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Editor’s Note
The Vancouver Island Public Interest Research Group is proud to present the second issue of
In/Versions, an open access academic journal which aims to provide a platform for research and writing
by students and community members at large, and create connections across various disciplines and
between research and action. For our second issue, our open call for submissions finds a wide range of
scholarly work spanning various disciplines and institutions. Coinciding with this year’s theme for
VIPIRG’s annual Cracks in the Concrete Conference, we are requested submissions for pieces which
explored, related to or embodied the theme: “SUBVERTING THE NORM”.
The 2010’s have been defined by the ways in which discourses, norms, ways of being, i.e. conceptions
and cultural constructs we take for granted, have been challenged and upended. For example, the
popularity of electric cars and tiny homes, advances in virtual reality and cryptocurrency, and the ubiquity
of social media in every aspect of daily life, to name a few, show how technology and innovation are
rapidly changing our surroundings are our selves. The Women’s March, the #MeToo movement, and the
continuing fight for LGBTTQ* rights have urged us to expand conversations on gender, sexuality,
identity and justice. Mobilities of peoples, goods, capital, technologies and ideas, have transformed the
world and are shaping our future, enabling solutions and giving rise to new problems for coming
generations. As voices and ideas from the margins get louder and take center stage, in this issue we
explore topics, styles and concepts which embody the idea of moving beyond convention.
In the spirit of open access and accessible education, In/Versions is available for free on our website.
We strive to challenge existing barriers and structural inequities inherent in both knowledge production
and access to knowledge, especially within academic institutions and the publishing industry; therefore,
In/Versions is and will always be free and open access – this means that all content is published free of
charge, is freely available without charge and access to publications does not require institutional
credentials. However, in order to ensure that open access research reaches a wide audience and that the
hard work of the authors, reviewers and staff are rewarded, we request that you help share our journal and
any articles you find to be of interest through social media. The purpose of the online and print editions is
to help promote dialogue and discussion, foster interdisciplinary relationships, disseminate knowledge,
and engage students within, and outside of, the University of Victoria and Vancouver Island, and we
cannot do that without your help.
Considering submitting an article for future publications? We highly encourage submissions from
students at all levels of study and from all disciplinary backgrounds and institutions. We also welcome
submissions from independent researchers and community-based researchers. If you have any questions
or would like to submit a comment please contact research@vipirg.ca.

ANUREET LOTAY
Editor, In/Versions Journal
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Canada and Colonial Rule: Four Haikus
Emma Edmunds
emmaedmunds@uvic.ca
University of Victoria

Abstract

Despite efforts to reconcile historical and contemporary misdeeds, Canadian governments have a long
way to go before relations can be repaired and trust can be built with Indigenous Nations. These haikus
explore predominant themes in reconciliation, asking the reader to explore their own thoughts and
feelings on the subject: what does reconciliation look like in practice? With whom does responsibility
lie? What is the current relationship between land and colonization? How does the systemic
marginalization of Indigenous peoples affect all Canadians?
Keywords: colonization, reconciliation, land-claim, MMIWG, responsibility, government

Canada and Colonial Rule: Four Haikus
1. Canadian rule
What reconciliation?
Relinquish control.
2. Appropriation
Wading through ego and guilt
Understand your role.
3. Missing and murdered
Does Canada even care?
All lives are sacred.
4. Unsettled land claims
Built on misunderstanding
No land, no justice.
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There is no Economics Without Women: An Explanation of the
Feminism Which Upholds Economies
Alby BerticevićNicols
mirandaberticevicnicols@gmail.com
University of Victoria

Abstract

Is economics a feminist discipline? Given that the world portrayed by economics literature and curricula
over-represents men and men are over-represented in the field as students and as professionals, many
would argue it is not a feminist discipline. Mainstream economic theories are also clearly informed by
toxic perceptions of masculinity and domestic and care work is undervalued in economic models.
Economics has been considered a masculine discipline by many for the past few centuries, but this
perception is inaccurate and must change. Economics relies on the work which has historically been
relegated to women and it is time for economists to recognize that there is no economics without women.
Keywords: economics, feminism, feminist economics, economic history, household labour

