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THE AMERICAN TAKE OVER OF CANADIAN 

SOCIOLOGY: MYTH OR REALITY 

bntic ~e:t;i>~':d 1~n~~~~ ;:iitr~~~~~~~ "'10:~977."'"tioa ol At· 

The .. tab~duncnt by lhe A>.ocinioo of Uni•enities and Colkg .. in 
Canad~ of a Commission to •rudy and tqlOft upon lhe •t:Ue vi t~adting and 
research in nudie~ relating to Canada ~t Canadi~n uni•·ersities rd\ccto a grow­
ing con«m With the problem of the at~nt to "hich ochol>rJhip in Canada 

ha. become to Americau oriented that it c~ n no longer dfeaivdy """"" the 
in~CtUu of the counuy. lt an he np<'(tffi th:u the O;.nnti .. ioa wiU hear a 
grrat deal fmm o.ociolngy. Whether whot it hem ,..;u f.:urly rrp.-nt the 

Rote of the diKipli"" i11 the country ont Cll.fl Qtlly guess. Ceruinly, it ...,nu 
We to pr<'<lict that in the cha'l.""' and rounter-d>arg.. that wiU he made much 
"""twiU beg.:ncr.ll<'<l. 1t is robt tq.tJ that from the repracmationo made 
to the: Commtssion will come some light as well. 

lt ;, not too diffimh to undtnuud why so much of the concx.m about 
the growing Amcric.:m inn~R<e in our univwiti<-s 1hoold focus upon the 
diKiplineolsociology.11>errarethrccverygO<..dK.UOns 

The fint.ofcoonc, h.:u to do with the •cry r.t.J>id l""'"th of the dis­
cipli"" within th., p:ut fifteen ye3,... In 1958 there wen: only four or fi ..., 
sociology texben in the U11i'~"ity oi Toi"OIIto, mout the umc number in 
!>kGill, perhaps two at the Un,.·e,..tty of ll ritish Columbia, and one only l l 
1ucb uni•·enitit$"' S...katchew:ln, !>bnitom. McMaster. Wc.tcm lnd Dal­
hom ie. 111C Uni•·crsity of Alheru ~ppointcd iu filll sociology t~xhcr in 
1953,Quotn'JUniversitynotformanyyearslatu. Bylhemid·ninetee!l•i.trtia 
Alberta had a otaff ol 101t>e t\\~Rty-two. The growth in the other Canadian 
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uniluoitio wa< ol tho: un"' ord~r. Oalhomie Uni•·e,..ity ha< today ~bout a< 

many s.ocio!ogi<tson OUit.:offa• there wcres.ocioWgy tache"' m the whole of 
C.nada.,.,...fift«nyunago. 

Tll' s)o.,.· gro ... th of IOCi<>logy in Cam1<h bc:fO<e 1958 i<l.trgdy upbincl 
by the strong UJiti•h influtn'c in the tk··dormenr of the Canadi.:m social 

scinlctS. The great g""'"l.h of 10eiolc.ogy in tk United State< ofter 1920 hd 
Lulc effect in c~nada. For long the only Canadi::tn departnl'nt of ooo:iology 
"'"""that at M<Cil!. 

lnf:occoftheverynpid growthofthe<hlciphncafter 1'.160,then, it wa< 

ineYitablethatal:ngcp<l<ti<>nofthe""lui""'suffh.>dtobc:r«ruitedfrom 

!.he United Sutes. M;rny sociolr•gy tkpartmcnll >n!M the country by the late 
1960'• became allt\Uilt wholly "affed b)· Americ:lnl, In no other imporum 

Kgmt:nt of the Canadt;rn uniYe,..ity w;os tloerc. to anything like the •amc de­
g=.ouchahea•ydq>entknccuf'<"lt<crOJiting"afffromoulliolethecountry. 

TI>e ICCOOtd ruson wh~ the coocan ahout the growing Amo:ri<an in· 
fluenceinouruni•·~i~h.uttntkdtofocmuponkXiologyde•eloptollt 

oithe"erydtoractcTofthcdis,iplinc. Sociologycannotbo:l.3ughtsimplyin 
term• of ahru:oct principle!.. Its ta<hing in.-ohes talking abuut .ocicty. To 
..,,.;u,·e Canadian can it hcu><rte> importim whether the .ocicty ulle<l :iliout 

is Dn.::.dion or Amcl'l<~n. Where • """'"' on ,.... •nd ethnic rel.atioru rdcrt 
only by ana~'S)' to the probltm <l Frendl-iinglish rel.a(i<>rll in C:mada, in 

pr=ming by lecture~ and .tSii!:ncd readings an an~l)-.is of rue and e~hnic 
relacioru in the United St~l<5. K>mC imp.uicn« un the pan(,{ the Can.u!W. 

mule!u un be: e.xpe.:ted. So n ll'dl un a noM (>( impatience he upccted 
when course:s on the bmily, fOCialstratification, urban o.ociolof:r, industrial 

rcl..ti.ons and such rt!y almo .. t aclu•i•·dy upon Amerion literature and 
An..,ric:m u:unple<. I sholl return later 10 a comidcrotion of rho. general 

probkmoltheer.tcnttowhich•dilcipli~likesocrolog}'•houldbc:natiooally 

oricnl.3tal.. ll~re tloc interest is ooly in upbining why, about the diiCip!ine 

of oocio!ogy,the.., ha• <k•doped nJ<h a great con~m about the Amo:riQfl 

t•ke-o'ler. 

There renu.ino to be mentioned the third reaa.oo for this o:nnccm. No 

di<eiphne.notcvcllph)"ics,<K;~pedthemountingauackupontheEo.tabli•h· 

"""'t that came in our uni•e,..ttia in tloc I'IW'~. For the ph~•i<ilt, how·e•·er, 
the cspou ... J of the cou"' .,( r~voluti"n it~•oheJ hi• dropping out from the 
scientific community, on occosion to the point where. n.ow uh>wted b~ the 
JUU&glo:s on the front line. rduS"' WL< taken in ouch a simple pnnun of 
nature O<that rJchickcn farming. For the .u;:ioklgist, hov.-c•cr, the: QpotJul 
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ol !M QIUSC oi ~·olutioo did 1101: involve d"'P!Hng out. R2thcr, onciology 
was made an instrumem of ~volution. 

