Sir Charles Dilke's métion' on 'a more
equalvdisﬁribution of political power and the Household Suffrage
(Counties) Bill'. A plan had also been considered to 'promote ;n
organisatiﬁn of the Reform party throughout Scotland similafito

that which existed during the agitation which fesulted in the |
paésing of the Refbrm Bill of 1867.5 The political programme of
thevLeégue éndvother.working class organisations sﬁch as the Duhdee

Working Men's Aséociation6 on land reform and the disestablishment

of the Church of Scotland was taken up by workiﬁg class radicals in

1. This is dealt with in chapter three.

2. 'There emerged from the new political situation what were virtually
two new parties = the Conservatives replacing the Tories and the
old Whig right-wing, and the Liberals absorbing the radicals as
well ad the main body of the Whigs'. G.D.H. Cole, British Working

: Class Politirs (London, 1941), p. 29.

3. Gillespie, op.cit., p. 294.

4. The meeting of 3 March, 1873, was probably the last meeting of the
Scottish National Reform League.

5, North British Daily Mail, 4 March 1873,

6. In 186k the Dundee wofETbg Men's Association advocated th
establishment of the Church of Scotland.

-
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the 1880s. The main significance of the stage army of Reform
comnittees created by George Jackson in 1873 was the distinctive
sense of national consciousness that eveﬁ wo;kiné class Scots were
fiercely proud of,

In the meantime it ‘could hardly be argued that.thé Scottish
working class was sufficiently homogeneous socially, sufficiently
politically conscious, or sufficiently united in its political
attitudes, where‘these appeared, to be in a position to exercise
a dominant iﬁfluerce on the course of the forthcoming genefal eléction.
The artisans were far ;nough removed from the great body of the labouring
populaticn to make them at times ready co-operators with the middle
classes themselves. "If th@y were ready at times to threaten physical
violence in order to secure a wider suffrage, they were at other times
clearly conscious of the dangers of total popular involvement in the
achievement of this end and shared man& middle élass fears, And so
they Qere‘pershaded to act alongside middle class Liberals for a
partial enfranchisement of theAworking classes, eve; if they did
see the 1867 Act as a basis for further demands, and, whatever their
disillhsion in 1867, they stil! remained identified politically with
Liberalism for another decade. Their political action through thé

‘Scottish National Reform League was often as individuals sincé their
organisations, the trade union branches and the Trade Councils, did
not always get involved as such in politics. One trade union grbup
with a known preference,fhe miners, did in fact incline towards the

Tories and weaken werking class political potential in the short run

both through its separatism and by its cheice of allies,

1. During the Reform apitation in 1BA7 working elass radicals

) fre?uently evoked the name of William wallace, the Scottish



The Scottish National Reform League, the Lib-Lab

Alliance and the General Election of 1868

‘The Scottish National Reform League was founded at a meeting in
Glasgow on 17 September 1866, and by February 1867 the Leaghe had
L 1 , }
enrolled 5,200 members.” By July 1867 the National Reform League
had 488 provincial branches, and oniy 64 of tﬁese branches were Scottish
ones., Moreover, in 16 of the 32 Scottish counties there were no branches
of the League,2 and trade unionists formed a small minority of the
Scottlah membership except in a few branches. Most of the branches
of the Scottish National Reform League were dominated by middle class
advanced Liberals, and on 13 October 1867 George Howell, the national
secretary, wrote to George Jackson, the secretary of the Scottish
League as follows'
It was ;eported at our Counc11 last night that your
resolutions were to be of the old Milk and Water sort,
instead of Manhood Suffrage and the Ballot., Now Mr.
Beales will support no resolution unless it goes for
manhood suffrage, and he wishes me to tell you this,
Moreover, our Council will not allow any of its ad-
vocates to go for less.
The Scottish Reform League was accurately described by the press as
an association of 'advanced Liberals'.with.their headquarters in Glasgoﬁ;a
yet they had to be persuaded by their English associates to canpalgn for

manhood suffrage and the ballot. From then on they would be to the 'left'

of the National Reform League., ‘ o T

t

1. Glasgow Sentlnel 2. rebruary 1567.
2. A.D. Bell, The Refotm League From Its Origins to the Reform Act
of 1867. D.Phil, thesis, Oxﬁord 1961, p. 292,

3. League'Letter Books. Howell Collectxon, Bishopsgate Institute.
4. Dunfermline Press, § Sep*ﬂnkor 1868.
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The Scottish Reform League was from the beginning autonomous; it
issued its own membership cafds; and it did not pay -a percentage of
its membershiP dues to the central administration in London.l' Not
-only were the day-to-day affairsvof the Scottish Refornm League con~
trolled by such middle class Liberals as George Jackson, James Moir and
John Burt; but the League's Hooorary Presidents included three Liberal
mcmbcfs of Pnrliagont, Rebert Dalglish (Glosgow), A.M. Dualop {Creenock)
and James Merry (Falkirk). They were.all advanced Liberéls who supooftéo;
the labour movement's agitations for the ballot and ‘a considerable:ex~"'
teosion of tho franchise.2 But in time they would incur the active
hostilify of Alexander MacDonald and the ﬁiners' agents in the west
of §co;1and. -

There were already evident differences between the National and
the Scottish Reform teaguo._ By 1867 the English trade dnion artksans
had éffective majorities on the Councils of the Reform League in\London
and the English provinces;3 but fhe Scottish trade unionists were out-
ndmbyreu by middle class Liberal elements who were concerned about the
outcome of the ensuing general election. While English trade union
leoderé.within the National Reform League hod forfeited their opportunity
to foéter working class caﬁdidates independent of the two major parties
by accepting money from wealthy Liberalé doring the Reform campaign,4

Scottish trade union leaders, already at odds with each other,5 were

not in a position to influence the Scottish Reform League, The Ennllsh

1. Rall, on.eit,, p. 130,

2.- Ibid., p. 336. - s -

., Ibid., p. 385. '

4. Harrison, op.cit., p.

5. See W.H. Fraser, 'Trade unlons, reform and the general electlon

of 1868 in Scotland, Scottish Historical Review, Vol. 50, 1971,
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labour leaders, who wéf; in a posiglon to push 1ndependent labour |
- politics, optéd for a secret pact with the Liberal whips; and it

has been argued that .'the existence of some bact of'arfangemént could

not be inferred from the election results by any intelligent politic&l
observer'.1 )

In contrast to the Reform League in England, the numerical
weakness of the Scottish trade unionists was revealéd Qhen the‘annualﬂ
meeting of the Scottish League took place in SeptemBer 1867; 0f the
300 delegates 'who attended the conference on 17 September, only 61
vdelegates represented trade unxons. Thcxr financial contr1but10n
was not, therefore, very important; and only £253 of the Scottiéh
D1v1s1on s annual income came from subecrlptlons under £5. Moreover,
Liberal M P.s. such as Dalglish and Corbet had given donations of £25
and £20 respectively, and there had been an anonymous donation of.£50.2

For the sake of efficiency and effectivehess the leaders of the
Peforn League in London were willing to sacr1f1ce 1nd1v1dual1ty for
authorxty, and the Central Association did not hesitate to impose its
authorlty on recalcitrant branches in the English provmces.3 When

\

the annual meeting of the Bradford branch of the League met in October
1867, the Rev, éharman had no difficqlty in persuading the meeting to
accépt a third clause to the future prograﬁme on which the League would

fight the general election:

1. R. Harrison, 'The British'WOrking Class and the General Election

of 1868', International Review of Social History, Vol. V. 1960,
p. 425, ,

2. Bell, op.cit., pp., 292-3,

3. Michael R. Dunsmore, The Working Classes, The Reform League and

the Reform Movement in Lancashire and Yorksere. M.A. thesis,
Un1vcr°1ty of Shefficld, 1961, p. 22.
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Justice to labour in its struggle with capital by the
vrotectlon of the funds of trade societies and by the

revision of the Acts relating to the conspiracy and
intimidation.

A further resolution, urging 'the early assembly of a people's convention

to determine upon the action to be taken by the League on the election of

1868', was also adopted.

The proposals being canvassed by those memgers of the English prov-
inciai branches like Sharman, who were to the 'left' of George Howell,
were incompatible with tiie plans being shaped in Loﬁdqn,l p;rticularly-
during the months immeliately before the general election’ when they
were éngaged in delicate - and secret - negotiaﬁiéns with the Liberal
whips.? Then in mid-Ja “"—ry 1868, the Reform League in Bradford, where
the advan»ed Liberals had been fairly stronb, abandoned their previous
conmitment to campaign for justice for Ireland and a system of natlonal
educa;ion.3

In the Enclish provinces, and particularly in Leeds, the programme
of 'advanced Liberalism' had been characterised from the mid-1850s by
such tenets as justice to Ireland, a national system of education,
reform of the land laws, a Ballot Act, disestablishment of the Irish
Church and a‘modifiéation‘of the laws affecting trade unions. - Noﬁe-‘
theless the tests, deciding whether Liberal candidates were advanced or
otherwise, were very loose, and the fundamental opposition to trade
unionism by Liberal employers such as Robert Kell, a Liberal notorious

- for his anti-trade union attitudes, did not mean that they could not

&~ e

- 3.
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be described és 'advanced Liberals'.! Whether potential Parliamentary
candidétes were defined as advanced, independent or Whig really

depended on local Liberal Associations, and they were usually dom-

inated by middle class elements who were more interested in other tenets
of the programme of advanced Liberalism than reform of the laws affecting
trade unions.

In England the pfogramme of advanced Liberalism lacked = or was
assumed to lack - a wide, popular appeal,2 and this, together with the
League ] f1nanc1al dependence on wealthy Liberals, was an 'important
”factoz in pushlng the London leaders into accepting a more noderaee~uuu
programme. By contrast Scotland was, in electoral terms, to the 'lefe!
of England in so far as the progranme of advanced Liberalism Had a.
wider, popular appeal. A crucial factor in allowing the Scottish Reform
League to campaign for the agitatiomal demands of the advanced Liberals
- a programme almost identicel with the English one = was the relative
absence of a Tory Party which constituted a serious electoral force.

The Liberais had won a large majority of the Scottish seats from
1832 onwards, and whatever electoral strength the Tories had was mainly
restricted to the rural areas. Indeed,‘it had been fairly commonplace
for the Tories not to contest many urban seats during the twdldecades
before 1868, and many electoral fights had been between Liberal
candidates belonging to different factions of the Liberal party.

In Scotlandlthe three mejor political tendencies within the Liberal
party were advanced, independent and Whig, or, in modern parlance,
the left, the centre and the right, The political position of the

independent Liberals was tersely summed

1. Ibid., p. 63.
Z. ibid., p. 221.
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up by S, Laing: 'I am a decided but oderate Liberal, sincerely

attached to the Monarchy and leading Institutions of the Country, -
though always ready by timely feforms, not inconsistent with their
spirit, to keep them in harmony with the progress of the age, and
thus avert the danger of revolutionary changes'.1 The lénguage
empldyéd by Laing and other' independent Liberals was reminiscent of
Peel's Tamworth Manifesto; and in 1868 the Whigs were not a'dominan;
. force in the Scottish constituencies. Besides many of the electoral"
contests betwéén Liberals were between independent and advanced
Libe;als.

The CentrallAssociation of the Scottish Reform League was dﬁminated
by middle class advanced Liberals - most of whom were ex-Chartists -
ana they campaigned to strengthen the advanced Liberal elements within
the Liberal associations. They made no attempt to impose a uniform
electeral programme'on the other Scottish branches of the League, and
the programmes of some branches were to the 'left 'as well as to the
wight! of the central association. By the middle of 1868, by which time

the general election campaign was under way, the leaders of the Central
A

Association in Glasgow = James Moir, George Jackson, John Burt and Robert

Cochrane = were prepared to promote the candidatures of advanced middle
class Liberals even in constituencies where there were good prospects

of pushing the claims of working class candidates,

1. To the Electors of the County of Orkney and Shetland., Election
' address of S. Laing, see 387/123, in the Reid Tait Collection,
County Library, Lerwick.

e o gt 4
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Alexander :lacDonald and sone of the leaders of tne Clasgow
Trades Coun;il had long aséociations with Lord Llcho, the Tofy
M.P. who had opposed Parliamentary reforn, and théy were attached

to hin because of his pfolonged efforts to amend the !laster and

Servant Act.1 Elého had, noreover, freaquently pronised to secure
legislation benefieial to tie miners. But by the time the seneral

election campaign was.undcrway'the Glasgow Trades Coﬁncil who actively
assistéd MacDonald's promotion of Tory candidates at the expense oﬁ Libchls
did so as individuals rather than as rcpresentative§ of tﬁéir trade
unions.? |

The Scottish miners entered the general election with their own

strategy and programae. ‘The miners' organisation in the wesc'of
Scotland - in Fife the niners supported lienry Campbeii, thé advanced
Liberal3 - was the only Scottish workinﬁ class organisation‘which
iniciated and sustained a systematic campaignva;ainst Liberal
parliamentary candidates. . In coutrast to the Scottish workers'
brogramme;a the miners' political programmeAattracted considerably
less attention from the Liberal and working ciass press.5 The lafter
pronramme, in the form of a series of test questions to be put to all

parllamentary candidates, was published in-the Glasgow Sentinel, a

working class new5paper,6 in July. A little later the Edinburgh

1. Traser, op.cit., pp. 142-3,

2. Fraser fails to point out that the Clasgow Trades Council
collapsed in ApriiL 1863, See Glasgow Sentinel, 18 April 1863,

3. Dbunfernmline Press, 5 September 1b661‘

4, 'The tcottish Programme for Workmen', Reynolds_lewspaper, 3 Novewmber
1368, Appendix 2; Spectator, 24 October 1863; Dundee Advertiser, 30

October 1863; Kilwarnock Advertiser, 30 Dctober 1663; Edinburgh
x\u.urau_r, 25 Uveceniper 1060,

5. Glasgow Sentinel, 11 July 1€68. See Appendix III. Questions to be
nut to Cand1dates for Parliamentary llonours.
6. W.H. Fraser, 'A Newspaper for its Generation: The Glasgow Scnczncl

Seottish Labour llistory Society Journal, July 1971, pp. 13-31.
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branch of the Scottish Reform League1 and the Edinburgh Trades Couhcil2
draftéd a series of test questions which formed the basis of the
Scéttish workers' programme.

In June the miners' leaders launched their first attacks agaihst
Liberals in general.and James'uerry, the member of Parliameﬁt for
the Falkirk burghs and an Honorary President of the Scottish Reform

League, in particular. The Glaspow Sentinel put the miners' argument

very sharply: 'Instead'of being returned to his present constituehcy;:
Mr. Merry mdy.Be thankful if.he is not hooted from'éQery ﬁeéﬁiﬁg'ih
which he'may appear in the mining coﬁstituencies'.3 The miners leaders
hatca Merry as a coalowner; and his record éé an unsympathetic employer
of miners was of greater concern to Alexander MacDonald and the miners'
agents in the west of Scotland than his genuine support of the pfogramme

of advanced Liberalism, -

Two weeks later thé‘Clasgow Sentinel returned to the subjecttin a
long editofial entitled 'the Coming Election' in which the Liberal caucus
in the mining areas of Lanarkshire was caustically referred to and
prospects analysed.“ In Glasgbw, where new working class electors
formed a majority, they had the means of returning two members; one

of them ought to be a working han who would be better able to understand

1. Qcot‘tm«in 16 Julv 1868,

2, Minutes of the Edinburgh Trades Counc11 11 August 1868,

3. Glasgow Sentlnel 6 June 1868, o

4, '"Two of th ven additicnal sezts ware allccated to the shires,

Aberdeen, Ajt and Lanark cach being divided into two constituencies,

while Peebles and Selkirk were joined as one; among the cities,"
Glasguw gui @ thlrd mewber and Dundee a seconu, wiile a fifteench

district of burghs, that of Hawick, came into being; and the two

remalnlng members went to the universities - one to St. Andrews

and Edinburgh, the other to Glasgow and Aberdeen.' .G.S. Pryde,

Scotland: From 1603 to the Present Day (London, 1962) p. 205-
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and look after their interests than a representative from the eﬁploying
classes. West Lanarkshire should also be an area ;pey.would strongly
influence; in wishaw; Motherwell, and Coatbridge they would be more than
a match for Lord Bellhaven, though they éould hardly hope to touch the
uppé: ward where the landed intérest was all powerful and likely to return’
the sitﬁing Whig, Sir Edwara Colebrooke.1

Although AlexénderrMacDonald eventually stood for election as 'the
people's candidate' in the Kilmarnock burghs, the miners initially
- set their sights on obtaining a Parliamentary seat for him in either :

the Félkirk burghs or in the city of Glasgow. This was made crystal=-

clear ih an editorial in the Glasgow Sentinel before the vital
electoral conference of the Glasgow branch of the Scottish National
Reform League and trade delegates was held in Glasgow to select a
candidate for the third seat:

The great majority of the electors in the Falkirk burghs

will, under the new Act, belong to the working classes,

and they will show a strange indifference to their best

interests if they do not look out for a better representative

... If the working men of Clasgow decide on returning a men-

ber of their own, let it be a bona fide working man, and not

a tea dealer or peddling shopkeeper.? S

A major factor in shaping the election strategy of the miners' leaders

was their close identification of 'the whole class of harpies who live
upon the producing class' with the Scottish Liberals = and particularly

Scottish Liberal M.P.s who were also coal owners.3 While support for

Liberal candidates was almost universal among the leaders and rank-and-file

1. Glasgow Sentinel, 20 June 1868.
3. Ibid., 22 February, 30 May and 28 June 1868.
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of the artisans the miners' leaders stood alone in their commitment

to Tory candidates. In the urban constituencies working class leaders
were often involved in having to decide which of the two, or even three,
Liberal candidates they would suﬁport.in a particular constituency.. A
large number of the urban constituencies were not contesteatby the Tories
at a11.1

In the mining constituenéies the wofkiﬁg class was badly split
' by the CUnflictiné aims of the Tory miners and the Lib-Lab artisans;2
On one occasion a working class elector told Alexander Machnald‘at a .;g
public meetiné in Airdrie in support of James Merry thaﬁ, if all the
miners demands were raised in the House of Commons, 'their (Parliaméntary)
representative would have'very little time to attend to the interests of
the artisans in the five burghs'.3

In July a conference of Lanarkshire miners passed a resolukion

thanking 'Alexander MacDonald for the course he had adopted to bring
the miners' creed before the candidates for Parliamentary honour;'.
‘When the Liberal and Tory organisations held meetings in the mining
constituencies, the miners' leaders lost né opportunity in putting

their programme before predominantly working class audiencies. In the

1. In 1868 the Tories were very weak, and they recognised the over-
whelming strength of Liberalism by not contesting thirty-seven
Parliamentary seats. :

2., Within the boundaries of the mining constituencies there were
towns and urban labour organisations, and the miners' leaders
had no hope of mobilising the working class vote without the
help of the Lib-Lab artisans. In several constituencies the
miners' leaders and the Lib-Lab leaders of the urban working
class confronted each other 1n blttet face-to-face political ’
struggles.

3. Hamilton Advertlser 22 August 1868.

4, Claszow Sentinel, 25 July 1868.

N
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initial phase of the general election the miners' leaders attempted
to feel their way towards independent working class politics. On 25

July a long editorial in the Glaspow Sentinel entitled 'Are the Interests

of Capital and Labour Antagonistic or Identical?', argued that existing
1egisla;ion, where not dirécfly.hostile to labour as in the non-protection
of trade union funds, was at ieast favourable ko capital, and that the °
injuséice could only b2 climinated if workmen remained true to their own
juterests at ghe coming ?1ection;1 )

in the hurly-burly of the elections the miners were iess clear-cut
in their political attitudes, and, as the campaign developed, the miners'
agents often tried to mobilise the mining vote for the Tory candidates.
Once the Trade Councils ahé artE;ané had repudiated tﬁe election strategy
- of the miners' leaders and their allies in the Glasgow Trades Council,2
the miners were increasingly forced into the.Tory camp.3 Before fhen,
however, the miners' agents sometimes gave away the few opportunities
they hal to develop independent working class politics. When Thomas
Smith, the miners' agent, addressed a mass working class meeting in
Wishaw in‘June, he was cheered for his denunciation of the Liberals
and commendation of 'the Tories or Conservatives so-called' as the

party of 'progress and reform'.a The difficulties inhibiting the

development'of independent working class politics = and particularly

- 1. Ibid., 25 July 1868.
2. See below.
3. The election of 1868 was the last general election before the
introduction of the secret ballot, and some newspapers claimed
- that faremen and wmanagere had canvassed workers for votes,

" Kilmarnock Advertiser, 24 October 1868; Clasgow Sentinel,
28 November 1868, '

" 4. Glasgow Weekly ilerald, 4 July 1868.
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the latent conflict between Orangemen and Irish nationalists -

were formidable, In practice the only hope Fhe miqers had of |
developing an indepeﬁdent programne depended on their ability

to influence 'a nucleus' within the labour movement. But although
Alekander MaéDonald.and Alexander Campbell were associated witﬂ

the Clasgow Trades Council ;nd the Glasgow Master and Servant Act
Committee. the Glasgoy Trades Council had come under sharp criticism
reom the Clasgow Working Men's Associa:ion1 and the .Ldinburgh Trades
Couucil2 for their woderation and co-operation with Lord Elcho, the
Tory member of Pailiament.3 As a consequence of frequent strikes,
lock-outs, uncmployment and acute poverty in 1867 and 1868 the mass
of the miners had been too—poor-zo enrol in the branches of the
Scottish National Reform League. The miners were therefore deprived
of 'a nucleus for ;ction' within the labour movement; and Liberal
newspapers heaped abuse on Alexander MacDona&d, the miners' general
secretary.

On 7 July a vital electoral conference of delegates representing
tne district comnittee of the Scottish National Reforw League, the
Glasgow Working Men's Association, tiie Conference of the United Trades
and fifteen individual trade union organisations was held in the
Trades Hall to select 'a third candidate for Glasgow in the Liberal

interest'.4 This conference was in effect, as the Glaspow Sentinel

observed a few days later, 'an election meeting to promote Mr. Ceorge

1. Glasgow Sentinel, 2 May 1868,

2. Minutes of the Edinburgh Trades Council, 14 May 1867,

'3, Minutes of the Edinburpn Trades Council,.1859-1873, ed., Ian MacDougall
(Edinburel, 1968), pp, XXXi-xxX1i, :

4, North British Daily Mail, 8 July 1868,
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Anderson' who had been 'nominated in a packed meeting'.1 Alexander

MacDonéld, Thomas Smith and Charles Langzled the opposition against
the adoption of the executivé committee's report 'in so far as it
submitted theinames of the candidates;,'and the approval of tle
report was carried by 53 to 49 votes.3 When the conference:came

to discuss the controversial issue of sélecting 'a‘working class
candidate', George Ross, a leading member 6f the O0ld Glasgow Trades
Council, supporte& the advanced Liberals in the Rcform League and ‘.
tﬁe Glasgow Working Méh's Association who had suggested that‘Anderéon'. '
was a suitable candidate to represent working class interests in
Parliament. Moreover, the'delegates, who were sympathetic to the
adoption of a working class candidate, were divided cn whether
working class candidates should be financiallw supported by the -
local trade unions or the national Exchequer.“ When MacDonald and
Lang persisﬁed in advocating the adoption of working class candidates,
George Ross retorted that 'the time for that had not yet come'.S
Notwithstanding MacDonald's op#osition to the Libefal caucus, a
sluticn was ea rricd by a large majority 1nv;t1ng handerson to
addres: thé electoral conference as the third Liberal candidate

for Glasgow.6 But the struggle was not yet over; and a number of

~ working men who had been denied voting rigﬁts left the conference :
and held a meeting on Glasgow Creen. At the meeting on the Gféen

over five hundred working men denounced the Liberaln who had

1. Glasgow Sentinel, 11 July 1868. '

4, Lharles Lang had been the chalrman of the blasgow Trades counc11
before its demise in April, 1868, ,

3. North British Daily Mail, .8 July 1868.

.....

4, Clasgow llerald, & July 1568,

5. North British Dajly Mail, 8 July 1868.
G, Glassow Weekiv Marl, 11 ]H}y 1868,
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manipulated the electoral confetence.1 Once the conference was over,

the Glasgow Sentinel, with a note of resignation, accused the organisers

of the electoral conference of manipulation.2 The 'programme of
business' in the handwriting of James Moir confirms the truth of the

GClasgow Sentinel's accusation and emphasises the influence that James

Moir and George Jackson had within the Liberél caucus in Glasgow.3

The general consensus of the electoral conference was that 'the
best interests of the Liberal cause would be most effectnally promoted
by a cordial union oflfhe suppofters of the two present members, and.
the suppqrteré of the third candidate in tﬁe Liberal interest'.4
Furthermore, item eight on-the programme of husiness, together with 
various newspaper reports of the conference, suggest that agreement
had alfeady been reached behind the scenes on the formation of
aggregate Liberal comnittees to work for the return of Robert Da glish
and William Graham, the‘sitting membe;s, and Anderson.5 As a voice of

Scottish Whiggery the Glasgow Herald attacked the Scottish National

Reform League and belittled the political influence of Moir and
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ctoral confecrence of 7 'uly, 1868, marked the
historic advent of the Liberal-Labour alliance and the entrenchment
and strengthening of the advanced Liberals in Glasgow. |

The conflicting attitudes of trade uﬁioﬂ leaders in 1868 towardsA;

the concept of independent working class politics were‘occasionally

i. Glasgow Herald, 8 July 1868.

2. Glasgow Sentinel, 11 July 1868,

3.'Programme of Business for Electoral Conference', in the James Moir
PapPrs, Mitchell Library, Glasgow,

Q. Glasgow Herald, 8 July 1868.

5. Glasgow Weekly Herald, 11 .July 1868

6. Glasgow llerald, 11 July 1863,

]
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- reflected in the sometimes ambiguous editorials of the Glasgow Sentinel.

Though the Glasgow Sentinel was much more critical of the Whigs in the

Scottish Liberal Party than the Edinburgh Reformer, it was sometimes less
open in its support of the Tories than the miners' leaders themselves.1

While the Glasgow Sentinel bitterly denounced the political machinations

of the organisers of‘;hé infamous electoral conferen;e ianIasgow, it
concluded one editorial: 'What is wanted to secure unity in the Liberal
ranks is leaders dA whom the electors can fely‘in the approaching
_scruggle(-g, By contrast a mass meeting of Laharkshirc miners on the
day following the Glasgow conference carried a resolution comnitting
the miners to 'dorall that they can to raise the means to return Mr,
MacDoﬁald to Parliament'. MacDonald agreed to seek election on condition
that'tﬁe‘mihers raised enough money for his campaign.3 At this time he
leaned to Toryism rather than Liberalism; and he expressed his wafm
adﬁiration for Richafd Oastler and Joseph R. Stephens whose pamphlets
advocating a'ten hoqf day", had first comé into his hands Auring the
miners’ sérike of 1842,

' The miners and their leaders heckled Liberal and Tory candidates
throughout the long election campaign between July and November; and
they generally ended up by exéressing'theif'support for the Tories..

A factof cf some importance in reinforcing the Toryism of many
indigenous miners was their sympathy for the Orénge lodges. Con-

temporaries.were not able to quantify Orange support in the mining

conmuunities with real accuracy; yet the surviving literary evidence

1. See the editorial entitled 'Tory candidate for Glasgow', Glasgow
Sentinel, 24 October 1863.

2. Ibid., 11 July 1868,

3. Ibid.
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underlines its hard reality in working class life. An awareness of

such religious and ethnic prejudice led the editor of the Tory oriented

idinburgh Evening Courant to gntertain high hopes of a Tcry victory in
Lanarkshire when he wrote: |

Fortunately the mass of the population of Lanarkshire

are not so easily beguiled as masses of the working

classes have proved themselves at_other times and -

other places by more party names.
’But class hatred was much more important than religious bias in gogding;
the miners' leaders into their blistering criticism of the Liberals;
én& Anatéw HcCowie; the ScotoQIrishman; Qas és fierce in his criticism
of’James Me£ry as indigenous Presbyterian miners like Machnald.2
Moreéver, MacDouald went out of this way to criticise{Liberalé such
as Sir Edward Colebrooke who were being returned to Parliament unopposed;
and ét a meeting in Airdrie in October He was asked why he supported 'the
Tories at évery tarn' .S

In July a small private meeting of the Liberal committee met
in Wishaw to ﬂominate Major John G.C. Hamilfon to contest the southern
division of Lanarkshire in the Liberal interest. A few days later a

miners meetlng condemned the action of the Liberal caucus in nominating

a C&ndlddte without consultlng 'the electors and non-eclectors of the
burgh of‘wishaw'.‘ Thomas Smith and Robert Steele told the miners that
tﬁe couﬁty‘member of Parliament had‘been 'tie nominee of a small clique'
for too long{ and they were clearly preparing to support the Tory

candidate, Sir Norman MacDonald Lockhart.4 On 16 August Alexander MacDonald

expressed his satisfaction with the answers Sir Norman Lockhart had given in

-

1. Edinburgh Evening Courant, 25.August 1868. . ‘ ‘
2. J. dacsrthur, New HMonkland Parish (Coatbridge, 1890), pp. 379- -380.
3. Hamilton Advertlser, 17 October 1868; Scotsnan, 14 October 1868.

4. Hawilton Advertiscr, 18 July 1863,
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~connection with the miners' creed;1 and a little later he told a mass
meeting of miners in Wishaw that 'he had a strong hgtred pf Major
Hamilton for the condectidns he was in. le came there as the nominee
of Lord Bellhaven. What was their recoliection of that latter
genﬁleman? In twel;é year's How'many times had that man turnedvthem
out of their homes? Could ;nything good come out of Bellhaven Castle?

The man who came as the nominee of Lord Bellhaven was a dangerous one'.

[T

Cn polling day, and in spite of the optimism of the editor of the

Edinburgh Evening Courant, Major Hamilton defeated Sir Norman Lockhart,

his Tory opponent, by a narrow majority of 221 votes.d

In July the miners' leaders heckled the Liberal candidates at every
meeting they addressed in the mI;ing constituencies.‘ The persistent
hector1ng to w11ch the miners subjected James Merry was at least
partly motivated by their desire to see their general secretary uém?
inated as a working class candidate for the %alkirk burghs.4 On 19
August at a rublic ﬁeeting in Falkirk 'MacDoﬁald and his supporters'
failed to persuade a predominantly working class audience to carry a
vote of no confidence in Herry. The subsequent failure\of James Blee
and Charles Lang to secure MacDonald's nomination at a breakaway meeting
of miners and ironmoulders in the Academy Park; Falkirk, was the end

of the first phase of the miners' campaign against the Liberals;s and

the Dunfermline Press dismissed the miners' general secretary with a

~note of triumphant glee:

1,. Qr\nremnn 17 A.nnnsh 1858.

~is g ¢ sehwvv e o

2. North British Daily Mail, 22 August 1868, ‘
T. Wilkie, The Representatxon of Scotland: Parliamentary Electlons
~since 1832 (Paisley, 1%95), p. 198.
4. Dunfermline Press, 29 August -1868, |
« worth Brltlbu Oallv Mail, 20 August 1868 Falkirk Hera‘d 22 A“S“Gt 1868.
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Mr. Alexander MacDonald is not heard of as a candidate

yet, so that all the bounce has come to naught., This

gentleman has been making earnest efforts to keep him-

self in the notice of the public, but he will find the

result different from what he expects. He has got a-

good "snuffing out" at two elections meetings, and I

am certain he must feel himself "out in the cold”.

There is an old adage "every dog has its day", and.

if what everybody sayb'be true, it is about the -gloam-
~ ing with him; and time, too, that the working man saw

that their cause will not prosper until a different

neans of dealing with their employer be taken.

But wnile Liberal journalists were fashioning their funeral obsequies,
the miners were preparing to nominate their gencral secrectary as the
" working class candidate for ‘the Kilmarnock burghs.

In July the Kilmarnock branch of the Scottish National Reform League
convened a conference of trades' delegates in the New Temperance Hall,
‘Kilmarnock, to discuss their programme and policy for the general election.
The Scottish workers' programme was unanimously adopted; and the delegates

'agreed that ﬁhe conference should be resolved into a public meeting'.2

A majority of thé delegates supported a resolution that the lon. R.P,
Bouverie did not deserve the confidencé of the working classes; but a

minority led by James McEwan and other middle class radicals thought

he 'had been a good and faithful servant for twenty-fivé years', Howeve?,

a further resolutioﬁ insisting that the candidate coming forward.should

- support a Permissive Bill was withdrawn after a stormy debate on the
;empérance issue. The conference concluded by agreeing to consuit the
t;adé'unions and electors in the four other towns in fﬁe constituency.3

On 23 July a public meeting of the Kilmarnock branch of the League

accepted. 'the platform of principles agreed upon at a recent meeting of

1. Dunfermline Press, 22 August 1868,

2, lorth British Daily Mail, 11 July 1868; Ayr Advertxser, 16 Julv 1868,
3. North British Daily Mail, 13 July 1868.
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the trades' delegates to which anyone coming forward as a candidate
would be asked to adhere'.l Then Edwin Chadwick, im search of a
Parliamentary seat, had a meeting with.the local leaders of the
Leagﬁe in Kilmarnock on Saturday.22 Augﬁst; and two days later a’
number of newspaperé announced that he was going to oppose Bouverie.?
The miners in'the constituency had little or no influence in the lpcal
Leagué, and John Muir, the veteran mincrs'.lcader in Ruthzarglen, was:'so
attached to laissez-faire economics> and Whiggery that he campaigned
fof Bouverie.

On 24 Augﬁst George Howell wrote to inform James McEwan.that
Chadwick wanted to stand fér‘election in the Kilmarnock burghs.5
'If he does, do aid him all you canj at any rate do not give your
pledge;'too early for any one else'.6 Moréover, the Kiimarnbck radicals -
were SO Sharply divided tﬁat some of them refused to caét Bouverie aside;7
But once the deci;ion had been taken to support Chadwick thevloc\l leader-
ship collectively campaignedbfér him, McEwan published a letter from
John Stuart Mill arguing fhat Chadwick's absence from the ﬁext Parliauent'

would be 'a public misfortune";8 and the Glasgow Herald praised Bouverie's

'admiréble address'.9

1. Scotsman, 25 July 1868, , - . o R
2. Worth British Daily Mail, 24 August 1868; Ayr Advertiser, 27 August

1868.
3. Glasgow Sentinel, 10 July 1868,
4, Ibid., 5 September 1863.
5, 'James McEwan was the secretary of the kllmarnock ‘branch of the
. Scottish National Reform League,
6. George Howell to James McEwan, 24 August 1868, lowell Collectlon. o
‘Bishopsgate, Institute, London. '
7. Kilmarnock Advertiser, 12 September 1868,

8. Glasgow llerald, 16 September 1868.
90 Ibld.’ Ag Annnst 1868 .
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A mass meeting of miners met in Rutherglen on 27 August to hammer
out. their local election strategy. They criticised Bouverie's

views on 'the responsibilities of employers for their managers', and

they enthusiéstically passed a resolution inviting MacDonald to stand

agaiﬁst Bouverie.1 In the early part of the campaign MacDonald con-
centrated on winning support among the miners, though he argued that
the 'working classes' had distinct class interests of their owm.

In a letter dated 7 September Professor B.S. Beasley wrote to MacDonald:
‘T see there is a disposition among the collier.: to bring
you forward for Kilmarnock. I sincerely hope that they

may do so, and that they may be strong enough to carry
you in. You are one of the few reprecentatives of Union-
“ism I know who would be able to fight the battle with
effect in such an assembly as the House of Commons,

But by then the trades' delegates in Kilmarnock were committed to promote.

the candidature of Chadwick; and Muir, the most influential miners'

in the constxtuency, was conmltted to Bouverie.

' The Dunfermline Press criticised the perennial agitation of 'the

irrepressible MacDonald' and his lack of a 'practical remedy' for the

“leader

1.'There was a man among them who was equal in intelligence to
Mr. Bouverie, and who, at the same time, knew all their
"ills" that they as working men and ‘their families were
"heirs to". It was said, and he (Blee) sometimes thought
that it was true, that the individual referred to was
tainted with Conservatism. That man was Alexander MacDonald,
and he thought they ought to invite that gentleman to explain
his views, politically and socially, and then consider the
propriety of askirg him to become a candidate for the rep-
resentation of the Kilmarnock burghs ... The mention of Mr,
MaeDonald's name was received with vociferous and repeated
cheering, and thereafter it was agreed that Mr., MacDonald
should be requested to meet with and address the electors in
the New Tewa lall, Rutherglen, on Wednesday, 9th Scptember.'
North British Daily Mail, 28 Aagust 1868.

2, Kilmarnock Advertiser, 5 Septembér 1368.

3. Kilmarnock Advertiser, 12 September 1868; Lunfermline Press 12

September 1368,
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miners Problems;1 and the Clasgow Herald ridiculed him as 'a promotef

of a working man's Elysium, as graphically portrayed in the lines:

Eight hours to work,
Eight hours to play,
Eight hours to sleep, 2
And eight hours a day'.

However, the sharpest thrust of all came from the editor of the North

British Daily Mail who criticised MacDonald for his lack of political

experience and for his inconsistency; his receng statements, though.ﬁ
not unambiguous, identified him with the Liberals, though his earlief~
inclinafiohs'héd been tbwards the Toriés.3 These éfiticiéﬁé.GQHEhé..
Liberal éress, together with the accusations of Liberal trade unionists,
provcked Smith, the miners' agent, into denying that 'the pecple's
candidate' was a Tory.4 |

The miners in thé constituency diligently attended'MacDona(d's

meetings,5 and the Clasgow Sentinel asked if 'the working men in!Kilmarnock'

had 'sufficient public spirit' to support 'a man belonging‘to their own
order' rather than a scion of the nobility.6

. At meetings in Kilmarnock,7 Dumbart:on,8 and Rutherglen,9 the miners
turned up in large numbers to éive MacDonald overwhelming votes of

confidence. Arthur Cunningham, a miners' leader, cashed in on the

1. Ibid., 26 September 1868.

2. Glasgow Herald, 19 September 1868. A

3. North British Daily Mail, 21 Septeuber 18568.

4. Scotsman, 18 September 1868. '

5, 1bid., Ayr Advertiser, 24 September 1868 Kilmarnock Advertiser,
- 26 September 1863; Scotsman, 29 September 15648,

6. Glaspow Sentinel, 12 Seﬁ?ZEber 1868.

7. Kilmarnock Advertiser, 3 October 1868.

8. Scotsman, 8 October 1868, ,

9. Glasgow Herald, 7 October 1868,
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nationalist sentiments of working people by insisting that they needed
'a Scoﬁsman to represent them anﬁ not - an Englishmaﬂ'.l' By the ehd of
‘September MacDonald was worried by the.support the artisans in the
constituency had given to Fhadwick; and he tried to cope with this
problem by arguing, in the face of irrefutable ecvidence to the contrary,
that thé local artisaﬁs had invited him to seek eleétion. .Hé told a-
meeting of working people in Kilmarnock that he had at the éutset béen
received unhesitatingly by artisans and other solid‘citizens as a
fropér'pcrson to reéresent Kilmarnqck and later been.givéﬁ Backing.bf
a meéting représehting every trade in the town; 6n the strenéth.of
this evidence he'ﬁadﬂbresented himself as a candidate.?

As the pressure against MacDonald's céndidatﬁre was intensified by
Liberal new;zspapers3 and the local Reform League,4 he denied he had
suppérted Toty cand'.;idates.-S In October James Moir, the national
president of the Scottish National Reform League, spoké for ChadWick
at a meeting in Kilmarnock,6 and the Reforner appealéd to MacDonald
and the Rev. Robert Thomson to withdraw from therelection and give

\
‘ Chédwick a straigﬁt‘fight with Bouverie.7 Then MacDonald alleged
that working men had'been inﬁimidated in Dumbarton, and that foremen

had gone among the workers 'book in hand' canvassing for votes.8

1. Kilmarnock Advertiser, 17 October 1868.

2. Ibld., 3 October 1868,

3. lasgow Herald, 16 October 1868 Dunfermline Press, 7 October
1868,

4., Kilmarnock Advertiser, 31 October 1868,

5. North British Daily Mail, 9 Octobter 1868,
6. TIbid., 17 Octobor 1958, '

7. Reformer, 14 November 1868.
8. North British Daily Mail, 9 October 1868.
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A few weeks later Smith, thé miners' agent, came out in support of ’
Bouverie without abandoning his commitment to the miners' greed;1
and the miners were becoming increasingly douﬁtful §f MacDonald's
prospect of electoral success. |

On 28 October MécDonala told 'a respectable aﬁdience' of working
people that Chadwick had no 'practical knowledge of the great Scéttish}
quostions'. When he addressed a second meéting'in Kilmarnock on the
same evening, he was qhaIlenged.by members of the local Reform Leagﬁé":
to submit to-'a test vote' to see whether he or Chadwick 'had-the'; ‘
greatest‘numbér of votes'. As the meeting was breaking up, he denied
that he wanted to ‘split the Liberal interest'.2 His retiral from ihe
contest was reported in tﬁe press about two weeks 1atér,3 and some‘of
his committee joined forces with Thomson, the ‘other Liberal candidate.d
But’the mineré general seéretary had not yet closed his campaign| against
the Liberals.5

By Octbbér the mining constituencies had become a cauldron o%
seething discontent, and.in Glasgow the Orangemen had Bitterly criticised

the campaigned against Robert Dalglish.6 At the same time the miners in

Lanarkshire sharpened their criticisms of Hami1t0n7 and Colebrooke,8 the

1. Ibid., 30 October 1868.
2. Xilmarnock Advertiser, 31 October 1868,
3, North British Daily Mail, 11 November 1868,
4, Kilmarnock Advertiser, 14 November 1868, : .
5. In the middle of his election campaign;, MacDonald appealed to a
-+ meeting of 2000 working people to depeud on their trade unions.
'He said that working men could only protect themselves effectually
by becowming trade unionists; and, if returned, he would do everything
in his power tn ot trads Unions legalised.' Scotsman, 29 September
6. Glasgow Sentinel,.17 October.1368. - .
7. Hamilton Advertlser, 17 October 1868 North British Daily Mail,
16 October 1868, : :
8. Hamilton Advertlser, 24 October 1868.
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Liberal candidates. In a letter to the editor of the Hamilton Advertiser

a miner accused the Liberals of being 'actuated by 'the 'most selfish
spirit of class legislatiqn'.1 Then the scene and the 'agitators' shifted
to the Falkirk burgﬂs consFitueqcy; where very bitter clashes, often
bordering on violence, between 'the upper crust of the working classes’
and the miners wére deepened by the intransigent To}yish of the miners'
leaders. | |

In late October the lon. E. llorsman came forwar& to challengé‘Mefry
‘fnr the privilege of represéntingkﬁhe Falkirk burghs.z. dﬁcé Machﬁaid
had been persuaded to submit to 'a test vot:e';3 the‘miners tﬁreﬁ their
support behindlﬂcr:man, the Torz_candidéte. ‘In meetings in every parﬁ
of the constituency, the miners héckleq Merry wifhout mercy and lauded
Horsman with praise, and the artisans formed a Working Men's Liberal
Association to promote the candidature of Merry. A wide rénge of

Liberal‘newspapers’supported Merry,4 and only the Glasgow Herald iﬁ

the west of Scotland adopted an ambiguous political attitude towards
the contest going on in the Falkirk burghs.5
Nevertheless the working class electors; though divided among

themselves, were less reluctant to take sides in the struggle between

the two candidates. At a meeting in Hamilton on 11 November Blee and

1. 1Ibid,. :

2. Glasgow ierald, 4 November 1868,

3. Kilmarnock Advertiser, 31 October 1868.
4. Glasgow Herald, 4 November 1868.

5, Kilmarnock Advertiser, 31 October 1868.
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John King, miners' agents,and John G. Proudfoot> and Lang, of the

defunct Glasﬁow Trades Cou1;11 had no difficulty in gettlng the

2
miners to support Horsman. On the same evenlng representatlves

of the Hamilton branch of the Scottish National Reform League and

of the local branches of the shoemakers union and the carpentets

and joiners unanlmously declared their support for Merry.3 The

miners and the skilled artisaans clashed at a meeting in Airdrie on

13 November, and 'the uproarious proceedings' were so violent that'

“tﬁé”méeting had to be abandoned'altogether. King asked 'the artisans';

who had convened the meeting, if they were 'the intellectual working

élésses';bahd J.R. Barr told the miners they were 'a lot of serfs' who

'ought to treat' the artisans as ’gentlemen'.4

On 14 Novemoer MacDonald Blee, King, Lang and Proudfoot convéned

a meetlng of 'working men and tradesmen’ in Falkirk 'on how they had

not been, nor could be represented by Mr. Merry'. In the event only

the ironmoulders turned out to support MacDonald's agitation,'and they

were followed into the Corn Exchange by members of the Working Men's

Liberal.Association. Both sides were sodh engaged in violent arguments,

and 'MacDonald and his supporters' were rescued by the police from an

angry and 1ncensed crowd.b In A1rdr1e on the following evenlng Roman

Catholic miners were persuaded by the same crltlcs of Merry, who had

1.

A persuasive labour historian has argued that John G. Proudfoot -

was 'even more attached to the principles expressed in the essay

"On Liberty" than they (the Liberals) were themselves'. Harrison,:
op.cit., p. 203, Nevertheless Proudfoot defied the L1b-Lab
establishment by campaigning fcr a Tory.

North British Daily Mail, 13 November 1868

1bid., 13 November 18655 .

North British Daily Mail, 14 'November 1868,

Glaspov Herald, 16 November 1848; North British anly Mail, 16 N°Vember
1868, 1homas Johnston attributed Tthe attack on MacDonald' te the ig~
norance of 'a whlsky corrunted working class mob" Johnston, op.clt.,
P+ 251. The artisans in no sense con;tltuced a mob'
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organised the Falkirk meeting, to vote for llorsman, the Tory.1

By this time the Glasgow Séntinel had turned a political somersault
by coming out in supﬁort of Merry who had re;cuéd ;;he'coﬁstituency'
from 'Tory thraldom'. The constituency fherefére owed him 'a debt!,
and in‘any case Horsﬁan was 'a brilliant b;t erratic Toff’.zr In the
face of almost monolithic opposition by the Libefalipress and thei
artisans, and the Glasgow Sentinel's Sometsault, the miners‘were
even more vociferous in their suppdrt of Horsman. Consequently there
were more argﬁmenté betwsen the miners‘and the artisaps;‘and they
culminated in 'a stormy altercation between the. two candidates and their

law agents'.3

The Glasgdw Sentinel savagely criticised Horsman for viol#ting the

Sabbath by addreésing a meating of Roman catholic miners in Airdrié
on thé eveﬁing before polling.a This meeting had been organised_énd
cohvened by MacDonald and his friends, and Aieiander Campbell, the‘
editor of the ngsgdy Sentinel, clearly disapproved of the hineré'
support of Horsman. By then Horsman had announced his wi&hdrawal

~ frem the contest, but not before sixteen electors had d@sf their votes
for him.5 In March 1869 Blee stood trial in the Hamilton Sheriff Court
for héving bribed electors to vote Tory; and he was 'cohmitfed to prison'

for three months as 'a warning against such electioneering praccices'.6

1. Ciasgow Sentinel, 14 November 1868,
" 2. Glasgow Sentinel, 14 November 1868,
2, Kilmarneock Advertiser, 14 November 1868,
4. Glasgow Sentinel, 21 November 1868.
5. Wilkie, op.cit., p. 128,

0. Norih Britisu Dally Mail, 22 Harch, 1303,

e i i
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Out31de the mlnlng constituencies the Liberals usually reigned

supremé; and they were not challenged by the worklng class movement;
The Liberal Party had been expanded as a result of tﬁe new‘opportunities
opened up to the politically ambiticus By the creation of seven new.
Parliaﬁentéry-seats; andvthe term 'Liberal'had bécome less dist:in.ct.1
Nevertheless most, if not all; of the Liberal oqgénisations‘accepted
the advice of one Liberal newspaper editor to 'select men that we .
know and céu trust as our répresentativgs oo wﬁom we know have begn'
identified in the past, or are likely to be identified in the futu;é ~,.
Qith thé-féfty-of progress'.? And‘in éome-of the f;ral cSnéLléQéﬂ;iés.:'
the Whigs still had influence in the Liberal organisations. In Edinburgh
there were threa Liberal organisations - the aggregate Liberal committce,
backed $y the Scotsman, the advanced Liberal_Association, backed b§ the
Reformer, and the independent Liberal,Committee. of the'three,vthe
independent Liberal committee, dominated by the dictgtorial Duncan
McLéren, was the rulithpolicy-making caucus. The advanced Liberals
were active in the independent Liberal Committee, too,and in 1868
‘they were prepared to coexist and co-operate with the independent
Liberals.3 | |

In 1868 the Scottish workers' programme’was accredited to the
Edinburgh trades’ delegates.4. The Kilmarqock trades' delegates had,
in fact, anticipatéd their Edinbufgh couﬁterparfs by several weeks.s
Moreoyer, the test queétions, forming the basis of tﬁe Scottisﬁ workers'

programne, had been formulated by the Ediﬁburgh branch of the Scottishi :

1. Falkirk Herald 26 September 1868. 5

2. Ibad.,

3. Reformer, 29 August 1858

4, Reynold's _Newspaper, 8 Vovember 1868.
o+ dorth Dritish Laxly hall, 11 July 1868

o . . : e
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National Reform League in July1 about a month.before the Edinburgh Trades

Council had set up a committee to 'draw up a series of test questionms
on Trade Subjects' .2 By the time the Edlnburgh workers programme was
eventually formulatedlw1th1n the Trades Counctl, the trades' delegates
had obviously'decidéd to go'beyond.ttade subjects, and the intorporation
of demands‘for the ﬁationaiisation of the railways and the establishment

of a national library had been approved of by the middle class advanced

Liberals in the local branch of the League.3

The indeﬁendeﬁt LiteralRCQmmittee re-adopted their'csndidates.-,
Duncan McLaren and John Miller of Leithen - for the city of Edinburgh
without bothering to consult the Trades Council or the 1§c31 branch of
‘the Leagﬁe. The local radicéls‘in the League had therefore no reason
to harbour illﬁsions albout McLaren's sympathy for what became known
as the SCOttish workers' programme; aﬁ&, when'they appointed a députation
to seek Miller's etdorsement of their platfsrm, they;ignqred Mchren.A
The Tories attempted to promote the candidature of Lord Stanléy; but
the Tories, in spite of the ambivalénce of tﬁe Scotsmans.and the Clasgow
Hera1d6 towards Stanley's candidature, had not a sufficiently stromg
srgsnisation to_fight a Parliamentary election. The local Reform Léague7
and the.Ttades Council8 supported McLaren and Miller; aﬁd, in the Scottish

stronghold of laissez-faire, the_radicsls in the League who wanted a

candidate committed to support a Permissive Bill withdrew their opposition.9

g Scotsman, 16 July 1868.
2. Minutes of the Edinburgh Trades Council, 11 August 1368,

3. Kilmarnock Advertiser, 31 October 1868; Reformer, 2 January 1868.
4, Scotsman, 16 July 1868,

DA DY Nee o T0rn
e ....fc‘.”“:.:.', 21 Novenber LUV

6. Glasgow Herald, 27 July 1868,

7. Scotsman, 20 July 1868,

8. HMinutes of the EdlnburOh Trades Countll 17 Wovember 1868,
9. Scotsman, 16 July 1868.
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As it happened, ﬁcLaren and Miller wére returnéd unopposed

withcut the'Trades Council putting any pressure on then; and the
Reformer'was cock-a-hoop over the defeat qf the_fmercenary
and reactionary forces' of Toryism. This election had also resulted in
the triumph of the.independent Liberal gommittee, and the disorganisation
of the Whig members of the aggregate Liberal éoﬁmittee wigh whém they had

. _ . . ,

'waged war' for so.long, v

In the Leith burghs two Liberal candidates-fought'Zor'the right'ﬁo

‘represent the constituency. Robert A. Macfie was supported by the Leith -

branch of the League2 and the Reformer> and William Miller, his opponent,-

was described as 'a wealthy, dock magnate'.4 A meeting of the working
class electors was calied in Leithvin July, and Jolin Poole, a working
class radical, accused the two major political parties of‘using‘w§tking
men‘as 'mere tools. on the occasion of a’generdl election'.5 Thé comments
of Poole and other working class rédicals would suggest that some of
the working class electors.were more anti-Miller than pro-Macfie.
Nevertheless the latter candidaté came ﬁop of the poll with a ﬁajority
of five hundred and ninety-seven vot:és.6

By contrast the working class radicals in Hawick, Selkirk and
Galashiels, who hac¢ shown signs of wiliinéness toistrike ouf‘in the
directi;n of independent politiéél action in 1867, gave the Liberals
their uncritical support in the Bordef burghs. 1In ﬁhe'towns of Hawick,

Selkirk and Galashiels the aggregate Liberal Committees held separate

nFnrmor 21 ?\Taivnmknr 'IQAg_

. RS, -

1
2. North Brltlsh Daily Mail, 22 August 1868.
3. Reformer, 14 November 1868

3. Scotsman, 14 July 1868,

b. Wilkie, op.cit., p. 212.
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meetings to decide whether George O. Tfevelyan or James T.S. Elliot
would go forward as the Liberal candidate for the Border burghs.1
Working class radicals such és Lynnzin Galashiels and Hunterz_in
Hawick, who héd been acutely class conscious during the crisis of
1867, supported Trevelyan; and decisions were taken at each ot the

three meetings to put Trevelyan forward as the Liberal candidate.
In November he was returned undpposed.4
The working ciass movement in Aberdeen in 1868 was socially
fragméﬁtéd, élass conscious andlbadly organised. Chaptisp.lggepgél
were still a part of the oral culture of wdrking people;5 and in
October the secretary of the mechanics institute deplored the 'desire
for equality of wages' among many workers in the building trades.6
Furthefmore, during the national agitation for Parliamentary reform
in 1865-67 the working class in Aberdeen had been politically apathetic,
and the Trades Council was only re'oréanised in October 1868? |
In November Colonel W.H. Sykes, the Liberal candidate for the
city of Aberdeen, was canvassed by the local bfanch.of the League and
hoe Trades Cecuncil te see if he would support the Scottish workers'
progrz.mme.8 The Aberdeen correspondent of ‘the Reformer reported the -
upshot of the Trades Council's deputation thus: 'He is at leagc in

favour of legalising the funds of_the trade unions and establishing 

courts of arbitration, and also in favour of making the decisions of

1. Scotsman, 14 July 13858,

2. See page

3. See page

4, Vilkie, op.cit., p. 109.

5. K.C. Buckley, Trade Unionism in Abﬂrdeen, 1878-1900
Edinburgh 1955, p. 104, :

6. Aberdeen Free Press, 30 October 1068.

7. Reformer, 24 October 1868,

- By AbeTdeen Proe Press, 13 hovembef’1868.

i
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such courts bindingf.1 Sykes supported the demand for legalising

the funds of trade unions,2 yet he was a staunch Whig or 'right-wing'
Liberal. The intransigence of his Whig philosophy was driven home when
he refused to support a Permissive Bill, though dgputatioﬂs from the
three Presbytérian churches ip Aberdeen, the local branch of the League
and the Trades Council had asked him to do so.3 With the approval of

the League and the Trades Council,4 he was returned to Parliament -

unopposed.s

Archibald er-Ewing stood as the Tory candidate for the.county.qf"
Dumbartou, and he was returned unoppqséd;6 He had been preQi;usly
described by the Scotsman as 'a Tory or worse'.7 In Paisley H.B.Crum-
Ewving and Archibald Kintrea, two advanced Liberals, and Colonel A.C.
Campbell,‘a Tory, competed fof the right to represent the constituency.
.Thé Paisley branch of the League campaigned for(;rum-;wing, and 'e was
elected with a ver& large majority over his two opponents.8 His'eleétion

was described by the North British Daily Mail as 'a great victory for

Liberalism'.9
In Greenock the contest revolved around Provost James J. Crieve and

Williem D. Christie, two advanced Liberals.. Trade union representatives

1. PReformer, 28 November 1868, .

2. Robert Hannay, the Liberal candidate for klrkcudbrlghcshxre was-
very exceptlonal among Scottish Liberals in his condemnation of
trade unicns, See Reformer, 19 September 1868,

3. Aberdeen Free Presq, 13 November 1868.

4, Ibid., -

5. Wilkir, op.cit., p. 44. ’

6. North British Daily Mail, 20 November 1868,

7. Scotsman, 24 July 1868.

€. Noreh Brirish Dadile Mail) 20 NMovember 1848,

9. North British Daily Mail, 20- November 1868.
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invited the contending canéidates to aadress a mass meeting of working
class electors in the Greenock Town Hall. GrieQe igpored the invitation
altogether,1 and the meetingl'unanimcusly resolved that Mr} Christie was
the accepted candidate of the trades in Greenock'.2 Grieve had certainly
done nothing to dispel the impression that he was 'the candidate of the
employeré and traders'-3 but whether or not he br1bed4work1no class
electors, he was'elected by a comfortable maJorltv;

In theﬂeast of Scotland‘Lord Elcho stood for election‘to ParliameAC;
‘in thé county of Haddington, and he was atﬁ;cked by the Libe;§1§‘apd_mgﬁy“
leaders of the labour movement. He was, moreover, accused by the North

British Daily Mail of persuading the landowners to 'put the screw' on

wayward tenants,6 By contrast the Glasgow Sentinel urged working people

in lladdington to cast their votes for '"the aristocrat and Tory' and
concluded:

Notwithstanding his belief in the infallibility of the
Constitution, his revérance for the Protestant revolution,
and his opinion that the working men have been sufficiently
represented in Parliament, Lord Elcho has given a very
practical assistance towards emancipating the industrial

- class from their oppressors., ' ' '

On polling day he was returned with a secure majority in the face of
formldable op9051t10n.
In Glasgow the creation of an addltlonal Par;lamentary seat transformed

the city into a three-cornered constltuency, and each elector had two votes.

Sir George Cawpbell, a Tory, competed with Ceorge Anderson for the third

1. Glasgow Herald, 26 September 1868,
2. North British Daily Mail, 27 September 1868,

3. Giasgow oentlnel, 4 July- looo. )
4. 1bid, : "

5. hll&le, op.cit.,, p. 159.

6. ©North British Daily Mail, 23 September 1868.
7. Glasgow Sentinel, 24 ”ctober 1“68.
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Parllanentary seat, and the Glasgow Sentinel justified the Tory inter-

vention on the grounds that it would reveal 'the actual strength cof

Conservatism in Glasgow and at the same time afford experience in the

' Vorking of the minority clause;.1 On‘the other hand the Glasgow llerald
erit'*'sed the‘Libérals for allowing themselves te be:donidaeed and
manlpulated by the Scottlsh Natlonal Reform League‘and accused the
three Libe ral candidates of eld gx g to 'th sa7a‘ xtreme polltleal
complegion'.z In fact Anderson was 5 strong Republlc a and cr1t1c'
of the Monarchy,® and he® and Dalglish® drew cons1de'ab1e fire fro*d
the Orangemen. Nevertheless the electlod‘of the three Liberal candidates
was never in doubt. |

But thdugh Andersoﬁ was backed sy the Glasgowrwerkihg’Men;e
Associaeion6 and the Confereﬁce of the Unided Tredee,7-a ﬁinority.of
worklno class crxtlcs, led by the mlners, challenged him to support
at least one progre531ve demand. In reply to a worklng class hecklet,
who had advocated the shortenlng of the hours of labour by Par11amentary
enectment, he said he 'would ﬁot support any measure to interfere with

B .rdhe hdufé‘oftgrown men', Adult workers wefe,,in‘his opinion, able to a
'protect tﬁemselveé'.8 He and‘James Moir elso dpposed a‘Perﬁissive’
Bill as 1nterference w1th the laws of.economlc enterprlse,9 and Anderson
opposed 'state alded emlgratlon for the Lnemployed.lo Thls led the

Glasgow Sentlnel to defend Andrew Muxr, the miner who heckled Anderson

1. Ibid.

2. Glasgow Herald, 1 August 1848. ’ ‘ o

3. The Bailie, 22 January 1873; 31 March 1880; and 18 February 1885,
Clydeside Cameos (London, 1885), pp. 197~ 203. '

4. North British Daily Mail, 28 August 1868,

5. Glasgow Sentinel, 17 October'18§8.

6. Reformer, 19 December 1868.

7. Tbid., T4 November 1868. ‘

8. North British Daily Mail, 5 September 1868,

2. lbld., Jl Juiv 18u3.
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in Glaséow, in a long editorial en;itled 'Surplus Labour and
Emigration';1

On 17 September 1868 the Dundee Trades Council appointed a special
committee to confer with the Liberal candidates 'anent the proposed
Trades Societies'Ac.:t'.2 There were four Liberal candidateS'—‘two

advanced leerals and “two independent beerals - competlng for\
the two Parliamentary seats, and the dUMLndnt Liveral organisations

seeﬁ to have been controlled by the advanced Liberals.3

The Trades
“Couh¢il made no attempt to heckle the Liberal céndidmtes during the "~
electioﬁ campaign,and the representatives of the special committee
restricted themselves to asking the ééndidates about their attitude
to industrial.questions. When the ;ommittee teported to a full
meeting of the Trades Council on 6 October, a mdtion to récommend.
'our constituents' to support 'two of the Liberal ﬁandidates' was
defeated. An amendment asking the Trades Coundil to abstain from

'recommending anyone in pdrtlcular was carried by a ma30r1ty.4

Ihe two advanced Liberals were, however, elected w1thout the actlvev
intgryentlon or endorsement of the Trades Counc11. |

leeral predominance was the key factor in deflning the fole

of the Scottish Division of the Reform League. leerallsm had

had a monolithic grip on the Scottish electorate since 1832, and
this‘pheqomenon was reinforced by the second Reform Act. when

the election results of 1368 were tabulated, it was seen that the -

Tories had captured only eight of the sixty Scottish Parliaméntéry

ceats,  And the ceats they had captured were in rural constituencies,
z_, Glaspow Sentinel, 12 September 1868.