Economics is a discipline which seems difficult for anyone to define. When asked what
economics is, there are a variety of definitions to choose from. I challenge you, reader, to take a moment
to think of how you would define economics. What do economists do? What do economics courses
teach? What is so important about economics? To take this critical thinking exercise a step further, I
encourage you to consider whether economics could be described as a feminist field of study. Feminism
considers women – their perspectives, their experiences, their influence, and so forth – and a feminist
field of study could then be defined as a discipline which focusses on the perspectives, experiences, and
influences of women1. Given this reasoning, do you consider economics a feminist discipline? Let us
explore this question by considering the history of the discipline. The difficulty in defining and
classifying this field of study may be due in part to the youth of the discipline and its subject of study.
‘The economy,’ the subject of economics, is only a two-hundred-year-old concept, the first writings
about it dating back to only the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries (Schabas 2005, 2 - 3). In the mideighteenth century, ‘the economy’ was first written about by James Steuart in his book, An Inquiry Into
the Principles of Political Economy (1767), and in the mid-nineteenth century, John Stuart Mill was one
of the first to describe ‘the economy’ as an autonomous entity (Schabas 2005, 1 - 5).

1

I am by no means proposing that this is the only criteria for a feminist field of study. This is merely the criteria
which will be used to define a feminist field of study within this paper.

In/Versions: Journal of the Vancouver Island Public Interest Research Group, Fall 2019

3

The discipline and the concept of ‘the economy’ may be young, but economic phenomena have
existed as long as humans and written accounts of economic analyses have dated back to ancient Greece
with scholars such as Xenophon and Aristotle analyzing resource allocation in households and in markets
(Leshem 2016; Schabas 2005, 3 - 4). In 500 BCE Athens, Xenophon combined the words ‘Oikos’ –
household – and ‘nomos’ – norms or management – to describe these economic analyses as a study of
how households allocate resources and as this term evolved over the next millennium-and-a-half, it
became ‘economics’ (Leshem 2016, 225; Raworth 2017, 4). Throughout the centuries before Xenophon
coined this term, there was no need to distinguish economic activity as its own sphere of civil life, given
that everything which mattered for civil life happened in the individual households (Leshem 2016, 227).
Over the centuries, however, as state affairs became more prominent in the lives of citizens, it became
necessary to distinguish between state affairs and the household (economic) sphere, and ‘oikonomia’
entered common language (Leshem 2016, 227). A century after Xenophon coined ‘oikonomia,’ Aristotle
laid the foundations for this field of study to be considered a science. He formed his analyses and theories
on observations of behaviour and consequences and taught his students to do the same, believing that all
sciences which concern human behaviour, including economic analyses, should be considered in the
context of practical philosophy as opposed to idealistic theories, and theories about the subject should be
formed by evidence, rather than speculation, given that human behaviour is unpredictable (Baeck 1997,
143). Early economics, or, oikonomia, revolved around ethics and economic decisions were considered
rational only if the outcomes made life better for citizens (Leshem 2016, 226, 232). Those engaged in
commerce and financial affairs were held in low esteem during these centuries, and importance was
placed on the efficient allocation of household resources, indicating that oikonomia did not prioritize the
needs of markets, but placed importance on how humans meet their needs for goods and services and
how households allocate their resources (Baeck 1997, 143; Leshem 2016, 227; Nelson 1992, 119). In
fact, the ancient Greeks viewed economic pursuits for the sake of luxuries reprehensible (Leshem 2016,
226, 232).
The household structure in question was composed of a partnership between a matron and a
master, the matron holding responsibility over the economic sphere and the allocation of resources within
the household, and the master seeking to maximize his engagement in the political and philosophical
sphere and limit his involvement in the economic sphere (Leshem 2016, 229 - 233; Nevett 2011, 576 581). Though women were denied citizen rights during this time and economic discourses were primarily
written by and for land-owning males, many female philosophers contributed to the economic writings
and the work women did in managing their households was what upheld social life and gave these
philosophers something to write about (Leshem 2016, 226, 228; Nevett 2011, 582, 586 - 588).
Historically, economic subsistence, self-sufficiency, and ensuring the survival of a community have been
the domain of women, and the importance of women for functional economic life has been written about
for centuries, including in a 6th century BCE poem encouraging men to find a ‘bee-like’ wife so they
could ensure their home was managed efficiently, and sentiments expressed in the 5th century BCE that
there was no point in men bringing resources into the household if he did not have a matron to allocate
them (Kuokkanen 2011, 226, 229; Leshem 2016, 226 - 227, 234).
Oikonomia continued to be centred on household resource allocation and self-sufficiency for
several centuries, and economic analyses and theories followed Aristotle’s lead in developing around
observed behaviour and phenomena (Baeck 1997, 142; Leshem 2016, 227). Thus, as the common
narrative in mainstream economics purports, the ancient Greek philosophers paved the way for modern

