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i J . .
/ ABSTRACT o .
N ( ) =
C A . P .
During the past decade, the work of Harold Adams Innis

(1894—1952),hés undergone a considerable revival, and selected aépects
of it have been appealed to in order to stpport current paradigms in «
the social sciéﬁCes, particularly in political economy. The selection

of elements of Innis' work for this purpose is based on various

interpretations of him as either a staples théorist (taken from his

work up to 1940) or a commmications theorist (from his post-1940 work),

and as an ardent Canadian nationalist throughout his career. However,
there is substantial evidence in his work to suggest that these interp-
retations are misleading and draw attention away fromAthe main thrust

of his contribution to social science. At a time.when Innis' work is

+

being increasingly mined to support various points of view, a critical
analysis of his entire contniﬁﬂtion becomes essential. This is the

task of this thesis: to ascertain whether or not certain isolated
- ’ . ‘
features of Inmis' work retain the distinctive significance attributed

.

‘to them by various interpretations when considered within the context
~of His whole coﬁtributionf

In orde; to address this probleﬁ, a careful feading of the
greatér part of Innis' work has been undertaken, taking special care

to idemtify those features which provide it with a sense of unity and

!

coherence. Furthermore, because Innis declared a profound indebtedness

to the work of Thorstein Veblen,

the American economist and philosopher,



/ 4) . . ; . . : . -
a fairly detailed reading and analysis of Veblen's contribution has
T S ' . .
been undertaken.in ordé?*;o understand the intellectual interest that

his work held for Innis. Finally, the current interpretations of

Innis' work have been analyséd,/evaluated and assessed within the
: . _ N :
framework of the whole of his wérk including his intellectual debt to

.

Veblen and institutional economics. - -

3

This study concludes that Innis,;far from being a spécialist

within certain' fields, was first and foremost a "civilization theorist"

-

_interested in tracing the development of Western civilization, which he

defined, -after- Veblen, as a complex of*groﬁing and decaying-habits ofi'
th&ughf and life (institutions). Beyond this, he was concerned with

promoting the surﬁival of Westérn civilizétionpwhich, he felt,

-

depended on a balanced development between force and iatellect. Through-
out his entirewcareer, he was guided by the notion that the optimal

) ' ‘ 2
condition for the development of all organisms, including civilization

and its institutions, is one:of bélance. For Innis, the balanced

e

approéch to life, and its study, requires avoidance of all types of

/

extremes. In the social sciences, this means avoiding emphasis on the

coﬁclusions:of research-finéluding presumably his own in theAsp—caIied
staples and COmmunica?ions studiesf—and concentratiﬁg instead on the . 
search for fruth. This perspective entails opposition tofthosg o
biases which endanger the search for truth, including éxtrémes of

nationalism and monopoly in business, commerce, politics and the

social sciences, and the promotion of "culture" and criticism as

s

~balancing mech\anisnxéﬁ:*ﬂru&*dra_wingﬁupénflmiv—asf”a FU‘pp'c;r & for - S

various theories or dogmas reveals not only a‘misinterpretation of his

research, but also a misunderstanding of his method.

iv -
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e L V,INTRODUC"I,'ION"k
. ) S /r\
Harold Adams Innis (1894 1952) was one of Canada s ﬁbst?outstanding,
1nfluentia1 and prolifiq scholars during the first half of the twentieth v
century. His numerous and far—reachlng publlshed works include studies of
the Canadian Pacific Railway, the fur trade, the cod fisheries, minlng and
settlement patterns, pulp and paper, newspapers and publishing,
commpnications,4nationalism, empire and the stategaf the social—scienees.
Shortly after his death on 8 November, 1952, a flurry of obituaries,
eulogies and a few-critical reviews of his work appeared in the Journals
ASubsequently, for almost twenty years, his work was v1rtﬁ§fi§v§gqored;
there”appeared in the journals scarcely one article .per year that even
) ﬁentioned his name. Innis' work seemed destined for oblivion; the broad;
historicai approach -which he adyocated was being*decisivel& re}laeed by - .

)American structural—functionalism as a dominantvmode‘of analysis in many
ofrthe social scieqces. ,
However, there occurred in the late 1960s andtearly 19703 a resur-

gence of the broad historical approach, in conjunction with widespread

diseAChaﬁtment with the normative a-historical approach afrstructural—‘
functionalism, It was accompanied by a‘growtng aﬁti—Americaﬁ nationalism >
in Canadian social science and the increasing adoption of political economy
as an alternative to the ‘more conservatlve methods of analysis in the ”;77”m,7”

soc1a1 sc1ences. Along with the heightened interest 1n communlcations

studies, these factors set the stage for a renéwed interest in the work of

Harold Innis.
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gﬁhring this resufgence, hd&evér,'khere was little éttempt,to under-
stand Innis' work as an individual contribution to social scienée; rather
his work'qu largely called upoﬁ and mined for the purposes of.iééiti;
mating and reinfdrcing current arguments. After 1975, Innis' wbrk itself

ihcreésingly became a éubject of interest. In 1977 and 1978, on the

occasion of the twenty-fifth anniversary of Innis' death, his work became

the focus of substantial attentibn. In November, 1977, a special'issﬁe

of the Journal ef Canadian Studies was published containing several
é;ﬁicles relating’exciusivély and specifiéally ta various aspects of his
w;)rkf In March, 1978;7a symposium was held at Simon Fraéer'University,
sansorediﬁyﬁthé Communicationé Department, to address £hé whole of

Innis' work and its relevance to present-day scholarship. The commentary

ggsociated with both the special iésue of the Journal of Canadiaﬁ Studies’
and the symposium was wide—r;ﬁging apd varied. Innig' methéds of analysis’
and conclusions were assessed and evaluated. :Eé was discussed iﬁ
"reference to staples and dependeﬁcy theories, natiénali§m, the social
sci%pces, economig histgry, institutional economics, poliéical‘and com-
munications thgory, Marxism,'political econoﬁy andaciaséical sqholarshif.
lMuch of this commentary and most of what haé been writtén about innis
since‘his death either focuses exclusively on his wo;k inlthe first phasé

of his career prior to 1940, or on his work after 1940.

In Ca;:§$an universities there are:presently a numper of Canadian

political economists who are inclined to stress Innis' early studies in.

'~ Canadian economic history and who comsider him to be a staples or
dependency theorist and an ardent nationalist;4 .Present-day communications
theorists and students generally focus on his work during and after the



Second World War. With some important exceptions,5 even those analysts Y,
who addfess his whole contribution generally accept the'notion that hé_
underwent a dramatic and radical shift in 1940 from being aﬁ économic
historian interested in Camadian historical development to being a com-
munications theorist interested in the role of commumnications, past and
present, in' the development of empire and in the monopolizétion of
political and economic power by large business enterprises and big

v
goﬁe;nment.6 The perspective of Innis as "intell?ctual schizophrenic,”
i.e., as haviﬁg5~iﬁ'é sense, two Iargely‘unrelated career Tresearch
anterests--in Canadianoeconbmic history theq in communications--results
from an over-emphasis on the gqpclusions of his work, a danger he himself.
‘frequently warned against.- It results also from consideration of his work
in isolation from the institutionalist-evolutionist tradition for which he
expressed implicit and someéimes explicit affinié&. It results further

from the piecemeal appeals to his work which isolate

commentaries, statements and specifi® conclusions in order to reinforce .
, f i

particular present-day trends in the social sciences.
Throughout his career, Innis' main and overriding concern in

research and study was the énalysis of the growth and decay of Western

~

civilization. In the latter part of his careef he also expressed a .

mounting concern for the gurvival of Western civilization. This dual

concern with the analygis and survival of Western civilization provided
1 : : .

the central theme for Innis' work. It conditioned, fhfdﬁghbﬁf hiércéfééf, o

“the choices he made in regard to research topics amd subjects. It = =

determined the kinds of speechés he delivered, especially during the

Second World War. And, furthermore, it was responsible for the apparent .



shift of research focus that Innis experieﬁced in 1940. In short, it
dominated h?s research»inperests——in conjunetion, that is, wiéh his
particplarland unorthodox pérspective on the rolem§f the soeial scientist.
Thus, ci?ilization, and the manner in which it should be studied--both |
precisely defined——form the twin pillars upon which Innis built his work.

It is the main contention of ‘this thesis that Innis was first and

foremost an institutionalist interested in the growth and decay of

Western civilization. However, his institutionalism is not immediately

-

apparent upon first examination of his many'published“&orks: a careful

reading must be undertaken of the gréater,part of his scholarly production.
1

What is thereby revealed is that it is the method of analysis character-

T - . - |
istic of the institutionalist tradition which imparts to Tnnis' work its

‘essential coherence. Innis was, throughout his career, a confirmed
admirer of Thorstein Veblen, the enigmatic American- institutionalist-—
evolutionalist of the previous generation. He shared with Veblen views on’

' 7
and the most efficient methods of its analysis.

y

the nature of civilization

1;‘Innis' work is best understood when Veblen's influence is cérefplly

i considered. Thus, anuunderstand;ﬁg of Innis' work is predicated.upon a
cafeful’reading of Innis' own Qbrk, but it also implies a.close familiar-
ity with Veﬁle;.

” On the basis of what has been ouglined above, this thesis Will’
de@onstraferthat mosf of ‘the commentaries og Innis' work written sinc;
1952 aré'eithefjmiSleédihg or misdirected because of'anzéveygy narrow
‘focus;bnmparticuiar"aspettsgofwhiS“WUrk; insufficiént*impoitanté*being"

accorded to the theoretical and methodological framework of the

institutionalist tradition which form the foundation of his work, or a
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casual and selective acquaintance with his work. It will further démon-

-

strate that: althoughz;g?iscdealt extensively with the production and \V/ﬂ£\

distribution of staple commodities in his research, he was not a staples

B

theorist, nor did he employ a staples appfoach; althbugh he Torcefully

underlined the dependent, colonial status that Canada has experienced

throughout its history, he cannot be described as Being an origihator of:-

i,

the meﬁropolié—hinterland pe%spective'whieh has gained in popularity in
recent years;-althbugh he condemmed American impefialism, he wés not

thereby a nationalist; although he underﬁook extensi&e gtudies in com~
munications, past and present, he did so hot because of an interest in

7

commuﬁications per se, but because he wished to-éssess their impact on

the configﬁrations of political and economic power over spacé and time

and ﬁltimately on the survival of Western civilization; and finally} he
did not undergd the rgdicél resea;ch reorientation that is apparently the };
case upon initial contact with his worﬁgizut that he did move from being
more or less dispassiqnately interested in the analysis of civilization to
being passidnétely concerﬁed about its survival. Further, this ghesis
will assess the crucial importance of Vebien's work for Innis. Having
thus outlined the broad perspective of the thesis, the following briefly
summarizes the chapter sections in which a fore detailed examination will
be undertaken. : : ' ’ , _ .

Chapter One consists of two. parts: the firsé part is an outline of
Innis"career,‘included here to situate the reader and to provide background
for the-arguments in the following chapters; the second part is an '*‘
exhaustive thematic survey of the literature on Innis.

Chapter Two addresses the widespread notion that Innis was primarily

r

-4



a staples theorist. . ]

Chapter Three argues that Innis was not a nationalist despite the

~ 7

fact that he is frequently considered to be one. The major focus here

will be on the views of two writers in particular: Daniel Drache (1969)

£

and William Christian (1977a). Of particular concern will be Innis'

notion of culture as it relates to nationalism.

-

Chapter Four is concerned with Innis'.alleged research reorienta-

tion, which is said to have occurred in.1940, and places it within an ‘

- overall methodological context. 7

Chapter Five traces the-evolution of Innis' thought. and assesses

the impact of Veblen's work on Innis. In brief, it provides a reinter-

pretation of Innis' work, focussing more on his analytical framework than

o

. . . . = , g
on the conclusions of his various studies. {P\

In the Conclusion, the importance of undeftakiné the present study -

RS

is reiterated for three reasons. First, to'encourage the realization
that Innis' work is much more complex and difficult to interpret than is

immediately apparent, and to thereby discoufage the casual and: thoughtless
B . B + #

reference to Innis' work which is all too prevalent in.recent times.
Second, to assess and evaluate the flurry of recent commentaries’ on his

work, something not possible until now. And, finally, to reintroduce

A

into the debate on Innis' work the "Veblen connection," largely ignored

or downplayed in recent literature, and to indicate its importance for

°

understanding Innis' analytical framework. ‘ ’ , i



NOTES TO INTRODUCTION

%\' v .

A}substantial bibliography of Innis' published'wofks can be found at
the end of this thesis.

These were written mostly by his friends and close associates. See,
for example, Easterbrook (1953 and 1953a), Brebner (1953), Lower -
(1953), Creighton (1953), Brady'(1953), and McLuhan (1953). For a
descrlptlon of the nature of Innis' relationship to the individuals
aboye, and of who they were, see Chapter One,- Part Two of this thesis.

For an interesting analysis of this trend see.S.D. Clark (1976:120—144).

Clark .was one of the first sociologists to be recognized as such in
Canada, was a student of Innis', and one of his colleagues at the
Univer51ty of Toronto.

For a complete bibliography of the work of this "school" see Clement
and Drache (1978). Although the new political economists are largely
responsible for exhuming Innis' work, they were not the only ones to
address his contribution in the late sixties and early seventies.
Robin Neill, a Canadian economist, published the only analytical
monograph dealing exclusively with Innls work. It is entitled A New
Theory of Value: The Canadian Economics of H.A. Innis, and is intended
as a counterbalance to the new political economists and what Neill
calls "naive Keynesianism" (Neill, 1972:3).

I refer here especially to William ChFistian (1977 and 1977a).
Christian is one of the most perceptive of the recent analysts of
Innis' work.’ ‘

#
See, for example, Neill (1972) and an excellent and thoughf?ul
analysis of Innis by Carl Berger (1976), one of Canada's most prom-
inent historians. Their work is discussed in deta11 in Chapter One,
Part Two of this thesis.
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CHAPTER ONE
. INNIS: INTERPRETATIONS OF THE MAN AND HIS WORK .

A Biographical Sketch

Harold Innis arrived at the University of Toronto in 1920 at the
age of twenty-six to begin his uninterrupted association with that
institution as faculty member in the Department of Political Economy. He

brought with him the experiences of family life in the strong "Grit" and

w Baptist Ontario town of Otterville where he was born in 1894. He had been

pfofoundly affecteq\by his military servi;é overseas duriﬁg the FEirst
ofld War and by the‘?;jury he susfained_neaf Vimy in 1916 which forced
his early return home. His étﬁdies at McMaster andlthe University of
Chicago were fresh in his mind. But while these early life experiences
had tremgndous im@ortance for his career as a whole, the primary focus of
the present sketch is Innis' career at the U;iversigy of Toronto.1
Over‘the span of his career Innis wrote nearly one hundred an&
tweﬁty review articles—-soﬁe of them containing reviews of severall
volumes at once--of books not only in his own field of econoudz'history,
bht in economics andﬁpisgory proper, demography3 sociology, gepgraphy,
law and communications. Most.of these reviews were written in,the early
part of his career when he was concerned wi?h establishing hiﬁself as a
member of the academic community. The first and most pressing task,

however, upon his arrival at the—UniversityAwasrto prepare his doctoral— -

thesis for publication. It was entitled A History of the Canadian Pacific

R
e

&5

£
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‘Railwaz, and was published in 1923. According to some critics, it was not

Innis' best effort, but there is little‘question‘that the perspectivejand
metheds of analysis employed in this study were highly influenced by
Thorstein Veblen and the institutionalist traditioh in economic history.
Veblen had a profound and iasting.effect‘on Innis, the "official™ con-
firmation of which arrived ih 1929 (Brady, 1953:88).

" In 1929, Innis published a bibliography of the works of

Thorstein Veblen in which he emphasized the institutionalist "method of

approach."2 In the spring of the same year, after having completed what

many have regarded as his chef-d'oeuvre, The Fur Trade in Canada, Innis
presented a paper entitled "The Teaching of Economit History in Canada,”
in which he argued'that,economic history should be the core of economics,
especially in new countries such as Canada because of the fundamental
differences between old and new countries in'their relationship to basic '
economic and political institutions; This article was a part of his
exhaustive survey of material concerned with the history of the northern
part of North America, and it laid out in summary form Innis' conception
of the economic life-history of Canada stressing the importance of trade
in staple products and the cumulative changes\orought by.the?exigencies
of the price system.3

By 1930, ten years after his graduation frohvthe University of
Chicago, Innis had mpleted and published two major works in economic

B

history, A History|of the Canadian Pac1f1c Railwuz>and The Fur Trade in f

Canada, writteniover thirty review articles of books mostly in the aréa of

Canadlan history, and hég\travelled extenSively to. familiarize himself

'first—hand with the geography and people of Canada. His most ambitious




lO‘
voyage was down the Mackenzie River by camoe in 1924, but he also
travelled to visit archives and libraries and to acquaint him;elf with
industry:and commefce. It was a most'impressive’gegggé of publication f:
and activity,'but it did not ena there. ‘ -
~ Innis had also undertaken two other important projecfs:‘gstﬂ of

which culminated in publications in 1933: Problems of Staple Production

in Canada, and Seie¢t Documents in Canadian Economic History, the latter

~edited and prepared in cooperation with one of his students and

colleagues, A.R.M. Lower. He was, at the same time, develbping a strong

_ interest in the cod fishery and Maritime affairs--an interest sparkedlby
the cénnection between the exploitation of fur and fish in the early days
of European presence on the North American continent--as well as in //

communications. In The Fur Trade in Canada he had alluded to the crucial

significance of the cod fishery for the opening of thé continent and the
fur trade. In a series of articles he\explored the connection Bétweeq

thé cod fiéhery énd the fur trade andvaddreSSed the political consequences
of the présecution of the cod fisﬁery and the fur trade with special
referéﬁ%e?to the impaét of fhe aétual physical characteristics of the-
staples themselves.4 He travelled‘extensively in Newféundland, Gaspe, E e

Labrador and the Maritimes in cqnnectiaﬁ with this new interest which

culminated in the publication of The Cod Fisheries in 1940.

But the 1930s were to present Innis with new challenges not directly
related to his research to date. The Depression placed the country under
a,tremendousmstrainfaadwthe'universities?hadfne—specialrimmunity from its

effects. Politicians increasingly called upon academics to "solve”

problems and to come up with "expert" solutions to complex problems. This
' Xp
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political pressure served to'inffaﬁe én already long-standing debate over
_the- very ﬁature of the social sciences.r

Innis»continued,,in the 1930s and afterwards, td review boo?s on
the fur trade, transportation, government, land settlement, communication; 
busipess and many other topics.5 But, in addition'to thgse reviews and
his historical étudies éf\the cod fisherieé, mining, pulp aﬁd paper and
timber that he conéucted during the 19305, Innis published a séfies of
articles dealing with the role of the socialrggiences, the causes and
effects of the bepression andrthe relationship between governments and
universities.