A!moa from its •·cry beginnings, IMrT tu. b<cn in !M <k•·dopmc.nt ol 
sociology an unromfurUbk mixing of i<.kolugy with scientific principle:<. There 
wcr<: groundt, in !M dn·clopment of the discipline in Europe. f<X il!l roo­

fusion with fO<ia]iJm :U w~ were ground<, gi•·tn the IUU!1!\ rcformi.<t bo:m 
oftome:ufthecarly American SQCiulogins. f~ its confu•ion on this continent 
with SQCj:a] w~lbr~. The miJ:ing of idcologic:~l "·ith ..:icnlif.c principks until 
r=ntlv, hnwevcr, tended tu be charac~rutic o£ <mly poripher.t.l are:u in the 
discip~nc. Such nn looga- iJ r.be enc. Sociology :u the sc:icn« ronccrnffl 
with the •·cry charac~r ol lhe socinv in which we li•·c lent itself readily to 
iuuscinefforutom:!leO\"Ctdlissociety. 111cau;>cl:uponr.bees~liJiunom 

was mountt:d •·cry Wgely in tociology. 

Almoot inevit:oblv it wo~ the United Stair> 01 an imperial ~· which 
~ identified as the E<ubJi,hmcnt. Juu about all tbt was unok<i,.,.blc 

inoursocictycouldbemribmedtotheporv .. i•·einfl""n""ofAmcrican im· 
periali•m. Thus it can O«a<ion no surpri«: that tho: Amcrian t;>kc..,.,·cr o£ 
the Canadian uni•"CniticolxcaniC\'icwedassimplyOClc.,]JCCtofa much more 
gencraltah--overth~tin•·nh·ed the wl>olcofC..nadian ooci<ty. lt mayappoar 
no!: a hale cunnus that the mool viJl"")US C~p<>Mnts of such a view were 
young American radicals who became !tu<kn"' ~who ioi=l the suf!J of 

Can~dian uni•·crsities ~nd who foond nothing inron<iuent in their warning 
olthe dan~rs ol the sprudin![ American influence in Canadian ~ni•cnity life. 
EmbiHercd by the invohemcnt of their rountry in war in Vietnam, :uwl •·icw­
in![th.-irhelpless!K""\SIO$CCUI""COChangeofpolic•asamultnfammbincof 

mili~:~ryan<!busiii(S•rowersinWO>hingtun,itwa<notunnaturalforthesedi< 

affected young oociulogi<ts to <Ciu upon the i«uc of the ·~ad.ing American 
influcnu in Canadian uni,·ersiti~ in the effort to demnn<trate the evils of 

American iml"'riali•m. The-.. rot~ld not be operted potlups to be consciout 
of the: atcnt tu which thev thcm~!veo "''Crc ~gents of Americon influcnu 

intheCanadianuni•·miriainthecritia!yCOinofthenin<tcmsiJ:ti<:s. 

h would he presumptl.IOU:!' on my part to cbim to p....,nt hett ~ fullr 
b.:tlanccd picture of the su"' of W<iology in Cam<la. The rMSt that ! an do 
i> attempt to offer s-ome. rommcnL on the problem~ foe«! by r.be discipline in 
i\$ do:\cJormcnt in the Canadian uni•·crsitics O>·cr the pm thirty-five ~ more 

years. it i.< o11ly within ouch a poropectiu, I fee!, that oomc of the issues """"' 

appwing 50 urgo:m can be fully undcmood. 
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Howr;..·erund<:lir.>bkthecooKqllCnce.lnOiybe,andthiJiJaquationro 
which we .hall n:turn, thesimplef..ct is that in the d«adt 1?58-68 we could 
P<IC.il.lve ..W:kd wr C..nad~ Klciology dcparuncnu ""it bout m:ruit.ing he;wi1y 
from oouide the country. Ther~ can ~c:~rcdy 1,. :my argumcm oo th~t ~­
The qutSt.ioo .houkl be r.>i<cl, how.,vcr, wh«her we might have done ~ 
dun ""C did in building up 1uff within the country had different circum­
stanccsobtain«l. 1nthebiluretoproduceii'IQn:Cana<!iantc:achusoisoc:i­

ology in the dcade 1958-68 Caruda Cooocil, I ft:e~ must acupt some: mpoosi­
bility. 

lo the de--dopmcnt ol Kholar1y work in the tooci.tl ocienca in Can:lda 
we owe a great deal to O.nada O>uncil. 1 could ..,_y much about the wUdom 
ol the Counci\"s iea<lership, in &.teriog free enquiry and off~ring to the 
schobr imporuntsul'f""1 for hit work. In one imporunt '"'~"""'-• howner, 
J feeltheC.ouncilh.sbadlyscr-·ccltheinter.,.tsufthe<uc:ialscience.in 
C..n:lda. When the l'~t.ional Rnarch Council, a:< the body rqm:scnling the 
physical sc;enu::s, instituted a programme nl gra<iu:ue fdJo,.-ohips, it made 
such fcllov.'llupo.. e•o:pt un<kr very sp«.i.:ll eirclUIUWl<es, tenable only at 
Canadi:ut uni•·enitjo:s. lt adop!W this policy ovith the fuU knowkdgt at the 
time that only the uni•eniues of Toronto and McGill h:id Kiena: departments 
strong mough to nlfer Jo>r;>.<\uate progr.vrunes. h was,......,..,, .• ,, the Coun<:il"s 

corwictiootM.tthcdfeaolmchafdlo...-shtppolicytnbuildingupabodyof 
ahkgr:td.u.:ote Slli<knts would ht to f001t'T the dt:"d"f'rnent of il!ong ocience 
dr:j»runen" in ~11 Canadi~n uni~ersitio, and evems quickly proved the 
Counctl right. 