4
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economics to evolve.2 I echo Xenophon in defining economics as a discipline which studies the efficient
allocation of resources and, given its origins, I hope I am not the first to make the claim that economics
began as a feminist discipline. Historically, equitable allocation and the prioritization of needs over wants
have been considered feminine, motherly concerns, therefore, the emphasis on allocating resources to
meet the needs of the household in early economics discourse indicates a foundation of feminist
principles (Goettner-Abendroth and Smith 2008, 50; Nelson 1992, 119). Further, the emphasis on
household management, exclusion of men from the economic sphere, and disregard for the affairs of the
market also indicate a feminist origin for economics.3 If we recall that a feminist discipline can be defined
as one which relies on the perspectives, experiences, and influences of women, it follows that oikonomia,
the origin of economics, was a feminist field of study, for it relied on the perspectives, experiences, and
influences of the matrons of ancient Athenian households in the management of their household
resources.
As oikonomia evolved into economics, did it keep its feminist roots? Several centuries after
Xenophon and Aristotle wrote about oikonomia, as the monetary economy developed further, Greek
society and the societies influenced by Greek scholars began to consider professions in commerce and
finances more socially respectable and economic analyses started to focus on exchanges and markets in
addition to household management (Baeck 1997, 143; Nelson 1992, 118). In the eighteenth and
nineteenth centuries, the concept of ‘the economy,’ a distinct entity composed of the economic
phenomena of markets, was written about by western European political economists and the concept
became popular, evolving into what ‘the economy’ is known as in the modern day: a self-contained and
self-regulating system of production and consumption (Schabas 2005, 2 - 5). As well as shifting to place
more importance on the economics of markets as opposed to household resource allocation, economists
also began to focus on hypothetical scenarios and models based on unrealistic assumptions rather than
observed data and actual resource allocation issues, preventing economics from evolving as a science4
(Nelson 1992, 120; Raworth 2017, 9). Notable feminist economist Joan Robinson once revealed, as these
unrealistic models were gaining popularity in the mid-twentieth century, that even economics professors
at MIT have admitted that the well-behaved nature of these models is just assumed (Harcourt and Kerr
2009, 205). She describes these models as a magic show of pulling a rabbit out of a hat after putting the
rabbit in the hat in full view of the audience (Robinson 1966, 308).
Evidently, the evolution of economics pushed it away from its roots as a social science and in an
effort to place contemporary economics in the domain of the natural sciences, the political economist
William Stanley Jevons of the late nineteenth century portrayed an aspect of market phenomena, termed
the “law of demand,” as a diagram which resembled Isaac Newton’s law of motion (Raworth 2017, 16 17). Jevon’s diagram, the “demand curve,” is not only still taught in economics curricula today, but
2