The first article he'published in this area is entitled "Economic
Nationalism" (1934) aqd was inginally an address to thg Canadian
Po}itical Science Association;6 His argumgﬁt here was prelusive to tﬁ%
many critical and poiemical articles and addresses ;e)was to publish aﬁd
deiiver in the 5&?25 to come. Innig argued that the social sciences, by
definition, must %é engaged in the dispassionate search for truth rather
than in social reform and political actionm.

Early in 1935 Innis participaied in the meetiﬁgs of the American
Economic Association as disCussiqn group chéirmaﬁ;_ This placed him centre“
stage in a debate that had flared up frequentlyﬂin the pastrover the
scientific character of economics and tﬁe-social sciences in general. A
group of American economistsxled by R.G. Tugwell and A.B. Wolfé,afgued
that economics must be considered a science, while Frank Knight,

J.M. Clark,7 Morris Copeland--all froﬁ the University éf,chicago——and

- many other economists held that neither inductive nor deductive scientific

economics were possible.(Neill, 1972:29-33). E.J. Urwick, the
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Chairman of the Department of Politlcal Economy at Toronto, argued for
the phllosophlcal" rather than the sc1ent1f1c épproach in the” study of
society. Innis dargely agreed with Tugwell and Wolfe, at least in regards

to the scientific nature of the social sciences. -

At about the same time, the Canadian Journal of Economics and

Political Science made its debut. The first issue contained articles by,

Frank Knight, Stephen Leeeock, then Cheirman of the Economics Department
of McGill University in Montreal, and E.J. Urwick. Knight and Urwick
restated and reiterated their familiar positions against the viability
and possibilit§ of a‘scientific economics while Leacock lamented the lack
of pragmatic relevance in economics. Innis responsed to these positions

in a subsequent number, but in the same volume, of the Canadian Journal

of Economics and Political Science ("The Role of Intelligence: Some Further

Notes"); and in the Dalhousie Review ("Discussion in the Social Sciences").

These articles were aimed particularly at Urwick and Frank Underhill, onme
of the inteliectual‘forces behind the scenes in the Co-operative
Commonwealth Federation. ‘

Berger (1976:101)7maintains that most of the debate between the
advocates of more scientifie involvement in the political process:sh
repreeented by Underhille—and those who thought that scholars must
deliberately insulate themselves {rom active participation in.politics——
represented by Innis--was more rhetorical than profound. ;Nevertheless,‘
Innis’ polemical essaysbadEéTeQieesrserved two burpeeee: firet, they

. . 4 :
provided the basis for his eritiEIEEféf"tHe’EEﬁEEhporérifétete46ffthe

social sciences, and, second, they provided Innis with an opportunity to

=

outline his own conceptionAof what the social sciences ought to be as well
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as what they should strive towards. In "The Role of Intelligence,"
"Discussion in the Social Sciences," and many more subsequent publications
(see especially 1944, 1944b, 1945 and 1947a), Innis expressed his notions

about science and his own particular approach to the subjects he studied.’

In 1934, Innis was made a Feliéw)of the Royal‘Sociegy of Canada,

and serﬁed on a Royal Commissionvfof the Provinée of’Nova Scbtia.//Iu
July of 1937, after seventeen years ét the University of Toronto, he was
appointed Chairman of the Departmentiof.Political Science, succeéding the
retiring E;J. Ufﬁidk.s These appointments and honours provided récog—
nition of Innis' increasingly E%despfead reputation as a scholdr. They

were followed in the forties by numerous honorary degrees and accolades

extended primarily in recognition of his work in Canadian economic ‘history.
Heé chose the ceremonies at which various honorary degrees were conferred

upon him to defend vigorously his views of the university tradition.

In 1944 Innis published three very important works all of which

were written as addresses to academic audiences. In "A Pléa for- the
. :
University Tradition," Innis reaffirmed his belief in the value of an

objective, dispassionate, "ivory tower"-based social science and lamented

the mountain of restrictions placed on the scientist and scholar. In

"Political Economy in the Modern State," Innis érghed that "The social

sciences reflect the demands of industrialism and capitalism . I

rather than the search for truth, to the detriment of balanced development

in Western civilization. In "On the Economic Significance of Culture,"”

" Innis reiterated his views on the social sciences. CEeiéﬁE&ﬁ'(iégiziii);

writes that "at this stage in his career Innis ". . . was driven inevitably

into a stupendous comparative Investigation of the interrelations of

Y
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communications with.politics, economics, and religion, throughout history

and over the entire world. . ," adding somewhat melodramatically that by

: . _ )
" the end of the Second World War Innis ". . . had ceased spiritually to be

a North American."

After 1945 there was a dramatic reduction in the number of reviews
Innis published,\in comparison to the preceding twenty years; those
reviews he did Qrite were increasingly concerned with newspapers, public
opinion, and communications, although topics in Canadian‘history were not

completely ignored. 1In 1946 he published what was to be the first of four

collections of essayé. Political Economy in the Modern State, in Innis' -

own-words, ". . . has been designed to bring together widely scattered
and relatively inaccessible articles published since 1933, for the con-
venient use of students, particularly the large number of students from

. . lw ) =
the armed forces" (1946; vii). Included were articles on newspapers and

public opinion, the university tradition, the social sciences, particularly

economic history, and on governmental machinery.

His 1947 presidehtial address to the Royal Society of Canada,

entitled "Minerva's Owl," was later published as the lead article in his

second collection of essays, The Bias of Communication (1951).

In "Minerva's Owl" Innis séemingly abandoned Canada altogether for -
a journey that would take him back to the aﬁcient Greek, Roman aﬁd 7
Mesopotamian empires, building from there to modern times focussing not

on constitutions, leaders and specific events, but on media of communication

‘and fhe:characterAbf.knowledge. "In each pe;;;E," Innis wrote, "I have

attempted to trace the implications of the media of communication for the

character of khowledge and to suggest that a monopoly or oligopoly of
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knowledge is built up to the point‘that equilibrium is disturbed" ' Lo
(1947a:3-4). Innis' telegraphic style in this essay and its sweeping
generalizations took many of his colleagues aback. Creighton reported.

that: Qj\,
The paper was much too long;-and, as if its author were unhappily
conscious of its prolixity, the whole, detailed, highly condensed

. argument was read in the most hurried and unemphatic fashion. Many U
in his audience were puzzled and bewildered; but despite these ‘ -
imperfections in its delivery and reception, "Minerva's Owl" was per—
haps the most important general statement of the 1ast phase of Innis'
career (1957:127).

_ Innis' concern for the history of communications, scholarship and

empire prompted him to search out other scholars who could relate to his
’ 5

studies. Thus, he developed an association with C.N.'Cochrane, E.T. Owen

-and E.A. Havelock of the prestigious University of Toronto Classics

Department. They assisted him with his investigations of Antiquity, but

the questions he asked had arisen in his earller work and 1ts concern with

. the extent of political organization over time and space.

Empire and Communications (1950) continued the 'argument'and

analysis presenteo in '"Minerva's Owl;" expanding on the theme of communi—
éation and political organization. After completing these historical
studies of communications, Innis was in a position to present his findings“
in a more genmeral way. This was the thrust of The Bias‘of Communication—-

a collection of articles which investigated the implications of tqg:ﬁbn—

clusions of Empire and Communication.

- Another collection of-essays appeared in 19527entitled_Changing” T e

Concepts of Time. In it Innis included five articles written after 1948 -

- T

in which he further explored the strategic implications of his findings in

The Bias of Commumication but with special reference to the American
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Empire. This is especially evident in the second essaj,'"Thé Military
Implications of the American Constitution," in which he concluded that:
A written constitutioﬁ with its divisive nature established)by the -
Declaration of Independence and the Constitution, established under
Washington and Adams, decentralized from Jefferson to Lincoln, first
under the Republican party and later the Democratic party, so that
at one time there has been a weakening of the power depending largely
on the dominant medium of communication, stand in sharp‘contrast with
the unwritten constitution of Great Britain and the undivided power
of the Prime Minister responsible to Parliament (1952b:44).

In a sense, Innis had now come. full circle. He had begun by
engaging in studies in economic history specich to capitaiism and the
British Empire, had undertaken an expanded study of the political
organization of empires which had come and gone over the span of millenia
and now he came back to capitalism, the British Empire and the new .

American Empire.

This course of events coincides with Imnis' remark that he had

ugaértaken the studies of empires long past in order to ascertain whether
or not there was a umiversal basis for the hypothesis he had gene?ated
earlier Qitﬁ regard to the relationship of the character of media of
communicgtion~with political organization andkauthority. The history of
.Western civilization dating back thousands of years was, in a sense, Innis'
laboratory. But aside from his interests in‘communiéation and his
historical research Innis had other concerns du;ing thé post-war years.

Innis again served on a federal Royal Commiséion; this . time one

concerned-with -transportation. ~He'travelled'extensively;~first‘tOWthe*

_ Soviet Union in 194%—-a,,triu" that greatly impressed him——and then to
Britain to deliver the Beit lectures at Oxford and for a round of
conferences and perspnal touring. But his health was by this time

¥

failing him. His last lecture entitled "The Decline of Instruments;



17

Essential in Equilibrium,” a presidential address to the American Economic
Association, was left unfinished. He died on November 8th, 1952. His

son, Donald, delivered the unfinished address in his place.

The Forgotten Scholar

" "t is some time," wrote Néill.in 197é (p. 3), "sincéifﬁe name'of
Innis was the shibboleth of erudition in éanadiah economics, and it may
be that there 'is now sufficient historical distance to make possiblé an
objectiverappfaisal of his contribution.” Indeed,,inrthe twent& yeafs

-

since his death there had been very little critical appraisal of his work.

. John Porter, the noted Canadian author of The Vertical Mosaic (1965),

wrote that, "His [Innis'] position as head of the Department 6f Poiitical
Economy at the University of Tofonto, hi; own prodigiéus scholarship, and
Vthe-numerous scholarly offices which he held made him, until he died in
1952, one of the most powerful figures in Canadian academic circles"
(1965:503). |

The fecognition Innis achieved while still alive didjlit£1e to
sustain an interest in his work after his deatﬁ. This tends to suggest
that it was his powerful academic presence that impressed people, rather
than the coﬁE1usionsrof his later works. His gcademic reputation, as much
of his power, was largely bui}t upon the foqndation he hgd laid much

earlier in his studies in Caradian economic history. Indeed, as Porter

suggests above, Innis! scholarly offices provided him with the . basis. from..

thighfbgﬂgould’exercise#substantial influence, bEtﬁ§§WQ¥§iBh§°n remarked,

Innis' work after 1940 was increasingly difficult to relate to foéfé‘large

¥

number of his former colleagues. As a result, interest in his workf?ps
- - - 4 - T

effectively on the wane sometime before his death,9 But other explanhtions
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have also been advanced to account for the eclipse of interest in Innis'
work.

Berger (1976:194) points to "The virtual destruction of the domin-

ance-of the political-economy tradition in the-fifties. . ." as a major -

contributing factor. Neill (1972:125) suggests that:
His theoretical position, however, has either been misunderstood or
ignored. To a great extent his work was the product of a period of
adjustment in western civilization when fundamental questions were
being asked and new analyses produced. 1In the consequent period of
relative calm and prosperity that sort of thing in social science 7
lost Fashion to a more myopic viewiof greater pragmatic and less : =
critical intent. i>
S.D.'Clark, in turn, points to the rise of structural~functionalism
especially in the United States, during the 1930s. This perspective
became ﬁidespread in the 1950s and 1960s when Canadian universities began
expanding rapidly and new universities were being built. Because of this
‘growth, Canadian universities were virtually forced to recruit faculty’
from abroad and especially from the United States. The effect was that
Canadian universities were inundated with foreign scholars with a non-
historical theoretical perspective and no "feel" for Canada (Clark, 1976:
120-133). The negative ramifications of this trend on the kind of social
science advocated by Innis were widespread and long-lasting. Yet a further
reason for the decline of interest in Innis' work was the increasing trend
towards specialization and quantification in the social sciences. Innis
had recognized this development during the debates of the mid-thirties:

The end of the nineteenth century and the twentieth century were

e marked-by theextension-of industrialismdependent on minerals, mew : - R

sources of power, physics and chemistry and mathematics:. These have

led to the decline in freedom of trade and the hardening of political

entities in the intensity of nationalism. With these has come the

end of political economy, the emergence of specialization in the .
social sciences, and its subordination to nationalism (1938d:5). .
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Thus, for Innis, the new industrialism with its scientific
rationali;atiOns and its increasingly pervasive and'extensive division
of ‘labour creaféd conditioﬁs in which c;untries took a defensive stance
in regard to one another, a defensiveness which manifested itself és
nationalism. _és Innis pointed out (1946:xii and 129-30), social sciéntists
were increasingly being cailed upon-—-and some went willingly~~to support
governments‘in the politically derived defensiveness of nationalism with
its tariffs androther protective apparatgs. Broadly—bésed inquiry such4
as pdlitical edOnomy was discouragéd and was replaced by a narrowly-
base&, nationally-framed inquiry responsive to political pressdre in the
form of governmental subsidies to universities and résearch. Yet, |
according to Innis, the social sciences had to be free to study what they
will. This would mean that research of international--or non-né;ional——
character wbuld often be required; moreover, he contended that phenomena
such'as the fur trade cannot be understood in purely national or regional
term;. It was, therefore, somewhat ironic that the rediscovery of Ihnis
by social scientists in the 19665 and 1970s was conducted in exactly the

3

same narrow and specialized fashion that he had spent his career avoiding.

A Profile of Interpretations : j o

Shortly after Innis' death in 1952 his close friends, colleagues
and associates published several short biograpﬁical accounts of Innis'
life and largely eulogistic commentaries in a wide variet& of journals.

They were more predisposed to suggest Innis' ovérwhelming importance to ‘

Canadian scholarship and social science by pointing to his voluminous
scholarly production and his vociferous defense of the university tra-

dition than they were to offer substantial criticism.
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This trend continued for the following eighteen to twénty years.
Articles and commentaries that appeared'5uring this period‘consiéted
mainly of passing references to‘Innis' work in geﬁéral survey articles
and of isolated critiques of various particular aspects of his work.
Commentaries on Innis' work in economics predoﬁinéted.with special ;tten— .
tion paid to his .so-called staples theory of economic growth. Recent
attention to Innis is, by contrast to early commentaries, highly thematic
and more critical than eulogistic. The themes being developed vary Qidely
in response té the amazing.range of Innis' work. But bec§use Ipnis was »
primarily an ahalyst:of.economiC'in;;itutions the conclusions he reached
in this  area have provided the gréatest impetus for a reconsiﬁé?;tion of
his work. The other part of his thought that has received new attention
is tﬁat ,dealing with the role of communications media and‘techniques

- in Westerﬁ civilization, His studies of economic institutions have been
of particular_{nterést to a group of political economists, while his
studies in communications have been the subject of substantial»intereét
for the newly developing field of communications studies. Thus, the
literature dealing with Innis’ work began with'general and largely bio-
graphical commentaries, wanéd during a period in which feference to Innis
is rare, and finally entered a stage in the late 19605 when the conclusions

of his studies are widely appealed to in support of various contemporary

perspectives in the social sciences. s
The greater part of tﬁé literature about Ingis that appeared since
. 1952 will now bé examined in order to (1) identify the majorathemes of
different interpretations of I;nis' work, and (2) to establish the

principal areas of disagreement betweéen different types of interpretatioms.

i

&
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These major differences of interpretation will be addressed thematically,
but chronological developments within themes will also be considered.

The early commentaries on Innis were general rather than specific or

‘ thematic, but they often contained in embryonic form themes that were

later elaborated upon;lO in fact, most of the themes addressed in more
recent times can be traced to earlier commentaries. Before systematically
addressing the various themes it is appropriate at this point to identify,
and then to comment upon, the more general publishéd commentaries in
;egard to Ipnis' work.

= Virtua;ly all of the published'remarks on Innis' work which
appeared during his lifetime were in the form of reviews of his numerous

books. Most reviews published pfior to 1940 were complimentary.ll The

Fur Trade in Canada (1930) and The Cod Fisheries (1940), among his many

publications, were especially well received. Negative criticisms of his

overall contribution comprise mainly references to Innis' "cryptic" style

Q\?nd tendency to sweeping generalization rather than “o0 more substantive

and specific analytical and methodolbgical issues. Innis' death triggered
a more expansive reflection and commentary on his work than had been
possible in'book reviews.

Most of his obituaries, eulogies and general reviews of his work
that appeared in the journmals after his death were simply entitled »
"Harold Adams Innis: 1894-1952." These consisted mainly of stréight—
forward biographical summaries which eﬁphasized Innis' special personal
characteristies.lz However, Vincent Bladen, his successor as- Chairman of
Political Economy at the University of Toronto, and other close associates

such as W.T. Easterbrook, A. Brady, J.B. Brebner, W.A. Mackintosh, and

L.
&,
A

\\
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Marshall McLuhan, also offered interprefations of the significénce of
different infiuences and events on Innis and considered the overall

direction of ﬁis life and spholarship. In l957,>one of Innis' closest
friends af tﬁe Uﬁiversity‘of Toroﬁto, the prominent Canadian historian

Donald Creighton, published the first complete biography of Harold Innis

entitled Harold Adams Imnis: Portrait of a Scholar. These early publi-

cations were followed several years later by several more of similar

genre.