CanadaCouncilentereduponthe..:ento.taverycritocJltimcinthe 
dt1.·e!opment of the J<Xial sciencc:s in C;.n~da. 1t was at ll>nt time in tt.. late 
1950"s .. hen !he Amencan univmitio:s lud a<k.ptcd an ~J:gM>i~e policy o! 
building strong gradu~te ochools. To attr.>ct the mo!l ab). •tOOcnts, exceed­
ingly g.:r>eroul firsqear graduate fdlow•hips ""C"' offen:<l. c...,a.Jian JIU· 

denuo:om.ingootofmongundergrao:!U>tchonourpn'Kr;•mtn('l""'""l''11'ticu· 
larly bvoored. M001t of our re..lly good soci~! science stutknt• were thuo 
attrattcd into American gradu.:ote scbonb and then: rommitte<l to a progr.tmme 
of 11udy leading to tht: Ph.D. <kg=. L.nlc fdlo..-.hip '"''f""'1· howt1.u, 
w.s offered by the. American gro.du:ne ..:hoot afrcr the fim , . .,,_._For the 
Ameriun student, suppott for further gradU>t" srudy ,. . ., sought in teaching 
:t<Sil.t:tnU!hips. For the. Canadian •tudcm, support c:une from C.m:ula Council. 



Not oil C:tn~a Council doctoral fcllow•hips, of course, went to appli­
cants who aln:ady had embarked upon graduate .rudy in the Unit<d Sutes. 

Canada Council fellowship< """"' comp<titi,·e with th011e offered by the 
Amcric~n graduate ..:hook Thus many C.1.na<lian <tudcnu found their way 

to American uni-.r.ilies with the •uppon of Canada Council from the l.e­
ginning. No Canadian uni,·crsity wuld come near, in tbc humanities or 
social scicncco, offering kUoW>hips '' gcncrom '' thooc offered by the Ameri­
can gradl.I.O.tc school• or by Canada C..ounci!. Thuo with Canada Council in 
cffea "'PI'kmenting the ,·cry large fint·}"C>r fcllow<hip fumk a•ailahle to 
theAn,.ricangraduatc•chooh,.IDour the only soo:ialscientcgraduatc ltn<lenu 
the Canadian uni,·eMitics rould attract were thooc wh<> did not qualify for 

the fdlowships •••ilahlc for"udy in the United States. 

In fairnc.s•toCanadaC.ouncilitshoul,lb.uid thatitwaotheCanadian 
social scientist£ and humanim acro~s tM country who were latg<'ly ,..,.poruiblc 

fortbcpolicytheC .. ()unciladoptt:d. WhcnMr.RrookcCl:u:t<>n,rbcfi.-.tchair· 
man of the Council, called a meeting between the r<:prc>entativcs uf hi• co<.m­

cil and repr<.«:nbti,·cs of the C.>nadian Social Scicn~ and Humanities Coun­
cils to consider fdl,.·ship policy. the proposal that the Council"• doctO!"al fcJ. 

lo"~hips be: m.><le tcnal~c only at C.onadian uni,·e"ities woo strongly "'''""""d 
by the wcial scientist• and humanists particuhrly from Western Canodo. The 
ch.orb"'- of Toronto prot~ctionism effeai,·ely defeated th. effort to hring about 

adungeofpolicy. 

lnv<>lvcd as I W:H in the dcbo.r. I can sc.orcelv claim lad: uf bia~. Yet 
1 remain convinced thot it wa< 3 •hmt-•iglue.l ,.;~w t],,. woo taken by those 

scholm •p<aking {.,.the le.< highly dC>·elopcd uni,·ersitic. in the country. 
For a time, it is probably true that uni,·e,.,itics like "fO!"OOt<> and McGill woold 
ha>·e gained rrtOOt by making Canada Council doctoral felluv.~hips t~nable 

only at Canadian uni~ersitic., hnt, in the l<>flg run, the df'""t of •uch a policy, 

os in the scienc.,, would ha\'C bc.,n to build up "rong graduate department< 
a<:ro« thecoontry. In the )·~ar< \95U,S we lf>l<t \"irtually .oil of our fi.-.t-rate 
graduote5tudents to tM American uni,·er<itics. Rut the lo<< wct>t much deeper 
thanthis,ondparticul:ttl)"insociology. \Veattr:octedb:u;k.,uni,·cnity 

toad><:"' "'me of t.hc >tudent• "'"" ],,., to the Unitcd States. The loss that 
rou\d not b. '""Paired ,..,.ultcd from the failure toattr:>ct into graduate study 

in sociol"b'Y a l;~Wr lxxly <>f ;,J,Ie und~rgtaduate nndents, and much of thi• 
b.ilur~ can b. .occounted for by the fact that there had not d~,·clopcd in the 

cuuntryltronggr:o.<luatedcp>.rtmentsinthediscipline. 



It could be d>.im<d, ol wurK, a~ itu!otd it wa•, thot to have =de 
~ Council fdlowshi!" !'Cn.tMc only at Otna<lian univcn.itiCI would h:ll-.o 

in•oht<ladtJreg;.rdulthcintercouofthej!raduatcotudrntao<uch. 1t wn 
impon:mtdtath,be gi>cnthcopportunitytn..,.lthc hest tt;tining available, 
wh,m•cr Wt might be. The amw<:r tu such a d:oim is mof.,ld. Such an 

opportunity would 1101. ~u. .. been denied the C.nadi•n otutknt .. >uncrKan 
gradu.ne fdlvwshipo wuc readtly :an.i!ahle. Canad~ Coun<il kJio,.~hips did 
riOiopt::nuptoCanadianstudc:nu:onoppurtunitytolludyout"dctheccuntr}'· 