“. gggq:p Courlcr. 17 September 1868,

3. Dundee udvettlser 20 October 1868,

A . r‘""\r‘um e rinvr . 8 Nawamhay 1RAR L
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If the ‘Scottish labour movement was to the 'left'of the English
one in 1868 in terms of_their.respective eleétion programmes, a few
Yorkshire branchesAof the Reform League had nonetheless promoted
'working men's candidates in the 1868 election'.1 For England as
a whole, howe?et, 'suggestions from branches'were not accebted by
the Central Assoc?étion in London in éase the delicate negotiat{onQ
being conducted with the Liberal whips would be throwa into jeOpardy;?
. As.a result of the.electoral predominapce ofvSédftish Libéralism;’the.u
Scﬁttish Reform League could affo:d to campaigﬁ for the programme of
advanced Liberalism without being in dangef of allowing Tory candidates
to Be elected. (And the Scottish workers' progfamme had, of course;
gone beyond the programme of advancéd Liberalism). This was why the
Scottish Reform League 'rivalled the éctivity, and someﬁimes the author-
ity,vof the central Executive in London'.3

Just as tﬁere were Liberal indu#:rialists ih Englaﬁd Qho feared the
pdﬁéntialities of trade unionism much more than the conseq;enées_of a
working class&ote,4 so there were in Scoﬁland, too. The Scottish Liberal
industrialists were} however, less open in their criticism of trade uhions;
énd the Scottish Liberal Party, thduéh 2 loose cbélition; was more reluc-~
tant to.antagonise the trade unions than their English counterﬁarts;

When Hanny, the Liberal candidate in Kirkcudbright, attacked trade unions

1. Dullsmore, Opocil.., P 2530
2. Ibid., p. 24.
3. Bell, op.cit., p. 175.

4. DUHSUIOI'E, Of).Citu, pl 2170
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in pr1nc1p1e h1s statement was described by the Reformer, the Edinburgh
organ of advanced Liberalism, as preJudlcal to the Liberal cause'’ .1
In some of the English orovinces the labour movement sometimes regarded
Liberal eandidates as the lesser of two evils,2 but, unlike the Scottish
miners, they did not campaign against them. For some Scottish trede
unionists adherence to advanced Liberalism was almost more important
than a candidate's‘attitude towards trade unionism. For example Ceorge

Anderson, tne beeral candldate and later M P. for Glasgow, was, in
spite of his lack of enthus1asm for trade unionism, popular thh thel‘
artisans because of his Republicanism and advocacy of land reform,

In contrast to irs Ehglish counterpart, the Scottieh Leagoe wes?
as has been seen, dominated by middle class advanced liberals. 1In
Glasgow they used the Leegue to extehd.rhe power and influeocevor
the advanced Liberals within the Liberal Associations,‘and this was
why they, unllke the English, developed their own programme. The
' emlssarles of the Reform League, who were flnanced out of the 'special
fund', confined their activitiee to England, with the sole exception of
their intervention in setting up a branch in Dumfries in January 1867,
In Scotland there wos,moreover, an absence: of small Tory held burghs
which had afforded the main target in England; and this was why the
Scottlsh D1v131on of the League fulfilled dlfferent funct1ons altogether.

Nevertheless the leerals in Scotland and England, 3 whether advanced,

1. Reformer, 19 September 1368,

2. Dunsmore, op.cit., p. 219. “g

3. R. Harrisonm; 'The British Working Class and the General Election of
1868', International Review of Social History, VI, p. 79.
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independent or Whig, had one thing in common = they united to prevent

tfgde unionists or working class candidates from being elected as M.P.s.
A proloﬁged election campaign héd weakened the political poten-

tialities of the Scottish working class movement By accentuating the;

existing splits and divisions between the miners and the artisans.

For a short time, ?t seemed as if the Glaspow Sentinel, undér the
editofship of Alexander Campbell, might succeéd in deveIOping a
”tehdency,df,independent working class politiés. In 186é Campbe11:~~m-~
was, as Dr. Frdser has argued, an advocate of 'a policy of independence
from middle-class Liberalism';1 but he was less consistent than Ffaser
assumes him to have been, Caﬁpﬁell had written to Lord Elcho in October
fequesting finaacial aid for Alexander MacDonald's camﬁaign in Kilmarnock,
wheréthe was stanqing as the 'people's candidate'; and, wﬁen Elcho refused
either material or moral:support since he had been asked by someone 'whose
authority' he recogniéed to 'dissuade MacDonald from standing',2 the

Glasgow Sentinel switched its support to the Liberals,

The political somersault of Alexander Campbell and the Claspow Sentinel

had done nothing to 'mitigate Alexander MacDonald's hostility towards James
Merry and the Liberal coalowners. It had' been inéreasingly obvious that
the 'anti-capitalist speeches' of Campbell and MacDonald were more rhetorical

than operational, and MacDonald's genuiné support for the programme of

1. W.li. Fraser, 'A Newspaper for its Generation: The Glasgow Sentinel,
1850-1877', Scottish Labour listory Society Journal, July 1971, p.28.

2, Lord Elcho to Mr. Campbell, 23 October 1868, RH/40/9. Scottish
Records Office, Edinburgh, ' '

»
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advanced Liberalism was almost totally‘subordina;ed to the miners
demands for narrow, sectional legislation.

" The Scottish workiné 'class' was very heterogeneous -‘ethnically,
rellglously and culturally. The trade union organisationvin the west
of ScoLland coalflelds was vitiated by rellglous and ethnlc splits,
and it is probable that only a mlnorxty of the miners acqu1red the
vote in 1868. ‘ The miners' leaders had tried to persuade the art1san;
to support them in promotlng worklng class candldateS' but when‘they

.ifalled they displayed what Selig Perlnan has descrlbed as 'job‘
conséiousness‘.z' From July to the close of the electlon campaign,
théy demonstrated their‘inability to go beyond the exigences 6f
thexr clase situation to agltate for collect1v1st legislation

relarlna to the re-organlsatlon of qoclety as a whole.

1. .Electoral registers for the mining constituencies have not survived,
but the electoral registers for Glasyow show that some miners, who
lived in Clasgow were enfranchised by the Act of 1868.

2., Selig Perlman, Tbeory of the Labor Movement, (New York, 1949),
T PP 168 -9, - : . e e e e
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The Scottish Liberals, the Criminal Law _
Amendment Act and the Trades Councils, 1870-1879°

In the 1870s le-Lab-lsm, self-help and class consciousness co;
ex1sted within a militant labour movement.l Strlkes were sometimes
sanctxoned and supported by 1nf1uent1a1 seot1ons of Scott1sh soc1ety,
and in some rommunltles Presbyterlan cleroymen ard local Liberal news-
papers occa91ona11y 51ded with labour against capital. A‘mllltant..”
Scottish labour movement already ex18;ed in the 1860s, and militaocy -:
and class coosciousness were noe sudden or abrupt.eruptions which
occurred in the 1880s. |

Liberal-Labourism and.self-help complemented eaoh other, and
middle c1ass Liberals and Lib-Lab erade union leaders accepted the
implicit assumptlon of L1bera1 1nd1v1dua11sm = the concept of P rsonal
respon81b111ty for poverty. The leaders of Scottish labour, wh ther
they represented miners or artisans, adhered to 'the petty bourge01s
values of thrift, betterment and self-help', and thereby separated
themselves from the lebouring-poor.1 In toe 1860s and 1870s the
Engllsh and Scottlsh labour movements were Just as opposed to
socialism as the middle classes, but the leaders of the Britlsh
Trades Union Congress were not so soclallj conservatlve or ‘80 un~
cr1t1ca1 of m1dd1e class econom1c52 es was argued by h1stor1ans 11ke

, Theodore Rothste1n.3

1. Bulletin of the Society for the Studv of Labour Hlstogz, No. 16

' 1968, p.9.

2. D.W. Crowley, Th° Origins of the Revolt of the Br1t1sh Labour
Movement from Liberalism, 18/5-1906, Ph.D., London, 1952, passim.

3. T. Rothstein, From Chartism to Labourism (London, 1929), P8851m'_
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The middle-class-working-class alliance of 1868, which was sub-
sequently cﬁaracterised by F.E. Gillespie as };he_Libe;al-Labour
alliance', peréisted, and, indeed, greﬁ in strength in the 1870s,
Professor Saville has defined the ideology of the Lib-Lab trade union
leaders as {an ideology wﬁich looked to Parliamentar& methods for the
redress of grievances and the long-term solution to working class
problems'.l The Lib-Lab ideology a2s defined by Saville increasingly
deepened its roots with’u the British labour movement, and thereby
- made it possible for fhe Liberal Party to present itself.to a large -
number of working men as 'the Pérty of progress".2 \

In April 1871 the newly-formed Glasgow Trédes Council initiated a
long campaign against thé-frimigél Law Amendment Act ﬁy deciding to
co-ordinate local and regional protesté and by organising a Scotgish
petition.3 But when Sykes, the Liberal MP qied in June 1872, thé
Aberdeen corre;pondent of the Reformer argued that the by-election
would most likely to a great extent turn on the views expresééd by the
candidates on the Game~laws as affecting tﬁe food consumers'.4 However,
the Aberdeen'rrades Council raised a number of working ‘class demands
with W.J. Barclay, thé advanced Liberal candidate, including the.demand,
»for‘the nationalisation of the railways and the repeal of the Criminal
Law Amendment Act.s In spite of the Trades Council's support fof a
ﬁarclay, J.F. Leith, who belonged to the Whig faction of the Liberal

. Party, was returned by a very large majority. The third candidate, a

Tory, picked up a few hﬁndred votes.6

1. John Saville, 'Notes on Ideclogy and the Milners before World War I,
Bulietin of the Society for the Study of Labour History, No. 23, 1971 pZ5.
2. John Saville, 'The Backbround to the Revival of Socialism in England ’

Bulletin of the Society for the Study of Labour History, No.ll, 1965,pl4.
3. North British Daily Mail, 6 April 1871.

4, Reformer, 22 June 1872.
5. a.bld-, 29 Juna .|.u7¢..
6. Glaspow Weekly Mail, 9 August 1873.
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Not until the early months of 1873 was class consciousness
agéin manifested in political action when Greenock,1 Glasgbw,2

‘and Edinburgh3

Trades Councils protested against thé imprisonment
of'the London gas'itokers under the Criminél Law Amendﬁent4Act.
Scottish‘trade unionists were, moreover, indignant over 'the class
actuated legislatioﬂ' which had resulted in the imbrisonﬁént‘of trade
ﬁnionists; and their worst suspicions and their class consciousness
were intenéified during 1873 when there were four cases of Scottish

'trade'unionists being iinpri‘soned;4 In Glasgow, where thée three
Libefalbmembefs of Parliament, balglish, Graham and Andefsoﬁ,'
iﬁformed a public meeting of tzéde unionists ﬁhat they supported

the améﬁdment of the Acﬁ under which trade unionists had been sent
to jail, the representatives of the Trades Council, and pafticuléfly
Andrew Boa #hd Méthew All&n, demanded its total repeal.5 ‘At théﬁ :
time, however, the battle between the Scottish labour movement; with
Glasgow formlng the spearhead, and the leeral M. P.s was: only beglnnlng,
and before it was over the Liberal candldates in Glasgow would require
to make considerable concessions to the Trades Counc11 . _

A by-election in Dundee in eafly August 1873 gavé the local Trades 
Council an opportunity to mobilise trade unionists against thé Criminal
‘Law'Amendment Act. The TradeSFCouncil opposed James Yeamen, thé Tory,
and James F.'Stephen. the’éfficial Liberal; and they cémpaigned for

Edward Jenkins, the indepéndent Liberal, who was a strdng critic of the

1. North British Daily Mail, 18 January 1873.
2, 1Iuid,
- 3.- MacDougall, op.cit., p. xxxiv. ‘
-4, Bulletin of the Soc1ety for the Study of Labour Hlstory. NO- 19' 1969’
‘ p. 38.

5. North British Daily Ma11 6 February 1873. .
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law relating to trade unionism. Yeamen came out at the top of the

poll; Jenkins came second; and Stephen came out at the bottom with a
very small vote;1 in the months between August 1873 and January 1874
there were three mass demonstrations against the Crimingl Law Amendment
Act and the Masters-and Servants Act in Edinburgh,2 Clasgow,3‘and Dundee4
in which the Trades Counciis'of the four principal Scottish cities par—

ticipated. The Glasgow Sentinel observed that the Edinburgh demonstration

in August 1873 had 'given great offence to those journals which represent

_thé,interests of capital.5 In Glasgow a committee for the_Repeallof-the

Criminal Law Amendment Act was founded for 'the purpose of organising
electordl committees of working men in every town in-Scotland.5

An important consequé&ce of the Edinburgh trades aemonstration
was the creation of the Edinburgh Workmen's Electoral Council. 1In '
September 1873 this body invited Bailie David Lewis, a leading middle
class figure in the advanced Liberal Association, to stand for election
to Parliamen: againét MclLaren, the Senior ﬁember for Edigburgﬁ. Howevef;
Lewi§ admitted that his loyalﬁy to the local Liberal Party prevented him
from opposing McLaren.6 Then the Edinburgh Workmen's Electoral Council .
sent a deputation, consisting of J.C. Burn, A, Dewar and W. Fairbairn,
to interview Miller, the Junior member for Edinburgh, who was known to
be very éympathetic towards them. They questioned him about 'the ex-
ﬁensiqn of the hours of polling, the equalisation of the constituencies,

the Game-laws, the Criminal Law Amendment Act, the penal clauses of the

1. Glasgow Weekly Mail, 9 August 1873. ‘
2. Scotsman, 25 August 1873; North British Daily Mail, 25 August 1873.

‘3. North British Daily Mail, 3 November 1873.

4, Glasgow Sentinel, 10 Januar" 1874.
5. 1Ibid., 30 August 1873,
6. North British Daily Mail, 24 November 1873.
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Masters and Servant§ Act, the application of the law of conspirﬁcy
to questioﬁs of labour, and payment of members of Parliament'; and
they expressed satisfaction with his answers.1

In Edinburgh these basic issues were not discussed in the Trades
Council (as diStiﬂct from the Edinburgh’Workmen's Electoral Counéil)
at all;vand some trade unionists in Edinburgh were very critical
of leading members in the Trades Council involving labour in politics.2
Buﬁ though the leading members in the Trades Council in the late 18663
" and early 1870s were frequént1§ accused of 'revolutionéry tendencies'>
and 'Reéublicanism',4 the issue of sending a working class representative
to Parliament was never raised in the Trades: Council at this time.
And when the Edinburgh working class leaders had been most alienated
from the Scottish Liberals, they had, as we have seen, turned to
advanced Liberals like Miller and Lewis who were not strong enough
to exert any pressure on McLaren or the indcpendent Liberals,

In early October 1873 Peter Henrietta, a tailor, gave notice
to a weekly meeting of the Glasgow Trades Council that he would
raise .the question of 'taking some steps to secure a working class
representative as one of the three Members for thg city of Giasgow'
at the next meeting.5 During the debate.at the Trades Council the

following week Henrietta argued that 'the present time presented a

most favourable opportunity to bring forward a working man's candidate

1, 1Ibid., 29 September 1873,

2. Reformer, 9 Septewber 1873 and 23 September 1873.
3. Glaspow Seuntiuel, O February 1008.

4., Scotsman, 17 September 1871..

5. Glasgow Weekly Herald, 11 October 1873,
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for Glasgow' and his resolution was carried without any opposition.

The questioo was again raised in the Trades: Council in November,2 and
on 3 December 'the motion of Mr, Boa for the formation of a committee
to ascertaln by pleb1sc1te or any other mode what support the working
men of Glasgow would 1end to such a cand1date at the next general
electlon was debated for several hours.3 However, there was considerable
oppObltlon to the 1dea of working class representatlon' and the Glasgo'
Qent1ne1 reported an 'auimated discussion' in relation 'to what would -
have to be the religiois opinions of the candidate'.4 An opponent of
Boa's motion said that he"had a conscience,.add‘ee eternity was before
him,'he could not give his aid to return a Secularlist'working man
cand1date .5 A prolonged and controversial discussion was adjourned
wlthout anybgeneral agreement belng reached.

The debate on Boa's motion was resumed at a meet1ng of the Trades
Council on 24 December. The motion was carried by a very small majority,
and a committee wae appointed to orgaoise a plebiscite. .This 'victory'
for the advocates of working class representation was a moral triumph
rether than a politically effective decision, since influential Liberals
like John Battersby; oho were opposed to a working class candidate in the
present 'political climate', were elected to the cormittee; andreven Lang,
who had fought for 1ndependent work1ng class p011t1cs in 1868, spoke of

'the spirit of suspicion and host111tytoo common amongst the workmen .6

1. TIhid., 18 October 1873,

2, 1Ibid., 29 November 1873,

3. North British Daily Mail, 4 December 1873.
4. Glasgow Sentinel, 6 December 1873,

5. 1Ibid,

R North British Daily Ma11 25 December 1873; Glasgow Weekly Herald.
27 Decemher 1873, |
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In Edinburgh McLaren blatantly displayed his opposition to the
demands of the local trade ﬁnionists, and in October 1873‘he.received
a depqtation'from 'the Advanced iibefal Association', 1In a long
interview he.challenged Lewis to oppose him at the genefal,election,'
and he told the advanced Liberals that he would be re-elected in
spite of opposiﬁion from the advanced Liberals.an& the leaders of
the working élasé movement. He argued that the intervention of the ..
dissidgntﬁLibgrals would 'not allow Tqries'to be elected',_aqd“he;_.
was satisfied that no Tory candidate 'could get 5,000 votes in the
city'. As there were '25,000 electors on the roll', the advanced 4
Liberals and trade union dissidents should be 'under no alarm about
"letting in a Tory"'. 1 Then at a mass meeting of Liberal electors
in Edinburgh on 22 Decewber, McLaren refused to 'vote in favour|of.
Mr. Mundella's Bill for the repeal of the Criminal Law Amendmen
Act'; end William Paterscn, the secretary of the Associated Society
of Carpenters and Joiners, successfully moved a vote of no cénfidence
in M.cLaren.3 |

| The Scottish Liberal newspapers, whether of fhe Whig or the
advanced Liberal persuasion, were appalled by the behaviour of the.
Edinburgh trade unionists towards‘MéLaren; In an editorial the

North British Daily Mail observed that he had been 'brought up in

a season and school when it was the orthodox thing to denounce com=*
binations as a sin against the gospel of political economy prpmulgated

by Adam Smith'; yet 'the trades people' had been 'ungracious and

-

B3

1. North British Daily Mail, 8 October 1873. .
2. 1Ibid., 27 December 1873. :
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impolitic' to 'press him so far as they dJ'.d'.1 The Reformer thoughﬁ

that 'his past services to the working classes' should'have mitigated

the harsher parts of the resolution read by Mr. Paterson' 2 and the

Scotsman relterated the tradltlonal Whlg view that trade unions

militated against 'the good, industrious and able worker' by destroying
individualism.3‘ Nevertheless Paterson denied McLaren's allegation
that 'the opposition of that ﬁight was organised by the trades unions'.
Morecver, he ccnfessed that the question of criticising McLaren 'héd'
never been before any'of their committees.é'

The indeﬁendent Liberals were so incenéed by the sﬁpport Miller
of Leithen had given to the working class agitation for the repeal4
of the Criminal Law Amendment Act that they refused to nominate him
as théir Parliamentary candidate.5 Then the aggregate Liberal Committee

nominated James Cowan, the Lord Provost, as McLaren's running m%te;é

- and Miller was supported by the advanced Liberals and most of tﬁe leadérs

of the labour mcvement in Edinburgh.7 McLaren and Cowan were sﬁpported

by the Roman catholics,8 and by a tiny number of trade unionists such

as T. Pendrigh and W. McVie.'9 The Edinburgh Workmen's Electoral

Council appealed to the working class electorate not to vote for J.H.

wo~NoOOUMSWN

Ibid., 25 December 1873.

Reformer, 27 December 1873,

Scotsman, 25 December 1873.

Ibid., 24 December 1873,

Ibid., 27 Javuary 1874, -

J.B. Mackie, Life of Duncan McLaren (Edlnburgh 1888), pp. 53-7.
Scotsman, 27 January 1874,

£dinburgh Fvening Courant, 3 February 1874,
Scotemon, 31 January 1874,
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A, MacDbnald, the Tdry candidate; then, after the eléction, they
issued a ﬁanifesto denouncing Cowan, McLaren and the middle class
Liberals.1

The central weakness of the strategy of the leaders of the
Edinburgh labour movement was their dismal failure to raise contro-
versial political questicns in their frade union branches, In the
carly 1870s they were Republicéns, and they were repeatedly accused
of using the Trades Council as 'a front organisation' for the
" Edinburgh Republican Club.2 In an anonymous letter to the. Scotsman 'An -
Ex-Delegate' accused them of alienating 'some of the strongest and best
“unions' in Edinburgh by subordinating the Trades Council's trade union
functions to political agitation.3
Thé leédera of the working class movement in Edinburgh were

obviously to the'left'of rank-and-filé trade unionists; and, in a
city with a relatively large middlg class, they lacked the political
power of the labour movement in Glasgow te influence the decisions
of the local Liberal organisation. By 1874 the class bitterness
directed against 'the whole of the Indepenaent or Middle Class Liberals'
through the manifesto issued by the Edinburgh Workmen's Electoral
Couﬁcil was unparalleled in the annaié of.the Scottish labour movement,
This bitterness was reinforced by the electoral triumph of McLaren

and Cowan., The manifesto concluded:

1. TIbid., 30 March 1880,
2, Scotsman, 5 Sentemher 1871.
3. 1Ibid., 14 September 1871, -
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Bitter experience has taught us that common justice
for working people is not yet a tenet of Middle-class
Liberalism, Though our aid is courted to promote
Middle-Ciass interests, we are abandoned the moment
we begin to attend to the most elementary of our own.
We are still despised as a servile class, and it is
for us to wipe out the stain of class-inferiority by
incessantly demanding from the Legislature equality
before the law. We will neither be respected, nor
can we truly respect ourselves, till this be accom=-
plished. In the school of adversity we must learn a

~ lesson of fortitude, perseverance, and self-dependence,
and bide our tine,

" John G. Holburn, Chairman.
David Gibson, Secretary.

When the Edinburgh Evening Courant publiéhed extracts from the

manifesto of the Edinburgh Workmen's Electoral Council in March 1880
Holburn claimed that the manifesto issued by the Edinburgh Trades
Council (sic!) in 1874 had totally rejected support for MacDonald,
the Tory candidate, who had promised to press for the repeal of
the Criminal Law Amendment Act.2 As the Tories here'aﬁ insigni icaﬁt
electoral force in Edinburgh, the local working claés movement lacked
a weapon with which to exploit Liberal fears of‘a Tory victorf at the
.polls as had been done éo successfully in some English conétituéncies.‘
By January 1874 there were five Liberal candidates in Glasgow -
A. Crum, G. Anderson, C. Cameron, P.S., MacLiver and C, Neily--seeking
the three Parliamentary seats for»the city, and the last four Werelh
compgting for the endorsement and active support of the locallLéboﬁr
movement. The three sitting members of Parliament had already been'.

petitioned by the Glasgow Trades Council on the Criminal Law Amenﬁment

1. Edinburgh Evening Courant, 19 March 1880.
2. Scotsman, 30 March 1680..
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Amendment Act and ﬁhe Masters and Servants Act;1 and the retirél of
Dalglish and the withdrawal of Graham to another constituency may
héve reflected the strength of the Tpédes Council in influenéing
the poiitical decisions of Liberal politicians. At a public meetiﬁg
in the City Hall on 28 January Heﬁrietta and Boa opposed a motion
thanking Graham and Dalglish for 'their past services to the working
classes'; but a large nuwber of working men, including leading
members of the Ttades‘Cduncil, helpea to carry the mctién by an
‘overwhelming majority.2 Moreover, the Trades Council decided by ;’
a plebiécite of the delegatés at their meeting on 29 January to
supﬁort Anderson and Cameron rather than MacLiver or Neil.3 This
decision was taken in spige of Anderson's firm~opp§sifion to shortening
the hours of adult workers by Parliamentary enactment.4

As a consequence of the Trades Copncil's decision Boa offerLd his
resignation as the chairman of the Committee for the Repeal of -he
Criminal Law Amendment Act.  But his resignation was refused,.and
the Reéeal Comnittee refused to support ei;her Anderson or Cameron,
the advanced Liberals; However, they agreed to support Macliver,
as he was "the only candidate of the four Qho éaid he would véte

for the total repeal cf the Aét'.s, By contrast the Glasgow Sentinel - .

argued that MacLiver and Neil were not working men's candidates as

they had not been invited by working men; if only Glasgow working

]

1. North British Daily Mail, 29 May 1873.
2. 1Ibid., 29 Januvary 1874,
]
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. Scotsman, 31 Jsnuary 1874,
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men had been properly organised they might have returned with éase
a candidate of their own choosing.1

Nevertheless a small minority of trade unionists in Glasgow did
support the agitation for’independentwlébour representation in
Pafliament.‘ In late Januhrj several deputations of trade uniénists
requested Boa 'to come for&ard' as a working éiass-Parliamentary
candidate for GlaSgoW;2 but the Trades Council was still under the -
iafluence of Liberal idzology. By this time Boa was suffering from
~advanced tuberculosis,3 and the labour moyement was badly split over
political issues. There is no evidence to suggest that Boa was
a secularist as some suggested; but he was certainly a very talented
and articulace &orking class militant who was dedicated to the
amelioration of working class social éonditions.ai However, Henrietta
had Republican leapings and he was probably a secula;ist;5 and .;
he may have contemplated standing as a working class Parliamentary
candidzste.

paradoxically the working class leaders in Glasgow (in contrast
io their counterparts in Edinburgh) failed to raise such issues as
the payment of memberé of Parliament or the extension of the hours
of polling with the Liberal candidates who were seeking election to
Parliament. Moreover, while McLaren, the Edinburgh apostle of |

laissez-faire, claimed to support the demand for a ten hour day for ’

Glasgow Sentinel, 31 January 1874.

Scotsman, 29 January 1874,

Glasgov Sentinel, 17 November 1877,

The Pailie, Ll August 1875.

Dr. G.B. Clark, 'Random Recollections and Reflections',
Forward, 8 May 1920. : »
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railway workers,1 Anderson, the advanced Liberal in Glasgow, attributed
the demand to 'a new and very questionable theory of economic science

propounded by Mr. Disraeli’.? "The Whigs, who had formerly had some

control in Clasgow, were losing their grip, and the Glasgow Sentinel

pointed to 'the confusion‘iﬁ the Liberal ranks'. Furthermoré, the
Liberals 'who used to pull.the strings at former elections seem‘to
have disappeared altogether. or if they are still in the body, they
ceem afraid of meddling in the matter, acd the consequence is that
.the new candidates who nave come forward are free lancers'.3 But .
once the Trades Council had endorsed Andersoﬁ and Cameron, Maciiver
and Neil announced their withdrawal from the contest.

The Irish League put forward Francis. E. Kerr as the Catholic
and Home Rule candidate. Howevér, the attempt of the Glasgow branches
of the Irish League to secure the Trades Council's support forrKérf
was unsucceSSfU194 though ﬁe stood for the ;otal repeal of the Criminal
Law Amendment. Act.s The intervention of a specifically quan catholic
candidate was a new source of tension among working people; and this‘
» almos£ certainly étreugthened the Tory elements among the predominantly
Presbyterian working class. Moreover, the overwhelming majority of the
members of the Scottish Trades Councils were identifiea by contemporary
observers as dedicated Presbyterians.6

Meanwhile, the militants in the'Glasgow Committee for the Repeal

of the Criminal Law Amendment Act continued to exert considerable pressure

1. Glasgow Weekly Herald, 15 November 1873.

2. YNorth British Daily Mail, 29 January 1874,

-3, Glasgow Sentinel, 31 January 1874, .

4. TYorth British Daily Mail, 26 January 1874, -

5. Tbid., & February 1874. : B o L N
6. Spectator, 24 October 1868. : . . ) '
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on Anderson and Caﬁeron; and before polling day they had forced
important aoncessions from Anderson and 'secured‘a written pledge'
from Cameron to support the agitation for the total repeal of the
infamous A¢£.1 The result was that Cameron and Anderson, the
advanced Liberals; came out at the top of the poll with A. Whitelaw,
the Tory, while J. Hunter, the_Tary, A, Crum; the Whig, and Kerr, the

- )
Roran catholic, were unsuccessful.” In an editorial the North Br1t1sh

Dallz Mail welcomed the v1ctory ‘of Anderson and Cameron and concluded.
'The nower of the Wh1o cllque who arrogated the right to manage the o
whole Liberal interest is utterly broken' .3

In 1874 the miners playéd an insignificant role in the gcheral
election, though John Gillespie, the miners’ agent for Stirlingshire,
heckled the‘Liberal candidate at a meeting in Falkirk over his atti;ude
to the Crimiral‘Law Amencim'ent‘:‘Act'.4 Thevtwavcrucial reasons for the
miners non-involvement in_the élection gamﬁaign Qera.the beginning of
a severe éepréssioﬁ in the Scpttiah coal industry and Machna1d's
contest as a wbrking ciass candidate in the English constituéacy of
Stafford.” |

MacDonald's candidature6 was proﬁp;ed by_ihe London based‘Labour
Representation League,7.and minefa in'Laaarkshire agread to 'raise
the nécessary funds for paying his’eiecﬁian expensés'.8 After hisf

election to Par11ament the Scotsman argued that he was a worklng class

1. Scotsman, 8 February 1874,

2. North British Daily Mail, 5 February 1874,

3. lbid., 5 February 18/4,

4. 1Ibid., 30 January 1874.

5. G.D.H., Cole, British Work:ng Class Politics, 1832-1914
(London, 1914), pp. 67-8.

6. Minutes of the Labour Reptesentat1on Ieagu 24 October 1873.

7. Cole, op.cit., p. 52 T SR

8. Glasgow Sent1ne1 10 January 1874.
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representative of 'marked ability, especially in‘buéinéss' rather
than a worging man. He wac also accused of suppérting the Tory
candidate in Durham, as he had done in Sduth Lanark in 1868.1

In any case the Scottish miners did not again intervene in a
genéral election on a big scale until after his death in 1881,

| In Dundee the Trades Councillwas no mdre:successful thanvit
had been in the by-election of 1873; and the Trades Council ig.
Abérdeen had virtually collapsed. By céntrast with the élecﬁion
..of‘1é68,'wﬁén the Tories returﬁed eight ﬁeﬁbers of Périiamént,'
the Tories won nineteen Pérliamentéry séats in Scotland: The

Edinburgh Evening Courant. was, however, far from satisfied by

the increase in Tory Parliamentary representation. The editor
attributed the neglect éf Scottisﬁ affairs in Parliament to the
strength of tue SCpttish vote which‘wés 'almost wholly Libéi#l'j
the only really effective way to rescue Scotland 'from:such
ignominy" was to strengthén the ConservatiVe”Party, and 'évefy
ballot paper given for a Conservati§e candida;é' was 'a vote for
secdring national honour and the Protestant faith'.2
In Decemier 1875 Jackson3inviﬁed the cpfopérafion of the frédes

Council in the re-organiéation Qf the Glésgow Liberal érganisation,
And‘this was an indication of the interntiorn of the ad?anced Liberals
to ccnsolidate.their ccntroi Qf the Liberal Aséociation in Glasgow.

The Trades Council refused to take any action beyond recommending

1. BScotsman, 10 February 1874. '

2. Edinburgh Evening Courant, 3 February 1874.

3. George Jackson was the 'solitary councillor' representing 'the
trade unions' in the Glasgow town council in the 1870s. James

Mavor, My Windows on the Streets of the World (London, 1923), p. S4.
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the LiSeral Association 'to the éonsideration of working men'.1
Then in 1876 the Glasgow Liberal Workmen's Electoral Union.was
founded on the initiative of %he advanced Liberals; and at the
first public meeting of the new working men's Liberal 6rganisétion
Simoﬁ Martin, who had been the secretary of the Committee for'the
Repeal of the Criminal Law Amendmént Act in 1873, aﬁpeﬁled to
working men to 'individually help to tufﬁ‘over among their fellows
the undergrowth of political ignorance which abounds'.2 .This working
-~ciass‘organisation, in cdntrast to the earlier experienée of its ...
counterpart in Edinburgh, was not‘only integrated into thé Liberal
organisation, but also played a crucial role in promoting working
ciass demands in the Glasgow Liberal Association, |

When the Aberdeen Liberalg formed a new Liberal Association
in 1877, they asked the Trades Councileor assistance in attracting
working men to their ranks.A3 A joint meeting of the two organisations
was held in February to afrange for working class represgh;ation on
the Gereral Couﬁéil of the Libcral Associa;ion;A' There was evidence
of tension in the relations between the Tradés Council and the Liberai
cauéus in Aberdeen, too; and this tension was highlighted in 1879
when the Tradec Council refused td‘sdﬁporé the re-electién of
A. Hunter, u Liberal town councillor, wﬁd 'had proved himéelf on

several occasions as an enemy of the working class’.5 The difficu1ties

1. Glasgow Weekly Herald, 25 December 1875.

2, North British Daily Mail, 16 C-=tober 1876. »
3. Minutes of the Aberdeen Trades Council, 7 February 1877.
4, 1Ibid., 2 March 1877. -

5.° Ibid., 25 October 1879. .
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were vventually smoothed over, and Hunter was elected without -

opp_osxtmn.1 The incident in 1879 was a pertent of things to
come, and of battles to be fought, in the 1880s.

' In 1870 the Edinburgh Trades Council had refused to affiliate
to the Labour Representatjpn Lgague,2 and the League, in spite of
MacDbnald's connection with it,3 remained an essentially English
labour organisation.4 In Dundee and Perth in the i8703 the
agitation against the_tolls and pontage connected with the.Dunkeld.
bridge gathered momentum, and in Perth an attempt Qas made to bring
.the'local land and labour égitatiqns iato a cormon mbveﬁénf. On 17'
July 1878 a land and labour advocate wrote from Perth to thé sec-

* retary of the Labour Representation League in‘London.as follows:

Dear Slr,

I daresay you will recollect of my mentioning to you
that I have for a considerable time entertained the -
idea that the City of Perth if appealed to might be
very likely to return a Working Man's Candidate to
Parliament., Recent inquiries have greatly strengthened
me in this notion. So much is this the case that I
have spoken to a number of my friends about appearing
as a candidate myself at the expected dissolution.
Before however announcing myself I write you to ask
if the coast is clear and to say that if you have:any
other party in view I will say nothing more on the
subject.. .
Yours falthfully,
Alexander Robertson.:

Private. N.B. You may make what use you like of this

note. I am now issuing an appeal to the People of Scotland
on the question of the Dunkeld Bridge grievance - the
Edinourgh folks are promising to come to the rescue and

it is expected that the provineials will follow suit.>

1. Buckley, op.cit., p. 118,
2, Minutes of the Edinburgh Trades Councll 12 April 1870.
3. Minutes of the Labour Reoresentatlon ‘League, 19 May 1874, in ¢
' the British Library of Political and Lconomic Science, London
School of Eceoncomice and-Political Science.
4. Cole, op.cit., p. S4.

: . } - -
5. This letter is pasted into the Minute Book of the Labour Representatio

League, L.S.E.L,
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The possibility of a Labour candidate capturing Perth was soon

vitiated by the abtolition of tolls under the Roads ahd Bridges Act
of 1878. This Act was a direct ccnsequence‘ofvth; agit#tion
initiated by Robertson in 1867.1 |
" In the’late‘187bs the: Liberals in Glasgow, Aberdeeq.and Edinbufgh
madé big efforts to attract the support ofAthe Traﬁes Councils. Never-
theless in Edinburgh the leaders of the labour movement were not
encouraged to organisé a legitimate pressure group in the Liberal
_Asspciation éomparable to the Glasgow' Workmen's Elecforal ﬁnion. As

a consequence of the debacle the Tories suffered in the general

election of 1868 the Edinburgh Evening Courant concluded an

~editorial assessment of Tory wéakness in Scotland among 'the lower

middle class ih genéralf by emphasising the need to appeal-to 'the
working classes'.2 The subsequent growth of Tory support among ;

working peéple in gome of the large urban c;antres3 férced the middle
class Liberals.to integrate the working class leaders into the machinery
of the Liberal Party. At a public ﬁeetingyof the executivé committee

of rthe West of Scotland Liberal Association in July 1879 working class
leaders such as Battersby and Geérge Hammond got Mr. Tenqant adopted

as the third Liberal candidate for Glasgow in the face of some opposition
by middlé class Liberals.4 With the increasing involvement of the

vast majority of the Scottish working class leaders in the

1. Dryerre, op.cit., p. 283,

2. Cdinburgh Evening Courant, 7 December 1868.

3. D.W. Unwin, 'The Development of the Conservative Party Organisation
in Scotland until 1912', Scottish Historical Review, 1966, paSSIm-

4. North British Daily Mail, 8 July 1870. -
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machinéry of the LiBefal Party the emergence of independent working
class politics was inhibited,

The social tensions and stresses in Scottish society in 1879 were
reflected in conflicts between middle class Liberals and working class
leaders in the labour movement and Liberal Associations. The decision
of the West of Scotland Liberal Association to adopt Tennant as the

third Liberal candidate under pressure from Battersby and Hammond

provoked the North British Daily Mail to criticise editorially the -
~ manipulations of the Glasgow Workmen's Electoral Un’on (a body sub= """
sidised by wealthy Liberals). The advanced Liberals attached to

the North British Daily Mail preferred Mr., Middleton to Tennant as

the third Liberal candidate;1 but the Clasgow Trades Ccuncil endorsad
the caﬁdidature of Tennant.2 At the same time a mass meéting of.the
Lanarkshire miners demanded the eqﬁalisation of ﬁhe cdunty and burgh
franchise'énd pledéed themselves to 'use every effort, by'agitation
and otherwisé;to b;ing to.an end # condition of things so anomalous
and u)rgent'.3 | |

A sharp controversy broke out in Glasgow Betweén the leaders of
the Trades Council and some of the middle class leaders of the Liberal
Associa;ion over whetﬁer‘Tennant or Mi&dfeton ought to be tﬁe ﬁhird
Liberal candidate, and Tennant evenfually wifhdrew from thé éontest.4

Conflict between the two sides was fought out over the allocation of

1. Ibid., 9 July 1879..

2. TIbid., 17 July 1879.

3. Thid,, 5 September 1879, .
4. Ibid., 20 March 1880,
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the tickets for the giant Gladstone meeting in Glasgow in December 1879,
and the Liberal Association 'objected to the large number of tickets
which had been allocated tc the University people and to the Trades Council'.1
The Trades Council unanimously condemned the Liberal Association's objection
and accused them of trying to 'sow division among the Glasgow working men'.z
Beth the Scottish and English labour movements had come into conflict
with the LibcralAP;rty uring the 1870s; for, though they were often
frustrated by the domirant elements within the Liberal Party, they were
“themselves 'men of Likeral principles'. Once the general election of
1874 was over, the frustrations of the London-based Labour Representation
League were soon formulated:
The Labour candidates to a man were men of Liberal
principles -~ yet the managers of the Liberal Party,
in nearly every constituency where they appeared,
regarded them with suspicion, and treated them in
an unfriendly spirit ... The Workingmen must, there-
fore, take their stand at once, and inform the middle
class managers of electioneering contests that their
claims, both as to their men and their questions,
must be acknowledged ... if the spirit that prevailed
in the recent elections is prevailed in then the work-
ing men must fight their own battle in their own way,
at whatever cost to the Party which, whilst calling

itself Liberal, makes prejudice and exclusion leading
characteristics of its policy.

In Britain as a whole, therefore, tréde unionists and middle class
Liberals did not always interpret 'Liberal principles' in quite the
same way or from the same Vantage-point.

A méjor Scottish peculiarity, however, was that the Liberals

made a much bigger impact on the social consciousness of working class

1. 1Ibid., 3 December 1879.
2. TIbid., 11 December 1879, .
3. Edinburgh Reformer, 14 March 1874,
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electofs than their.English counterparts. Though the English Tories
were stronger in the rural than in the urban constituencies dovm to
1865, they made inroads into the Qrban constituéncies after the |
second Reform Act had been implemented. In 1865 in the eight
English burghs in which working men had an 'electoral majority',
there were 9 Tories and 5 Liberal M.P.s elected.1 In the Scoétish
urban censtituencies, the Tcriéé had long been a nagligible electoral
force. |

- From 1868 Scottish and English electoral history followed

divergeht pgths. In the 1870s the‘Tories made new inrbads into -
the Engiish burghs, wheré they héd previoﬁsly been weak; and the
Liberals increased their alrcédy strong grip on the Scottish burghs.
Nevertheleés the Scottish and Englishilabour movements increasingly
accepted 'the landlord class and not the industrial bourgeoisie as
their main-enemy'; and they simultaneously accepted some of tﬁé elements
of the 'econecmic ideology; of the middle class.’ A new feature of
Scottish working class history in the 1870s was that the first signs of
conflict between the Liberal artisans and the middle class Liberals
indicated a porténc of tlings to come.

For.the decade of the 1870s as a Qﬁoie; however, it would be true
to say that the cause of independent labour representation in Scotland
did not make significant headway, thdugh desultory attempts had been

made to argue the case for such a course of action. The miners,  under

MacDonald's leadership, had made some'efforts'in 1868 at asserting an

-

1. P, Smifh, Disraelian Conservatism and Social Reform (Londoh,_
1967), p. 29. o , )
2, John Saville, 'The Background to the Revival of Socialism in

England’', Bulletin of the Society for the Study of Labour History,
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indépendent position, But their campaign was not renewed in 1874,

in part because of the loss of MacDonald to an English seat and in
part because some of the miners were unenfranchised, being ccunty
rather than town dwellers, .Tﬁe artisans confirmed their Liberal
alliance and attempted, usually with limited success, to exercise
influence over Liberal attitudes and policies, and the alliance
persisted in spite of Gladstone's unpopular trade union legislation
and other Liberal.snubs. The helief remained fairly widespread

that independent working class politics was not a proper sphere for
trade union involvement, By the end of the decade there had been

just a few signs that this situation might change.
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The Revolt from Liberalism and the Origins of Socialism, 1880-1889.

A new era in Scottish Lib-Lab politics began in the early 1880s.

There were still oc;asional signs of conflict between the miners and the

artisans, though they increasingly co-operated towards the end of the decade.

Moreover, the tendency for some of the'miners' leaderé to brefer the Tories
to the leerals per51sted, and, since the trade union movement had been sev-
erely weakened by the first onslaught of the 'Great Depressxon ,; the;
S;OttlSh Lib-Lab leaders were not 1n a p031t10n to drlve a hard bargain  :
with the Liberals. The advanced leerals were often just as 1nsen51t1vei
to working class claims as the independent Liberals or the Whigs; and in
the years following the new Reform Act of 1884 and the re-distribution of
Parliamentary seats, and in contrast to the English Liberals, they made
f;w convincing attempts to integrate either the Lib—pab candidates into
the Liberal programme or Party machinery. - i

In 1880 the Scottish labour movement‘solidly backed thé LiSerals and
contributed enormously to Liberal electoral successes in returning so many .
of their caudldates to Parllagent. Only the miners' leaders in the west

of scocland\épposed the Liberals' candidates, though they were too weak

Ito 1nf1uenc the election results. In March 1880, for-exampié, James

Keir Hardie wanted Ramsay, the L1bera1 candldate, to give the miners who.
inhabitated the masters' houses a system of yearly tgnure,'and thereby do
away with the system of tenant-at~will which deprived them of all electéfal
and other pr1v11eges 2 since Rams&y adh;red'toaiaiséei-fairé econouics,

he was naturally opposed to Hardie's demands.

-

1. W.H. MdelCK Labour in Scotland (Glasgow, 1945), p. 13.
2. Hamilton AdvertlSuf, 27 March 1880.
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The 1e;ders and rank-aud-file of the artisans and the miqers were
still occasionally in conflict, and the miners had not yet affiliated
to the Trades Cougcils. In September 1883, when the miners were
agiéating for the franchise, the Lord Provost of Glasgow justified
the nonenfranchisement of the miners, ih contrast to tge socially superior
craftsmen and artisans in the shipyards, in terms of their social in-
feriority. Andrew McCowie, the Scoto-Irish miners' leader in Camb;sléng
‘coﬁtraétéd-the druﬁkenness he ﬁad seen aﬁongst the craftsmén anafa;fiéén;.
in the Glasgow shipyards with the sober responsible and well-disciplined
behavicur of the men in 'the pits' with whoin he had worked for forty
years.l. In contrast to the social status énjoyed by the craftsman dnd
artisans, the social inferiority of the miners was legendary. By exploiting
and playing ¢n these differences and attitudes tﬁe ruling élasses'helped to
retard the growth of a unified Scottish labour movement.

In 1880 ciass consciousness and militancy were at a very low ebb in
the labour movement, and the Trades Councils tacitly accepted soﬁe of
the tenets of Liberal orthodoxy. In the general election of 1880 the
Aberdeen Trades Council unanimously endorsed John Webster, thé Liberal
candidate,2 and the local working class leaders campaigned for him.3

He easily captured Aberdeen in a straight fight with a Tory.4

1. Glasgow Weekly Mail, 15 Septemher 1883,

2. Minutes of the Aberdeen Trades Counc11 17 March 1880.
3. Scotsman, 16 March 1880.
4. Wilkie, op.cit., p. 45.
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In Edinburgh the working class organisations had no representation
on the executive committee tf the Liberal Associatitn,’though a sub-
stantial number of trade unionists belonged to its generai committee.
Even the genéral committee was controlled by the independent Libtrals,
such‘as Duncan McLlaren, and the Whigs,.since their votes were greater
than the combined votes of the working-class Liberals %nd’thé middle~
class advanced Liberals. On 10 March a privaté meeting of therexecﬁtivé.
cdmmittee adopted a resolution that Mciaren and James Cowan-should Be :
.réccmménﬁédAto.the general committte, thouéh the é&vaﬁcedﬁiigétéi;
wanted to replace Cowan by '"Trayner or some other Liberals'.1 The -
genetal committee met on 13 March and McLaren was unanimously adopted
as the iibetal candidate; énd Cowan was adopted as thersetond Liberal
candidate by 146 votes to 43 votes. The majqrity ot the tradé nionists'
on the general committee voted against Cowan; but a tew ofthem}
including J.G. Holborn, supported his candidature.2 . -
| The Tories tried to stir up conflict between the Ediﬁburgh Trades
Council and the L1bera1 Assoc1at10n by publishing the manlfesto issued
by the Edinburgh Workmen s Electoral Council in 1874; 3 but this 1ed Holborn
’and other worxlng class leaders to minimise and play ddwn the disagreements'

they had had with McLaren and Cowan‘.4 The editor of the Edinburgh Evéﬁing

Courant also asserted that Cowan had again allenated 'the working men and

thg Liberal Churchmen' .5 Nevertheless the Roman Catholic electors in

‘1. Edinburgh Evening Courant, 11 March 1880.
2, Scotsman, 15 March 1830.

3. Edinburgh Evening Courant, 19 March 1880.
4, Scotsman, 30 March 1880. :

5. Fr‘lnmv?‘oh Evening Courant, 15 March 1880.
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Edinburgh unanimously resolved to support McLaren and Cowan.1 So
did the Edinburgh Temperance organisation.2 By contrast the Roman
¢atholic and Jewish electors in Glasgow took a decision to vote for

the Tories.3

A by-election in Glasgow in July 1879 had resulted in Charles Tennant

being elected to Parliament unopposed. The success of the working-class

movement in imposing Tennant's candidature on the Glasgow Liberal Assoc~-

_iation still rankled with the middle-class Liberals; and, when the.annual.

meeting of the 4th Ward of the Liberal Association was held in January
1880, James Colquhoun demanded the abolition of the Clasgow Working Men's

Association.4 Some of the middle-class Liberals wanted to substitute

Robert T. Middleton for Tennant; but a clash between the two sides was

avoided by Tennan;'s withdrawal from the contest altogether_.5 The
Glasgow Trades Council supported the Liberal candidates - Anderson,
Cameron and Middleton - as the best candidates 'in the interests of
labour';s and on polling day an aggregate number of 71,034 votes were
cast for the Liberal candidates, who were all elected to Parliament, in
contrast to the aggregate numper of 22,693 votes cast for the two

L3 ] . " - i [d . L3 7
unsuccessful Tory candidates, William Pearce and Sir James Bain.

1. Scotsman, 23 Marc: 1880,

2, 1Ibid. . '

3. Glasgow Weekliy Mail, 27 mMarch 1880.

4, North British Daily Mail, 17 January 1880.
5. Ibid., 20 March 1830.

6. Glasgow Weekly Mail, 3 April 1880.

7. Edinburgh Evening Courant, 3'April 1880,
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The.first Scottieh‘socialist urgauisation was established in
Hamilton, Lanarkshire where there was a large community of immigrant
ahd indigenous minere. In 1881 a small gtoup of socialists took a
decision to form a Scottish Labour Party committed to a programme
including the natlonallsatlon of the means of industrial productlou .
Robert Banner, who had been won over to socialism by Andreas Scheu,1

3 2
was cne of the SECfGtarLC’ of this new organisation. Thls emhryonxc

Labour 'Party', though tiny and impermanent, helpcd ts spread socialist

~ideas and shake the miners' teriuous allegiance to Liberalism. John -
Dunn, a Lanarkshire miner, and a frequent contributor to the Labour
Standard 3 was almost certalnly connected w1th the new organisation;
and he champlcncd the agitation for 1ndependent labour representation
among the miners: At a mass meeting of the Lanarkshlre miners in 1882

he 'denounced the heresy of identity between cap1ta1 and labour’'. 4

Thus he challenged the fundamental assumption of leeral-Labourlsm; and,

thcugh the miners were not so influenced by Liberalism as the artisans,
a latge nuzber of the miners were Liberais.

When Henry George came to Glasgow in March 1882 to addrese the '
inaugural meeting of the Glasgow branch of the Democratic Federation,
he attracted the support of Shaw Maxwell Angus Sutherland, the future

crofters' member of Parliament, and John Ferguson and Richard McGhee,

1. See below. ' ,

2. C. Tsuzuki, H.M, Hyndman_and British Socialism (Oxford,
1961), p. 43.

3. Labour Standard, 13 August 1881.

4. North Britrich Dailv Mail, 13 Octoher 1882,

-
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two influential Irish nationalists in Glasgow.1 This organisation

was a sort of staging post for men who had not yet found a place
in radical or socialist politics; and though they were attracted
to some socialist 1deas,-they were repelled by marxism. The Glasgow
branch of the Social Democratic Federation)waé founded in'1884, and
its leading members - Robert Hutchisoﬁ, Mosee'McGibbon, William J.
Nairn and J. Bruce Glasier - were of Highland'stock. Nairn and
Glasier - and Glasier's parents had been evicted during the Cleatances
- were attraeted'to the Social Democratic Federation by its militent-'
advocacy of land natiohalis.ationt2 o |

However, the Edinburgh'braneh ef the Soeial‘Dempcratic Federation
was "the flrét to be establish&d in Scotland'.3_ Its leading menbers
vere Andreds Seheu, Leo Helliet; Joﬁd'Leslie\and John Liﬁcoln Mahon.4
Scheu had lived in Edinbu;gh, in 1880, where he had introdueed.dis-
cussienskpn socialism among seculariste and'radicals; Fe seon'left
Edinburgh for londdn; but not before he had.won Banner for soclalism.
He returned to Edinburgh in 1884.5 Melliet was a Communerd refugee,
who taught French {n Glascow and Edinburgh for thirty years, before he
returned to France te become a Deputy in the National Assembly.6
Leslie, the son of Roman eathelic immigrants, was born‘in an Edinburgh

slum. He was a clever boy, who was educated by the priests_duting a

1. Glasgow Herald, 21 March 1880, ’

2, Socialism in Scotland (Glasgow, 1918), p. 10; James Leatham,
Glascow in the Limelight (Turiff, n.d.), p. 78.

3. David Lowe, 'Within a Mile of Edlnburgh Town', Forward 23
January 1915,

4. 1Ibid, E.?. Thowpson, Wll.l.lam Morris: Rumantic Lv Revolutlonary

(London, 1955), p. 405,
5. 1Ibid.

6. Socialism in Scotland op c1t., p. l2 Mavor, optclt-. P' 112'
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long illness, but hé joined the Fenians when he was in his teens.
Banner converted him to socialism.1 John Lincolﬁ McMahon, the son
of Irish immigrants, was‘baptised at St. Mary's Cathedral on.2 July
1865.2 His parents had come to Edinburgh from Northern Ireland; and
he later dropped éhe Mc from his name.3 In the mid-1880s he helped
the miners in Broxburn to organise themselves; and in this’wofk of

trade union organisation he often obtained the assistance of Roman

catholic priests.

In 1885 the Edinburgh Repuﬁlican club was killeC by thé secession

cf its members to the socialists.4 By this time the socialists in
Londen had split into two orgdnisatidns - the Sccial Democratic
Federation, led by H.M. Hyndman, and the Socialist League, led By
williém Morris.S The foundation of‘the‘Edinburgh brahch of the
Socialist League - formerly tﬁe Edinburgh branch of the Scottish
Land and Labour League - coincided with thc demise of\the Edinburgh

Republiean club.® The leading members of the Scottish League in

1. H.W. Lee and E. Archibald, Social Democracy in Britain (Londom,
1935) p.144,

2. I owe this information to the Right Rev, Monsignor David McRoberts.

- In his letter to me he comments thus: 'The addition of the name

Lincoln is interesting and one presumes it derives from Abraham
Lincoln, assassinated on 15 April of that year. This shows that
McMahon's parents were very politically minded because it was
not usual for Catholxc children to receive such names in the
nineteenth century',

3. Letter to the au‘lLor from his son, John Mahon, 26 March 1969.

4, The Republican, May 1885. '

5. Thompson, op.cit., pp. 412-414,

6. 'In these circumstances, Scheu and Mahon took the decision not to

form a native organisation, the "Scottish Land and Labour League ’.

H ' - . o 4
waich could aflflllate to the Federation'. 1Ibid., p. 400,

-
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Edinburgh were the Rev. Dr. John Glasse,‘1 a Presbyterian, and John

Bayne and John Gilray, who were trade union activists.2

James Mavor, a professor of economics, was the first secretary
of the Glasgow branch of the Sociaiist League., its members included
Glasier, John Warrihgton, a future president of the Trades Council, .
R.F. Muirhead, an assistaﬁt profdssor of classics, H.J. Moffat,
Stephen Downie, Pete Curran, a Roman catholic trade union organiser,
J.M, Biggar, Robert Thomson, a2 great grandscn of Robert Burns, the
_national bard, and William Pollock. The Socialist’League in Scotland. .
had more influence than the parent body in England.3 Their collective
activity of agitation and socialist education in the trade unions,
the universities, the Presbyterian Church and the Scottish branches
of the Irish League had some influence on the thinking of a section
of the clergy in ;he Church of Scotland.4

- A revival of labour militancy was stimulated by the demonstrations

and agitations of the Liberal Asscéiations,‘the Tradeé Councils ard the

miners' organisations in 1884 for an extension of the franchise. In

()

cptember 1884 thousands of working people took part in a gigantic west
of Scotland Liberal franchise demonstration. The presence of the miners,
with their colourful banners and coalBearfng lorries, atﬁracted a lot of
press éomment.5 This led a Lanarkshire miners' agent to criticise the

local coal owners for compelling‘their men to take part in a political

1. Uoapublished Letters of William Morris, introduced by R. Page Arnot
¢~ (London, 1951), p. 406, : ‘

2, David Lowe, 'Within a Mile of Edinburgh Town', op.cit.

3. Bocialism in Scotland, op.cit., passim.

4., See below. L

5. North British Daily Mail, 8 September 1884.
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demonstration in which large lumps of coal were displayed to the
public.1 And if the coal owners had the power to compel the miners
to participate in political demonstrations, they also had their own
reasons for making themnvote for Liberal caﬁdidates in Parliamentary
eieqtions. ~In any event the miners were enfranchised in 1884; and
this Liberal legislation, together with the presence of socialist§
and socialist ideas, had an important bearing on the growth of

the movement for independent labour representation.

In February 1884 the Scottish Land Restération League, 4 Henry- v 
Georgeite organisation was formed;2 and Henry George toured Scotlana
advocating land nationalisation.3 Ceorge 1nsplr d many worklng class
agitators and radicals including Keir Hardie; and he was denounced by
a wide range of Scottish Liberal newspapers.4 .In 1882 Michael.Davitt,
the Irish labour leader, came out in support of George's land national-
isatibn programme;s and in 1884 his advocacy of the nationalisation of
minerals was added to his armoury of laboﬁr ideology.6 The miners in tﬁe
wést Qf écbtl#nd were particularly sympatﬁetic to the demand for the
nationalisation bf mineral rovalties; and they opted for socialist
demands to their problems béforeAthe artisans attached to the Trades

Councils.

1. Ardrossan and Saltcoats Herald 22 August 1884, : .
2. T.W. Moody, "Michael Davitt and the British Labour Movement',

I3

Transactions of the Royal Historical Society, 5th series, iii
(1953), p. 62.

3. E.P. Lawrence, Henry George in the British Isles (Fast Lanclng
(1957), pp. 17-13.

4, See for example the editorial entitled 'The Georgelte Conf1scat10n ’
Dunfermline Journal, 27 December 1884.

5. Lawrence, op.cit., p. 18, _

- 6. Thomas Johnston, The History of the Working Classes in Scotland

(Glasgow, 1920), p. 393,
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Irish immigrant-mihers were much more active in assisting the |
formation of trade union organisatien than historians have often
assumed or even argued 1 but attempts to foster trade union organ-
isation were often thwarted by the preference of a large number
of the miners for.'Orange dem,onstratiohs'.2 In 1868 the major leaders
of the Scottish miners had been MacDonaia, ﬁlee, Smith, Muir and |
McCowie, the Roman catholic Scots-Irishman., Blee died in May 1880,
and MacDonald dieé in November 1881.3 Even so, the minets still
_had a number of competent leaders in their ranks; but theflhad‘anvﬂuu
one of comparable ability to MacDonald. On the death of MacDonald,
McCowie enlisted the services of William Small to promote‘militeht
trade unionism among the miners.4 | |

Small ‘the illegitimate son of a rich Dundee jute merchant, had
moved into Lanarkshlre when his father dled after 1031ng most of hls
money in the City of Glasgow Bank failure in 1878.5 He dec1ded to
throw‘in his lot with the miners vhen he was thirty-four years old.

He gave up his drapery business, and from then on earned his livelihood

1. The foremost authority on the history of the Irish in Scotland
argues: 'Even in the mining industry, where grading according
to skill did not enter and where the.immigrants were numerically
very strong, they failed to make their voice heard and left the
leadership to Scotsmen such as Alexander MacDonald, Keir Hardie
and Robert Smillie'. Jam2s E. Handley, The Irish in Modern
Scotland (Cork, 1947), p. 320. 1In fact Smillie was an Irishman

" who had been born in Ulster. . S

2, Glasgow Sentinel 21 July 1877.

3. North British Daily Mail, 1 November 188l.

4. 'William Small, the Men', manuscript, probzbly in the hand of his
daughter Beryl Small, found among her papers relating to the life
of her father in the National Library of Scotland, Ms.Acc. 3359,
terealier cilied as Small rapens.