The first to appear was the monograph by Robin Neill, a Canadian
graduate in economics from Duke University who wrote his doctoral dis-

‘sertation on the character and thrust of Innis' whole contribution. His

"\,_c/\\

dissertation formed the basis for a monograph published in 1972, on the

. .
2

twentieth anniversary of Imnis' death, entitled A new theory of value:

the Canadian economics of H.A. Innis. It was followéd in 1976 by a

perceptiVe commentary on Innis published by Carl Berger, another

prominent Canadian historian, as part of a book entitled The Writing of

Canadian History. Two years later, in 19785 on the occasion of the

twenty-fifth anniversary of Innis' death, Donald Creighton was again

* .
called upon to review Innis' contribution. His keynote address to the

1
Innis Symposium, "ﬁarold Adams Innis: Legacy, Context and Directiom," at
Simon Fraser University was simply entitled "Harold Adams Innis: An
Appraisal." It was accompanied on the same occasion by an address

entitled "The Contribution of H.A. Innis to Canadian Scholarship,"

/delivered by S.D.+Clark, one of Innis' students and probably the best

%/known historical sociologist in Canada today, and a commentary by

William Westfall of York University, entitled "The Ambivalent Verdict:
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Harold Adams Innis and Canadian History." These are the most &mportant

of the general commentaries on Innis' work, although many other articles,

also make some reference to the broader thrust of Innis' work and to his
, t ol

13

signifiCance for contemporaryrsocial science. o

Neill, Berger and Créighton generally agree that Innis haq a single-
minded dedicatiéﬁ to écholgrship, a strength of character, a need to be
éhorough an& comprehensive in all that he did, a capacity»for sustained
intellectual effort and a sometimes overpowéring career consciousness.
He posseésed a highly inductiye,mind and a critical spirit combined with L =
an inﬁractéble intellectualAintegrity and honesty.'AThey also contend that ~
InﬁiS‘waé a ;trong ligeral and nat;bnégiSt, characferisticé conditioned by "
his rigid Baptist "Grit" upbfinging and his wartime experiénéeﬁ; They "
further conclude thét his e4rly work in Cénadian ecoﬁomic histor§ faf 6ut—
Aweighs in importance hié later work in communications -and that a cléarly
defined re-orientation occurred in his Qork in 1940 from studies of staples
industries to their effects on the minds of meﬁ and political organization. | ‘g
The importance of Thorstein Veblen to Innis is generally acknowledged in
passing aévwell‘as the influence of other scholars at McMaster University
énd the University of Chicago, where he studied. -

The disagreements and contentious points in this body of literature
afise mainly from the degree of emphasis to be accorded certain infl&énées
and events in Innis' life rather than from substaﬁtive issues. Clearly,
there 1is a great deal of agreemEﬁf in the 1iteraturea£ﬁ regard to the
ehgraeéeristies~deseribedrabovei——Tﬁe—biegfapgf'by~Greighton*encompasseSWf"f R —
most of the eariier comment;riesron Innis and éffectiveiy serves as a »

written memorial to Imnis (Creighton,iigéitxéé%v The later works by .
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Neill (1972), Berger (1976), Clark (1978), Westfall (1978) and Creighton

:(1978) have the benefit of;historioal distance. They provide a more

critical and analytical perspective than the earlier interpretations,.

yet they generally agree with the earlier interpretations that Innis was

a nationalist, a liberal-and a staples, then a communications, theorist.
Besides the predominantly biographical material, the interpreta-
tions of Imnis' work fall into four basic categories: Canadian economic.

history, nationglism, social scientific theory and method and communication.

Strictly speakiné}(nationalism as a theme can be incorporated in the

vcategory of Canadian economic history, but because of its Qentral impor-
tance it desernes special attention. Commentaries éurrounding Canadian
economic,hiStory focus on either the conclusions of Innis' various
studies or his nethodsrof analysis. The same can be said about communi-
cations. Interpretations of his work in the area of social scientific
theory and method tend to be critical and analytical in nature, dealing
primarily oith the manner in which Innie approached nis'research.
Commentaries

1. Canadian Economic History

The central themeé‘raised by interpretations of Innis' work in
Canadian economic history are the staples/dependency theme and the theme
of economic history as a mode of historicai explanation. iThroughout his

career Innis was first and foremost -an economic historian. ~This holds~

' ' <
1)trueiwhetherwhe,wasminvestigatingfaﬁstaple"commodityftraderlinkingrEurope

to North America in recent times, or ancient Héllenistic and Mesopotamian

-

empires. Most of the commentaries on his work, indeed, deal with topics

relating to economic history. Moreover, a large number of commentators
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go even further and suggest that Innis'_work‘in "Canadian" economic
history ranks as his most important, It is this aspect of his onk that
established his international reputation,‘that had provided the most‘
sustained.interest in his work‘;hroughout his career and that has since -
generated .a éubstantial amount of controversy and discussion. Most eéfiy
commentators on Innis would,égree with W:A. Mackintosh-(l953:185) that
Innis' most fruitful work throughout his‘career was in Canadian economic

history.

The first primarily critical artiéles on Innis' work in Canadian
economic hist§r§ were providedbby Keﬁneth Buckley ovaueen's University
(1958) and by W.T. Easterbrook (1959). Both wrote critiques of the
"staples approach' based on what they perceived to be the increasing

complexity of the industrial system in Canada, something that could not

be explainéd adequately, they maintained, by appealing to the staples

prodﬁcing sector of the Canadian ecohomy. In contradistinction to both

Buckley and Easterbrook,vMel Watkins, in a seminal article entitled "A
Staple Theor? of Economic Growth" (1963), attemptéd fo*systematize'lnnis'r
éo—called staples approach as an explanationyof Canadian resource-linked
economic development. Watkins' article was followed by a series of analyses

which explicitly accepted his assessment of Innis. They included, among

others, Kari Levitt's Silent Surrender (1970), Gary Teeple's Capitalism and

the National Question in Canada (1972), and Robert Laxer's. [Canada] Ltd.

(1973). Robin Neill (1972) addresses Innis' contribut#on to Canadianr

economic history and concludes that Innis was most concerned with uncover-

. ing a new theory of value in regard to economic activity, one based on
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the creative potential- of the human personality. Carl Berger (1976)
focusses not only on Innis' conclusions of his studies in‘Canadia
economic history emphasizing their comprehensive character, but afso

ays special attention to Innis' conception of his role as social
pay pec ‘ P

scientist and economic historian. He maintains that Innis was primarily -

e

engaged in fa search for limits" in regard to the work. of the éoéial
sciences.

Innis' work in Canédian economic history has had an especiaily‘
pronounced effect upon a new generatién of Caﬁadian socialist and

Marxist political economists. (Canadian Dimension, a socialist monthly

journal published in Winnipeg, printed several articles ffom 1972 to 1974
emphasiéing what Mackintosh in 1953 idé%tified as the political dimension
of the production of export staples, ﬁamely,,the relationship betweén -
metroﬁolis and hinterland.14’ The dependent character of the Canadian
ecdnomy and polity is‘éxplained by feférenée to metropolitan control over

manufacture, secondary industry, administration, technological research

and development, and the making of decisions.

-«
*

In 1977, the Journal of Canadian Studies published a special issue

dedicated to Immnis, including articles specifically on the theme of
Canadian economic history. Watkins contribﬁ;za\“Theﬁﬁpaples Theory
Revisited" in which he reiterates his 1963 argument while ézzgﬁg that

. "+ . . the bias of the paper is toward the Marxist paradigm" (2%77:83).

He maintains that the scholars now working with the staples approach are

~ predominantly Marxists. Neill (1977:73), criticizing Watkins and others

such as Buckley (1958) and Easterbrook (1959) for pressing the staples

“_ . . thesis into -service on every side of the debate over growth . . . ,



holds that, unfortunately, Innis' thesis has become a set of theoretical
models rather than an historical thesis. The Symposium held at Simon’

Fraser University in 1978 provided 2’ context in which several scholars

1 1
r

_explored the.theme of Innis and economic history. A particularly
intere;ting aspect of the Symposium was tﬁe delivery of four papefs -

_ concerned with the Canadian and American North and‘inspired, ostensibly,
by Innis.15 They were large;y concerned with the dynamics and con-

figurations of the development of the North by southern business and

governmental interests. l ey
- . - ",

Innis, the economic historian, is consideredvsy some commentators
to have been more inductively than deductively,iﬁéifgéd. He is presumed
to have allowed historical processes and evénts to lead him to
explanation rather than imposing théoretical propositions on historical
processes and events. Brebner (l953:18),,sﬁppbrted by Neill (1972),
rejects this notion, insisting that Innis worked both inductively and
deductively. Part of his.argument is based on the idea that Veblen
prbvided Innis with a substantialvtﬁeoretical and methodological base,
and that in his studies in Canadi;ﬁ economic history Innis was guided by

~distinct theoretical notions about the character of civilization and the
important.facfors which contribute to the growth amnd décay of institutions
which, for him, were the ". . ;Jchief interest of the social scientist"

(Innis, 1935:283).. Innis, it would seem, had a fairly well defined idea -

about what torlobk for in historical inﬁestigation and how to look for jt. . -

In-this regard, Innis' views on nationalism and the use of the country or
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nation as a unit of social scientific analysis are important clues as

to how he ‘approached’ the study of history.

2. Nationalism
The frequently—held view that Innis was a nationalist
indicates that a fundamental misapprehension has occurred among numerous
commentators on Innis in regard to his basic theory and method of
o ; ’ : ’
historical investigation. Although Innis' published views on nationalism
and on the use of the nation orféountfy as a unit of amnalysis in the social
sciences are overwhelmingly negative, several writers have considere& him
to be a étroﬁg nationalist and, for the most part, an analyst of Can;dian
nationai political and economic problems and issues. Two writers in
particular have taken diametrically opéosed views on this matter. in
1969, Daniel Drache published an article entitled "Harold Imnis: A
Canadian Nationalist," and in 1977 Williém Christian, of>Mount Alliéonr
University, reieased a devastating critiqﬁe of Drache and his perspeptive
in "The Inquisition of Nationalism," an article that highlights Innis'
often deélared aversion to nationalismf As we shall.see, Innis' views on
the nation and nationalism are highly indicatiﬁe of the way he defined
science; and his practice tﬁereof. o
In broad terms, thén, there is general agreement in the literature

in regard to the notion that the staples/dependency'theory or approach

—— : o ST T o

constitutes a major element of originality in Innis' work. There is,

however, no agreement about how Innis approached the study of history, a
difference of int retation especially evident in regards to his

alleged nationalism. ! This disagreement extends, moreover, not only to

his work in Canadian economic history, but also to his communciations



studies,ﬁndertaken.afgéf 1940;

3. Communications

g

The Innis Symposium mentioned above constituted an important event
o ) 5 ) T o
in the "official" recognition of the significance of Imnis' studies in

communications. TheArecqgnition was a long time coming despite the »
efforts of Marshéll McLuhan and Jamgs Céréy; a éontemporary American
communications‘theoristﬁl6> Creighton (1957), among others, confesses to
being puzzled by Innis' adventures in communications studies; their

b

significance in relationship to his work in Canadian economic history is

i

unclear for a great many critics of Innis and his contribution.

The reviews of Innis' Empire and Communications (1950) were

favourable except that V. Gordon Childe (1951)., the eminent classical
scholar from the University of London, recagnized that Innis' inexperience

~with Antiquity and his reliance on secondary sources proved to be some-

what of a handicap. His subsequent The Bias of Communication (1951) was
ambivalently reviéwed.' Karl Deutsch (1952) of the Massachusetts

Institute of Technology} Bernard Berelson (1952) of the Ford Foundation
and John U. Nef (1952) of the U;iversity of Chicago wére generally positive
toward the tone and critical quality of the book while pointing out its
"unfinished" chapéét;r. On the ;ther hand, E.R. ;déir of McGill
University was harshly critical of the book. He remarked sarcastically

in conclusion to his review of the book that ". . .. the reader is Iikely

to close this book with the reflection that Mr. Innis' reputation will

continue -to rest on the sound and valuable iiptribution>he has made to

the history of Canada's economy -and communicatioﬁs"'(1952:394).
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Shortly after Innis' death Easterbrook (1953:10) noted the crucialhr
significance that communications.had played in all ofVInnis' work, as did
McLuhan inAa wéll known article also published in 1953 entitled "The
iatér iﬁnis.f In 1960, Easterbrook again»picked_up this theme in
"Problems in the Relafionship of Communication and Economic History."
‘James Carey ih‘"Harold Adams Innis and Marshali‘McLuhan," (1967) proposed
fhat the main theme of Innis' communications studies was the relationship
between media of‘communication and sécial orgénization, iné¢luding fhe,‘
"location ;f social‘aufhority and the mechanisms of its perpefuation.
vfhis argument wés restatéd in 1977 in a éomewﬁat modified form by
. .

William Christian, who emphasized the political dimension of the relation-
ship bétwegn-medi; of coﬁmﬁnicétion and social organization. However, it

was not until the Innis Symposium at Simon Fraser University in 1978 that

for the first time a group of students and scholars gathered‘to discuss

the whole of Innis' contribution with special emphasis on his communi-

cations studies.and their contemporary and future implicationms. /IE§reEis
no single theme ruﬁniqg through all of the Symposium materigl, éﬁ&qmué}

‘of the individual ad&resses dn this occasion will be referred to in
subsequent chapfefs, but it can be observed at this point that many‘of

the presentations were concerhed with the manner in which Innis approached.
the study of history and communications, and the conmections between his
early and later works. Indeéd, although the positive importance of Tnmis'

contribution to social science is seldom questiomed, thé nature of that

contribution, both in its theory and methods, is subjeét to much debate.
The manner in which Imnis approached the study of history and communi-

cations, that is, his conception and practice of social science, has been

- a._‘u"’)‘;/~
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relationship to the literature on Innis. % L

»

4, Social Sciences

@ [}

‘Innis, especially after the onset of the Great‘Depressiog of thé.R
1930s, often wrote about the social sciences and tﬂ;ir relationéhip to' ~
capitalism’and industrialism. He questioned the.existing role of the
soéial scientist and suggestedwwhat that role ought to be. Although a
great'deal of Imis' timerwas devoted to promoting ﬁhe‘social sciences
and suggesting alternatives to its ;uﬁﬁugét%on to capitalism, this

aspect of his wérk has received little attention of a specificAnature
since his death. An exception to this trend is evident in the7work of ”
Hugh G. Aitken, the noted Canadian economist.. In aé article wriéten in
1977 entitled "Myth and Measurement: the Innis Tradition in Economic
Historf," Aitken rejects the;notion that Innis was a social scienfist,
noting his neglect for the c;ﬁstruction of testable hypotheses. He

labels Innis a "myth-maker" rather than a scientist, meaning that what
Innis did had value, but only to the extent that it pointed to interesting
areas for scientific investigation. Neill (1977), by contrast, points out
that Innis was engaged in historical studies in which he attempted‘to
construct historically rather than normatively based theses. This view
had been suggested as earlyﬂas 1953 by Marshall McLuhan.

As previously suggested, Imnis' work in Canadian economic history

has appealed particularly to a new generation of Canadian Marxist

political economists. They contend that Innis was a strong nationalist,
a materialist, a generalist rather than a~ ialist, and a scholar

4

possessed of z basically historical perspective. Ian Parker, one of
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this hew generation of Mérxisgrpblitical economists, has suggested, in
three noteworthy articles,17 that combining Marx and Innis would provide
the most powerful basis for any subsequgnt analyses of Canadian history.
He suggests thaf-their analytical methods have an inheréntAaffinity.

| A. John Watson énd Leslie Pal: both gontemporéry coﬁmentators og
Inniéj work, a&dress the issue of Innis"pérspectives on soCial'écience,
his conception ofrits nature and its potgntial.18 Innis, they‘maintain,
practised and promoted the "pﬁilosophical approach" as a counteracting
force against the increasing specialization of fhe social sciences.

In summary, then, Inﬁis' work.has been the subject of a substantial
~ amount of attention, especially immediately'aftervhis death and since tﬁe‘
twentieth anniversary of his death in 1972." Much of the lite;ature'con—
sists of bibgraphical and eulogistic commentaries or of analysés of,
and appeals to, partiéular themes in Innis' work. The dominant cétegories
in whiéh Innis' work has been assessed are those of Canadian economié
history énd communic;tions;

From the perspective of this thesis, which is primarily interested
in understanding Inﬁis' wofk in holistic terms as a COﬁtributidp to social
science, much of the existiné'literature is overly focussed.on specific
asPects of Innis' work, taken to have sepafate and distinctive meaning.
The value of the existing body of literature surrounding Innis' work lies
in its suggestive force and in its somewhat isolated yet potent insights.
In it caﬁ be foun@—a—multitude ofrclues to enlighten the search-for a

more holistic unders

anding of Innis and his contribution. The subsequent

chapters of this thesis are organized around the themes identified above.
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NOTES TO CHAPTER ONE

For a relatively detailed treatment of Innis' early life see
Harold Adams Innis: Portrait of a Scholar (1957) by Donald Creighton.

For enianalysis df Veblen's impact on Innis, including a discussion
of "method of approach," see Chapter Five of this thesis.

"The price system” is a common concept found in economic literature,
especially in the latter half of the 19th century and the first half
of the 20th century. The price system is not essential to all
economic situations but is particular to modern Western civilization.
It describes a mode of distribution of goods and services which is

based on private property, the use of money in distribution (exchange) -

and a market system. For a deﬁailed discussion of Innis' use of the
concept see Neill (1972:51).

In 1931 Innis wrote two articles in this regard: '"The Rise and Fall
of the Spanish Fishery in Newfoundland;" and "An Introduction to the
Economic History of the Maritimes, including Newfoundland and New
England.” In 1935 he wrote "Cape Breton and the French Regime," and
in 1937 he pubiished "Basic Problems of Govermment in Newfoundland." -

See the b1bliography 1nc1uded at the end of this thesis for references
to a complete list of Innis' published works.

This article was reproduced in substance (with a new introduction and
conclusion) in Innis and Plumptre (1934:3-24). It was also later
reprinted in Innis (1956:123-140) as "The Canadlan Economy and the
Depression."”

Frank Knight and J.M. Clark were both on the faculty of the University
of Chicago when Imnnis studied there from 1917-1920. Both, according
to many commentators--prominent among them D. Creighton (1957)--~had a
great deal of influence on Innis. It was Clark who suggested the
C.P.R. as a doctoral thesis topic to Innis.

Shortly after his ascension to the Chairmanship of his department
he changed its name to the Department of Political Economy.

See Berger (1976:195) and Watkins (1963:141-43).

Examples include the themes of staple production, 'scholarship and
nationalism. . o N

Reviews of A History of the Canadian Pacific Railway by 0.D. Skeltpn
(1923), of The Fur Trade in Canada by W.A. Mackintosh (1931), and of
Settlement and the Minlng Frontier by C.R. Fay (1936) are but three

examples.

-
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18.

See Parker (1977), (1977a) and (1978).
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See especially the eulogies and obituaries by Willits, Cole,

Creighton, Faucher, Lower and Nef-(1953).

See in particular Watson (1977), Christian (1977) and Marchak's
critique of Clark, Westfall and Watkins within the .context of the

1978 Innis conference at Simon Fraser University.

See in particular articles by A.K. Davis (1972), C. Gonick (1972),
P. Usher (1972) and J. Warnock (1974).

See the articles by G. Valaskakis, Arlon Tussing, J. Steeves and -
P. Usher.

Carey wrote an article in 1967 entitled, "Harola Adams Innis and
Marshall McLuhan."

Watson and Pal both published articles in the Journal of Canadian
Studies, November, 1977. a

P
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CHAPTER TWO
THE STAPLES APPROACH

During the past quarter—ceritury a wide—ranging set of interpre;
tations have been advanced regarding the early phase of Imnis' work in
eéonomic histo;y. Most of these interpfetations have variously
described Innis' method of analysis in his studies of the fur £rade, cod
fisheries, mining, timber and pulp and paper as the stéples "approach,"l

"theory," "thesis,”" "model," and "theme."

The term 'staples approach"
has achieved the widest currency, but some Fommeﬁtqtors use the terms
interchangeably.2 However, the specialization of approach implied in
such a perspective is fpndamentally at odds with Innis' viewsgon the
nature of the social sciences and civilization. Moreover, wh§§ Innis'

emphasis on commodity trade is viewed in relatiom to his overall

theoretical and methodological framework, it becomes clear that his

focus on staples commodity trade resulted from the apblication of a
previously dgveloped approach and did not constitutefan approach in
itself.