Alllh:tt they did W:¥ ro m.oke it th.n mu.:h =i•r to t:ni,:•g• in gudiWc "udy 
:acro~o~ <he bortkr. 11~~: daim th>t 10 lu•·c made Canada C..>OJn<il fdlt~wshipo 
tenable ooly at Canadi~n uni\'Cl'!t~<:S in\'oh·cd a di~tcg:ord <.>f ,.,., iHtorc:<u of 

till: gud101c >tuden< can be dWicngal, I {..,L on a .ecood "'""' "" wdl. lin· 
derl)·ing •ueh > d>im wa• thr tmplit:it ~"urnption clt.ltt till: Canadian 11u.km 
cuuld <ttUte a l>eucr training at <he ,\merican uni,cnity. Harvard did ap. 

peM fO lla'c """"To uffcr than Toronto, lkrkd<y than U.I!.C. Wh.t hue 
w:u I,J'\'erlooi<W, howe-·er. w<>s the [;oct that attpt for tho<c >hkknr. wtth wdl 

esubli<hW and highly specialized intcrcsl• whit:h ctJtlld be n>OI only in such 
uni,·crsitics:uHarnrd...-London. uni•·crsitics in Canada had inf>« more 

to olfer <he Um•dian g ... d~te 1tudcnt tllan dtd c•·rn <he hc<t of the Ar<>Cric<On 
uni•·c,.iuH. What the Arncricangradtutc ocho:;.l did •us to pull the C.n­

:tdi•n student ""'~Y from the kind of p«>bkrns in which ht: wos intcre<to:d, 
orcbcitlc:fthim~ly"ithoutdirn:~oninthcpursuitolltlsintneu. I 
ra.nnor believe thot the dc,dopmcnt of thc "><i~l scicntts in CanW g•intd 

bycncourogingm!dcnu who might hJ>·c had as their graduate tcacbcrs such 
sdrobn :u Inni<, Brady, M:><~imooh, R. :\b<Crtg<Jr Dawoon, <.on)'• llurd, 

Taylor, Knwr. C. A. Om...,.. tt> =k dcgr«s at Jt><lt uni~cnitics :u lllinOO, 
Mtchigan, North Carolina, or e•·cn Yale or Printtton, ... ht:tc many of thctr 

teachcrshadonlythcvagucstrlknowled~oftltingsCanadian. 

llt..vcspokrnolthe<ritical~:trSN58-68. Wht:n .. ..,turnto<hc)C:trS 

after 1968 thc problem of naffmg murncs a ""-' and ,·cry tliffcrtm dimcr\lion. 
1'ht:re :ore rtQW roming()U(oi.outgraduatc schools a \'cry large number of 

~udcnu "ith a PhD. training to sociology. At the ..amc time, e•nyw!ll:rt 
at:rtllfthc country, enrolment at the undcrgradua~~: lc•cl" fall.ng off and the 
roc:ruiting of new staff u roming 10 an end. Under thc most fa•·ou,..blc of 

cin:umsunca,such alituation would be: bound"'"'"""' nroog fttlings ol 
racntment on thc part of thoee yoong Kl<ivlogistJ ..:rcticn<ing iliffi<ulty in 
sc.:uring univmity appoimmcnu. 1110: years 19(,8.72, ho•-e·.cr, ha•·c been 

cl=cri~ no< only hy a marked change in th.e uni,·crsity market situation 



but a change., well in the whole mode of oppointment to uuivcnlty sufu. 
Uni•cnity ~nu h.J•e ~n dc:mocratir<d. and r><>r>e t11o0« tMn wciol­
ogy. U... I""'~' of_ appointment has become lodgnl in the hands of the w!f, 
and this at a time when in ma"y wciology depottmenu the o•·~rwhdming 
majll<it~ olthc •taff an: AmeriC<\nJ. it il tu a suffmg rommiuo: American 
manned that the yoong Canadian wciologiSt must turn in KCking an appoint· 
m<:Ot!OIDnadianu!UVenity. 

I "·ould he unf:air 10 my wllcagua ol Ametie:rn origin if I suggested 
that in thepowernrugglc that ~:u occurn:d tb.y ha·e unduly b•·oun:d their 
tompatriou on ;,. .... n:laung tO appoimmenu, promcxions, tenun:, the dto;cc 
of a ch.Jirm:m, and ouch M a moult of motmting otudmt pr=un: then: h.Jvc 
been effon< to improve the im:>ge of deportment< hy bringing mon: CanadiaM 
oo ouff. Such ~Hurts. how.,v~r. gi•en the l'"'"'nt nurkct oituatioo, are n<ll 
likely to do more than j~.m b>rdy touch up<:>n the =I prob\nn. The tWQ 

paramount i»UCI n:lating to the staffing of C..nadi:rn WJCiology <kpa runenrs 
today ;m: tboosc of tenun: appointment and appointment :u the ..,,;Of lc"d. 

Aboutt.,nur<: all th.,t pcrh~l" <:an\)( l.,id i• that, whether we like it <>r 

noo:,the..,isceruinto<k•·clop,..,..n~ntinasitu>tionwhen:Amtricans.taff 

rn<mbcnan:bcinggranted rem1n:and yoong C,au;)(jiam an: failing tolottl~J'e 

univcDay appointment• nr, if !!i•en ouch oppointmenu. find thcmsches among 
the non-•cnu.W mcmhen of de~nmcnr< when: III06t of the tenure<! memhen 
arc 0011-C:mad•ano. Crin oi~J\mcrian g<.> home~ and attxks upon the. whole: 
tcnurcJyuc!nof C' •. ;madi~'' uni•·er:sillt$ ea~ unforrunltcly be eJp«ted. 