I contend the narrative that the modern discipline of economics evolved exclusively from ancient Greek
economic analyses; however, the confines of this paper do not allow for this narrative to be examined and
critiqued.
3
I reluctantly consider oikonomia to have a foundation of feminist principles because even then, it was a fairly
male-centred discipline. Surviving economic records from this time were written mostly by and for men,
however, there were many female scholars writing about economics as well, and the subject, household
management, was the domain of women.
4
I claim that economics did not continue to evolve as a science due to the popular models being developed on
speculation rather than observations, which theorists have admitted.
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together with its counterpart, the supply curve, it perpetuates “nineteenth century metaphors of
mechanical equilibrium,” disguising mechanics as economics, and economics as a natural science5
(Raworth 2017, 16 - 17, 28).
As well as distancing economics from its roots as a social science, the economists who shaped
the mainstream discipline have seemingly done everything they can to distance the discipline from
ethical considerations and have been adamant about economics remaining neutral between outcomes of
an economic decision, in stark contrast to its roots of considering an economic decision rational only if
the outcomes are ethical (Leshem 2016, 226). It has been speculated that distancing economics from its
roots as a social science is an attempt to protect the masculinity of the discipline, given that social
sciences tend to be perceived as “feminine” by many in western European cultures (Connell and Pearse
2016, 32; Nelson 1992, 120). The popular language of economics has even evolved to distance the
discipline from its feminine origins and appear more masculine, an example of which can be seen in the
statement of purpose published on the Econometric Society’s website (circa 1990; emphasis added):
“The society shall operate as a completely disinterested, scientific organization, without
political, social, financial, or nationalistic bias. Its main object shall be to promote studies that
aim at the unification of the theoretical-quantitative and the empirical-quantitative approach to
economic problems and that are penetrated by constructive and rigorous thinking similar to that
which has come to dominate in the natural sciences” (Nelson 1992, 109).
This statement of purpose, coupled with Jevon’s demand curve, clearly indicates the desire for economics
to be considered a natural science, and the efforts to make economic models resemble models in the
natural sciences.
It should be no surprise, given its evolution, that men tend to be over-represented in this discipline.
While many other fields of study have made efforts to approach gender parity, men continue to be overrepresented in the field of economics as either students or economists (Nelson 1992, 109; Stevenson and
Zlotnick 2018). Though it continues to be asserted that the purpose of economics is to explain human
behaviour and how the world works through analyzing economic actions, economics curricula gives a
very biased view of the world; for example, though statistics tend to declare approximately 51% of the
world population to be women,6 women represent less than a quarter of all people mentioned in
introductory economics textbooks as of 2018 (Stevenson and Zlotnick 2018, 180, 189). Racism has also
evidently played a role in shaping the discipline; in a 2019 survey report by the American Economic
Association, nearly 30% of the non-white respondents reported having experienced discrimination based
on their racial or ethnic identity within the last 10 years while working in the field of economics,
compared with only 4% of white economists (American Economic Association 2019, 7; Nelson 1992,
121). Identity-based discrimination, including discrimination against ethnic and gender identities,

5

As opposed to a social science.
This is not accurate, of course, because sex and gender exist on a spectrum and the world population cannot be
so easily divided between ‘women’ and ‘men.’ For the purposes of this paper, however, issues concerning gender
will unfortunately need be considered within a binary of ‘women’ and ‘men,’ for there have yet to be major
studies about diversity in the field of economics which explicitly acknowledge other genders.
6

6

In/Versions: Journal of the Vancouver Island Public Interest Research Group, Fall 2019

misrepresents the world economics students are supposed to be learning about, which in turn reinforces
sexism and racism in the discipline.
The lack of diversity in the field of economics cannot be attributed to economists thinking and
working differently based on their gender or ethnicity, because this is untrue, but can be attributed to
sexism devaluing women and femininity, racism devaluing people of colour and non-western European
worldviews, and the obsession with protecting the ‘masculinity’ of economics and the power of
economists (Nelson 1992, 120 - 121). This obsession with masculinity and power is likely no more
apparent than in the depiction of the rational economic man, a lord over nature and a self-interested,
insatiable, unemotional, isolated from others, and calculating portrayal of humanity (Lawson 2017, 26;
Raworth 2017, 28). The rational economic man, a cornerstone of economic curricula, has underpinned
mainstream economic theory since the inception of ‘the economy’ and was created by John Stuart Mill
out of frustration that economics did not have a predictable character to base analyses on, asserting, while
admitting this definition of humanity was arbitrary, that this concept was necessary for economics to be
a science (Connell and Pearse 2016, 32; Raworth 2017, 94 - 97).
Thus, while oikonomia was a feminist discipline which focused on household resource
allocation, considered the economic sphere the domain of women, and adhered to the scientific method,
economics has clearly devalued the importance of household economic activities, inflated the importance
of markets and the financial sector, and all but rejected the scientific method, preferring to form models
on unrealistic assumptions. Economics has also prioritized men, both in how economics literature and
curricula have portrayed the world and in the way the field discriminates by gender. Could we then
consider economics feminist, like oikonomia? Would economics exist without women? Without the
perspectives, experiences, and influences of women, would there be an economy?
Fortunately, there is no need to speculate about the answer to these last two questions because
Icelandic women provided the answer in 1975. On October 24, 1975, 90% of Iceland’s female population
went on strike (Brewer 2015). The women who went on strike did not go to work and did not perform
unpaid or underpaid labour such as housework and childcare, and instead took to the streets to march for
the day (Brewer 2015). With mothers marching, fathers were left with the choice of either taking their
children with them to work, or foregoing a day’s work to care for them at home, and many shops, banks,
factories, schools, daycare centres, etc., were forced to close for the day as the Icelandic economy was
almost brought to a standstill (Brewer 2015; The Guardian, 2005). One of the speakers at the rally held
in Reykjavik described the world in which they lived, governed by men, as being polluted, exploited,
and on the verge of ruin (The Guardian 2005). Though real political and social change took some time,
the “Women’s Day Off,” as it was coined, showed that the unacknowledged, unpaid, and underpaid
labour women perform is essential for the economy and a functional society (Brewer 2015).
Of course, Iceland does not represent Turtle Island7 or the rest of the world and 2019 is very
different from 1975; however, if the “Women’s Day Off” were repeated in other regions of the world
today, it would have very similar effects of disrupting economic systems. Though mainstream economics
does not consider domestic and care labour in analyses of markets, this labour is essential in ensuring
current and future generations of workers are productive and women spend thrice as much time per day
7