There is very little in the literature to indicate that commen-
tators are prepare&'to accept the notién that Innis had developed a
theory of historical change. 'Indeed, many_of the writers who have
commented on Iﬁ%ié' work are inclined to suggest that the staples
approach constituted the pivotal element in the first phase of Innis’

career, and that focussing on the staple commodity allowed him to

correlate a wide range of historical events and processes.3 As

35
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Easterbrook expfessedvit, "From this standpoint, the staple, like the
medium; may be viewed asﬂa%fool of analysis which enables study of total
situatiﬁﬁs in terms of.resource;, technology and markets, and the
ihstitutions, economic, politiéal and social, in which theéé are
imbedded" (%§60:563). Earlier, Easterbrook had suggested that "indus-

trialism" was the focus of Innis' research in economic history (1953a:

N
291). Thus, for Easterbrook, Innis was‘engaged in studies in industrial-
ism or indus;riai development with special at;ention being paid thé
staples producing sectorlbecauseiof its primary and critical importance
in defining and determining the course»of North American history.
Support for this perspectivé cgn'be found in an article by Hugh Aitken
(1977:99) in which he suggests that the staples approach provided Imnis

"seeing the data" or as a "frame of reference.”

with a way of
Kenneth Buckley observes thét, "Whiie Innis did not subscribe to a
staple theory of economic growth, he did use thebstaple approach to
correlate a Qide range of pqlitical and social developments and explain
the character of major institﬁtions within Canada" (1958:442). Buckley,
in the same articie, contrasts what he considers Innis’ stapleé

approach derived from a concern for an international ecohomy with

Mackintosh's staples theory which he perceives as being more applicable

‘to regional and national situations. In a variation on this theme,

G.W. Bertram (1967), described by Drache (1978:28) as a "launderer" of -
the Innisian polifical economy tradition, proposes that the spaple

"model" was in reality a theory of regional growth within an international
economy. |

By contrast, Berger (1976) and Neill (1972) disagree with \
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Easterbrook's contention that Innis ". . . nowhere gives any indication of

!
!

interest in cnnstructing é system, or theory of historical change"
(1953:9). They :iew Innis as having been engaged in a search for a more
édequaté_theory of economic gro&th. Their argumenté are based on state-
ments by Innis to the effect that the ecnnomic theory of old conntrieskis
. not snitéd to‘new>counffies and that an economic theofy suiﬁed to new
countries has to be forged in the fnrnace of economic\history.4 Neill
(1977:73) explinitly rejects what he considers the‘transformation‘of

Innis' historical thesis on the part of various writeré into a  set of whnt
he callé "theoretical normafive models." This doesvnot‘imply, however,
that Innis was uninterested in theory. Neill and Christian both argue that
Innis was in searchlof a new theory of ecnnomic growth. - Christian

remarks, for:example, that Innié ... drew‘his theory from tne facts

that he studied, but there was always an interpenetration of facts and
theory; gach refining and modifying thé other" (}977:21). In their
analyses, Neill and Chriénian are gssentially reflecting views expressed

by J.B.'Brebner in>.1963.5

lMarshall McLuhnn lafgely concurred with Brebnef in this régard,

but the manner in which he expressed his concurrence is unique. For
v - :

McLuhan, Innis attempted to create a working model of the fur trade and

other staple-centered industyies from the inside, with special reference
n

to the people most involved in it, ". . . and who were most harassed by

its exigencies" (1953:385).. In 1953, commenting on.Innis' method,r,,l,,,

McLuhan wrote that:

For the Innis approach, no preconceptions are necessary. In fact,
-total reconstruction of an industry makes preconceptions useless.
And 'explanation' takes the form simply of presentation of a
dramatic model (1953:386). e
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Thus? McLuﬁan noted that although one element such as the staple commbdity
may be centrally import;nt in Innis' historical reconstruction on a
certain historical setting and instance, it does nét automaticaily
.command singular theoretital éignificaﬁce at all times and in all places.

A major difticulty withythe above perspectives ts that théy define
Innis either in regionally or étructurally limited terms, or as an
inductively inclined scholar. This latter variation depicts Iynis as
having discovered, through the influence of‘Mar“ian Newbiginr and
W.A. Mackintosh, that the staple commoditylprovided.the'key to the
6pening of the North American continent to European economic interests.
These interpretations generally fail to acknowleége the predomiﬁzgz
influence on Innis of Thorstein Veblen'“s historical and institutional
approach.

Before undertaking his analysis of thevexpaﬁsion of the institu-
tions-of European civilizétion into Nprth Amética, Innis had already come
to the conclusion--thanks in largé part to Veblen—-that thg stggy of
economic institutions would provide the.most efficacious course to a-
more profound uﬁderstanding of European civilization as a whole |
historical process.

In the specific case of The Fur Trade in Canada, this meant

tracing the European origins of the trade in furs in North America, an

activity.Innis considered fundamental to the spread of settlement

inland. The fur trade, Innis contended, had arisen in the relationship,

7rét titétmﬂéﬁﬁ;;;téiéﬁ&u;t;i&éntal and then organized, of Europeans
engaged in fishing for cod on the eastern seaboard and the Grand Banks

with autochthonous groups living on shore, or not far inland. He -

o
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concluded that after a time the fur trade grew independent of the fishery
and moved toward the interior of the.continent. He outlined the.patterné
of political organization necessary .for the profitable prosectuion of the

trade at different times, "and their replacement by more efféctive

organizational techniques, especially when depléting stocks of beaver

and other fur-bearing animals necessitated a push toward the west.
Fiﬁally, Innis described the decline Qf_the trade in the late nineteenth
and early twentieth centuries in face of settlément, forestry, mining and
fur farming; In all of this Innis attempted to present a life-history of
the growth of European civilization, focussing on the fur trade as a
uniquely impo;tant factor. Innis';rgued that Eu;opean civilization
expanded into North Amerigf because of £he superiority of its technology
and because of the search for profit. The deveiopment of the fur trade

was a result of the latter, one of the most powerful institutions of

5

European civilization.
The explanatory power of Innis' method of historical reconstruction
provides.the foundation upon which he built his academic career and

reputation. But even %hough the value of his contribution has been

widely recognized, its precise character and thrust have not always been

clearly identified.
To characterize Innis' method as a ''staples approach," as many
commentators on his work do, or to view the staples in his work as a°

convenient focal point, is to misunderstand Innis' conception of social

science and'civilization, and to miss the importance of Veblen's work for-

<
hY

Innis. In essence, Innis appropriated--or at least was highly impressed

by and agreed with--Veblen's particular theoretical ‘and methbdological

-



(,; : - - - : 40 -
assumptions about science and civilization.

- .

Veblen considered that science was an institution which had

° s

evolved from eérlier fo?ms of thought and action, and which was itself
eVolvihg through thé development of new theories and methods particu-
larly suited to industrialism and éapitalism.6 He divided sciencé into
two Basic categories, pre-Darwinian and post-Darwinian, partly on the
basis of ﬁethodélogy, but more clearly on the basis of their meta-
physical assumptions. The objective of pre-Darwinian scientific

inquiry, for Veblen, was taxondmy and definition. Scientists of this
bent search for final causation andﬂggtﬁral léws governing all phenomena.

Moréaver, they emphasize the immutable relations that govern phenomena

before the intervention of causation. Post-Darwinian science, by

contrast, places its explanatory emphasis on the process of causation
itself, whereby ". . . the interval of instability and transition
between initial éause and definitive effect, haé come tb take thé first
place in thé_inquiry; instead of that consummation in which causal
effect was 6nce presumed to_comf to rest" (Veblen, 1906:37). In post-—
Darwinian science there is no. longer any'preoécupétion with natural laws
or final causation. Thus, post-Darwinian or modegg‘science, as‘Veblen
often characterized it,>isvexclusively concerned with the relationship
.betwgen what.has taken place and what is taking place.

Both'phases of scientific inquiry, according to Veblen, are con-

« — .

cerned with the collection of facts and logical proof based on empirical

observation, experimentation, interpretation and verification. The
. :

difference between the two is brimarily one of metaphysical emphasis.

Pre-Darwinian science focusses on phenomena in a state of rest, so to



‘.
speak, while pos;jDarwihian science focusses ‘on chgnge, Or more pre-
cisely onlconsecutive and cumulative chénge.
\\\Moreover, Veblen relatged the development of séience to 6ther
'phasesJLf human develoRPentj He wrote: "This questidn‘bi a scientific
point of vie&, of a particular attitude and animus in mattérsvof
knowledge, is a question‘oi‘the formulation of habits of thought; and
habits of thought are an outcome of habits of life" (Veblen, 1906:38).
The habits of modern life, Veblen héld, Qefe predominantly influenced by
. »
machine product}on and business practlces in the pursui\\of profit. vPost—
Darwinian scienégj thus, has taken on the colour and anlmué\ag the
‘technology of machine production, andilargely,serves the negﬁé of industry
. . L
and business. All habits of thought and life in modern European
civilization come under the influence,of.theée dﬁal}forces of industry
and business. |

It is this Veblenian conception of post-Darwinian science and

economics that Innis referred to in the Preface of A History of the

Canadian Pacific Railway when he described his own perspective as

"scientific and evolutiomary” (1923). Not only did Innis cbmpletely
reject neo-classical economics, as Neill suggests,,but§ more importantly,
he was most impressed by Veblen's conception of science. Innis' use of

the term "science" must not be construed to imply‘a\hyggfhetically—based

. . ¢ .
exercise€ in deductior where syllogisms, models and normative evaluations

S

about; it refers essentially to a life-historical method. Where that

science is a social science, the object of life—historical inquiry must
be civilization defined as a schema of institutions.

It becomes understandable, then, why Innis, as J.B. Brebner so
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aptly expressed it: "Again and again . . . pleaded with his peers to cut

along the grain of human‘eiggrience not across it" (19§3a:16). By urging
this method of analyzing th??humanexperience Innis was registering his
opposition to an ahistorical functional apﬁroach to the study of social
ﬁhenom.ena.T

Taking the prédominant influence of Veblen's views on science and
civilizafiqn into account, Innis' studies of the fur trade and other
staples trade must be viewed as first and foremost studies in the -
expaﬁsion of the institutions of Western (Eufopgan) civilization into
North~América of typically European ways éf approaching nature, |
.technoldgy and social relationém' Innis chose, in Veblen's words, to
enquire infb the life-history of matériai civilization on a restricted
plan (Veblen, 1909:627) . |

'In view of the above, and if a 1abe1.must be "attached to Innis"'

- method, the term stéples approach seems inadequate. Innis' approach can

~

S. . N N
be more adequately described as the institutional life-historical approach.

Innis &iscovered the importance of the tfade in staples éommédities for
the expansion 6f Western civilization into North America as a result of

, thezaﬁélication of a method of analfsis deriVed from Thorsteiq‘V§blen,
which he described as evolutionary and scientific. ‘To characterize

Innis' work és a theory of regional gro&th'or as a stgples approach
ignores hisvconception of European inséitutions as Being habits of thought

and life, largely intangible, constantly growing and decaying, unconfined

- tbiéébgrépﬁicai”regioﬁs or péiitiééiiﬁﬁi£; and having, in a senée;ra life

of their owm.

In conclusion, Innis did not consider that geographically or
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politically defined units werevnecessarily suitable units of social
scientific analysis. Countries and nations are institutions of Western
civili;ation aﬁd must be considered important in any analysis of
expan&ing Eufopean civilization. However, there is no reason to limit

our studies to the use of regional or natiomal frameworks.. Political

.institutions such as countries must be analyzed in conjunction with a

whole constellatior of other institutions. Imnis maintained that there

-was no reason for the social scientist to allow the politician to define .

his analytical fraﬁework for him. Innis, from this perspective, was not‘
ag analyst of '"Canadian" economic history, but of Eurdﬁean civilization

in an area of the world defiﬁéd in political terms as Canada. The
differenée may seem subtle and somewhat insignificaqt, but within it lies
*he key to understanding Innis"unorthodox‘ﬁonception of the role of the
social scieptist and of the natﬁre 6f7q§¥}112gtiop. Fur;hef, it serves to
anavel shéimystery of whether or not Innis-waé a nationélist, ﬁhich theme

we now turn to. g

*
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NOTES TO CHAPTER TWO

Although Drache (1976:7) contends that Immis himself provided the
term "staples approach" to define his method T find no such
reference in his publighed work.

R4

Good examples of this can be found in the work of Watklns (1963) and
Drache (1976)

See especially Easterbrook (1953, 1959 and 1960), Brebmer (1953 and
1953a), Neill (1972, 1977 and 1978) and Berger (1976).

See, for example, Innis (1929:3 and 1929a:26) .

Brebner wrote: '"Innis' thematic achievement was grand and unprece-
dented . . . . His formal documentation could only be described asg
whimsical and his scholarly apparatus as casual, but every page -of

his text conducted the reader deep into the problems and opportunities
of the men in the field, Indian and European, or of their managers
nearer the economic capitals, or of the politicians whose services
they tried to evoke. 1In effect, he wove geography, economic history, . S
changing technology, political adaptation, and far more theory than '

is evident, into a tough fabric of expldnatory exposition that its

rough spots and irregularities could be ignored . . . . He was

‘ always both the 1nductive and the deductlve thinker" (1953a:18).

For a detailed, carefully constructed delineation of Veblen s views
on this matter see his The Place of Science in Modern Civilization
(1906) , and "The Limitations of Marginal Utility" (1909).
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~ was npt 4 pationmalist, and that he did not consider the nation, country

CHAPTER THREE
INNIS AND NATIONALISM

There are two diametrically oﬁposed views on Innisrahd nationaiism.
Those who consider Innis to be a Canadian nationalisf buttress their
argﬁments'wiih biographical references to such factors as innis' refusai
to accept prestigeous academic posts abroad (especially at the Univer-‘ﬁ
‘sity of Chicago); his defense of Canadian scholarship, the "Canadian"
focus of m&st of his work and research, and his attacks on American
imperialism.l Thbse who reject the notion that Innis was a nationalist
defend theif position with textual references, such as Innis' acidic
comment about the 'Warm, fetid smell of qationalism,'the breeding ground
of the pestilence of the west, the worship of which kills its millions
where the worship of the church in the inquisition killed its
thousands."2

-

, =
The latter interpretation is the"more plausible one from the

N

perspec;ive of this thesis, the former one being essentially incomplete;éj;
fhe issue of whether or not In;i; was a nationalist must be vie;éd in
conjunction with his’views on science, civilization, culture, monopoly and
marginality. Placing Innis' views on nationalism and on the use of the

nation as wmit of social and scientific analysis in the broad context of

his whole scholarly output, it will be argued in this chapter that Innis

or region to necessarily be proper frameworks in which to conduct social

=
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The evidence from his post-1940 work suggests that, by this time,

Innis considered Western civilization to have collapsed. . He urged,

particularly in hi

¥
i

s convocation speeches, that Western civilization

should return to a state of balanced development between force and

intellect. Part o
Western civilizati

including national

f his solution to the problém of the collapse of
on--which was caused by extremism and fanaticism,

ism~-was to promote criticism, culture, and opposition

- to all monopolies whether politicél; economic or scientific. He main-

b4

tained that change

. - A
in the form of pressure towards balance would not
'4

come from the power-holding monopolies themselves, nor from extremists

and fanatics. Imns
areas and from mar
Furthermore

that the nation or

tead, the pressure for change would come from marginal
ginal people.
, Innis, especially prior to 1940, refused to allow

: S )
country should provide the structural framework for

scientific analysis. He maintained that social scientists must decide,

. for reasons dictated by the logic of scientific inquiry alone, what to <

‘study, how, and wi

thin what framework. When scientists, for the sake of

convenience, undertake to accept the nation as their underlying

analytical framewo

interest groups to

\

the nation was, as

rk, they are allowing politicians and other powerful
define their research for them. Innis' approach to

was his treatment of all other institutions of

. Western civilization, an attempt to uncover_its relative significance,

within the context

of civilization as

The opening

~of'a constellation of institutions, for the development

¢

a historical process.

-

line of argument that Innis waé‘an unqualified
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lifelong ng;ionalist came from scholars such as J.B. Brebner and

Donald Creighton, men who dealt with Innis both on a péféoﬁﬁf:ﬁﬁéﬁiiy

professional basis. For example, Brebnmer wrote in a review of Changing

Concepts of Time that ". . . in spite of some anti-nationalistic )

cbmments, Innis here expésed a nationalism that had h{theito,for the most
. part been masked in irony and wit" (1953:1&1). Drache, in agreement with -
Brebner and summarizing the majority oﬁinion, argues that Innis was a
nationalist because of hi; liberalism, and that '"What he achievedi and
what his followerslfailed to grasp, is that he laid the foundation- for a
new liberal tradition with its own 1anguage,and'concepts which wés
ihéithqr American nor British but -Canadian" (1969:7). Moreéver, Drache
proposes that it was Innis' anti—Ameficanism that provided the basis fér
hié nationalism (1569210). Ihé‘notion that Innis was opposed to American
impz;zalism, defined as the spread'of powerfui American—bésed instfﬁutions
beyond American political boupdafies, pfovides t@ﬁ basic argument for
many writefs’suggestion that Innis was a nationalist. Their view of
Canadiaﬁ nationélism, which seems to be a defenéive one? is that it is a
doctrine>opposed to foreign encroachments in the-polifiéél and ecoﬂomié
;decisiégimaking of Canada. However, subscribing this essentially
=54 7 ;
antagonistic'stapce to international relations to Innis fails to observe
the fact that Innis worked very closéiy with many American org;hizations;
For example; he served as president of the American‘Economic History
Association an& theiﬁréstigéous Aﬁerican Econémic Association, and he
advised the Rockefeller Foundation on the ailbcatién'gf its research

~

__grants.
P/' Only Brebmer and Berger acknowledge that Innis made overtly and
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explicitly anti-nationalistic statements in his published works, but this
acknowledgement had little effect on their conclusions. Following

Brebner, Berger comments that "His [fnnis'] was a passionate nationalism

.

that had for long been masked in irony*aﬁH_Qit, humour “and cynical
comments on the clichés of his day" (1976:111). " Cooper‘is so convinced
of Innis' nationalism that he is moved to write: "The case for Innis'

Canadianism is so obvious that it could-only’be belaboured during a

period of national narcissism within a country whose identity is typified

by its fuest fof one" (1977:133). For Cooper, as well as for Drache

(1969) artd Berger (1976), Innis' indiyidualii and his independent

—

spirit go hand in hand with his nationali
In contrast, Christian, while recbgnizing the strong surface case

for Innis as a<nationalist, argues that Innis' overwhelmingly negative

‘comments concerning nationalism in his published-works, as Yg}l\as in his
T~ s

—

unpublished papers, clearly point in the opposife direction. Textual"

comments centered on six basic themes form the core of Christian's

argument. Accorﬁing to Christién, Innis opposed nﬁtionalism because:
(1) it encouraged war and territorial diéputes; (2) it exaggerated the
importance of national boundariesrin the'collecfion of sta;istics;

(3 it fostered totélitarianism via control éver public opinion and

replaced rationalism with basically.irrational appeals to the population;

(4) it placed enormous restriétions on the social scientist because of

| B . [
the breakdown of international -communications between scientists and the

frequent harnessing of the findiﬁgs of sociél sciencéAkéfwﬁilitéristic
purposes; (5) it hampered the development of "culture"; (6) and, finally,

3

it created economic hardship for the common man via the introduction -of
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tariffs, trade barriers and governmental intervention (Christian, 1977:
65-70) .~ Christian's argument(is highly persuasive, particularly

because he draws upon a multitude of exampies from Innis' writings in

‘support of his conclusions.3 The following comment by Innis in reference

to the appointment of university presidents, while not one that

3

Christian draws upon, is representative of the type of statement that he

uses in buttressing his argument:

"« . . they should be appointed from those concerned with the pfotec—
tion of scholars against colonialism, imperialism, nationalism, - é

ecclesiasticism, academic nepotism, political affiliations and the'
. . “‘\)
demands of special groups and classes, and with encourageﬁift of

scholars concerned with the search for truth (1944a:69). &

Two highl§/}espected and prominent writers agree with Christian's
view that iﬁnis was not a'nationalist and that he opposed nationalism és
a‘ﬁtogramme and ideology. Carey (1967:14) writes that "Innis viewed the
rampaging nationalism éf the twentieth century with anger and anguish,
attitudes not untypical of contemporary intellectuals." Easterbrook,
writing in 1953 and in contradiction to both Brébner and Creighton, con-

1]
.

tends that Innié'viewed modern nationalism as a dangerous . by-
product of the new industrialization of commmications . . .," because it
accentuated differences of outlook via the pressfand radio (1953a:302).
Easterbrdok‘concludes that Innis was increasingly mindful of the effects
of nationalism on economics and scholarship in general.