5. 'Papa s Fathdr', manuscript notes of Bryl Small, and a paper found
in William Small's desk after his death. Small Papers.
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as a miners' agent or trade union official.1
Small was a modest, scholarly man who spent a lot of his leisure
time in the British Mﬁseum researching into land and mining questions.2
A student of Thorold Rogers, and an advanced Liberal in politics, he
rapidly moved to the 'left'; and he played a key role in propagating
socialist ideas among the miners.3 His wife was a Roman cathélic, and

Lis eldest son, William D. Small was baptised in a Catholic Cathedral.

e

He may have had connections with nationalist priests in Lanarkshire, .
" though McCowie probably provided the link with Davi*t. In any case, "

when the immigrants first permanent newspaper the Glasgow Observer,4

appeared in April 1885, the Roman catholic clergy, who were responsible
for its publication, gave his activity among the miners sympathetic
coverage. | |

In the Scottish mining districts a growing dissatisfaétion‘with
orthodox Liberalism was manifested in the growth of new political
organisations. In Fife, fhis deep dissatisfaction was reflected in
ﬁhe formation of branches of the People's League in 1884-1885'.5 The
members of the People's League were usually advanced Liberals, and
they advocated the abolitiqn_of Royalty and the House of_Lords.6
In Dunfermline the leading members i;éluaéd John>Weif, the secretary

of the Fife and Clackmannan miners, Thomas Don7 and a number of middle-

1. 'William Small, the Man', Small Papers.

2. Robert Smillie, My Life for Labour (London, 1924), p. 42,

3. The typical leader of the 'new unionism' possessed a copy of
Roger's book. Henry Pelling, The Origins of the Labour Party
(nxford, 19A5), n, 82,

4, Handley, op. c1t., p. 274, - ‘

~ 5. Dunfermline Journal, 22 November 1884,

6. 1Ibid., 24 October 1885.

7.‘ When the Dunfermline Trades Council was foxmed in’ 1890 Thomas
Don was appointed secretary. ' '




class town councillors. A number of miners were active in the various

branches of the People's League; and this was probably the first time
a group of miners in Fife had taken an active interest in advanced
Liberal polities.

In September 1884, Small informed a miners’ meeting in Hamilton -
that he had written to 'fifty leading gentlemeh to eliét their advice
‘as to the abolition of mineral royalties'. In reply to Small, Davitt - |
wrote from Ireland:

The most unrighteous‘exadtioﬁs are kindred in their in-

justice to the rack-rents which Irish landlordism in-

flicted upon agricultural industry in this country

previous to the Land League, and which are not ‘abolished

as yet; mines, like land, should be - and yet will be =~

the property of the State, . It is monstrous to think

one man can not only claim as his the land which God

has made for all, but that he can claim as his fuel

which it has taken nature millions of years to form

and deposit in the bowels of the earth.
So he advised the Scottish miners to campaign for the nationalisation
of mineral royalties and for the application of the funds to State
insurence fer the miners. o

Small estimated that the Duke of Hamilton had 'pocketed £114,487'
in mineral royalties for'the 12,000 miners' employed in the Hamilton
coalfields. Murdoch,the crofters' leader, unsuccessfully appealed to
fhe miners to affiliate to the Scottish Land Restoration League. McCowie
'thought they would attain the1r ends more rapldly by themselves than if

~‘f111u~ag w;t the Land Lcaguc, for they could net brlng coal from Amcrlca

or Odessa as they‘could wheat'; A decision to form a Scottish Miners'.Anti‘

1. Hamilton Adverti . 20'September 18843 Dunfermline Journal, 20
September 1884, L L
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Royalty and Labour League was taken, and branches were to be formed
throoghout the coalfields.1
‘Keir Hardie setoléd in'Comnock, Ayrshire, in 1880, whgfe he had

gone to organise the miners into a county union. In 1882 he joined

the:staff of the Ardrossan ond-Saltcoats Herald as a.journalist, while
continuing to work among the miners in a part.of Ayrshire where there

was no streng tradition of trade unicnism.z His opposition to Liberalism
developed slowly and ha'tingly, and in 1884 he discouraged criticism of
the Liberal coal owners who had compelled their workero to participate in
a franchise demonstration in Glosgow. He disapproved of the miners' agent
in Lanarkshire who described the lumps of coal displayed to the public in
this demonstration as 'a ;ortio; of the overweight token from the men who
were unprotected by checkveighmen'. Such remarks were, in his opinion,~‘
'injudicioos' and "not the way to ehcourago_good feeling'.3 " So it was
not surpriéing:wheo he rejected the radical programme of the Scottish
Miners' Anti-Royalty and Labour League as extremist.4 By contrast Weir
was sympathetic to the agitation for the nationalisation of miﬂerol
royalties, and he informed Small that the Fife and Clatkmannan miners
would support 'a well-devised scheme for the reform of this anomaly'. 3
However, he could not carry the executive committee of the county union

with him, and in October they refused to affiliate to the Scottish Miners'

Anti-Royalty and Labour League.'6 In November the local miners' leaders

1. ‘Ibid. ‘ o '

2. William Stewart, J. Keir Hardie (London, 1921), pp. 17-18.
3.  Ardrossan and qA1fcoats Harald, 22.August 18R4.

4, 1Ibid., 27 September 1884,

5. Dunfermline Journal, 27 September 1884.

6. Iul.d., 13 Gct.oocr 1084

e —————
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in Hamilton decided ﬁo form a branch of the Scottish Miners' Anti-
‘Royalty and Labour League as trade union organisation-was 'deeme&
useless' in the prevailing.climate of apathy and inertia.1

By 1884 a small minority of’delggates in the Tradés éouncils wvere
influenced by the propaganda of the Scottish Land Restoration League,
and in Glésgow, ABerdeén and Edinburgh they pushed'resoluﬁions ad-
vocating the nationalisation of the land.  Such men were iﬁvariablf
newcomc?s to .the Trades Ccuncils, and they were often yoﬁng men who
vere presumablyrmore cpen to new ideas than the veteran Lib-Labs. -
In the Glasgow Trades Council John Battersby advocated the fefbrm
of the land laws and an awendment supporting land na;ionalisatién was .
overwhelmingly defeated.2 ‘A similar amendment was defeated in the
Edinburgh Trades Council on the Qccasion of the debate on the prgl;
iminary programme submitted by the Trades Union Congress for its
anaual confeience; and Neil McLean spoke of the need forvsecurity
of tenants'rights and compensation fof crofters displaced by
agricultural improvements.3 “In Aberdéen, too, the advocates of
land nationalisation were defeated,4 though support fo; this méasure
soon developed.

In December 1884 the Glasgow Trades Council debated 'the hardshipsi
and 'the starvation' conditions of the crofters, and the advocates bf |
land nationalisatien movedAa résolution attacking the éhortcomings of
the recommendati&ns of the Royal Commission on the Conditions of thé

Crofters. They sympathised with the land agitations, and they expressed

1. Ibid., 15 November 1884,
2. North British Daily Mail, 4 September 1884.

3. Minutes of the Edinburgh Trades Council, 26 AL"USt 1884.
4.’ Minutes of the Aherdeen Trades COUP"ll 17 JL"e 1884,

St Aty g e AR s
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considerable surprise that the crofters had not cut 'cows tails' or -

destroyed any of the animals., On the other hand, Battersy hoped they
would keep their agitations and protests within the.law, and he recommended
'a system of ‘emigration as the land was not able to bear the people on it'.
His amendment supporting the’recommendations of the Royal Commission was
carried by the_casting vote‘of the chairman.} ‘

With the paasing of the Reform Act of'1884'Scot1and now had 72
Parliamentary‘seats, and the extension of_the franchise -to working-
men in the countles as well as 1n the burghs, together w1th the re-.
distribution of seats, encouraged the Lib=~Labs in the 1abour movement
to expect the active assistance of the Liherals in securing the election
of a few working class candidates to Parliament in the ensuing election.
Kowever, the Scottish Liberals were mucn more intransfgent in'their
cpposition to a Lib—Lab pact than their English counterparts -~ indeed the,
latter not only encouraged, but alao asaisted a few trade unionwleaders
to become Lib-Lab members'of Parliament in 1885.2 Moreover, Scottish
Lib-Lab trade unioniats)consistently complained of local Liberal Assoc-
iations being controlled by 'the shopkeeping claas' uho were brutally
insensitive to working class fee}ings‘andva:spiration’s.3

In December 1884 the opinion was voiced in the Glasgow Trades Council
that 'one or more' of the four additiona}h?arliaﬁentary seate in the eity'
'should be filled by,a practical working man'.é A resolution'on these
11193 was accepted unanlmously in January 1885, anﬁ 1t was agreed to call

a meeting of the trades societies' to dlSCUSS labour representatlon.

‘1. Minutes of the Glasgow Trades Council"lo December 1884;

North Jritish Daily Mail, 11 December 1884.
2. G.D.H. Cole, British Working Class Politics (London, 1941), p. 98
3. Minutes of the Glasgow Trades Council, 26 January 1887; lelz_EESE

Yiess, 4 June 1685; buckley, op.clt., p. 126.
4. Hinutes of the Glasgow Trades Council, 24 December 1884

-
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A Trades Council special committee waé set up to implement these -
decisi.ons,1 and the committee drew up 'a scheme for raising money'
for the retura of a working.class candidate.2 This agitation for
direct labou; representation in the wést of Scotland coincided with
the growth of socialist groups and the demand for independent labour
representation. ‘As the agitations for direct and independent labour
représentatiqn developed side;by-side, and as the socialists at this
period supported.both demands, the Liberals probably thought it bg§t~
to resist the labou: érogramme’alﬁogethet.‘

In 1885 working class Parliamentary Aséociations weré organised
in various constituencies ‘in Glasgow,3 and in March a branch of thé
Social Democratic Federation was formed in the miniung village of
» Cambuélang. Thirty members joined the new sncialist group, and.

Small, the miners' leader, was elécted chairman.4 At this time;

a number of future working class leaders - R. Chisholm Robertso*,

Bruce Glaiser, thn Warrington, Robeért Smillie and George Carsoﬁ -
came to theSforefront of thg labqur scene,

Carson, Rcbertsoﬁ and Warrington were not yet members of the
Glasgow Irades Council; but Robertson, Small, Glasier #gd Nairn
popularised socialist ideas among the miners and in the west of
Scotland branches of the Irish Leagﬁe. “And the miners and the
immigrant Irish nationalists were lafgely concentréted in rurél
areas. Even so, a minority of working class gcti\téts struék
o¢t in the dirécLién‘of independent working class politics. In

the two Glasgow constituendes of Tradeston and Blackfriars and

k-

1. Ibid., 11 March 1885,
2. TIbid,, 29 April 1885,

9 Talie o A el D2
. 24 VOONBTON, CpeCite, P"'63'
’

4. Justice, 28 March 1885.
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Hutchesontown (later renamed the Gorbals) working class Parliamentary
Associations were formed, and the elected office-bearers included
 Warrington and John McCulloch. At the foundation meeting of the new
organisation 'legal and class privileges' were attacked, and J.M.
Cunningham said: = .

... that whatever party was in power it.was the privileged

class who prevailed; but it was for the new Parliament

elected by the people, to destroy privilege and secure
justice. . '

This working .class oréanisation was much better organised in Blackfriars
and Hutchesontown thai. in Tradeston, and it/provided'an'brganisational
basis for the promotion of the caﬁdida;ure pf Shaw Maxwell.f f

In April the Glasgew ?rades_Council took a decision to 'raise
£1,000 for the purpose sf returning a Labour candidate at the next
general election'. An attempt was to be made to get 20,000 working
men in trade unions, workshops, shipbuilding ya:ds, warehouses a#d
fastories to contribute a shilling eash“to the Trades Council's
election fund. The money was to be csllected in two instalments,
and it was hoped that £1,000 would be gathered by the beginning
of September.z A further meefing of the delegates froﬁ ;he.trade
unions in the city was held under the auspicies of the Trades Council
in May. At this meeting a number of delegates were very sceptical
about the teasibility of raising sufficient money to support a working
man if he were elected to Parliament; and Carson,.reprssenting the
tinplate Qorkers, said it 'would be srmistake' ﬁo shink ;they‘wefe
ts be sn appendage of the Liberal‘Association'. Nevertheless the
‘Trades Council was conmitted o Suppost the Libetal caudiddte*,and the .

Lib-Labs in the Trades Council voiced their firm opposition to 'the

1. The Lxile, 16 May 1835.
2, MNorth Britich Daily Mail, 20 April 1885.
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Blackfriars and Hutchesontown Working Men's Parliamentary Association'
and'the Scottish Land Restoration League'.l\ |

Moreover,’Battefsby thought it 'Qould not be prudent to put down
a candidate w1thout consulting the 1ead1ng Liberals of the district'. 2
On 4 June. they dec1ded on’ Camlachle as the constituency in wh1ch they
would put forward a worklng class candidate; and the trade unions were
to be invited to vote for a candidate from a short list of candidates
which included John Inglis, R.C. Grant, Thomas McDuff, Battersvy and
A.J. Hunter.3f Three weeks'iater the Camlachie Liberal Association
invited 'a promiﬁent member of the Liﬁeral Party' to contest the
division,4 and the consultations of the Trades Council had not been
succeésful. A meeting of the JZIegates from the citi trade unions"
met on 1 July, and théy were clearly finding it difficult to raise
funds.sv A subsequgnt meeting was held in August, and a number of
delegates thought they should organise a series of meetings in -
Camlachie to put th; matter of labour representation befpre the
public. They in fact shelved their plans for a working class candidate,
and Lib-Labs‘such as Grant and Battersby continued to work for thg return
of Liberal candidat'es;6

On 7 April the Edinbhrgh Trades Council issued a circular to the |

‘trade unions in the city asking them to form a committee to promote the

‘1. The Ex11e, 16 May 1885.

2, Ibid,

3. North British Da11y Mail, 4 June 1885,
4. Ibid., 25 June 1885,

5. TIbid., 2 July 1885, ‘

6. Glasgow Weekly Mail, 8 August 1885.
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election of a working class éandid;te'at the general election.1

However, Alexander McLean 'pointed out that the circular issued

by the Council to the trades set forth that they as a Council would
have nothing to do with the matter aftef the meeting of representatives
of trades. They wOle be’ breaklno their word if they sent represen-
tatives to any political commlttee, and it would be a clear v101at10n
of their cnnst1tutlonf.2 Moreover, the secretary was 'strongly
opposed to the Council heing associated directly in any electioneering
work. He knew that thee were members of the Counéii-wﬁo{held Con-~
servative opinions, and it would be unfair if a majority ot the Council,
which was for an altogether different purpoée, attempted tocarry the
minority, howeyer small;';long-;ith them in matters ﬁhich were altogether
outside the Council'.3 Furthermore, the tradevunions had not been
sympathetic to the idea of a working class Parliamen;ary candidaée,

and it was agreed not to pursue the matter any further.4

In Aberdeen the initial challenge to the Liberal orthodoxy of

laissez~faire capitalism came when a emall group of advanced Liberals

- some of whom were to turn to socialism in the late 1880s - invited
Davitf‘to address a méeting in Aberdeen on land nationalisation.S At

the same time the Aberdeen Junior Liﬁeral Association was organised

'for the purpose of pulverising the local Caucus'.6 The Aberdeen Radical

Association was formed two years later, and it was almost indistinguishable

1. Minutes of the Edinburgh Trades Council, 7 April 1885,
2, Glasgow Observer, 15 April 1885.
3. Edlnbur?h Evening Courant, 22 April 1885.
4., Glasgow Observer, 15 Apr11 1885.
5. Buckley, op.cit., p. 99.
€., Aberdeen Labour Electer; 18 March 1893.
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from the Trades Council.1 The Liberal Association in Aberdeen was
stiil conttolled by the Whigs, end the advanced Liberals were
struggling to gain a foothold in the organisation's decision-making
caucus,
eIn M2y the Trades Council'considered'promotiﬁg a working class

candidate of the Lib-Lab persuesion; but they were unable to raise
the necessary funds.2 Moreover, the Whigs who domihateo the
Liberal Assooiation wereAfer from enthusiastic about land reform
Aor'lénd‘hationalisetion, and e.Liberal newspaper conmented on the
situation: |

Advanced Aberdeenshire Liberalism is differentiated

from militant Liberalism elsewhere mainly by what is

in some quarters termed general "robustness', and by

a preference for the land questjon as a testing one

rather than that of the Church.
Land reform was v1ewed by the Whlgs with abhorence' and some of the
members of the Rad1cal and Junior Liberal sssociations were prepared
to support the heretical doctrlnekof land natlona11sat1on. The L1berai
Assoc1atlon had no he81tat10n in reJectlng a proposal that representatlves
of the Rad1ca1 Assoc1atlon, the Land law Reform Association and the Trades
Cou nc11 st ou‘d all be allowed to part1c1pate in the selcctlon of the
L1bera1 candldate for the new Parllamentary d1v131on of North Aberdeen.4

The Trades Counc11 held a spec1a1 meeting on 3 June to d1scuss the

sit "atior, and A. Catto spcke of the very dlsrespectful way in whlch
the L1bera1 Assoc1at10n treated our cortespondence ‘e and the contemptuous
way in‘which they treated us as a Council and the fepfeeentatives of the
Council who were present at their last meeting ... we have arrived at that

period in our history as working men when we must look to ourselves to get

1., Buckley, op.cit.,, p. 100,
2. Daily Free Press, 7 May 1885; 21 May 1885,

3. Glasgow Herald, 4 November 1885.

4. Daily Free Press, 2 June 1885; Minutes of the Aberdeen Trades Council,
A Mnrs 1QQ’:- W12 Tama 1000




. . , 143.
men to represent ourselves (applause). It seems to me that the shop-
keeping element and the upper class element in the Liberal Association
are wanting to keep us out of sight'. Then tﬁe Lib-Lgbs in the Trades
Council challenged and defied the Liberal Association by inviting

W. Hunter, an advaﬁﬁed Liberal ‘to contest the new Parliamentafy seat
'in the interests of the wbrking classes', This invitation was soon
followad by an invitation from the Radical Association,1 and the
general council of tﬁe Liberal Association were caught in a delicate
and highly eﬁbarrassing predicament. So they grudingly.gndorsed .

Hunter's candidature, as a rival candidate would have split the Liberal

2
vote.

The Trades Council had no representatioﬁ on the general council of
the Liberal Association, and they discussed breaking with the Liberals
altogether over this issue.3 The internal conflict in the Liberal
Association between the Whigs, the indeéendént Liberals aﬁd the advanced
Liberals absorbed'a great deal of the time §nd the energy of the fradés

Council members, and thereby stifled the growth of a socialist(tendency

in the labour movement. Fifty newly enfranchised farm servants met 'in .

\

the farm of Deystone, Kintore, Aberdeenshire', and they adopted a series
of resolutions:

.+. the land of the country should be so subdivided

as to give a much larger proportion of large and small
farms, so that labourers and farm servants would have
an ooportunity of getting houses of their own and of
raising themselves in the world, and pledging those
present to support at the coming election no candidate
that will not go for a thorough reformation of the
Land Laws, abolition of the Game laws, Church Disest-
ablishment, Free Education, local option, shorter
Parliaments. and curtailment of the power of the House
of Lords.% :

1. Daily Free Press, 4 June 1885,

2, Ibid., 9 June 1885,

3. Ibid., 4 June 1885.

A, MNorth British Daily Mail, 24 August 1885,
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Later on the Aberdeen Radical Association ( in which the members of
the Trades Council were prominent) promoted the candidature of Quintin
Kerr against the sitting Liberal, J. Farquharson, in West Aberdeenshire.
Farquharson, the Whlg, retalned the seat, though the farm servants had
backed the advanced leeral.1 There vere frequent, and often bltter,
quarrels between the Vh1gs and the advanced Liberals, and the Glasgow
Herald exolalned that what separated the advanced Liberal from the Whig
was the attlcude to local optlon and dlsestabhshment.2 Powever. in
sensitive areas such as Aberdeenshlre the Whlgs and the advanced Liberals
were differentiated by thelr‘attltude to the land questlon.v
By contrast most miners lived in constituencies in thePCOunties,

. and thelr enfranchlsment 1n 1884 gave the1r varlous agltatlons a new
impetus. In June 1885, Small persuaded a mass meet1ng of Lanarksh1re‘
miners to pass a resolut1on committing themselves to 1ndependent
labour politics: ) | . .

That there will be‘no miner in thetcounty that will not

do his utmost to prevent any iron or coal master or any

employer of labour from entering the Reform Parliament

at the ensuing General Election at which the miners of

tan county w111 possess enormous power.3 ) \
In the Mid-Lanark constltuency Sm1111e and Cunningham heckled Forrest, o
the L1bera1 candidate,in connection with the miners' tied houses, the

abolition of mineral royalties and disestablishment.4 A few days later

a miners' agent addressed a mass gathering of miners in Hamilton:

1, Aberdeen Free Press, 23 November 1885,
2, Glasgow Herald, 23 October 1885,
3. Hamilton Advertlser, 20 June 1885.

4, 1Ibid., 25 July 1885,
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Now was the time for them to be up and doing, and by
putting their hands in their pockets, to send a work-
ing man to Parliament to represent their interests.
(Cheers!) Until they did so they would not.be fully
represented. ‘In conclusion, he advised them to meet
a week hence, and to endeavour to have the whole
county with them, to decide whether they were to
support a Tory, Liberal, or Labour candidate.l

In the mining communities,,where trede union ergenisatien existed,‘the
idea of independent Labour representation was gaining poﬁﬁlarit} amoﬁg :
a seetioﬁ of the miners. ”
However,-tﬁe miners who supported such ideasiiﬁ 1885 wefernot

numerieally strong. ln 1885 Sm1111e and Hardie opposed soc1allsm,

and emall subsequently Laught them the principles of socialism in

the evening clasgses he conducted for working men.-2 Moreover,the

attempts of middle class men such as Small and Carrick to popularise
socialism and the need for working class Parliamentary eandidatee were
not always successfui.3 in August when.a mass meeting of Lanarkshire
miners assemtled in Hamilton, a vocal majority of the'miners objeeted'

to politics being introduced into their discussions about trade union affairs,
‘A decision was therefore taken by the meeting to keep trade union affairs
and political questions separate, and the‘diseussion o; politics was re-
legated to the bocttom of the‘agende. During the discussion on labour
representation in Parliament‘an old miner argued that they could not get.
'the funds' in time for the coming election, but he advised them "to.
orga nise and be prepared when the occasion came round agaln for thcm to

', 4

send one of. themselves

.1, North British Daily Ma11 31 July 1885,
2. Small Papers.

3. Hamilton Advertiser, 15 August 1885.
4, North British Daily Mail, 7 August 1885,
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In. August Small invited Glasier to address an open-air meeting of
miners in Hamiiton.1 This was the beginning of a loné series of regular
'Labour lectures' in Hamiiton? and a iarge number of miners turned out
on a Sunday evening to hear Glasier lecture oﬁ 'the Robbery of Labour'.2
Chisholm Robertson, the Roman catholic miners'rleéder, almost simultaneously
made his first appearance on the labour.scene as an official in the Lanark-v

. . . 3 . :
shire miners' union, In August, too, the Glascow Observer published an

article by Small entitled 'A New Labour Movement'.a The new ideas were -
- beginning 'to ﬁake an impact on- the political consciousness of the miners,
and in September the Lanarkshire miners passed a resolution: |

That we, the miners of Lanarkshire, demand from-

all Parliamentary candidates a pledge to restrict

by act of Parlisment all labour in mines to eight
hours a day.”

This led the Glasgow Heraidyto attack "the least informed and reckless

of the (Liberalj candidates' who had not opposed such déﬁgerousvdemands.6
There were no socialist groups or branches of the Irlsh League in

Fife, and the indigenous miners were organised in the strongest county

union in Scotland.7 In 1885 the Fife miners challenged the Whig orientated

Liberal Assoc1at1on throughout the county, and looked as if they too might

strike out in a socialist dltecthn.. In October Weir and James Innes, of

the Fife and Clackmannan miners' union, organised a meetlng in Cowdenbeath

for 'the purpose of fo:ming a branch of the Peoplé's League'.. Then Weir

told the meeting that:.

Commonweal, October 1885,

.
T ot a2 .2 1T ¢ eV o 1no0e
., Yorih Dritish Daiiy mali, 1 0ePLelvel ivva.

Ibid., 28 August 1885.
Glasgow Observer, 29 August 1885. B
lorth pritish Daily Mail, 18 Septewber 1885.

Glaseow Herald, 19 October 1885. . ) : )
R.Fagc Arnot, A History of the Scottish Miners (London, 1935), p. 39.
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the time had now come for the working classes taking the
initial step to being better represented in Parliament.

He would not say that a candidate would be brought for-

ward in opposition to the Hon. J. Preston Bruce, M.P.,

in the WCst of Fife, but there was a pretty general feeling
in favour of a thorough-going Radical candidate. In a can-
didate pledged to attend specially to the interests of
Labour would come forward, he was sure that such a candidate
would snatch the seat from Mr. Brucd,

In an editorial the Dunfermline Journal defended Bruée as the best candidate
to represent workipg class intéresfs.and simultaneously criﬁicised the |
'political will-o-the-wisps' who were luring 'the unthinking into the bog
uéf socialism'.2

John Weir, the miners’ secretafy, formulated an electioﬁ programme
for the Fife and Clackmannan miners.3 He wanted the Mines‘Reguiation Act
ofv1872 and the Employers Liability Act of 1880 amended, and he advocated
'the abolifion of perpetual and excessive pensions'. Moreover, he told
a mass meeting of the Fife miners that theré was a'probability of a
Labour candidate coming forward to contest West Fife', and he‘advised
tﬁem of 'the necéssity of'supﬁorting those whose sympathies were most
in common with the wbrking classes, and who had by pe;sohél eﬁperiedcé
endured many of the nardships peculiar to tﬁé life of the working man'.a
The‘People's League had been>preparing to challenge Bfuce, tﬁeVWhié
oriented member of Parliament, for some tiﬁe; and the secretary of the
Dunférmiine branch said they had received moral encouragement gnd financial
aid from Andreﬁ Carnegie, the American industrialist, who had been born in

Dunfermline.5

1. Dunfermline Journal, 24 October 1885,

2, 1Ibid. T . e

3. The historian of the Scottish miners inaccurately described John
Weir as 'a douce ultra-respectable Fifer' of the Lib-lab school,
Arnot, op.cit., p. 74 . - |

4. Dunfermline Journal, 31 October 1885.

3. 1bid., Z& October 188Y. -
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Iﬁ late Octobér J.G. Weir, of Hampstead, London, a native of
Dunfermliné, came forward as the Labour candidate in opposition to
Brﬁce;‘ He was supported bvaeir, the miners' secretary, and the
Fife Peoplefs League.w He advocated the establishment of land
cou?ts,_the cbolition of the Game laws,llocal option, free education, -
an eight hour day and the abolition of mineral royalties.: He'described
the last as 'that blood tax paid into the already overflowing purse of
the landlord'. He conceﬁtrated on winning support amongAthe minerg, '
théugh.hé aiso caméaigneﬁ on i;sues‘popuiar among the &dvaﬁced iibgf;ig;.“
He failed to attract much.working class support, and hé decided fo
withdraw from the contest in West Fife.1 Then he moved to the Falkirk
burghs, where he stood for election as a LaSour candidate.  There he
received the support of the Highland Aséociation, the Scottish Land
Restoration Lesague and the local leaders of the ironmoulders such as
William Fechnie.2 Small, Murdoch and W. Forrest, the ex—presidént of .
the Hamilton ﬁiners, spoke for him in Falkirk,3 and Small appealed for
support for his candidature at a‘miners' meeting'ig Airdrie, _Hoﬁever,‘rk
Small's appeal was 'met with cries of "It's not that we came here for". .
and "This is a meeting for miners'’ affaiis”'.4 |

The Falkirk Herald criticised J.G. Weir's attempt to set class -

agains; class, by a series of general accusations against the higher
classes, and especially the landowners. 'If landowners, because they

are rich, are to be made subjects of political attack, there will be -

1. 1Ibid., 31 October 1885, .

2. Falkirk Herald, 9 December 1885.
3. Tbid., 11 November 1885. ‘
4, 1Ibid., 5 December 1885.
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an end to public confidence. The advocacy of land reform is one’thing,
with which we as Liberals'have no sympathy'.1 In a subsequent editorial
his advocacy of land reform‘(as distinct from land oatiouaiisatiop) and

a legel eight houf day‘was described as. 'the wildest*and ﬁost ex*reme
Socialism'.z' However, Falkirk was an urban centre in a w1de1y scattered
constituency in which the Whlg element was domlnant, and the middle class
advanced Liberals were in sympathy w1th criticism of the landowners and
the Whiggery of L. Ramsay, the official Liberai candidate.

In late November Weir rejected the request of the Falkirk burghs
'leeral Assoc1at10n for a test bal ot,3 and Ramsay s candldature was B
accepted by 11 votes to 6 after Gladstone's personal intervention.é;
Weir polled 814 votes, S. Mason, the Tory, polled 2,204 votes and Ramsay

polled 3,104 votes;5 and the Hamilton Advertiser reckoned that most of

Weir's votes had come from miners rather*than artlsans.6 And James,
Furie, a Roman catholicrminer, criticised :hevleaders of the Irish League
for instructing’the Irish miners to vote for the Tory candidate‘rather
than Weir.7 |

| In Falkirk J.G. Weir and Small campaigned for a Scottish Parliament;8
and in nearby Slamannan Chisholm Robertson canvassed 'the Irishmeo of the
1ocaiity' who were interested in forming a braoch of the Irish League.9

In Glasgow he gave a lecture on 'Should an Irishman be ashamed of hisdﬂu

1. Falkirk Herald, 11 November 188S5.

2. Ibid., 21 November 1885,

3. 1Ibid., 25 November 1885. .

4, Glasgow Weekly Mail, 24 October 1885,
5. Falkirk Herald, 9 December.1885.

6. Hamilton Advertlser 5 December 1885.
7. Ibid..

8. Falkirk Herald 2 Decenber 1885.

9, Glasgow Ohserver 24 October 1885,




155.

nationality?';1 and'Glésier told Irishmen in Glasgow that if they were
.ftrue and loyal to Mr. Parnell and the Irish Parliamentary Party at the
present time,bthe independence of Ireland is sure to be aécomplished in
a very short time'.2 Whén a écéttish miners éonference discussed the
possibility of putting forward a miners' Parliémentary candidate, Hardie
pérsuaded the delegates to suppoft Stephen Mason, the adVahced tiberal,
in Mid-Lanérk, as an alternative strategy.3

- By contrast the Scottich-Americans in‘Chicago wereigathefing funds
. fer the.Scottish Land Restoratioﬁ League;4 and in latg November_théfw_u
Scottish Land Restoration League and the Highland Land Law,Refofm
Association offered the miners in Mid-Lanark financial aid to(pr;mote
a Labour candidate. The miners' unién nominated Small and agreed toWA
gupport J.G. Weir in the Falkirk burghs,5 Small addressed meetings
of‘the Irish L;ague in Mid-Lénark, and he spoke of'the sufferings'of‘

v 6

the workiﬁg class in Ireland and Scotland at the hands of the'léndlords..
Then Parnell issued a manifesto apéeéliﬁg‘to the Roman catholics and
Irish in‘Scotland td vote for the Tory'candidates;7 and Small did not
go to thé'poll.8

The intense bitterness existing between different Liberal factions -

was intensified by the propaganda of the-Scottish Land Restoration

League and the Highland Law Association., Consequently there were double

1. Ibid., 10 October 1885.

2. 1Ibid., 31 October 1885,

3. North British Daily Mail, 4 September 1885.
4, Ibid., 24 August 1885,

5. Hamilton Advertiser, 21 November 1885.

6. Glasgow Observer, 28 November 1885.

7. Scotsman, 23 November 1885, -

8., Hamilton Advertiser, 5 December 1885,
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candidatures in a large number of Scottish constituencies, and in '
Perth the Liberal Aesociation put up a candidate, A.MacDougall,
egainst C.S. Parker, the sitfing member of Parliament.1 _Nevertheless ‘
the latter was elected with a clear majority.2 In the Klrkcaldy
burghs J.M. Ing11s, the secretary of the Scottish blacksmiths, opposed
Sir G. Campbell, the sitting member. Inglis was the official Liberal
candidate,3 and he did not fight the seat as a Lib_-iab.4 The voting
figures were: Camﬁbeli, the Whig, 2,180; Inglis, the advanced Libepal,
1,504; apd_Munro, the Tory, 74§.5_ | | |

Davitt supported the Scoteish Land Restoration League,.and in
Greenock Shaw Maxwell advocated the nationalisation of the land.6
Maxwell was supported bf Warringten,7 Carson,a Small,9 and Muirhead,lo
and he drew attention to 'the keenness of the battle between labour
and capital'.ll Grant,12 Battersby,l3 i)uff,14 and Alexander Wilkie,ls
the leaders of the Glasgow Trades Council, supported the Liberal
candidates. Mdreover, Battersby told Libéral and working class

electors in Tradeston 'that those who were saying they were Labour

candidates had no interest whatzver in the advancement of labour

1. Scotsman, 3 September 1885,

2. Wilkie, op.cit., p. 247.

3. Scotsman, 23 September 1885.

4. G.D.H. Cole, op.cit., p.265, 1ncorrect1y describes Inglis as
a labour candidate,

5. Wilkie, op.cit., p. 190.

6. Glasgow Herald, 22 October 18135,

7. North British Daily Mail, 23 November 1885,

8. Ibid., 17 November 1885}

9. Ibid., 14 August 1885.

10. 1bid.

11, Thid,, 23 Neovemhar 1885, .

12. Ibid., 28 October 1885, o

13, Ibid., 24 November 1885, - .

14. Ibid., 31 October 1885.°

15. Ibid., 4 November 1885.
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questidns'.1

The North British Daily Mail, the organ of the advanced Liberals,

opposed the Land and Labour candidates even where they stood against

Liberals of the Whig persuasion; and the Glasgow Weekly Mail Qrged

the dissident candidates to submit to a plebiscite.2 Nevertheless

the Scottish Land Restoration League, in spite of opposition from

the leaders of the Trades Council and the advanced Liberals, puﬁ up

five Parliamentary candidates in the west of'Scotland; Morrison

_ Davidson (Creenock) polled 65 votes; Wallace Greaves (Tradeston) . .

polled 74 votes; Shaw Maxwell (Blackfriats and Hutchesontown) polled

1,158 votes; William Forsyth (Bridgeton) polled 978 votes; and John

Murdoch (Partick) polled 74 votes.3 In Bridgeton there was, pérhaps

significanﬁly, a large Roman catholic community;4 and in Blackfriars

and Hutchesontown there were'large Roman catholic5 and Jewish

' ) o . '
communities.  Once the election was over, however, Robertson persuaded

the Irishmen in Slamannan to pass a resolution:

- That we, the members of the Daniel 0'Connell branch
of the Irish National League, deeply regret the action
of the Ixecutive in withdrawing the Irish vote from
Mr. Shaw Maxwell, the candidate for the Blackfriars

- division of Glasgow, and that the motion be sent to
“the Glasgow Cbserver for publicgtion.7

1.

2.
3.
4.

o 8

6.

Ib1d., 24 November 1885.
Clasgow Weekly Mail, 10 Cctober 1885.

A.W. Humphrey, A History of Labour Representation (London, 1912), p. 95
Pe111n0, op.cit,, p. 402,

Ibid., p. 401, '

Annals of the Free Church of” Scotland, ed., Rev. William Ewing
(Edinburgh, 1914), pp. 91-106,

Glasgow Cbserver, 12 December 1885.
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In 1886-1887 the stability of Scottish society was dramatlcaxly

challenged by the emergence of a militant working class movement,
By the beginning of 1886 there was widespread unemployment in the
west of Scotland,1 and the concomitant social distress created what

the North British Daily Mail described as the 'social danger' of

revolution.2 Groups of socialists preliferated, and Small, Glasier
and Nairn openly expressed their commitment to'the revolutionary
overthrow of capitalist society. 'Dynamite was abroad’', Small told
 a mass meetlng of Lanarkshire m1ners, and 'a great demonstrat1on la
‘would take place next week when the men would parade the palnCLpal
stfeets_with picks'.3, In Hamilton a resolution, congratulating .
the hundreds of rioting miners who had stolen food from shops and
vans in Blantyre was carried by an overwhelming majority of the.
organised miners.4 The miners had also been disappointed by the
outceme of the general election of 1885, and in January 1886 thTy
decided to approach otﬁer trade unions and the socialist erganiSations
vto make arrangements to promote Labour candidates in the mining centres
at the next general election.5

The evictions of the Whig landowners were challenged by the
crofters for the first time in 1882, The crofters’ revolt, epitomised
by the 'Battle of tﬁe Braes', had been/influenced by the agiﬁatora‘

Davitt and the Irish Land League had sent 'across the Irish Sea'.§

‘1. North British Daily Mail, 19 January 1886; 26 January 1886;
. 12 February 1886; Glacgow Observer, 16 January 1886. '

2, North British Daxlv Mail, 12 February 1886,

3, Falkirk Herald, 23 }phrnary 1884,

4, Ibid., 12 February 1887, . - ~

-5. North British Dally Mail, 8 January 1886.

6. Lawreuce, op.cii., p. 17. : :
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The Scotsman described the crofters' resistance as 'lawlessness’',

and the extreme Whig elements who influenced - and who were influenced

by - the Scotsman and the Glasgow Herald were becoming increasingly

alienated from the Liberal Party.

.In 1885 the North British Daily Mail and the advanced Liberals

generally gave their support to the seven 'independent crofter'
candidates who opposed the official Liberals. Six of the 'independent
crofter' candidates were successful,2 and they were rot opposed by. the

. Whigs in 1886.3 The land reform envisaged by the North British Daily

Mail was unacceptable to the Whig-dominated Liberal organisatioms in
"the Highlands, and the Highland Land‘Leagne and the crofters candidates
were not sufficiently radical to embrace land nationalisation, By
contrast the branches of the Highland Land Leagne‘in the west of
Scotland were mucn more radical than their Highland countcrparts,

and they joined forccs with those miners who were agitating for thc“
nétionalisation of land and minerais.

,When.a second general election came in 1886 the miners and
crtisans subordinatad their own interests to the furtheramce of
Gladstone's new policy of Home Rule for Ireland. A striking‘fcature
of the general election was chat Orangeism was universaliy opposed
by the Scotrlsh labour movement. In the face of bltter opp051t10nlyu
from the Tories and the secession of the L1bera1-Un10nlsts and the

Scotsman and Glasgow ﬂerald from the Liberal Party,4 the Trades Councils,5

.1 Ibld.,

2, Peiling, op4c1t., p. 380.

3. Ibid., p. 381. : : S : e

4., W. Ferguson, Scotland. 1689 to the Present (Edinburgh, 1968),
pp. 328-9. E ’ :

5. Minutes of the Aberdeen. Tradeq CCUnc11
Da] leiaLL, 4“3 June 1880,

26 June 1886; North British
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the miners,1 and the socialists urged working men to vote for the Liberal

candidates.2 Moreover, the jingoism of,the‘Tories.and Liberai-Uniqnists
caused the labour léaders and the socialists virtua11§ to eradicate their
class programme altogether and to emphasise the importance of the Home
Rule Issue;'aﬁd evér R.B.'Cﬁnningham Graham limited his radicélism3 to
éupport for a Ten Hour Bili for railway workers.4

Conversely, the Roman catholic Glasgow Observer subsequently supported.

+he miners' agltatxon for the nationalisation of mineral royaltles's and
Robertson told 20,000 workers in Motherwell that the mlners leaders,
'were trying to bring the steel and iron workers, miners and agricultural"
labourers into cne great federation to wrest from the capitalists the
privileges of whlch they had too long deprived the workxng classes'. 6
In February 1887 the miners' leaders in the west of Scotland - Robertson,

Small, Smillie7 and Hardie - agitated for the nationalisation of mineral

royalties.8 The Roman catholic clergy grouped around the Glaspgow Observer
felt no need to jurtify their warm espousal of land nationalisation by
reference to theology or legitimaéy, though they were subséquently forced;
to do so as‘they incréasingly came under pressure from\socialistsbwithiﬁ'

their own ranks.

1. Glasgow Observer, 1 May 1886; 22 May 1886; 17 July 1886.
2. 1Ibid., 22 May 1886.
3. There is no evidence for the claim that Cunninghame Graham fought
the election on a 'class war programme, Johnston, op.cit.,
p. 263,
4. nNorth British Daily Mail, 8 July 1886.
5. Glasgow Observer, 11 September 1886,
6. Ibid., 11 September 1886. -
7. In the early days of his activity in the miners' union Smillie
‘ "spelt his name as Smellie, but he changed the spelling to
Smillie later on.

8. North PBritish Daily Maxl 24 February 1887.
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The discussions and arguments about the disestablishment of the
Church of Scotland1 and Irish Home Rule were so emotionally charged =
that historians have explained the relative eléétééal.success of
the Liberal-Unionists in 1886 as a cpnséquence of Orangeism.2
Ethnig confliét and religious prejudice had traditionaliy'hadla
debilitating influence on class consciousness; but the changing
economic conditions of the time had a bearing on the shifting
political allegiance éf large employers of labour in the west of -
Scotland. Liberal policy was biased ﬁowards Little Englgndism :
and a small naval programmé; and some Liberal shipbuilders and
mineowners weit over to Unionism. In an area of dockyards, where
~ there was a strong dependence on imperial trade, the Unionist
programme of protectionism was becbming more attractive than free
trade.3‘ Ordinary working men (as distinct from those who were ;:‘
actively involvediin the léboﬁr movement) w;re‘justVAs influencéd :
as éhipguilderé and mineowners by the~afgument that unemployment
would.only be relieved by the Unionist programme of nav;i expansion,
This bread-and-butter argument ﬁas probably a mere powerful factor
in weakening the Liberals' hitherto monolithic grip on working
people than religious prejudice or ethnic conflict.

In Fébruary 1887 the Glasgow branch of the Socialist League’called
é demonstration on the Greén in support of the striking Lanarkshire . -
‘miners, and 20,000 pebple assembléd to profest;against'the 'starVatibn' 

nf the miners, Mnirhead told the demonstrators that the miners struggle

. 1. D.C. Savage, 'Scottish POllthS, 1885-86', Scottish Historical
Review, no. x1 (1961), passim.

“ Lergus°“' op.cit., p. 329; Pelling, op.czt., pp. 372-413.
3. B.H. Brown, Tariff Reform Movement in Great Br1taln, 1881 1895
(Nm-v anl’ 1,—..‘) EP» 70~4, . I ‘ : . ‘ ‘
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was 'Sut one incident in the coﬁ%iict which was proceeding over the whole
world between the labourer dispossessed of the means of production and the
capitaiist vho held that means'. As the meeting was ending the mounted
pclicemen were 'hooted and mobbed' and the ensuing disturbances 'threatened_.
to assume serious proport'io.ns'..1 In the mining town.of'Hami1ton forty
miners formed a.branch of the Socialist League, and, when William Morris
addressed them about a month later, Small, of the éocial Democratic
Federation, shared the platform with Morris.‘2 At the same.period ﬂahon_
had formed new branches of the Socialist League in‘Arbroath,‘Carnoust{e,‘v
Lochee, Coﬁdenbeath, Dysarf, Gailatown, Aberdeen, Duﬁdeé; Galashiélé,
Lochgelly and West Caldet.3

Socialist propaganda was making its impact on teachers, clergymen '
énd intellectuals up and down Scotland, and in Ayr a fewiteaéhers were |
spreading 'the new evangelism"of socialism.a. In 1886 'the chief minister'
in Ayr 'preached a sermon very favourable to Socialism'. Arcﬁiﬁald McLﬁ:en,
a teacher and extra-mural lecturer, p;edicted that 'the hore honest ciass
of ministers' would become 'a sfrong force on the right 'side'.5 :Small,
who was passionately interested in geology, invited Kropotkin to Blantyre

\

to deliver lectures to the miners on gharphism; and the chttish,mine:s
were 'natural anarchists'.6 7Moreovef,<there were small groups of foreign
soc1a113ts - 'German bottle-blowers, Italian plaster-workers, French

pastry-ccoks and Russian Jews, all fraternally blended together = in

Glasgow in the m1d-18808;7 but there is no ev1dence of their participation

1. North British Da11y Mail, 14 February 1887. -

2. Thompson, op.cit., p. 515.,

3. 7Ibid., p. 557. ’ ‘ o ' ‘

4. Archibald McLaren to R.F. Muirhead, 9 March 1886 MeLaren Muirhead Corr-
espondence, Baillie's Library, Unlver51ty of Glasgow. Hereafter cited
as the McLaren-Muirhead Correspondence:

5. Archibald Mclarea to R.F. Muirhead, 6 June 1886. ucLaren-Muxrhead Corras= .

pondence. ,
6. James ”3CD0b8311. '"The Scottish Coalmlner , Nineteenth CenturY and After
Anr11 1077 7n/|. o

7. J.Bruce Glasier, 'The Revolutionarv Dave' Eaxuand 4 January 1913-
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in the’laboﬁr movement. The Jewish tailors subsequently affiliated to the

Glasgow Trades Council, and they were committed revolutionary socialists.,
‘A small number of teachers formed a branch of the Sccialist League
in.Ayr in 1886;1 and a ﬁumber'of Pfesbyterian clergymen, led by the
Rev. John Glaése;? Edinburgh, propagated socialist dqctrines in the
Church of Scotland. Meanwhile, McLaren persuaded a shopkeeper in
Tighnabruaich, Argyllshire - 'Socialism has followed me hither or
father I have fouﬁd it here before me' - to 'sell Soc1al1st 11tetature' 3 ‘
_ The socialists' critique of capitalist society wes not narrowly
economic, and in 1888 McLaren wrote to Muirhead thus: 'I am going to
lecture at John Street tonight. Subject: Socialism and Sex - dangerous'.a
what made a really deep impression on Presbyterian clergymen5 and
university teachers, however, was the threat to the stability of the
established social order.
A tiny minorigy of influential intellectuals and middle cléss men
and women campaigned for sex reforﬁ, fr;e education, better education,

shorter hours of labour, higher wages and the amelioration of intolerable

1. Archibald McLaren to R.F., Muirhead, 9 March 1886. McLaren-
Muirhead Correspondence.-

2. Report of the General Assembly of 'the Church of Scotland, 1889,

3. 'The lot of the fishermen hereabouts and indeed on the West Coast

‘ generally is not a very bright one. They are feeling acutely
that they are being made the slaves of the middlemen who convey
their fish to the town markets. The poor men have but little
education and no organisation to enanle them to do something to
secure for thems=lves the best share ¢f value of their labour.
I deeply sympathise with them - but matters are certain to grow
worse with them instead of better. Yet their labour is one which
under proper conditions would certainly be a pleasure instead of
a toil', Archibald Mclaren t¢ R.F. Muirhead, 12 April 1886.
u.udi’cu"uuxl.llcau Corrves pundcuce N

4., Archibald Mclaren to R.F. Muirhead, 24 June 1883, ‘Mclaren—;
Muirhead Correspondence, =

5. Minutes of the Glasgow Presbytery of the Church of Scotland.

9 January 1889,
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conditions.1 Margaret Irwin campaignod for the emancipation of women
workefs in the sweated trades from incredibly low wages and very long
hours of 1abour,2 and inteliectuals‘like'Giasse, McLaren, Smali,
Muirhead and.James Leatham oppoSed tne dominant social values, social
conventions and sexual attitudes of the Victorian Establiéhment.
The socialist p?oneers met frequently in Glasgow, Edinburgh and Aberdeen
to hammer out their ideas, to draft pamphlets and to present their )
demands before middle claés, as well as working class, audiences._tiheo".
‘self-sacrificing efforts and the publishing ventures of pioneers,likoo,n
Leatham in ABerdeen3 were inspired by a pfofound compaosion for the
poverty of the 1abouring poor and by a moral fervour amounting to |
religious devotion. For Scottish 'left-wing' intellectuals socialism
was, as McLaren put it, 'the only thing worth living for'. 9

As the socialists developed their critique of Scottish sooi.ty )
and gained support in some of the mining communities; a few Scottish
M,P.s oook up some of the miners' grievances;‘ In Feb;uary 1887
the Scottish miners' leaders including John Wéir of Fife had a
conference with Donald Crawford, Stephen Lllllamson, G.D. C‘ats,.
Crahan and Mason whom they had to convince that the minersf county
unions were too weak to win an eight hour day by trade union'agitation.
Mason and Crawford agreed to move omendnonts to the Coal Mines |
Regulation Bill.5 The miners' leaders were highly critical of the

amendments envisaged by the advanced Libe;als, as the rights of

1. W.M. Haddow, My Seventy Years (Glasgow, n.d.),passim,

2. "Hargaret-d., Irwin“, Glasgow herald, 22 January 1940.

3. 'James Leatham, the Complete Master of His Craft' Aberdeen
Press and Journal, 22 December 1945.

4, Buckley, op.cit., p. 104, P '

5. Archibald McLaren to R.T. Mulrhead 12 Apr11 1886. - McLaren-MuirheaQ .

f‘l\”
Correspondence

. 2 oo o
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checkweighmen were to be curtailed;? In any case the amendments

were defeated in the House of Commons by Liberal as well asvTory

M.P.s.2 A similar amendment was introduced by Williamson on 17
August'1887,kand it was defeated by 54 to 159 votesf3, Méfeover,
16 Scottish membefs voted for the‘amgndmenﬁ including 2 Tories,
while 6 Liberals aqd 9 Tories voted against.4 Clearly, there.
was little difference between the two méjor politicél parties
in relation to the miners' grievances and demands.

During.strikes in Slarﬁannan,5 Broxburn6 and Blantyre7 police
ané Lrﬁops Qere used to keep order and to enforce the évicéion.of
the miners frqm the coalowners' houses and the Miner arguéd:

"Never, prob#bly in the history of mining, were the miners of
Scotland face to face with a graver crisis than they aré'at-
present38 Graham'attackéd his fellow Liberal members of Parliament,
and he told u miners' audience that the Scottish employers 'were

on the whole more hard-hearted and tyrannical' than those in England.9
In Broxburn, ; part of the east of Scotland where tbére was no trad-
ition of trade union organisation,‘craham and Mahon got the miners to
_pass a resolution expressing their sympathy with socialist bbjecti#es.lo

The miners had not been so militant for decades, and their aggressive

opposition to the coalowners'traditional modes of social control attractive

1. Miner, April 1887, e
2. House of Commons Debates, 3rd series, ccxlx, 900 ff.

3. Division List, no. 397, 1887,

4, 1Ibid., no. 445, 1887, :

5. North British Da11y Mail, 9 January 1886. -

6. Ibid.., 8 February 1887, ) '

7. Ibid., 11 October 1887. - .

8. Miner, February 1887. T

9. North DBritish Daily Mail, 1 October 1887.

10. Ibid., 13 October 1887. :
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a modicum of Parliamentary atten;ion and sympathy. The sympathy\, o
of some advanced Liberal members of Parliament, who were usuaily
loeated in constituencies where the socialists.had soﬁe influence,
was not sufficient to satisfy the mineré,vand Hardie wrote: , ’ f
In all mattere affecting the rights of property of
capital'or interferipg with "freedom of contract"

there is not, nor has there ever ‘been, much to
choose between Whig and Tory.1

By 1886 Justice, the organ of the Social Democratic Federation,
had penetrated into the small Ayrshire town of New.Cumnock,'aﬁd
| Qorkiﬁgkmen such as James Neil, .James Patrick and Hardie were

battling against laissez~faire philoéophy within the local Liberal

Aseecia:ion.s fardie'! s attitude to socialism was still cautious,

'end, vhen he attended a national mlnegs conference in Edlnburgh R o
in October 1887, he was not prepared to go so far as Small in his

espousal of eocialist demands.4 By then, hoﬁever;ihe was;inc:easingly ‘

coming under the influence of Graham, and in Septembef 1887 the =

Scottish miners had already put Hardie forward as a Labour candidate

" in the constituency of North Ayrshire.5 A hafbinger of the 'new

ﬁnionism', he ciashed4with)Broadhurst at the annual Ttedes'Union‘

Congress in 1887 over‘the iseue of the legal eight hour day;6

Hardie's attack on Broadhurst vas bitterly‘denounded‘bj the North

British Daily Mai17 and this incident marked the beginning of a long

1. 1Ibid., 13 October 1887.
2. DMiner, July 1887.
3. J, Neil, "Memoirs of an Ayrshire Agitator', Forward, 4 July 1914,
James Strawhorn, The New History of Cumnock ZGlasgow, 1966), P° 134'
4, - North British Daily Mail, 15 October 1887.: )
©5, TIbid., 3 October 1887. |
6. Labour's Turning Point,.ed., E.J. Hobsbawm (London, 1948), pp.
96~7., : e
7. North British Daily Mall 24 September 1887.‘

e o
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vendetta between Herdie an& Dr; Cameron, the owmer of the North British
ﬁaily Mail,

Hardie was described in Commonweal as 'the first tender shoot of
the Socialist growth in British trade mnionism'.1 Tﬁe miners were
increasingly comlng under socialist influence, and Hardle followed
rather than led the miners in ‘their drlft to the 'left' ~ ¥hen Mahon °
attended a mlgers conference in October 1837, he'wrote: fAs‘appeatances

go at present there may soon be a Scottish Labour Party of which'Mr{:

"Cunninghame’ Graham will be the chlef' 2 The miners were now mount1ng

a full scale revolt agaxnst the L1berals, and in February 1888 the
St1r11ngsh1re miners, w1th the backlng of the Scottlsh Mlners Fed~-
erntlon, au pted Robertsom as the Labour candldate for St1r11ng hlre.3
| In July 1887 Hardie presented a programme for the{labourlng poorv
in the EEE&E under the heading 'the Sons of Labourf.i In’a wide
ranging programme designed to inaugurate a sociai democracy he elled
for tempetence by 'local eption' payment of members of Parliament'
payment of elect1on expenses out of the rates, adult suffrage' tr1enn1a1“
Parllaments and the abolltlon of all non-elected authorlty . Ihe soe1a1,
reforms‘he env1saged lncluded_ a graduated'lncome tax on all imeome

over £300 a year; re-enactment of a State rent for land; home colonies.

‘and reclamation of waste land; free education; establishment of an

eight hour day in mines and elsewhere it may, on inquiry, be found

judicious; a national insurance fund; State ownership of minerals,

" royalties and mines, the purchase price being paid only in annuities;

1. Commonweal 17 September 1887,
2. 1Ibid., 22 October 1887, ’

3. Falkirk Heraild, 7 March 1888; North Brxtxsh Daxly Mall

9 March 1808



compu;sory provision of healthy dwelllngs for'worklng people; -
protection of workers'
tribunals for the settlement of all labéur ﬁi;puféé; the abolition
of all food duties and all indirect taxation'.1

challenged areas of social and .economic life hitherto assumed to

be inviolable by the apostles of laissez-faire capitalism.

to the Glasgow Trades Council,2

Robertson,3 the Stirlingshire miners' leader., Between them, they

household effects against seizure for debt;

This programme

168.

In May 1887 Carson was sent by the tinplate workers as a delegaté ' %f

andin January 1888 he was joined by

played a major role in challenging the traditional Lib-Lab ideology

of the Glasgow Trades Council.

present methods of struggle were now totally inadequate,4

In June 1887 Carson argued that labour's

and by thé

beginning of 1888 a resolution advocating the legal eight hour day was

carried in the Glasgow Trades Council by a small majorit:y.5

In the

same year, however;the Edinburgh Trades Council rejected the socialist

demznd for a legal eight hour day by a substantial majority.6
February 1888 the Aberdeen Trades Council supported the demand for

2 legal eight hour day by an overwhelming majority.7

Only the miners

were prepared to oppose the Liberals in the electoral field; and they

were committed to some collectivist demands when the organised artisans

st111 reslsted the demand for the nationalisation of the means of

production,

against laissez-faire capitalism and Liberal politicians.

By the beginning of 1888 some of the miners were in revolt

1.

,30
4,
5.
6.
7.

Miner, July 1887.

finutes of the Glasgow Trades Council, R May 1837,

.Ibad., 1 February 1888,

Ibid., 15 June 1887.
North British Daily Mail, 19 January 1888.

Minutes of the FEdinbyrgh Trades Council, 13 March 1888, .

Minutes of the Aberdeen_ Trades Council, 1 February 1883'5
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In'December 1886 Hardie attended the inaugural conference of the
Scottish Liberal Associaticn, and he probably antagonised the middle

class and upper class Liberals by demanding working class representation'
on the general council of the new national Liberal organisafion;1 Then
Patrick, Neil and Hardie quarrelled with the Liberal Association in
Cumnock,2 and in May 1888 the Ayrshiré miners passed the follbwing
resolution}

That in the opinion of this meeting, the time has come
for the foundation of a Labour Party in the House of
Commons, and we hereby agree to represent the miners.
of Scotland at the first available opportunity.3

The Scottish Miners' Federation was founded in October 1886,4 and,
when Hardie presented his first annual secretarial report in‘1887. he
said:

The formation of a Labour Party in the country has
hitherto been looked upon as a dream of the enthusiast.
It wouid appear as if the miners of Scotland were to
have the credit of transforming it into reality. Res-
olutions have been passed at various large centres in
favour of this being done, while in some constituencies
candidates have been selected., The Labour Party will
be a distinct organisation from the Trades Unions,

In a concluding paragraph, he expressed the miners hostility to capitalism:
Ours is no old-fashioned sixpence-a-day agitation., We-

aim at the complete emancipation of .the worker from the
thraldom of wagedom.

His report was adopted by the conference of the Scottish Miners' Federation,5

and Robertson, Small, Weir and Hardie were preparing for a fight with the

Liberals.

1. Minutes of the Scottish Liberal Association, 22 December 1886.
2. Strawhorn, op.cit., p. 134. .

3. Stewart, op.cit., p. 22,

4., Arnot, op.cit., p. 67.

5. Arnot, op.cit,, pp. 69-70.




The opportunitylto oppose the Liberals came in March 1888 when ,
Stephen Mason, the advanced Liberal member of Parliament for Mid-

Lanark, resigned his seat. owing to ill—health.l. The ‘North British

Daily Mail observed that 'the railway servants vote' was stronger

in Mason's constituency than in any other constituency in Scotland;‘
and fhe editor recomﬁended Stewart MacLiver as a 'staunch friend'

of the railwéymen.2 Ir. 1874, when the Glasgow Tradéé Council selgc;é& |
three Parliamentary candidates, they voted for Dr. Cameron, thg owner

*

of the North British Daily Mail, instead of MacL1ver,3 and in any case

the miners in Mid-Lanark were fiumerically stronger and more militant

than the railway workers. On 8 March 1888 a mass meeting of Stirling-
shire miners passed a resolution urging the miners in Mid-Lanark to
select a labour caﬁdidate.a A few:days latér a delegate meeting of

the L;;khall miners invited Hardie to.contest the Mid-Lanark constituency
as a Labour candidate.5 '

The impetue hehind the agitation for an independent party'of
labour came from the socialist elements within the miners' county
unions, and Smillie and John Gray were the leading miners' agents
in Larkhall.6 The miners traditionﬁl cultural alienation from the
Liberals made them more susceptible to socialist ideas than the

artisans, and thls factor rather than Hardie's 1nnate class-consclousness,

1. North British Daily Mail, 8 March 1888.
2. Ibid.

3. See p. 159,

4.+ North British Daily Mail
5. Hamilkon Adverticar 17

e~ .y

b. Stewart, op.c1t., P, 44,

4 annnrk AN A " 1R-0

1888.

1, 9 March
March 1888
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inordinate personal ambitionl or megalomania2 wasrthe‘driving force
ereaeing theApre-eonditions”for a new labour party.. Hardie'e emer-
gence as 'tﬁe Labour and Home Rule'> candidate in 1888lfef1eCted the
suceess of Small and the Socialist League in winning'so mahy of the

miners' leaders for a socialist programme.4

Dr. Cameron and the North British Daily Mail ‘opposed Hardie's

candidature,5 and Hatdie demaddedta plebiecite'of the Liherai voters
in the constitueocy to Seiect the Libefai nomidee;sv Hafdiefs deinand '
was ignored, and J.W.'Philippe,'a London barrister;'was adopted.by

the Mid—Lanafk Libefai Assoeiation as the Lioeral eandidate.7 ‘
Threlfall mho had been 1nf1uenced by H.H. Champlon had already i -
come north to as31st Hardle on behalf of the Labour Electoral Assoc-_
Latlon. Towards the end of March the Scottish Miners' Federat1on,
in splte of the opp051t1on of the advanced leerals and the Nor h

Brltlsh Daily Ma11,8 decided to glve Hardle thelr full support.

Horeover, 'all the miners' agents present' offered to address

m°°t1ng~ in Mid-Lanark, and Welr was app01nted as the treasurer

(3

ot Hard1e s electlon fund 9

1. Fred Reid, 'Keir Hardie's: blographers , Bulletin of the Soc1ety for

- the Study of Labour History, no. 16 (1968), p. 32.

‘2, D. Carswell, Brother Scots (London, 1927), p. 178.