Turtle Island is colloquially known as North America.
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than men performing this work (Connell and Pearse 2016, 32; Dalziel and Saunders 2017, 201; Lambert
and McInturff 2016, 3). One estimate predicted that if unpaid domestic and care labour were included in
national income accounts, the United States’ GDP measure would increase by one-third, and this measure
would increase even more by dismantling the barriers women face when entering the professional
workforce; women, on average, are more educated than men, and their increased participation in the
professional workforce provides a higher marginal benefit to GDP than increasing men’s participation
in the professional workforce (Lambert and McInturff 2016, 4 - 5; Messac 2018, 567). Accounting for
both paid and unpaid work hours, women around the world work more than men, carrying up to twothirds of the burden of the world economy as the unpaid work they do subsidizes the costs of monetary
production, and when funding for public services is cut in the name of austerity policies, women, though
unpaid, fill in the gaps left by their government (Lambert and McInturff 2016, 4; Messac 2018, 566 567). For women in recovering countries,8 unpaid work accounts for the majority of their time, and nearly
half of those in paid employment report caring for their children during working hours as well,
completing the work of two jobs at once (Lambert and McInturff 2016, 3). In health crises, women take
on unpaid health care work in addition to their daily paid and unpaid responsibilities, and if this health
care work were paid it would be equal to 2.4% of global GDP annually, or $1.5 trillion USD (Lambert
and McInturff 2016, 3). Therefore, no matter which region of the world is considered, women allow the
economy to function due to the underpaid, unpaid, and unacknowledged labour they perform, and there
would be no economy if women did not do this work.
Could we then consider economics feminist? Feminism, to put it simply, asks: ‘where are the
women?’ So, where are the women in economics? They may not be in the textbooks, the lecture material,
or the publications, but they have always, and continue to, make economic systems possible, despite their
labour being unacknowledged, unpaid, and undervalued. Modern economics may disproportionately
prioritize men, but it is a mistake to consider economics a masculine discipline, though many may argue
just that. Without the work women perform, as Iceland demonstrated in 1975 and as women around the
world throughout history have consistently proven, there would be no economy and no economics. Thus,
the field of economics inherently relies on feminism and though I would hesitate to consider modern
economics a feminist discipline, it must begin to be treated as such, for there is no economics without
women.
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Classy Subversions: Rethinking Grey Owl as a Subversive
Character
Darren Reid
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University of Victoria

Abstract

While Grey Owl’s ethnocultural transformation has been dismissed as failing to subvert settler-colonial
power structures, I challenge scholars to begin to rethink Grey Owl’s subversion in terms other than settlercolonialism, or, even better, to think about how his subversion reveals intersections between settlercolonialism and other discourses. I argue that Grey Owl’s working-class perspective structured his
environmentalist message so that it included and addressed the working-class in a way that other
contemporary environmentalists did not. In doing so, I suggest that scholars move past an exclusively racial
analysis of Grey Owl and towards an intersectional approach that includes class.
Keywords: Grey Owl, Canadian history, racial passing, class analysis, conservationism