As noted earlier, the #ey to understanding Innis' stance on \
nationalism'is to-éonsider it in conjunction with his views 6n science,
civilization, cﬁlture, monopoly and marginality. None of the writéfs N
previously referred to, except Christian, does thisvin a complete and

systematic manner.4 -In the previous chapter it was argued that Innis,
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, o
" like Vebleﬁ, considered science to be a life-historical method. Beyond-
this, there is another aspect of Innis' épéroach to science whiéh is
.vcruciglly impor£ant for an understanding of his views on‘nationalisﬁ, i.é.
’its fundamentally critical nature. "Scignce," Ve%len noted, "creates
nothing but theqries" (1906:19). That is, tﬂ; findings of science are
subject tolcontinuous reviéion and rejectioﬁ; there is no absolute truth
in science. Iﬁnis construed this to mean thaf science is/by definition

a "search for truth," with emphasis being placed on search rather thah

_ « - _

on truth. He wrote that "With the independent search for truth, science
was separaﬁed'from myth" (Innis, 1950:63). Howevéf;'the”iﬁﬁéﬁ;ndent
search éor'tru;h desgribed an essentially ideal situétion for science.
The effects of nationalism have been especially devéstating fdr ‘the
social éciences.x "Scientific interest has been distorted to fit the

mold of nationalism,' Innis remarked, '"and national boundaries have
becoﬁe cultural facts with the permanence of the'features of geological
'phenomena" (1945:302) . ‘Nations elicit the support of social scientists
and, as Innis notéd caustically, '"On all siaes the social scientist can
beiseen carrying fuel to Ottawa to make the flames of natioﬁélisﬁ burn
more brightly" (1946:xii). increasing collecgion of natidnal statistics
and unquestioned use of them 1nkthe social sciences indicate that sociai
scientists are ready and willing to serve the inte;eéts of the natioﬁ in
promoting itself (Innis, 1949a:104). "Sociai scientists of.reputablé
standing are known aé'nationalists or imperialists or protééfioniété; or
free traders" (Innis, f935:281)._'Thus;“on'théﬁgrouﬁdsmthat”gdciar*””* o
scientists must be free to search for the truthfwherever Fhét seérch

might lead them, and on the grounds outlined in the previous chapter that
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civflizatioh is,the fuﬁdamental anélyticél'unit and focus of the social .
sciences, Innis rejected the notion‘that;the region or thg nation sﬁould
be considered appropriate units of analyéis:in the'sociaiﬁscienceé.
Buckley; fecqgnizing Innis' repudiétion of the region asAé proper
~unit of analysis in the social scienceé,'points to his consistently

negative criticism of F.J. Turmer's frontiéf_thesis as eléborated in

Turner's The Frontier in American History (1921). " Buckley also points
Eo.Innis' ", . . criticism of Silberling's nationalistic bias in other-

wise eulogistic comments on Silberling's Dynamics of Business" (1958:44).

Easterﬁrqok (1953a:295) had earlier recognized Ihnigi opposition to the
subjugation of the social sciénces by natibnalism. Nat;gpalism, Innis
-maintained, prevented the free inquiry of scieﬁce; the independént
pursuit of truth. He wrote ghat "The social sciences reflect thé demands
- of industrialism and capitalism'" (1944b:135). Comﬁined with his;&iews
expresied ten years earlier that "The trend of industrialism has’
strengthened the trend ofvnatioﬁalism‘. . .,":(1934b:17) this statement
leads to the conclusion that Innis had little confidencé,in the social
sciences because of their general forfeiture of the seafch for truth and .
their acceptande of the "truth" of nationalis;; Innis remarked that,‘
'"We must beware of those who have found the truth" (l946:vii). He was
: concerned thaé sécial scientists had become impotent in the faée of the
mounting P’resﬂsur,esl on them from industrialism ,and,,,capita,l,,ism,ite contribute.

to the rehabilitation of Westerm civilization which, as he concluded, had

\ o [

cdllapsed in the twentieth century:

The importance of vested interests and of rigidities in thought .
in the social sciences [such as nationalism] weakens the position
‘of the social scientist in relation to impacts of cultural impor-
tance (1946:vii). ‘
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Innis considered the collapse of civilization to be of primary cultural

importance.

Innis began as early as 1936 to diépérage the social sciences

ism, the very forces which had in his estimatianzfontributed so much to

the prOblems‘of the collapse of Western civiliza ion. At the same time,

he advocated their ideal nature which he considered fundamental, i.e.,
their critical character. The critical spirit of the soc;al sciences
Innié now promoted as. the essential nature of‘"culturé;"

According to Innis, culture

. . is designed to train the individual to decide how much
information he needs and how little he needs; to give him a sense
of balance and proportion, and to protect him from the fanatic who
tells him that Canada will be lost to the Russians unless he knows
more geography or more history or more economics or more science.
Culture is concerned with the capacity of the individual to appraise
problems in terms of space and time and with enabling him to take
the proper steps at the right time (1950c:85).

Cultural life is not particular to a nation or country, nor can it be-
founded on nationalism. "Culture survives ideologies and political

"

institutioné, remarked Innis, "or rather,; it subordinates them to the

influence of constant criticism" (1951a:190). Thus, %ulture is a

~

distinctively critical element in human life which allows for the
appréisalkof problems in terms of time and space, and is charged with
crucial strategic importance.

" Culture, with its spirit of constant criticism of monopolies and’

- "truth,;" provides the individual with a-balaneed perspective-and is -t

by in a position to oppose nationalism and other monopolies of thought.

"It would be instructive for the social scientist," Innis wrote, "to

attempt a study of his place in the cultural growth" (1946:xvi). But,

N

7b§causé"of their subordination to nationalism, industrialism and capital--
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»
according to Innis, the problem of the sociai scientist is also the
problem of the univeréity (1935c:287). As the principai habitat of the -
social scientist, and as an inStitution of cultural importance,1the
university must also be concerned with tHe search for truth and the
survival of Western civilizafion.

The university must play a.major role in the rehabilitation of

. Western civilization (Iﬁnis, 1952:73)} The following quotation encap-

R e

sulates Innis' assessment of the role of the university and its possibi-~

lities:

The university has played its greatest role in serving as a ;
‘stabilizing factor. However inadequately it has played this role

in various periods in the history of civilization, it has served

as a repository of the reasoning of the ablest minds attracted to

it. It has preferred reason to emotion, Voltaire to Rousseau,
persuasion to power, ballots to bullets. Rashdall has described

the influence of the University of Paris, in checking in France the -
dangerous tendencies of the church shown in the Inquisition of Spain. -
It must contipue its vital function in checking the dangerous

extremes to which all institutions with power are subject. The
extreme tendencies of modern civilization shown in the rise of the
modern state and in the tyranny of opinion compel universities to
resist them. The trend of the social sciences in response to the
demands of the new bureaucracy has “been toward increasing special-
ization. And in this it has threatened the influence of universities.-
The university must deny the finality of any of the conclusions of
the social sciences. It must steadfastly resist the tendency to
acclaim any single solution to the world's problems at the risk of
failing to play its role as a balancing factor in the growth of
civilization. The Marxist solution, the Keynesian solution, or any
solution, cannot be accepted as final if the universities are to
continue and civilization is to survive:. It is the task of the

social sciences in the universities to indicate their limitatioms

in their cultural setting. Their contributions to the universities
and to Western c1villzétlon,w1ll,depend on.their success.in that. task.
If they fail they will add to the confusion. -It is possible that an
application of demand-and-supply curves may assist in determining
their -Iimitations, but the character of civilization suggests that
the problem is philosophical and perhaps beyond their power to
solve (1944b:141-2).

The universities, whose existence ". . . depended on the search for truth
§
and not on truth ... . ," should be aware of fﬁéir precarious position
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(1944a:65). - In this regard Innis wrote that,
The universities are in danger of becoming a branch of the military
arm. Universities in the British Commonwealth must appreciate the
implications of mechanized knowledge and attack in a determined
fashion the problems created by a neglect of the position of culture
in Western civilization (1951a:195).

In the Canadian case, the university, with an interest in the search for

truth,,balance and perspective; must support the position of culture and
our time," Innis wrote,
it must resist the tendency to bureaucracy and dicfatorship of the
modern state, the intensification of nationalism, the fanaticism of
religion, the evils of monopoly in commerce and industry (1944a:65).
For Innis, the solution to the problem of balance in Western

civilization is the infusion of culture as a countervailing force opposed.

to all monopolies. The crisis of Western civilization is a crisis of

\

culture. The university ﬁqst, accofding to Imnis, play a role in elimin-

ating the crisis by promoting culture. Culture diffuses extremism and

fanaticism, it encourages mutual critipiém and rfspect'between nations.
Quoting Sir Douglas Copland, Inmis commented that:
It is the cultural approach of one nation téianother, which in the
long run is the-best guarantee for real undérstandiag and friendship
and for good commercial and political relations.‘ In the past, it

has been, on the whole, sadly neglected, and especially between 'y
western Europe and China. (Roxby) It has been scarcely less neglected
as between Canada and the United States (1952a:3).

Thus, Innis suggésted_that relations Between the people of the United

States and Canada would be improved not by—é;defensive~nationalistic~—~Aﬁ e

__posture associated with protective tariffs, tra%g,barriefs, national o

aggrandizement and mutual belittlement, but ing@ead by the cultural

approach emphasizing positive criticism and, cooperation.



Innis' consistently negative remarks on nationalism compels
acceptance in principle of the view that Innis was not a nationalist.
However, there is dsnger in categorizing hin too rigidly. According to
Neill, Innis increasingly saw Canada being a marginallaréa to successive
French, British and American smpires, as ". . . bhe of the last strong-
holds §f Western civilization" (197é:17). "The reason for this; according
to Neill, is that Innis considered that cultural and technical innovations
". . . generally take place in the fringe areas of monopolized systems"
(1912:101). Innis-was convinced that'the'clcserronesmovéd—towards the
centre of power,Veither,geographically or institutionally,. the more
remote was the possibility of the creationvof competing institutions or
pdwer. Innis wrote that: Power is poison (Innis, 1946:Vii); When power is
noncentrated and monopolized, change must be sought in the fringe of
marginal areas. ‘There is scattered evidence throughout Innis' nork that
indicates his belief in the beneficial effects fhét acbrué'siﬁply from
the fact of marginality, either in terms of time or space, espesially in
oppbsing monnpolies of all sorts. Although Innis’was not prepared to
propose Canadian nationalism as a meéhanism of defense in the face of

American imperialism, he was convinced that Canadians living on the

margins of the American empire could, if persistent action were taken,
present an effective force against the American monopoly of‘knowledge

that had developed through industrialization of the press and radio. Even

with the close proximity of Canada to the United States, Innis felt that
-~Canadians could nevertheless better appraise Americam strenghts and —

weaknesses than couldrAmericans themselves. He wrote: ' -
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- The difficulties involved in any country's understanding itself, ) 7
particularly a country with a complex unstable history, are over- ; '
_whelming and the most penetrating studies of the United States have

*"Peen made by de Toqueville, a Frenchman, and by Lord Bryce, an
Englishman (1952: 21)

Canadians, according to Innls, must follow in the illustrious footsteps
of de Toqueville and Bryce:

We can point to.the dangers of exploitation through nationalism, our
own and that of others. To be destructive under these circumstances

, is to be constructive. Not to be British or American but Canadian is
not necessarily to be parochial. We must rely on our own efforts
and we must remember that cultural strength comes from Europe (1952a 2).

Fgf Innis, then, Canadian cultural strength could p;ovide a mechanism to ~ - ‘ \x
counterbalance the dmhipresent dangef of American commercial monopoly and
imperialism. The difficulties in opposing such a powerful force were
staggering, however, and Innis wrote thatf |

We are indeed fighting for our lives. The pernicious influence of
American advertising reflected especially in the periodical press and
the powerful persistent impact of commercialism have been evident in
all the ramifications of Canadian‘'life. The jackals of communication
systems are constantly on the alert to destroy every vestige of
sentiment toward Great Britain holding it to no advantage if it
threatens the omnipotence of American. commercialism. This is to

= strike at the heart of cultural life in Canada (1952:19-20).

For Innis, the aggressive nature of the mdnopoly of knowledge of American
communications media nece551tated a cr1t1cal stance on the part of
Canadians. This could be prov1ded only by culture. Nationalism, Innis'
‘'maintained, could not effectively counter the force of American commerc1al—
ism so forcefully transmitted by the communications media. The only way
- that Canadians eould survive the onslaught was by maintaining cultural
tiesrwith ﬁﬁrope as a ceunéerﬁeianciﬁgrforee,iandrby oﬁposingrallr

monopolies.  Imnis wrote:

States are destroyed by ignorance of the most important things in
human life, by a profound lack of culture--which, following Plato, is
the imability to secure a proper agreement between desire and
intellect. The state of the arts in Canada is threatened by a

8
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fanaticalbinterest in nationclism reflecting:ouf’inability to
grapple with the problems of Western Civilization, The drain of -
nationalism on our energies all but exhausts efforts to appreciate
our position in the West (1946:x).
Innis percéived the very survival of the Canadian state as under threat,
"but saw nationalism clearly as being part of the pronleﬁxand not part of
the solution. : "f;

In conciusion,‘the major thrust of Innis' opposition to nationalism
resided in his coﬁ%efn for the survival. of science and Western civil-
ization. When he is considered by his intérpreteys as having been a
staples theorist in the first part of his career and a communications
theoriét in the second part, emphésis is necessarily placed on the con-
clusions of his studies rather than on the fact that throughout his career
Innis. con31stently opposed concentrations of power in science, politics
and econcmicS. In regards to science, this meant in part the avoidance
of over—emphgsizing conclusions which tend to take on an air of finality,
but it also meant opposing nationalism‘becauséiof its tendency to attempt
to deiincate the frameworks of research. The analyses of staples trades
and of communicctiqns in Innis"work must, therefore, be interpreted as
being phascs or aspects of his ovcrriding concern for civilization rather
than as attempts to create independent and final systems of explanation

which would discourage further investigation in these fields or compel

acceptance of his conclusions. Focus on his methods of analysis and his

- related -concern for civilization avoids the difficulty~of—over—emphasizing~f'

_his conclusions and provides a basis upon which his work can be viewed in

a unified and coherent manner. In the next chapter, we shall consider the

unity between Innis' earlier staples and later communications work.

=



NOTES TO CHAPTER THREE

See, for example, D. Creighton (1957:113-114).

The reference that Christian gives for this quotation is Innis'
Idea File, page 213. See his note 4 (1977:71). 'He could have
provided other equally caustic comments such as: "Nationalism is
still the last refuge of scoundrels” (Innis, 1941:307).

See, for example,” Imnis, 1938c: 261, 262, 268, 269, 271 and 272;
1947a:29; l952c:396; and those in this chapter.

Even Christian, who provides a reasonably thorough analysis ofrizﬁis
and nationalism, neglects to expand on the relationship of margin-
ality to Canadian -culture..and- national existence.




CHAPTER FOUR

FROM STAPLES TO COMMUNICATIONS

. .

A}

It is generally agreed that in 1940 Innis abandoned his previous
preoccupation with Canadian economic histoty and embarked upon studles in
the field of communications. Although these fields of study are

commonly regarded as being largely unrelated, most commentators allow

that the studies in commuarications resulted from-the earlier studies.
For example, Easterbrook contends that Innis changed his research focus
in 1940 because he came to the realization that communication had been

the unifyipg theme in his work throughout his career and that ". . . to

v

continue in this direction he had no recourse but to turn to the study of

hlstory of media of commun1cat1ons, their timing and impact" (1953: 10)

—

From another perspective, Berger maintains that Innis was promptedlto
embark upon his communications studiesjbecause of the conclusions that

he had reached in his studies of pulp and paper:
There was an inner logic in the development of Innis' thought from

. the eeohomics of staples trades to his communications.studies . . .:
"To complete his survey of the staples trades, Innis turned to an
examination of the modern pulp-and-<paper industry. -This investiga-
‘tion led immediately to his consideration of the market for newsprint,
the history of the press, and the influence of printing on publ1c N
opinion and communicat1ons monopolies (1976:188) .