3. Pellirng, The Origins of the Labour Party (Oxford, 1965), p. 66.

4, See the annotation by Beryl Small on The Independent Labour Party,
1893-1943; Jubilee Souvenir: 'Hardie Smillie taught at my home by
Papa'. Small Papers. :

5, Stewart, op.cit., p. 38,

6. Scottish Leader, 27 March 1883,

7. Pelling, op.cit., p. 65. : « - ‘

8. North British Daily Mail, .30 March 1888. B RV S

9, Hamiiton Advert1ser, 31 March 1888. - ' -
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On 8 April Philipps was adopted as the Liberel candidete,.
and some of Hardie's middle elass Radical supporters met and
decided he should be asked to withdraw from the contest.1 Then
Threlfall asked Hardie to withdraw, and there was a furious row
betyeeen’the two u_xen.2 Schnadhorst, the secretary of the Nationalt
Liberal Federation, tried to mediate with the local Liberals;g
and Sir George Trevelyan offered Hardie a safe seat at;thé next
election, with a éalary of £300 a year, if he would stand dowm
at Mid-Lanerk.4 Schnadhorst failed to persuade the»Libetai con= .-
’stitue;cy otganisetion to(recognise the existence of‘the tebout
Party. And in April Hardie told his suppo:ters,:'They‘were.
fightieg now for the»National Labour Party', On this fundamehtal
point-pf‘principle Hardie and the‘miners would accept no comptom-
jse in their negotiations with the Libetals.STVWhen Hatdie met
his own commlttee'in Hamilton on 21 April, he offered to withdraw
from the contest but hls commlttee urged h1m to carry on the
struggle ‘against the two major political partles, and he did not
need too much persua51on.6 -

The host;11ty between the Scottish’minersbaﬁd thetLiberals had‘

existed for'decadeé;7 and the editor -of the North British Da11y Mail

denied that the Scottlsh miners had a special clalm on Mld-Lanark.
Moreover, he attributed the trouble the Liberals were having with

Hardie and'the minets to "the interference' ofltheiLiberal leaders

1. Scottish Leader 9 Aprll 1888, : ‘

2. Keir Hardie, 'Mnre Reminiscences', Labour Leader 18 March 1914,
3. Pelling, op.cit., p. 65. -
- 4, Hardie, Labour Leader, 18 March 1914,
5. SLOLtlSU Leader, 18 Aplll 1888,

6. North Rritish Daily Mail, 23 April 1888.
/. See cbanrpr three.
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in London, and he defended the intranéigence of the Scottish Liberals
in refusing to consider the claims of working class‘repreéentation in
Parliameﬁt.1 Those who weré promoting Hardie's candidature countered
the argument; of the advanced Liberafs by blaming Gladstone's inter-
vention in the gemeral election of 1885 for J.G. Weir's féilure2 to
be elected as the Labour candidate for the Falkirk burghs.3 By 1888
J., Galloway Weir was the secrétary of the.Parliamentafy committee'of
the Highland Leaéue, and he was campaigning for Hardie.4

Hardie advocated a legal eight hour day for 'all working, men'5
and the nationalisation of mineral royalties.6 Philipps refused
to support the ﬁationalisation of mineral royalties,7 and he told |
a working class audience that he was oppoéed to 'governmental inter-
ferenée with wages'.8 The Liberals were aware of the many demands

Hardie had propagated in the Miner and elsewhere, and in SeptemTer

|

1. Nerth British Daily Mail, 27 March 18838.

2, See above.

3. Glasgow Herald, 20 April 1888.

4, Stewart, op.cit., p. 40.

5. OClasgow Herald, 10 April 1888.

6. Dr. selllnb argues (op.cit., p. 65) that Hardie's programme was
not in advance of that of several Radical M.P.s.' However, the
Scottish Liberals, whether they were Vhigs or advanced Liberals,
were uncompromisingly opposed to land nationalisation, the nat-
ionalisation of mineral royalties and a legal eight hour day for
ideological reasons. Pelling has been unwittingly influenced by
the hagiographers of the Scottish labour movement (Stewart, op.
cit., p. 393) who did not understand that Hardie's radical demands
put him far beycnd the pale of Scottish Liberalism. A failure to
understand the climate of opinion of Scottish society in the 1880s
has led many historians into the mistike of assuming that Hardie's
demands were relatively moderate: but in the context of a situation
in which the Scottish Liberals were monolithically and intransi-
gently opposed to the Lib-Lab programme of labour reform, Hardie's
demands were ‘revolutionary!',

‘7. Scottish Leader, 'S5 April 1888,

8., 1Ibid., 17 April 1888.

>
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1887 the North British Daily Mail had denounced Hardie'svéttack o#
Broadhurst at the Trades Union éongres;. And Gray,.a minefs' agent,
bitterly attacked the local Liberal Association's 'arbitary assump;ion"
of théir right to impose a middle class candidate on the constitﬁency

without consulting the working class electorate,l and this same com~

plaint had been made by the Lanarkshire miners during the general

election of 1868.2

Hardie's éampaign.was supported by.Chémpion,3 Small,,4 Rbbertsqn,s
}Mahon,s.Gkaﬁaﬁ,715mi11ie§ Mu¥doch,9 and Gailoway wéir;lohﬁﬁéhfﬁé iasoﬁf 
candidate, like Alexander MacDonald.in 1868, disélayed,politicalrskill
in piaying the Tories off against the Liberals and vice-versa., He told‘
one audience he 'thought iand reform could be got from the Liberals," |
but labour reform more/readily from the Tories'.?1 (In‘fhe Glas'ow_
Trades Council Carson told the delegates & Labour Pafty had beei
formed to struggle 'for the emancipation of the workihg cIasses{;
and a resolution supporting Hardie's candidature was carried by a 1argg4

majority.1? Following Threlfall's withdrawal of financial aid, Hardie

was supported by the Scottish Land Restora;ion‘League, the Scottish.

1. . Hamilton Advertiser, 7 April 1888. . -

2. See p. '

3. Glasgow Herald, 14 April 1888,

4, TIbid., 25 April 1888, :

5. Arnot, op.cit., p. 74; North British Daily Mail, 6 April 1838.
6. 1Ibid., 25 April 1888.
7. Pelling, op.cit., p. 65, '

8. North British Daily Mail, 23 April 1888,

9, 1Ibid., 25 April 1888. ‘

10, Glasgow Herald, 10 April 1888. ;

11, North British Daily Mail, 20 April 1888. o e
12. Minutes of the Glasgow Trades Council, 4 April 1888.
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Miners' Federation and the Highland Land League.1 On 17 April,

when Small addressed a meeting of Hardie's supporters in Hamilton,
he‘gave a promise that the miners would 'continue the struggle to
the bxtter end, even should it result in the loss of a seat by the
Liberal Party .2
There was a large Irish element in the Mid-Lanark constituency,
and the major leaders of the Irish National Leggué in thevWest of
Scotland - FérguSon, McGhee and Robertson - addressed meetings on
Hardie's beha}f from the beginning of the campaign onwards.' The . ‘_JI.'?'
'Home Government branch of the Irish National League passéd.a“régo;-
ution ‘hailing with delight the candidature of Keir Hardie'. More~
over, they attacked the Scottish organiser of the Irish National
League for 'asking their fellow-countrymen who risk their lives
in the mines to vote against a working man who had also been a ‘
true.friend of Ireland.3
The Irish in the cénstituency were deeply divided betﬁeen the
miners who supported Hardie and the uncompromising nationalist elements
who took Parnéll's advice to support Philipps.4 But not all of the
Irish irmigrants were hostile to Hardie; and such influential Scottish-
bornkIriShmen aszobertson5 and Mahoné campaigned fér Hardie.A Robertson
and Mahon, with the assistance of the quén catholic‘clefgy ﬁad a1feaﬁ§
organised immigrant and indigenoﬁs miners in thé thbians, Stirling-

shire and Lanarkshire; and Smillie, a Presbyterian who had been born

1. Glacony Merald, ?72A Anril 18RR;: Hamilton Adverticer, 21 April 1888,
2. North British Daily Mail, 18 April 188§, :

-3. Hamilton Advertiser, 31 March 1888, '

4. Ibid., 7 April 1888; 14 Aprii 1888; 21 April 1588,

5. 'R, Chisholm Rcbertson » Miner, January 1887.‘
6. See above.
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in Ulster,1 found no difficulty in wofking with Robertson and Mahon 
for Hérdie's election as a Labour candidate. dn polling day Hardie

polled 617 votes, and, with'so many influential Irish working classi
leaders campéigning for hinm, itvwould have been surprising if somei

2

of the immigrants had not voted for him,

Such newspapers as the Glasgow Hefald,3 the North British Daily

1ai1® and the Glasgow Observer> stimulated and accentuated the div=
isions and splits between the working class electors in Mid-Lanark -
over ‘the issue of Irish Home Rule for their own political advantage, .

and Liberal-Unionist newspapers like the Glasgow Herald and the

Scotsman egged on the emerging Scottish Labour Party as a method

by which to weaken the Liberals' grip on working class voters. The
reall& surprising Aevelopment, however, was that some Irish immigrants
were preparéd to support Hardie at the risk of allowing the Tor; cand-
jdate to be elected; and, when Grahaﬁ addressed a meeting of Hardie's

supporters in April, he was able to announce that 'onme third of their

1. 'Life ond Timesz of Robert Smillie', Forward, 2 Mzy 1914,
2. Donald Carsewell and James G. Kellas have argued that the 617
electors who voted for Hardie were Presbyterian Scots, and that
the Irish in Mid-Lanark were completely united in their opposit-
ion to Hardie. Like Moody (op.cit., p. 66), Carsewell and Kellas
were unaware of the ethnic and denominational origins of Robertson,
Mahon and Smillie. Moreover, they have allowed their own doc=-
trinal commitments to blur their vision of what was actually
happening in the 1880s - that is, the beginning of real class
solidarity between the Roman catholic Irich irmigrant miners
“and the indigenous Presbyterian miners. See ', Carsewell, op. '
cit., p. 178, and James G. Kellas, 'The Mid-Lanark by-election
{1888) and the Scottish Labour Party (1888-1894)', Parliamentary
Affalrs, no. 18 (1964~65), p. 320.
3. Clasgow Hezald 10 April 1888; 14 April 1888; 20 April 1888.
4, North britisn paily Mail, JU ‘tarch 1800, i4 Apr11 1888; 16
April 1888, :
5. Glasgcw Observer, 14 April 1888; 21 April 1888; 28 Apr11 1888.‘
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delegates were Irishmenf.1 '

Moreover, the Irish nationalists' opposition to Hardie_perpetuated‘
the split between the urban and the rural working\class movement .
Threlfall's promise of the support of 'the Parnellite party"had.
beenva major factor in the decision of the Glasgow Trades Council
to support Hardie'2 and there is no evidence that the Trades Council
campaigned for Hardle after Parnell's opposition became public know—
ledge.

The_vpters in Mid*Lanark went to the pplls on.z? Apri; end.e tofél'_:.:'l'
of 7,381 votes‘were cast for the three candidates.3 v In March the |
Irish organisers estlnated that the total Irish vote in the constltuency |
was approx;mately 1,308,4 and the organisers of the Irish National
League had not always hed their own way ip committing the 'Irish'

vote to particular candidates.,

After the by-electlon Cameron accused Hardxe of hav1ng used 'Tory
eold’ to rurther his fight against Ph111pps,5 and Hardie counterf
attacked by describing Cameron as a sweater who'ran a 'rat shop

in Dublin., During the by—electlon the Glasgow Observer had accused

the emerging Scottish Labour Party of 'sacrificing Home Rule for their

own interests';6 and after Hardie had gone to the poll the North British
Daily Mail predicted that he would be ‘ostracised from every Liberel

Association in the west of Scotland'.’ Hardie fought the efforts of

1. Ihtd., 21 Apr11 1888,
2, Minutes of the Glasgow Trades Council, 4 Mpr11 1888. - } o
3,  Philipps (Liberal), 3 847 Rousfield (Tory), 2,917, Hardie, - . -

{Latour), 517,
4, Scottish Leader," 17 March 1888 c

5. North British Daily Mail, 22 June 1888,
6. Glasgow Observer, 21 April 1888, .

7. North British Daily Mail, 28 April 1888,
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the Lieerals to ostracise him; and, in a perceptive letter to the
secretary of the Home Goverrment branch of the Irish Naticnal League,
he predicted a conflict between capital and labour in Ireland him-
self. He wrote:

I very much fear that Ireland's true battle will only

begin after Home Rule has been granted as the conduct

of certain '"leaders" on this occasion bodes ill for

their future action, when Land and Labour questions

come up for discussicn on College Green.l

' The Scottish branches of the Social Democratic Federation and

" the Sdcialist League were influenced by the nationelist climate of °
.opinion; and in December 1888 they decided to sever their connections
with London. Then a Scottish Socialist Federation was set up to
propagate socialist ideas, and W.D. Tait was elected the nat1onal
secretary.2 Though the Scottish Soc1a11st Federation did not champlon
Home_Rule for Scotland, a number of prominent marxists in the 18803,
including William Diack,3 were subsequently associated wieh such an
agitation.4 However, Hareie did not expect much from the Liberals,
and he had no illusions aboue Home Rule being a partial sgbetitute
for a socialist programme. By 1889 he was writingvin the Laboe;
Leadey:

I don't deer: Home Rule of itself as a settlement of

any question whatever., But it will be valuable as a

means of bringing the legislative body more in touch
with the people.

1. Hardie to the Secretary of the Home Covernment branch of the
Irish Naticnal League, 11 May 1888, Nationmal Library of
S\.ut. a.udo l‘u.\.o SC-" Hao IUOJ/IJo
2. David Lowe, Souvenirs of Scottish Labour ( Glasgow, 1919), p. 129.
3. Buckley, op.cit., passim.
4. Scottish Review, no. 42 (1919), p. 388.
5. Labour Leader, April 1889,

[EPRp————



On the day after the Mid-Lanark by-election, Hardie's supporters
held a conference in the mining town of Hamilton. A decision was taken
to form atLabour Electoral Associetion throughout ﬂanarksnire, and
Graham and Smillie were elected es office—bearers;1 On 19 May
twenty-seven men, 1nc1ud1ng Sm1111e, Murdoch, Herdle and Ferguson
mét in Glasgow to dlSCUSS thn formation of a Labour Party in Scotland.2

This prov151onal committee 1nv1ted delegates from trade union branches,

Trades Councils, socialist groups and 'societies working for the moral . .

and social elevation of the people'.3

The foundatlon conference of the Scottlsh Labour Party vas held in

\

Glasgow on 25 August and it was attended by Dr. G.B. Clark the
crcfters’ M.P. for Caithness, Shaw Maxwell, of the.ucottlsh Land

Restoration League, Murdoch, McGhee, Ferguson, Dundan McPherson and

Smillie. McPherson, a Gaelic-speaking Highlander, was an activ member

of the Glasgow Trades Council. 1In e'challenging speech, Hardie|warned
the Liberals not to expect any respite from the Scottish iabour*Party.
He‘denounced the Liberais, and in a fiery speech he annonnced‘to the
conferencekthat: o | .

«.. he had severed his coanection with the Liberal Party
that day by becoming secretary to the newly-formed Scottish.
Labour Party; and if the Liberal party desired to prevent
the Labour Party from splitting it in twain, it was an easy
way out of the difficulty to adopt the programme the Labour
Party had laid down, and it would find them working heart
and soul with it as good Liberals as they had been hitherto.
A party which looked askance at the eight hour day movement
when there were one million British working men tramping
our streets in enforced idleness, who stood “y and said
"We can do nothing", when 6,000 Scottish working men were
converted into tramps in one year, and when the increasing .
power of the capitalist threatened to crush the industrial
cormunity out of existence, and to reduce them to a state’
of serfdom, must be split'ug,;and must be split up in order
g that the people might live. ' '

1. Hamilton Advertiser, 5 May 1888.
2, Stewart, op.Clt., ps 43.
e HJ ney, uduE 188‘.'

4, ﬁaﬂ&&lﬁh_LﬁgﬂﬁI‘ 27 Auzust 1888.
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The Clasgow Council did not send delegates to the foundation

conference of the Scottish Labour Party, though Graham and Hardie
addressed a meeting in Aberdeen in the spring of 1888 on the need
for>wofking class politics, Leétham attributed the demise‘of the
Aberdeen Junior Liberal Association to the visit of Grahaﬁ'and
Hardie.l The Edinburgh Trades Council sent Neil McLean2 to the
conference after they had insfructed him fo oppose the demands iﬂ
the Scottish Labour Party's programmé for a legal eight'hour.day',.
and State insurance fér sickness, accident, death-or old ager3<rﬂﬁ
The Scottish Labour 2ar£y's programme challenged tﬁe whole
edifice §f Liberalism,4 and a conference of the Scottish Liberal
Association which met aféer the Mid-Lanark by-electioh refused to
consider workiang class candidatures.S Hardie wanted to create a
mass working class party, and his apgroach to the electorate an# the
labour movement was a broad, non~-sectarian one.. He ﬁad to over%ome
Liberal influence over working people, and in the Miner, he wrote
that: |
| The Labour Party in Scotlgnd exists.for the purpose
of educating the pecple politically and securing the
return to Parliament and all local bodies members
pledged to its programme. If, therefore, anyone,
peasant or peer, is found willing to accept the

programme and work with the Party, hJ.s help will be
greatly accepted. :

1. James Leatham, The Gateway, vol. xxviii, no. 232, pp., 9-11; 16.

2. For biographical details of Neil McLean see the Minutes of the .
Edinburgh Trades Council, 1859-1873, ed..lan MacbDougall (Edinburgh,

- 1968), p. xxiv,

3. Minutes of the Edinburgh Trades Counc11 25 August 1888,

4. 'Programme of the Scottish Par11ameutary Labour Party', R.H.

- Campbell and J.B.A. Dow, Source Book of Scottish Economic and
Social History (Oxford, -1968), pp., 209- 10, See Appendix b

Miner, May 1888. : T

Tbld., September 1888.

o
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But though Hardie was aware of the need for a mass-based trade
union Labour Party, he was not blind to the importance of middle class
sympathy. Small, a man of wide culture and\brbad.;ocfal‘sympathy, had
had a strong influence on- Hardie; and Small had played an important rolé
in the organisation'of’the Scottish Labour Party. However, the urban
trade unionists were often less enthusiastic about.middle class and
aristocratic socialists talking down to them as Graham certainly did,1
and this conflict of attitudes had much to do with the subsequent
emepgence‘of fhe Sqotti;h Trades Councils‘Labour Pérty.z In his fir;f
secretarial report for the Scottish Laboué Party, Hardie referredvto
the role of the middle class: |

Whilst carefully avoiding overrating the sympathy of
the wealthy, still, judging from the past, we cannot
doubt that among the thoughtful of the well-to-do
classes there is an earnest desire to lessen the
oppressive burden now borne by Labour, The senti-~
ment which enabled interested men to vork for the
overthrow of slavery will also act in freeing men
from thz bondage of the commercial system.3

The optimism of Hardie, Graham and'Ferguson, who belonged to the
'permeationist' group in the Scottish Labour Party, was stimulated
by the sympathy of a small but influential section of the middle class
and by an g?parent rapproacﬁemeht'with the Scottich Liberal Party.
As a consequence of the Mid-Lanark by-election Majoribanks, the Liberal
| Whip? promised to allocate seven Parliamentary seats to the Scottish

Labour Party at the next general electicn., The Glasgow Observer claimed

that these concessions were completely the work of Ferguson, who, 'though

1. Hugh MacDiarmid, R.B. Cunninghame Graham (Glasgow, 1952), P; 9.
"2. See below.

3, Scottish Labour Party, First Annual Report of the Executive n.d.,

1889, incomplete photocopy in the Library of Transport House,
London, ' ; : '
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most unfairly abused and maligned by certain speakets and newspapers
over the Mld-Lanark contest, had through a long public career acted
uith uprightness, uonesty of purpose aud unselfishness combined with
courtesy towards opponeuts which it would be well for public life if
most pOllthlanS would emulate' 1 |

However, the Scottish Liberals were inherently antagenistic tu
the growing aspirations of the. labour movement, andbthe local Liberal
_ Associations were usually unresponsive to worklng class agltatlons._
:'Lord Elgln, the pre51dent of the Scottlsh L1bera1 As<oc1at10ns, was
fundamentally hostile to_organ1sed Labour; and he was not equlpped
to cope with Lib-Lab leaders who were being influenced by socialist
propaganda. Theoretically the general council of the Scottisu Liberal
Association was responsible for party policy; but ne:ther E1g1n nor
the 5enera1 counc11 were prepared to support any ‘measures which mlght ,
1nterfere with prlvate property or weaken the power of the elements who
controlled the Scottlsh Liberal Assoc1atxon.’ In 1889 conferences of
the Scottish Liberal Association had; for example, passed resolutions
supporting Scottish Home Rule and the payment of members of Parliament
out of State funds, and these resolutions were deliberately ignored
by Elgin and the general couucil.2 | |

The écottish Liberal Association had been ereated as a consequence
of the Third Reform Act, and the extensien of mass_democtacy had resulted
in an uneasy alliance between the advanced Liberals,.the independeut ‘
Liberals and the Whigs. The advanced Liberals wauted to press fot‘the

disestablishment of the Church of Scotland and, within limits, land

and labour questions; the Whigs,”with their network of family connections

1. Glasgow Observer, 23 June 1888,
2. Labour Leader, Harch 1889.
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1inkiﬁg Elgin to a ﬁumber of Liberal M.f:s, were committed to defend
the status quo; and the independent Liberals sometimes held the
delicate balance of power between the two main warring factiéns
within the Scottish Liberal .organisation. The general council,
theoretically resﬁonsible for passing on the decisions of the
Scottish Liberal Agsociation to the Parliamentary 1eadership,‘was
ﬁostile to the demands of che édvanced Liberals; and Elgin asserted
that debate in the association was 'wholly free of consequences'.l

Once the Mid-Lanark by;eleétion had driven home to the Liberal =~
Whips the crucial necessity of £orging an electoral agreement with
the Scottish Labour Party,.the viabilitf of the Majéribanks compact
rested upon the ideological passivity and organisational unity of the
labour movement. At first such a development seemed feasible, and,
with the affiliation of the Mid and West Lothian miners to the
Edinburgh Trades Council in February 1888,2 it seemed that the
traditional enmity between the miners and artisans was coming to
an end. At the same time, however, Graham and Ferguson were ﬁressing
the Liberals from within to come out in favour of socialistic measures,
and in October3 and Novemberé 1889 confergnces of the Scottiéﬁ Liberal
Association rejected resolutions édvocating a legal eight hour day.
Neveréheless the temporary alliance between the Liberals and the
Labour movement was maintained, and the optimism of the 'permeationists'
was reflectedvin the Scottish Labour Party's support for the Liberal

candidate in January 1889 at the Govan by-election.5

-

1. Minutes of the Scottish Liberal Association, 8 February 1887.
2. Minutes of the Edinburgh Trades Council, 21 February 1888,

3. Minutes of the Scottish Liberal Association, 22 October 1889.
4, 1ibid., 22 November 1889.

5. The Ludepgnoent Labour Parry, 1093-1943 (London, 1943), p. 12.
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The Liberals were, of course, divided among themselves 6n issues
bf fundamental importance; but the perﬁeation of labourist radicalé
info the Liberal ranks did not prevent. the three Liberal factioﬁs
from uniting to oppose the campaigﬁ for a legal eight hour>day. The
oppositibn of the Liberals encouraged those elements in the Scottish
Labour Party - and particularly the miners - who were striving to
separate themselvés from the Liberals, and Hardie reflected the

grow;h qf_socialis; feeling in.the 1aboqr movement when ﬁé wrote:
Liberalism is one thing, Socialism is quite another,  |
and the new Labour Party is socialistic. It is this
which marks the dividing line, and the outward and

visible sign of it at present is the Eight Hour
Question.* ‘

A whole rangc‘of Liberal newspapers’such'as the Falkirk Herald2 and

the bunfermline'Journa13'attacked the idea of Parliamentary inter-

ference with the hours of labour, and the Dunfermline Journal tried

to éréateJdisgord between thé miners in Fife and those in the west
of Scotlénd by pointing oﬁt that the Fife miners had already won an
eight‘houfﬂday by employing 'the methods of 8e1f-he1p'.4

Moreover, the.Bésis for a viable alliance beéween the Scottish
Labour Party and tﬁé tiberalé was being'déStroyéd by the socialistic
demands of Labour‘céndidates. And some of the miners were waging war
against thé two ﬁajor parties. In Falkirk the miners readopted
Robertson as thé'Labcur candidate for Stirlingshire;'they condemned“:

the sitting Liberal member of Parliament and his Liberal-Unionist

opponent; and they appealed to trade unions in Stirlingshire to have

-

1. Labour Leader, May 1889,

2. Falkirk Herald, 1 June 1889,

3. bunrermiine Journal, 11 May 1889.
4. Tbid, o




L
the qﬁestion of a Labéur candidate 'thoroughly tested' at the
_next general election.1
John Preston Bruce, the gitting Liberal menber of Parliament for
West Fife, had been i1l from the beginning of 1889, and by May the
miners' leaders were aware of the possibility of a by-election.

When Graham spoke at a miners' rally in Dunfermline in early June
at the invitation of the Fife county union, he said that:

The working people should regard both parties es a.

set.of rogues, and send to Parliament one of them-~

selves. There was one man who was going thkere, and .
that was John Weir.?2

At a sﬁbsequent miners' rally the Fifé miners cérried-a resolﬁtion
by a large majority apﬁfoving of 'the idea to bring forward.§ Labour
candidate';3 and they subsequently decided that they only required
to augment the present salary of theirvfuil-time secretary, Weir,
if he should be édopted by the Liberals‘as the Lib-Lab candidate
for West Fife.a A number of miners were, however, opposed to
putting'forwérd a working class candidate; and someiminers afgued
thét Weir's election to Parliament would rgsult in his neglect ;f
union affairs.5 '

When Bruce reSigned.his'Parliamehta;y seat for West Fife, he
informed Elgin, who was.his brother, instead of thg local Liberals;6

and the North British Daily Mail, representing the views of the

advanced Liberals, opposed John Weir's candidature on the grounds

that the Scottish miners did not have a national Parliamentary fund.7

1. Falkirk Herald, 1 June 1889,

2. Dunfermline Journal, 8 Juné 1889,

3. Scotsman, 8 June 1889.-

4, Dunfermline Journal, 19 June 1889.

5. - 1bid,

5. Scotsman, 17 June 1869. '
7. North British Daily Mail, 19 June 1889.,’ ‘
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By this time the Scottish Miners' Federatioﬁ'héd virtuaily broken
up, and most of the county unions outside of Fife had all but
collapsed. Those who controlled the Liberal caucus were hostile
to Weir's ;adicéi yiews,.aqd, in their view, he was jﬁét as much
a dangerdus extremist as'ﬁardie. Moreover, in Mid-iune the

Dunfermline Journal reported that Munro Ferguson, the Liberal

agent, had organised 'a central Liberal Association' in ahticipation
of 'a vacancy'; and, wien the West Fife Liberal Association met to
select a candidate, they refused to give the Liberal wotking class
delegates who were present six days to give Weir an opportunity of
being nominated.2

There were no'sociéiist groups in Fife to drive the miners into
open opposition to the Liberals, and the active members of the Fife
miners county union were themselves divided on the question of 
independent labour representation. However, Wemyss, the Liberal-
Unionist coalowner of Weﬁyss Céstle,.offered to finance.John Weir
as an independent Labour candidaté; and the offer which Wemyss
had made to Weir privately was revealed and played‘up\by the local
Liberals. Weir had no hesitation in refusing the offer; but not
before he had made a blistering attack on the Liberal éaucuS.B:
Weir tok no part in the by-election;4 and the indigenous miners of
Fife5 were slower to agitate for independent labour répresehtation
than the miners in the west of Scotland where the socialists were

active and influential,

1. Duqfermline Journal, 15 June 1889,
2, lbid., 22 June 1889,

3. Ibid., 13 July 1889; 20 July 1889,
4, 1Ibid,, 13 July 1889,

5. Pelling, op.cit., p. 397.
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There had been rivalry between Hardie and Robertson after the

Mid-Lanark by-election, and Hardie, Small and Robertson had com-
peted for a place on the Royal Commission on Mineral Royaltles.1
Hardle had feroc1ous1y attacked Robertson at the annual conference of
the Trades Unlon Congress 1n Dundee in 1889 for not supportlng his
call for a boycott by the whole of the Scottish mlners of a Dundee
newspaper yhlch prohibited trade unron organieat1on in its printing
shop.2 Conflict between the miners' leaders hao been endemic for‘ |
decades, and the confllct between Robertson Hardle, Welr, and Small
vitiated the growth of a strong labour movement.3

~ In June 1889 the Edlnburgh‘Trades Council had no real reluctance.
in rejecting an appeal by Graham and Maxwell to affiliate to the
Scottish Labour Party,4 end at the same time‘the Glasgow Trades
Connc11 had voted for affiliation.5 At a subsequent meeting o‘
the Glasgow Trades Council Robertson opposed aff111at10n to th
Scottlsh Labour Party; though he emphas1sed his support for in- -
dependent labour representatlon.6 Moreover, the central branch of
the Scottieh Railway Servante‘Society voted against.affiliation on
account of 'the violent speeches of Mr.‘Cnnninghame Grahem';7

A national seamen's strike broke out in June, and therGiesgowr
. dockere came out on strike in_support of the seamen. Hardie and

Graham went to Leith, and they told the seamen that a combined

1. Minutes of the G]asgow Trades Counc1L, 10 Aorll 1889.
2, . Labour Leader, March 1889,

3. Arnot, op.cit., p. 74 and p. 86

.’;' thfﬁman 6 Tnv\a 18“‘.‘ o . ‘
. 5. 1Ibid., 7 June 1889, - — -

6. Minutes of the Glasgow Trades Counc11 19 June 1889.
7. lblu., 24 'uly 1889,




183,

strike of miners, seamen and dockers would be irresistable.

Hardie had advocated violeﬁce,1 and a number of working class

leaders felt compelled to criticise Hardie and Graham for their

irrespbnsibility.2 While McLean, the secretary of the Edinburgh

Trades Council, had supported the seamen's strike, he nevertheless felt

obliged to condemn the violence advocated by Hardie and Graham.3 At a

tima when the leaders of the Scottish Labour Party were appealing to

trade union organisations for support Hardie and Graham had unwittiﬁgly_:'

alienated important trade union leaders, The Liberal press had éeized'ﬂ o

upon these speeches, and had used them to heighten the dissension

among the leaders of the labour movement. The Liberals therefore had

some reasons for assuming that they had confronted and disposed of the

challenge of the Scottish Labour Party, and the onlooker surveying

the labour scene in 1889 might have had some justification for thinking

the Liberals had succeeded in crushing the movement among labouring
: !

men for independent labour representation..

Scottish trads unionism suffered so severe a setback between

1875 and 1885 that 'its revival' in the late 1880s ought, in the

opinion of one Labour historian, to be regarded as 'cpening a new

phase'.4 In Scotland, as in England, the 'new unionism' was usually.

organised by socialists; but there were some parts of Scotland where

the 'nmew unionists' were not so completely under socialist influence

as their English counterparts. In 1889, .for examgle, the Leith and

1. Scotsman, 12 June 1889; North British Daily Mail, 21 June 1889;

Labour Leader, July 1889, . - -

-2. Scotsman, 17 June 1889; North British Daily Mail, 25 July 1889,

Je v\-Cl-om-l"- 17 June 1889,
4. W.H. MarW1ck Labour in Secotland (Glasgow, n.d.), p. 13.
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Edinburgh branches of the Scottish Horsemen's Union organised a mass
8 4

demonstraﬁien in which they carried banners through the streets of Edinburgh:

Not'defiance, but defence; Give us back the land - it

is ours; a Man's a man for a' that; a noble peasantry

is a nation's pride; fifty six hours per week is suff- -

icient for man or beast; compulsory emigration is no

remedy - let the id}e and worthless go - keep the bones

and‘muscle at'home. |
The members.of this organisation - a union described by the historian of .
the . Scottish cartefs as 'new unioniet'z - were still, therefore, cempaigqing
for the demands of the old' unlonlsts.r

The weakness of Scottlsh trade unionism was almost cetta1n1§ an ;mporeant
factor in shaping the leerals unsympathetlc response to the new challenge
of socielist ideas, It'ﬁae, howe?er, enly one factor: an queliy important
factor was that Liberalism refueed to’aceommodate itself porthe growing
socialist nilitancy out of a fear of social change. At-first, ﬁhey refused
to support demande for land nationalisation, payment of members of
Parliament and an eight hour day, and then, when the 1aboﬁr raeieeli.
permeatioﬁis:s such as John Ferguson succeeded in>gettipg the,Scottish
Liberal Association to pass resclutions, Lord Elgin told the Liberal dele~
gates that their debates Werek'wholly.free of cqnsequences' | 7
With the advent'of the mass electoragejcreated by the Thi;d Refo:m Aete

the leaders of the two major parties in England‘began to vie with eachn
other in,premising to promote far-reaching programmes of social reform,
In Scotland, where th2 Liberals had been previously divided iﬁto the

three groups of 1ndeuendent, advanced and Whlg, there was an 1ncre351ng .

polarlsatxon into Wh1g and advanced beeral. L : Moreover,

1. orncsman, 17 Juna 1809. ‘
2. A. Tuckett, The Scottish Carter (London. 1967) p-:33o
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the advanced Liberals were much more,interestea in the disestablishment
of the Church of Scotland énd Home Rule for Ireland than in labour or
social legislation; and the advanced Liberals,bthough afraid of the
candidates put up by the Scottish Land Restoration League in Glasgow
and the west of Scotland, could still afford to put up their own
candidates against sitting Whigs.1~ And it ought to be remembered
that M.P.s who were described as independent Liberals in the 1870s
were more likely to be descriled as Whigs in the 188ds..A major
factor in bringing this change about was undoubtédly the propaganda... ..
of Henry George and the Scottish'Land Restoration League; for Liberal
M.P.s, Liberal candidates - and Liberal ﬁewspapers - who had been
enthusiastic about land reform in the 1860s and 1870s had second
thoughts ﬁhen agitations for land reform became inseparable from
land nationalisation.

Dr. Charleé Cameron and the advanced Liberals, who had bitterly
ériticised the Scottish Land Restoration League candidates in 1885,
were simultanecusly promotiﬁg the candidates being put by the Highland
Land League for two reasons, First, the candidates sponsored by the
Highland Land League were not so "left' as the Lan@ and Labour candidates}
and, secéndly, the Scottish Land Reééoraéion League candidates could not’
: be’uséd‘by the(advgnced Liberals to stréngthgn their own party position

L [ 2
or ambitions.

1. In May 1885 John McIntosh wrote on behalf of the Perth United
Liberal Association inviting A.B. Haldane to stand against
Parker, the sitting Whig, thus: 'The total number of electors
is about,A4,400 and as only. about 800 at the most are Tories, -
-you will perceive at once that there is more. than ample margin
to enable tweo Liberals-to be run thh perfect oafety A.B.
Haldane Papers, MS. 5902, PR

2. D. Savage, 'Scottish Politics, 1885-1886', SCOttlSh ‘Historical
Review, Vol. XL, 1936, p. 127. : ‘
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The Liberals,-whether advanced or not, refused to adopt workiné
class candidates in any of the Liberal constituencies where the.
Lib-LaB working men were both strong‘and well-organised. In Fife
John Weir, the highly respected Lib-Lab miners' secretary, was ’

opposed by Dr. Cameron, the North British Daily Mail and the

advanced Liberals just as much as by the Whigs who domirated the -

Fife Liberal copstituency associations. -Different middle classv
groups influenced different Liberal constituencies before the third:
Reform Act and that situation did not change significantly"in'Scetlaed3
after 1884;1 and, while the Whigs such as those in Aberdeen were

prepared to tolerate middle class advanced Liberal (as distinct

from really 'left-wing'.Scottish Land Restoration‘League) candidates
being imposed on them, the Whigs and advanced Liberals united to prevent
working class candidatee being adopted by Liberal cbnetituency aesoc-
jations., What frightened Dr. Cameron was the fact that Scottilh
advanced Liberals such as John Weir were far too the.'left' of any

of the middle class adranced Liberals, In 1888, as we have seen,

" Dr. Cameron's North British Daily Mail attributed the Scottish Labour

Party's agitation for labour representation to the 'interference' of

the English Liberal whips.

1, In December 1881 R.P, Bruce, the Liberal member for West Flfe,
wrote to Arthur Elliot: 'Those north eastern M.P.,s will do
anything the farmers tell them to do: They thnink they depend
on that class for their seats. It is different in other
counties, such for example as this, where the farmers are
not so powerful. I believe that among the middle class in
Secotland, the meet active and influential of which are not
the farmers, there is a strong feeling in favour of free contract,
and that this feeling might be successfully appealed to to resist
excess1ve demands by the farmers for special legislative protect—
ion'. Arthur Elllot Papers, Acc. 4246 Natlonal L1brary of Scotland.
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In the 1880s the English Liberals were to the 'left' of the
- Scots, aend this was seen in two crucially important ways. First
it found expression {n the English Lib-Lab parliamentary pact, which
helped to integrate most of the leaders of the '0ld' unionism into
the Libéral party. Secondly, it found expressionkin Joe Chamberlain's
'unauthofised prdgramme' - a"left-wing' programme whiﬁh was; in 1885,
responsible for the Liberal victories in the English‘counfies where
the agriéultural wérkers had just been enfranchiéed.1
‘Thé failure of the Scottish Liberals to evolve either~a;Lib;’
Lab pérliamentary pact or a radical labour programme designed to
accommodate the growing’socialist militancy of thevLabour movement
npust therefore be seen as important'factorslin tha dévelopment of
the‘movemént-ror independeﬁt labour répresehtation. Fof a time;
the movéﬁent for. independent labour representatidn wés'haited‘ip
éonétituencies where the labour movement was able, as in Aberdeen,
to replace Whigs ﬁith ad&anced Liberals. Nevertheless there was a
growing disSatisféction Qith'the Liberals insensitivity‘towafds
labour: demands, and the Glésgoﬁ and Aberdeen Trades Councils’weré .
becomiﬁg more ard nore éritical of the 'shopkeeping' element in

the Liberal party.

-

1. C.H.D. Hoyard; 'Joe Chamberlain and the "Unauthorised Programne"',
English Historical Review, Vol. LV, 1950, p. 477. .
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Liberalism, Socialism and the Emergence of a

Scottish Working Class Movement, 1890-1900

~ An unprecedented upsurge of class conscious militancy coincided

with 'a tidal wave of New Unionism',1 and 'the most.conspicuous char-
acteristic of 1820' had been 'the frequency of the struggles between
Labour and Capitail'.2 Michael Davitt had conferred with the Americap
leaders of the Knights of Labour in Minneapolis in 1887, and Terence '
V. Powderly had 'engaged his services to aid in developing their order
in Europe'.3 By 1830 ;he Knights of Labour had 3,000 member; in the
west of Scotland,4 and they were predominantly Irish5 miners, dockers
énd unskilled wofkers.6 They had been_organised by Shaw Maxwell,
Richard McGhee and John Ferguson, and the unskilled Irish workers

in the ﬁest of S;otland had been attracted to the new organisation -

by the publicity the Glaspow Observg£7 and the Scottish Leader® had

given to the American Knights agitation for land nationalisation and
a legal eight hour day. Moreover, the American lzbour organisaticn
enjoyed enormous prestlge among the Scottish labour leaders, and in

February 1890 Maxwell wrote to ask Pcwderly to send a letter to-

1. Edinburgh Review, no. 370, 1894, pp. 353-4.

2. Falkirk Herald, 31 December 1890,

3. Glasgow Observc s 15 October 1887.

4, W.H. Marwick, A Short History of Labour in Scotland (Bdlnburgh,
" 1967), p. €7,
5. Labour's Turning Point, ed., E.J. Hobsbawn (London, 1948),
p. 119,

Maiizlton Adveriiser, 2
27 August 1888,

7. Glaspow Observer, 7 May 1887.

8. Jonn Ferguson, " 'The Liberal Associations and the Organisation

of Labour', Scottish Leader, 21 May 1888,
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Cunninghame Graham at the House of Commons supporting their demand.
Howener, the Scottish Knights collapeed_in the early 1890s after
the Glasgow Trades Councillhad refused to allow them to.effiliateg1
and 'new unionism' was probably not as extensive es:it hadvbeen,in
England. ]
Self-help end indinidualism wereothe dominant charaeteristics of
Liberalism, and the écottieh'Liberals had always uncompromisingly ‘
npnosed 1eglslat1ve 1nterference with the hours of labour of adult
workers or other encroachments upon the 1nv101ab1e rlghts of property.:
What dlstlngulshed the Scott1sh from the Engllsh leerals was the
doctrlnalre 1ntran31gence of the former'band the Scottlsh L1berals
operated in a milieu wh1ch lacked the softenlng’lnfluence of a
mlnorlty tradltlon of Tory paternallsm and where the soc1al values
and norms of a monolithic Liberalism had penetrated the conec1 usnesss
of the’vast maJorlty of ord1nary work1ng men and wonen.‘_MoreoTer; ene
Scottlsh'leerals had had a profound 1nf1uence on the conscioueness of
worklng people, and soc1al1st ideas had not hitherto enJoyed w1de‘
pepularity in the labour movewcnt. By 1890 the n.ners trade unions
were beconing increa81ng1y 1nvolved in the urban Trades Counc1ls 1n
Glasgow, Edlnburgh Kllnarnock Falkirk and Dunfermllne“a m111tent
. and unlfled labour movement was beglnnlng to emerge, and the 1mpact
of soc1a115t ideas on the consciousness of trade unionists was beglnnlng
to weaken the Lib-Lab alliance; as well esihelping toAundernine,the

adhere ence of the most class conscious workers to the Liberal doctrinmes’

" of thrlft, 1nd1v1dua11sm and self—help.

1. North British Daily Mail, 17 April 18%0. .
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Labour unrest Qas the leit-motive of the decade beginning in 1890,
“and the Scottish Liberal press responded to the new ideas of socialism
by raiéing the spectre of the communism of the German labouf movement.,
Working people were therefore warned of the threat that communism or
collectivism poséd to_those of them who valued the liberty of the
individual. By then, however, David McLardy and Fgrguspn and the
'permeationists' .in the Liberél organisations were trying to force
the Liberal Associations to adopt some socialist measures ipcludihg.-
the demand for the legal éight hour day;‘ In quenier 18911 and in "’
Octobef 18912 conferences of the Scottish Liberal Association passed'
resolutions in favour of a lggal gight hour day; and these yotes had
‘been influenced by the decision pf the Scottish miners not to vote .
for Liberal candidates unless they progised to support an Eight.Hours
Bill for mirers.3 The politicalrpressures exerted by organised labour
had compelled a section of the Liberal Party-to'pay lip-service to the
idea of granting a‘legal‘eight hour day to workers whose trade unions
were too weak and ineffective to enable them to gain shorter.hours of
labeour throughicollective bargaining.

A number of Liberal newspapers and M:P.s encouraged the strengthening
‘and expaﬁsion of trade unionism as a bulwark against the encroachments of

. * , * [ L3 L]
socialism.® In important industrial centres, where Trades Councils were

1. Minutés_of the Scottish Liberal Association, 8 October 1891.
2. T1bid,, February 1892,

3. North British Daily Mail, 31 July 1890, :
- 4. Edinburgh Review, Vol.CLXXX, No. 370 1894, p. 353.

-
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formed in a decade dominated by social tension and class conflict,

Liberél newspapers freduently confronted the sociglist chailenge by
éncouraging wdrking people to intensify their self-help efforts.,
And for some of the Scottish Liberals' trade union activity was an
aspect of self—help; . |

R. Chishﬁlm Robertson was largely réSponsiblekfo: the formation
of the Central Irommoulders Association‘in Falkirk in April 1889, and
he was criticised in the Glasgow Trades Council for helping to form a'
new organlsatlon 1n oppos1t10n to-the Assoc1ated Soc1ety of Ironmoulders
Vof Scutland.1 .The Central Ironmoulders Assocxat1on was a local rathar
than a national organisation; and, in contrast to the semi~-skilled
members of the Associate& Society of Ironmoulders of Scotland; the
members were predominantly unskilled workers..2 In March 1890 the
stirlingshire miners set up a conmittee to organise support for a
Labour candidate in the Stirlingshire constituency at the next general
election',3 and Robertson and James Roden, the Roﬁan catholic minersf
agents, appeéléd to the trade unions in Falkirk to form a Trades -
Council. The organisation of the Falkirk Trades Council was»immed}ately

undertaken by the Central Ironmoulders Association.4

The Falkirk Herald aided and encouraged the formation of a Trades“'
Council, and the editor wrote thus:

Among other acquisitions, Falkirk is to have a Trades
Council. The institution, I am persuaded, will be a
useful one, that is, if properlg conducted; and of that,
I think, there need be no fear. '

Mlnutes of the Glasgow Trades Counc113, 17 Apr11 1889.
Marwick, op.cit., p. 62, Tt
North Br1r1qh Daily Mail, 28 'March 1890,
Falkirk Herald, 26 April. 1890,

. Ibid., 30 Apr11 1890,

-
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The miners, and ironmoulders and ironmoulders' labourers formed the

backbone of the Falkirk Trades Council, and they were joined by the
printers, bakers, brickmakers, plastefers and joiners, A dramatic
breakthrough came in Séptembér when the Trades Council organised a
mass demonstration to agitate for a legal eight hour day,.paymeﬁt

of M.P.s and independent labour representation. The demonstration

was attended by five thousand working people.1

Although the‘edito; of the Falkirk Herald made ﬁo secret of the.
Libera}s'.preferepcg for thé old rathe: than the nev pniopism,ziq%_.“
had no hesitation in supporting the Scottish railway workers' agitation
against the long hours of labour they had to work.3 Then when the
Trades Council opted for socialism and the class struggle, the editor

of the Falkirk Herald found its first annual report a 'significant

document' in 'fervid phraseology'. The Trades Council had accomplished.

much Qork, whate&er value might be placed on this work, and having
overcome many obstacles, were 'marching onward in the great social
warfare.between cepital and labour'. But not content with confining
their attention to working class welfare, the Trades Cpuncil had,

in the editor's view, fostered unreasonable discontent and was seeking
to ﬁromote 'class'ascendanc§'. It had become a political institution
holdiﬁg‘extreme views unrepresentative of the majority of working men,
and this was quite a different thing fromvprotecting the interests of
the working classes. If working men sought a political role, it must

be exercised in a commnity, not a class, interest.4 Nevertheless the

Falkirk Herald continued to adhere to trade unionism as a form of self-

help which was allegedly compatible with laissez-faire individualism,

1. Ibid., 17 September 1890,
2. 1Ibid., 3 September 1890,

3. See the article by 'A Signalman', LO“K lours on the Razlways ’
Ibld., S October 1890, . ' .
b Thid 20 Janusre_1892.
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The Scottish Labour Party held their first annual conference

~in Glasgow at the beginning of January 1890, and Maxwell made it
clear that they were preoared to herass and embarass ;he Liberals.

Io a speech made‘on oeﬁalf of the'executive comﬁittee, he denied

that their attitude to the Liberal Party was in eny way intended

to promote the Conservative interest, the cause of labour was their
guiding concern. They had, however, accomplished very little support
from the urbao t;ade unions or Trede Councils, though the Lanarkshire
miners were well represented by William Smoll and Rube:tVSmillieﬂ¥
Hardie and Robertson were still at loggerheads,2 and, in 1889, Robeft-
son had voiced his antipathy for.the Scottish Labour Party.?

The urban trade uvnions had not yet ccmmitted themselves fully

to the agxtation for independent labour representat1on in Parliament;
and the attempt by George Carsona to get the Glasgow Trades Counc11

to appoint a.deputation to interview the Liberal-Unionist candidates
in the Partvck constituency on thelr attitude to the legal elght hour
day and the Employers Liability Act was defeated.5 Nevertheless the

berals were worried by the possibility of losing P r’i mentary

seats in three-cornered contests, and an understanding was allegedlf
reached between the Scottlsh Labour Party and the leeral Whlp,
Marjoribanks, that labour would be allowed an unchallenged run in
Greenock and two other constituencies as long es acceoﬁable Labour

candidates could be found who would support the Liberal programme

1. Scottish Leader, 6 January 1890.

2., North Britisn Daily Mail, 28 March 1830.

3. Minutes of the Glasgow Trades Council, 19 Jurne 1889,
4. 'George Carson', Glasgow Herald, 27 July 1921. ‘
5. North British Daily Mail, 6 February 1890.
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on other than labour questions.1 The local Liberal Associationms

were, in practice, hostile to the political aspirations of organised
labour, and Marjoribanks had no solution for the accelerating conflict
between the middle clasg L%beralé and the socialists in the labour
movement. The labour mo&gmené was undergoing a met;morphosis, and

the Lib-Labs undoubtedly blunted the middle ;lasé Liberals' awareness
of the need to make concessions to organised labour by their opposition
to socialisq measures within the local Liberal Aséqciations.

Moreover, the socialists refused to draw a sharp distinction between
direct labour representation andvindependent labour repéeséntation, and
working class leaders, whether they were socialists or Lib-Labs, often
spoke of direct labour ?epresentation‘when they really meant independent
labour representation.2 When Maxweli, for example, spoke at a meeting'.
of the Scottish Labour Party inbconnection.with the Partick by-election,
he argued that the Unionists and Liberals were already looking for
candidates known for their popular sympathies; in his view in working
class Partick a vigorous effort should be made to secure direct, by
which he clearly meant independent, labour representaEion.3 Furthermo?e,
nany working clasé legders used the phrases 'direct labour representatio;'
and 'independent labour representation' interchangeably, and, by doing so,
they probably vitiated their own efforts to win popular support for an
independeat working class party. On the other hand, théy were the
prisoners of a situation in which the vast majority of Scottish working

people still adhered to self-help and 'sturdy independence’.4

1. Glasgow Weekly Mail, 1 February 1890.

2. See below. ‘

3. North British Daily Mail, 20 January 1€90.

4, Congregational Paper of the St, Clements Free Church, Aberdeen,
December 1892; Report of the Free Church Deacon's Association of
Clasgew, (Clasgow, 1829), p. 10,
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Working class leaders were compelled by the circumstances in which

'they worked to speak of direct when they really meant independent labour

representation as they simultaneously belonged to the Scottish Labour
Party and their 1oca1 Liberal Associations. Such working class leaders,
who were trying to permeate their_Liberal Associations with soci#list
ideas, failed to gain the support of the Lib-Labs for their proposals . &
and programme;1 and, snce the conflict between the socialists and the |
Lib-Labs was carried into the Liberal Associations, the middle ciasd
Libcfais ﬁad no'cgmpunction agout giving the proposals puf fofw#é&lﬁ}
the socialists short-shrift. When the Glasgow Central LiberalvAssociation,,?
for example, met in January to endorse the candidature of Sir Charles
Tennant for the Partick by-election, only two members voted for Maxwell's i
amendment calling on Tennant to support Home Rule for Scotland, the
taxation of grouhd annuals and feu duties, a legal eight hour day and
the nationalisation of mineral royalties, R.C. Grant, a formér president
of the Glasgéw Trades Council, was totally out of sympathy with the
programme of the Scottish Labour Party; and he presided over tﬁe’
meetiﬂgs of the Glasgow Central Liberal Association.2

As Hardie,'Cafson, Maxwell and Smillie intensified iheif efforts
to secure Liberal endorsement for Labour candidates in a number of
constituencies where by-elections were pending, the advanced Liberals
flaunted their opposition to direct labour representation. 1In March

the Blackfriars and Hutchestontown Liberal Association repudiated the

Marjoribanks compact and passed a vote of confidence in their sitting

-

1. K.D. Buckley, Trade Unionism in Aberdeen, 1878 to 1900 (Edinburgh,
1955), p. 99. : :

2, North British DPaily Mail, 24 January 1890.
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‘ ' 1 i ime the Scottish Labour
member of Parliament.” At approximately the same time the oco

Party selected Graham,the controversial M.P., to contest Greenock.

This decision was attacked by the North British Daily Mail on the

grounds that éraham was not 'a wdrkiné man';3 and the Creenock Liberal
Association voted against endorsing him as a Lib-Lab candidate.4 With

the leading organ of advanced Liberalish refusing to do anything to

allay the prevailing labour unrest, it was not surprising that the

local Liberal Associations were so opposed to the Marjoribaqks compact. .
In March, when the Tofy defeated the Liberal candidate‘in”thg;AYF PYT.:l .

election, the North British Daily Mail, attributed thisbset-back to

the Libefal's failure to dissociate himself from the Scottish Labour
Party.5 Before very long ‘the ﬁiberals were to pay a bitter price for
their fefusal to nominate Labour Parliamentary-éandidates.

Wnen Robertson was organising the Trades Council's labour de:on~
stration iniFalkirk in 1890, he arranéed for Provost Yellowlees,|a

Liberal-Unionist, to address the mass gathering of working people in-

September. Dr. Charles Cameron, the owner and editor of the North

Rritish Daily Mail, who had previously accepted the Counci1'§ invita;ion
to spéak boycotted the demonstration; and Yellowlees advoca;ed 'Staté‘
iﬁsurance for‘the sick and the,aged'.ﬁA State insurance, or ap& other
socialist panacea, was anathema to fhe‘LiBérals._

Then in February 1892 Robertson tried to persuade the Glasgow Trades

Council to support Bennet Burleigh's candidature i~ the Tradestca division

Ibld., 4 March 1890.

1.
2. 1Ibvid,., ao'-rt:m.ual.y -135G. - . Lo
3. 1Ibid., 8 March 1890. S -
4. 1Ibid., 6 March 1850. '
5, 1Ibid., 27 “arch 1890, :
6. Falkirk Herald, 17 September 1890,
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of Glasgow; but the Councilirefused to endorse him since he was not d
workiné man.1 Since they wvere already committed to supporting Craham,2
the reason the Lib-Labs gave'for their opposition was not the- real one.
In fact~Bur1eigh had been a Liberal-Unionist candidate in one of the
Glasgow constituencies in 1886, and the Lib-Labs had some evidence for
their suspicions of his Tory sympathies. |

The sécia}ists and the 'new unionists' in the ﬁdinburgh Trades
Council were not éo nﬁmerdus or so influential as their Cquterparté-.
in Glasgow, and in Ediﬁburgh tge mqmen;ﬁm of the 'ﬁew ““i°niswfw98me.'.[.“
to a halt after Hardie and Graham had intervened in the seamen's strike
at Leith. In Edinburgh the‘agitation for land nationalisation had hevér
been in therforefront of socialist propaganda. Indeed the socialists
there érgued that the land agitation in Glasgow and the Qest of Scotland
had beén diversionary, and that agitations connected with the land ques-
tion had oniy vitiated ;he struggle:bétween labour and capital;3‘ |

ﬁeverfheless in Scottish towns and cities where the socialists had some
ﬁangible influence in the labour movement the agitation for land national-
isaticn had created an ineradi;abie conflict between the working class
movement aﬁd the Liberals. Moreover, the land agitation hadvstimulated thé
class consciousness of wdrkingAmen not only 'in Glasgow’and thg west oﬁ
Scotland, but also in parts of the east aﬁd north-east suéh as Falkirk.j
and Aberdeen. 1In Falkirk,wfor example, Robertson told a mass ﬁeeting'of
working men that 'the landlords drew frqm the land large sums they called

: s ' . 4
rent. e called it a gregt import they were not centitled to',

Workman's Times, 9 April 1892, B
North British Daily Mail, 12 November 1891.

L.abour Chronicle, 15 October 1894} '
. Falkirk Herald, 1 August 1851. o
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Moreover, in these parts of Scotland, a preoccupafion with what Robertson
called 'the land question',1 continued to dominate the agitations of
| socialist working men after they had successfully committed their local
labour movements t6 a socialist programme. In Aberdeen the socialists
had more influence in their local labour movement than theksocialists
in any dther Scottish town ur city; and in localities where the socialists
hadvtangible influence in the labour movement agitations against capital
”had'deVeioﬁed side4by-sidelwith'the agitations for land nationalisation.
Chaﬁpion was the principal speaker at the May Day demonstration in

Aberdeen in 1890, and the Trades Council had 5,000 copies of his speech
printed at 1d. each.2 By then the labour movement there-was in revolt-
against the policy of the Scottish Liberal Party, and Champion's émphasis
on the need for. a legal eight hour day had driven a wedge between the
ﬁorking class movement and the Liberals in the north-—east.3 A correspondent
in Justice, the organ of éhe Social Democratic Federatioﬁ, subsequently
described the influence the sécialists had gained in Aberdeenf

Altogether the Aberdonians seem now to be in the vanguard -

of Scotch Socialism. We could wish they would return a

good sound Socialist (like Cunninghame Graham) to Parlia-.

ment. But that too may come before'long. Would that some

other Scotch towns we could mention were anything as active

as Aberdeen in propagandist well-doing.4
Nonetheless the lébour movement in Aberdeen was committed to Presbyterian

values and the Trades Council refused to desecrate the Sabbath by'pércic-

ipating in the local May Day demonstration on Sunday, 1 May 1892.S

1. Ibid. - B

2. Buckley, op.cit,, p. 133, - . - .
3. Daily Free Press, 23 October 1889,
4. Justice, 18 June 1892, '
5. Duudee Advertiser, 2 May 1892,
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The labour moveﬁent in Aberdeen had resisted the social values‘of

Liberalism more successfully than the artisans in other urban centres,
and in 1892 the Free Church there debated the issue of the leéal eight
hour déy. The cultqral alienation of labouring ﬁen in Aberdeen eiieted
frem the mid-Victorian period onwards, and in 1868 ehe Secretary of the
Mechanics Institute had attacked the 'desire for equality of wages'
among the local workers in the building t:rades.1 At the same time the
whigs who controlled the local Liberal Association had met no effect1ve
000051t1on from the advanced Ltberals, and in the 18809 the Junlor
L1bera1 Association had been founded 'for the express purpose of
pulverlslng the local Caueus .2 Perhaps the labour movement's com-
paratively early commitment to a socialist programme was itself a
reflection of the cultural alienation of the majority of‘working.people
from the social values of the upper classes. There hed always been 'a
sharp division' between 'lower and upper-class culture' in the north-
east;3 and in 1891 Chartist ideas were part of the oral culture of
working people.4 Moreover, the Secretary of the Aberdeen Trades Council
in the 1870s, constantly used.the eXpression ' the workihg.class' rather
than the conventional Victorian termxnolog) 'the worklng classes’ employed
by other Scottish working class leaders.v»‘
| The movement'for independent labour representation in Aberdeen was.

launched by a small group of disaffected 'left-wing' Liberals after the

1. Aberdeen Free Press, 30 October 1868,

2. Obituary notice of Professor Minto by 'Thorough' (a nom-de- -

: plume used by G, Gerrle), Ahordeen Labour f.lector, 18 March
1893. ‘

3. Geoffrey Waﬂner, '"Lewis Crassic Cibbon and the Use of Lallans
for Prose', Aberdeen University Rev1nw, Vol XXXIV,.no. 107,

I=h.

4. Pucklay, op.cit., pp. 10
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collapse of the Junior Liberél Association in 1888.l A group of middle
class Liberals under the leadership of Gerrie formed the Aberdeen Labour
Committée about 1890;2 and they were thé catalysts who were destrbying
the Scottish labour‘movement'é traditional allegiénée to Liberalism.
" Moreover, they were devoted to‘Champion,3 and they worked hard to aliow
him to become 'a second Parnell for the Labour hovement'.a

In 1890 the AberdégnbTrades‘Council.unanimoqsly agrgéd‘tb 'plédgé:
themselves to make the interests of labour the first and detéfmihigg'
question in all their political actidn imperial ahdllqcalf.s A few
months later a joint commiﬁtee comprising represgntatives from the
Abcrdecn.Labour Cémmittee ;nd‘Trades Council was foimed to 'draw up
a programme of labour questions of preﬁsing impottance'.6 This 7
comnittee recommended thaf the Trades Council should call a ScotLish-
conference of Ttades Councils and labour organisations to qiscus%klabour
fepresentaﬁion in Parliament, payment of members of Parliament, a legal
eight hour day and the abolition of the Congpiracy Laws.?_ Hardie was
willing'to support the prpposea confetence;syand the Aberdeen Trades
Councii decidgd that 'anygne could take part in the conference who'waé

favourable to the labour interest but who was przcluded from becoming - -

" a trade unionisc'.9

Buckley, op.cit., p. 131; William Diack, History of the Trades Council
and the Trade Union Movement in Ahprdpon (Aherdeen, 1939), p. 22.
Buckley, op.cit., p. 136, '

Ibid., p. 131,

F\ Avvlv r‘v'c\cs ','7 T une 100"

Minutes of the Aberdeen Trades C0unc11 2 July 1890.
Ibid., 28 January 1891,

Dailv Free Press, 28 May 1891

1bid.