Grey Owl’s biographers routinely celebrate him as one of the most famous environmentalists of
the early 20th century. The popular environmentalist Kenneth Brower goes so far as to claim that “no man
was more important to Canadian environmental consciousness, or to environmental consciousness in the
entire British commonwealth…In the pantheon Grey Owl belongs with Henry David Thoreau, John Muir,
Aldo Leopold, and Rachel Carson.”1 Yet Grey Owl’s reputation as an environmentalist has also been
severely criticized. Environmental historian Tina Loo asserts that “he was not an ecologist or even an
amateur naturalist, but rather…‘a poet, recreating for us dreams of innocence.’”2 Geographer Bruce
Erickson argues that Grey Owl didn’t actually say anything specific about the environment, but merely
“established a connection between the visual codes of ‘indian’…and a generic vision of wilderness.”3
Dismissing the content of Grey Owl’s message, these scholars attribute his popularity as an
environmentalist to his racial persona, whether through the poetic romanticism of an imagined Indigenous
innocence or through the authority of “visual codes of ‘indian.’” And they have a point; of Henry David
Thoreau, John Muir, Aldo Leopold, and Rachel Carson, Grey Owl stands out as the only non-European
person within the “pantheon” of environmental writers.

Kenneth Brower, “Grey Owl,” The Atlantic 265, no. 1 (1990): 74
Tina Loo, States of Nature: Conserving Canada’s Wildlife in the Twentieth Century (Vancouver: University of
British Columbia Press, 2008), 116
3
Bruce Erickson, “‘A Phantasy in White in a World That is Dead’: Grey Owl and the Whiteness of Surrogacy,” in
Rethinking The Great White North: Race, Nature and the Historical Geographies of Whiteness in Canada, ed.
Andrew Baldwin, Laura Cameron, and Audrey Kobayashi (Vancouver: University of British Columbia Press, 2011),
22
1
2