' Yet another perspectlve suggests that the 1940 d1SJunctureAis compreheh-

sible only 1£ Innis' neél&”&é%élope&"éssdeiati6n°with"the”éléssiés’"' -

"‘*“Department*of‘the‘ﬁniversity*of‘Toronto‘is adequateiy*taken into-

LN

1 - -
account . :

59..
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All of thésé perspectives are problematic, inasmuch as they (lj-oVer-
emphaéize the importance of selected elements in Innis' career, and
(é) focus on tﬂe conclusions of his pérticular_studies rather than on his
| methods of analysis. - The first two perspectives encompass a viewpoint
that Innis was almdst compelled to embark upon his history of communi-
cations and his studies of empire becausé of'thg conclusions of his
earlier studieé. “In short, the conclusions of the history of the C.P.k.—
and the early stgples studies led him logically into investigations into
the production and transportation of more contemporary commodities such } =
as pulp and paper, studies which in.turn»dfove hiﬁ almost'inexofabl§ to
investigate the influence of printing-oﬁ pubiic opiﬁion and com@unications‘
monopolies. This interpretation contends that'it was the conclpsions of
each of~hiérsuccessive staples studies that éither preséed him into
extending his analysis backward or forward in time in order to establish
a co;plete picture of European influences on the Qevelopment'of North
America, particularly the northern portion. One of the major conse~
’quences,of Iﬁnis' studies of newspapers and public opinion in the
early '1940s was that he dropped his previous emphasis on the productive
aspects of ;conomic activity (supply) and concentrated on consumption of
raw materials in the form of pulp and phper (demand). Bié later stqdies
of anciert empireés Qere not studies of production-or cbnsumption,-in isolation,
but rather of both processes viewed from the unifying ﬁerspective of
“commuriications. 'AS’Cféighébﬁ Téﬁhfked,”"f".'Y’Hémﬁéé’dfiVéﬁ"iﬁéﬁifaBly”'
——~—~—miate—a—stupendGUSAeempaégtivefiﬁvestigatiQﬁ~of—the—interrelations—ef—f~—~LW*"~ fffffff —
. » to .

communications with politics, economics, and religion;.throqghout history

and over the entire world" (1957:121). . , . L
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The third perspective offers a viewpoint at odds with ghe‘first»
two perspectives. This viewpoint is a relatlvely recent one and is con-
tained in Pal (1977), Watson (1977) and Christian (1977). They do not
Qisagrée that there was a relatively serious disjuncture‘in-Innis' éafeer
around 1940. Their departure from the first point of view rests with the
source of Innis' reorientation. Along with studies of the fur trade, the

"cod fisheries, timber, wheat, ﬁining and pulp and.paper, Innis' éublished
ﬁorks include’afticles'on the state of the social sciences and the
uﬁiversity and to what Innis conside;ed impoitant in scholérship.r.Pal,
Wafson and Christian turn to these writings in their ekplanatipn.of the
disjuncture in Innis' career;

Watson (1977:46) is prepared to akcept the notion that the Second
Wofld War, personal factors and the studies of pulp and paper playedva
fole in Imnis' decision to changg the direction and range, in time and

'spaCe,.of his research. However, recognizing the theme of""objectivity"

and "bias" in Innis' eari)\work, and his feséarch methods based on a

"painstaking cataloguing of details,' Watson does not view the communi-
cations studies as a radical departure from earlier work. Christian

N .
reinforces Watson's view although he suggests thatia

Innis' studies of the fur trade and the cod fisheries were manifes-— -
tations of Innis' attempt to transcend the intellectual biases of P
training and membership in distinct professional groups .

Innis treated Canada not as a unique phenomenon, but as a particular

‘one. In particularity of Canada Innis could see manifestations

of univefsal, or at least general principles; and it was to these latter
that hlS mind was 1ncrea51ng1y drawn throughout his 1life (1977:21).

Christian 1s 4arguing that Innis embarked upon his early stiidies mot
primarily in order to shed light on the economic history of Canada--

although that‘was,indeed,partly the result--but to test-new tools of ‘ " o
: \
—
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social scientific.analysis'pnd to aygid specialization and its inherent
biases. Pal (1977:33) draws attention to épecific connections between
fhe ea;ly and late work. For example, he points to Innis' ﬁefinition of
the subjecf ﬁattér of the'social sciences as being institutioﬁs,2 and its
similarity”£o the concept‘bf.monopoly found in his communications studies;

- That is, for Pal, Innis' earlier notion of entrenched habits as

%

institutions becomes transmuted into monopoly in Innis' later work.

-

Watson, Pal and Christian all maintain that it is misleading to
. view Imnis as either a "staples' theorist or as a "communications"
theorist. They hold that such an interpretation is overly concerned with '

the results of Innis' inquiries rather than with‘his method, which o

PR

remained relatively intact throughout his career. They also—emphasize the.‘?}"a

S

strategic transitional influence of C.N. Cochrane. hCochrane apparently
instilled in Innis a preférence for the philosophical approach, and he .

provided him with a sense of the importance of the survival of Western

civilization and the role of the social scientist in the furtherance of
that goal (Watson, 1977:49).

To resolve the problems raised by the above perspectives is to

[

provide a more complete and comprehensive interpretation of the course of
Innis' career. Instead of viewing Innis' work as being separated into

two distinct and only marginally related phases, as the first point of
=)
view does, it is more appropriate to view his career as a continuous

.

activity of transmutation of ideas, concepts and vqlues in responsé to

contemporary events, conditions and circumstances which sometimes touched

him personaliy or were the result of his research, or which involved

major phenomena such as the Second World War. The influence of

T
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C.N. Cochrane, important as it was for'innis,vwas primarily related to
the experience of Antiquity that Innis lacked; ‘

Innis followed Veblen very cloeely in his definition of economics
as the study of the institutions of civilization primarily'conce;ned with
the material survival of men. If, in the early part of his career, Innis
studied the institutions of Western civilization as they e;pandedvinto
North America, in the 1etter'pert of his career he extended his attention

3

to the wholé course of the development of Western civilization in the
hope of uncovering a solution to the p;oblems of monopoly and extremism
evident in the twentieth century, HeAexteﬁded his anelysis'nop out of

_ some idle- antiquarian interest, but to test the tools of economic hlstory,
i.e. ,Ato determine if economic hlstory could.exalain the present crisis

of modern civilization. Shortly before his death he remarked that, "The
economic historian must test tﬁe tools of economic analysis by applying
them to the broad canvas and g& suggesting their possibiiitiee and |
limitations when applied to other languagewend?cuitural,groups" (Innis,
1953:17-18). He also judged-that: "Perhaps the most significant develop- '
ment in the social sciences in the past quarter century hae been the
interest in the study of civilization following Spengler, Toynbee,
Kroeber and others . . ." (1946:xv-xvi).

Innis' own studies had been studies of the growth and decay of

- e
civilization. A History of the Canadian Pacific Railway, The Fur Trade in .

‘Canada and The Cod Flsherles have been mistakenly perceived by v1rtually A

all of the commentators on Innis' work, as primarily studies in Canadian-/
- ‘

economic history or as staples-studies. In fact, they are studies in the

spread of the institutions (habits of thought and life) of Western

i1
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civilization into North America. The conclusions of his A History of

the Canadian Pacific Railway included the comment tﬁat, "The -history of

the spread of Western civilization over the northern half of therNorth

American continent" (1923:287). The conclusions of The Fgr Trade‘cén—'
tained simiiar refereﬁces; as did his other subsequent works. This
ﬁeant, in‘general;(that the iﬁstitu;ions of Western civilization--such
as commodity production,,ﬁage—labour, maéhine-industry ahd“com@g;pe——i
were feplaqing the institutions previbusly dominant on.the continént——v
such as production primarily for use and ndt for trade, hunting'and
gathering as economicrinstitutions of khe‘%irst ofder, and tribal organ-
ization associated with the indigenous g;oups found iﬁ North America
before the presence of Europeans. Following Veblen, empires (Frencb,'
British, Portﬁguese and Spanish), natioﬁs, inhustry, commerce aqd all
‘other institutions present in the conquest of North America are viewed by
In?ié as‘béing habits of life aﬁd‘though:which; because of their SUperidr
force, come to dominate and suppress other weaker iﬁstitutions. Ihnis'
later studies were no less gpncérned'with WésterﬂAcivili;atioﬁ, although
they were focussed largely on earlier empires such as thosevof ancient
Egypt, Babylonia, Sumeria, Greéce and Rome. His iﬁterest in the study of
empires long past grew, as yieviously notéd, oﬁt:of a need to‘apply the
life-historical method to discreté institutions in time andkspace, in an

attempt to uncover a pattern in the rise and fall of empires and of

Western civilization. Innis comsidered empires to be especially sig-

- nificant institutionsof Westerncivilization. He wrote:

Civilizations can survive only through a concern with-their
limitations and in turn through - a concern with the limitations
of their institutions, including empires (1950:4).
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" Once Innis had gsatisfied himself that

« « « the subJect of communications offers possibilities in that it
occupies a crucial position in the organlzation and administration of
government and in turn of emplres and Western civilization . .. .
(1950:5) ‘ . g S '

he could npre confidently conclude ‘that the barbarism displayed in the twen-

tieth century in' the form of two major wars—-the resort'to bullets rather

than ballots——was a sign of the collapse of Western c1vilization, of the -

defeat of intelligencg ;by force, and of the tyranny of,public opinion
, - S ' . ' : - ' o
fanned by the newspaper industry with its interest in'exploiting(human -

curlosity, sensatlonallsm and natlonallsm over freedom of th ught. Innis

e

was fearful that mechanlzation,1n—commun1cat10ns had

. . .. emphasized complexity and confusion; it has been responsible

for monopolies in the field of knowledge; and it becomes extremely
important to any civilization, if it is not to succumb to the
influence of this monopoly of knowledge, to make some critical survey
and report (195la:140). ’ :

Although Innis' lifelong interest wes in the study of civilization

- -

o

as a complex of instltutions, his attitude towards c1villzatlon and its

study was significantly altered by the war of 1939.3 Before the war Innis

was not explicitly concerned with the downfall of civilization, but with v f
its scientific analysis. After the war, Innis not only~quest}pﬁ§d,the -
usefulness of the particular notion of social science he had previously
held, but he concerned h1mself more and more with the downfall of
c1villzation, which for him, meant the ellminatlon of those conditlons

conducive to freedom of thought Those condltlons, Innls explained in

"Mlnerva s Owl" (1947a), were few and far between in the history of

Western c1villzation
Thus, Innis shifted from an essentially descriptive consideration
of the complexities of institutional interaction in an expanding Western

civilization into North America, in which few references were made to the




relative merité or value of a particglar course of events or circum-
stanées, fo cohsiderations where the survival'éf civilization assumed a
fundamental importance. It was this shift thaf pfbmpted him to explore

. the role of wartime public opinion and its relationship to newspapers,
and which moved him to seek out C.N. Cochrane who held similar ﬁiews in
regard to the valﬁe of‘Westerh_civilization (Christian, i§77£23).>
Neﬁspaperé, Innis judged, had played a subsfaﬁtial role in promoting war’
in the past th?ough control over public opinion.4 According to Innis,
néwépaper ﬁedia emphaéis on the sensationalism of battle during World

" War Two was designed to sell copy, to increase circulation and profitsv
War provides a constant and reliable source of sehsational news suited to
headlines. »

The power over public opinion held by newspapers compelied Innis
to reconsider his assumptibn ofithe p;im;cy of ecqnoyic instiputions in
the study of civilization (following Veblen). His early studies of

.European institutions in North America had provided him with evidence that
the 1ife-historical mefhod had pgéfound explénatory power a]thugh he now

o

realized the limitations inherent in fodﬁssing on economic considerations:
Obsession with economic considerations illustrates the danger of
monopolies,of knowledge and suggests the necessity of appraising
its limitations. Civilizations can onlyxpurvive through a concern
with their limitations . . . (Innis, 1950%4).
.

Obsession with economic considerations was a particular weakness of the

'British empire, Innis observed, and his excursions into ancient empires

'WetE“dEsignEd*to*test"and‘ccﬁftrm"ﬁig"susp1c10ns about the power of
, ‘ -
control over communication media and techniques

-

+ » » in determining 'things to which,we”atteﬁd,' and suggest also
" that changes in communicatiofi will follow changes in 'the things to
which we attend' (1951:xvii).
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‘He concluded that empireé and civiiizationé survive only'through~a balance
betweén material foices'of p:odnction and consumption andyréason or
intellect. ﬁis disenchantment with economics, and his;éeérch for nhét

he called a more "philosophical approach," resultedvfrom the recognitinn

that economics was itself a form of specialization, and contributed to

his searching out and exploiting the substantial resburceé of the ;Jx ,,,,,,

-

University of Torento Classics Department. John U. Nef, fifsg,prééidenti_,

of. the Economic History Association, had in 194l‘urged/théﬁuse of a more
philosophical approach in the social sciences, wnién'hé'considered not
incbmpatibleﬁwith science. The "philosophicalﬁapproach," as distinct

" in the social sciences, focusses on the

from the "specialized apprnéc
" "whole of life" rather than on a{partinf:it (1941:5).

In conclusion, the érgument expressed here, based on careful con-
side;ation of the thle 6£~Innis' work both in its methndology and
conclusions, is tnat Innis did experience a nréfound change in the'late'
1930s and ea;ly 1940s, a change in which civilization‘toogjon new meaning.
After 1940, it was no longer sufficient f&r Innis to simply study the
goursevof Western civilization scientifically; ne felt théflit was
. necessary fo promote its snrvival. .In‘order to clearly asséss the-
potential for the'rehabilitation of Western civilization, Innis was

.compelled to'undertaké a study of its whole course of development with a

view to identifying those periods and circumstances in which the survival

and good health of civilization were most profoundly experienced. His

0

"~ conclusion was that Western civilization was at its healthiest when a
balance existed between modes of communication or when criticism of

aufﬁority was permitted and encouraged.” In this, Imnis considered -that
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B century ag/ﬁﬁitnessed by

the‘university must pléy a/sﬁécial ;ole'invpromoting the conditions
suitable for freedom Qf/éhought.

ﬁginnis presqmégiy considered‘that, following what hé‘believed fb be
fg&fﬂér evidenpé/of the cji:apse of Western civilization in the twentieth v

Sgcond"World War, it seemed incongruous to 

-
v
s

promotg/fhe scientific study of civilization when that civilization had
a , : .

cgaééd to exist. Innis'»so-calledxcoﬁmunications studies, although

e

///concerﬁed with techﬂidues'and media of communication, were largely .

‘inspired by his conclusion that WeétérniéiViliéation had collapsed. - ¢

-

Focussing on the details and conclusions of Innis' gommunications studies
serves to obscure his overall intention of asseséiuz the potential for the
rehabilitation of Wéstern'civiliéation; just as focussing on his so-called
staples studies obscures his institutionalist methods of analysis.

Having now considered several interpretatioﬁs of Innis which foéus
on specific aspects of his work and which, for that réésén; are misleading, we
f'hall, in tﬁe‘next chapter, develop an overall re—interpfetation of |
{nnis emphasizing hisvmethod of anal&sis and ﬁis perSpective'on the

nature of civilization, both of-which impart to his whole contribution an

essential coherenég and continuity.
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NOTES TO CHAPTER FOUR

See, for example, Pal (1977) and Watson (1977). \\

- Innis defined the subject mafter of the social sciences as
institutions in (1929a) and (1935). | | | .
See, for example, Brady (1953:93) and Brebner (1953:21). 4 °
See, for example, Innis (1949a:96) and (1942a) : ; : \\




CHAPTER FIVE
INNIS: A RE-INTERPRETATION

bl The interpretation of Innis as an "intellectual schizophrenic"
b . .

can be avoided by applying a life-historical approach to thé analysis df

LA

his work, emphasizing those aspects that provide it with a sense of
~coherénce and éoﬁtinuity. Innis' contribution was dominated throughout v -
bbyranremphasig on therqethpds of insti?gtional.ana}ysis and tke related :
view of‘civilization as being a complex ofAnstitutions. For Innis,
focussing on the methods of the social sciences rather than on thir ‘
conclusions can contribute to avoiding rigidities and monopolies of ' ] /;;i :

, , e
knowledge which tend to dominate the social sciences, thereby denying
. them their essential critical character.

Invchalienging a great deal of establishea wisdom about Innis;/the
thrust of the preceding chapters has been to critiqueﬁfhe pefcegﬁions of o
him as a staples theorist, a nationalist, or a co unic;tions théorist.a
The task now is to interweavelthe arguments of th 7 evious chapters énd,
buifilding upon them, to provide a subsfantial re-interpretai:iop of the
nature and significance of Innis"work with major emphasis being accorded
his conception of the proper practice and role of science, and the nature
of civilization. In this re-interpretation the work of Thérstein»Veblen,
largely ignored by the majority of ,inte,rprete,rs,‘o,f, Innis, wiLi,,figure, B

prominently. ' o .

As noted above, Innis was suspicious of too great a passion for the
conclusions or results of scientific investigation, a tendency which he

70
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éqnsideréd to create rigidities or monopolies of knowledge in the social
sciences.&slnnis wrote that, "ﬁith imperfect compe;ition between concepts
the.university‘is essentially an ivory tower in which courage must be
mustere& to attack any concept which threatens to become a monopoly" -

(1946:xvii) . The social sciences were particularly affected. He wrote

o

that "Unfortunately the social sciences have created an impression of
y mp

écientific finality and the use of the word science suggests the power of

2}

thé fallécyq'(19423:124). The fﬁndamental problem, according to Innis,
was the deteriorétion'of’standdrds in fhe social sciences. Innis main-
tained that a large number of social scientists had abandoned the

Qursui£ of knowledge and thE search for trutﬁ, replacing them either'wpth

a strong attachment to the conclusions .of their research or with dogmatic

P

" defense of particular political platforms. But, : ' &

<

The university must deny -the finality of any of the conclusions of

~ the soc¢ial sciences. It must steadfastly resist the tendency to  _
acclaim any single solution to" the world's problems at the risk of
failing to play its role as a balancing factor in the growth of
civilizdation. The Marxist solution, the Keynesian solution, or any

. solution cannot be accepted as final if the universities are to
continue and civilization is to survive. It is the task of the
social sciences in the universities to indicate their limitation in
their cultural setting (1944b:141). ' '

Obviously, if Innis considered that the soiutions proposed by others were
to be denied fiﬁality, like the conclusions of the sociél sciences in
general, so must his own. It was for this‘reasﬁn that he emphasised
"method of app?%ach" rather than. conclusions. "Method of approach” is a

term which was widely used in the first half of this century in the

S

methodological and theoretical biaseé that he brings to bear in the

investigation of social bhenomena. ~For Veblen and Innis, for example, ' - -



' methog of approach applies/to their evolutionary and historical points
of vie;>éombined with’their emphasis on the study of institutions.