Thid., 3 May 91,
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There were, however,.latent tensions in the approach of Hardie
and Craham and the working class 1eaders‘whd were feeling their ﬁay
towards the creation of a Labour Party based on the grade unions. Tﬁis
was seen in January -1891 wpeﬁ Graham argued that trade unionism was use-
ful but only within certain narrow limits. St;ikés were bouﬁd fo do‘
greater harm to the workers themselves becausevthef lacked‘the financial
resources to avoid thg suffering; the freeing of the workeré from 'ﬁhe
tyranny of capital' could not be done by trade unioﬁism; it would;
pregumﬁbly,.have to be‘done'by socialist agitation.l' Such criticai
comments on fhe limited nature of trade unionism could only ieéd to
. the further‘alienation of Graham and Hardie.from‘the working class
mévemcnt.

A conference of Trades Counéils, trade.unions and branches of, the
Scottish Lakour Party was convened by the Aberdeen brganisers on 8
August 1891, and 67 delegates, represeﬁting 84,500 members, camé to
Edinburgh from all parts of Scotland to discuss 'united action in
pressing forward measures for the bettering of the conditions of the

, \ :
working class'. The Ayrshire and Broxburn miners were represented
by Hardie and John Wilson, and two other miners' leaders - Chisholm
Robertson and John Weir = represented the Falkirk and Dunfermline Trades
Councils. A resolution demanding 'a legislative eight hour day' was
carried by 43 votes to 7; and a resolution on the need for direct |
' Pafliamentary labour representation was moved to Mundie who asked for
every support to be given to Labour candidates put forward by recog-,

nised labour organisations,

1. Scottish Leadef, 5 Jahuary‘1891.

[ e
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A éonfused discussion on the need for Parliamentary labqur
répreseutation ensued; and, when Mundie moved his resolution on
directvlabour representation, he soon made it clear that he really
meant independent labour representation. His argument was that they
" had Geen a shuttlecoék of the Salisburyé and the C;and 01d Man;for

long enough. Politics must now be used to their own advantage and
"they must shake thémselves clear of the influence so far exercised
tcvér them by the leader of.the Liberal Party. On Hafdie'é advice
”ameﬁdrénfs'fo the résolution wé;g withdréwn, and it was'carfiedv
unanimously.

The Edinburgh conference was criticised by the Glasgow Weekly Mail,

and Hardie, 'the traitor to Liberalism', was accused of working to
organise 'the Labour vote in Scotland "on independent lines".?

The Scottish _eader lamented the developing divisions between the

Liberals and the working class movement, and conceded that the local
Liberal ASSociétions were usually hostile to Labour candidates. As
the editor put it: 'It would be a blessed relief to the Liberal chiefs
if the local committees would agree to accept a Labour candidate; to
force such a candidate on an unwilling constituency would not.only be
going in the teeth of Liberal principle, gut from the standpoint of
the Party would be Suicidal'.3 Such logic ceemed to justify the
arguments of the leaders of the Scottish Labour Party, and Hardie

was cock-a-hcop aver the success of the conference in Edinburgh.

1. Trade Unionist, 15 August 189); Scottish Leader, 10 August

1891; Dbaily Free Press, 10 August 1891; Scotsman, 10 August

2, Glasgow Weekly Mail, 15 August 1891,
3. Seottish Leader, 10 August 1891,
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It had, he said, 'given an impetus to the forward movement in thia
country, which, in his most sanguine expectations of less than a"
year ago, herdid not hope for within the next twenty yearé'...
Since the Edlnburgh conference, the ordlnary worklng man had got‘
the 1dea into his brain that the leaders oF labour in Scotland saw
the necessity for and the urgent need for,polltlcal unions in
Scotland as they had labour trade unionsQ1

By the beginning of i892 the Liberals were contemplating financiné‘-"
'Labour-leeral cand1dates to oppose the Labour candldates be1ng put -
forward by the Scottish Labour Party at the coming general elect1on.
Par e declared that the Liberal Wh1ps in London were trylng to get‘
Fenry Ta1t, the general secretary of the Scott1sh Soc1ety of Railway
Servants, to oppose Burle;gh in the Tradeston constltuency. - Hardie
said that they would oppose 'such men‘ with"greater nigour and
activity' than they would‘in the case of ordlnary L1bera1 candldates
At the same txme the delegates to the thlrd annual conference of the
‘Scottis h Labour Party were told that they 1ntended to opposo Edmund
Robertson, the sitting member of Parliament for Dundee, at the ne;t
VELeC»lGn.‘ dowever, the Dundee Trades Countll 1mned1ate1y repudlated
the rumours that they would oppose Robertson, and reafflrmed their
conmxtment to support the leerals.zA The leerals therefore encouraged
ProFeeso* M_vo., a fcrmcr nember of the Soc1alzst League in Glasgow, to :
oppose Burlelgh as a 'Labour-Liberal candidate’ N though there was an

offlctal Liberal already in the f1e1d.3 In the event Mavor d1d not,

' A
go to the polis; and the executive committee of the bcottlsh Trades
‘1, Ibid., &4 January 1892 - ‘
2. Dundec Advoertiser, 6 uunuary 1892,
.3. Glasgow Weeklv Herald, 2 April 1892,

4, Worth British Daily Mail, 25 June 1892. -
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Councils Independent Labour Party subsequently had occasion to

repﬁdiate an attempt to form a new labour organisation.in Scotlénd

'to subdrdinate itself to and work for Cladstonian Liberalism'.1
The local Liberal Assoc1at10ns were not willing to nomlnate

or endorse Labour candldaées, and the beerals Just1f1ed the absence

of Lib-Lab candldates in Scotland by arguing that the condltlons were

not ripe for such a political development., 1In a long editorial entitled

"the Scottish Labour Pariy' the editor of the Falkirk lerald, for example,
argued that the working classes generally were.content'that the‘Libefals
were doing_their best for workingvmen, and the Liberalyparty, forbits
part, was anxious fo have more working men in Parliamgnt; unlike fhe
Scottish Labour Party, héwever, it realised that the time was not yet
ripe for full labour representation.2 .But the leadefs of the labour
‘movement were not.only at odds with the Liberals over.the issﬁe of
labour representation - they were also divided on the controversial
quéstions of land natidnaiisation and fhe legal eight hour day. Hérdie
had already acéused the Scottish Liberal Association of pas§iﬁg resol-
utions in favour of land natlonallsatlon and the legal elght hecur day

to blunt the Scottlsh Labour Party's electoral appeal to work1ng people,
~ and the Liberals had never had any intention of pushing these measures
through the Illouse of Commoné. This was demonstrated whén the general
council of the Scottish Liberal Association met in Febrﬁary 1892 beforé
fhe general election campaign had got undérway. Fergusoﬁ and McLardy
moved a feéolutioﬁ to méke coﬁference decisions binding on the Scottish

H wmaadardaos ¢ 24
cal Literal Asscciaticins, vut their

3.

Tiharal Acconiatinn and tho 12

resolution was defeated by 34 votes to 22.” ' Then in June the North

1. North British Daily Mail, 1 August 1892,
2. Falklt& herald, 9 January 1892,

3. Minutes of the Scottish beeral Aasocxarlon, 17 Feoruary 1397 o
.—”W
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British Daily Mail carrled a long editorial entitled 'General Electlon

Issues' which contalned not a single reference to the derands belng
put forward by the Scottish labour movement.1

A éecénd conference of the Scottish Trades Councils Labour Perty
was held on 5 March 1892, and a decision was taken ro rename the
Scottish Trades Councils Labour Party the Scottish Trades Councils
Independent Labour Party 'to make it clear that.they intended to
carry on their crusade.bf a Labour Party independent of either ;ne_
Liberal 6r'Conéervatiye Part& in the House of Commons'. Robertson,

the miners' leader, was elected secretary of the new organisation,

£y

nd a labsur programme was.adopted including the demands for a legal
eightbhour day, édult suffrage, payments of M.P.s., triennial ?grliaments,
local option and the nationalisation.of}mines, railways and land;2
The Dundee and Greenock Trades Councils refused to affiliate,3 aLd the |
Greenock Trades Counc11 was described at an executive commlttee eeting
of the Scottlsh Labour Party as 'a Tory preserve' .4 By then the
Scottish Labour Party no longer had representation on the executive
cormittee of the Scottish Trades Councils Independent Labour Patty;S
and the two nrganisations were increasingly to follow divernent paths.
While Rober*son and Weir were leadlnn members of the Scottlsh Trades
Counells Independent Labour Party, they renresented their Trades Councxls

ruther than the miners county unions in that organlsaclcn. Besides, as

the general election got underway it became clear that the organised

Woith British Daily Mail, & June 1892,
Scottish Leader, 7 March 1892, - "
Marwick, op.cit., p.71. '
Glaspow Weekly Mail, 23 Tanuary 18._.

arw1c& op.cit., p. 71
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miners were not in a united political force. In Fife the miners' union

Supported the Liberal candidates, while insisting on the need for payment
of M.P.s and a legal eight hour day;1 and the Lanarkshire miners were the
. ‘ (3 : [] 2
only organised workers who supported the Scottish Labour Party.
‘Moreover, during the election campaign the Scottish Labour Party held

their meetings in the mining centre of Hamilton, where their audiences
were usually 'confined to the mining class'.3 In the absence of Hardie,
who was contesting a Parliamentary seat in London, Small énd Smillie led
the Scottlsh Labour Party in Lanarkshlre, and they persuaded the mxners
to pass a resolutlon opp031ng the Liberals:

That, in consegquence of the determined opposition offered

by the Liberals to the nominees of the Labour Party in

every constituency, the Teeting is of the opinion that

every Liberal member and candidate should be opposed by

a Labour candidate, and that representations of the sit-

uation be made to the party whips, but, adjourns consid-

eration of definite action for a week.4
However, the Scottish Labour Party did not ﬁﬁt up any Labour candidates
in Lanarkshire, but they advised working men not to vote for Liberals
unless they committed themselves toAsupport a legal eight hour day.5
Neertheless every miners' county union in Scotland Sugﬁorted Robertson's
candidature against- the Liberal and Uiberal-Unionist in'Stitlingshire.6
The Fife miners were supporting the Liberal candidates in their own county,
but they were prepared to support Robertson in Stirlingshire in the face
- of fierce Liberal opposition. This was a reflection of the miners'

peculiar sence of class solidarity for those working class leaders

who belonged to their 'own order’.

.1, Dunfermline Journal, 11 June 1892,

2. Hamilton Advertiser, 18 Juwe 1892,

3. 1Lbad.

4. Scottish Leader, 13 June 1892,

g: T&ailcon Au.extlaer, 25 June 1892.- N o
bcutunuu, 2 July 1892, : o
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When the executive cormittee of the Scottish Labour Party met in
May, a resolution was passed advising working people not to vote 'for
Liberal candidates unless ‘the oppositionAtb-the Labour .candidates in
Glasgow and élsewhere' was withdrawn.1 By contrast the leaders of the
Scottish Trades Councils Independent Labour Party were at first only
concerned with whether the Liberal candidates were prepared to accept
thelr programme or not.2 When the replies of the independent Labour
'candidates and the Liberal candidates were received,_the»executive_
committee decided that'the following candidates' should be 'recommended'
to the working class electorate:

Peter Esslement, Aberdeen} Sir W. Wedderburn, North Ayr; .
Seymour Keay, Nairn; J. Rigby, Forfar; Donald Crawford,
North~East Lanark; J.G. Weir, Ross and Cromarty; R.
Chisholm Robertson (Labour), Stirlingshire; W.A. Hunter,
North Aberdeen; H.H. Champion, (Labour), South Aberdeen;
W. Birkmyre, Ayr Burghs; John Wilson (Labour), Edinburgh
Central; T.R. Buchanan, Edinburgh West; C. Graham, :
Camlachie; R, Brodie (Labour), College Division, Glasgow;
J.H. Dalyiel, Kirkecaldy. 1In reference to the Tradeston
Division of Glasgow, as both Bennet Burleigh and Prof-
essor Mavor had adopted the party's programme, it was

felt that the party should take no act%on, but leave
the constitnency to decide for itself.

\
In contrast to the leaders of the urban trade unions, with the
exception of those in Aberdeen, Robertson had more sympathy for the
Tories than the Liberals, and he soon persuaded the small executive
of the Scbttish Trades Councils Independent Labour Party to rescind
their previous decision to support Liberal candidates. The Party

therefare 'decided to refrain from taking any direct action to support

any candidates except thcse recognised to be Labour candidates'. The

: 1. Durnfermline Journal, 28 May 1892.
2. Dundee Advertiser, 17 May 1892,
3. North Rritish Dailv Mail, 13 June 1892
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Labour candidates they ¥ec§mmended were ! Wilson,lBrodie, Graham,
ﬁurleigh, Champién and Robertson; lowever, in contraét to fhe
Scottish Labour Party thgy did not openly advise working people
 to vote against the Liberals, and tﬁey insisted that the Scottish
Trades Council/Independent Labouf Party was 'the only exponent
recégnisea 5y the prganised workers wiﬁhlregard to labour rep—R
resentation in Parliament'.1 |
‘Whi1e the leaders of the Trades Councils were striving.to éssert'
.their political independencé from the Liberals, a correspondent .in..
gﬁiflﬁﬂ was heaping abuse on the failure of worklng class leaders to
launch a frontal assault on the capltallst system. qames Sﬁlth, a
leading member of the Socxal Democratic Federatlon in Glasgow, wfoﬁe:l
;;. Wéll; I Have seen the prbgramme of twé of their o
candidates, and both ignore the only cure, while some
of their proposals are distinctly reactionary ... last
Sunday Mairne challenged any of their leaders who were
present to point out a single item in Brodie's prog-

rarmme which would benef1t the workers, and none of
them accepted it.2

Nonetheless the Social Democratic Federation, the Socialist Leégue; the
Scottish Labour Tarty, the Trades Counéil and the Labour Army fotmed'a
joint committee to organise a mass demohstration to celebrate the Inter-
national Labour Day in Glasgow, SideQBy*s{de with the inﬁovation of a
Labour Church, secularism and anti-clericalism were beginning to make
an impact on the labour movementrin the west of Scotland.

In the late 1880s Champion was a member of a ;Christian Soqia}ist
group' led by J,L.’Jones,3 and in the election address he issued to
the electors in SouthlABerdeen he‘quoted‘ftom fhe sériptufes. ’Hé;’

enjoyed considerable popularity,iﬁ Aberdeen; and a large number of

working people signed a requisition requesting him to’étand<fs a —
1. Ibid., 27 June 1392. ‘ -
2. Justice, 7 May 1892, ' o 90

3. -S. Mayor, The Churches and the L.abour Movement (London, 1967)’ 1 -

. ——
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Labour.candidate.1 .Hé campaigned for an Eight Hour Bill, land national-
isation, and old age pensions;zand he had the complefe support. of the
Trades Council.3 He was accused by James Bryce, his Liberal opponent,
of haviné Tory leanings, and the Fiery Cross retorted: 'This, if it
were true, would perhaps be bétter than to be a convinced re;actionary'.4
‘ Moreover,vin marked contrast to mostvof the other Scottish Labour .
candidates he refused to campaign for the diseséablishment of the Chdrch.
of Scotland. Disestablisﬁment was an issue for the Scottish‘peopig to .
settle 'by“itsgif and for thgmselvéq, which we take ko meéh>£;‘£ﬂé{f.
own Scotéh Parliament'.5 Consequentl& the Rev. C.C. Machonald, a
socialist clergyman who haé worked with and for the Aberdeen Trades
Council since 1882,6 issued'a letter to the electors of South Aberdeen
on Champion's behalf:
"I am resolved to give my hearty support to Mr, éhampion.‘“
. The most urgent problems of the day are those of labour
«.. I wish we had three or four such men to take up the
claims of labour, and at the same time, as true leerals,

to secure for the Church of Scotland a fair trial at the
bar of the people. I think we can find them safe seats.

At this time a section ¢f the ¢lergy in the Church of Scotlénd came out
in faveur of socialist measures for dealing with poverty, though‘their
Church had always been identified with the Tories.8 But while the'mass

of the working class electors cast their votes for the Tory and Liberal .

candidates, Champion (polling nearly a thousand votes)fgot the highest:

1. Fiery Cross, 27 June 1892. The Fiery Cross was issued during
Lhamplon s election campalpn, and it was edited bv Maltman Barry.

2. 1Ibid., 30 June 1892.

3. Buckley, op.cit., p: 135.°

4, Tiery Cross, 25 June 1892,

5, Tbid.

6. Buckley, op.cit., p. 121.

7. Dundee Advcrtxser,.7 June 1892, : 1970
R, Algxander Hv1enq " Mha Chartist Movement in SCULId!!U (lanchcstcr L= .

................... e Wl ba

p. L70; Glasgow Echo, ho, 26 May 1893,
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vote of all the Scottish Laboﬁr candidates in 1892.
In Edinbﬁ:gh the Lib-Labs had considerable influence in the
Trades Council, and in March 1892 Wilson, the Broxburn‘minérs'
delegate, moved a rgsolut{on:
-_ Tﬁat we give our utmbs£ aésistance to organise éhe labour

vote on the clear understanding that we put forward Labour
candidates where they have every chance of success. But

on no account to put forward a Labour cand1date to allow

a Tory to beat a Liberal or Radicesl,
His apparent concession to the Liberals was designed to win support for
" the concept of independent labour representation withouf'seeming to give
an edge to the Tories in Parliaméntary election campaigns. In any case
his resolution was defeated by 17 votes to 12.1 ‘However, the defeaf of
‘his resolutioﬁ was not an ;ffir;;tion of support for independent labour
representation; and the Trades Council continued to ignore the requests
of the Scottish Socialist Federation to support a Labour candidat; in
Edinburgh.

Then the Scottish Socialist Federation promoted the qandidaturevf

of Wilson in Edinburgh Central,2 and he wa; supported by the Trades
Council and the Temperance Party.3 During the eleétion‘campaign he
told a workingrclasé audience that: 'As‘a’Trade Unionist I am in favour‘
of the eight-hours movemeﬁt, amendment of the Employers' Liability and
factory Acts and the abolition of the Conspiracy Laws', Moréovet, he
wanted the téxation of ground values and compulsory puréhasing powers

for local‘auphorities 'until the land is nationalised'.a ‘Meanwhile,

the Edinburgh Trades Council formed a branch of the Scottish Trades

1. Minutes of the Rdinburch Trades Co 11, 1 Mareh 1892

oung
2. David Lowe, Souvenirs of Scottish Labour (Glasgow, 1919), PP,
128-9. ' ' ' :

‘ 3; -Scottish Leader, 2 Nay 1892,
4, 1Ibid., 16 June 1892._
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Counci}s Independent Labour Party, and one representative of the
Council inéiseed that 'they would be independent of -any political
dParty'. And Wilson told the same audience that it was as hopeless

"to expect beneficent labour 1egislation from one Parfy as the
other’.1

e'A delegate who attended the inaugural meeting of the Edinburgh
breneﬁ of the Scottish Trades Councils Independent’Labour Party
informed the gathering that thevfoundation of the new Paftyuin

1891 had been inspired‘by;'the election of‘so many;Labourvrepres-~3 .
entatives to ehe Parliament in New South Wales.2 Wilson was supported
by James Connolly,a'and John Leslie who was secretary of his election
commit;ee; appealed to the'John#Dillon branch of the 'Irish National
League to support Wilson's campaign. But they refused,nand, in |
their reply to Leslie,bthey emphasioed the point that' they were

'loyal NationalistS'.4 ‘Wilson was opposed by Connell, who-descr\bed

himself as 'a Labour and Unionist candidate', and McEwan, the Liberal

candidete, who was a wealthy brewer. The edltor of the North British

Dallv Mall attllbuted wllson 3 1ntervent10n to 'Tory tr1ckcry ,5 and

McEwan wvas selec*ed thh a secure maJorlty.'

Once the gennral electlon was over the accusatlon of ‘Tory trxckery
was echoed in the Edlnburgh Trades Councxl, and Malllnson, an 1nf1uent1a1
Lib-Lab, persuaded the Counc11 to withdraw from the Scottxsh Trades

Councils IndependentvLabour Party since the Tories had offered £1,000

1. Scotsman, 30 June 1892.

2. Scottish Leader, 22 June 1892, ,f" ~
3. Scotsman, 5 July 1892. " ‘
4. Lulu.. 20 June 1892, X _' ' ‘

5. North British Da11y Mail, 25 June 1892.
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to allow them to contest four‘Liberal seats. Mallinson's statement was
soon hotly repudiated by Chisolm Robertson who maintained that the
charges were known té be false by those who made them.1 Consequently
the previous decision to withdraw from the Scottish Trades Councils
Indépendent Labour Party was res:cinded;2 but within a‘few weeks
Mallinson had persuaded the Tfades Council to Qithdfaw its connections
frem 21l political associaticns.3 ThevLib~Labs were no longer influential
enough to comgit the Tradles Copncil's support to the Liberal Party and so
it was clearly better, from their standpoint, to keep tﬁe-Trades Council
out of polities altogether,

A branch of the Scottish Labour Party had existed in Dundee since
1890,4 and in May 1892 Sméil, t;; Lanarkshire miners'leader was invited -
to contest Dundee as a Labour candidaté. Alexander Taylor, a shu;tle-
maker, was in the.chair, and he iﬁfroduced Small as a native of Dundee.
Small told his audience that:

Politicians pressed before them such questions as the, dis=~
establishment and disendowment of the Church, and said if
these were passed the country would be all right. Such
subjects were mere red herrings dragged across the track
to divert the attention of the country from other and
more important matters.
The attendance at the meeting was very small,5 and Jamés MacDénéld.-

a Scottish labour leader who was better known than James Ramsay

MacDona1d6-soon emerged as the Labour candidate for Dundee.

1. Workman's Times, 22 October 1892,
2, Minutes of the Edinburgh Trades Council, 28 October 1892,
3. Itid., 8 November 1892,
4. Towe, op,cit,., »n, 17,
5. Dundee Advertiser, 3 May 1892.
6. H.W. Lee and E. Archibold, Social Democracy in Britain
(London, 1935), p. 160.
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MacDonald, a taiior and well-known‘figure in the trade Qnion movement,
was adopted.by the Dundee branch of the Scottish iabour Party on 23 June
as.the Labour candidate for Dundee.1 A few weeks later he addressed a
meeting of the tailors union‘in Dundee, and the tailors decided by a
large majority "that this is not a fit and proper time for Mr. MacDonald
to come forward'.2 Then a special meeting of the Trades Council was held
oﬁ 1 July to consider 'the replies of Parliﬁmentary candidates to the list
of duestions propounded by the Council'.~ After a long discussion 17
“delegates voted for 'the m&fion'that the Trades Coun:il support the '~
candidafnres of Messrs. Robertson and Leng, and 6 delegates voted for:

the amendment that the Council should support Messrs. Leng and MacDonald'.3

The editor of the Dundee Advertiser was delighted with the Trades Council's
decision, and he triumphantly asserted that Robertson and Leng were'
'officially ard authoritatively entitled to be descfibed as ﬁhe Laboﬁr
candidates and also as the Liberal candidates'.4 Dundee héd been a
two-member constituency, Qitﬁ each elector having two votes, from 1368;

and MacDonald, polling 354 votes, came ﬁottom of the poll, whiie the two
Liberéls were élected.5 |

In Stirlingshire Robertson denied being a tool of the ’Unionists'6

and he was often forced to identify himself with Gladstone.7

1. Dundee Advertiser, 24 June 1892,
2. ‘Ibid., 28 June 1892,

4. Ibldl ' .
&, C.D.4, Colc “ri izh Weorki C ss Polizics, 1822-19214
; (London, 1941), p..269. -

6. North British Daily Mail, 9 July‘1892.
7. 1b1d -2 June 1892, :
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But in spite of theASupport Rébertson recéived from the Falkirk
Trades Council and a substaﬁtial number of trade unions in Stirling-
shire, he polled only 663 votes agalnst 5,296 for the L1beral and
4,550 for the Liberal-Unionist,

The social tension betweeh the Liberals, the LiS-Labs and the
socialists in Glasgow reached a érescehdo of bitterness and personal
acrimony during thé general election, and one Liberal, in denouncing"

- the Trades Council, praised the North British Daily Mail as the advoéaté -

of the rights.énd claims of fhe poor and oppressedAéﬁd théAréﬁl&‘génﬁihé:
organ of'Radical opinion and'progreséiﬁe politics in the west of Scotland'.1
A number 6f inflﬁéﬁtial meﬁbersiof the Clasgow Trades Council - for example,
John Eddy, Ceorge Galloway; Tait, Grant, Batte;sby,2 John Hodge, the
president of the Glasgbw Trades Councif’- supported Cameron, the Libefal
cahdidate,vin the Céllegé consfiﬁuency.in oﬁpbsition’EoABrodie,’Lhe Labour.
candidate, whosé éandidaturehad been supp;rted by the Tra&es Cougciirby

32 votes'té 22.4

| Moreover, Eddy‘attackéd Hardie,iand qué#tioned whether he really

had the authority ﬁo speak for 'the working clésses'.5 The tﬁrée

tabOuf candidates in Glasng did Ver§ badly ét fhe polls, and'thé‘

Unionists captured two of the three Parliamentary seats where Labour

éandidates had iﬁtervened. The Scottish ieader commen;ed on the Liberai

dafeats in Glasgow thus: .

1. Clasgov Weekly Mail, 2 July 1892,

2, North British Du;l}' :'-Zu.l, s Jdly 1u.;2
3. 1Ibid., 5 July 1892, o

&, Clasgow Weekly Mail, 25 June 1892._
5. North British Daily Mail, 2 July 1892,
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Bitterness is no word for the feeling which the

loss of these Glasgow seats has caused in every

Scottish constituency where the vast majority of
the wage-earners are_wisely loyal to the Liberal
Party and programme,

In the Camlachie constituency Graham, the Scottish Labour Party
candidate, who had the support of the Clasgow branch of the Irish
NationalrLeaguc,2 polled 906 votes against 3,455 for the Unionist
and 3,084 for the Liberal.> So perhaps the Irish vote was not of
decisive importance in influencing the fate of a Labour candidate
.involved in- a three-cornered contest. A report in the Workman's
Times analysed the reasons for the failure of the Labour candidates
in Scotland to poll higher votes:

There is not there, as in most London working-class

divisions, huge trade union organisations, the mem-.
bers of which all resided in one district,

This analysis did not, however, take account of the fact.that the
three successful Labour candidates in London in 1892 had had a straight
fight with Tory opponents.s Yet the fact reomained that Scottish wquing '
class elecrors were reluctant to vote for Labour candidates.

The number cf trade anionists per 100 of the population in England
in 1892 was 4, SSZ and the correSpondlng figure for Scotland was 3,647,
Moreover, in Aberdeen, where there was strong trade union support for
independent labour representation and where there were no Irish immigrants,
Champioﬁ‘enly did marginally better than the Labour candidates in Glasgow

where weak trade unior organisation was endemic in many working class

Scottls

.. h Leader, 7. July 1892,
., Meoreh British Daily Mail, 6 June 1552,
Scottish Leader, -, 5 July 1892,
]

Workman's Times, 16 July 1892
Paul Thompson, Soclalxsts, leerals and Labour (London, 1967).
p. 106, ‘
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constituencies. Furtﬁermore,‘Donald Crawford, the advanced Liberal
M.P. for North-East Lamark, accused the 'Tory employers' of bullying
'their nen' to 'get behind the secrecy of the ballot'; and.he thought
amendments to the Cérrupt.Prgétices Act were required éo put an end.
to 'interference with worgmen‘bé their foremen and ma;ters in their
voting'.1 ‘Bribery and bullying by foremen and masters were probably
used in»§thér Scottish constituencies, too.

~An important éonsequence of the general election of 1892 was that
the ‘advanced Liberals In the Scottish Labour Party were increasingly’
differcntiated from the SOcialists.2 Dr. G.B. Clark had Beeﬁ a Liberal
candidate ia Wick, and he had rESeived the active support 6f Marjoribanks,
the Scottish Whip.3 As ;.result of his refusal to leave the Liberal Party,
ﬁe was compelled to resign from the-Sc;ttish Laboﬁr‘Party‘.4 Fergpson also _
refused to oppose the Liberals in 1892,énd he was expélléd from‘the'
Scottish ﬁabécr.?arty.s Nevertheless in at least one constituency

the Irish Nationalists had supported the Labour candidate in spite

éf the.oppOSition of the‘CIasgow Observef. The Irish the was not
2lways cast for Liberal candidates, and Robertson was afcommitted
Roman catholic and'ieftfwinngahouf candidate.-:

The Roman catholie clérgy had ihitially contributed to the upsurge
of militancy among working people in the west of Scotlan& by sanctioning

the agitation for land nationalisation; but by 1892 they were accentuating

1. Hamilton Advertiser, 16 July 1892,

2. The annual conference of the Scottish Labour Party decided in
January 10833 that "no ollice-bearer could belong tu either the

: Liberal or Conservative party'., Scottish Leader, 4 January 1893.

3. North British Daily Mail, 10 June 1892, )

4. D.U. Crowley, ' The Crofters' Party, 1885-1892 ', Scottish

- Historical Review, no., XXXV (1958), pp. 109-29., :

5. Lowe, op,cit., n, 117, : - S
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. * 1] . L * 1
the existing splits and conflicts in the Scottish labour movement.
In an analysis of the 'Labour Churches' the editor of the Glasgow

Ohserver declared:

No Protestant -Church can ever tackle such a matter’
satisfactorily. The Church of the capitalists will
preach nothing unpalatable and to the '"Labour Church"
and its remonstrances, Dives will turn a deaf ear ...
Waen it (the Catholic Church) before was regnant we
had no Labour Ouestion, and till it reigns again the -
voices of other churches will never affect anything
in a contest where human greed can always find a
preacher to bless it with a text, however unfair

its contentior and unjust its claims.?2

Such statéﬁentsVdid'nothing to eradicate or;modify the ethnic solits”in

the'Scottish laboor movement,‘and there were freduenﬁvcooflicts between

the Glasgow Trades Counoil—and the Romanrcathoiic clefgy over fhe‘laok

of Roman catholic representation on thé town council in the eafly‘18903.3'
| When the Scott1sh Labour Party met in confarence in January 1893

a delegate clalmed that 'the Council (the Glasgow Trades Counc11) was

thclrs (the °0c1allsts), and they would keep 1t' 4 The progress the

Scott1sh Labour Party had made was described by Carson:

One of the most pleasing features, and it will also
without doubt be of a far-reaching character, is the -
fact that very many of the leading members of the
Trades Councils are now joining the party. In Glasgow,
Edinburgh, Dundee, Paisley, Falkirk and many other
places, the very cream of the Trades Unionists have
fallen into line and are devoting their best energies
and all the time they can afford to the movement.

1., See the Glasgow Observer, 3 October 1891,

2. Ibid.,, 10 December 1892.

3. The struggle for working class representat1on on ‘town counc1ls

' dur1ng the decade 1890 to 1990 is not examxned in thxs chapter
as the subject is too big and complex. i
North british Daily Mail, 4 January 1893.

Labour Leader, March 1893.
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Carson's optimistic assessments had been justified by the course of

political events in 1892. And by 1892 such leading members of. the
Edinburgh Trades Couooil as David A. Blackburn, John McKenzie and
Thomas Blaikie were committed socialists, and in Novehber they joined
forces with Leslié ond Connolly.fo form the local braooh'of the
Scottish Labour Party;l |
The Scottish Trades Councils Independent Labouo Party was dissolved -
- in Maich 1893,2 and the Scottish labour leaders played a prominent oart
at the fouodation conference of the Independent Labour Partyvin Bfadfor‘d.3
Chamoion's ﬁhoories on the éfficacy of the eight hour ciay4 were poouiar
among Soottish trade.unionists, and in Marcﬁ 1893.the Scottiéh.Trades
Counoiis Independcnt.Laboo; Pargy rejected o moﬁion assigning 'responsib-~
‘iiity for finding work for the unemployeo' to to&n and county councils;‘
in favour of an amendment advocating the legal eight‘hour day as fther
best means of prov1d1ng work for the unemployed' 3 However, in spite of
the popularlt} of Champion's ideas in the labour movement, Champxon hxm-
self was_unpopular among the majority of Scottish urban working class
leaders, and the attempt of Champion and Robertson to revive toe Soottiso
Trades Councils Indopendent Labour Party ended in failu;e.
Notwithstanding the polioy differences andrethnic conflicts‘in
the labour moveﬁent, the organised workers were»increasiogly alienated

from the Liberals. Thus the editor of the Glasgow Echo, é Lib-Lab daily

trade union newspaper, urged the socialists to 'persevere in permeating

" the Liberal Party more and 'more with such ideas as will make it the true

1. ‘lhe Minutes ot the hd1nburéh branch of the Scottish Labour Party
: from 8 November 1892 to 26 February 1894 are on microfilm in the
National Library of Scotland,

- 2. Minutes of the Aberdeen Trades Council, 29 March 1893.

3. William Stewart, J.Keir Hardie: A Blopraphy (London, 1921), pe 74,
4- AldC\AL], \lu \:f., ,l lo 1/4“5 ’

8. Scottish Leudcr 27 March 1893. 6. Ibid., 9 October ;893f

L
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Labour Party'.1 In Glasgow éhe iib—Labs attacked Cameron, the leader

of the advanced Libefals, for refusing to press for the payment of M.P,s.2
Then on fhe occasioq of tﬁe marriage of the Duke of York, the Edinburgh,3
Falgirka,and Glasgow5 Tradés.CoGncils voiced their Reéublican sentiments

by protesting against the expenditure of their respective town councils

the Royal wedding. Moreover, the

rh

in ccnnsction with the celebration o

Ciasgow Echo's descripticn of their German social démocrats' programme .

cf.State 'legal and medical .aid for the people' as 'a mild instalment of
Socialism' was a réflection of sﬁcialist influence in the labour movement.6
What was more, the Liberals were unable to rectify the new situation in
which they found themsel#é;. I;—June, for example, tgé Glasgow Trades

Council co-operated with the Liberals in demonstrating against the House‘”
iof Lords opposition to Employers'.Liability on condition that thg& would
- not be asked to express their confidence in the Liberal Covernment.7
It was a new sign of the times that thé Liberals acceded ;6 the conditions
imposed by the Trades Counci1.8;

A minér#' conference was held in Motherwell in October 1893, and the.

principal speakers Qere Robertson and Crawford, the advanced Liberai M.P.
Robertson immediately protested against the chairman's introductory remarks

in which he had been described as 'the great socialist'. He had not 'come

here to discuss socialism, but the necessity of union between the miners for

1. Glasgow Echo, 15 June 1893.
2. 1Itid., 14 April 1893.
1. Thid,, 14 Tune 1RQ3,
4, Ibid., 22 June 1893.
- 5. Ibid., 6 July 1893. B ' '
6. Ibid,, 21 Junc 1393. : :
7. Labour Leader, June 18%4.
8. Clasgow Lchc, 2 June 189%.
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their own benefit'.. Kevertheless he appeéled to the miners to.'piedge
themselves to nc party, and ﬁaintained that there were tcn many employers
of labour in Parliament for working meﬁ to get their just'rigﬁts'. As a
result'éf these remarks there were heated exchanges between Crawford
and Robertson, and quertson éonceded that Crawfordeas 'oné of the
most earnest members in the louse 65 Commons iﬁ the interests of thei
lzbouring classesf.l Many rank-and-file miners were sti11 devoted
Liberals, and the alternéting‘attitudes.of individu$1 socialist ieadéfs-
towards Libefqi politicians Qas'often a direct refiéEfibh.dfiiﬁéif”
dilemma..
| | A by~e1ectinn occurréd in Mid-Lanark in March 1894 when Philipps
resigned his Parliamentary‘seat, and Smillie came forward as the inde~ -
pendent Labour candidate. Smillié's candidature was finanéed byfthe
niners in Lanarkshire,2 and by the Glasgow Trades Couhcil.3 Smillie"
told an election meeting that James Caldwell (his Liberal opponent)
;had offeréd him electioq expensas and a salary if he would withdraw
to North-West Lanark'. He explained that his 'reason for not fighting
that constituency' was because he did not 'want to fight that seat or
any other in the incerestsAof the workers;.4 Moreover, he was apparently
unawvare of the 'democratic intéllecﬁ' s0 commonpiace among Scottish. |
h1stnr1ans when he addressed a working class audlence.

The Unlvars1t1ns should likewise be. thrown

open to the children of the workers as well
a3 the middle and upper classes.d

-y *

ibid., 14-Octuber 1093,

Hamilton Advertiser, 24 March 1894 S
Claqggy_fqbg, 22 March 1894,

unnllfnn Advertis er 31 March 1894.
Ibid.
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The Roman catholic press, with the assistance of Davitt, McGhee
and Ferguson,1 campaigned for the Liberal candidate. In a three-'
cornered contest Caldwell, the Liberal, won easily, and the Glasgow

Observer commented:

I am informed there are about 2,007 Irish names :
on the register. Probably 1,800 of these went )
to the poll. Had he obtained the 1,800 Irish

votes in addition to his Scotch support, the

result would have been as follows: Colonel
Harrington Stuart, 3,635; Robert Smillie, 3,071;

James Caldwell, 2,165. This would have meant a
defeat for the leeral candldate and a vote lost

for Home Rule,

Similar views were expressed by other newspapers, and the Hamilton

Advertiser asserted that 'an important factor in the result was the
arrival of Mr. Michael Davitt, who ... at once secured fo: Mr. Caldwell
the solid Irish vote, which is a1l poverful throughout the division'.3
This sort of evidence has been accepted too uncritically by chroniclers
of Scottish history, and they have erroneoucly assumed that the Irish
electors were a monolithic block. And the Irish nationalist leaders
were not only at odds with each other over the issue of independent
labour representation, but they sometimes complained of their inability
to pefsuade ovdinary Irishmen.to sﬁpport the branches of the Irish
National League in 3cottish towns and'cities.

John Connolly, the brother of James Connolly, was sacked by the
Edinburgh‘Corporation for distributxno socialist llterature on May Day

1893,4 and ﬁe appealed to the Trades Council to take up his case.

N ) N e

'S . N .o [
1, T, Mocdy, "Mickazl Davitt and tha British Labour Movement ’
Transactions of the Royal Historical Society, 5th series, iii

(1953), p. 72, ) :
2, C(Clasgow Observer, 5 May 1894,
3. Hamilton Advertiser, 7 April 1894,
4. ulaspow fcho, 24 May 1893.
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As a consequence of the Tradeé Council's intervention, he was reinstated
in ﬁis job as a'scav‘cnger.‘1 Then the Trades Councils sent two delegates
to the Scottish Laboﬁr Party conference in January 1894, and the proposals
which had been dichssed‘ét the conference were endorsed by the Trades
Couﬁcil.2 In June; James'Connoily, then secretary of.the local branch

of the Independent LaBour Party, wrote to seeg the ‘assistance the co-
cperation gf the Trades Council in putting forward a socialist Parliamentary

candidate in the city at the ensuing general election. The Trades Council's

" parliamentary committea 'were of the opinion that the minuted resolution

preventing the Council from affiliating with political societies or

organisations did not affect the present case', but nothing practical

- e

was done.,

In Glasgow the Independent Labour farty organised meetings to
popularise socialist ideas, and thn Murdoch, the crofters' leader,
chaired a meeting of the Independent Labour Part& in Govan.4 The
Scottish Labour Party, with a relativeiy strong basis in Glasgow, now
had thirty-two bLranches throughout Scotland. However, wheﬁ the Party
held its sixth annual conference on 26 December, 1894, it was unanimouslf
agreed to for@ a Scottish Council of the Independent Labour Party;5

The Roman catholic clérgy, who had contributed to the_socialisﬁ
revolt amongst the Irish immigrants in the west of Scotlénd by agitating

for the nationalisation of the land and mineral royalties, were not forced

. into an impossible predicament. A considerable number of Roman catholic

workers, being encouraged by the clergy to support the agitation for the

nationalisation of tha land and mineral rayalties, argued that i was

1, Minutes of the Edinburgh Trades Council, 23 May 1893.

. 2. T1bid,, 16 January 1894.

SRR

3. 1Ibid., 19 June 1894, °
4. Glasgow Toha, 14 January 1823,
S Lowa__on pif n. 170
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equally logical - and equally compatible with Catholic theology = to

agitate for.the nationalisation of the means of production. An editorial

in the Glasgow Observer, regrettlng the fact that ‘'some of our Catholic

young men have been so far mlsled as to become in certain localltles
members of the local branches of the Independent Labour Party', argued:

The Church teaches that what a man creates by his
labour is his against the world, that a person has

a right to private property, that the result of a
nman's labour belongs to society., It will readily

be seen that both doctrines are in direct antagonism
to one another. The Catholic Church teaches that -
religion and secular education must go hand in hand,
The doctrine of the I.L.P. is that religion must be
banished from the schools.l

But Roman catholic workers continued to join the lndependent Labour

Party,2 and the Glasgow Observer subsequently admitted that the Church

‘nad aroused much interest amongst readers, who had inundated the paper
with correspondence, for which they had 1nsuff1c1ent room.3

As’the ‘controversy deepened and as Roman catholic members of
the Social Democratic Federation and the Independent Labour Party
debated tﬁe queétion of whether 'Cathélicism and Sogialism' were

compatible, Catholic werking mea and wemea joined the Independent

£~

Labour Party and the Social Democratic Federation.s In the
hagiography of Scottish labour history, however, it is often argued

that’John Wheatley first initiated the debate on the compatibility

1, Clasgow Oboerver, 12 October 1895.
2. Ibid., 9 November .1895.

3. Ibid., 11 January 1896,

4, Justlce, 13 Jjuly 1895, -

5. GIQQPOW Observer, 9 November: 1895.




of 'Catholicism and Socialism';1 and the obscurity surrounding the
Roman catholic origins of werking class leaaers like McCowie, Annulty,
Mahon, Connolly and Robertson was reinforced by the needs of Ccmmunist
Party historiography.2 As McAnnulty was, for example, a foundation
member of the Cpmmunist Party,3 the historian who chronicled the history
of the Scottish miners could not afford to investigate the pos;ibility
that such working class men might have had a Roman cathnlic 5ackground.
‘in 1896 a number of Roman catholic working men disﬁuted the clergy's "’
.contention that 'Catholicism and Socialism' were incoﬁpatible, and they
forced'the‘clergy and the Church to differentiate between the national~
isation of land and the nationalisation of the means of production,
distriﬁution and exchau’e. The clergy s theologlcal obJectlons to

soc1allsm were outllned in the Claevow Observer:

What we object to in Socialism is Communism or Collect-
ivism, Lecause that principle transgresses moral law
and natural justice. That it does so we hope to show.
Land is one thing, (Capital and property - chattel
property - are other things. Land was not made by
man. It is the creation of God Almighty and His

gift to the human race. Tor that reason we think

the justest treatment of it is that it should belong
to humanity at large: that each nation should own
collectively the land within its boundaries. But

as no man made land, just as assuredly some man or

number of men made property and earned what is now:
capltal.

1. R.K. Middlemas, The Clydesiders: A Left Wing Strugple for Parliamentary
" Power (London, 1965), pp. 35-40. For a critique of the Middlemas

thesis and his in.erpretation of the Scottish background to the
Independeat Labour Party, see the review by James D. Young, .
Political Quarterly, vol. 37, no. 2, April - June 1966,

2. Walter Kendall, The Revolutlona*y Movement in Britain, 1900‘
1921 (London, 1969), passim,

3. -Arnot, op.cit., p. 61. -

4, Glasgow Observer, 4 January .1896,




Yet Roman catholic workers, who already had socialist affiliations, were

not threatened with excommunication.

The Roman catholic clergy were compelled to define their attitudes
to socialism, labour questions and working class history, and in -
December 1894 the Rev. Father John, C.P., delivered 'a clever,
instructive, and interesting lecture' on socialism:
Tha socialism which denied the right of all authority
"and condemned ownership of private property was con-~
demned by the Church, All authority, whether of
Kings or Republic, the Church considered was held
from God: Referring to the cry for equality, ‘the . ... ...
lecturer said there rnwust be grades of society so -
long as good and bad exists - the good can never
be put on a footing of equality with the good.l
lieanwhile, the 'labour problem' was attributed to the Reformation
and capitalism, and the Roman catholics in Glasgow rediscovered
'"Cromwell's Atrocities'2 and the 'Curse of Cromwell'.3 But this
approach could only have worked with Irishnen who wanted to cling
to* their national identity, though they and sometimes their fathers
had been born in Scotland. Besides, miners' leaders like Robertson

and Roden kept their identity as Irishmen, agitated for socialism,
and were ac;ive'members of thé Catholic Church. In any case as
early as 1867 indigenous mineré complained ébout those Irish minefs
in Armadale who had deliberately concéaled‘their'nationality‘énd
called themselves 'Scotch'.4 Theﬁ in 1895 a leader of the Irish

National League regretted that so few Irish took an interest in the .

. League, for the coming election would bring the Tories back to power:

1. Ibid., 8 December 1894, ' R N
2. Glasgow Examiner, 22 June 1895, .
3. Tbid., 29 June 1895, ,

4, Clasgow Sentinel, 12 January 1867.

. gi_lia:n.::’i‘fﬁsi‘l, Al u&‘ﬂ‘e.1895.
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unless something remarkable happened.1 Nevertheless the Roman catholic

clergy had unwittingly contributed to the growth of class consciousness
and socialist awareness among the Irish immigranﬁ mine?s’ahd unskilled
workers by éncouraging tfgde‘uqion organisafion and by sanctioning the
agitaﬁion for the nationalisation of land and mineral royalties.

In 1894 the Scottish Council of the Independeng Labour Party.
and the Scottish Liberal Association discussed the possibiiity of
forging an electoral pact, but the Liberals decided that the differences
bet&eeh the socialisté and themselves was 'not one of feéresenfaﬁion“but
of principle'.2 By 1895 the socialists in the labour movement had done
ﬁheir work &cll,‘and'a lérge section 6f the‘labour movemenf oppésed
the Tories And the Liberals in the genéfal eléctidn campaign. And
though John G. Holborn was adopted as the Liberal candidate for the
North-West Lanark éonétituenéy,3 the Liberais‘cbuld’no longer hope to
ﬁlaééte the majority of the Scottish wbrking class leaAers. In‘aﬁii
éase Holborn was an orthodox Lib-Lab, and‘ﬁe was broughﬁ'fofward by
the Liberals at a time when‘such working class lead;rs were being

‘ \

pushed out of the leadership.by more militant socialist elements.

In the West Fife coﬁstituency the miners union kept aloof from
the elecﬁoral struggle. Nevertheless a few socialists in]Fife énd
_rank?énd-file miners heckled Bi;rell, the Liberal caﬁdidate,von miniﬁg

uestions, and at successive meetings they raised the issue of the

WL

" legal eight hour day. They also moved votes of 'no confidence' in

1. Scotsman, 18 June 1895.

'2, Minutes of the Scottish Liberal Association, 11 May 1894.
3. North British Daily Mail, 2 July 1895,

o




4., Tbid., 2 july 1595,
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Birrell; but they had no political orgénisation and the minefsf leaders
neither actively supported nor actively'opposgd lolborn; and, since

there were no socialist candidates standing for e}ection in the mining
con?tituencies, the‘mineré' agents supported Smillie, who was the
so;ialist candidate in Cam.lachie:.1

In Edinburgh 'the Socialist Election Committee' met to discuss the

possibility of opposing McEwan, the Liberal MP., but there was some

reluctance to 'venture o: a hopeless task'.2 "By contrast with what

 had happened in previovs elections, however, the Edinburgh Trades

Council did not campaign for the Liberals; and in Creenock the Trades
Council adopted a resolution asking local 'tfade unionists to use
their own discretion aboﬁé-who :;gy should vote for'.j

The Independent Labour Party put férward seven Parliamentary
candidates in Scotland, and five 6f them contested constituencigs
in Glasgow. Howeveg, the Glasgow Trades Council refused to supﬁort'
three of the £ive socialist candidates in Glasgow, and the decision
to support Shaw Maxwell in Blackfriars and Frank‘Smith in Iradeston
wés bitterly opposed by the Lib-Labs.‘ But in contrast to‘what had
happened in the genéral election of 1892, the Lib-Labs in the Glaﬁgow
Trades Council such as Grant and Tait did not campaign for the Liberals
and they kept aloof from the electoral struggle between the socialists

.

and ;he Liberals in Blackfriars and Tradeston.

1. Glaseow Feha, 10 Tnly 1895,

2. North British Daily Mail, 29 June 1895, .
. 3. Glasgowv Echo, 13 July 1895, ’
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The Independent Labour Party fought-the general election of 1895
on an uﬁcompromising{socialist programme,1 and the ‘Scottish socialists
_ concentrated their attack on-the Liberals rather than the Tories.
Hardie tbld a meetiﬁg of socialisc leaders and working.class electors
that 'the obstacle in the way' of socialism was '"the historic Liberal
Part;y'.2 But the Scottish Land Restoration League‘and its leaders
like McLardy who had been involved in the Scottish Labour farty dow;
to 1892, now Supported the Liberals3 and camﬁaigned.against the
' soéialists.4
‘In Aberdeen the leaders of the Independent Laﬁour Party Had
conpections with Maltman ggrry,_gn influentiai Tory,siand they had
hoped he would be adopted as the Tory ;andidate for South Aberdeen,
This would have enabled them to nominate John L. Mahon for North .
Aberdeen, thus giving Barry and Mahon straight fights against the
Liberals.6 Huwever, Barry was not nominated by fhe Abérdeen
Conservative Association; and Stewart, the Lord frovost, was
adopted as the Tory candidate for South Aberdéen.» Mahon's chances
of success in a thrge-cornered contest were very slim, ;nd in the
‘circumstances the executive éomm{ttee of the Independent Labour

Party in Aberdeen recommended the withdrawal of their own candidate

1. Ibid., 8 July 1895.

‘_ 2. North British Daily Mail, 12 July 1895.

3. 1bid., 4 July 1895; Glaspow Echo, 13 July 1895.

4. Ibid., 11 July 1855. '

5. Maltman Barry, a friend of Marx, had laboured for thirty years

. to 'bring about an alliance between the labour movement and the
Lonservative rarty’. Henry Collins, ‘the English Branches ot
the First International', Essavs in Labour History, ed., Asa
Brigps and John Saville,.(London, 1967), p. 250.

. 6. Buckley, op. c1t., P. 173.
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and support for the Liberal.1 But by the time the Aberdeen branch met

tc consider the recommendations of their executive committee, it was:

known that there would be no Tory candidate contestlng North Aberdetn.
The Aberdeen Trades Council had already sent deputatlons to Bryce
and Stewart, the Liberal and Tory candidates, to ascertain thelr
attitude'to the 1ega1 eight hour day question; and by the time the
deputations were able to report to the Trades Councii, the membere
of the Independent Labour Party and the Social Democratic Federation'-
within the“Couhcil were divided amonp themselves errbthe éa&ii&é i
they should employ in the electlon canpalgn. As a consequence of this'A
d]Vlblon, the Tradew Counc11 decided to adopt an attltude of strxct
neutrallty in South Aberdeen,2 and the Independent Labour Party in
Aberdeen issued a manlfeeto appea11ng to the worxlng class electors
to vote for Stewart.3“ Mahon campaigned on a m111tant soc1a115t
programme, and he polled 608 votes ayalnst 4,156 for his Liberal
opponent.a. As yet the mass of working class electors in Aberdeen
were not prepared to vote against the Liberals. |
In Aberdeen Mahon had done very badly 1n a straxght flght with
Dr. Hunter, the po*ular Liberal nember of rarllament, though he had
not enjoyed the benef1t of the Trades Counc11‘s‘5upport. Yet Labour:.
eandidates ihvthe vest of Seotlano.had not fared any better, whether

they had or had not received the support of the Glasgow Trades Council.

1. Dally Free Press, 29 June 1895.

2. Minutes of the Aberdeen Trades Council, 10 July 1895; -
' 12 July 1895, : .

3. Daily Free Press, 13 July 1895.
4. TIbid.
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Nevertheless some of the Trades Councils were increasingly making the
legal eight hour day a test question, and tﬁe days when 1eéding
members of the Scottish Trades Councils‘had campaigned alongside
wealthy Liberals were'goné for éver. So; when the Dundeg Trades
Couﬁ;il met 6n 3 Juiy, the“minofityldf Lib-Lab members made trémendous
efforts to commit the Trade; Council to support Leng and Robertson -
the Liberals - but the Trades Council decided Eo make child labour
and the eight hour day movement test questions. The Cduncilvappointed.

. deputations ts interview the five candidates - two Liberals, two Tories
and one independeﬁt Labour - who were contesting the doublchonstituency
of Dundee in which every eléctor had two voteé.1 A special méeting was
held on 12 July to consider the—;eplies of the five cﬁndidétes to the
test'questions; and, after bitter arguﬁénts betﬁeen the Lib-Labs and
the socialists, the Trades Council decided by 24 VOteg to 10 thét‘
MacDonald, who had been the independent Labour candidate in 1892,
was the only candidate they could sgppdft.z

However, the Dundee branch of the Irish National League opposed
Hacnonald,.andlM'Erlain, a local Irish nationalist leader said that
unlike Tillet and Hardiey the Irish could not waste time boxing
the Liberals and Tories when they had their own cause to fight for,
The sociéiists were unprincipled and had no cause but the wrecking
of the Liberal Party.3 MacDonald had, in fact, polled 354 votes in -

_1892, when he had been opposed by the Dundee Trades Council, In 1895,

and with the support and'approval of the Trades Cbuncil,“he again

, i. Duﬁdée Advertiéer, 4 July 1895.
3. (Claspow Examiner, 13 July 1895.
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polled exactly 354 v-otes.1 So the support or opposition of the Trades

‘Councils had littlé bearing on the number of votes Labour candidates
polled in industrial constituencies. The great majority of the working
claés electors were eithér comﬁittédbLiberals or in SOﬁe cases committed
Tories, and the latter only'made'headway in.those constituencies whefe
the Liberal Unioniét‘programme had some appeal. | ;

A decision to e#clude the Trades Councils from representation at
the annual meetingé of thé British Trades Union Congress was taken in
';895,? and, in 1896, the Falkirk Trades Council organised a.éqnfe;eﬂqg;.
of Scottiéh Trades Councils to discuss the possibility of creating a
Scottish Trades Federation.3 As a result of this conference a decision
was taken to form the Scottish Tr&des Union Congress,4 and from the
preliminary'coﬁference in 1896 the militant socialist elemenﬁs were
in the ascendancy. A Parliamentary vacancy had occurred in North
Aberdeen;:and the Aelegates to the Falkirk conference were iﬁformed
that Tom Mann "had éome north to trﬁ his strength against capital
and so-cailcd Liberalism'. The delegates then unanimously agréed
to send their 'best wishes to Mr. Mann in his fighf‘for laboﬁr in
North Abérdeen.5 The Scottish Trades Union Congréss was therefore
committed from the 5eginﬁing éo independent labour political activity.

In ﬁhé Shetlands the fishermen and crofters began td show their
interest in and sympathy for socialism towards the end of tﬂé céntury.
In 1889 the Crofters' Commission tcok evidence in every part of the4

Shatland Tslands, and Franeis Henry Pottinger, an apprentice compositor

. Dundee Advertlser, 15 July 1895,
. Harry McShane, Glasgow Trades Councll 1858-1958 (Glasgow, n.d.)p.18.

Mlnutes of the Aberdecn Trades Counc11 25 February 1896.
Ibld., 23 September 1896,

~ 1

. Talkirk huldlu, 25 Januaxy 1896.
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in the.Shetland Times office in Lerwick, was thunderstruck by the picture

of semi-feudalism and oppression which emerged from the evidence given
by the crofter--witnesses.1 In 1893 James Pottinger and his cousin James
Robertson (both compOSLtors), who were working and lodplng in the

Scottish capital, joined the Edlnburgh branch of the Soc1a1 Democratlc

Federatlon. There were other Shetlanders - and particularly J.J.
llaldane Burgess and David Sutherland - who had worked in Edinburgh
in the early 1890s, and who had come under the influence of Connolly..
and Leslle.b Burgess, a student at Edlnburgh University, and Leslie
had strong literary tastes and interests; and Burgess had already
published short stories ang sketches describing the way of life of
ordinary people in the Sheﬁlands. "His published stories were entitled
'Lanma Deep', 'By the Shore', 'Tammy Scollay's But-End' ahd 'Georrdie
Twatt's Bridél', and théy were written in 2 form of Scots dialect.?
Francis Pottinger, the brother of James Pottinger, went to
Edinburgh, in 1896, where he joined the Social Democratic Federatiom,
and, when he returned to Lerwick just over a yéar later,3 a nucleus
of éocialists were ready to chgllenge the tiny but hitherto omnipotent
elite of wodl merchants and landowncrs.4 Ey‘1900 Magnus L. Manson, a
young law clerk, was beginning-to eﬁefée as one»of‘the principal socialist

leaders in Lerwick,5 and a socialist revolt was soon to be launched in the

1, 'Francis Henry Pottinger - a Pioneer Socialist', The New Shetlander
no., 7, December 1947.
2. Peter Jamieson, 'Francis Henry Pottinger: Socialist P10neer,,'
- The New Shetlander, no. 39, Yule 1961. ‘
3, Ctituary feor Fra:czc Hanry “c:tlngcr Shc:lcnd Times, 29 October
. 24 December 1918. ’ '
4. Glasgow Weekly Herald, 28 Tanuarv 1871, ,
5. Obvituary notice for Magnus Lawrence Hanson, Sbetland Times,
29 October 1943, ' .
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far-north of Scotland. In contrast to the situation in Tighnabruaich-
Arzyllshire, where the poor'fishermen had no leaders,1 the Shetland
fishermen were organised in trade uniqﬁs.

The Shetland socialists were, however, culturally.aliepated from
Scottish society, and they identified themselve§ with Scandinavia and
Scandinavian history.3 A Sﬁetland lavyer, who had attempted to fdr;

" a Crofters’ Unlon in the late 18805,‘met Qith f‘ailure,4 but Pottinger.
and Manson, basing themselves on a fundamentalist prograﬁme~of class
struggle, had more suc;ess from the end of the century qnwards:"Tﬁe‘
first tahgiblé indication of the success of socialist propaganda in
the Shetland Islands came in 1897 when Robertson was elected to the
School Board; but the stoéy of the Shetlands' place in socialist history .
during tﬁe first two decades of the tventieth century féils outside the
period of Scottish history examined in this thesis an§ the story| must

be told elsewhere.5

1. See above. . : ‘

2. James D. McDougall, 'Socialism among the Scottish Fishermen
before and after the War', N1neteenth Century and After,
June 1927.

3. 'Francis Henry Pottinger - Pioneer Soc1a11st', The New
Shetlander, no., 7, December 1947, T

4., T owe tais 1nformat10n to Mr. Peter Jamleson, Lerwick,
Shetland Islands,

5. The Lerwick Working Men's Assoc1at10n was formed in 1905, and
in 1910 this organisation became the Lerwick branch of the
Social Democratic Federation. Meanwhile a Lerwick branch of
the Independent Labour Partv had been formed, and the Lerwick
branch of the Social Democratic Federation (or british
‘Socialist Party) was at its peak of activity and lnfluence
during the years 1910-1914. VWith about 250 members the
Lerwick branch had about the highest membership of any branch
of the Social Democratic Federation in the whale of Britain,
But a large number. of the members of the Lerwick Social Demo-

. cratic Federation and Independent Labour Darty were killed in
combat duriap the first world war, aud, -in spite of the
brilliance and popularity of Pottinger and Manson and the

- socialists' control of the Lerwick Town Council, the Liberals
have kept control of the Parliamentary ccat for tbc*vhetl“qd°

-

‘division since the 1880s. .~ . . . . O s vﬁ -
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In January 1899 the Parliamentary committee of the Scottish Trades

BN

Union Congress took the initiative in organisiﬁg'a conference of trade
unionists, co-operators and socialists to plan a 'campaign fpr the next
general election'. ‘At the same-time the Parliamentary céndidates the
Indeﬁendent Labour Party envisaged putting up in Edinburgh vere
endorsed by the Trades Council.1 By theﬁ the Ayrshire Trades Council

" were campaigning for 61d age pensions.2 and the Edinburgh Trades Council
_Qecided to suéport the racommendations of the Scottisﬁ.T;adés Union
Congress for securing laboué representation in Barliament.? However,
when the Parliamentary committee of the Scottish Trades Union Congress
invited the Independent Laboﬁr Party and the Social Democratic Feder-
ation to send deleg#tes té a conference to set up the Scottish Workers'
Parliamentary Elections Committee, they referred to the need for the
'direct representagion of Labour interests in Parliamént'.4 In fact
what they really enVisaged was independent labour representation.