However, he also stands out for another reason, a reason which no Grey Owl scholar has addressed:
he is the only working-class person of the pantheon. Thoreau, Muir, Leopold, and Carson all attended elite
universities (Harvard, Yale, Wisconsin-Madison, and Columbia, respectively), and their messages ranged
from ignoring to vilifying the working-class. Grey Owl, on the other hand, never received a post-secondary
education. He worked as a trapper in northern Ontario and a warden in northern Saskatchewan, and his
vision of the environment was not of a place of leisure, but of subsistence. Breaking the silence around the
significance of Grey Owl's working-class background, I argue that Grey Owl’s working-class perspective
structured his environmentalist message so that it included and addressed the working-class in a way that
Thoreau, Muir, Leopold, and Carson did not. In doing so, I suggest that scholars move past an exclusively
racial analysis of Grey Owl and towards an intersectional approach that includes class. I begin with a brief
summary of who Grey Owl was and the historiographical approaches with which he has been treated. I then
survey the work that has been done on the role of class in North American environmentalism. Finally, I
juxtapose the elitist discourses of Thoreau, Muir, Leopold, and Carson with Grey Owl’s more egalitarian
discourse, and show how Grey Owl’s writings reversed the elitist discourse and placed subsistence land
users at center stage. Some brief concluding remarks and possible directions for further research follow.
If you have never before met the problematically subversive Grey Owl,4 let me introduce you. Grey
Owl was born as Archibald Belaney in 1888, in the town of Hastings, England. He emigrated to Canada at
the age of 16 and worked as a guide and a trapper in northern Ontario. As Archibald Belaney he married an
Anishinaabe woman named Angele Egwuna in 1910. He left to fight in the First World War, and then
returned and married a Haudenosaunee woman named Anahareo in 1926. But he did not marry Anahareo
as Archie Belaney; by that point, he claimed to be an Anishinaabe man named Grey Owl. As Grey Owl, he
became an international celebrity. He wrote several best-selling books, gave international lecture tours, and
starred in his own documentary film. The news about Grey Owl’s ethnocultural transformation broke
immediately after his death in 1938, and a public debate ensued over the importance of his ethnocultural
transformation.5
Grey Owl has been approached by scholars in various ways. Some have adopted a psychoanalytical
approach in order to understand, on a subconscious level, why he claimed an Indigenous identity. For
example, Donald Smith argues that Archibald Belaney became Grey Owl because his anti-modern
romanticization of Indigeneity offered him a means of rebellion against his strict and unloving childhood.6
Other scholars have adopted a social history approach in order to understand the lived experiences which
informed his conscious decision to claim an Indigenous identity. Armand Ruffo, for instance, suggests that
Grey Owl adopted an Indigenous identity because he believed that his conservationist message would be
more successful coming from an Indigenous Canadian than a British immigrant.7 Overall, however, postcolonial historians have argued that, whatever conscious and unconscious motivations Grey Owl might
have had, his attempt to subvert ethnocultural boundaries ironically served to reinforce oppressive settlercolonial power structures. One such scholar, Fenn Stewart, argues that Grey Owl’s use of an Indigenous
identity to sell his conservationist message, and the federal government’s co-option of Grey Owl as a
symbol of Canadian conservation, served to appropriate Indigenous consent and further the dispossession
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of Indigenous land via the establishment of national parks.8 I do not contest these critiques that Grey Owl’s
ethnocultural transformation failed to subvert settler-colonial discourse. However, just because it failed to
subvert one discourse does not mean that it failed to subvert other discourses. I challenge scholars to begin
to rethink Grey Owl’s subversions in terms other than settler-colonialism, or, even better, to think about
how their subversions reveal intersections between settler-colonial and other discourses. To begin this
rethinking, I suggest that we consider how Grey Owl’s transformations subverted the class-based discourses
of his contemporary societies. This paper is decided to a case study of how this rethinking might be applied.
Histories of 19th and 20th century environmentalism have long highlighted the class-based nature
of early conservation movements in North America. In the American context, Dorceta Taylor argues that
18th and 19th century environmental discourses were intertwined with discourses of gentility. Taylor shows
that seminal sport-hunting manuals, from the 1783 The Sportsman’s Companion to the 1827 The American
Shooter’s Manual, sought to “infuse in hunters genteel sporting ethics that would help to reduce the
[irresponsible] slaughter” of wild game.9 Recognizing that wildlife was being killed at unsustainable levels,
this elite brand of environmentalism distinguished between sportsmen, who were enlightened and rational
enough to kill responsibly, and commercial and subsistence land users, whose irresponsible practices were
putting too much pressure on wildlife populations.10 As these elite environmentalists began to establish
fenced-off reserves and hunting legislation, “irate farmers and rural residents” angrily perceived that “the
bans were meant to reinforce class distinctions that privileged the views and practices of the wealthy…while
constraining the activities of local subsistence hunters and anglers.”11 Laurel MacDowell discusses the same
trend in the Canadian context. While arguing that environmentalism in early 20th century Canada was “an
elitist movement directed by middle class civil servants, scientists, foresters, urban planners, and farmers,”
MacDowell claims that the 1909 Commission of Conservation drafted legislation that “reflected pressure
from sportsmen who resented competition for game from rural dwellers who hunted for food or extra
income.”12 We can, therefore, see that 19th and 20th century environmentalism was highly class-based and
has been recognized as such by historians on both sides of the border. Given this context, Grey Owl’s
working-class status is startlingly conspicuous, which makes it odd that scholars have not attended to the
class aspect of his environmentalism.
Grey Owl’s working-class perspective structured his message so that it differed substantially from
the elitist messages of Thoreau, Muir, Leopold, and Carson. Thoreau and Muir fall squarely into the
category of genteel environmentalists, both of them vilifying working-class uses of the environment.