TI.ci.,ueolappoinunentatrhe..,niorlc-<el, in my mind • ....UCS qUt:J­

tiom of an c•·en more cririui character. I wnfc., to ~"'"'""' inl~ticncc 
"·ben I am told ~hat 0<1 the. appointment uf 1 "'nior .uff member or dcpart­
mcnt.alch..irmonthm: wasnochoio.but to..,kct a 0011-Canad~ oino. oo 
Canadian had apPliC<l fO< the positiO<I. It ra~a ooly a rud imentary knowl­
edge of thc. e~c of the Unadi:ut au<kmic communitY to understand 
"·hy in nuking appointmmr< olthis son no C..r>a.lians do lf'l'ly. The Amcri­
u n unlvenity pcrwn opcratt'l in a .-.ry brgc impcr001ul market. 11 hc. applico 
for an appoin~"' :u anOther univcnity and is tumed down, on!~ the f"''O'Ie 
in a •Cl'}' >mall circle lnow about it. SIKh i• panicul.uly the c.aK if he is 
seeking an appointment nut<idc the United State!. Thc. Canadian ;o:adcmic 
<ll<llmunity. in contrast, is a verY small C<>fllmunity; e>·cryhody know~ almoot 
"'ctyhody e!sc in hi• own f~Jd. The CODIC<JUC'llCCS is Wt no wdl-establ."bed 



scholar at one Canadi:>n univ~nity ;, going to let himself be romidctttl for 
a !X"ition >I another C.na<han tlni,·<nity and, with all it< att<ndont pub~city, 

risk the po:Wbi!ity ol being tumM down. F~w ol the people be has to h~ 
.,-jth for doe n:m:liOOc:r ol hit xad~mic c:~m:r would bc nn:~ware nf W. re­

jection. Solooguthepn:>entmodcolapPointmcnt in$0Ciology<l•p=mc:nts 
i• ~to there wi!! bc virtually no mnv•rncnt oC rncrnbcn uf the st~ff at 
d"'scniorlc,'CifromoocCarOOianunivcnitytoa~. Sc:niora;'PQ'int­

mmu willcontinuetugotoptrsonsbrou~ht in front lhcouuidc. 

Thus far what hos btcn uid would appear to imply that the major 

probltmoiooc:iolcgrin~n:Kiaresu!tsfrom thobuvyd~f""'<knccupon the 
m:ruiuncnt d. ttaff from ouuiok the countty. The: problem, howe>-cr, gOC$ 
muchdcq>crthonthO!. Atacoofcrcnccon Dnadi:ln otudie!.heldatSher· 

brookc, in the yur 1915!l, l'rofawr F<!<tin, spe.:oking for ..xiology in Canada, 
argued that there w;u no C.nadian oociok>gy ouuide of F~<:nch C.nada. Only 

in French Conada had oao;iologim cona:mM the..-h-.:s :d1001 the Lk of 
tbeiroocicty,andonlywid!suthacooccrnrouldthen:katrulyC..nadian 

""'"""'· If one might quarrd with the <Wttping charac:t~ oi PtoCnsor Ftwtin'• 
g<ncr.tliz.atioo, then: nevcnhelas was, I fee~ mu.:h truth in what he •aid. 
Sociologists in C:tnada h.we ~mkd to take too scriollsly whlt wao s.aid 
in the ftnt Wp~r of the inu-oducwry tc:lltbook in oociology or what thq had 

been told by their American oociology ttXhen. Sociology i• a sc:icoa: in 
sc~!'Ch of uni•crul principlc5 of SO<i~l organiutinn and SO<ial bch.oviour. h 
kno"·1no natiooa! boundaOO. If a ~«iologic:olprincipk ha$ validicy, it h:u 

Jochwl"'thtrlheformuisoci:dbchaviouriJtobc.fr,.,odinl'~Utan,inWe.t 

Afriaortb.Araitn:giomol~n•da. 

Then. can bcnoquorn:l withoucha•tJt~momofthe<ndsoloociology. 

Wh:tttb.firltch.lpccroftheintrodur;torylfithook bilstopointout,how­
.....,,.;, th. bath~t in hio effort toformulue g<oneralprincipiM ol soci.:l) or 

ganizatioo and SCICi>l hchaviour the sociologi•t mu•t m>dy ooc~ty, ~nd it is 
wth~aamination ol his own oocicty that he ,·ery lor!,>t:ly tunu. Thre is 

ru:dling •tnnge nor ut><laiubk about thi•. A sociulngy that is wunh iu »11 
i•aSCICiolog)·thatdcvc\oploutofadttpmr>e<:mabouttherrobiCTNof 
<acicty. The nearer one is to t/...,c problem• W w•atcr is the COOO'rn. 

Suchw.>Sthe(;:;l>Cinthedc.·clop""'ntdsociologyinninc~«nth-«t~tury 

Europe. o.ndouthultim:ltelybccamcthc use in the d.-.-cloprnent ofoociology 
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intheUnitcdSlat.tt. Wh.atthesociologtttoofEurope"~lool:ingfor..-.,re 

answer1 to qU<:>tiono about thcir society which tru~blcd them, how apilaliu 
!omu ol 100:11 orpni:wioo .X..·elq)td out ol feudal fornu, how the n.:uioR• 

tt.nc ame into bOug, how ~volutiou became legitimated whc:11 an old order 
gave w.~y to a new, whu we~ lk basa and luniu ol ir>dividu:ll liberty whc:~ 
lk tuninl ol the 100..-ty allal for lk m.>..imcoamx: ol a ltate of order. 

Thac concern> g~vc to Eu~n ooc.iology tU di11inctivc ch:trxter. 

Wheu thio oame suciology, how<:vcr, wa• brought to the United States and 
~ ponmp«d lk thco.y •peculmon oi 1"Ch c:orly rt~nutiva oi the dis­
cipline as Giddings. Ward, Can·cr, Ruu, Summer and Small, it wa< a sociology 
th.u had ar«dingly linle =aning witlun the: rontat of the Amcri~ 

oociuy.ltw:uon!y"hcnAmcrican~turnedtoacon<1'rnobout 
the problocrm abou< them, oi. ethnic rc~tions with nuu immigration from 
Europe.. oi rapid and uncomrollal urlw. growth, of race as thot.aands ol 
BlacltopotlTcdintoNQI'\hcmurbo.nantrcs,thatoociologyintheUnitedSa.ta 
ba::amo: ali.-.;, Snct.ology in lk UmtN St.:ua had ito rul hcginuing with the 

workcil':uk, lbom.u,and l'ario. 

There ..... in the work of ~ oociologi•t> and thetr comcmpor.uies 
very much a se=:h for gcnc.....t prin<tples oJ. Klcial O<g:II\iutioo and bdtniour. 