A conference of delegates from the Trades Councils, the Independent
LaBour Partyv, the Social Democratic Federation and thehgo—operative
socigties met in May 1899, and the dalegates adopted a programme which
inéluded_the demands for a legal eight hour day, the nationalisation
of‘lgnd and raiiways, old age pensions and the graduated taxatioﬁ of
all incomes over £300 per yéar.? The Scottish Workers' Patliamentary
Elections Committee was founded in January. 1900, and this conference

. . 6
marked the formal emergence of a unified Scottish labour movement.

Labour Leader, 7 January 1899,

GClasgow Weekly Mail, 25 February 1899, . .
Minutes of fhe Fdinburgh.Trades Council, 16 May 1899.
Labour Leader, & February 1899. '

Glasvow Weeklv Mail, 20 May 1899.

. Ibid,, 13 January 1300,

.
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A section of the Social Democratic Federation, led by Nalrn1 and

Gunn, had some sympathy with.the Scottish Workers' Parliamentary
Elections Committee; and they argued that 'the task of welding
together a great number of workefs into a class-conscious
political party was a slow, uphill one ... and the S.D.F.
should not be outside such a movement'.2 By contrast G.S. Yates
and J.C, Matheson3 asserted thét they wouid no longer work with
'people wh§ believe that'the working'élass, instead of béing
educated into a coﬁsciéusnesé of their position, should rather -
be tricked inéo action on any pretence, even with the sticking
plaster of single tax, Let this Congress be a lesson. Once is
enough.in thg history of éhe S.D.F. in Scotland'.4

. There were only two Labour candidates in Scotland during the
geﬁeral election of 1900,:and‘they were bot? supported by the
Glasgow Trades Council.5 A.E. Fletcher hadybeen adopted as the
independent Labour candidate for the Camlachie constituency,
Clasgow, by the Scottish'Council of the Independent Labour Party
in September 1899,6 and his candidature wa§ only reluctantly
endorsed by the Camlachie Liberal Association in September 1900.
Fletcher was supported by fhe Irishvnatiqnglists, and Robertson

and Owen Kiernan addressed meetings on his'behalf.8 Fletcher was

'W.J. Nairn', Social Democrat, Vol VI, no. 15, Tebruary 1902,
Justice, 3 Novnmber 1900,
Ib&d.

Ibid., 13 January 1900,

Minutes of the Glasgow Trades Council, 3 October 1900.
Labour Lenager, 30 Septemoer 15899.
Clasgow Veekly Mail, 22 September 1900, -
Glasgow Exaniner, 22 September 1900.
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supported, too, by the Scottish Workers' Parliamentary Elections |
Committee; but they refused to support William Maxwell, the other
Labour candidate, who was standing in Tradeston, Glasgow, as he
had already received offieial Liberal endorsement.1 Both Fletcher
and Maxwell were unsuccessful, thou"h they polled substantlal votes
in straight fights with Tory opponents.

in 1500 the Fife and Clackmannan Minersl County Union had 10,000
members,2 and they appointed delegates to attend the foundation
conference of the Labour Representation Committee in London.3 There
were now organised groups of socialists in the Fife mining villages,
and the relatively 'high wages' in the local coal industry had
‘created 'a spirit of aparoy on the.question of direct labour
representation'.4 The West Fife Workers' Parliamentary Assoc~
iation was formed.in June, and in July Weir, the mirers' secretary,5

'practically ennounced himself a (Labour) candidate for West Fxfe' 6
The miners made it plain that they wanted the Liberal Association
to adopt Weir as a Labour candidate; but the Liberal Association‘adopted
J;D. Hope without consulting the miners' leaders at all\.7

The leaders of the Fife miners were split between the orthodox

Liberal elements and the socialist elements who wanted the miners to

1. T. Bealey and l. Pelling, Labour and Politics, 1900 -1906
- (London, 1958), p.292.
2, Dunfermline Journal, 21 July 1900,
3, TIbid., 20 January 1900,

4. Dunfermline Press, 21 April 1900,
5. Duuafermline Journal, 30 June 1900.
5., Itid., 7 July L1500,

7. Ibid,
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put Weir forward as an independent Laboﬁr candidate'.1 Then Weir came
fcrward as én independent Labour candidate for West Fife,2 and he was
supportéd by the leaders of the Independent Labour Party3 and thé
Scottish Miners' Federation;a But the Fife and Claékmannaﬂ Miners'
Cﬁunty Union refused to release Weir from his duties as full-time
Secretary,L and a local socialist predicted thét the working class f
electors in the West F1fe constltuency would demonscrate their |
opposxtxon to.and censure' of the local Liberal Association '56'“‘
the baliot box' by not voting at all;5 And on polling day 4,465
elecﬁors out of a total o# 11,206 abstained from voting,6 a higher
percentage of abstentions than in 1895, and the percehtage,increaséd
again in the general elegtion of 1906.7 | |
Before the working class electors went to the poils in 1900
however, the executive committee of the Scottish Miners' Féderation

adopted and published a resolution thus:

- That, in view of the opposition by the Liberal party
in West Fife to the adopticn of Mr, John Weir in the
constituency from the mirning ranks, this Executive of
the Scottish Miners' Federation advises miners in every
constituency to withhold their suppert from the Liberal
candidate where the opposing candldate is sound on the
nining questlons. :

1. 1Ibid., 14 July 1900,

2, 1Ibid., 28 July 1900,

3. 1Ibid.

Ibid., 4 August 1900.

- Ibid., 11 August 1900.
Ibid., 20 October 1900. , : ' ‘ ‘
ienry reriing, Social Geography of Britisn Elections, 1885=1910 (London,
1967), p. 395. ' ;
Dunfermline Journal, 29 September 1900.
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Though the miners still had a distinctlsense of their own social o
peculiérities, a Scottish labour movement had now emerged. »More?
over, the Scottish miners wiilingness in 1900, as in 1838, to.
support -the Tsriés rather than the Liberals no longer isolated
them from the rest of the labour movement, and the revolt from
Liberalism was, in a sense, complete. Nonetheless the.revolt

from Liberalism was neither hegemonic nor self-critical; and, as

we will see, traditional Lib-Lab attitudes co—existed with‘tﬁe new.‘

jideas of spcialism.



The Miners' County Unions, 1866‘1600 '

~ There were immeese social and cultural differences between the Scottish
miners and the artisans, end‘the Lib-Lab trade unien leaders were not so
successful with the miners as they were with ehe artisans in imposing what
has called 'the esseﬁtially middle class values' of
tnrift, temperance, sob"cty and regularity of kork. The Scottish miners
were often described an "rude labour', and conflict and‘secial tension were‘"
almost permanent features of their way of life.

The perennial social conflict between tﬁe minefs and the artisans had
been seen during the genefel eizetioe of 1868, and a eeificd Scottish labour
movement only bagan to emerge much later on under the 1nf1uence of new ideas.
The Lanarkshire miners had affiliated to the Glasgow Trades Counc11 in 1858, R T
but they had dropped out in the mid-1860s. In any case they had rarely sent
a delegate t¢ the Glasgow Trades Council in those years, and the miners only

re~affiliated to the Trades Councils in Glasgow2 and Edinburgh3 in 1838.
Meanwhile they were engaged in their owﬁ sectional battles and locked in.
their own way of life in»rural communities., |

In 1606 an Act was passed in the‘old Scots Pafliament iﬁpressing the
indigenous colliers, salters ane coal-bearers in;o a condition of serfdom.

The 'slavery' of the collier-serfs was a consequence of the legislation

. John Knox had worked out to prevent the migration of 1abodf;4 and in Fife

1. Glasgow Sentinel, 11 September 1858,

2. Minutes of the Glargow Trades Council, 1 February 1888.

3. Minutes of the Edinburgh Trades Coune11, 21 February 1888,
4. Edinburgh Rovicw, Vol. CLXXXIX, mo. 389 1899, p. 31,




246.

the collier-serfs in the eighteenth century were not allowed to occupy
the same burial grounds as the free labourers.1 In 1799 the indigenous
collier~serfs were emancipated fro@ legal bondage by ah Act passed in the
British Parliament; and the social and psychological stigma of serfdom was
engraved on the conscious@ess of successive generations of Scottish minersf
By 1867 the miners were still struggling to free themselves from their
cultural inheritance, and the miners were, in the éyes of the urban poor,
‘an ignorant class'.2 |

Throughout the nineteenth century the Fife mine;s, in marked éontfést
to éheir counterparts in the weSt of Scotland, were fhe‘ﬁbst indigénéus
working people in Scotland.3 They were éulturaliy,'socially'éﬁd.ps&choiog-"
icaiiy clese to théir peasant origins, and ﬁhey had inherited the culture,
custohs and dialect of the'old Scots pgasantry.a' Many 6f the Fife coalv
ventures were 'small privately-ownedvmiﬁes', and before the rise to
dominance of the Limited Liability Companies in the closing decades of
the nineteenti century "the proprietorg' of the'numeroﬁs smalllpité_had

themselves 'sprung from the mining class'.5

A large number of the Fife miners were 'an industrious and markedly
\

. 6 . * e °
independent class';" but, in contrast to the miners in the west of
Scotland, they were not influenced by the Chartists. Moreover, some
miners in Fife were more closely tied to the landowners who were involved

in the coal industry than their fellow miners elsewhere in Scotland. In

" 1. R.Page Arnot, A History of the Scottish Miners (London, 1955), p. 7.

2. Noriu Beitisnh Dally Mall, 16 March 1367.

3. Davad Rorie, M.D., D.P.H., The Mining Folk of Fife (Dunfermline, 1912),
p. 385; H. Pelling, Social Geography of British Elections, 1885-1910

. (London, 1Y67), p. 397. T s

4, Rorie, op.cit., p. 389.

5. Ibid., p. 386,

6., Ibid.
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1861 they wereAstill celebrating their ‘'emancipation from serfdom',
and 'each successive laird at Fordell' (House) had presented them 'with
a flag' since'the date of their emancipatioﬂ':‘
| The first was presented in 1796 (sic!) by Sir John

Henderson who was one of the leaders in obtaining .

the freedom of the colliers. This is now much ‘

tattered and torn, but is preserved as an interest-

ing, almost sacred, memorial of that 1mportant

epoch in the miners story.
8o, the peeuliarities of the mining industry in Fifé, the lack of large
pits, the inhgritance of the supersticioné, customs and dialect of the.'
old'Scoté peasantry2 énd the geographical‘isélation of fife3 froﬁ‘the
rest of Scotland retarded and inhibited the growth of trade union organ-
isation. Alexander MacDonald's first attempt to organise the Fife miners
in 1857 ended in failure;4_and ;;riﬁg the miners" hecgic political
activity in Lanafkshife, Ayrshire and étirliﬂgshire in1868 the Fifév
miners remained fairly passive.' | | -

In 1866 the»vasﬁ najority of the Scottish miners lived in cioséd,
tightly-knit rural communities, and in times of crisis they could be,
and often were,called together by a 'common bellman'. Their isolation
from the artisans was soc1a1 as well as geograph1ca1 and sometimes
political. The miners in Lanarkshlre, Ayrshire, Stirlingshire and the
Lotﬁiahs were the only organised workers in Scotland wﬁo openiy proclaimed -

their support for Tory Parliamentary candidates in the general election of

1868. 'Moyeover,‘the miners took far longer to adapt themselves to the

1. Dunfermline Press, 20 July 1861,

2. Rorie, op.cit., p. 389, :

3. Ibid., ». 385.

4. A.S, Cunningham, Reminiscences of Alexander MacDonald, the Miners '
Friend (Dunfermline, 1902), p. 13.
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normalcy of an industrial society, and in so far as they clung Fo;tbéir
own social and cultural values, théy were never fully socialised.1

In the early decades of'the‘nineteenth century the majority of the
miners in the Scottish coalfields were of peasant origin, and by mid-
century their ranks had been augmented by Irish immigrantsz.and a
significant influx of Highlanders from Sutherlandshire.3 Long after
the Irish immigr#nts had been partially assimilatea into the‘Lanarksbire
mining industry, the miners there continued to use the Scots dialec§.4
In 1879 a student of the conditions and origins of the Lanarkshire _.”
miners ciaimed that they were 'an independént, brave, and industrious
portion’ of the Scots peasantry.5 The characteristiés of independehce,
quarrglsomeness and superstition were certainly more deeply rooted in
tha conscicusncss of the miners than the artisans,6 and, in’spite of
the perennial conflict between the Irish immigrants and fhe indi enous
miners, the miners = with the exceptién of those in Fife -~had gvolved
and formulated a workaday trade union strategy.

Ih 1867 thé Scottishlminers were subjectedvto‘a wide range of social
contréls, and the miners' houses were owned aﬁd controlléd by the coal
and ironmasters, Ihe miners Qere tied to the céalowners‘and the iron-

masters by a system of 'off-takes' for housing, medical attention,

1. J.D. MacDougall, 'The Scottish Coalminer', Nineteenth Century and
- After, December 1927, pp. 764-5,
2. Johnston, op.cit., p. 335.

-

3. Hamilton Advertiser, 27 July 1895. ) ,

4. Thomas Stewart, 'Among the Miners', Ibid,, 26 July 1879.

5. Hamilton Advertiser, 16 August 1879, - :

6. TIasgow sentimel, 9 March 1867; Thomas Stewart, 'Among the Miners's
::u-cA.Lt.CAA Advertiser, 12 September 1079, ‘

7. R.H. Campbell, 'The Iron Industry in Ayrshire’, Ayrshire C°1;ec£3222
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schooling, piek—sharpening, lemp oil and 5lasting powder.1 The coual-
owners made deductions from the wages of all male workers, whether they
vere Prestterians or Roman:Catholics, for the education of collier
children. MacDonald and the miners' leaderé campaigned agaiﬁsc the
coalowners' deductions from the wages ef the Roman Cetholies for the .
education>of their children in the schools of 'the employer' where
'the dogmas taught' were 'those of the Presbyterian Church'.2 But
loag efter the Education (Scotland) Act of 1872, schools belonging
to the coalowners continued in existence in Ayrshire.3 As late as
1866 a Liberal M.P. 'called attention to.tbe injusticevwhich'Severel'
employers of labour' in Lanafkshire were 'guilty of in paying to
Prqtestant schools the school fees kept off their Catholic workmen';a
anditionsvin the Sco;tish coalfields were indescfibably brutal .
and savage,5 and medical attention was often inadequate.. In 1868 a .
small section of the miners in Fife scruck work over';heir lack jof -
choice in the appointment of colliery doetors, and they won the ‘ight
to choose Ttheir own doctors'.6,‘ﬂowever, the vast majority:of,the,
Scottish minersz includiﬁg those in Fife, had to wait until the end
of Lhe.nineteenth centufy before they won the right to select their‘

own colliery doctors. Moreover, the miners' rows were let on a basis -

1. Glasgow Sentinel, 25 January 1868; Rorxe, op.c1t., P 386-
2. North British Dally Mail, 24 Aprxl 1869.
3. J. Boyd, Seven Centuries of Education in Ayrshlre (London 1961)
- p» 115; Hamilton Advertiser, 12 May 1888. A
4, Glasgow Observer, 18 September 1886, S ' ) .
5. Fred Reid, 'Keir Hardie's biographers', Bulletin of the Soc1ety
for the Study of Labour History, no. 16, P 31. S
6. Scotsman, 30 September 1863, -
7. Clacgow | Wockly Horald, 18 r°bruary 1890; D:ﬂfermline Journal,
27 Jan., 1900. - R FUE :
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" of day-to-day tenure, and the miners who struck work were frequently
ejected from their thses by the coalowners and the ironmasters.1 On
such occasions the miners and their families lived -in tents,2 and soup
kitchens were set up .to feéd the destitute.3 Nevertheless the most
oppressed, despised.and 'ignorant c1ass'4 of workers iﬁ Scotland‘devel-
oped sharply defined Tory sympathies and their 6wn form of 'job con-
sciousness'. |

In the 1840s the miners in the west of_Scotland inaugufated a
system of restricting output known as the 'd&rg'.s ‘These miners had - o ;
been influenced by Chactist and socialist literature® and Tremenheere,
the Commissioner of Mines, equated 'the spread bf Socialism in the o | e
mining distriets’ w;th thg_mingzé' decision to restrict output.7 By
kéepiné both coal and their labour séarce, and by keeping their wages
up, the miners had hoped to work out a strategy comparable to that just
beginning to be éperated by the New Model unions. However, since they
had goné much further fhan the artisans by restricting output, ihey
understandably attracted more criticisﬁ from employers, - -While ;the

nation' might have lost 'vast sums by way of the colliers restriction

\
of labOur',8 the miners' operation of the 'darg' was an ineffective

1, Glasgow Sentinel, 24 August 1867; 22 August 1868; Reformer, 4
January 1873; Hamllton Advertiser, 27 August 1874 North Br1t18h
. - Daily Mail, 5 August 1867; 23 June 1894, ,
2. Glasgow Sent1ne1 24 August 1868; Hamilton Advertxser, 14 July
1894, uunfern;11e Press, 7 July 1894,
3. Kilmarnock Advertiser, 17 October 1868; Hamilton Advertlser, 21 July 1894,
4, North British Da11y Mail, 16 March 1867; Labour Standard, 13 August 1881. -
5. Darg or daurk, a job of work from the Gaelic dearg, a plougn. ‘
Charles McKay, A Dictionary of Lowland Scotch (London, 1888)
6. Johnston, op.cit., p. 336.
7. Glasgow Courier, 11 March 1852, :
"8. Reports on the Mining Districts, 1844, pp. 31 -2,
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trade union weapon when the mining industr? experienced periodic
coatractions., Whether the miners pushed up their wages by meaﬁs of
restricting their output or not cannot yet be documented for the
Scottish coalfields as a Wholezl,but in 1892 Eleanor Marx"néticed .
with rééret that the 'darg" system in the Scottish mines, a methéd
of limiting output to protecﬁ the slower“workers, wés being.superseded
by the competitive method of the devii taking the hindmost:'.2

However, by the mid-1860s and down to the egrly 1890s, the mineré'
systen of restricting_thé output of coal was a great deal more céﬁplé#.
and compiicatea than it has been described by hiétb;ians. ZTE;‘}Qé; .
darg' ana the big 'darg"often operaéed sidé-b}-éide with‘th; apﬁtoval'
of lécal miners' leaders,.and, in addition to the basic tonnage rate
which was paid to eQery miﬁer, miners could, and did, increase‘their
earnings by producing more than the basic 'darg'.‘ |

In the west of Scotland the miners' baric wages were reiated‘to :
their individual 'darg;, and this syétem of protecting the'sloweL
workers léa to long hours of labour. The miners' insistence on
linking their 'darg"tp their hours of iabqur infuriated fhe coal-
" masters, the ironmasters and ﬁibetai pélitipians. In‘thé Fife coal-‘
fieid§ there was no fixed 'darg', and the siéwef workeré uéte not
protected from highly competitive méthﬁds of prqdﬁction;a‘ Besides, -
'one of the conditions of membership of the minéfs' uﬁionjﬁas that

menbers should cnly work eight hours a day'. In practice, however,

*

1. A, Slaven, 'Earnings and Productivity in the Scottish Coalmining
fnd3§try.during the Nineteenth Century; the Dixon Enterprises’,
stuaies du Scultish Business History, ed., Meter L. Payne $L°”d°9'
1967), p. 220; Jehn Butt, 'The Role of Scottish Business History’,

The Journal of Economic Studies, 1967, p. 77. o
2. C. Tsuzuki, The Life of Eleanor Marx (London, 1967), PP 212-20. .
3. Dunfermline Journal, 29 September 1877. . : '
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the crgaoised minority had no means of forcing the unorganised majority
to restrict their hours of 1abour.1 The reason why the coalmasters
preferred the Clackmannan miners to their counterpatts in the west of

Scotland was ‘explained by the editor of the Dunfermline Journal:

The output of coals per man in the East of Scotland -

is greater, though the men here have been working

only 8 hours per day, than in the West of Scotland -

vhere there is no limit to the working hours.?2
In rhe 1870s the miners in thereast of Seotland-were itherefore tied
to more competltlve methods of ploductlon and the mxners in .the west
of Scotland were commltted to methods of protectlng the slower. workers;.
These contrastxng methods of productlon were at the root of the con-
£11cta between the leaders of the Scottlsh miners in those years.

The consensus of op1n1on among those hxstorlans who have chron1cled
the history of the Scottlsh miners is that thke Irish 1mm1grant3‘1n the
west of Scotland ondercut‘the wagesvot the indigenous miners,3 and that
the!indigenous Fife and Clackﬁénnan miners, whose wages were not‘
thteatened by 'cheap' Irish labou:, had establiehed‘an eight‘hout
day”in 18704 and successfully resisted a substantial wage cut in

18775. A ser1es of strxkes in the west of Scotland in the 1860s were,,

in fact broken by the importation of 'blacklegs from Englandé and

1. 'Fife and Clackmannan Coal Industry' Interest1ng Hlstorxcal Notes', -
- Dunfermline Press, 9 February 1924,
2, Dunfermline Journal, 16 June 1877. '
3. A, Slaven, ‘harn1ngs and Productivity in the Scottish Coalmxnxng
- Industry during the Nineteenth Century: The Diaon Enterprises’,
Studies in Scottish Business History, cd., Peter L. Payne (London,

- 1967), p. 218. Mr. Slaven's argument is based on evidence belonging
to the 1840s and 1850s rather than the subsequent decades of the
nineteenth century, :

4. Arnot, op.cit., p. 51.

S, Ib1d~. p. 59; R.H, Campbell Scotland blnce 1707 The Rise of an-
Industrial Sociecty (Oxford, 1985), p. 313. ,

6. Kilmarnock Advertlser, 31 October: 1868 Glas?ow Seﬂti“@lJ 24 O

- August 1867, SRR
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by cheap labour supplied by the Frea Labour Society.1 Moreover, a

strike led by a 'justice man' in Holytown, Lanarkshife, was broken
By the indiéenous Presbyterian miners,who had 'séld their honour for
. the.bufning draught of alcohol and in the midst of their drunken orgies
declared the strike at an end'.,  Then 'the pit was thrown open, and
the 5ustice man was not allowed back, as he had taken an active part
in the strike and is a Roman catholic'.z_1Furthermore, in 1877 an
attempt to reorganise the miners in Lanarkshire failed as 'a large’
number of the men' Had gone to 'the Orange demonstrationé'.3

” An&réw.McCowie; the Roman éatholic Séoto-IrisHman,4 was'one.of‘wm'“
MacDonald'gychief lieutenénts, and, when Machnald died in 1881,5 he
was requnsibla for persuading the minars to ;ppoint’william Small as
the leader cof the chttish miners.ﬁ» In 1867 McCowie,spoke for the
miners and their families, whether they'we;e indigenous or immigrant,
Presbyterian or Roman Catholic, when he 'said he had seen women and
children weeplng and wailing when they were told of MacDonald's illness'. 7
In any case there were important miners' leaders such as McCowie and
James Roden who were committed Iri#h Roman catholics.

- A number of historians of the Scottish mining industry have accused

~ or praised - MacDonald for bpposing_strikess and the 'darg'9 during

1. 1Ibid., 29 August 1868,

2. 1Ibid., 23 February 1867.

3. 1Ibid., 21 July 1377.

4. Small Papers. ’ ‘

5. 'Death of Alexander MacDonald M P.', North British Dally Ma11
1 November 188l. -

6. Glasgow Herald, 24 January 1903; The Scottish Co-operator, 6

. February 1903.1

7. Glasgow Sentinel, 12 January 1867.

8. A.J. Youngson Brown, 'Trade Union Pol1cy in the Scottish Coalf1e1ds .
‘Fconomic History Review, Vol, 1953, p. 41, " '

9. W.d. Marwick, A Short History of Labour in. Scotland (Edlﬂburg"
1967), p. 25. B
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the yeafg between.1855 and 1880. In fact MacDonald led a strike of the
Lanarkshire miners in 1865 which lasted for over three months;1 and in
the 1860s he frequently urged the Scottish miners tg wvage a general
strike_;o force up their wages.z' Moreover, his adVocacy éf restricted
production through the Qpera;ion of the fwee darge'? was the cause of
the abuse the Scottish Liberal press showered upon him.4 However, the
Liberal press in'Fife made their peace with Macponéld after the form—
ation of the Fifé"and Clackmannan Miners' Association in. 1870.

Before 1870 the Fife and Clackmannan miners were the wo;st orgaﬁ-
ised miners in Scotland, and they 'had wrought the long deg?a;i;g £ou£s

'3 By 1872 their wages 'had risen from an 5véragé

of 12 and 13 a day'.
of 3s. for ten hours to 8s. for eight hours,and their comparative
'affluence' and shorter hours were a consequence of the boom in the

export of coal created by the Franco-Prussian wat.6‘ In‘May 1877 the

coalmasteré in Fife and Clackmanhan ﬁﬁreatened a lock-out unless thé
ﬁiners would agree to accept a reduction in their ﬁages of'lo per cent.7
The Westphalian coalfields had become 'a very formidable competitdr'.8
énd, after a struggle wﬁich had lasted for'threé months, theaminers were

defeated.9 Many of thé miners and their families had been reduced to

1. Hamilton Advertiser, 27 June 1874, . .

2, Dunfermline Press, 16 May 1868; Glaspow Sent1ne1 11 July 1868
Dunfermline Journal, 14 December 1872; North British Daily Ma11
10 December 1872,

3.. Glasgow Sentinel, 26 January 1867; 15 February 1868; Dunfermline
Press, 29 August 1868; North Br1txsh Daily Mail, 11 February 1868.

4, Dinfermline Press, 26 September 1868; Glasgow Herald, 19 September 1868.

5. Glasgow Sentinel, 15 February 1868, »

6. Dunfermlinas Press, 9 February 1924,

7. Dunfeormling Jeurnal, 12 May 1°7

8. TIbid., 1l August 1877. : '

9. 'The Fife lock-out of 1877, with the substantial victory of the me"’sh
may therefcre bs considered a landmark in the history of the Scoctl
miners'. Arnot, op.cit., p. 59.
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destltutlon,1 and John Weir, the miners' chairman,” was forced to

'take a position in England'.3 Weir subsequently described what had

happened when he addressed a miners' meeting in Dunfermline:

The year 1877 proved a somewhat disastrous year,
After many reductions of wages had been submitted,
to, another was intimated. The men struck work,

and after a struggle which lasted for three months,
the masters' terms were accepted. The Association's
funds were depleted, and the membership of the Union
was sadly affected.z :

An increase in the foreign demand for Fife coal had strengthened the

miners’ organisation,5 and in June 1877 the Fife and Clackmannan Miners'

Asscciation‘had 5,000 membets.6 The Fife and Clackmannan Miners' Assoc-

iation was utterly smashed during the course of the strike, and by 1880

the

organised miners in the two counties had no more than a 1,000

' members.7

In contrast to the miners in the west of Scotland, the Fife miners

successfullv resisted the attempts of the coalowners to ev1ct them

from their hc:ues,8 and this may have been connected with the sympathy

the local Liberal press expressed for the indigenous mmers.9 A new

feature of mining in Fife was the emergence of 'the contractor' or

'butties'. In some pits neither the miners employed by the 'tutties'

1.

2.

. 4.
7o
6.
7.
O
'90

Dunfermline Journal, 29 September 1877.

Richard Penman and lienry Cook led the Fife and Clackmannan miners
beforea John Weir came on the scene., There are obituary notices for
Penman and Cook in the Dunfermline Journal, 8 March 1873 and in the
Dunfermline Journal, 10 July 1880,

ubituary for John Weir, Dunfermline Press, 19 December 1908.
Dunfermline Journal, 21 July 1900,

&.5. Cuuningham, d;nluh in the "Kiugdom' of Fxfe (Dunfermllne 1913) p.13
Glasgow Sentinel, 9 June 1877. : ’

ibid,, 9 June 1877,
vunrermiine Journai 21 July 1900.

Ipldn, 2 June 18770
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not 'the non-Unionists' were locked-out.1 There were very few 'butties'
in Fife in 1877: but by 1886 they threatened the very existence of
trade union organisation among the miners. A statement issued by the
Fife and Clackmannan Miners' Association in 1866 concluded that:

The system of "contracting", which prevails in many

" collieries, one of the most fruitful sources of de-

grading evils to the miners. It has tended in every \

instance to increase the darg in many ways and the

hours of labour, and brought through an unhealthy

cuipetition a lower remuneration for the work per-

formed by the miner,
In 1886 only a quarter of the mjners in Fife and Clacmannan were enrolled
in the Miners' Association,3 and between 1877 and the end of the century
the miners in those counties had to increase their 'darg' and work more
than eight hours per shift during the periods of depression in the local
coal industry. The eight hour day which the mirers won in 1870 was vit- .
iated by the growth of the 'contracting' system, and one of the ironical
results of the strike of the Fife and Clackmannan miners in 1877 was that
the miners in the west of Scotland won a wage increase.4 The miners in
the west of Scotland, moreover, kept free of the 'contracting system
until the 18905'.5 So much for the myth - a myth fostered by the Scottish

Liberal press - that the miners in Fife and Clackmannan enjoyed an eight

hour day and strong trade union organisation from 1870 onwards.j,

1. Ibld., 26 May 1877.
2. A statement 1ssu9d to the Fife and Clackmannan miners by the
Executive Committee of the Fife and Clackmannan Miners' Assoc-=
- iation, 27 March 1886. Dunfermline Public Library.
3. Dunfermline Press, 4 February 1899.

A “unan‘m'\ﬂnn Jn:v«—vl, 29 Sootomber 1877.

v e &rb\-l

5. Minutes of the Larkhall Miners' Assoclatlon; 12 Jjune 1894.‘
National lerary of bcocland MsS. 8023-3.
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In an attempt to keep 'surplus labour' out of the labour mark;t;¥
MacDonald persuaded Scottish miners to emigrate to America.2 His visits
to America in 1868, 1869" and 1876° were largely motivated by a desire
to per#qade American coalowners to absorb Scottish miners.ﬁho had been
made rédundant by contractions in the indigeﬁous coal industry. ﬁdre-'
over, the miners' leaders aﬁfacked the Séottish Liberals for refusing
to support state-aided emigtation,é and, even when'thé American coal-
owners had labour‘surplus to their réquirements.in 1877,,MacDonald ﬁ

xnformed the Scottlsh miners that those of them who wanted 'to pass

from the grade of labourer to :hat of farmer would f1nd ‘an easy

access to the land'.7 Indeed, the Dunfermline Press accused him in
1865 of making 'a good speculation' oﬁt‘bf the emigration of the miners,
and, though he denied the accusation,8 this was probably the sourcé of
his 'modest fortune'.9 o e T ‘ T

As well as advocating emigratipn ds a weans of kéepihg surplusb
labbur out.of the'market, MacDonald also urged the miners to 'ieser;e'
their funds and turn their attention to co-operative miniﬁg'.lo
Though he was occasionally criticised by local miners' leaders for
his advocacy of emigration,ll‘MacDonald had no difficulty in gaining

support for his overall trade union strategy.{ Before 1880 the coal

1. North British Daily Mail, 11 February 1868, :
2. H.G. Gutman, 'Five Letters of Imuigrant Workers from Scotland to the
. United States, 1867-1869: William Latta, Daniel M'Lachlan and Alan
Pinkerton', Labour History, Vol. IX (1968), pp. 384-408.
3. Glasgow Sentinel, 1 February 1868; 8 February 1868. '
4, 1bid., 22 May 1869. - '
5. 1Ibid., 23 September 1876; 28 October 1876; 9 December 1876.
§. 1Ibid,, 28 August 1868, : o ) |
7. Dunfermline Journal, 5 May .1877.
8. Dunfermllne Press, 29 August 1868,
3. Sidoey and Beatrice webb, Tne History of Trade Guionism (LondUﬂ.
- 1894), p. 300. »
10. Hamiltom Advert1ser, 6 June 1874 'Co—operatlon 1n Mxn1ng a‘
. Glaspgow Sentinel, 18 January 1873.
11, Ibld., 15 Fetruary 1868. '
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owners in the west of Scotland were divided into sale coalowners and
the ironmasters, and, as there was a disparity in the wages and t&nnage
rates paid by the two groups of employers, the miners' leaders were .
sometimes able to compel individual coélowners to push wages ﬁp, or to
cancel'Qage reductions, by putting individual collieries 'on the ﬁléck'.
By taking a ballot votebto ascertain which colliery.or collieries should
go on strike, the miners who_remained at work were able to support those
on whom the lot fell to comé out on‘strike.

The effectiveness §£.co-operative mining, emigration and 'puftinéj"
on the bidck"&ere, however, vitiated by the existence of a permanent
pool of surplus labour in the Scottiéh coalfields. As the coalfields
in the west of Scotland wg%evsupplying the home market1 and the coal-
fields in Fife and Clackmaﬁnan vere producing for foreign markets,2 and,
since prosperity in one section often coincided with depfession.in‘the
other, a surplus of labour among the miners was perednial. This! was why
the S;o;tish miners had a reputation for being a 'migratory' class.3
It was against this background that MacDonald's policy and leaderghip
were challenged by miners' agents and rank-and-file miners in 1874 and
again in 1879.

The Scottish miners wglcomed MacDonald'é election as a member of
Parliament for the English coﬁstitueﬁc&_of»Staf£ord in February 1874.4

but, when a miners' strike spontaneously erupted in Lanarkshire in-

1. John Butt, 'The Role of Scottish Business Hist.ry', The Journal of
_ Economic Studies, 1967, p. 77. :
2. Duniermline Journal, 10 May 1877; Augustus Muir, The Fife. Coal
Company Limited (Leven, n.d.), pp. 12-3; A.S. uunnlngham, ﬂlglﬂi
in 'the Kingdom'of Fife (Dunfermline, 902), p. 16; Dunfermline
Jeurnal, "20 January 1900, . ‘ N '
3. Ayr Advertlser, 31 January 1868; Thomas Stewart, 'Among the Miners’,
Hamiltoa Advertiser, 16 August 1879 Bob Selklrk The Life of a
Worker (Dundee, 1967), p. 3. : ' '
4. Glasgow Sentinel,- 14 February 1874,
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April, 1 ﬁhousands of miners denounced his leadership. He advised the
miners employed by the ironmasters in the west of Scotland to accept
a wage reducticn; but they defied his advice and the leadershlp of
the strike was taken over by Thomas Smith, Hector McNeil and‘John
Muir, ‘MacDonéld's leadership was now being challenged by veteran
miners' agents, and Thomas Smith, Hector McNeil and John Muir dis-
agreed with his assessment of the buoyancy of the coal and iron
markets. They pointed out that iron prices were going up, and that.
the ironmasters had no excuse for reduclng wages. But MacDonald
countered thelr criticisms by argulng that the miners were 1n*a
very‘weak bargaining position, 51n¢e iron prices had shot up 'under
extraordinary circumstances'. Iron prices were not in }legitimate
hands', he argued, and 'the brokers' rather than the makers of i;on

had artificially created the price increases.2 Nevertheless thou-

sands of miners were not convinced by the 'economic' arguments or

MacDonald and the ironmasters.

As many as 5,000 miners defied MacDonald's afpeals to return to
work, and the ironmasters in Lanarkshire evicﬁed 4,000 miners from
their homes. The strike was a new form of rankfand-file‘militancy.
This was the first.time that MacDonaldfs leadership had beeﬁ 8o |
seriously challenged; and rank-and-file mihers and some of their

agents were not longer impressed by MacDonald's knowledge of economics

3
~and his advice not to go against 'the ordinary laws' of economics.

He rather than the miners had undergone a change of heart in relation

1. 1Ibid., 11 April 1874,
2. lamilton Advertiser, 20 June 1874,

3. 1Ibid., 6‘June 1874.
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to the pfoblem of initiating strikes1 when the employers seemed tq be in
a strong position, and his critics had some justification when they
accused him of having gone over to the side of the émployefs.z

A number of militant miners called for a general strlke of the -
Scottlsh mlners;3 but MacDonald who had called for general strlkes
in 18684 and in 1873,5 argued that 'no powcr on earth could create
a general strike'.6 Nonetheless the strike in Lanarkshire lasted.
for over three months, and there were very bitter recriminationsr
between the opponents and the supporters of the strike amoné the
miners. {Mcﬁeil accused MacDonald inéidiné and abé&cing.tﬁ;=;ﬁ§16§e;§,7
and he retorted by arguing that the wages of the miners' agents.
depénded on the continuatipn of the strike.8 In any case McNeil .
was ultimately compelled to ad?ise the miners to return to 'work»
on the most advantageous . terms they could get from the masters"9
But MacDonald's troubles were not yet over, and he never again
enjoyed undisputed 1eadership among the Scottish miners.

In November 1879 the coalmasters and the ironmasters in the

west of Scotland threatened a wage reduction,lo and John Gray and

1. McNeil argued that MacDonald had led 'a strike of fourteen . -
weeks' in 1856 when the coal and iron markets had been in’
a similar condition to what they were‘in 1874. Ibld., 27
June 1874, : -
2. North British Daily Mail, 2 July 1874; 10 July 1874 11 July 1874.
3. Hamilton Advertiser, 2 May 1874,
4. punfermilne Press, 20 June 1868, ‘
5. Dunfermline Journal, 26 April 1873.
6. Hamilton Advertiser, 11 July 1874,
7. T1bid., 4 July 1874.
8. 1Ibid., 11 July 1874.
9' Ibido. 27 JulY 18740 ’
.10, North British Daily Mail, 12 November .1879.
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Keir Hardie accepted MacDonald's adv1ce to press for a sl1d1ng

scale of wages.1 The traditional disparity in the wages of the miners

in the west of Scotland had hitherto derived from the fact that the

ironmasters and the coalmasters had been divided into two sections;

but, since the two‘éectioqs of employers had now formed themselves

into a 'ring';2 the miners' traditional trade .union strategy was no

longer appropriate. MacDonald therefore urgéd the miners to agitatg-

for a sliding scale of wages3 'so that when #he coal rose to a certain

percentage ;hé miners' wages should rise also, and that when coai of -
iroA fell the mine¥s' wages’should fall in the same raci;'.& Howe&e;,

the employers refused to consider introducing a sliding scale of wages,5

and Hardie6 and Gfay, opposed MacDohald's advice to accept wage reductions,
| Gray7, the‘éontroversial Lanarkshire miners' agent, described MacDoﬁald'

as 'an agent' of the employers,8 and, when miners were evicted ffom theif

‘houses by'the Wishaw Coal Company in May 1880, the Sheriff was informed

that the M.P. for Stafford was a partnér in the Wishaw Coal Company,9

Hardielo and Cray11 opposed MacDonald's leadership, and they appealed

-y —— -

1. 1Ibid., 11 November 1879.

2. Ibid., 22 August 1879.

3.,  Sidney and Beatrice Webb erroneously argued that MacDonald 'instrinct-
ively maintained an attitude of hostility to the innovating principle

of a sliding scale'. Sidney and Beatrice Webb The History of Trade
Unionism (Longon 1894), p.324,

-4, Torth British Daily Mail, 24 October 1879. ‘

5. Sidney and Beatrice Webb described the workers' acceptance of the
sliding scale of wages as the adoption of 'the intellectual position
of their opponents'. Webb, op.cit., p.339.

6. North British Daily Mail, 7 January 1880; Ibid., 10 December 1879.
7. 'The Late Mr. John Gray', Hamilton Advertiser, 6 May 1911l.
8. North British Daily Mail, 16 December 1879.

9. Glasgow Weeklv Mail, 5 June 1880,

10, North British Daily Mail, 16 January 1880. '
11. Ibld. |
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to the miners who were still at work to restrict their 'darg' and to

work only four days per week. After being out on strike for ten weeks,

the miners in the west of Scotland returred to work on their own terms.

The miners' correSpondent'éf the North British Daily Mail concluded a
repért'on the end of the strike by writing:

The men consider the strike highly satisfactory,

and a great victory over Mr. MacDonald, M. P., vho

spared no pains to denounce their pollcy since the
strike comnenced,l

The miners were legally entitled under the Mines' Reéulatién Act
of 1860 to elect checkweighers or 'justicemen' tb‘supervise the weighing
of the men's ’darg'.z qu;Scoqgjsh miners were reluctant to elzct check=
'weighers,3 and there were very few 'justicemen' in the Scottish coal-
fields in the 1860s. The checkweighers' authority was legally s;rengtheﬁéd,
by the Mines' Regulation Act of 1872, and in the early 1870s a minority cd
the miners in Fife,4 LanarkshireS and the Lothians6 elected"ju;ticemen'.
A aumber of the miners' agentsvin the 1880s concentraféd'cn persuading
some of the miners in Lanarkshire,7 Fife8 and‘the Lothians to elect

. \
checkweighers;g but the miners were often 'shy at paying wages to a

. [ 10 l ' » .‘
justiceman'. The Clasgow O server's special commissioner explained

the difficulties which confronted the miners"agents who were involved

in getting chackweighers appointed:

. 1. 1Ibid,, 17 January 1880,

2. W.H. Marwick, Economlc Developments in Viectorian Scotland (London.
1936), p. 190.7

3. Arnot, op.cit., p. 46.

4. Dunfermline Press. 6 August 1873.

5. North British Daily Mail, 23 January 1874.

6. Edinburgh Courant, &4 August 1893; 8 August 1873. )

7. Clasgm. Weekly Mail, 27 October 1883; North British Daily Mail,
3 July 13843 2 July 1885.

g' Ibfc“) ¢-9 OLtbbul 1\.:“8.
J. Lbad,, 12 January 1891. s
10. Clascow Observer, 4 Sentemher_1BRA : T
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If the men consider that they are being unfairly
dealt with as to weight at the pit-bank, they must
employ at their own expense, one of thelr own num=
ber to act as a check on the master's "justice man",’
as he is called, and this necessarlly entails a
further expense upon the miner varying from 6d. to -
1s. per fortnlght, according to the number of men
employed in the colliery.l -

" Throughout the second half of the nineteenth century the miners'
agents formed a nucleus of full-time trade union officials in the
Scottish coalfields; but the miners were usually compelled to dispense
with their services duriﬁg periods of severe depression. By contrasﬁj
the English checkweighers provided the miners with a solid nueleus of = *
full-time trade union offi_.cials,2 and after the implementation of the
Miners' Regulation Act of 1872 the coalowners gave them facilities at
the pitheads for carrying out their duties.3 The Scottish coalowners,
however, opposed and frustrated the efforts cf the checkwéigheré until
the advent of the Coal Mines (Check Weigher) Act of 1894,

- Only a small minority of the Scottish miners were prepared tb pay

. \
the expensés involved in securing the services of their own checkweighers;
but in any case the coalowners frequently rejected checkweighers from the
few collieries where the milifants insisted on electing their own rep-
resentatives.“ In 1836 the Mines Regulation Act of 1872 was modified to

allow the miners to elect checkweighers from outside their own ranks, and

under the new Mines Regulation Act 'the owner or manager' of a éolliery

i. 1Ibid., 27 June 1885,
2. Webb, op.cit., p. 306,
3. Raymond Challinor, Alexander MacDonald and the Miners (London,.1968),

pPP. 27-34, ' ,e
’:. “r‘!n‘*\nvgh Cg:rgzﬁ, 0 Auhnﬂ" 1“73; Dunfcmllne Jc R4 21 1 Ma}' 1884,

corem -

~North British Daily Mail, 29 October 1&38.
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'was empowered to retain the checkweigher's wages from the workmen

and pay the same to the checkweigher';l' But the coalowners resisted
the activitiés of the 'justicemani, and in the early 1890s the check;
weighers were constantly victimised.2 The brutal conditions in the
coalfields were illuminated by the treatment the 'justicemen' received

from the coalowners and their managers. In 1890 the manager of the

Becg cclliery, Lanarkshire,; assaulted a checkweigher called Jaues HcLérén{ j'

However, the Procuratof—Fiscal informed the Larkhall miners' . leaders -
that 'they would not secure a conviction' iﬁ the Sheriff court;3 and
the minérs' leaders decided to drop the matter.a In the 1880s and |
early 1890s the miners' leaders accepted the dismissal and victimisation
of checkweighers with a sense of fatalistic inevitability.5

Truck was commonplace‘in the coalfields in the west of Scotla‘d in

the 1860s, 1870s and 18808,6 and the few miners who complained abput

truck in housing, education and social provisions were dismissed by
[} 7 ’ * (4 13 » L3 ' I3
their empleyers.  The traditional divisions between the artisans and

the miners were gradually eradicated after the formation of the Scottish

Miners' Federation. From then on the miners were supported by the Roman

1. James Barrowman, 'Scotch Mining Legislation', Transactions of the
Mining Institute of Scotland, Vol. 10, 1888-1889, p. 82.
2, Minutes of the Larkhall HMiners' Association, 15 August 1890;
14 October 1850; 26 August 1890; 3 February 1890; & April 1891;
1 May 1894, .
3. Ibid., 24 June 1890.
4. 1ibid., 8 July 1890. | C
5. Minutes of the Larkhall Miners' Association, 15 August 1890; 1 May

18%4; 'The Late William Small', The Scottish Co-operator, 6 rebruarY'

1903, -
6. North British baily Mail, 12 June 1869' 15 July 1869; James E.
Handley, The Hayvy in ‘\"O"land (Cork, 1971), PP 197-241.
7. Glas~ow Sentinel, 2 Harch 1667; Handley, op.clt.. P- 221ﬂ‘

bt i e ._Y;.
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catholic clergy,1 and the Glascow Observer welcomed the miners' militancy:

Let the men co-operate. Let the men band themselves
together in terms of unity, and we are fully coaviaced
that the Scottish Miners' National Federation will con-
stitute one of the most powerful protective bodies
ever formed in the interests of labour,
Nevertheless the propaganda of the Scottish socialist pioneers made
a much greater impact on the miners than the urban workers,3 and the last
two decades of the century were dominated by violence and physical con-
flict between the miners and the police. In 1886 the police were used
_to break up picket lines in Sla_:nannan;4 and in 1887 tua police enforced
the eviction of striking miners in Broxburn.5 Both strikes were
supported by the Trades Councils, and the Liberal press began to manifest
'sympathy' for the plight of the miners. Fowever, the police and the
milizary were used to keep order in Lanarkshire in 1837 when a miners'
strike culminated in 'the Blantyre riots'.6 The authorities were
clearly worried by the socialists' influence in the mining communities,

and Small subsequently accused the authorities of using 'secret service'

agents to forment the riots in Blantyre. The Glasgow Observer defended

the riotous miners and failed 'to see why miners should bec branded

~

because hungry women and children' had 'taken a little bread'.

1. North British Daily Mail, 25 February 1887; 1 October 1887.

2, Clasgow Observer, 21 August 1886, ‘

3. TIn 1888 the Edinbuirgh branch of the Socialist League had had .

. much more success in gaining a foothold among the Broxburn
miners than among artisans or unskilled urban workers. S?e
the handwritten report of the Edinburgh branch of the Social=-
ist League, 12 May 1888. Archives of the Socialist League,
internacional Institute of Social History.

4, North British Daily Mail, 7 January 1886. -

5. 1Ibid., 11 October 1887; Falkirk Herald, 12 October 1887.

6. North British Daily iail, 12 February 1887..

7. Glasgow Observer, 12 February 1887. K
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The growth of support amoung the miners for a general strike was

partlf attributable to socialist propagandat but the socialists had‘
militant tr;ditions to build on., In Ayfshite,l F;'.fe2 and theALothians3
~ the miners' trade union activity was, for example, frustrated by 'the
contract rules' whﬁch obliged the miners to give their employers fourteen
days notice tefore they could withdraw their labour. Three miners were
tried in Ayr Sheriff Court in Septemberv1867 under the 9th section of
the new Masters' and Servants' Act, and they were fined for striking
work w1thout g1v1ng their employers fourteen days notlce.a .Then wﬁén'
'”thé F;fe miners Subsequently wanted to enulate thelr counterparts 1;~‘~
the west of Scotland by 31mu1taneously‘restrlctlng their 'darg' and
their hours of labour, Sheriff Principal MacKay compelled the Fife
miners to work an eleven day fortnight.5 In contrast to the miners .
in Lanarkshire, who were not subjected tq 'the cphttact rules', the
miners in Fife and Clackmannan were legally prevented from workingva~
five day week.6 In 1890 the miners throughout the Scottish coalfields,
with the éxception of those in Fife who were tircumscribed by 'the
contract rules', decided to restrict their hours of labour to eight hours
a déy for five days per week.7 The organised mineré and.their ieaders
were caught in an impasse,‘aﬁd the oft-repeated demand for a éeneral

strike of Scottish miners was soon to he realised.

1. North British Daily Mail, 15 Mayl872,

2. 1Ibid., 1% November 1886,

3. Dunfermline Journal, 7 June 1873,

4., Ayr Advertiser, ‘19 September 1867,

5. North British Daily Mail, 12 November 1886. -
6. 1Ibid., 30 September 1866; Dundee Advertiser, 20 May 1892.
7. 1Ibid., 5 June 1890, S :
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’ ' ’ . [ * . 1 ’
Meanwhile the growth of the 'butty' system in Stirlingshire,

Eife,2 and Lanarkshire3 deprived the miners of the opportunity of
restricting their output and their houfs of labour in order to

" push up their wages. A‘Stirliﬁgshire miner, who advocated ‘a
restriction of the 'darg" systeﬁ' to 'place young and old' miners

'on an equal footing', was easily defeated. A militant miners leader
was forced to admit that: 'Young men with families to support would

not accept the proposal as to the "darg" system'.4 However, the
'contracting system' enébled some miners to Buy their own houses.é_vﬂ_“
and by 1900 it was estimated that only one third§ éf the Scottish:
miners lived in houses owned by the coalowners.

The miners' leaders from the 1860s onwards repeatedly 'blamed the
nminers for their poverty' and 'for not laying something away to enable
them to resist the employers reduccions'.7 MacDonald and Hardie
attributed the miners' poverty to intemperance and improvidence,8 and
thé minerg' leaders were constantlyvpreoccupied with the drunkenness

of thé miners.9 The remedy of self-help and self-culturelo recommended

1. 1Ibid., 28 May 1892; Falkirk Herald, 2 June 1892,
2. Dunfermline Journal, 26 May 1877; Dunfermline Press, 4 February 1899,
3. Minutes of the Larkhall Miners' Association, 12 June 1894; Glasgow
Weekly Mail, 15 April 1899,
4, Dundee Advertiser, 20 May 1892,
5. Glasgow Echo, 25 May 1893,
6. Juztice, 24 March 1900. .
7. Glasgow Sentinel, 18 April 1868.
8. Fred Reid, 'Keir Hardie's biographers', Bulletin of the Society
for the utuuj of Labour liistory, no. 16, 1968, p. 32.
9. Ror1e, op.Cits, P. 389; North British Daily Mail, 16 October 1873;
4 September 1885; 23 February 1887; Glasgow keekly Mail, 15
September 1883; Minutes of the LarxhaLL Minera' Assoclation,
29 July 1890,
10. Clasgow Sentinel, 26 January 1867; S September 1868.
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by miners' leaders was transparently ﬁnrealistic, and in the 1880s

the socialists attacked the self-help doctrine of thrift and
frugality.1 Nevertheless tﬂe advocacy of temperance was undertaken

by SQcialist§ of all persuasionms, and.Scottish socialists in the.eafly
decades of the twentieth century were influenced by this iegacy.

Thére were 20,000 miners employed in the west of Scotland in 1867,
and the numbe: of fatal accidents was estimated at 1,000 per year;
There can be no dbubt that the miner's duration of life was_influenéed ; e
ﬁy the large number of'fatal‘accidgnts_in the Scottish coalfields.. .

As late as 1899, for examplé. the Glasgow Weekly Herald noted that

the west of Scotland 'had a higher number of deaths through explos{oﬁs
than any other part of Britain'.2 The miner's expectation of life was
also influenced, however, by the employment c¢f children in the mines.

in 1870 children were allowed to work in the mines for 12 hours |a day,3
and in 1871 the editor of the Reforme£ argued that the health 'of the
rising generation' of miners was being 'made subservient to the interests
of tha coal and iron masters'.4 Then in 1899 a majority of the miners in
the Lothians voted tc raise the age of_bcyé entering th¢ pits from 13

to 14.°

1. North British Daily Mail, 31 March 1890.
2. Glasgow Weekly Herald, 14 January 1899.
3. Peformer, 12 March 1870.

4. 1Ibid.,18 February 1871, _
5. Glasgow Weekly Herald, 30 September 1899,
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Moreover, there were a large number of uncertified deaths in

Scotland in the n1neteenth century, and 'public health statlstlcs
were obscured by the absence of coroners' 1nquests. The Scots were
criticised in the‘English medical press for their inadequate or E ;
false statistlcs concerning fatal‘accidents,‘and 'the‘exlsting |
reglstratlon law had created 'large opportunltles for the commission

f secret crimes or culpable neglect' 1 The lack of coroners' 'lnquests i
1nto the cause of v1olent deaths was a part1cular grlevance of the‘
mlners, and in 1877 Weir began a long agltat1on for coroners 1“§§?SF3:.d'~fz‘
forvmmers.2 "Then, when the Trades Unxon Congress met in Aberdeen ln
188h; a resolution‘calling for 'some kind of inquest into(uncertified
deaths'tinchotland was’carried unaninously.3 ;The Flfe’miners agaln
raised the'demand‘for a coroners’ innuest durlng the’General Electlon
of 1885;4 and leglslatlon coverrng enqulrles into fatal acc1den s and
sudden deaths of persons in any xndustrlal occupatlon by the Sherlff
or the Sherlff Substltute 'S was passed in 1886, A

The miners became 1ncrea51ng1y 1nvolved w1th the Trades>Counclls |

'towards the end of the century, and the efforts of the L1beral press
to'play the.Fife miners off against the miners in the west of Scotland
vere largely thwarted. The‘liberalsltracedithe_Fife and‘Clachmannan

miners alleged eight hour day back to the1r self—help' efforts in

1. John Glaister, 'An enquiry into the necessity £or legislative\i;'
Reform in Scotland in regard to Uncertified Deaths', Proceedings
'of the Philosophical Society of Glasoow, Vol. XVI, 1884-1835,

. PP. 3-5-6. . ; : IRERERT
2. Dunfermline Journal 9 June 1877. ‘ LR T
3. Repert of ChC~3fitlou Tradcs Unicn Congress, 1884, ' ' .

4, Dunfermline Journal, 31 October 1885. = '

5. Encyclopaedia of the Laws of Scotland (Edlnburgh 1932), V01 XI1I,
pc 353. ) . ’ s .

6. 58 and 59 Vlct. c. 36.
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-1870;1 but the Scottish Miners' Federation insisted on campaigning

for a legal eight hour day.2

In May 1894 the coalfields in Lanarkshire, Ayfshire, Stirlingshire
and West Lothian reduced the miners' wages by a shiiling per day, and
thg'Minefs' Federation of Great Britain, under pressuré from the Scottish
Miners' Federation, decidéd to resist the deducﬁibnsbﬁy calling a general |
strike of the Sco;tish miners.3 The strike was characterised by gréat
violence in mining communities throughout Scotland,4 and iﬁ\ﬁamiltoﬁ
the wife of a.miner who was 'blacklegging' had'a "go" at the manager
~ of a local pit'. The women in the miners',rows.in Lénérkshire used
force to prevent blacklegs from going to work.5 Miners' wives, in
contrast to artisans' wives, had always been prepared to use violence
‘against 'black nebs',6 and in 1894 miners' wives in Fife had no hes-
jitation in physically assaulting b1ack1egs.7 In Fife, however, picketing>
was 'an unknown weapon',8 and the miners there spoke of 'non-Unionists'
rather than black nebs or blacklegs. The miners' general scriké lasfed
for seventeen weeks in Fife and fifteeﬁ weeks in the rest of Scotland;
but in both cases the miners were forced to return to work on the

\
managers' terms,

By 1900 the contracting system had largely replaced the 'darg';
the miners traditional oral vocabulary was slowly being replaced by a

socialist vocabulary; and the miners' commitment to the general strike

1. Dunfermline Journal, 24 February 1900,

2, 1ibid,, 29 Sepiember 13900,

3. Arnot, op.cit., p. 76.

4. Labour Leader, 24 September 1894.

5., Hamilton Advertiser, 7 July 1894,

6., Edinburgh Evening Courant, 24 August 1868.
7. Dunfermlinc Press, 7 July 1894.

8. 1bid., 30 June 1894,
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as a 1eg1t1mate trade union weapon had become common currency among

..u

the miners. There was a growth of the miners' sympathy for forexgn mlners-
end the miners intensified tbeir t;aditional efforts on behalf of striking
urban workers.2 Moreover, ehe Scottish coalowners finally gave up their
attempts to make the miners work an eleven day fortnlght'3 and miners,
artisans and unskxlled workers came together in the Scottish Workers
Parliamentary Electxons Commlttee.4 Social, economic and political C %J'

changes in the coalfields and mining communities led to an increasing | {

repudiation of laissez-faire economics; and the Scottish mining communities

continued to be seedbeds for left-wing political movements.5

1, North British Daily Mail, 16 March 1891; 19 May 1891,
2., Reformer, 26 February 1870; North British Daily Mall
19 A August 1873; Scotsman, 12 June 1889.
3, Labour Leader, 29 July 1899,
4, Glasgow. Weekly Mzil, 13 January 1900. " ,
5. J.D. MacDougall,—TThe Scottish Coalminer', Nineteenth Century
and After, December 1927, p., 762,
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Presbyterianism and the Working Classes, 1866-1900 . v

The cultufai values of the Scottish possessing classés‘wefe
diffﬁsed throughout working class communities -and even working
class institutions by the activities and teécﬁing of Presby;eriaﬁ.
clergymen., A larger ﬁumber of Scottish than English artisans were
involved in Church”membcrship, and the working classés'ip Séotland
were less alienated from thé Churches than was the case in Engiand.l
Though many Scottish artisans were simultaneously involved ia Church
membership‘and activity in tﬁe'TabOur movement, they were to the
'1eft' cf their English counterparts. -The class consciousness and
cultural}aﬁtitudes of the Presbyterian artisans who were active in
the labour movemené cannot be understood'wiﬁhout reférgnce to the
ideological iqfluenée of Presbyterianism. |

A conference of Enélish clergymén and trade union leédets whé
mat in London in 1867 provided the occasion for Scotti§h newspapers

to comment on the contrast between working class church-going in England

1. For the evidence on the English activists in the working claés,
see H. Pelling, Popular Politics and Society in Late Victorian
Eritain (London, 1968), p. 21.

‘2. Reynold's Newspaper, 8 November 1868,

3. 'Any ‘analysis (of the Secottish "labour aristocracy") must account
for this consciousness of class, as well as for the diffusion of
values held by the dominant middle class. This is, I would argue

best soen in tho porspective of Sramcci's coacept of o Meerperate”
class consciousness, Gramsci was concerned with the fact that
class antagonisms may be articulated, yet effectively contained
"within the existing fundamental structures’'. KR.Q. GfaYv~'5tY139
of life, the "Labour Aristocracy' and Class Relagions lg:Lﬂte;
N%neteeﬂth Century Edinburgh', International Review of Social

3] - g " " 23
ulStCI‘y, 11’01; x‘:’.{II’ 1973, Pc.ft .3. po 4‘)‘
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and Scotland. In Glasgow, Aberdeen and Edinburgh the consensus {
of opinion was that many working people attended Presbyterian

Churches. As the Glasgow Sentinel put it:

In Scotland the Covenanting spirit of the seventeenth

century still permeates all classes of Scotland, and,

as a natural result all classes are pretty regular

worshippers in some church or other; but in England ‘ ,
the hold of the clergy over the great masses of - h
people is every year becoming feeble.l '

The Aberdeen Free Press similarly thought that working class 'alien-
ation' from the Church was 'proportionally greater in England thah‘iﬁ'u
2 | T e | |

Scotland.' In a more critical and detailed criticism, the Scotsman
observed that:

The lessons of the London conference are not alto- | .

gether vilueless north of the Tweed, With us, indeed,

there is not nearly so great a desertion of the Church

by the working classes as seems to prevail in England.

Presby=erianism among us has taken greater pains than

probably any other creed to procure, if not_the attach-

ment, at least the adherence of the people.

0f all the Presbyterxan churches, the Free Church probably made

the sharpest impact on the soc1a1 consciousness of the Scottish working
classes. There were sound historical and sociological reasons for such
a development. Ia 1843, the ‘year of the D1srupt10n, Dr. Thomas Chalmers
demanded additional Churches, Churches near the people and seat rents
suited to the f1nanc1a1 means of the work1ng classes. There was con-

sequently a general expansion of Church building; and, though the

building of wew Churches after 1851 failed to keep pace with the

1. Glasgow Sentinel, 2 February_ 1867.

2. Aberdeen Free Press, 29.Jaﬁuar§ 1867.

3. Scotémnn, 26 Jenuary 1867,
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growth of population, clergymen continued to be preoccupied with o ' '
the pfoblems of intemperancé, thriftlessness, pauperism and religious
destitution.I | .