Like Veblen, Innis' career is characterized by a comnstant
1refereqce to, and critique,of, thé social sciences. He was not content
siﬁply to undertake research studies from his own perspective, but often
criticized other approaches. In this he emulated Veblen,>of whom he
wi‘ote :

Like the positivists he was willing to test the theory of evolution
and to attempt to work out scientific laws for economics, always
remgining critical, however, and prepared to check the validity of
any line of approach (1929a:19).
For various reasons, some of them personal and inaccessible, he was (///
attracted to the unorthodox and insightful contribution of Thorstein
Veblen. However, he was not uncritical of the latter. The Second World
War and the need Innis felt for a broad "philosophical approach" to
va5certain the potential for survival of Western civilization resulted in
the aﬁandoﬁment of Veblen's emphasis on economic factors. Certain other
aspects oijeblen's work, however, Innis retaiﬁed throughout his career:
thé emphasis on the study of civilization and the institutions thereof,
the life-historical approach and his critical, skeptical spirit.
Several‘writers have acknowledged Inni;' dependence on the

Veblenian legacy.l Few, however, have systematically addressed that

dependence. Neill alone pays substantial attention to Innis' relationship

1 with Veblen's work in his book, A new theory of value: the Canadian

economics of H.A. Innis (1972). He concludes that, for Innis, the most

important aspect of the Veblenian legacy was the theory of cyclonics which
proposed to explain the development of new countries éuch as Canada and _

the United States by reference to the applicétion of technology developed

— N
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>1n old countrles (England,‘France and Germany) to virgin resources and tc
- civilization chara:ierlzed by’a simple, non—mechanical technology (that
- of the North American Indians). Neill allows that Innis followed‘Veblen;?
very cldseiy in regards to analyticalfmethods and theoretical assumptiod::
In fact, he remarked that: "Innis accepted Veblen's critique of neo-
classical economlcs, s0 much so that his work presupposes Veblen's -and
canggt'be understood outside.of that context" (1972:109). He congedes,
however, that Veblen's influence on Innis waned as the years passed, and
' as Innis moved into hisranalyses of communicatioﬁe'afterii940.r

Vebien's influence on Innis was profound, but as Easterbrook
remarked, so was the impact of Adam Smith.2 Innis was attracted to
Adam Smith's "philcsophical approach” and ccnsidered Veblen's work to be
a continuaticﬁ of Smith's work (1929a:25). He found in Veblen an
articulate 3ynthesis of methodological and theoretical concerns char—
acteristic of the inteilectual tradition begun b;wAdam Sﬁith and,heatily

&
o

influenced by Charles Darwin and Herbert Spencer. Veblen's work is the

culmination of the evolutionary, materialist and institutionalist
tradition in the generation which also witnebsed the work of Emile Durkheim,
Max Weber and a host of other central figures in social scientific

thought.

o

Innis wrote "The Work of Thorstein Veblen" in 1929--the only

article of its kind devoted to the work of a single man ever written by ‘

innls-perhaps as a tribute to the eno rmous intellectual debt he felt he

oyed this unchgracteristic s‘cholar.J This article, although initially

pubiished as "A Bihffography of Thorstein Veblen" in The Southwestern

Political and Social Science Quarterly, is much more than a simple

=
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f' . ) . . ”‘.

bibliografhy..‘lt consists of a highly condensed and succinct distillation
of the important aspects of Veblen:s thougﬁt. i
Regarding'Veblen'é critique of the social sciences, Innis con-
sidered his devastating attack on marginal utility ecoﬁomic theory to Be
the most significant contribution. Veblen3s attack was leQelled at the

7 - \
personalistic, static, a-historical and rationalistic assumptions about

A ' .
human nature in marginal utility theory, and their consequences for

_economics as a whole.4 As an alternative, Veblen proposed a radically

different conception of man based on modern psychology and antﬁrépdlogyf
According to this conception man is considered to be a "coherent

structure of propensities and habits'" and not simply a '"bundle of
desires." Man's economic activity is carried out ﬁitﬁin the - framework of
a specific technology (mechanical residue) which is comstantly déveloping,
and which he himself acts upon creatively. Moreover: "What is true of the
individual in this respect is true of the group in whichrhe lives" (Véblen,
1898:74—5). This new conception of man had impoftant ramificatidns for
economics which

. . . must be a theory of a process of cultural growth as determined
by the economic interest, a theory of a cumulative sequence of
economic institutions stated in terms of the process itself (Veblen,
1898:77).

Innis commented in regard to Veblen that:
Like Professor MacIver and Professor Unwin, he insisted upon the
existence of laws of growth and decay of institutions and associations.

,His,lifewwork,hasfbeen;primaxily,tﬁewsgudyfof(processesrofmgrowthfandw -

decay (1929a:24).

But before addressing the more comnstructive aspects of Veblen's contri-

bution, there is another aspectrof Veblen's critique of meoclassical theory

in*partitﬁlgr;"and’of”econoﬁiCS"in'general,.thatﬂmﬁst’be considered.

ol



industry and the industrial reyolution" (19?9a:23). Accordi;g to Innis,

75

_Ipni\ remarked that Veblen had inquired into the effects of the

= ~

industrial révblution on economic theory.” As Veblen explained,
The changes in ‘the cultural situation which seem to have had the most
serious consequences for the methods and animus of scientific inquiry
are those changés that took place in the field of 1ndustry ( 906:13).

He added that:

Hence men have learned to think in tfe terms in which the techno-

logical processes act. “This i rticularly true of those men who

by virtue of a pecullarly\strong susceptibility in this direction

become addicted to the habit of matter-of-fact inquiry that con-
stitutes scientific research\ (1906:17) .

\

In other words, social scientists arg as much, if not more, affected by

the impersonal workings of the industfial machine process than are other

 members of the community. This is broughi\about by a long process of

-

habituation. The economist, Veblen wrote, \“1 . o ‘ . X\
. « . 1s a creature of habits and‘propensitiés,given through the.
antecedents, hereditary and cultural, of which he is an outcome;
and the habits of thought formed in any one line of experience
affect his thinking in any other (1918:79).

In other words, economists-—as do all social écientists;—acquire the

general cultural traits and hébits‘of their particular)cultural setting.

Thus, Veblen cofhsidered the nature of social science and of the social

scientist to haﬁe been outcomes of the industrial revolution.

Innis pointed to Veblen's concern with the forces of industrialism.

"The constructive part of Veblem's work,'" wrote }nnié; "was essentially

5

the elaboration of an extended argument showing the effects of machine

s

 Veblen simply carried on, in a sense, the work of Adam Smith at a later 7iTﬁr -

stage of the 1ndustr1al revolution. "As with Adam Smith " Innis remarked

'ﬁ;;;hing’is'more'conspicubUS'in’Véblen’s work than his attention to

current events and his interest in dynamics" (1929a:25).

g |
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Thus, the Veblenian legaoy had an intense and lastiné effect on

Inn s,primarily with respect to Veblen's constructive oork in the analysis

of industrialism, in his critique of ‘classical and neoclassical economic
theory and in his conception of the'evolutionary character of economics.
Innis intended to build upon all three aspects of Veblen's work within

3

the context of his own time™and space.6
* Besides the direct methodological.and theoretical influences that
Veblen had on Innis there wefe other mofe general aspects of Veblen's
life and worﬁ which profoundly impressed him. For example, Innis
remarked:

Like Adam Smith, oe is ao individualist, and like most individuoiists

-in continéntal countiies, in ‘'which the industrial revolution made
such rapid strides, he is in revolt against mass education and

= standardization. Veblen had continued with Unwin, MacIver, Fay, and

Tawney the work begun by Adam Smith on behalf of tthe individual and
the common man’ (1929a 25) :

Innis located Veblen w1th1n a tradition in social science which works on

-

behalf of the common man. He reiterated his affiRdty/for this tradition
fifteen years later when he stated that ", ., . economic history . . . is

not concerned with the belief in the common man but with the comman man

himself" (1944:97). This insistence that economic history is concerned
:

with the common man is consistent with the emphasis on the study of
' institutions which is not focussed on personality but on habits of life

" and thought which are shared by the vast majority of people in any given

~

group (Veblen, 1909:6293. In addition, work on behalf of the common man _ _. .

‘1mplies work agalnst vested interests, monopolies of thought and all

exXtremist views and practices and for individual freedom, something Innis
was later to dwell upon to a considerable extent. 'Innis considered

Veblen's work to be a monument to the “unbiased approach” in economics

¢

Gt
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and to the struggle against standardiz?tion, mechanizafion and final
economic theory, or theory which offers final s§1utions to the world's
problems. One of the‘most ;mportant aspects of-Vebien's wqu, for Innis;
is Veblen's "constructive warfare ofvemancipation against the tendency |
toward staﬁdardized static eéonomics"r(i929:26).

When Innis undertook to write his doctoral dissertation sometime
in 1919 he was also in the process of becoming familiar with Vébien's
work £hrqygh his contacts with other graduate stﬁaents-at the Umiversity

. S .
of Chicago (Neill, 1972:35)ff’zfﬁistory of the Canadian Pacific Railway

_ reflects his concern for thé'tradition;in economic thought embodied in

the worﬁrof Thorstein Veblen. This is evident in the Preface to his

thesis, published as A History of tﬁe,Canédian Pacific Railway (1923)

which ﬁe declared had been undertaken from a scientific and e&olutionary
point of view. '"Like Vebien," Easterbrook (1953a:293) wrote, "Innis livedr
through the economic strains of a n;w céunp;yrand sought to work out their
more important charactéristics through studies of the impact of industrial-

- ism on a continental background." "As he put it in conversation,"

Easterbrook (1953;10) commented of’ Innis,

he set out to adapt the work of J.M. Clark and Thorstein Veblen to his
own field of historical investigation--technology and the price system—-—
unused capacity as a factor,in economic histotry-—and developed in the
process tools which he put to highly profitable use.

Veblen's early studies of wheat prices and production ". . . were 1
Ly : t p

* for the work of later economists in anglysing the relationship of co@pléx
factors",(iﬁﬁis, i929a:l9). Innjis fully intended to continue the work of

]

"Veblen in the sameﬁﬁéy that Veblbn continued the work of Adam Smith, not
in the sense of copying Vebl®n, but of following>a‘tradition characterized
;:by a crifical and 1ife-historical method and amr-emphasis dn~the effects gf

industrialization of Western civilization. .

ESR
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) :§’> " In his sfudies,'Innis, following Veblen, was not so much interested
f , . .
}gbﬁwﬁh in individuals ‘as in the way habits had become institutionalized. The

study of institutions did away with the need to study individuals because
individuals were in a real sensé "agents" of‘institutiénalzimpe;atives.

; "' European iﬁstitutions, when expoggﬁ to the éﬁitural and envifgnmentalé
exigencieé of North Amgrica, were required to ada§£ of'perish, much like

‘the individuals involved. Habits of life and thought developed in Europe

were often modified to s@it these exigencies, but so were those character-
-istics of the Indians of North America modified in the face of an
increasing European presence and a growing dependenc'e on European manu-

factured gbbds. Nowhere is this perspective'revealed more clearly than

in The Fur Trade in Canada, a book in which ‘Innis applied>Veb1en’s life-

historical method with exceptional{creativify.

- , The influence of VebleuMonrinnis' approach and method of analysis
is aisa clearly revealed in the latter's position dur;ng tﬂé debates over
the scientific character of the social scienqes which became public in

Canada with the establishment of the Canadian Journal of Economics and

Political Science (CJEPS) in 1935.8 Innis' participation in this

controversy is contained 1argely in three articles (cf. 1935,-1935a and

1935c¢) . They%contain in embryonic form many of the major concerns Imnis

B .
9

subsequeﬁtly elaborated upon and in some cases modified.

’

The arguments contained in these articles were intended as

counter-thrusts in an ongoing debate between two factions: Frank Knight,

-~ -~ E:J: Urwick and Frank Underhill, on the one hand; and Innis himself onthe

other. Knight, Urwick and Underhill had little else in common except -

their’contention that the social sciences were not, in fact, sciences at_



all, and their underlying assumption that social scientists thus had no’

option but to declare their allegiance to this or that social-movement.lo

Innisf response to this position constituted an attempt to counteract
what he viewed as dangerous trends in the social sciences: specialization,

present-mindedness, emphasis on final solutions, support of vested

-

interests and a general crisis surrounding standards of practice and
conduct. In opposition to these deleterious trends in the social .

sciences, Innis outlined his own conception of the course social science

must také if it was to flourish. He emphasized the critical role of the

social sciences and their scientific character.

£y

For Innis,lénd;yeblen before him, social science must be .chiefly

" interested in the study\of instifuﬁﬁons, their growth, and decay. The

substantial difficulties assoeiated with' the study of something of which

—

. N ’ N ' - 4
the observer is also the observed, i.e., of human conduct, are léésened

by the fact that institutions are collective forms of habituation, the
i . . . » . :

investigatiéq of which can enlighten the observer as to the source of
‘his own biases. Observation of the behaviour of others isviesé compli~
cated than the observation and analysis off;ne's EWn behaviour. "The
habits or b%ases)of igdividuals Qﬁich permit prediction,"” wrote Innis

(1935:283), "are reinforced ‘in thé cumulative bias of institutions and

constitute the chief interest of the social scientist.” 'As Veblen con- °

stantly repeated, human beings are creatures and creators of habit in

their lives and thoughté.11 The - stydy of habit, how it becomes

9

institutionalized, then modified ‘and rejected in man's infinitely variable

) - -

7/

circumStanées of life provides the basis upﬁﬁ which a scientific study of

o

R T
society can be built. It was precisely Inniéi

that proved to be the source oflmﬁch misunderstanding.  One of‘UrwicE's

concéptioh of’écience itself

®

4
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arguments in his article entitled "The Role of Intelligence in the -Social

Process,'’ centered on his contention that science could not deal with

life--could not comprehénd it, nor study it in any form--because
intellect or science was limited to the study of things in stasis, of
lifeless, dead things. He argued (1935:67):

I have already implied that intellect cannot deal with. life. And
that, of course, is strictly true. It never does deal with any
living being as such, nor any whole vital situation. They are too
lively for-it. It must first devitalize them, dessicate and .
sterilize them, abstract them from the life--kill them in fact--and
then, and then only, deal with them as bits of a soluable problem.

Biology, although by definition the "study of life," does not escape
Urwick's characferization. It also, he argued, studied dead things,

"museum specimens.” He concluded (1935:67) that:

(/‘

-

. .when the biologist does try to deal with life as a living and
" moving whole, he loses his science and takes to guessing. That is
the explanation of all evolution theories.

1

Iﬁnisr definition of science differs from Urwick's in two important ways.

First, for Innis (and Veblen) modern science is the study of life.

Second, what Urwick considered the object of "guessing" Veblen termed

"metaphysical preconception,’ the unobservable "mexus of the sequence,"

but the necessaryydink between cause and effect, and the focus of the
: . 12 . " S :
modern scientist's. attention. Urwick's science can be described as

taxonomic and pre-Darwinian from the Veblenian ﬁerspectivé.l3 ~It;is<ﬂ

this divergence of opinion in regard to the{natqrerbf science that can

_explain Innis' apparently .contradictory statement: . - - iy it

Since the social scientigt cannot be "scientific'" or "objective"

because of the contradic®ion in terms, he can learn of his numerous
limitations. - The "sediment of experience" provides the basis for

- scientific investigation. The never-ending shell.of life suggested
-in the.persistent character of bias provides possibilities of

~ “intesisive - study of the limitations of life and its probable
d1rectiorn (1935 283). :



The study of institutions, the receptacles of bias, uéing the evolutiBnary

»
method was social science according to Innis.. He recognized the existence

of a "taxonomic" social science, i.e. one which attempted to categorize

: £
human” phenomena as the goal of explanation but restricted its usefulness

to its position as an introduction to sociai'science (Innis, 1935:284).
i v D m—_— .

.

The "sediment of experience" referred to above defines the whole comple%

of human institutions to ghe'présent. That expiains why‘Iﬁnis (1935:
283) defined the word "introspection” as a field of investigation

". . . in a range extending back to geological time." For an individual

El

to "introspect" means to review the entire past process of human
institutional growth and decay of which he is an agent; he has no
"personal" basis for introspection.

In conjunction with Innis' definition of science as an evolution~ -
A~

ary study of institutions is his concern that in order to study

- .
institutions a scientist must be free to search for trends wherever that

might lead him. Allegiance to vested interests or particular institutions

¥

precludes that possibility and necessity. ‘It is the task of social

‘égience.to search for truth (Innis, 1935¢:286). Social scientists who
‘settle on aﬁy'particular "truths" are 40 longer engaged in the search,
and social scientists who actively promote particular truths or who make

"statements of certainty" raise the question of standards in the social

3

sciences (Innis, 1935c:286). Veblen (1906) had suggested that scientific

investigation is thq result of "idle curiosity" and is devoid of pragmatic

and utilitarian content to the same extent as t@e speculations of the

¢

Pueblo myth—maker.15 "Science creates nothing but theories . . . ,"

 Veblen'wrote (1906719), to which he added: "It knows nothing of policy

"

.

g
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\ or utility, better or worse." Questions of expediency or pragmatism have
‘ g ) \\ : A - Y
an inhibiting and-misdirecting influence on scientific investigation by

distorting or directing idle curiosity which is then no longer "idle".

" Science ". . . has no:ulterior motive beyond the idle craVing for a

systematic correlation of data . . ." (VeBlen, 1906:25)--a position which

presages Innis' warning that:
Intelligence in the social sciences tends to be absorbed in the
abstruse and abstract tasks of adjustment and to be lost in .
specialization, with the result that it is unable to participate in
the endless and complex and possibly fruitless search for trends
(Innis, 1935: 285) el

)'»

Thus, Innis considered‘that social science, by its very definition,
could not ally itself‘with'any particular institution or vested interest,
nor could it "steer' the c?urse'of induiry by having some preconceived

nétion as to expediency or|pragmatic relevancey nor could it, without

denylng itself, become specialized to the p01nt of placing boundaries 5
and parameters- around Sp&leIC research areas to the exclusion of all

" others. The search for trends must be free to go wherever idle curiosity

leads. o ’ oo A
.

However, because Innis Helg‘that‘social science had no utilftarian

nor pragmatic content in regard to policy or expedient conduct, At does

not automatically follow that he denied social science a higher trans-

cendent value. "The importance of vested interests and of rigidities in

¢

thqught in the social sciences,"” wrote.Innis (1935:282) "weakens the -

i : - ,/\\ S - 7:77”7:,;; e
pogition of the social scientist in relation to impacts of cultural

imsertaneeTﬂ——WithoutgdefininggﬂimpactSAOfgculturalgimportance”;fnnis
‘ . »

(1935:280) nevertheless suggested that the social scientist in the

-2 R o —

-
_university is more likely to be in a position ,to,,contribute,,to,f,'impa‘c,ts,, , k};/f}\__



ening the position of the natural and social sciences, but limitations to

of cultural importance" due to his relative fteedom from "major soZrces v ) ?
ef bias" associated with particular vested interests and rigidities in ‘ \
thought. The universitiee, according to lnhis, are places whete con-

trlbutions to "impacte of cultural importance" can be made although’

".. . . the dangers,a¥e numerous and subtle" (1935:280). - The opening

sentence of "A Note oanniversities\andEthe Social Sciences" advisee thaté.