The oocicty lhq srudiul, bo.o"C\'tr, and lk JOCirty they ullr.ed about was their 
0\0."11 oociuy, whether it w:u Galpin'o rural community in Wiocoruin, 'Ibomas' 

Polioh immigrant tU Chiago, P:uk'o Hlad< now becoming an urboln ITWl, or 

Burga.s't sprt;K!ing u.ban community. For good rQSOO, they prcWted Ill 

the umc time lk doctrior: uf ttw, uni,•us:o.lity of the Kicnu: uf soctoklgy. lt 

wasimpon..:o.nt totncouragethc otudcmofooci<.>logy to look bcy<-1 bi1 own 
society. 1-Ls intcrat ill hioown society GoUld he counted upon. f<lltc,...d 21 it 

'Nasbythecou'"""l>e"'aJUUght,tlltbookshcw:uOilkcdtu~ad.themodia 

he w011 m~dc to undcru.kc. What was dc'elopro in d~~e Uniu:d Su~ W3l 
an Amtric.:tn sociology. h was this Am<ricau duroaer that ga'e to it it> 

grntstrcngth. 

As sociology brcaror:o.rriM u,·er froon the United States to C:anada, 
however, it wao tl~t univcn,;r,lity of iu cn<h th:tt secured cmpbasiL lniu..illy, 

cJ.oourx,thc:rc...., good"'""'" (Qr thi1. The 10ciologin in Canada had to 
IUch out ci Amcrian lt~tbookL rd"<r hio ltudtnu to rcadmgo relating to 

American society. In thusbt:inglorced tntothio position, however, t..:IIOUI!ht 
justific:ationforitbythcvigDI"OUII:wcrtioouftho:principlt:tlwtociologykncw 

notWiorWbow.tbrics. 



Tho. COIIOC<l""'""" Ius brtn ~ 1tudiM dfon on the p>rt of=nr sociol­
ngisll in Canad.> to ~vood I)1>CS of m..ry th;u dn ooc appear to fit imo the 
fr.m~work cl A~mri<.>n sociology. What is ltu.diM in Canada must be on 
such a Je,d as to make iu ""'ulu «>m("'rable to stttdits c;,rricd o<.n in tM 
Unntd Su.tcs. Thus Grace An<krson could uudy the typts <.>I nctwork.s 
by wiUch Portuguac immign.n~t in Toronto IOUm:d their fint and KWnd 
j~ in such a fashion th..t tM re<ulto of thr study would h•.c ~o no differ­
ent h..d tl"' umple of immigrants ~n drawn from Albuquer<j~>< in New 
Muico 01" Toulow.e in Southern France. h ~ imporum, tn main12ining 

the uniYCnal.ity of the nudy'• fmdings., to aooid ant· probtng into tho: dit.­
tincti•·e d>ar;>etrr of the Punug~e tmmigrant rommunity in W my of 

Toronto. 

lt is (>"rhaps unfair to pick on Dr. An<krwn"1 exa:lkm >tudy ID illus.­
tratetho:poimlwishtoma.Le. Wen«dii>Of"I'•U<hstudia.a<hen. But ittU 
mo<e dow.: nt:td sutdte> whidt prubc that ... ·htch ;, disuncti•·c .bout a Clln 

adian ~<~Ciety. TD chorg~ that smdtn cl .u.oh "wrt in•·oh·c a non-thcoreticlll 
llpproo.clt lw as much va~dity as would a durge that tlte work of .\{;u Weber, 

grm>oing QUI of a cotKCrn as n did wtlh the problenJS of the kiC~ety of hio umc, 
inHII.YCdanon-th<:occti<.a.lapproach. Socic:.iogyc;mi>UI belpbutkcomp:ua 
tivein lookingat<hfferentfornut>lsoci.il>tn>•;tureandkha•iour. Tbe quo· 
tionat iuueissimplytbe bd•t whicltc(>luparati•• analy•i> is undertaken. 
Tben: is much that io comparable on the suuctme of tbe wc.itticJ u( Canada 

and the. Unittd States, and of !be socinia. of ,\"'trali:~, Ireland, July and, 
indeed, of )ap.>n •nd t .... t Africa, a11d no one cm qoand wtth efi<.>rU to point 
up these c01nparative k•ture1. There is much, as wdl, however, that is diJ­
tiiiCli•·e abotu the Canadian society, and u io the in•·cstig•tion of the dinincti>c 

that tk Canadian sociologt<t Ius tended 1<tshy ""'"Y from. 

Sociology in Canada lusnC'erhadan H.A.lnnisnora Rowc!!Siroi• 

Roy:al l .. ommi«ioo. Tt...re was before the: 1920"• no Canadian c:oonomiCI. In 
the early Jc,·dopmcnt of economics in Canada it was pouibk for a name ~\:c 
olm.inetogothroughhiswholcltfc:uate:Kberoltt.ononucsusingthenoc .. 

be h:id taken asaltudcnt at Edll\burgh. There wue in tht )'<'an before the: 
FimWorldW-ndilli<lguishcd«<>nomi<tsir>Canada,butthcccot>OnUcstbey 

t..:lughtlud little rdatiooto the rraJ economic world about. lt was with d~< 
work of H. A. lnnil th..t cconomia c.;amc ahc in Canada. Returning from 

graduate study at the Uni...,nity of Chicago, lnnis became CO<Win«d th..:os the 
economic theory that lud <kveloped out of the 11udy of the cconootia of lhc: 
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'*I wo.kl hlld lit'-"' application w ~ n<:w world «<nom~ 1och u th.>t of 
Can~da. Wh:it he set about was to tlc,dop a new cconomit: theory, wrought 
outoltheb.udfacuo{t",..nadian=>OOmicbi!tof)". 