A particular aspect of the Victorian period was that #-sizeable
ﬁinority of w0rking people were regular church-gogrs. Moreover, the
Presbyterian Churches»Were sucéessful in éecuring the adherence of
the working claSSes in urban as well as in rural areas. 'However;‘it"_f

______ must be admitted fhat.the evideﬁce'bearing_on working=-class church. .
attendance is mainly qualitative and 1iteréry; yet sucﬁ evidence
relates to important problems of working class atfachment which caﬁ
be ﬁnwittingly underéstiméted by histdrians who restrict themselves
to thé use of-quantitative tools of analysis. Although it is imposs=
ible to éstimate the number of working people who attended Church or
who»adﬁered to fresbytefian values, it is not‘difficuit to show \hat
some, though not alﬁays the same, working people were constantly in-
volved with dne of tﬁe Presbyterian Churches. Working class Church
attendance was, wmoreover, influenced by suéh factors as downward
social mobility, the lack of 'decent' clothing, economic deprgséidnﬁ
and the collapse of local'industries.zv But the fact that there was
a continuity of working class Church atteﬁdance‘should not obscure_‘
the extent to which such involvement was often related to every tdrn :

of the trade cyéle.

1. Rev. D. MécColl, Among the Masses (Edinburgh, 1867), p. 70. ° ' o

2. Memorials of Elgin Place Congregational Church, 1803-1903, ed.,

t.E. CTark (Glasgow, 19J04); Rev. D. MacColl, op.cit; Report on
| the Religious Condition of the People, Church of Scotland, 23 »
l - - May 1893; Proceedings and Debates of the Free Church of Scotland, -

. ) ic ited Free ’
' ) - 1893, p, 1063; E. Palmer, The Story of North Woadside Unifefhwirmww“mww“‘;
L,,_.__——————Cl\unah.!(_‘_Lm*N_,_J QY AL e T T ;
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A‘numbef of Free Presbyterian Churches were situated in working |
class’distric;s, and, since their congregations were predominantly
werking class, membership was affected by changes in the fortunes
of local industry Sr eccnomic depression. The consistently small
membership of such congregations, together with the exacting démands
and obligations imposed on working-people by Church membership, would
suggest that most working class members were also artisans. In an& .
-.caée:ngé fresbytéfian Churches were often financially‘dependent on
their working class communicants. Moreover, the prerequisities‘bf
church membership - good clothes, seat reats, a decgrec of sccutity'
and relative leisure1 - meant that the unskilled workers were, in
practice, virtually excluded from the Presbyterian churches.2

In Aberdcen during the Victorian period there were at least
four Free Presbyterian Churches whose prosrarity was tied up with
the trade cycle and the consequent mobility of the working classes.
In St. Clements Free Church 'the closing of important works aﬂd o
changes among the industrial population' resulted in the member- -
ship falling from 1083 at its peak iq the pid—Victorian period to
761 in'1900.3 In Woodside Free Church the 'congregation suffered

heavily through industrial disaster in 1846', and recovered towards

1. While the artisans worked relatively little overtime during
periods of boom, it was nct unusual for lzbourers to work six-
teen hours a day.. See, for example, the Edinburgh Reformer, - - -
9 December 1871.

2. Woodlands United Presbyterian Church. Jubi}ée Memorial (Glasgow,
1890), p. 21. Printed for private circulation. ,

3. William Ewing ), Annals of the Free Church of Scotland
inbure 2 _- - .

1914Y, p. 175.
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the end of the century as & result of new economic growth in that
area.1 ‘The congregatiqn of the Skene Free Church 'suffered through
the closing of the local wool factory, and the membership fell from
313 in 1848 to 156 in 1900.2 By contrast the membership of the Torry
Free Church rose from 116 in 1874 to 437 in 1900, and the gro&th of
ﬁ Lis congregatlon was attrlvuted to the opening‘of public works'.3

' In Glasgow there were eleven Free Presbyterian Churches which

“were overwhelmingly composed of working class members, and the pros=" "

perity 6f these congregations was directly related to the vicissitudes
of the trade cycle. The congregations of Barrowfield, Buchanan
Menorial 'Cavdlish Cowcaddens, Fairbairn, Springburn and Anderson

" Free Churches were predominantly, if not wholly, worklng class; and,
though these Churches were mainly formed in the 1870s and 1880s, there
bad been a‘considerable growth of membership in the closing decade of
the century. This evidenée of the fluctuating membership‘of these
congregations strengthens ratﬁer than weakens the thesis that‘their
members were artisans. In the Springburn Free Chﬁfch, for exahple,
"the conaregatlon was affected by the f1uctuat1ons of trade, especially
the locomotxve traﬂe and 'railway works ; and these were works where
a high percentage of the workers were skilled, 1In the case qf the

North Woodside Free Church the congregation 'grew with the growth of

population' which was chiefly made up of 'the respectable working class.’

1. Ibido’ PP. 174’5.

.20 xbido’p01783
3. 1Ibid., p. 175,

4. 1Ibid., p. 95,
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Indeed, the financial health of this Church was threatened by the

redundancy of the artisan communicants created by the slump in the
building industry in 1876.1 And this was when artisans within the
Glasgow Trades Council were complaining about losing the vote for

a period of about a year: a consequencé of having to move to ﬂbuses
with smaller rents,

'These Presbyterian Churches were situated in areaz populated by
~ar£isans; and this was alluded to by a chronicler of the Free Chufch--~
who bemoaned 'the deterioration' and downgrading of these areas by
'a large influx of Roman catholics and Jews' in the 1880s. In con-
trast to the indigenous artisans the Roman catholiecs and Jews were
'very péor'; Ard the Scottish possessing classes often equated tﬁé

'very poor' workers with the 'classe dangereuse'.3

1. 'An interesting sidelight is thrown upon its effects (the City
of Glasgow Bank failure) on our own congregation, by the reply
of the Deacons' Court to a request for a congregational contri-
bution to a church extension Fund being promoted by the Free
Church. First, that this congregation is made up almost ex-
clusively of working people, whose income has been enormously
diminished by the commercial depression. Second -~ that this
congregation is at present passing.through a peculiar crisis
in its histcry, having been at first composed of working men
Connected with the building trades. When these trades failed
in Glasgow, in consequence of overbuilding and speculation, the
men had to leave the town in large numbers, so much so, that
upwards of seventy of our number have had to leave town, or
remove to other parts of the city, thus materially affecting
our prosperity mecntime, . Edward Palmer, op.cit., p. 24.

2. Ewing, op.cit.,. pp. 94~96.

3. North British Review, Vol. XCI, 1867, p. 21.
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A similar pattern was ohservable in other Scottish urban’
areas, 'In Dundee two Free Church congregations were weakened by
the alternation of boom and slump, énd in one casé a Church 'suffj
ered-th:ough the extinction of ﬁandloom weaving and the absorption
of crofts in larger farms'.1 The prosperity of Duntocher Free Church
in Dumbarion was updermined bi"the stoppage of the mills' in the
18605, and it only subsequently recovered through the opening of_
..the Clydebank shipyard.2 The intensity of denominational commitment....
therefore varied among individuals and groups: it really depended
upon particular )ife expcriences, life styies, family circﬁmstances
and‘the fortunes of lccal industries. Mo;eover, religiqus feelings
sometimes existad within individuals and groups who lacked the mater-
ial prerequisities for involvement in Church membership.

‘The mind of the Scottish worker - thé’perception through which
he confropted industrial capitalism - was shaped by such factors as
his occupation and geographical location, Simila;ly, a workef's
particular denominational allegiance was often determined by fortuitous
circumstances, Thus a minority of unskilled workgr#, who were>thrust‘
into new manufactories and collieries;'weré more easily recruited by
the Freé Church through their revivalist meefings than the farm
labourers and mineré who had already adapted themselves to the
haréhnéss of industr141 society. Yet a féw miners were recruitedv

to the Free Church during the second haif of the nineteenth century,

S o o U o T 1+ AP+ IR R Vs A At B - A 3 e -, b e e 135 N0 s W € A e 8
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1. Ewing, op.cit., p. 163. . .

2, 1bid., p. 170,
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and there were indeed minere and farm labourers whe'were discip-'
lined by the .various Presbyterlan Churches in the 18605 and 18703
for belng guilty of 'the sin of fornlcatlon .1 A maJor materlallst
factor which enabled the Presbyterlan Church to. recrult some workers
into membership was the comparatively later development of Scottish
induscrialisation.2 And late industrialisation had an important beer-
ing on the conflicting secial and cultural attitudes of the'workiqg‘: ;'-’.-zg
classes as a yhole and the sﬁarb,‘claés conscious ai1itaﬁ¢y“6f”£hé |
labour mevement. |

The Established, Frec.or United Pfesbyterian Churches had no
gifficulty ia seeuring the attachment of large nuﬁbers ef‘working
people, though increasing nuubers of them were aiienated'from Cherch
involvement as a consequence of rapid-induxtrialisation. The stat="
istics produced by the vafious Churches felaeing to working-elas‘
Church attendance were oﬁten concocted for partisan purposes, so
that they created an inaccurate impression of working class alienetion
from'religion and the Churches. Neverthelees, the Presbyterian clergy
had relatively more contact with}the 'massas’ tﬁén the Angliecans, and
in contrast to the latter the fresbyfefians:did‘hot apéroach workiﬁg '

people as 'aliens with alien ideas'.d

i. Session Minutes of the Kirkintilloch Free Church, 16 December .

1669; 1bid,, 23 April 1&78, CH3/362/1; Session ilinutes of . .

New Monkland Kirk, 2 June 1867 Ibld., 7 July 1872; LH2/665/3.‘

Scottish Records Office. I A ST

2. H. Hamilton, The Industrial Revolution in Scotland (London,
T 1966), pl,

333 P d'A Jones, The Christian Soc1allst Rev1va1 1877 1914
(Princeton, 196%), p, /5. - o
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In politics the Free Chnrch clergymen were predominantly Liberals;
they were usually identified with the advanced elements of the Liberal
Party; and they were therefore able to form something of an alliance
with the artisans 'in the labour'movement by their advocacy of temper=-
ance and sélf-help.. The other Presbytérian Churches shared the samé
values as the art?sans and minérs"leaders in the labour movement; yet
Free Church clergy were not only niore evangelical thau the others
. but they were also~ﬁuch more willing to interfere witn the drink . NN

trade by imposing restrictions through Parliamentary legislation.

There were two rival tempcrance organiéations in Scotland = the

Scottish Temperance League and the Permissive Bill Association., The
former organisztion wanted to employ moral suasion to gain sobriety

and the latter wanted to impose sobriety by Parliamentary decree.

Only a minority of advanced Liberals seemed to have supported the
Pérmissiye Bill Association in the 1860s, though the Free Church con=
sistently supported Parliamentary measures aimed at reducing drunkenness
and the drink trade.1 By contrast the Established Church opposed the
agitation for a Permissive Bill in the 18605,2 and they only subsequently
opted for Parliamentary legislation to tackle the probleﬁ,after the |
creatién of a mass electorate compelled thé two major political Parties
to vie with each other for votes,

The Free Church ;gitéted for the reform of the land laws within

the context of laissez-faire economics; and in towns and cities where

D Rl 2 Sy S ——"

1. Proceedings and Debates of tﬂe,Free Church, 1870, p.269.

2. Report of the Proceedings of the Church of Scotland, 1869, p.385.




281.

the vast majority of working people wereAnogihally.Presbyterién,

the labour movement was much slower to support the demand for land
nationélisation than its Eounterpart in England., The members 6f that
Chufgh regafded 'th; Scottish lairds as aliens from, and hostilé to,

the natiohal faith'.! Furghefmcre, "the Scotiish Peers' were opposed

to the agitation for an Education Bill and"consténtly dead-locking any
measure whicﬁlwould be iikely to be of value' tovsdotland as a whole;2
and 'the 1ana interest was ;06 strong in Parliament to allow themf‘to'
acquire'a Bill gféncing education to the working classes. In 1868 the
Dundee Wérking Men'é Association and other labour organisatiéns‘wefei‘
even more insistent_on the need for an Education Bill and disestablish=
ment of the National Church than the Scottish‘LiberaI Party, as the
latter was a loosé.céaiition lacking any strong, centralised lea&ership;
Besides, as the content of advanced Liberal%sm changed in the late nine-
teenth century, thé Free Church was even more persistent in its display
of criticism nf the landed aristocracy.3 This4mdst political Church
unanimecusly suppurtéd the agitatioﬁ for the reform'of the land laws in
the 18803,‘and.a minority of Free Clurch members openly sympathised with
éhe violence of those érbfters in the Highlands who were resisting the

‘ . . 4
landowners' evictions.

‘1. Proceedings and Debates of the Free Church of Scotland, 1869, p.229.

Z, Dbundee Advertiser, 10 November 1868.

3. See the Proceedings and Debates of the Free Church for 1882, 1883,(
1884 and 1885, |

4, 1Ibid., 1885, pp., 151=55.
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- .r . :
It was not therefore surprising that the Presbyterians in the Free
Church and the Presbyterian artisans in the labour movement had little
‘difficulty in co-operating on a whole range‘of'poiitiealliseues in the mid-
~ Victorian period, though the former criticised some of the artisans in the
18763 for their 'Republican tendencies',! They also oceasionally critieised
the‘labour movement for attempting to organise railway workers on the Sabbathe
Such differences were,vhowever, modified by the Free Church's Suppo;t fdr
Permissive Bills and egitations to eliminate‘Sunday work in the Post Office.z
The labour movement was separated from the Free Church and the working
classes by its ambiguous inferpretatioa of self;help whieh often ﬁeeet
mutal aid and political independence from the two major partiee. A crucial’
feature of the organised.artisans endorsement ef manylPresbyeerian aéitations
was the ambiguity of their notions of self-help.

The problems of illegitimacy3 and drunkenness4 which were mueﬁ worse in
Scotland than iq Eﬁgland illuminated the vast social gulf between the Free
Church clergy and the labour movement en the one hand and the mejoritf of the

working classes on the other, Vevertheless, some members of the 1ntermed1ate
group between the 'labour aristocracy'of artisans and the very poor' were
sometinmes disciplined hy the Churches for any fgrm of deyxant behav10ure

t

In contrast to the English experience5

1. 1Ibid., 1871, p.248.

2, The Free Church in Dalkeith, for example, petitioned Parliament in
favour of Mr, Chambers Bill to abolish Sunday labour in the Post
Office. CU/3/67/3. Scottish Records Office,

3. Rejports of the Registrar-General of Scotland, 1866- 1900.

4, Tor details of the high incidence of alcoholic consumntxon in .
Seotland, see Dr. F, Dinean, 'Same Ohservarions on tha Consmmption
: R of Alcohol and on the Comparative Death-Rate from Alcoholic Excess-
' in England, Ireland and Scotland', Proceedinps of the Roval Phil=
osophical Sociely of Gldsgow, Vol. XXXIX, 1307-1308.

5. Pelling, op.cit., p.21.




revivalism was fairly comméﬂ in mid-Vietorian Scotland, and increases in tbg 283.
membership'of the Free Church was often achieved through revivalism.1 Even in
the mining communities, where most miners lived in tied houses and were not in-
volved in Church membership befofe the 1880s, the miners vere often 'in the habig
of having meetings for prayer underground during the meal hour'.2
" For all their efforts to inculcatevwhat Peter N. Sterns characterises as 'the
essentially middle class values' of tempefance and good behaviouf, the Presby-
terians were not able to reduce either drunkenness or illegitiﬁacy. It was
generally accepted that illegitimacy and drunkenness were much greater among
-agricultural labourers than other -groups of unskilled workers;3 and the...
Chutches' inability to persuade the agricultural workers to subject themselves
to the discipline of the Kirk sessions was largely a consequence of their
'migratory habits'. |

The culturzl alienation of labourers and unskilled workers not . only made
it difficult to organise them into trade unions; it also resulted in their pass=
ive acquiescehce in the social values of the possessing classes. By contrast
‘the 'labour'aristocracy' of artisans had a different conception of self-help
from the rest of the labouring poor. For the artisans self-help'involved
mutual, collective aid and political independence from the two major political
parties. From the 1880s onwardé the artisans and the unskilled workers in the
labour movenent increasingly aavocated cslleétivist iegislafion or prac#ice as
a solutioﬂ for working éocial problems; and the Trades Councils' new agitation
for the municipalisatidn of the drink ;radé instead of Permissive Billé or
Local Veto, and the fir:ct chéllenge to Sabbatarianism, alienated many organised '

artisans from the Free Church.

1. Proceedings and Debates of the Free Church of Scotland, 1857} P~4f
2. Ibid., 1870, p.21.

3. - Ibid., 1870, p.272 and 1897, p. 27.
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The culturally pfimitive way-of-life of the agricultural workers,

labourers and most mine:s - and their bouts of drpnkenness and sex-

ual licence - generated surplus social energy. Such surplus energy

was draingd off by diverse moral lightning conductors, and thereby

helped to underpin the status quo. ThévPresbyterian clergy, irrespective

éf their denominatﬁnnal affiliﬁtions, wera obsessed with thé mass out-

bursts of sexual permissiveness at the feeing markets, ‘and they attribuféd-
"thé institutionalisation of sexual outbursts at the feeing markets-as the.

chief causes of the social problems of drunkenneés_énd illegitimacy.1

It did not,of course, occur to them that sﬁch sexual permissiveness

probably prevented the 'social revolution' they dreaded and anticipated.2

The link be:ween Presbyterianism and laissez-faire Liberalism and

the absence of a2 minority Tory culture in nineteenth-century Scotlarid3
robbed the working classes of the softening influences which had blunted

the impact of industrialisation in England.4 This was also true of Scottish

1. Ibid., 18]0, p.272 and 1837, p. 27.

2. '"The sort of societiec in which the poor are strictly kept in their .
place are quite familiar with regular institutionalised mass out-
bursts of free sex, such as carnivals', E,J. Hobsbawm, Revolutionaries
(London, 1973), p. 217. : '

3. Reformer; 20 February 1868. J.T. Ward, 'The Factory Movement in
Scotland', in Scottish Historical Review, Vol. XLI, 1964, pp. 100-123.

4. E.P. Thompson, The Making of the English Working Class, (London, 1568),
p. 380, ‘'Against the "pig philosophy" of laissez-faire and utilitar-
ianism the conservative philosophers developed a body of ideas whigh
rejected the "cash nexus' and which laid emphasis upon the connection
between status, especially that founded upon landed propef$Y..and
obligation in society'. 'The Christian Socialists of 1848', in
J. Saville (ed.) Democracy and .the Labour iovement (London, 1954),

p. 137, . : '
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society in the second half of the nineteenth century by which time

the contours of industrialisation had béen mapped out.1 In oppos-
ition to English Tory paternalism - and the Christian socialism
which had grown oﬁt of it - Scottish Liberal politicians and the
Preébytéfian clergymen advocated and assisted working people fowards

self-help, respectability, thrift, temperance and political quiefism.2

What made Presbyterianism so powerful and effective as a'socialisihg.-

"agéncy'wés the practical work the clergy undertook n the towns and =~

cities by winning genecral dcceptance of self-help ideas among the
intermediate group of working pecple who were buttressed between
the respectable working classes (of which the 'labour aristocracy'
was a part) and'the undeserving poor.,

The Free and United Presbyterian’Churchesrnot only preached the
virtues of temperance, thrift and self-hels to the 'intelligent artisans'
and the 'deserving poor', but they also set up savings—Eanks to encourage
thrift among the stratum of working pébple who were just ﬁndef the 'labour
aristocracy'.. In Glasgow in 1862, for example, one United Presbyterian

)

Church persuaded many working=-class families in an area where 'all were

1. This was why H.H. Champion - described by Dr. lenry Pelling as ‘'a
Tory Socialist' in Origins of the Labour Party (Oxford, 1966), p.24
- was so popular with the socialistic trade union leaders in Scotland
in the 1890s. - - ~ N

2. In contrast to England there were no Christian socialists in Scotland
in the 1860s 2ad 1870=. Descriptions of the activities and influence
of the Christian socialists in England are given in: Sidney and Beatrice
Webb, The History of Trade Unionism (London, 1894), pp-. 263-264:
Teter G'A Sones, Tue Curistian cocialist Revival, 1877-1914 (Princeton,

19¢8), pp. 170-200. o

: ] . ' : - i ews=
3. From at least the 1830s down to the end of the century Scottish n

. ' ' ble
papers and'literary journals distinguished between ‘h? respectan’e

. ]
working classes' and 'the undeserving poor .
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poor and soﬁe very poor indeed' to j;in their savipgs—pank; The
encouragement and de§e10pment of thrift among working people led
to the 'formation and habit of temperance and the awakenlng of
honest 1ndependence and self-respect'.1 In Edinburgh ia 1866 Dav1d
Lewis, the editor of an ad;anced Liberal working class newspaper
delivered a Lecture in a United Presbyterian Church entitled
'Zdinburgh: iFs social condition and the remedies for it' in which
he advocated the advantages of saving and temperance and,'the bénefits
of a Liberal education to the lower classes of the community’.z
Therefore the dissenting Presbyterian Churches systematically
propagated their ideas Of-selflﬁélp. Nevertheless thére were many
occasions when the working class movement was more partisan and
intransigent than the churches in reinforcing'P:esby;erian'valueé
in Scottish sogiety at large. The Scottish Trades Councils = the |
backbone of the working class movement during the last four decades
of the nineteenth century ~ were particularly active in promoting
temperance and the observat1on of the Sabbath as a day‘of rest.3
In Edinburgh in 1863 the Edinburgh WOrklng Men's Sabbath Rest Day
Assocxatlon,4 individual trade unions and the Trades Council were

instrumental in keeping the Botanic Gardens closed on Sundays.5

1. Woodlands United Presbyterian Church, op.cit., p. 2l.

2. Edinburgh Evening Cburant, 14 December 1866.

3. See below

"4, Report of the Edinburgh Working Men's Rest Day Association, 1863, p.4.

5. Minutes of the Edinburgh Trades Council, 24 February 1363'
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In 1865 the Presbytérians in wofking class organisations in Edinburgh
conéolidated theif victdty on this iséue,l and by 1868 they had de-;
feated the elements who had been campaigning for the.Sunday opening
of the Botanic Car‘dens.2 The Glasgow and West of Scotland WOfking
Men's SAbbath Protection Association éampéigned against thé s;sﬁematic
overtime in bakehouses on Sundéys, and in 1878 they reported tﬁat the
amoﬁnt of overtime worked on Sundays had’been 'éonsiderablybrcduced';3
" In the 1860s, 18703,‘aﬁd 1880s the Glasgow and Wast of Scotland = "
WQrkingAMcn's Sabbath Protection Association,‘the Edinburgh WOrkiﬁg
Men's Rest Day Association and the Scottish ?rades Councils opéosed

the Sunday opening of uational museums and picture galleries. In 1878

the Glasgow and West of Scotland Working Men's Sabbath Protection Assoc-‘

iation opposed the running of tramcars on Sundays;a and in 1881 they
had persuaded the four Presbyteries to 'petitibn Parliament against
the opening of museums and galleries on Sundays.'sﬂ In 1883 the Glasgow

Trades Council petitioned Parliament against the opening of museums and

1. Report of the Glasgow and West of Scotland Working Men's Sabbath
Protection Assoeciation, 1865, p. 16.. .

2. Rebort of the Glasgow and West of Scotland Working Men's Sabbath
Protection Assoclation, 1868, p. 18,

3. Repoft of the Glasgow and West of Scotland beking Men's Sabbath
Protection Association, 1879, p. 7.

4. Thomas Johnston, op.cit., p. 287, Thomas Johnston's strictures on
the 'hypocrisy' of the Presbyterian church at this time reflected
the later anti~clericalism of the Scottish labour movement.

5. Report of the Glasgow and West of Scotland Working Men's Sabbath
Protection Association, 1881, p. 135, ‘ : :

a0\ oy St A i et
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galleries on Sundays;1 and Sir William Collins drew attention to the

unity which existed between 'our Scottish artisans' in their Trades

Councils' and the Glasgow and Wesﬁ of Scbtland Working Men's Sabbath

) ‘c ' . .o . : . ® . ) 2
Protection Association' in seeking to preserve this day of rest'.

At the annual meeting of the British Tradés Union Congress in 1884

the delegates from the Scottish Trades Councils opposed a resolution

(emanating from the London Trades Council) which supported the Sunday

opcning'of national museums and picture galleries,3 and the defeat of

'the London secularists'® was attributed to 'the strong element of

Scottish Sabbatarians'.s In 1884 the Scottish delegation was larger

than usual since the annual meeting of the British T.U.C. was held in

Aberdeen and the Scottish trade unions sent bigger delegations, At the

annual‘meeting of the British T.U.C. in 1886 the opposition to the

Sunday opening of museums and galleries was successfully led by A.J.

Hunter, the secretary of the Glasgow Trades Council.6 However, in

1.

2.

3.

Report of the Glasgow Trades Council, 1883, p.8.

Report of the Glasgow and West of Scotland Working Men's Sabbath.
Protection Association, 1881, p.35.

Report of the British T.U.C., 1884, p. 47.

Minutes of the Glasgow Trades Council, 18 August 1886,

Report of the Glasgow and West of Scotland Working Men's Sabbath

- Protection Association, 1884, pp.26-27.:

A.J. Hunter was a member of the Clasgow and West of Scotland Working
Hen's Sabbath Protection Association, and a vice-president of thé
Scottish Temperance League. 'His father was an enthusiastic supporter
of Relief doctrines, and so strong was his devotion to that Kirk that
for years ne walked every Sunday all the way to Yetholm and back, a tutal
distance of thirty miles, in order to attend the church which advocated
those principles'. Clasgow Weekly llerald 31 January 1903.
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1887 the resolution tabled by the London Trades Council was carried

by a large majority;1 and the victory of the London secularists was

due to the absence of some of the Scottish delegates who had gone home

before the conference ehded.z

Working class adherence to Presbyterian values was sinccre and

often nassionate, and the notion that the church might be used as

a 'self-conscious frcnt' to prosecute the class struggle would have

been inconceivable to the men who dominated the ScottishATrades Councils

down to the 1880s., In the West of Scotland in 1854, for example, an

agricultural labourer was 'sent to prison for refusing to obey his

master by goiﬁg to church on the Sabbath day'.3 ‘The ideological

unity between the dissenting Presbyterian churches and the Trades

Councils sometimes resulted in considerable middle class pressure

being brought to bear on rapacious employers.a‘ Moreover, the economic

ideas cf the Free Church and the organised artisans complemented each

other, and the religiosity and economic outlook of both institutions

ucually interacted. 1In 1365, A.J. Hunter attacked these employers who

1.

1887, p. 25.

~ only of the labouring class but-all the industrial C{GSSE

Report of the Glasgow and West of Scotland Working Men's Sabbath
Protection Association, 1887, p. 46,

Report of the Edinburgh Working Men's Sabbath Protection Association,

Thomas Johnston, op.cit., p. 282,

The Glasgow and West of Scotland Working Men's Sabbath Protection Assoc-
iation was a predominantly middle class = and therefore influential -
srganisation. Though it contained such leading members of the Glasgow
Trades Council as A.J. Hunter, John Battersby and Alexander Wilkie, the
office~bearers were sensitive to criticisms about the middle class com~
position of the organisation. In 1884 Mr. Robert MacIntosh, the sec-
retary of the Association, countered the criticisms thus: 'In this work
they had the sympathy of the working men of Scotland, the great bulk of
whom were with them on this point; therefore the society was represen=
tative in its character, as it spoke the mind of the vastsmgéogzszlggal.

e e
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had introduced Sunday work, and he lamented the fact that 'huﬁdteds
of journeymen bakers' were therefore deprivéd of ﬁﬁe obpéftunity of
going to Church. ) In 1886 the Convener of the Sabbath Observation
Committee addressed'the General. Assembly of the Free Church of Scotland
thus: 'But working men ought not to be deceived by'imagining that if
they are compelled to work on the Sabbath, that they will ;eceive aAA
seventh more of wages} for, although their bodies could withstand the
effects of perpetual ;oil, and their minds retain their wonted vigpur .
and elasticity, yet the vet& laws which regulate commérc; would de-
prive them ip a great measure of this,incre;se of wages. The érice
of any article is regulated by -the demand wpich gxists for that par-
ticular article, If the supply is greater than the demand, then the
article will féll in value, If the demand is greater than the supply,
then the article iﬁcreases in value. This is an evefyday-illus:ration,
waich working men know well; and Dr, Chalmers ha§ said on this subject
that to work seven days 1is equal to adding a seventh individual to
ccmpete in the labour market'.2 The Free Church clergxmen therefore
had their cwn a-religious motivations for struggling to protect the
Sabbath as a day of rest. It was against this background that the
Aberdeen Trades Council and Prgsbyteries memqralised the town council
. in 1884 to abolish Sunday labour at the post office.3
Since the dissenting Presbyterian Churches and the Trades Councils

shared the same social and religious values and the same body of economic

1. Report of the Glasyow and West of Scotland Working Men's Sabbath
Protection Assoc1at10n, 1885 36-37.

2. Proceedings of the General Assembly of the Free Church of €c0t1and
L35, p. 58.

3. Minutes of the Aberdeen Trades Council, 5 June 1884f~ B
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doctrine, tﬁe Churches had no difficulty in retaining the adherence
of the érganised artisans and the passivity of the undesetving poor.
A number of leading figures in the Scottish Trades Councils were active
within the dissenging churches and their genuinely religious ipvolvement
in Churéh congregations was reflected within labour ofganisatibns when
they championed such political issues as the disestablishment‘of the
Chufch of Scotland from the general election of 1868 onwdrds,1 and.iﬁ'
“1885 tﬁe'Aﬁerdeen Trades Council held a Special meeting to debate -
and in the event unanimouély support - 'Dick Preddie's Bill for the
Jisestablishment of the Church of Scotland'.2

As an awareness of distinct class identity had not been eradfgated
from the consciousness of the members‘of Ehe 'labour aristocracy' the
existing tencions in the generally satisfactory relationéhip between
the dissenting Presbyterian Churches and the Trades Councils occasionally
erupted. ' The semi-feudal system of labour relations operated by the
Scottish railway companies and the incredibly long hours worked by
railway employees, together with the shift system,lcompelled the
Trades Councils to attempt to organise the workers in the Scottish
Railway Servants' Society by calling meegings on Sundays. This caused

the 'General Assemblies of the Established and Free Kirks' to condemn

1. In the general election of 1868 Scottish labour organisations and
lzading Liberals were at one in advocating disestablishment. This
tied the dissenting churches still closer to the 'labour aristo-
cracy', and therefore still further separated those working class
elements who were committed to advanced Liberalism from the Church
of Scotland, - ‘

2. Mirutes of the Aberdcen Trades Council, 29 June 18835.
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the railway workers for 6rganising'meetings on the Sabbath.1
In_1870 ‘the Glasgow Trades Council defended themseivés in their
annuai report very_Spiritedly.2 But if the Trades.Councilg were some=
times prepared to allow class-consciousness to vitiate their adherence
to some Presbyterian dogmas; there ﬁere also times when they put their
religious values before the general labour intereét. In 1870, for;
example, the Edlnburgh Trades Counc11 agreed to make an electoral '~i‘J_1.ﬂ'
pact w1fh the Edinburgh Temperance Electoral Assoc1at10n thgout -

hammering out a general programme of social reform for the adminis-

tration of the city.3 And during the general election of 1874 when

nmeetings at this time, and the Glasgow Trades Council felt just-
ified in violating the Sabbath by the exceptional d1sc1p11ne to
which rallwaj workers were subjected by the railway companles.

A large section of Scottish railway workers nevertheless belonged

to the 'aristocracy of labour'. 'Certain classes of them occupy

a unique position. Their skill is both specialized and localized

... Work is hard but wages are high. The men in the higher grades

- first, second,third class engine-drivers and guards - live in

gond houses and have bank' accounts. James Mavor, The Scottish Rail=-
way Strike, 1891 (Edinburgh, 1891), pp. 49-50.

2. Kkeport of the Glasgow Trades Council, 1870. ‘ :

'Tue Council are of the opinion that a wide field of usefulness is open
to the churches in this direction, in denouncing the great amount of
unnecessary work now done by public companies in our midst, the share-
holders of which are, we believe, in very many cases, strong stoop3

of the church. We hear a good deal about the carelessness of working
men about matters of this kind, of church attendance and such like,

may we be allowed to hint that working men have also their own ideas
about the way in which the churches, as watchmen, perform their duties, .
and would, we feel certain, be more rcady to attend to the otdlnances
of re11g1on if they saw more faithfulness in matters of that kind'.

Ibid,, 1882, : ~ '

1. It was very unusual for labour organisations to organise Sugday

3. The following amendment received littla support: 'That as the Temperance.
R party are pledged to support Temperance men as Town Counclllorshwi
cannot co-operate with such parties in as much as we cousider t i hts -
the right men for Councillors are those who will represent tgfn;uggh
of labour, whether tempcrance men or not'. Hxnutes of the,n |
Trades Conneil, 22 February 1870. ‘ : PRI
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the Glasgow Trades Council was considering putting up an independent
labour eandidate a member of the Council helped to thwart'this move
by deciering'that his 'religious principles' would not allow him‘to
support a Parliamentary candidate wﬁo was a secularist.1

During the period from 1860 to the end of the century the Glasgow,
Edinburgh and Aberdeen Trades Counci}s were the oply Scottish ones ﬁhich .
survived the ups—and-dow;s of the tradee cycle. 1In Dundee,'Kirkeald;,;:
Greenock‘“Feisiey and Kilmarnock in the same peridd;Trade'Cedheilébrbée5
and fell with the alternatlon of booms and slumps in industries in those-
CommunltLES.‘ Then in the 1880s and 1890s new Trades Founclls sprang up
in many industrial commun1t1es, and these were either promoted or supp-
orted by local L1bera1 newspapers whose editors preferred trade union
agitation to state interference in the ecoaomy.2 In the 1880s dnd
1890s the Glasgow and Aberdeen Trades Councils came increasingl ' under
the influence of the socialists and the 'mew unionists'.” The 'new
unionists' were usually more class-conscious than the skilled artisans,

and they were more susceptible to socialist and secularist propaganda.3

1. Glasgow Sentinel, 6 December 1873.-

2., The Falkirk Trades Counc11 was assxsted in its formation in 1890 by’
the Falkirk Herald, a Liberal newspaper, through sympathetic notices.
and comments. Then in 1892 the Trades Council was bitterly attacked

by the Falkirk Herald for advocating 'collectivism'..

3. 'There was a large and 1ncre351ng amount of Sabbath desecration goxng on
in their midst, and large and increasing multitudes were mnot app;y&ng the

Sabbath to religious uses at all; and that even among the church-going
classes a change was taking place in the manner of Sabbath observance,
which woild seem to indicate a ruining sense ot religious oblxgaclon in
connection with the day. Influences are to be found all around, s
iety and in the press, which tended to break down the re11r1ousdch2; che
acter of that day, and these influences were telling on the min Sf
people in a very marked degree, Report of the Glasgow ang;g%ﬁﬁ373—34‘
.Scotland Workine Men's Sabbath Protecticn Assgciation, 19°/

e

in soc™ ..
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But the greater willihgnéss,of the 'new unionists' to advocate state
intexferehoe in the economy widened tho gulf between the labouring ;
poor and the dissenting‘Presbyterian Cﬁurcheé. At the same time, the
leaders of the Trades Councils became increasingiy critical of the:
Presbyterian Churches.?

The disestablishment crisis coincided with a new wave of Scouttish
1abour militancy and ;he’emergence of a‘héightenea form of class=-. =
cohsciouédessr' Oné‘importanﬁ consequence was that the Church@s'asr
a whole displayed a hew ond octive's&moathy for the labouring poor,i
In 1 89 the Glasgow Pfesbftery_of the Established Church set up a4‘
coﬁmission on 'the Housinngf the Poor in relation to their Social
Condition',z and in 1891‘Principa1 Rainy, a leading Free Churchman,
defended railway strikers at a mass meeting in Edinbo;gh and moved

a resolutlon approving of ‘a ten hour day' 3

1. 'At the meeting held in the evening of the day of the conference,
a deputation from the Arbroath and District Trades Council ex-
pressed their views on the bearing of the social condition on -
the religious life of the people. It was urged that many of the
working classes were helpless in the matter of improving their
condition, and the church should assist them. A reason given for

not attending church was that ministers showed no interest in the

social welfare of the poor. When asked in what direction the
~ - church could in a corporate capacity help, the answer. given was,

by relieving poverty', Report of the Commission on the Religious

Condition of the People in Proceedings of the leneral Assembly of
the Church of Scotland, 1892 pp, 976- 77. :

2. Glasgow Presby*ery minutes, 9 January 1889. A.J. Hunter, the sec-=

retary of the Glasgow Trades Counc11 was appointed as one of the'

commissioners. . . . N

3. P.C. Simpson, op.cit.,“pp. 104-8.,

-
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By 1890.the Established Church had moved to the 'left', and this

- development was reflécted in the recommendations of the report of the
'Conmission on the Housing of the Poor in relation to their Social Con-
dition'. A farticulariy 'soéiaiist' rccommeﬁdation of the commission
was the proposal to form léboﬁr colonies to cdpe with the problem of
the unemployed.l A major factor in the new and active sympathy for

the 1aboufing_poor on the'par: of the Established Church was the dis-
establishment crisis.2 This sympathy for the labouring‘poor was at
least partially motivated by thé persistent taunts by Free Church clergy=-
.men and Liberal politicians that the Established Church was Tory through
and through. But the soéigl gQI} between the Establiéhed Church and the

labour movement was so strong that the two institutions were incapable

of working together. The Established Church was widely believed to Be

1.Vhen the Glasgow Independent labour party published their municipal
programme in 1893, the programme contained the demand for 'municipal
1ahour enlonies to serve as cutlets for the unemployed'. Clasgow
Echo, 5 July 1893, The Glasgow Echo was a Lib-lab weekly newspaper,
-1893-5, launched by the labour movement in response to a lock-out
of typographlcal workers.

2.See the Reports of the Church of Scotland on the Religious Condition
of the People 1n the 1890s. The Established Church broadly shared the
same social and religious values as the Free and United Presbyterian
churches, and they also provided their own savings-banks for working
people. See the Reports of the Barony Congregation, Glasgow of the
Church of Scotland, 1852-1900. The Established clergy's failure to
attract the support of the labour aristocracy and the labouring poor

was a consequence of their widely assumed toryism and lack of evan-
gelical zeal,
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soft towarde Toryism and the liquor trade,1 and the Scottish labour
movement was unlversally sprathetlc towards the temperance movement.,
Moreover, when the Establlshed Churchmen attacked the dlssentlng
Presbyterlans and 1dent1f1ed them with Scottish leer311°m3 they
were cutting themselves off from the le—Labs in the labour move=-
ment. Thchcryisﬁ of thc Ectablisched clergymen, whether real or
imagined,'preyenteo ther trom‘makiog any impect on -the consciousneos
of.labour activiets. |

The 'superior’ artisans who dominated the Scottish Trades Councils
down to the 18805 were overwhelmingly Lib;Lab in their political sym-=
pathies. The dlssent1na ;fesb;torlans had attracted worklng class
support in the first place by the systematxc 1ncu1cat1on of the1r

social and religious values into the consciousness of workxng people,

and Thomas Chalmers had been quick to size up the importance of

1. 'If we take the question of temperance we find the convenor of the

Church committee confessing with something akin to despair that

the movement meets with very little sympathy in the church., Com-
‘pare this with the statistics of the dissenting Churches, and we ,
are forced to the conclusion that the national Church has identified
itself with the maintenance of the liquor trade. ~But what can be
expected to result from Assembly speeches on the social question
when leaders of the church cast their votes continually for Torylsm
“pure and simple?' Glasgow Echo, 26 May 1893,

2. Scottish socialists of all tendencies campaigned against the liquor
trade., In Glasgow the Social Democratic Federation organised a lec~-
ture ‘in 1885 on 'the Duty of socialists in relation to the Liquor
Traffie', Justice, 10 January 1885, '

3. See Scottish Standard organ of the Establlshed Church, 19 March 1892-

b, Tor the number of Establlshed and dissenting Presbyterian ¢1ergymen
~ who voted Tory and Liberal in the general election of 1868 (the last
general election before the secret ballot) sce James Kellas, Hodern
Scotland since 1870 (Edinburgh, 1968), p. 264. The voting f;gures

»f the
in that election dramatically underllned the Toty Sympdtﬂleq o

rgymen .
Established and the Liberal sympathiecs of the dissenting clergyme?: .
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influencing a minorify of pacemakers in local commixnities.1 Pefhaps
even more importantly Thoﬁas Chalmers and the Free Church provided an
economic rationalelfor the Scottish labour aristocracy by justifying
the abolition of the Corn Laws, emigfation, f;ee‘trade and laissez-
faire economics on moral grounds.2 So long as 'affluent' working
people in labour organisations accepted and ﬁropagated Pre#byteriaﬂ
values there was no real danger of 'the classe danéereuse' seriodsly
threafening the estabiished social‘order."The dangef‘céﬁe wheh tﬂe'
Lib-Labs in the Trades Councils were challenged from the insidé by
socialists aad 'new uniqnists';_ By the 188bs the socialist challenge
on a whole range of issues - Sabbath qbservance; emigration, thrift
and laissez-fairg economics = weakened the political alliance between

the dissenting Presbyterians, the Scottish Liberal Party and the labour

1. Dr. Chalmers argued that 'the secondary influence of Christianity
goes a great way further than its primary or direct influence. For
every individual whom it converts, it may, by its reflex operation,
civiiise a hundred. We have the palpable exemplification of this in
Sabbath-schools, where a few weeks from their commencement, we may
perceive a decency, and a docility, and an improved habit of clean=-
liness and order, lorg before there is ground for the assurance,
that even so much as one of the pupils has yet been Christianized.,
And what is true of children in a school, is alike true of grown-
up people in a parish = where the regularities of Sabbath observ=-
ation, and the humanizing influence of ministerial attentions, and
the general recognition of what is right, and reputable, and seemly,
have all been in force, perhaps a century ago, and been handed down
with increasing effect, from generation to generation. Thomas
Chalmers, Political Economy in Connection with the Moral Prospects
(Glasgow, 1845(, pp. 426~/ Protessor of Divinity in the University
of Edinburgh and ﬂalthusxan, Thomas Cnalmers was the founder of the
Free Presbyrerian Church in 1843,

"2, Ibld., ps 253, p. 383 -6 pp. 434-8 and p. 500. 'If wages be low.

it is because labour, or the number of labourerq, is in excess'.
Ibldo » Do 512.
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movement, By the 1890s the Lib-Lab alliaepe had been shattered;
and the labour movement, as well as challenging laissez-faire
écohomics, attackediPresb&tefian values,

Scottish Liberalism aﬁq dis;enting Presbyterianisﬁ‘represented
a common cultural and intellectual ﬁhenomenon;and they were linked

together Ly an uacompromising bourgeois ideology., 1

By providing

the 'labour aristocracy’' of artisans with a’body of economic doctrine .
which was compatible with trade union organisation, the.Free Church -
helped to separate the aitisans‘from the mass of the labouring poor. v. ;
The Scottish Republican clubs were, for example, composed of 'thé
very clite of the skiiléi arti;;;s', and a pfom{nentlﬁemberﬁof the

Edinburgh Republican club and advanced Liberal Association was sim-

ultaneously a leader-writer on the weekly Edinburgh Daily Review, a

Free Church organ.zl In every town there was a"fioating mass of
shivering.shirtléss and shoeless Humaﬁity'; and even in times of

mass unemployment the possessing classes made a distinction between
the unemployed labourers and the respectable unemployed artisans.3

Iﬁ 1867 an ihfluent{al daily newspaper suggested that the crons.of
'the poo:' at the Edinburgh soup kitchens could 5e controlled by res-
pectable unzmployed artisans 'who would be glad to act as queue police

for a moderate remuneration'.4 ‘That such a proposal was made at all

1, '"In Scotland, the most striking symptom of a general radicalism was
not any political demand, but chaste electoral behaviour, Bribery
was almost unknown there, and Scottish tenants, unlike English, had
been known to voie "almost in a body” agalust thelr laadlords, -
according to the Hartington committee'. John Vincent, op.cit., p.48.

. X . ” i t
2. W.li. Marwick, 'Two Unorthodox Alumni of Aberdecn', Aberdeen University
Review, No. 91, 1944, p. 234.

3. Edinbursh Evenina Courant, 19 January 1867,

(2 d
— e

”

4. Edinburgh Evening Courant, 22_JanuaryV1867°‘,‘

. . o )
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in 1867 was indicative of very severe unemployment. and poverty, as
the skilled artisans were normally expected to provide fof the con=
tingency of'unemployment By thrifﬁ and saving. By 1891 the advanced
Liberals used the fact of.yofking class 'thrift and forethought' as
an argument against 'state insurance for old ;ge'.l

In 1892 che Scottish Labour Party and the Scottish Trades Councils
Labour Party contested che general election on a socialist programme
which included the derund for the eight hour day by Parliamentary
enactment, This development forced the Lib-Labs further to.the "lefe!
and strengthened the 'irreligious elements' in the labour movement., As-

the Presbyterian values of the laissez-faire economics had hung together

a fundamental challenge to one inevit;bly struck at the foundations of
the other.? When the Roman Catholic clergy called on Irish immigrants
and their desrendants to join trade unions in the West of Scotland,

and simultaneously attacked the obser?ation of the Sabbath they were
unwittingly helping to destroy working class adherence to the traditional
values of advanced Liberalism and Sabbatarianism.3 ' |

The growth ofrthe Glasgow, Aberdeen and Edinburgh Trade Councils, and

the growth of a relatively large number of new Trade Councils were a pro-

1. Claszow Weekly Mail, 5 Deéember 1891,

2. 'A coumonplace politician is mainly ignorant of the connection which
obtains between the religion of a people and the various civil and’
economical blessings which follow in its train. This single lesson,
"if but prized and proceeded on as it ought, were to him the greatT

s
”~
eet enlargament of pelitical wisdom; and numercus are the practical

corollaries whick flow from it. Thomas Chalmers, op.cit., PDe 434~5.

3, Clasgow Observer, 23 March 1891,

-
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duct of organisation among the unskilled and semi-skilled workers.
A large number of the 'new unionists' were Roman catholics who had
been encouraged by the catholic clergy to join and organise themselves

into trade unions from the mid-1880s onwards, and who were assisted

by the advent of the weekly Glasgow Observer and Cétholic Herald in =

1885. The representatives of the hitherto unorganized workers in the
Trades Councils lacked the reverence of the artisans fér 'the Covénantiﬁg.
spirit' and Calvinist ethos’ of Scottish labour organisétions, and when a
few workers attended a meeting of the Scottish‘Tfades Council Labour
Party in 1891 'under the %nflugEFe of drink' the Presbyterian traditioms
of Scottish labour were'being flaunted for the first time.

The better-off miners, who had hitherto been predominantly involved
in revivalism in so far as they had dealings with the Church, were
increasingly involved in the new congregations set up by the Frée Church
in the 1830s and 1890s. This developﬁent was made possible by the growth -
of the 'butty system' and the acquisition of privately owned houses by
niners who had lived in the coalowners' tied housesiin\the mid-Victorian.
period.1 At the same time as the miners became better orgenised in the
late Victorian period, they met in halls and committee rooms instead of
meeting in publiec parks and at pit-heads. This, in turn, was the reason

why drunken delegates appeared for the first time in many decades at

1. See the chapter on 'the Miners' County Unions, 1866-1900".
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meetings of Scottish working class crganisations.xé Yep.the miners'
leaders (as distinct‘from the rank-and-file) were both religious2 men
and temperance advof:ates.3 So wideséread was the Presbyte:ian influence.
tha£ the leaders of the Sécigliét League in Glasgow were often hampered
by the funfavourable' views of thé‘clergy,a aﬁd in 1885 iames Mavor, the
secretary'of the Clasgow branch of the League, wrote to eriticise his

London associates for wuking 'injudicious' criticisms of religion.5

when the edi;or of the Glaspgow Weekly Herald in a critical review
of Cpntingntal socialism argued that 'our Presbyterianism’ Ead 'né part
in dynamite or infernal machines' he was unéware of the influénce of
“the foreign Jewish taildfs and-:igar wquers and’Romaﬁ catholié niners -
~and dockers in the Glasgow Trades»Cpuﬁcil‘who were supporting the cém-

paign against a foundation-stone of Presbyterianism,'Sabbatarianism.6

The transformation which had taken place in the labour movement was

1. In July 1890 the Larkhall Miners' Association, who were troubled
by the problems created drunken delegates, passed a resolution
thus: 'That every member of the committee, who in the opinion of
a majority of the committee, is under the influence of drink and
incapable of conducting himself in a proper manner should be re=-
quested by the chairman to withdraw.' Minutes of the Larkhall
Miners' Association, 29 July 1890,

2. J.D, MacDougall, 'The Scottish Coalminers', Nineteenth Centu:z
and After, December 1927, p.781.

.3, R. Smillie, My Life for Lébour (London,A1924), PpPe, 72-3.

4., Manuseript Report of the Glaspow branch of the Socialist League,
1856-1886, International Institute of Social History, Amsterdam-

5, Sorcialiat Jeague Archives,

6. The Jewish workers were revolutionaries who_had rejected thelrtgyz
religious leaders. See‘Arbeiter Freind, 25 July 1896., I owe S
reference to my friend Dr. Joseph Buckman,.




302.

shown in 1894 when the Aberdeen Trades Council campaigned for the

- Sunday opening of museums and galleries.1

In 1899 the Glasgow Trades '

Council,2 together with the Secular Society, the Irish National League

and local socialist organisations, sent a deputation to the Town Council

to ask them to open 'the People's Palace on Sundays'.3 A counter de-

putation of Presbyterians and the decision of the Town Council to keep

the People's Palace closed on Sundays deepened the gulf between the

one hand and the labour movement on the other.

Presbyterian Churches and the Liberal dominated Town Council on the

The indigenous leaders of Scottish labour were deeply influenced

by the Presbyterian milieu, and Calvinism, with its émphasis on 'sturdy

4 . . 3 . .
independence' was a formidable barrier frustrating the acceptance of

collectivist Joctrines by the majority of ordinary working people.5

Even the leaders of the S¢cialist League and the Social Democratic

’ - . . . . ] . 3 6
Federation were assoclated in the popular consciousness with Fenianism,

1.
2.
3.
4,

3.

6.

Aberdeen Trades Commcil Minutes, 4 May 1894,

Report of Glasgow Trades Council, 1899, p. 15,

Labour Leader, - 2 September 1899,

Report of the Free Church Deacon's Association of Glasgow, Glasgow,

1899, p. 10.

Walter Kendall claims that Scottish marxism was strengthened by 'the
Calvinist tradition of Scottish history'.
“In fact marxism and labour reformism were badly inhibited by Presby-

Kendall, op.cit., p.1035.

terianism; and Irish and Roman catholics belonged to the Glasgow,
Falkirk and Edinburgh branches of the S.D.F.

'William Nairne conveyed such an impression of integrity that he was taken

to task by a Glasgow policeman, hailing, like Willie, from the north
country, as to why.he, a respectable man, shou
Fenians', James Leatham, Glasg

ow in the Limelight (Turiff, n.

William Nairne was the secretary of the Glasgow branch of the S.D.F.

Willinm Norris said he had put him 'through the gateChiSm
your Scottish Kirk-session fashion, don't you thin
William Norris and the Ea

1d consort with a lot of
d.,) p.78.

a bit, after

x?' John Bruce Glaiser,

Movement (London,

p.31.

rlv Days of the Sncialis;

e e ———————————

1921)
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and the accession of new branches in the coalmining areas could only
be accomplished by allowing the innovation of socio-political sermoné.1
In 1892 the secretafy of the Dunfermline Trades Councii informed Sidney
Webb that Presbyterién re;pectability had restricted the growth of trade
unionism locally.2
‘If the Presbyterian artisans in the Scottish labour movement had
been temperange advocates in the mid-Victorian period, they and the
'new unionists' subsequiently intensified their commitment to temperance,
thrift and self-help as socialist ideas gained»influence and kept the
labour mevement to the 'left' of the labour movement in England. The
Scottish labour leaders ﬁraditional conmitment to collective self-help,
and their increasing alienation from the middle class advanced Libérals )
in the late Victofian period, resulted in the labour movement's moré
intense desir: to adopt socialist solutions to working)class social
problems. 0f all the social problems facing working class Scots, drunkenness
was the dominant one which obsessed working ciass leaders and Churchmen alike.
The 'high volume of drunkenness and disorder wbich %ark(ed) Scottish
étatistics so unfavourably as compared with those of other countries'3
created a social gulf between the majority of the working classes and the

unrepresentative minority who made up the labour movement. In the 1860s

1. Justice, 18 April 1885,

2. Thomas Don to Sidney Webb, 14 November 1892.

3. Falkirk Herald, 15 December 1900.
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and 1870s ehe Trades Councils had moved from calling for Permissive
Billsl.to advocacy of the.eeed for Local Veto in the following decade.2
By the 1890s. they Had separated themselves from the Presbyterian Church
by agitating for the municipalisation of the 4rink trade.3 In 1885, and
in contrast to the English members of the Social Democratic Federation,
the Scots argued that it was'the duty' of socialists to 'uee their in-
fluence to put a stop to the drink trade'.4 .In 1895 the President of tﬁe

Scottish Trades Union Congress advocated 'collectivism and temperance' as

the cure for working class social and political problems;5 and the differ~ .

ence between Scottish labour leaders in relation to the drink problem

revolved around the most effective means of tackling the problem. But

while most of the activists in the Trades Councils and the Scottish Trades .

Union Congress continued to advocate temperance, a vital factor in alien-
ating the Scottish branches of the Social Democratic Federation from
H.M. Hyndman and the other English elements in London was the Scots'

fundamentalist opposition to the consumption of alcohol.
. AY

1. North British Daily Mail, 4 April 1872,, 22 April 1875; Minutes of
" the Edlnburgh Trades Counc11 .3 September 1878.

2. VNorth British Daily Mail, 26 April 1883 M1nutes of the Aberdeen »
: Trades Ccuncil, 6 August 1883. B < ‘

.3. North British Daily M411 4 July 1893; Minutes of the Aberdeen Trades
Counc11 5 July 1893 Annual Report of the Glasgow Trades Counc11, 1896.

4. Justxce, 10 January 1885.
5. Annual Report of the Scottlsh T.U. C., 1897, P. 13.

6. T, Bell, Pioneering Days (London 1941) p. 42. |
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There was an apparent pafadox in the fact that the Scottish
artisans were ﬁo the 'left' of their English coUﬁterparts from
1867-1868 onwards. In contrast to the English labour activists,
the Scots participated in Chﬁrch life and accepted some Presbyterian
social values. However, the really important aspect of the Scots'. R i
“acéeptéﬁée‘of some.Presbyteriaﬁ spcial values was the essential T
ambiguity of their Church.involveménc and interpretation of self-
hélp.

In the mid-Victorian period, when the Scottishvlabduf movement 1 .
was made up of 'superior' aftisans, the Scots were only to the 'left'
" of the English‘artiéans in the sénse‘that they were able to éampaign
fqr a more advanced programme of social and.political reform withoué
weakening the Liberals' gri? on the Scottish electorate. Moréerr,
since Scottish working people unambiguously accepted more individualist
interpretatiqns of self-help and Presbyterian teaching, the unrepresentative
minerity who made up the labour mo;emept rgcogﬁised their inaBility to
muster very much electoral support for iAAependent working class candidates.
With the advent of socialist ideas and the 'néw unionism' in the 1880s,
the changed cemposition of the labour movement was an important element
in weakeniné Presbyterién influences in the working class movement.

In the 18605, 1870s and 1880s most of the leaders of Scottish labour
were involved in kfestterian Church activity, and the leading figures of.
“the GlaSROQ Trades Councils - R;C;lbranﬁ, A.J. Hunter and John Battgrsby

S . ) ‘ ' s Wwilliam
- were deeply involved in their Presbyterian Churches. In Aberdeen Wil

e ————————
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Leys,1 Georée Taylor,2 Ceorge Bisset,3 Donald Young,4 Oliver Cray,5
" Charles Stopani,6 John I. Wilscn,7 James Clark,8 James C. Thompson,9
and Robert Gilbert10 were Simultaneously involved in Church activity
as elders, precentors and deacons as weil as in the work of‘the Trades
‘Council. As the 'new unionists' belonging to the unskilled and semi-

skilled increasingly dominated the affairs of the Trades Councils and

the Scottish Trades' Union Congress f£rcm the carly 18905 onwards, the
older artisan leaders like R.C. Grant and John Battersby 2ropped out

. of -activity altogethér; In Aberdeen the leaders of the Trades Council v - -
_ PREUTURUS § U o120 | 13
in the 1890s such as William Diack, William S. Rennie, James Leatham,

| 14 e Lo |

and John W. Annand =~ had no Church connections; and in the Glasgow Trades
Council the new generatiou of artisans joined with the unskilled and semi-
skilled delegates, whether they were Roman catholic or uninvolved in

Churches at all, in challenging Presbyterianism by campaigning against

gabbatarianisi and for the nmunicipalisation of the drink trade.

i, In Memoriam (Aberdeen, 1907), pp. 84-6.

"2, 1bid., 1911, p. 132,

3. Aberdeen Daily Journal, 22 March 1917.

4., In Memoriam (Aberdéen, 1903), pp. 261;2..
5. Ibid., 1911, pp. 61-2.

‘6. 1bid., pp.-128-9.

7. Ibid., 1912, pp. 160-1. 

8. Ibid., 1895, pp. 141-2.

9. 1bid., 1904, pp. 130-1.-
10. Ibid., 1902, pp. 49-50. | |
11. Aberdeen Press and Journal, 2 Apfil 1942.

(Aberdeen, 1824), p. 54.

12, In Momoriarn

B e e ———

13. Aberdeen Press and Journal, 22 December 1945.
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The Scottish and English Labour Movements, 1866-1900: A Comparison, -

A major feature of mid-Vicoorian Britain Qas, in the opinion of
Professor Harold Pefkin, the institutiooéiisation ofithe’working class
and the willinoness of working class leaders to acquiesce in 'the middie?'

class ideal'.li But if the Br1t1sh labour movement had been 1nst1tut10na1-_“
. lsed workiug class leaders had at least succeeded in modlfylng the ooweo
of capltal.2 Moreover, the vacilliations and inconsistencies of British
working closs leaders, whether real or apparent, and their ambiguous
vrelationéhips with middle class Liberal leaders, often obscured the
cxtent to which they were sometimes acutél& avare of thoir distinct
interests and class identity.3

| iiberalism ha& been o.formidable force in Scottish politios since
1832, 4 and the electoral weakness of Toryism before the Reform Act of‘

1868 was passed influenced the worklng class response to the challenge

of the Reform crisis of 1865-1866. In the general election of 1857 .

1. H. Perkin, The Origins of Modern English Society 1780-1880
" (London, 1969), p. 380.

2. E.P. Thompson, 'The Peculiarities of the Engllsh' Socialist
Rerister (Londen, 1965), p. 343.

3. 'One céﬁﬂhnderstand neither the movements nor the men of the mid-
Victorian Labour movement if the ambivalent attitudes cf the
workmen are not understood. Liberalism at the front of the
mind, and old working class sentiments and traditions at the

. back of it, produced the characteristic vacillations and in-
concictencies, '’ R, Harrienm, annrp the Socialists (London,

1965), p. 207. - >

4.’ H. Hanham, Elections and Party Mananenent (London, 1959), pp-
155-69,




308..

the}Scdttish Liberals gained 39 of the 53 Parliameﬁtary seats and the
Tories failed to.gain even one seat in a Burgh constituency; -and the
same pattefn was repeated in the ggﬁeral election of 1859 except tﬁat ;
the Liberals gained an additional seat in a rural constituency. Then
in 1865 the Liberals increasedvthgir Parliamentary representaﬁion to 43,
and the Torles were }eftywi:h only 10 seats in rural constituenciés.v
Scottish Liberalism expegiehced no deci;ivé change before 1886-and
" during the general elections of 1886 and 1892 the ToricS‘(as distinct -
" ¢rom the Liberal-Unionists) gaiﬁed only 12 and 10 of the 72 Scottish
sea;s. The Scottish Tories failed agaln and again to make any impact
on td, burghs, and, 1n the absence of the electoral pa;ts they made with
the Liberal-Unionists, would have remained an iusignificant electoral
force.1

This Liberal pfedominance was, in 1868, the key factor in defiwing
the role of the Scottish Division of the League.- By contrast with thle
English, the Scpttish Division of the Reform League was dominated by
middle class advanced LiBeralism'rather than by artisan.tfadc unionists.
In Englaﬁd the secret agreement between the Liberal Whips and some key
trade union leaders resulted,in Liberal candidates being promoted in
small Tory held‘burghs at the expense of ihdépendent working class

candidates.