"The University may be regarded as at least an active centre in strength-

its possible assiStance are numereus" (1935c:286>, Moreover, Imnis noted

that: "The cultural background of the University is of fundamental |

importance" (1935c:287); andh". . . the problem of the soeial scientist

is the problem of the University" (1935c:287). The "Eroblem" referted to

was the increasing preseure on behalf of vested ihterests whlch

threatened the very existence of the,University,;that centte iﬁ,whighvthe S
search for truth can be carried out and trop where the limitations of

civilization can be indicated. The notion of "culture" is not defined -

until much later in Innis' work,16 but %t can be pointed out that it &
' : : ' =

[

- serves him as a device by which the limitations of "power" and “fqrce"‘can -

EA

he revealed in the development of western civilizafion.which, f0£ Innis,
is the highest value. The -transcendent value of social, science and the
university lies in supporting "culture” in'countErbalancing'power, force

andextremesofallkinds,therebgvenhaacingthesurvivalpotentiflof,"vi_“"

-

western civilization.

Although Innis never speculated as to the’ particular course that

c1vilization should take in the future he was nevertheless concetned with

— [ . s L

the survival of Western civilization,and‘therefore with the future. ’Buti‘ : ;

i
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hisrinterest in the future was non—specific. He presented no panacea, nor
did he prescribera specific/reﬁedy for the world's ills. He pointed to
times in the history of Western civilization when balance and perspective
had been#achieVed and suggested‘that we might take a lesson from history

and attempt to recreate in some form the conditions in which civilization

could develop in a healthy, balanced way.

Innis believed that civilization had collapsed. However, he

"
.

perceived of no particular cure for this condition . except appeals

. to_reason'" (Innis, 1943c:5). Western civilization had- indulged in

extremes and excesses which had manifested themselves as monopolies of
knowledge, nationalism, concentrations of power in industry and‘commerce
and the fanaticism of religion. Innis coneidered that the role of the
social scientist was to poiut out the dangers of resortvto extremesy

B

Intelligence,,based on the search for truth,'demanded constant criticism,

concern for limitations and culture. - He wrote:

The search for truth assumes a constant avoidance of extremes and
extravagance. Virtue is the midd}e way. There are no cures.
Always we are compelled to be skeptlcal of the proposal to cure the
world's 1lls.

-

Thus, the balanced growth of clvllizatlon required, according to Innis, a

need to constantly assess and evaluate, that is to criticize, the course of

‘,inetitutional development, including empires. A search for truth, rather

than truth itself in the form of monopoly, rigidity, concentrations of

power and force and an emphasis on final scientific theory, provided ‘the

necessary foundation. The 1ndependent and individual search for truth is

&

the essence of culture, intelligeoce and rationality. It constitutes a

"major device in counterbalancing power and force,



“In conclusion, a great deal of continuity .and coherence can be

i defected‘iniInnis' lifetime coﬁtribution to fhé sociél sciences a;d to
learning. However, instead of appealing to the ponclusions of his various
studies ,to exﬁlain this éontinuity and coherencg, this chapter has'sought
to account for this characteristic of hisAwork by reference to two very
‘important asﬁects of the Veb1Enian legacy that he chose to'adopt, i.e.,

his methods of research andxanalysis and his con¢ern for civilization.

Innis' critical institutionalism and his concern for the study and

»

. _..survival of civilization form the twin pillars of his work throughout . __

his career.

The task remaiﬁing for this thesis is to provide a Synppsis of the
a%gumenté qongained in the abéve chapters and to extend the implicatidns
df&thesetérgumeﬁts for contemporéry éocial science. It is to tﬂisktask

that we now turn.




. NOTES TO CHAPTER FIVE
See especiallz_gasterbrook (1953a: 293), Neill (1972:109) and
Berger (1976:88).
Easterbrook (1953a:291) contends that Adam Smith made more of an

1mpre551on on Innis than Veblen did.

In a very perceptive passage, Neill (1972:110) concludes that
Innis wrote the article, in part at least, as a.tool in his,ongoing

-polemic with E.J. Urwick over the nature of soc1a1 science. o -

Veblen (1898:73) wrote a brilliant characterization of the

assumptions about human nature inherent in’ marginal utility'theory
(which he sometimes called the Austrian School): "The-hedonistic

~ conception of man is that of a lightning calculator °ffpleasures s

o

and pains, who oscillates like .a homogeneous globule of desire of
happiness under the impulse of stimuli that shift him about the
area, but leave him intact. He has neithar antecedent nor consequent..’
He is an isolated, definitive human datum, in stable equilibrium
except for the buffets of the impinging EOrces that displace him-in
one direction or amother. Self-imposed in ‘elemental space, he

'spins symmetrically about his own spiritual axis until the parallelo-

gram of forces bears down upon him, whereupon he follows the line of,
the resultant. When the force of the impact is spent, he comes to-
rest, a self-contained globule of desire as before. Spiritually,
the'hedonistic man is not a priﬁé:mover." R 4

2

This. point is most forcefully made in the ldgtwchapter of Veblen's
The Theory of The Leisure Class: An-Economic Study of Institutions

"The excebtions to this rule are Pal, Watson and Christian, although .

(1899). In it he writes that ". . . modern science may be said to
be a by-product of the industrial®process" (1899:387). \

See especially Innis (1929a: 26)
See Veblen (1909:629) for an analysis of the role of the individual

as agent of the institutional complex which makes up civilization.

even they fail to trace the genesis of Innis' arguments in the
debates to Veblen's work. - ‘

-

" This is the view ekpressed by Leslie Pal (1977), William Christian - —

(1977), "and especially A. John Watson (1977) who focusses specifically
on the element of "objectivity" and "bias" discussed in these

-

v

) positlons and arguments in the debate.

3, :
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articles. ' : - - - ,\ﬂ/}/f

See Chapter One, pp. 11-12 for a short outline of the variv\//

5
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11.

12.

13.

14.

16.

See, for example, Veblen (1908:39).

Veblen wrote (1908:32): '"The sciences which are in any peculiar
sense modern take as an (avowed) postulate the fact of consecutive
change. Their inquiry always centres upon some manner of process.
This notion of process about which the researchers of modern science

cluster, is a notion of a sequence, or complex, of consecutive change
‘in which the nexus of the sequence, that by virtue of which the

change inquired into is consecutive, is the relation of cause and
effect." This is a description of genetic science. Change itself
cannot be observed but the sequence of causation in which cause
leads to effect requires it. For example,'Darwin did not observe -

. the changes that occurred in the beaks of finches on the various

islands of the Galapagos in response to environmental exigencies,
he imputed it based on the evidence accumulated.

See Veblen (1908:36-37) for a descriptlon of pre—Darwinian and.
post-Darwinian science.

Veblen (1908:39) explained'the relationship of individuals to the,
complex of institutions: '"The scheme of 1life, within which lies the
scheme of knowledge, is a ‘consensus of habits in the individuals
which make up the community. The individual subjected to habitu-
ation is each a single individual. agent, and whatever affects him
in any one line of activity, therefore, necessarily affects him in
some degree in all<his‘various activities."

See Veblen's (1906:6-7) definition of "idle curiosity" which he
considered to be a tangential result of the workings of intelllgence
as "inhibitive selectlon.

See Innis (1950c:85 and 1951a:195).

'

4
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’ : © CONCLUSIONS - f

The main argument  developed in this thesis suggests that Innis'

conception of civilization as a complex of growing and” decaying
institutions produced or determined the kinds of research topics he
undertook to study? and the manner in which hé-studied them. His
primary interest was not to shed light on Canadian economic history--

although that was the result of much of his work--but to trace the

developmental course of Western civilization, first in its industrial
‘stage after the fifteenfh éentuf;, and then iﬁ the whole course of its
development from the Egypt of the.Pharaohs to modern Europe and America.
His:primary objective Qas to uﬁcoﬁer laws df pattérns in the rise anq
' fall of civilization and its institutioné'which could be used to shed
light on‘the future course of Western civilizationi

Althoug£ I&nis is widely regarded as having been a stapiés o ‘ \
theorist in fhe first part of hié career, his interest iﬁ‘staples trades
was'é result of a method of analysis borrowed from Veblep and which can
. be described as the institutional life-historical approach. Most
commentators. on Innié' early studies of the fur trade,'the.cod fisheries

and otheT'staplégfgradeé regard him as being engaged in either regionally

- T : : oo e o - T R T T I I 1’ T o A
defined or structurally bound analyses of discrete phenomena. They fail

to appreciate Veblen's influence on Innis in the latter's description
of civilization as being a complex of habits of thought and of life
(institutions). -Moreover, they fail to understand Innis'- conception of

88
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-political organization and authority.

science as an activity designed to uncover the laws of the growth and

decay of institutions and of civilization.

Although Innis is considered by the vast majority of his commen-
tators to have been a nationalist,'they dé so only by ignoring an
overwhelming number of anti-nationalistic comments énd statements in his =
publisﬁedebrk, and again, by failiﬁg to undersfand his cénception of
science and of éivilization. _Innis maiﬁFained Eﬁat science is ideally

the independent and consistent pursuit of truth regarding the amfolding

reality of Western civilization. Nationalism, as an ideology which has

infected a large number of social scientists, has prevented the

.independent pursuit of truth and has subordinated that search to the

needs of,the natién or country. Moreover, nationalism as a politiéal
platform‘encourages international &iéputes and misunderstaﬁdings,rleads
to war and'stifleé'the grﬂg:h of ffeedém of thought.

Innis is presumed to have abandohed his stﬁdies in Canadian
economic history after 1940 in order to take up studies of communications
technology and media because of the‘conclusions of his studies of pulp
and paper. However,‘a more realistic inﬁerpfetation of Innis’ chénging
research interests after 1940 is that he was determined to undérstand
the COnditions‘by which WéStern civilization could best survive trials
li;:whhi Secopd World War, and to avoid them in the future. It wés for

this reason that he turned to studies of 'ancient empires and pét;@gggﬂof

Robin Neill contends that Innis attempted to create during 'his
career a new theory of value in economics, one in which individual human

creativity replaced Veblen's pheory of instincts as a-basicrfactor in the
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7 explanation of‘economic‘chaﬁge (Neill, 1972:113). The fact is thétblnhis
hgggg his career convinced af the‘valuerof individual,creativity, choice
and criticism. (Fﬁrthermore, he was,convinqed of the value of institutions
which served to inspire, enhance or‘protect the creativity of the
individu;l. Combined, they couldrprOVide effective forces tb’ESGEEE}-
balance concentrations of power.in collective social‘organization. Innis
.once femérked‘that: "It is the search for truth, ﬁét "truth,' that makes
men free" (1945:305). Innis.equated "truth" with meonopoly, rigidity,
fanaticism and extremism. The gearch for truth, on the other hand; he
equéted with freedom, criticism, culture, skeptiéism and flexibility.
Innis opposed an&thing that threatened the search for ;rﬁth, an activity
thch he was personaliy and profeésibnally involved with as a scholar.

In science and sCholarshib, that meant opposingf (1) an emphasis on the
conclusions and results of social scientific investigation rather than

on the methods of analysi; and skeptiéism; (2)‘d6minance of non-
scientific factors, such as nationalism;.in the determination and
delineation of scientific reéeafch§ (3) specialization,. a fg?t which
prevented the broader "philosophi;él" approach of political economy ;

(4) and mechanization, which threatened to impose quaqtification and
mathematics upon the social sciences. In shorf, Innis opposed in

science and scholarship all of those ideas, theories and notions which

tended to monopolize thought aﬁd’diéébﬁfégegfhé iﬁdéﬁéﬁdéﬁt'éﬁd'dis¥
Y

passionate search for-truth. - - — - ———— S e
Innis opposed all forms of control in society on individual
freedom of thought. He)considered that American commercial interests,

with their allies in the communications media, threatened to impose upon



people a way‘of'doingvthings and of ‘seeing the,wofld which would &is-
courage criticism and dissent. Again, he oﬁposed nationalism because it
placed.thé interests of the nation before'thqse of peace and thé
balanced development of civilization. )

Innis believed that all living drganisms, including individual

2

human beings, institutions and civilizations, must strive for balanced

growth. In the case of civilization, this meant avoiding extremes like

o pe————T—

the Second Wbrld.War, tﬁ;riénaticism of religion qnd the deleterious
effects of monopoly fof business; industry and s;ience.

Having been at the centré of scholarly power in Canadé, Innis can
Hardly be considered a marginal scholar. &et, his method of épproach
and his conception of the natufe of the social sciences set him apart
from most of his colleagues who, while they could relate to specific

studies like Innisi The Fur Traderin Canada, ¢ould not appreciate the

broader significance of such works. Current wisdom about Innis suffers
from the same difficulties. There is little attention paid to the broad

methodological and theoretical framework which led Innis to undertake

studies such as The Fur Trade in Canada aq& The Cod Eiéheries.

The implications of the re—interpfetétion of Innis contained He;ein
are;f;r—reaéhing for contemporary sociél sciencé, and particularly for
political economy; From the pe;gpeqtive of this thesis, the works of
pglitical'econqusté sﬁch as Meiville Watkins, Daniel Drache, Robert Laxer,

Gary T e and Cy Gonick must be reassessed and reviewed without the

legitimizing force that Innis' work provided for them, Tt seems likely
 that Innis, were he alive today, would criticize some of the ahove

theorists in the same manner that he criticized Frank Underhill; i.e. to

the extent that they display nationalistic sympathies and subordinate

O
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scientific values to politicalyvalues, he mighszonsider them éz\gg;EPe
heirs of the League for Social Reconstruction. However, in all fairness,

it is not it is not difficult to see why some social scientists might

turn to Innis in support of their own conclusions. Most of Innis' -

early monographs and articles can easily be perceived of as being nationally

framed. They seem to be about Canada.
Upon closer examination, however;afhis often unquestioned con-

‘clusion about Innis' work becomes less obvious. Whether he was successful

or not in accomplishing his stated objectives, his intentions in both

A History of the Canadian Pacific Railway and The Fur Trade in Ganada,

-
t
.

as he expressed them, were to . explain the effects of a vast new

land area on Eufopean civilization" (Innis, 1930:386). Within Innis'
framework of‘analysis, ""Canada" as a politiéal creation of European
civilization is only one institution among .many others. Innis' goncern,
following Veblen, was with what the latter termed "materialzciviliza—

tion." For this reason, he focussed on the institutions of commodity

production, technology,.trade; transportatibn and publiC‘policy,‘and
¥ ] : -

~4
t

e

ended to explain changes in other institutions with reference to those

- T

Ninstitutions most ‘closely associated with material survival, of both
institﬁtions.aﬁd individuals.f Innis, there}ore, explained the rise of
Canada with reference to4Euro§ean institutions déveloped during the fur
trade particularly within the framework of the Northyest,Company. These

institutions are called European rather than.Canadian because they were
created within the institutional complex referred to as Eﬁropean, but
not necessarily'confinea to the Eufopean continent, Besides, therelis
no "Canadiaq" civilization; no éomplex of institutions particular to

the'politicél'entity which occupies the northern part of the North
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American contiﬁent. Innis defined European civilization as'his unit of
anai&sis. However, tracing the life-history of a whole complex of‘
institutions is more easily pursued than accomplished and social
Sciéntists'are limited by time and researcéjiiants in the scope of their
studies. Innis himself was often éompelled to drop his research in

order to serve on a Royal Commission, or to advise on the allocation of

grants, or to attend to -varjous administrative details.

4

In x t years, governments héve sought‘to provide assiétaﬂce
ral scientists inrthéir work by providing them with emplo&ment or . .
"information in the form of:Eensué data and statistics of various kindsJ
Unfbrtunately, for the social scientist, this nethoundr;ource‘pf

wealth and information has its drawbacks. Statistics are generally

+

collected on a national, provincial or municipal basis and are

‘\,g‘/y | V-' ™

designed for easy comparison.' Goverhments héve‘dg facto usea the .,
nation as their framework for data coilectionr This is understandable
when one considers th;t the nation is thé bésic foundation of their
political powef. Accofding to Innis, howevér, nationgl statistics
contain inherent structuralist and é—histéricalwbiases; By their very o K
] existence, these statistics favour naFionally framed research, Besides;
governments provide direcf incentives to sfudy issues and problems of
national or provincial significance bf the judicioﬁs alloéation of
research monies, Even méqy‘of those social scientists and political

economists who'criticizevtﬁé government tend to frame their critiques

in national terms, . They implicitly accept the designation of Canada as
a frame of reference, Furthermore, they tend to find supporf for their .
work in Innis' various studies in economic histbry, However,

focussing on Innis' method of approach rather than on the conclusions
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of his work, and on his conception of civilization rather than on his
presumed national analytical ftamework,-yiélds a substantially different
program of research than that which currently occupies many political

economists.

For Innis, political economy is characterlzed by the "phllosophical“

approach in contradlstinction to the ' spec1alized" approach in the social

.
:
. &

sciences. It is also characterlzed by a study of the growth and decay of

iﬁgtitutions defined as habits of thought and life, and of western

‘what Innis calls a "genetic"-—approach;which treats’ structure as

; civilization defined as’a'complex of institutions. This perspective

-

precludes research which is nationally framed,- It femands a histotical——

e

basically non-existent. Further, it demands a consistently and

_stubbornly critical approach. Perhaps‘an example of a proposed hypo-

thetical reseafch project might help not'only to illustrate how>Innis'

"?approach,might be applied, but also how it differs from current

nationally framed studies.

Instcad of, for example, undertaking a study of the Canadian

west coast salmon fishery, a project which could rely heavily on

national statistics and on the analysis of national public policy, the
Innisian approach would require a stndy of the whole west coast fishery )
from its beginnings in pre-contact Indian civilization to its present_ .

international highly capitallzed extent., It is significant in thlS

) regard that Innis-suﬁtitled The Cod Fisheries: The History of an -

Internatlonal Economy The public polic1es of the United States and

Canada would‘Be considered as only omne institutionalized aspect of the

fishery, albeit an inCieasingly‘important aspect. For Innis, there
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would be no scientific reason for limitiﬁg analysis to the Canadian

fisthy. It is "salmon fishing" as an institupion bf‘WEStern -
vCivilizétion which ;s‘oT interest. The #reéeﬁtitendency iﬁ‘"Canadian"f
social science would be to limitbgtudy to the salmon fishery of the
coast of British Coiumbia. According to Innis, fhis would place
artificial restraints on -the wor? of the social scientist, restfaints

- _ : » ,
of a political, and not gk a SCieﬁtifié; nature.
B ng;s':%ggtiiﬁtégeﬁiigm7preygp§g§ih%m from coﬁsidgripg:Canada to

be ‘a singular and a priori, given unit of scientific analysis. For

Innis, "Canadian" social science or "Canadian" political economy or a

study of the "Canadian" salmon fishing indggtry~are equally unacceptable. ™ .

Social scientists must not define themselves . in terms of their citizenship,

© but in terms Of thgir critical approach and their search for truth.
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NOTES TO CHAPTER SIX [ —

The reference here is spehifically to Watkinsx(l963~and-1973), ‘
Bertram (1967), Aitken (1977), Buckley (1958) and Rotstein (1977).
Although these few names do not constitute an exhaustive list they

are nevertheless representative of more recent critiques of
Innis in this regard. '
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