If CCOO<.o<nia ame al.i•t in Canada with We "'urk ol H. A. lnnis, it 
gatiH:rM new and very grcatly mengtkncd vigoor wid> the .-ubhsbment 

in 1937 of the Ro,-U Commonion oo Dominion-Pit:l>'in<:ial Relations. Ahu 
~n 1"'" of .kpr01ion and tk<lining uni,enity sabri<s, it w;os no1 difficult 
f<or tb<. G:unmiuion, offt:ring an hoo>onrium of S2Q.OO a day, to gather around 

it mmy ol c.lw: younger economists from ~s the country. I •harM in a 
snull way in that Cll<iting Uf"'nc:n«: where Canadian ccon<on>ilt:S wac 

"""Jt<:!k<J w fo.get mud. dt.lt tl>':y h:td karnt from thctr «<Oomic telltbookl 
in th.dfon tooomctogr:ips withO(Im<:oltbc moat ba..icol the problcrm 
ofthc:C•nadtan eronomy. 

TbcRO)'alCorrunissionon Bi~ngw.liom and Biculturah•m, nearly thir 
<y )"an l~ter, might b.-e done{..,. sociology m Can..!;, wh:it the RnweJl. 

Siroil Commission h~ dnrn: for economics h><l it h•<l romp;or•bk relollurta 
inoocMologi.:alf"'r>Oiln<:!totalluponand~itsmarchpovgrammcoot 

bnn Kl pulled in a p<>litical :md comtimti<•n~l du~1011 by having both as 
thodircrtorandassociated.i-torolre~<:archpolitical..,;.,nti>t.S. OIC<.>Ilc.cm 
wthc Corrun><>ion werec.lw:condnions for the -.ry tur>·ival olthe Uuladi.an 

society. Ko problem of Canadian wciology was of n>Ore urgent importanu 

thanthatf<l«XXbythcComm•»ior~. 

In saying that, l ~m not for a moment sugge~~ting th3t sociology shou],] 

hold iudf rc:ady w ru<h in and go U> work whcone•er a politician, go•·ernment 
offJ<ial, bu.inwman, oommuntty leader or ,.-.!fare w«l<cr becorneo oona:rntd 
obout oome J>roblom thry defon., ;os K>Ciolog;.,aJ. it if the >O<ial s-cientist who 
mt.t$t •kt.ermi~ the signifocan.x ol c.lw: problem ~~ i111.1e. 11~ .Uuger clearly 

c:o"ts that tl~ opponunity t<.> earn ..ddition;U income may u11duly >nflumec 
the social oci<:ntist in hi! as~eSSment of c.lw: 1ignificanc.c of the: problem he i• 

;osk& to imestig:otc. An a<otdance ol being caught up tn c.lw: immediate 
CMC(tnl of men of a<:ti<m doe!. not mean, however, that c.lw: social ICicntUt 
thouldholdhim..:lfalooffrumallproblemsofronccrninthosoci<:ty inwhir.h 

he ~•e~~. lnd«d, it ;. thM ~cry st.lnc.c ol ..,imtific aloofness which accounts 
inl<lrgepartforU>erurlinessol.=nyoocialtcientiJtltoturntotheinH:sti­

gatiortofprublermatthehed:ofgoverlllttoentorotherpublichod>CJ. n ,., 
Doti!l!lthatal<ierw:crnu•tbc,·aluef=r;~.n•·cry readily be n'~Wtorncan 
that the oocial ocicntist feels him<elf in no way n::sponsihle for jU(lging the 
oociaJ itnpottantt of any problnn. Thm <;011 be jiHtifi& any r=ardt under-



t~king which "'f'PC""llOolfcr the soci.:ol oci<on<Utthc opportunit:y w t<:'t out 

loOITICoft.hctha.nticalormcthOOologicaltoolsoflusocic:tiCc without any great 
rcgardfocwhoitisthatpa~sforsuchm undertaking. 

lt is no e.uy COOI'$e that I urge Canadian sociology la follow, whe~ 
the nlua of the prxtitioner a~ pcrminod la dc~rmint what he ~ though 
not: how he <loa it, but Klciology is not: an e.uy subject and no f:oa h;u n.ade 
dw more apparent than lw >Ill defet>CtlcuDCSS in ward>ng off the auxks 

made upoo if by lhooe younger mo:mbc:n of the prola.sion Kd.IPg ill! "hbcn­
liOO" from the grip ol c:.puahst impcri.alisl forca Out of thc new r><lical 
IIOCdogyistomingahornbly diu<.><tM piauK ofwhatour...O..y is ...,:UJy 
like, "'·hat arco the forctt that h•c •hapcd it and dcttrm<ncd the ch~ncttr 
ol illldcvd<>pmc:nt. Yet ifoociolog)' in Canada is to ~•oid becoming uught 
up in political ideology and being m~ an inmumem for social action, it 
cannot dooobyoimply h.idins <i5elf hehind a cloak oi ICinuiun, disdairnins 
anyint<TCStinthekullbofprobk..,.theradicalsociologulltarc!21kingabouL 

]f....,donot:1mtctho:sociologiu.IIWtoryofCanada,thewritingofit wdl 
bcdonc:inrm,andweshJ.U have nobody butoo.uwlvatoblamr:ifthc job 
ilbadlydooc. 

A review fi. sociologit:.3] work now going l'orwlrd in Canad:.t., however, 
oflcngood reason foropunmnt regarding the futuu denlopmc:nt of tkdis­
dplinc. ln<i«<<, I think it i$ po.,ible tu uy thot Canadian sociology i• now 

on the point of coming into 1U own. Professor Fonm may have been right 
in hi• :wa<ment ol Canadian k>tiulugy as it had dcv<lopnl it> the yut1 hc­
fo.c about 1968. The a~ment of thtJ paper has been in support of hi• •·icw. 
l tc...·evcr.ilfnralongwncth.canlyC.:.nadi.utkltiok>giwconcernalabout 
thefau:ofth.r:irsucior:ty"~tbokolFrcnchCanad.1,•ut:h, l fttl,isnolonger 
the a.e. lt is a lroublt<l ...:i:r.l world into wh..:h the pcct-w:or generation I 
ofCanadiansociol.agimhascnttrM. Hthe=pon.coftl><l'll<)f•imp•lliCJit 
has been to engage in efforu to tear down, omong the mo« rcspon<ible h:u 
dc•·ck>j..dtkstrong urw:tounckr.u.o.nd. lti1 inthcirworktho.t the~ 