1. T. Wilkie, The Representatlon of Scotland (Pals]Ly, 1895),
_pp. 9-15. -~

™
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Thé Scbttish l&bour mcvement was to the 'leﬁﬁ' of the Englisﬁ
one in 1868 in so far as theiformer adopﬁed a more radical, class
conscious election programme. - Since the Liberal ?arty was a loose
coalition and since most. Scottish working people belonged to a co- f
hesive communlty and shared the social values of the possess1n° classes, :
the mlnorltv of Liberal candidates who accepted the Scottlsh ;orkers
programne could do so w1thput endangering Liberal electoral prospects.
The conditions which made it possible for the Scottish labour movement
to adopt a more 'left-wing' programme than its English counterpart in
1868 simultaneously made it impossible for the Scottish iabour rovement
to feel optimistic about their own'préspects of mustéring much»elecforal
support for independent working class candidates. Moreovef, the‘split
in the labour movement between the a;tisans and the miners was a major
factor.which contributed to Alexander MacDonald's withdrawal from the
contest in Kilmarnock in 1868: Fufthermore, there were few Scottish
(as distinc; from Engiish) miners who possessed the vote in.1868, and
this was a factor which encouraged tﬁe Liberals to ignore the.agitatiéd_

for direct labour representation in Parliament.
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By the eérly 1870s, whén'the English}Liberéls were préparing to
forge the Lib-Lab pact at the Parliamentary level, the Scots had no
tradition of oppbsing the Liberals in Parliamentafy elections by
putting up independent working class candidates. The.lack of such ..
é traditiqn’gontributéd to the Liberals' insensitiyity and'opP9§iéioﬁ"‘ 
to the agitation for a Lib-Lab Parliamentary pact.

It could, therefore, be argued that the Scotfish were to the 'ieft;
of the English in 1868 in'so far as a minority of Liberal candidates
accepted the Scottish workers programme. Moreover, sinceVScottish
labour activists could contribute to the process of strengtheni}g
the middle class advanced Liberals who wvere edging out their Libefai
opponents in such urban centres as Glasgow, the class antagonisms that
they felt were both exp;essed and contained within the framewcik of
Liberalism. In so far as the.Scottish Liberals were insensitive to
the demands of tue labour movement from the 1860s onwards, there was
a‘continuity'of 'right-wing' Liberalism. By the early 18703 fhe
Scottish Liberals were to the 'right"dfvﬁheir Epglish counterparts'
in the sense that they had no sympathy for the agitations for eifher
an alteration of the law affecting trade unions or Jirect labour rep-
resentation at the Parliamentary level. Such a éattern was to péﬁsist

well into the twentieth century.

-
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There was a total absence of small Tory held burghs in Scotland,

and the Scottish Division of the Reform League as well as the Scottish
Trades Councils developed a programme 6f social and economic demands.
which was in advance of‘the English ﬁrogramme. Bﬁt if the Scottish
labour'movement was to the 'left' of'its English counterpaft, the
Scottish middle class Liberals were to the 'right'of the English.
The absence of Scottish working cléss candidates in 1868, together
with the comparati;e weakness of trade unionism, were nrobably major.
factors in persuading the middle class Libérals not t2 proﬁo;e Lib-
.Lab Parliamentaty candidates in ;he mid-Victorian period. |
There was only a tiny minority of English wminers who had the
" yote in 1874;1 most of the miners who were registered voters by
then were located in fhe‘conétituency of Morpeﬁh; and they would not
have beéomé registéred voters at all without the encouragément aﬁd
active.assistahce.of middle clasé advanced’LiberalsAsuch as Dr. James
Trotter, W.E. Adams and Joseph Cowan.? 1In so far as one can judge
from thé éurviving Scottish evidence,vit would seem that few mihgrs
had thé vdte in ﬁhe mid-Victorian perio&.' There is cefﬁainiy né
evi&énce to sdégest that they formed a'méjority of voters in a sirgle
constitdency§ and tﬁeir iack 6f elecﬁéfal_inflﬁenéérwds one factor
which aéccuhted for the absence of a Lib—Lab Parliamentaryvpact lﬁtér
on.“An equally, if not more, important factor was the ScottiSh Liberals'

intransigent oppositiun to the notion of promoting Lib-Lab Parliamentary

¢}
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fann and lis Times (London, 1956), p. 321.
Tcat Lavoui Leader (Loadon, 1508), pp. 124-9.
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candidates: a pattern which was to persist beyond the end of the

nineteenth century.

Republican symuathies were common in the Scottish labour movement
in the early 1870s, though Peter Heneritta was the only leader of the
Glasgow Trades Council who had known Republicaﬁ sympathies.1~ By con=
trast the Edinburgh Trades Council was administered by Repuﬁlicans, and
they were frequently accused of alienating important trade unions by
using the Council as a front organisation for promotinz Republican-
“doétrines.- A fairly typical accusation was voiced by the printers' ...
uniont,

A local election instantly transforms the Council into
a democratic election committee; the marriage of a
reigning family reveals the real tendency of the men;
the visit of a free-thinking Republican lecturer is
hailed with delight, and his sage utterances pass from
lip to lip as morsels of unsurpassing sweetness;
Comnunist insurgents are sympathised withzn their -
most objectionable transactions; and the doctrine
enunciated, that until there is a univeral Republic
the world can never enjoy the blessings of peace'.2

Though the Scottish working class leaders, whether they were
Republicans or not, inconsistently and haltingly attempted to assert
their political independence from the Liberal Party, there is no
evidence that they lhad connections with the London-based Land and

Labour League.3 Emigration had been a prominent feature of Scottish

social life since the early nineteenth century, and the psychological

acceptance of emigration had a major influence on culture and imaginative

1. Glasgow antlnel ‘15 June 1872; Scotsman, 5 September 1873,
2. Scottish Typevranhlcal Circular, “Vol. 3, 1 July 1871, ‘
3. Harrlqon, op.cit., pp. 215- 46
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liter;ture.1 Trade union leaders, in marked contra§t to their English.
counterpart_s,2 were enthusiastic about the emigration of unempldyed
members. Scottish trade union leaders, depending on whether they were
miﬁers or artisans; quafrelled aboug the methods By which the emigration
of uncmployed working people should be promoted. = The leaders of the
carpenters, iron mouldefs and engineers, with their secure funds for
assisting unemployed members to emigrate, were not in sympathy with
the agitation for ;tate-aided emigration. During the general election
05 136§ Fhé miners in the west of Scotland opposed George AndersonQvgbg
advanced Liberal Parliamentary candidate for Glasgow, because of hig
-rehusal to support their demand for state-aided emigration.3 Much later
EliSESﬂﬂélE: the Scottish Tory*joﬁrnal, criticiséd‘the agitation for
state-aided emigration as deterimental to 'the impulses of seif—help'.a

the challenge to the concept of solving working class poverty by

1. 'In the mid-19th century the Scottish literary tradition - the ‘
writing by Scotsmen of fiction and poetry of more than parochial
interest = paused; from 1825 to 1880 there is next to nothing
worth attention. This was also a period of very heavy emigration
- a landslide of neanle away from the Scottish soil, It seems,
prxma faci , likely that the literary break was connected some-~
how with the social force which was then bursting in upon thou-
sands of Scottish lives.' D. Craig, Scottish Literature and the
Scottish People, 1680-1330 (London, 1981), p. 273.

2. 'Emigration, as a cure for unemployment, was a panacea in which
the trade union oligarchy itself had little faith, although as
an established part of their credo, they turned to it on occasion.'
R. Harrison, 'The Land and Labour League', Bulletin of the Inter-

. national Institute of Social Historv, Vol. VIII, 1953, p. 185,

3. Glasgow Sentinel. 12 September 1868,

4. Blackwood's, Vol, CXLVI, No. 885, 1889, p. 48,
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emigration - a challenge mounted by the English Land and Labour League
in the early 1870s - had to wait until the 1880s before it found an echo

in the Scottish labour movement,

But if Scottish working class leaders sometimes raised the question.
of the need for indépendent labour politics in the mid-Victorian period
in a somewhat desultory way, there was subsequently a much more sustained
agitation for independent labour representation. In the opinion of
G.D.H. Cole the intervention of the Scottish Land Restoratlon League in
the general electxon of 18385, together with John Burns s contest at
Nottingham, represented 'the pioneer battles for 1ndependent labour

. 1 - . L] * il ' [
represencatlon'. Certainly something significant had happened in
Scottish politics, and Dr. Fred-Reid has argued that in the late 1880s
tthe discontent of the working class provided the main basis for
divergence between Scottish and English politics'.2 ~As U.M. Hyndman
put it:

Scotland was the country in which the independent labour
movemeat began ... it seemed probable that Scotland, by
far the best educated portion of the United Kingdom, would
come to the front and take the lead in the political arena
on behalf of the disinherited class. That I know(What the
hope and ambition then, not only of Graham and Hardle and
Burgess, but of many who have since fallen into the muddy
wavs of capitalist Liberalism,

In practice the break with Liberalism in 1885 was not so complete, either

organisationally or ideologically, as has often been imagined.

1. G.D.H. Cole, British Working Class Politics, 1832-1914 (London,
. 1941), p. 100,
2. Tred Reid, The Early Life and Pol1t1cal Development of James
Keir Hardle 1856-1892, Ph.D. thesis, Oxford, 1969, p. 199.
3. H.M. Hyndman, Farther Peminiscencps (T.ondon, 1912), pp. 242~43,
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There was in the Engiish labour movement ffom Fhe 1860s onwards a
conflict 'within individuals as well as within movements' between 'the
desire to be assimilated and the urge to indeéendence' from Libgralism.1 %
In Scotland,.too, there were very few individuals who were untouched by
inconsistent and 'contradictory' at;itudes towards Liberalism, In 1885
J. Shaw Maxwell; at the same time as he was fighcing as a hand and Labour ?,
candidate in Glasgow, told the Linlithgow Liberal Association that ?fhe R
present century would be remembered because of thglg:ea;fleg}§}a§jvg'::‘.';L’
achievements of the Libéral Parliament'. 'During the course of a long
address on the programme of advanced Liberalism in which he ignoréd‘aﬁy
reference to socialism or even land nationalisation, he emphasised the
need for land reform.2 Then in 1895, when he was fighting in the same
Glasgow constituency as an I.L.P. candidate, he said he had bejn fighting
the cause of 'aggressive democracy' éince 1885. By then he was\aréuing
that 'both parties weré capitalist', and that the fight was now between
"those who had property and those who had none'.3 Yet by the turn of
the centufy, he would again gvoké the example of Brightfs aggressive
democracy. |

Moreover, such apparently contradictory attitudes toward§ Liberalism
‘were not confined to 'soft' socialists of the I.L.P. variety. In Maréh, 1353
william Small, a man who was to reﬁain a Social Democrat until hi§ death,

' e . . . 4
formed a branch of the Social Democratic Federatina in Cambuslang; * then a -

few months later Small, Shaw Maxwell and other working class leaders joined

-

.1, R, Harrison, 'The British Working Class and the General Election of
1368', International Review of Social History, Vol. V., 1960, p. 424,

2. Falkirk ticrald, 7 Octcber 1845. ‘ T '

3. North British Daily Mail, 4 July 1895.

4. Justica, 10 January L1885,
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the new.Glasgow Radical Association which had been organised by Dr. Charles

Cameron and the advanced Liberals.! Chisholm Robertson, the miners’ leaﬁer,
élso displayed 'contradictory' attitudes and ambiguities in his relation-
ships with middle class Liberals, Dﬁring his election campaign in
Stirliﬁvshire in 1892, where he was standin§ as a Labour candidate,
he made a blistering attack on A.J. Mundella.2 ‘Yet he had just pfeVﬁ
jously told a worklng class audience that: 'Mr. Gladstone's whole
sympathies were with the workers, but he was hampered and crippled

by his col}eagues,.who were legs in sympathy with the asﬁifations ofbl
”the workers'.Jv Then in 1900, Ey which time the Scots were to tge 'i;ff'
of the English and when John Weir was standing in West Fife as a Labour
candidate, Dr. Bell, a leading figure in the I.L.P, in Glasgoﬁ, told a
meeting of Fife miners that, by sending Weir to Parliament, they could
*foreshadow the better times prophised By John Br:igh;'.4 Clearly, there
were many soclaliéts and Lib-Lab leaders who did not regard political
independence from the Liberal Party as bteing incompatible with adherence
to sohe Liberal values and traditions; and in 1892, when Chisholm
Robertson was fighting as a Parliamentary candidate, he told one
audience that he had been asked 'by his fellow working men to go td
Ldndon to work for them, to raise theﬁ‘iq the social scale'.5 Trade
union agitation and the fight for Parliamentary representation dove-
taiied, and both forms of agitation wefe sean as aspects of self-help.
And sﬁch conceptions ~f self-help vere compatible with Liberalkvalués

and ideology, at least theoretically,

1. North kritish Daily Mail, 23 October 1885,
2. Tbid., 9 July 1892. : ‘

3. 1Ibid., 2 June 1892,
4, Dunfermline Press, 28 July 1900.

5. North British Daily Mail, 9 July 1892,

.
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In the 1880s the English leaders of the S.D.F. saw Gladstonian

Liberalism as the main obstacle to an independent workers' movement and
ithe leaders of trade unionism' as 'the main working class allies of
Clédstone'.1 By 1900 the English leaders of the S.D.F. were less in- .

transigent towards the advanced Liberals, or Radicals as they were some=

times called, and H.M, Hyndman wrote a letter to the Ethical World

announcing his opposition to the decision of the S.D.F. to 'support
3 . . 2 . » . .
certain Radical candidates’'. In Scotland, where Liberalism was to remaln

a formidable force after 1900,3 the soc1a11sts were a b1t firmer in thexr

opposition to the Liberal Party. .J.A. Talt, the secretary of the Soc1311st‘

League, wrote to the secretary of the League in London after the general

election of 1835:

The mob here as elsewhere are, of course, no use, at

least at <he present stage and in Fdinburgh the class

we want to get hold of just now seem from the results

of the recent Parliamentary elections to be far back

indeed and hopelessly cut of reach. FEdinburgh is still .

the home of Whiggery and orthodoxz: Socialism is not yet

respectable enough for it I fear.
The same inconsistent attitudes to Liberalism prevailed as in England;
but the Scottish socialists were confronted with a much more powerful and
socially insensitive Liberal Party.

In 1895 Keir Hardie told ‘the Scottish District Council of the I.L.P.

that they ought to use their votes to 'sweep away from their path the one

obstacle which stood in their way - the historic Liberal Party'.5 A Par-

1. H. Collins, 'The Marxism of the Social Democratic Federation', Essays

in Labour listory 1886-1913, ed. A. Briggs and J. Saville (London, 1971).

P 55,
2, H, Pelling, Origins of the L1bnur Partv (London, 1965), p. 221.
3, J.P. Cornforth and J.A., Brand, 'Scottish Voting Behaviour',
vovernment and 1! Nationalism 1n Scotland ed., J.N, Wolfe (London,
1969),- pp. 17-18.
4. Soc1allst League Archives, International Institute of Social History
Amsterdam.

5., North British Daily Mail, 12 July 1895,




318.

liamentary Sy-election in Edinburgh in 1899 providéd the socialists
with an excuse for asking working people to vote for the‘Tories:
| The policy of sacrificing a minnow to catch a salmon

is as old as the hills,and is well understood by the

Liberal Party ... large numbers of the working class

have been led to believe in it as the Party of progress.
And in 1900 Robert'Brdwn, a Lib-Lab miners' leader, who had eyoked'the
example’bf John Bright while justifyingiJohn Weir's claim as fhé Labour
candidate fof West Tife, said fhe miners in the Lofhians would 'vote Tory
because the Liberals in Fife had op@osed Weir'.z

H'Pctet Burt and'quid MéLardy‘simultdneously belonged ﬁo thc~Sociali§t‘

League;.the Scoftish Land Restoration League and thé Liberal Party in the
1880s, and they frequently lectured for the Scottish Land and Labour League
branches on 'the nationalisation of the land' and 'the naﬁionalisation of
socie:y'.3 By 1895 théy had become fairly orthodox-Ceorgeites and they
opposed the socialist and Lib-Lab candidates by campaigning for orthodox
Liberals.4 It would,however, be a mistake to assume that the ﬁiddle class
Liberals were exempt from-the process of sccial change, of that they were
not influenced by ;he pressures exerted‘by the labour‘movemenf. In 1892,
for example, Robert Brodie, the‘I.t.P. candidate in the College constit-
-uency, told an election neeting :hat the Labour Party 'had helped Dr.
Cameron to make up his mind on Statg iﬁtek%erence witﬁ labour';5 ana,
while Cameron's conversion had taken a lbhg time since he had first been

pressurised by the Glasgow Trades Council in the 1870s, his new attitudes

to labour questions were a reflection of the changes in the composition of

1. Justice, 24 June 1899.

2. Nunfermline Journal, 21 Tuly 1900,
3. Socialist League Archives, -

4. North British Daily Mail, 4 July 1895.
5. 1Ibid., 10 June 1892, )
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both the labour movement and Liberal Party.‘

. Nevertheless Scottish Liberalism was to the 'rxght' of the Engllsh
and Scottish leeral-Unlonlsm also leaned to the r1ght rather than
the 'left'. A few Scottish Liberals were aware of the fact that they
were to the ‘right'.of the Eﬁglish; but, when they lamented err this

fact, they blamed the social conservatism of the electors rather than

their own lack of a 'left-wing' programﬁe. ‘R.B. Haldane, a leadiugi

Seottish 'advanced' Liberal, wrote to a friend from Baden in Gnrmany

To an Engllsh (alu.) p011t1C1an one of the repgrets
of whose life is the difficulty of stirring the
working classes in a free country into action, it
would be anusing were it not pathetic to observe the
terror uf the educated classes at the Social Demo--
cratic movement in Germany. The university has no
notion apparently of throwing itself on to the for-
ward movement with the hope of winning the confidence
of the people and guiding them alright. ... Yet
after all what is the good of all our reading to

us who are in public life if we cannot use it in

the effort with all the strenpth we possess to -

guide the current of opinion among our constlt-

uents.l

He later wrote to A.J. Balfour: 'I am not sure I do not agree with a

good deal of what you concluded on the subject of Liberalism (I hate
the name and call myself 'Progressive’) in Scotland. ﬁut this, not
because I disbeliave in what 6ught to be the cause of my Party, but
because I have not a high opinion of my Scot as a social reformer'.2
R.B. Haldane saw himself as one of the most progressive of the

Scottish Liberals, and he was indeed to the 'left' of many of his

contemporaries., Haldane and Dr. Cameron were both advanced Liberals,

. 1. R.B. Hialdane to Mrs, Ward, 27 May 1890, tialdane Papers, Nat1ona1
: Library of Scotland, MS.5903.
2, 1bid., MS 5904.
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but some advanced Liberals were mofe advanced than others. Dr. Charles
Cameron was moré advanced.than Haldane so far as labour questions were
concerned; but laldane, who had successfully contested Lord ElCho‘s old
consti:uency ln 1885, did not have to confront a militant or well-‘f ' ;
oroanlsed labour movement in hls East Lothlan constltuency.
For the Scottish advanced leerals in 1885 and later the disestablish-
ment of the Church of Scotland and, in constltuenceq where there was no %
organised labour movement, land reform were the main planks of the pr§y- '
ramme of“adyanged reform, lenry Calderwood, a Liberal off1c1a1 whq had. :Al?‘
an office in Edinburgh, wrote to reassure Haldane who was w;rried abo;c
ticw he could best capture and hold the constituency of East Lothian:
I think tﬁe line you propose for yourself is the
- right omne: a clear, quiet, decisive utterance un
" Disectablishment as the expression of Liberalism
in the Church question; and a leading, strong and

earnest pleading for reform of the land laws, as
the main questlons for East Lothian,!

Yet even Haldane s legrallsm changed sllghgly under‘the impact ‘f
events, add in an article he wrote in 1888 he stressed 'a fulfilment
oé the jﬁst obligations of property'.2 Nonetheless 'the obligations
of property’ didknqt lnclude support for the legal eight hour day.
Indeed Haldane thought that the real aim oé.the advocates of 'the’

Eight-Hours question' was to 'raise wages rather than to regulate

hours’;3 and he reminded the readers of the Contemnorarv Review .

that 'politicians must be not only idealists but men of businessf.4

1. Tbid., MS.5902.

2., H.V, Emy, leerals, Radicals and 90c1a1 Polities, 1892-1914. }
/f‘nm‘\vligc 10712 . p. 3—- :

-t o

30 Ibid., p. 40. . - ;5 ‘ :
4, R.B. llaldane, 'The Flght—Hour Quest1on , Contemporary Review,
February 18990, - - e ‘
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Fur many worklng class act1v1sts the disestablishment of the Church

of Scotland was still an important question, and farm servants, who were
invariably leerals, were partlcularly interested in d1seqtab115hment

and land reform. Like the majority of the miners they only gained the
franchise in 1884,land they were not influenced by the Liberal-Unionists.‘
In 1892 farm servants had played‘a decisive role in defeating Arthur
Elliot, the Liberal-Unionist candidate in Roxburgh; and in July T{S.'
Snail wrote: . |

We are §ery disapvointed, and exceedingly for.Mrs. Elliot

and yourself; but the Hinds (in return for all you .did for

them) seem to have gone solid for Napier. After all, it

is not a very big beating - if 80 of them had voted for

you instead of Napier you would have galned the election.
Then a Liberal-Unionist in ElgLa.wrote to express the hope that Elliot
.wéuld be able to reverse the RoXburgh yerdict; th he wondered if 'the
amount of trouble involved in getting at the rural voters' was,'worth,‘.
the candle'.zl The.agitations for the disesﬁablishmeﬁt of the Church of
Scctland and land feform were considered vital by many working class .
electors, and these particular agitations which had been formulated
by the Scottish Division of the Reform League in thé mid-18603 were
given a new impetus by Henry George.

An activist in English pclitics recorded his impression that
Henry Cedfge, fhdugh not a socialist»himself, had édne more 'than any
othér single pefson to stir and deepen in this country an agitation which,

if not socialist, at least promises to be the mother of socialism'.3’ In

contrast to ‘the English Land and Labour League the Repﬁblican elements in

‘1. Arthur Elliot Papers, Acc. 4246, National Library of Scotland.
2. 1Ibid. : .

3. Nuoted in H. lynd, England in the Eighteen Eighties (London,
1954)’ pt 1430 :

s —————
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the Scottish labour movement in the 1870s had not agitated for land
nationalisation, and George's subsequent agitation for land national-~

isation had an explosive impact on Scottish politics. There were no

Scottish social investigators comparable to Charles Booth or the

vauthor.of The Bitter Cry of Outcast London, and George ﬁadé an important
contfibution to the growth of socialist sympathies by rediscovering the'
poverty of the labouring population. By dramatically directing attentidn
to the hopelessly inadequate»living standards éf crofters and industrial
worker_s,1 he Ehallenged the impliciﬁ aséumption of tﬁe‘ruliﬁg clags thét
the boverty of the working class was an inescapable cons;quence of thfi;t-
lleésness and indolence. o
By tracing poverty, unempldymenﬁ and inadequéte wages ba;k to

structural factors within capitalism, Henry Ceorge helped to éive the
labour movément's agitations a more militant edge., The a;cuségion that
poverty was createé by capitalism struck at the cult;ral, psychblogica}
and spiritual foots‘pf the hegemony existing in Scottish éociety, and
James Leathen, a ieading young socialist in the labour mévemeﬁt‘in
Aterdeen in the 18803, suﬁsequently recalled this forgqtten aspect of
Georgeite propaganda:

Like Henry Ceorge at a later date and from a different

opening Marx taught la Misére - the intensification of

misery, or as George called it, the increase of want

side by side with the increase of wealth.?2

The Georgeites were important catalvsts in the growth of socialist

trends in the Scottish labour movement, and in the early 1880s the

1. T, Johnctone, Mistery of the Werking Classes in Seetlend, (Clasgow,
. 1920), p. 289.
2. Gateway, mid-Mav, 1919, p. 18,

evay .
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Georgeites and the socialists often worked together. In Edlnburgh
. : * ]
Andreas Scheu, an Austrian éhlgré, concentrated on influencing George's
supporters. In a letter to Miss Reeves, a member of the Edinburgh branch
of the Scottish Land Restoration League, he argued:
Not that I believe you-to.be a socialist; but I.am
aware that you are supporting a movement which goes
very far in the direction of socialism,. . Two years

ago I heard Mr. llenry George admit that himself by
saving he knew full well that the nationalisation

~l et

cf the land would nst solve the social question;
but he was convinced that it was a sure step to-
wards brlnglﬁ” th«% sclution about.

The Third Reform Bill had created“a larger working‘cLass electorate,
and the local caucus-domlnated commlttees of the L1bera1 Party had now to
confront the challenge of some trade unionists and m1dd1e class radicals
who vere pressiow for theAecceo:;nce‘of certain socialist demands. Laissez-
faire leerallsm, wrth its 'night watchman's idea of the functions of
.__-—— : ‘ ,
Government , Was henceforth questloned by permeat1onxsts who were
committea to collecr1v1st solutions to the social problem. The propertied
classes had already been frightened‘brithe spectre of Cerman social democ=
racy, and laoour radlcals, who belonged to the SCOttlSh L1bera1 Assoc-
1at10n, played on these fears in order to persuade the'hlddle class
Liberals to accept a radical programme of social reform.

A profound fear of social revolutlon was deeply rooted in toe

‘conseiousness of the propertied classes, ana in 1887 a memoer of the

Glasgow branch of the Socialist League described the response of one

influential Liberal academic tc the new threat to social stability:

1. Papers of Andreas Scheu. International Institute of Social
listory, Amsterdam. )
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I have just come in from the (Glasgow) Philosophical
(Society) where I heard Smart deliver a lecture on
Factory, Industry and Socialism. Marx almost from
beginning to end - vigorous and outspoken = conclusion
of the whole matter something like this: 'If we who
call ourselves the upper classes do not take Carlyle's
advice ‘and become real Captains of Industry and organ-
isers of the people working not for gain but for the
good of all, so as to open up to every man the oppor-
tunities for the higher life of culture at present the
possession of a very few - if we do not do this within

a very few years, then we shall have to prevent Revul-
- ution by leading il

Nonethelessvthe SCottish'Libefal Association repeatedly rejectéd.thé;
demands qf ;he_labour;radicals and the;Geoggeites f?r.land‘natignél?f_'
isation 4and a‘legal eight Eour day,z;and the Liberal*Unidnists like
Lofd Melgund, who had just recently left the Liberal Party in i886;
criticised the agitations-fér the disestablishment of the Church of
Scotland and Irish Home Rule. In his election address to the people .
of Selkirk and Peebles, for example, Melgund attacked the 'Iris ::
American agitators' who_were working for 'the creation of a self[
| nuependent, disaffected State close to our own shores'. 3

loreover, Scottish Liberal-Unionism, in contrast to its English
variety, was a conservative rqthef than a radical social force, and
the Liberal-Unionists vere frightened by the land égitations in the
‘Highlands where the Whig elements had been challenged by the C;ofters'

Party. And by then John Murdoch,4 the crdfters' leader, whorhad

1. Archibald McLaren to R.F, Muirhead, 16 November 1887, McLaren-
Muirhead Correspondence, Baillie's Institute, Glasgow. '

2. Minutes of the Scottish Llheral A<90011t10n 22 October and 22
November 1889.

3. Address to the Electors of Selkirk and Peeblea, June 18856,

Malpund contested Nerthumberland instead of Selkivk and Teebles.

See the Minto Papers, Box 175, National Library of Scotland.

4., James D. Young, 'John Murdoch: A Scottish Land and Labour Pioneer',
Bulletin of the Scciety for the Study of Labour listory, ho..l9,,
1969, pp. 22-24.
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obtained financial assistance from Dr; William Carroll, of Philadelphia,

to prevent the collapse of his weekly agitational newspaper, The Highlander,

was agitating among the coal miners in the west of Scotland.”

1 Land and

labour agitations were converging, and what Professor Hanham has perhaps

erroneously called the porridgy uniformity of the 'sixties' had been.

. * . " [ 13 . 2
watered down by the stirrings of discontented socialists and radicals.

If Dr. Cameron and the advanced Liberals in Glasgow had been com-

pelled by a militant labour movement to view the labour question more.

sympathetically than fhcy had done earlier, the Lib¢ra1-Unionists,Somé4.

times chose to champion a radical programme of reform in order to attract

votes. Scottish Liberal-Unionism3was shaped by tHe initial leadersﬁip

which included Sir Edward-Colebrooke, and, while they were to the 'right'

of their English equivalents, they were capable of promising a legal

eight hour day and other reforms in order to attract the votes off working .

class electors. Haldane's Liberal-Unionist opponent in East Lothian in

1895 prcmised the working men old age pensions, poor law reform,'a fixed

number of holidays for ploughmen, temperance reform and a legal eight

hour day for miners.a - The LiQeral-Unionists did not, however, think of

themselves as being to the 'left' of the Liberals, and in 1900 W. Stfoyaﬁ,

a Liberal—Unidnist who was standing as a Parliamentary candidate in

Stirlingshire, told electors that:'fhe Radical remnant which today éalls

‘Hamilton Advertiser, 20 September 1884,

H.J. Hanham, 'The Problem of lighland Discontent, 1880-1885',
Transactions of the Royal Historical °ociety, Vol. XIX, .969, p. 3.

J.F. McCatfrey, 'The Origins of Liberal Unionism in the west of

Scotland', Scottish Historical Review, Vol.50, MNo. 149, 1971, p. 53.
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itself the Liberal Party is not the éld Libera}.»Party.1

Tﬁe almost impregnable electoral dominance of Scottish Liberalism
had been the key factor in'pushing the labour movement to the 'left'
of the‘Engli;h one from 1868 onﬁards; and this continuity was unbréken
as a result of the Liberals'uncompromising refusal to maké‘sufficient
concessions to ;he labour movement. A.lafgé number of Scottish labour
leaderé were ambiguous about ﬁheir attitudes to the Liberal Party.and
Liberal valués, And Dr. James Kellas has used this fact to prové h{s7
argdment that the middle class Liberals were to the 'left' of the. .
labour mqvemént.2 But the ambiguity of thé labour leadefs did not
prevent them from opposing Libgral candidates in Pafliamentary
e1ections, and even when some middle class advanced Liberals paid
1ip service to the agitation for a legal eight hour day their hearts

were not in it. In 1891 Dr. Cameron s Clasgow Weekly Mail attr buted

working class poverty to drink and 1mprov1dence and den1ed the need
for oi¢ age pensiqns by drawing attention.to the 1arge‘amounﬁ of money
invested by the working élasses.3 |

Ho}eover. there were other sighs in théllateyvictorian period
jlluminating just how far fhe Scottish labour movement was to the
'left' of the Engligh oné;' The Scottish Trades‘Union Congress had
been under fléft-wing' influence since it# foundation in 1896, and’l

it was later to the 'left' of the British Trades Union Congress. In

‘

1. Stlrlln" Journal 14 September 1900,
2, James G. Kellas, 'The Mid-Lanark By-Electlon (1888) and the
'~ Scottish Labour Party (1888- 1894), Parliamentary Affairs, Vol.
. XVIII, 1965, pp. 318-20.
3. 'State Insurauce for 014 Age', Glasgow Weekly Mail, 5 December
13891. .
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1897 and 1898 the socialists in the British T.U.C. had failed to persuade
a majority of delegates to support resolutions committing the delegates -
to pay a political levy, and 'even in 1899 the socialists were not
strong enough to carry such a scheme'.'1 In 1897 only four of the
seventy-four delegates to the Scottish T.U.C. opposed a resolution
on collectivism in which it was~stated‘that the workers would not
obtain 'the full value of their labour' until 'the land, mines, rail-
ways, machinery and industrial capital' were owned and controlled by

A 2
the State'; and in 1898 only nineteen of the s1xty—n1ne delegates
opposed a resolutlon urging Scottish. trade unionists to morally and
financially support the working class Socialist Parties already in

: ' 3 ‘ | |
existence'.

A majority of the delegates to the British T.U.C. in 1899 supﬁoreed
the following resolution which gave birth to the Labour Representation
Committee:

This Congress, having regard to its decisions in former
years, and with a view to securing a better represen=-
tation, in the interests of Labour in the House of
Commons, hereby instructs the Parliamentary Committee .
to invite the cn-operation of all the co-operative,
socialistic, trade unions, and other working class
organisations, to jointly co-operate 'on lines mutually
agreed upon in convening a special congress of repres-
entatives from such of the above-mentioned organisations
as may be willing, to devise ways and means for securing

the return of an increased number of labour members to
the next Parliament,

Thouéh this resolution had been drafted in the office of the Labour Leader,

a number of historians have pointed out that it made no reference to

pol1t1ca1 1ndependence from the Liberals or a socxallst basis’ for the

1. G.D.H. Cole, Short History of the British Working Class Movement,
~ 1787-1947 (London, 1952), p. 253.

2. Report of the Scottish T.U.C., 1897 PPe» 29-30,

3. Ibld., 1898, pp.,46 =47,
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new Party.

By.contraSt the Scottish T.U.C. in 1899 accepted unanimously a
resolution calling for a new working class Party to fight for
socialism:

That this Congress, viewing the present economic and

political situation, with the break-up of the Liberal

Party, consider the time ripe for the consolidation

of all working class movements, whose ultimate object

‘would be the nationalisation of the land and the means

of production, distribution and exchange, and looks to

the closest union of the Trade Unionists, Co-operators

and Socialists to form the nucleus of this Party.2
The Scottish Co-operative movement, too, was 'much more socialist and
rmuch less averse to political action than the parallel movement in
England'.3 In 1900 the Scottish T.U.C. not cnly adopted a resolution
supporting the Scottish Workers' Parliamentary Election Committee, but

also accepted their leaders' recommendation that:

trade unionists should contribute at least oné penny
per quarter per member to the joint committee funds.

They simultaneously adopted resolutions calling for collectivism and
the municipalisation of the liquor traffic.5 A further indication of
the labour movement's alienation froh middle elass Liberalish was seen
in tho repeated demand forvthe second baliot.6 In 1900 a delegate to

the Scottish T.U.C. explained why the second ballot was 1mportant as

well as revealxng ‘the worklng class electors attachment to the leeral-

Party:

1. I.s. Reid, The Origins of the British Labour Party (Mlnnoapolls,
1955), p. 86.

2. chort of the Scott1 h T.U.C., 1899, p

S. G.D.dle Cole, Dritish nu;ulnb Claas L0

1941), p. 155.

4, Report of the Scottish T.U.C., 1900, p. 38.
5. 1Ibid., p. 34.°

6. TIbid., 1897, pp.,20-21; and 1900, p. 27. o

50.
i

*
i cs, 1832-1214 (LanUOﬂ,
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If there were a second Ballot, electors would have
no obJectxon, after the obnoxious candidate was
ellmxnated, in supporting the Labour candldate.
Clearly, then, the Scottish labour movement was to the 'left' of
the middle class Liberals as well as to the 'left' of the English labour
movement.2 The fact that Scotland was excluded from the MacDonald=
GCladstone entente in 1905 was another sign of the traditional enmity
between the Scoctisﬁ.labour movement and the middle class Liberals;
and the two Labour candidates who won seats in Dundee and Glasgow in
1906 d1d s0 in the teeth of L1bera1 oppos1t1on.. And this Liberal
“h "'ty was behind the labour movement's failure to gain Parllamoo;ofylv
representation between 1868 and 1900; for Scottish Liberalism, as G.D.H.
Cole put it, 'would haveﬂno truck with Labour, even of the old-fashioned
ﬁLib-Lab" brand'.3
In England the mining constituencieé, e#cept in Lancashire, provided
the Liberals with their 'firmest' seats;a‘but in Scotland the miners
were in the forefront of the struggle for independent labour repres-
entation.5 Tho miners were also the‘main force.within the Scottish
Workers' Parliamentary Representation Committee, and in thé gonefal
election of 1500 their five candidates polled an aggregate vote of -
14,878, - But if the Scottish labour movement was to the ?left;_of
the English one, it was also to the 'left' of the majority of working

class elactors, A vital factor in the persistence of working class

1, 1Ibid.

2. In the Social Geopraphy of Br1t1sh Elect1ons, Henry Pe111ng
ascribes the absence of a Lib-Lab pact in Scotland to 'the
strensth of Scottish Radicalism'. (London, 1967), p. 411~
12. However, he produces little evidence for this view.

3. Cole, Br1tlsh Working Class Politics, p. 183.

4, Pcll‘ns, op.Cclt., pPp. ,4l1-12,

5. P. Poirier, The Advent of the Labour Party (London, 1958), p. 79. =
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electors.in voting Liberalvwas the character of the Scottish commcnity,
a cormunity which, if we may borrow the formulation of Dr. Christopher
Lasch, poesessed 'the cohesiveness and sense of shared experrence that
distinéuish e‘truly integrated. community from en‘atomistic society'.1
In political terms th1s p01nt is relnforeed if we bear in mlnd that
many of the leeral-Unlonlsts 1ns1sted that they were the true heirs of
the historic Scottish Liberal Party.

In contrast to the situation in England where:at least a third °£-
the worklng class e1ectors had always voted Tory since 1868, 2 the .»
Tories in Scotland never made any real impression on the soccel.ceh-' .
sciousness of the working class. Throughout'the period between 1868"
and 1900 the Scottish Tories were to remain a relatively insignificant
electoral force, though the beerals, in 1900, were in a mlnorlty for
the fzrst time since 1832, An examnination of the total votes caft in
the general elections of 1865, 1868, 1874, 1380, 1885, 1886, 189 ,

1895 and 1900 providee cangible proof of the strength of the Liberal
Party since their percentage of the votes in those years edded'up to;‘
88.88%, 82. 212 67. 54~, 72.617, 91.977, 72.237, 55.042, 52.64%, and
| 50. 742. Even after 1885 when the Liberals had to face'the challenge ,
of Liberal-Unionism during the general electlons of 1886, 1892 1895
and 1900, the Tory (as dlstlnct from the L1beral-Un10nlst) percentagel

of the total votes cast d1d not exceed 22 822, 17 O6Z 30 987 and 26 112.

1. C. Lasch, The Agony of the American Left (London, 1973), p. 37.

2. R, MacKenzie and A, Silver, Angels in llarble (London, 1968),p.243.

3. These percentages of the votes cast for Liberal and Tory candidates
have heen worked out on the basis of the data and classification of

. candidates given-in T. Wilkie's-book The Representatlon of Scotland

- and from 1892 to 1900 from information given in the North British
Daily Mail. While these percentages could be challenged by questioning
the classification of some candidates, the real difficulty is sometimes
one of dlstlnbulshlnh between Tories and Lrbcral-Unxonzsts rather than
between Liberals and lecral-"rxonlsts. :




. 331,

within a hegemcﬁic Scottish éocieﬁy, where Liberalism,was_a4fofmidab1e‘
social and political force,.Labour candidates wgfe’not‘able to muster very
much electoral support. In 1885.the five Land and Labour candidates’polled
a total of.2462‘votes; in 1892 eight‘L;bour candida?es“péllea 5267 votes; in
| 1895 eight La5our candidates polled 4878 votes; and in 1900 the two defeated
Labour candidates, who Lad official Lileral support, pdlled 5902 Against the '
8734 votes of their two opponeuts. >In England, wﬁere the Liberals often allowéd '
”Laboﬁr candidates straight fizhts with the Tories, the Lib-Lab and indepéndent
‘Labour candidates did much better thaﬁ'fhe Scots. In England eléven Lib-Labs !

were elected to Parliament in 1885; in 1892 ten Lib-Labs and three independent

v i
L

Labour candidates were elected;“in 1895 ten Lib-Labs were elected; and in 1900 -
eight Lib-Labs and two Labour Representation éommittee candidates were elected.
Moreover, in England there were ﬁany unsuccessful yabour>candidates who‘polled
substantial votes. | -

As a consequence of Presbytefian influencé on the social consciousness of work=
ing people, concepts of thrift and respectability made a’Bigger ihpact in Scotland
than ia Engiénd. Widespread and deeply-footed values of thrifk,vself-ﬁelp and
respectability inhibitedvthe growth of Scottish tra&é uﬁionism, ﬁhich, in turn,
made it difficult for the 1abour movemenf to muster effective electoral supporc.1
Yét working class notions of respectability and thrift probably prevented workers
from accepﬁing collectivist solutions to their problems.2 In 1897 Harry Quelch thouglh

thought the English working class had little enthusiasm for revolutionary socialism

1. In a letter to Sidney Webb, Thomas Don, the secretary of the Dunfermline Trades
Comeil wrota: '(Workine neople) are as a rule respectahle, and respectability
in an isolated town, wherce the manufacturer is the type of social and industrial
omnipotence, is inimicable to the combination of labour'. 14 November 1892.

. Webb Collection, Library of the London School of Economics and Political Science.

- 2, Ernest E, Williams, 'Respectability', Justice, 27 August 1892; aud editorial

~ on '"Thrife', 1bid., 30 July 1892, ‘ o '
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and he concluded that they were 'most'backward in contrast to elsewhere
in Eufope’.1 ' But the English labour movement, though to the 'right' of
the Scottish one, could muster greater electoral support.

As'politfcal circumstances changed in the iS60s the Liberal Party
had to define and re-define its attitude to social and labour questionms.
The mature John Bright was no progressive on social quéstions;2 but
by 1873.Joseph Cﬁambérlain was in the process of évolving a radical
programme of social reform. Though he was not so progressive on
labour questions as Frederic Harrison, the Positivigt{woulq‘have‘Iikéd;?“
chaﬁbérlain adopted a much more radical prégramme in the 1880s. The
challenge of the extension of mass democracy was met by Chamberlain in'
1885 when he formulated a'comprehensive programme of social reform which,
in his own words, marked 'the death-knell of the laissez-faire system'.4
Moreover, one historian has attributed the Liberals' large Parl;amentary
majority in 1885 to this 'new and bola platform of social refér '.51

However, in Scotland a whole host of factors combined, as we have
seen, to inhibit the growth of a mass vote for Labour candidates. A
majority 6f working people thought that they were resé;nsible for their
own poverty, and the ideas of thrift and self-help were deeply rooted inA
their social . consciousness, Within the labour movement itéelf the
older Lib-Lab leaders continued to breach ﬁhe traditional vaiues of tﬁ%if;

and self-help, and even after the miners'unions affiliated to the urban

1. H. Quelch, 'Social Democracy and Trade Unionism', Justice,
22 May 1897. ‘

2. Harrison, op.cit., p. 273.

3. Ibid., p.'300

’

4 uuaepu brlcuuucl.a.du.r, The Radical Probtauna, uu;] 1885,
5. Reld Op Clto’ P. 310



333.
Trades‘Councils in the iate 1880s the Sons of Labour tried to implement
the collective self-help the miners had hitherto failed to accomplish:

by a united determination, concentrating all our efforts
towards one end, we shall be able to better our condition,
to raise ourselves in the social scale to a position of
social equality with the mechanlcs, artlsans, and other
workmen of our country.

" If these ideas lingered on in the labour movement, the more individualistic
notions of self-help still dominated the social consciousness of ordinary
working people in the early part of the twentieth century. As late as 1900
‘william Nairne, the militant leader of the S.D.F. in Clasgow, was forced to
admit that 'the virtue of thrift' was believed in 'by a very large number
of the very poor‘.2 Voreover, Scottish workers were more lnvolved in the
process of thrift than their English counterparts, and Professor Payne has
concluded a careful study of banking in the west of Scotland thus:

It would appear that those who have argued that the trustee

savings banks failed to achieve the high hopes of the found-

ers may well be right if only English experience is analysed.

In the west of Scotland the Glasgow Savings Bank did attract

and retain the support of the manual workers. 1In this matter

Scottish economic history appears once again to diverge from
the so-called British pattern.

1. Hamilton Advertiser, 22 June 1889.
2. W. Nairne, 'A Few Remarks on Thrift', Scottish Co-operator,
25 January 1901,
3. Peter Payne, 'The Savings Bank of Glasgow, 1836~1914', Studies
~ in Scottish Busiress History, ed. P.L. Payne (London, 1967),
p. 165.




R e e a0 d L x e

APPENDIX I
Scottish National Reform League.
. Address By The Executive Council

" To The People of Scotland.

Unenfranchised'Fellow-Countrymen,

More than thirty years have passed since the class which then
ébtained the Franchise'by our aesistance promised to secure for us"
the'same.political rignt. That promise has been £requent1y~repeated' e
but remalns unreedemed. _The-rejectiOn of the same meagre measure of
feform brougnt forward by the latevGovernment, ought to convince the‘
unrepresented classes that.thelr redeemption from political_serfdom ,
must depend on themselves. In seeking our sympathy and co-operation
in our efforts to substitute for the misrule of a class the rule{of
the natlon, we are firmly convinced that our cause isrjust,xand ihat,
our welfare as aination>and as individualsrdependahupon its succesa.

We deuand that thiose upon.whom‘the burdens oﬁ the State are'thrown,f
who create the nation'e‘wealth' obey its laws, and fight its battles
should have a v01ce in the adminlstratxon of 1ts government.‘ To
secure th1s, let us, the unrepresented men of Scotland unlted w1th
our brethren in England and Ireland league ourselves together to
carry 1nto effect the fundamental pr1nc1p1e of all genuxne Reform
and Self-Government' MANHOOD Suffrage, and. w1th it chat essent1a1
.safeguard to 1ts 1ndependent exerclse - THE. BALLOT. ~We beg no favour.
We crave no pr1v11eze. We only ask a restoration of our original
rrlghts as men and Brltons, whlch are’st111 ;ecognlsed in theory by
the law of the land and are at present enJoyed w1th benef1c1a1

-1°su1t9 by our brethrenﬂln the Colonles,»and the'"rea* Amer'can Re“ubllc-‘f

e o
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We seek Liberty, "thé parent of Commerce; the ﬁarent’of Wealth, the

parent of Knowledge, the parenﬁ of every virtue",fand without which

peace and prosperity are impossible. We'protest against a continuance
,.of the present system of Representation, whereby the people are compelled
to oBey laws in the ﬁaking of which they have no voice, which is subversive
of tﬁe'true principles of liberty, and opposed to the spirit of the ancient
Conétitution.

'WORKING-MEN, MEYBERS OFVTRADES' UNIONS! We would carnestly urg'e upon
“you’ the daty of supporting our efforts; because, whlle admitting the -
neceSSLty of, and the good results ar1slng from the existence of such ﬂ
societies, we unhesitatingly assert that your efforts to improve your
condition may be and frequently are, frustrated by the great Capitalists' g8
and Landlords' Union called the House of Commons, which cén overrﬁle §our‘
Unions, howevef powerful and well organised. So long as you are comﬁelled
to pay avay wifhoﬁt‘consent a portion of yovr wages in the shape of taxes,
they who thus fix the amount which you must pay, decree how much you may
keep; “And this is your position. Your income‘is regulated by\the House
of Commons over which ybu have no control, énd not by your Trades' Societieﬁ."
The enéctment'of such laws as.the Masters and Workmen's Act, and the manner
in which it is enfsrced, as comparéd with'others th;h should protect the
employed, and which ﬁere granted.almost fér shame's sake, or through
notives of expediency, clearly show that until Labour has a voice in the
Councils of the nation, so long will Qérking-men be compelled to.wage an oy
expensive, unequal and almost profitless waf against Capital.

CLECTORS, e

-

Knowing that the great majority of you owe your political existence

to the Reform Bill of 1832, we ask, Is it wise, is it patriotic any longer
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to allow our claim to these rights which you enjoy to be refused? and
the monopoly of which, thosc who'assume to represént you depend by the
same arguments which were adduced thirty years ago by the monopolxsts
-~ of political power. If these arguments are valid now, where does your
right to vote come from? But, if fallacious in 1830, they must be so
still. Is it wise to support a system whlch grxevously crlpples our
wealth-produc1ng power. And that such is the case, we point to the
fact that while the increase of wealth in the Free States of America
f£rom 1840 to 1850, was €0 per cént, and from 1850 to 1860, 126 per cent,

that of Great Britain during the same period was only 37 per cent; and

in the Southern States, where the wealth-producers were slaves, the

N

increase was only 3 per cent. Is it patriotic to permit the existence
of such é systerr of National Education; and which creates, or is dnable
to check the alarming amount of Pauperism in our midst? One MILLION TWO
HUNDRES THOﬁSAND PAUPERS in Christian Britain! Shameful record. Does
noglwisdom and patriotism ﬁrge you to assist us in establishing the
great principle of political ffeedom instead of allying ourselQes with
those who "animated by antiqu;ted prejudices, and daunted with ignorant
apprehensions, daﬁ up the current of human improvement, until the
irresistable pressure of accunulated d;;cdn;ent bréaks down all barriers,
and overthrows and levels to the earth those very institutions which the
timely application of renovating means woﬁld have rendered strong and
lasting", |

| We have just seen ;he freedom and unity of Italy accomplished, Germany
enfranchised, the serfs in Russia emancipated, the aftempts of Spain to
destroy the'Negro Republic of Hayg} frustréted the efforts of the slave-
holding aristocracy of Amerzca to found there a Slave Enplre, and that of

European deSPOCISﬂ to esrablxsh Imner1a11em in Mexiceo, baffled Ly the FOWCT




- . ’ .;’ | * . 337.

.of freedom, Under such circumstances, the success of our causg is
inevitable, and its triumph depends upon our‘united‘ané organised

efforts. To hasten ﬁhis, while desirous of the co-operation of all
classes of the community, hé would éarnes;ly ca11>upon all unenfranchised
Scotéhmen to.enrol theméel%éé mémberé of the League or its“Branches, and
to organise such wherevnone.aiready exist, ‘By'our modeléf éonducting_this

great cause, let us prove our fitness for the exercise of our rights, and

the futility of further »~pposition to our demands,

John Burt, President.

~ James Moir, Vice-President.

. ' i
James Smith, Treasurer, :

George Jackson, Secretary.

27 Union Street,

Glasgow. L : - o




cities, and we believe of some other towns, have elected represehtatiQeQ .

APPENDIX II

The Scottish Workmen's Programme. - ' f

'Scotchmen are usually practical, know wﬁat they want and why they
want it, and the new electors are certainly not deficient in the
natianal characteristic. The workmen of Edinburgﬁ and Leith have
been enfranchised in thousands by the Reform Bill, the election is
pragtically in their hands, and they have determined to use their power

in a grave, sober, but very decisive way. The "Trades" of those two |

or, as they call them, deiegates, to consider what they really want; the
delegates have met in Cghmittee, and the result of their deliberations is
a programme which older politicians will do well to study, if only for
the light it throws upon the course which the politics of the future may
take. Avoidirg carefully all declamation or argument or complaint, the
delegates reduce their wishes to questions, fifteen in number, which they
ask all workmeﬁ in Scotland to propose to aﬁy candidate who may seek
their suffrages. These questions are, we presume, to be in addition to
the regular questions asked of every Liberal candid;te in Scoﬁland; and
at all events they embbdy in an admirably qondeﬁsed and concréte form the
points on which the workman differs, or tginks he differs, from the rest
of his fellow citizens:
"1. Are you in favour of extending the full protection of the .-
laQ to ;he funds of Trades' Unions, so long as their organ-
isation is not in opposition to the common law of the country? o
2, Will you sﬁpport the intfoduction of a Bill inflictfng
éénalties upon the empioyefs of labour for negligence in

trades = other than those already provided for by the Factory

¥
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be

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10,
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Acte - whee oreventable danger may lead‘to accident?
Will you support a etill further extension of the Factory
Act,.making it compuleory on.inspectors to visit at least
twice in the year factories and workshope mentioned in thé
Factory Act Extensioo Bill of 1867? o
Will you support the introduction_of a Bill for the purpose

of amending and incorporatino the provisions of ‘the Bakehouée

Regulation Act into the Workshop and Factory Acts- app11cab1e

to the Unlted Klngdom? | X IR

Will you vote in favour of the total abolition of the Act

6th George 1IV; cap. 129, comuonly known as the combination

vlaws?

Would you support a Bill, such as the temporaryvooe by ﬁord

Eicho, for the equitable regulatiou‘of the lew of servide

between masters and workpeople, so as‘to place both oo.an

eeuality before the law? | |

Are you in favour of the establlshment of courts of

artitration for the settlement of dlsputes between employer

and employed, leﬂlslatxve enactments to make thelr decision

binding whenever appealed unto?

Will you support any 3111 whxch may be xntroduced for
additional precautlons and legislative 1nspect10n in mlnes?

Will you support any measure having for its obJect the

. Government acquisition of the whole railway system of the

country?

- [

Are you in favour oﬁ the establishment of a National Library

upon the basis of the Advocates' Librery'collectionj-ifuso,

st et b
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state conditions?
11. Would you be favourable to the introduction of a Bill having ‘
for its object the presentation of free copies of Parliamentary
papers to Free Public Libraries; and also for grants assisting

authors in the prosécution of valuable art and otherlworks of
great public utility?

12. Are you in favour of an amendment to the Patent laws for the
purpose‘of enabling inventors_;o benefit by their inventions
at tﬁe smallesc cost, as in America, for thé béngfit of  the.
country?'

13. Are you in favour of a national compulscry unsectarian
system of Educatian?v If s0, state generally‘what you conside;l
most nécessary for the well-being of the country?

14, Are you in favour of a system of legislation which shall make
it compulsory to pfovide full house'accommodation for those
of the working'classes who may be evicted from their dwellings
in consequence of civic imffovements, railway acquisition, or
similar cauces, previous to such eviction taking place,

15. ‘Would you be in favour of therintroduction of a Bill for the
prevention of deck-loading, and for the purpose of inspecting
vessels previous to being allowed to proceed to sea?

There is 5n entire creed if those fifteen sentences, and Liberals will
perhaps be as much surprlsed as relieved to find that it is one which the
majority of thg1~ candldates can conscxentlously accept. The.fitst seven

_ contain a plan for the rggulation of Trades' Union upon the basis of the

' compromlse wh1ch we are happy to percelve, after some very wild talk and

nu;h useless v1tuperat10ﬂ, has been accepted by the majority of the beeral

party.
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APPENDIX III1

‘Questions To Be Put To Candidates For

-Parliamentary Honours

FellowFWOrkmen,

IWe have now arrived pretty nearyto the great struégle for pouer’and
party’in a New Parliament - a‘general election; To that Parliament havel
more of Lue readlug coal and iron masters tuxued thexr attention than
any Parlzament that has ,et had ankexlstence in thxs country. If'

' therefore, youbare not on your guard men may be returned ‘whose electlon
you ought to control, that w111 more than ever try to traffxc, and get
rich on the waste of vourselvesland your chlldren. I would, therefore,
suggest to you that on evcry occa31on where a party may appear clalmlng'
the suffrage of the people that you get hlS views on the followxng
subJeCtS, and should he refuse to support them, then do a11 in your
pownr to prevevt his belng returned to serve in the coming Par11ament°'
st - Will he support a plu that will fix the working of youths
in the mines who are under 14 years of age to eight hours per 24 hours?
| 21d - Wlll he Support a b111 for the better 1nspect10n of mlnes, and.‘
to carry it out, that a large body’ of sub-lnspectors be app01nted1

3rd - Wlll he support a measure that w111 make all the m1ners' work'
be welghed by the standard wexght of the country, and these welghs to be
under the superlntendance of the welghts 1nspector?
| 4th - Will he support a b111 whlch w111 fully crush a11 truck shops,
by maklng it a felony for a mine owner to have a truck shop?

Sth - Will he support a measurerm kingyit imperatlve on all managers'
”of mines hav1ng a cert1f1cate of ability granted from a board for the,

purpose?




6th - Wili he suppoft a bill which wili make it imperatiye on all
mine owners.to submit the contrac£ of hiring they may offer to their
workmen to the Sheriff of the disfricg, for his appfoval, before being

~acted on? |

7th - Will he support a measure that will prohibit all employers from
appointing medical officers or teacheré, and then compelling their workmen
to pay for such without any choice in the matter?

8th - wiil he ;upporf a bill which will make the owner of any ﬁine,
uﬁif, or factory responéible for. the acts of neglect ol the manage:;.qpﬂ
of any one acting as a deputy for him in the mine, pit, shop or factory?

9th - Wili he Suppor; a measure which will prevent all.children being
employed in mines till they be 15 years of age, if they cannot read and
write fluently and be fully cert1f1ed that they can do so?

10th = Will he support a measure that will have the effect of protecting
trades' sdciety funds, as is extended to all other corporate bddies?

11th = Will he support a measuré wvhich will make’the pays of all
employed in mineé, iron works, or foundries, not longer than 14 days at
any one .t ime?

Thus far as to acts of jﬁstice to you as a class; there are other‘
matters you are fairly entitléd to demand, especially you who live in
countiéé, that you see that no man will have your support, or the‘suﬁpoft
of those you can influence, who will not extend the éuffrage"to all that
dwell in counties under the conditions only of those that may have Qoted
in'burghs. Youvought té see also if the aspirants to new:honoufs ére
willing to assist in.fotming boards of arbitratioh and conciliation'
between émployers and workmen fqr’tpe preventing of disputes, strikes ;
and lockquts.' | |

Holytown, 8 July 1868, A.M. M'Nonald..

- i e ot st
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APPENDIX 1V

SCOTTISH PARLIAMENTARY LABOUR PARTY

The result of the MidjLanark election showed the pressing need there:
was for an organisation in Scotland which would enable‘the workers to
exercise their voting power to their own advantege. Hitherto a number
of isolated bodies have been at work in this direction, but the nold-
they have obtained on the working classes has been‘but slight, probebly
owing to the fact that they were content to sink their identity when
the subposed interests of the Liberal party were concerned. Since'April

last Mr. Keir-Hardie nas been‘devoting mostiof'nie spare time to the

work of organising a distinct labour party.‘and oan Saturday, 25th August,
a conference was held in Glasgow to formally give birth to the new movement.
In all, thirty-one representatives were present, representing the whole
country from Dumfries in the south to Calthness in the north. Mr.
Cunninghame Ccaham;.M.P.,bpreeided «++ The programme adopted included
nationalization of the land, minerals, railways and banking systems,
van eight hour bill, second ballot, payment of menbers; home rule, abolition
of the House of Lords, disestablishment free education, (boards to have
power to prov1de food for childrcn), adult suffrage. etc, etc. The office
bearers elected were - hon. pre31dent, R.B.C. Graham, M.P. .., secretary,
J.'Keir-unrdie voe |

o A monSCer;dcmonstration was held on the Green aftet the conference,
nhen the proceedings of the conference were unanimously ratified. Speeches
were delivered by Mr. Graham (who again presxded) J. Robertson (Dundee).

Rev. w L. Walker, Kelr-ﬂardie A le Morton \monaon) Donald Stewart, and

W, Small. A spirit of hopefulness prevailed throughout,’and the enthuSLasm
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at the demonstration'was unbounded. Béihg now fully eqUiPPed for
sefvicg, the Scottish Parliamentary Labour Party should be a power

in the land.

(Signed) J. Keir-Hardie

(6) SCOTTISH PARLIAMENTARY LABOUR PARTY =~

— ' ' \

Constitution E o : 7

1 That the association be célled the Scottish Parliamentary Labour
Party.

“11-- 'Tha;'its object be :d educate the people politicaily, and to-.
secure the return to Parliament and ally}ocal bodies_of‘mem;ers
pledged to its programme.

'p;ogramme ‘ ‘

1st Adult.Suffrage, with abolition of plural voting

2nd Triennial Parliamengs, elections to be all on one day

3rd Siﬁpiification of Registratiop Laws, so as to prevent rehoval

| from one»constituenc& to another disfranchisihg‘a voter
4th  Payment of Members by the State, and of official election
| expenses from the rate§

5th '_Homé Rule for each separate nationality ;r'country in the
British Empire, with an Impériai.Patiiament‘for Impérial affairs

76th ~ Abolition of the House of Lords and all hereditary offlces

7th A Second Ballot
8th Nationalisation of Land and Minerals
9th  Labour Legislation - (a) An Eight Hours' Bill; (b) Abolition of

present Poor Law System and substitution of State Insurance to

prov1de for Slckness, Accxdent Death, or Old Age; (c) Atbltration

Courts with power to settle dlsputes and f1x a minlmum wage; (d)

Weekly Pays;. (e) Homastead Law to protect turn1ture and tools

P v



10th

~ 11th

12th
15th

14:5

15th
16th
17th

18th
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to the value of £20 from seizure for debt; (f) Application of
the Factories and Workshops Acts to all premises, whether public
or private, in which work is performed.

"Prbhibition of the Liquor Traffic

No War to be entered upon without the consent of the House of

' Commons

Free Education, Boards to have power to provide food for children

Disestablishment

Reform in the system of civil government and abolition of sinecure

offices and pénsiohs

Siméiificatioﬁ and cddificatign of the civil and criminal lgw.
‘State acquisition of>rai1ways, waterways and tramways
National Banking System and the issue of State money only

Cumulative Income Tax beginning at £300 per annum.
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