for the future OO·dopmcm ol Ca<udi:r.n suciology mu. 
Having o:r.id .ill this, """ an now return to a coruidcrati.oo of the r~ 

ll:moithcllaffingol CanadWl dcparuncnuofoot!Olot:Y by~""""" brought 
in from wui<k the co.~ntry, particululy &om the UnuM ~- The arg ... 
ment advancod in thi1 ~per kads to a •·cry clear conchnion. The claJ.m 

that no ...,gud should he paid to the national origm oi the mcmhcn ol a 
>«iologydtpartmtntontbegroundthotsociologyknowsno""tionalhound 
aries mun be rcjtttcd. In clllming w tcacll a sociology that know• no natiom.l 



boundariQ wlut "'aUy is bcing taught i< Ameriun tociolngy. Fw many ol 
the: m::roiu 10011r sociology .uf&,lhe !"""ll"' w mainuin such a •t:llla: is 
,-uy g"':ll. h is Ktou the bo.-.l~r in W Unit'"ti States that an: to be:: found 

lhc moon cherished :K:Idcmic "'"'"'ds in the proftuion. h bc::wmcs important 
to publi>h in k;><.ltng Amtrir:tn sociologiul journals, to ha,·c one's writings 
-.ferrcd to in lhc f001-nata of boo!<• wrinen by tit:&blislxd Amr:riQ!l 
Kllolan. 

lt will be:: obj<:<:n:d, of ""''"'e, that oocinl<>giu• in Can:&d~ annat ~~oid 
doing what American sociologists do became the probi~!N of the two coun­
tries arcthesatn(. How r~ach a coo.U'<; o.- engage in a nudy, on 1.1b..>ur re­

lations, urban de-·ek.pm.nt,the family,theoocial adjwtmemof inunigr.mt 
popubuono,and ii!><lanythingdiff~r<:nt in Can~athan in theUnit,.d Statn/ 

'Thc:aru .. uiOsuchaquauooisqui~simple. lfonclo...Jk1 for oothingdif­
krent. <IIIC is nat l;Lcly 10 iind an)1hing different. Visiton 10 Cana<b, hock 
to Goldwin Smnh, wrth a superficial knowkdge ol the country'• hisoory, ha,-e 
...., ..,[y that about C.n:wb which W31>imilu to the UnilM Su.tn. lt is 

litre th>t can cntu an insidio"' innuo:ncc in lhc tca...hing et the oocial 

scienc.es 10 Canada. h tool an H. A. lnnio to demooma~ that to undcrnand 
the way in which the Canadian tconorny had de•dopcd in,ohcd a good deal 

O\Otc than simply knowing how the American cmnomy had de,·clop«<. Per­
haps, in the cud, what i1 tnost te<]Uirc<l <m th<: f"r1 n{ the wdologiu i.< a foci 

for hisoocicty. Th.:l.t fcdc.:.n only begat by knowing iu history and h.:l.ving 
a woogscntcolid<.ntification with it. 

Touy that is oot tony chat oociology Jbou!d tspuus.e the c.usc of 
nariona.J.ism. One can be a good Canadian without b<ing a C:madian na 

tiooali<t,andicisgoodCan:odiaru•••o:want~olmJOciology. Idooot 
b<~tlwadt<etplinc lrLc oociology an dc..·c~'P >l,..,ngth <<>long :u the 
Ya<l majority et iu innroaon ,..-.., !"'"""' brought tniO the coonuy frnm Ollt· 

»de. ltiladisciplinc:that mu.thchighly >~:nsiti~e totheooc~ it find. 
rr.df in. Such is the case of oociology in the Uniled Sc~ta, ft>JlCC, G<:rmany, 

Swakn; indeed, in any coontry when: it h .. made iu nurk. lt would be 
i"'!''"ibk tn conceive of the: sociology staff• i11 th.e uni•-crsitia of any ol 
threse countrie. being made up predominantly of n<.m·n>tional.!. A New 
Scho:;ol. oi. Social R.csurch C(>lll<l de-.~lop in N~w York City b«ausc in the 

muntry at large. and in New York City iuclf, <Oeiology as an American dis­
ciptincwasfirmlyh>K<l. 

RcgardingwhatshouklbedoneaiiO\lt th.e prublcm,allow mctouy in 

1 oooclusion only tltit, I ,:a]ue too highly the fricnd>hip oi my collagucs of 
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Amc:rian origin, ~nd am wo cooocious oi how much we owe them in mcct­

ing the. probl~m of buildi~g l<Xiology staffs in lhi• country, to lot myself 
btturnr ~ flllltf to any act oi w:o.- upon them. I urge h.:rc no U&:~nda-typc 
upubitm oi ~vn-Co nadi~na from Canadian uni•·ersiucs. \\That I urge is only 
the .crognition th.ot a prub~m does a&. The •·cry recognition of tk prob­
lem, I fttl, will go a long way in solving 11. Ll is thus 10 my collugues oi 
Amerian origin Uut mud! oi what I ha\e bad to ""Y in <IU• P"l''" is dirccttd. 
I do notlhink I :un unbir!b<h<:tn ut•uggc:sting tbat.IOmeol lhcm ha~c 1101 
bttn :lf>"n<UI\"<:<Uthcy ohoukl"' thcclur...:tcrof thc prob~m that dc•;clops 
where not one or two, or thrtt or four, but thc va<t majority oi the ,<aff of 
a sociology dtp:trtmcm is made up of their fellow nationals. What :angcn 
Cana<ham, and pcrhapo in panioular young Conadi:an•, i1 "'be told that any 
apr=ion of (;OtlC(rn on their put about 1ucb a oitu:ation omxk• ol nation· 
ili•mor,stillworsc,racism. lhHchc-rcrilkcdfaeingluchachargc. !Qn 
only tr\llt that the argument oi lhis paper" oufficicntly convincmg that it 
willnotbcmadc. 