Thoreau differentiated between the refined and enlightened use of the environment, such as for “inspiration
and our own true recreation,” and those “base and course motives which commonly carry men into the
wilderness…sport and food.”13 Similarly, Muir’s message aimed “to elevate wilderness in the public esteem
to the realm of ‘higher good’ and ‘finer things,’ where it would be held aloft from, preserved from, the
baser uses.”14 Thoreau and Muir thus established a dichotomy of high and low uses of the environment
which denied subsistence land users any legitimacy. Interestingly, Grey Owl borrowed this dichotomous
model and subverted it. Rather than distinguishing between high and low, he distinguished between “real”
and “amateur” trappers. Real trappers hunted ethically and treated the environment with respect, while
Fenn Stewart, “Grey Owl in the White Settler Wilderness: ‘Imaginary Indians’ in Canadian Culture and Law,”
Law, Culture and the Humanities 14, no. 1 (2018): 167, 170
9
Dorceta Taylor, The Rise of the American Conservation Movement: Power, Privilege, and Environmental
Protection (Durham: Duke University Press, 2016), 166
10
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11
Ibid, 186
12
Laurel Sefton MacDowell, An Environmental History of Canada (Vancouver: University of British Columbia
Press, 2012), 113
13
Robert Dorman, A Word for Nature: Four Pioneering Environmental Advocates, 1845-1913 (Chapel Hill:
University of North Carolina Press, 1998), 64
14
Dorman, A Word for Nature, 142
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amateur trappers were to blame for environmental destruction.15 While the high-low dichotomy denied
subsistence land users any legitimacy and established wilderness as within the purview of the elite, Grey
Owl’s real-amateur trapper dichotomy did the opposite: it legitimized subsistence land users as capable of
ethical and responsible conservation and rejected via omission the relevance of the elite in the wilderness.
Leopold and Carson did not write with the same anti-working-class attitude, yet they had decidedly
non-working-class messages. Leopold’s message, that the health of the environment was connected to a
chaotic mass of influences and so required a holistic ecological approach, was necessarily inclusive of all
people who interacted with the environment. But rather than presenting his ideas in public venues, his ideas
were published in scientific journals and in academic conferences.16 Leopold’s message was for
philanthropists and policy makers and addressed issues and strategies relevant within board rooms, so that
issues and strategies relevant to subsistence land users were given no place in his writing. Similarly,
Carson’s message about the interconnections between human health and environmental health were
targeted at large corporations. Her writings certainly became popular with the general public, but they didn’t
give the general public a role to play other than petitioning or boycotting destructive corporations.17 As
such, subsistence land users were left out of the picture. Conversely, Grey Owl spoke directly to subsistence
land users. In his work as a warden at Riding Mountain National Park and then Prince Albert National Park,
Grey Owl directly interfaced with local land users on a regular basis.18 In his writings he spoke as a
woodsman, making a space in conservation for local land users where the academic voices of Leopold and
Carson did not. His overall message was that everybody could make a difference by treating the
environment with respect,19 and while this message’s environmental aspect is certainly problematic, it is
decisively more inclusive than the anti-working-class attitudes of Thoreau and Muir, the scientific language
of Leopold, and the mega-corporate scale of Carson.
Extensive scholarship has been written on Grey Owl-as-spectacle, on people’s exhilaration at
meeting “a real life Indian,” and so it would be unreasonable to suggest that Grey Owl’s popularity had
nothing to do with his adopted Indigenous identity.20 Yet, as this paper has outlined, there is such a large
difference between the upper-class nature of 19th and 20th century environmentalism and the working-class
nature of Grey Owl that any analysis of his popularity must also account for the role of class. A class
perspective is particularly useful in reconciling Kenneth Brower’s claim that Grey Owl belongs in the
pantheon of the greatest environmentalists, and Tina Loo’s claim that Grey Owl was not an
environmentalist at all. In light of Grey Owl’s rejection of environmental elitism and his inclusion of
subsistence land users, I suggest that Grey Owl is significant, not for his contributions to environmentalism,
but for his popularization of environmentalism. For, if left in the hands of people like Thoreau, Muir,
Leopold, and Carson, gentlemen, scientists, policy makers, and corporations might be the only perceived
stakeholders in the health of the environment. This paper has offered a first attempt at rethinking Grey
15
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Owl’s ethnocultural transformation as a subversion of early 20th century elitist conservation discourses, but
there is much more work to be done in this direction. How, for instance, did Grey Owl’s self-identification
as Indigenous impact his ability to reach non-working-class audiences? And how did his working-class
interest reinforce perceptions of Indigenous people as uneducated? As we move towards these intersectional
approaches to Grey Owl’s subversion, we will improve our understanding of not only how settler-colonial
power structures are perpetuated, but also how class-based discourses both supported and subverted these
power structures.
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Abstract

The object of analysis is the commodification of carbon emissions. I challenge the notion that the
anthropological depletion of the ozone layer can be rectified by the market. To this end, I apply Karl
Polanyi's notion of fictitious commodities, to the European Union Carbon Trading Scheme (EU-ETS). I
argue that the EU-ETS is an empirical manifestation of a dangerous utopia; one in which the market is
limitless, the air obeys territorial boundaries, and even intangible substances can and ought to be traded
for profit.
Keywords: Emissions trading, greenhouse gases, modernity, EU-ETS, fictitious commodities, neocolonial land
grabs, European Union climate regulation

The necessary condition for the possibility of markets to operate is a healthy planet. The planet
is the primary ontological category of existence for any form of temporal and spatial activity.1 The
problem is that the dominant discourses in our market civilization are based upon a utopian notion of
temporal possibilities.2 Instead of reifying the planet and advancing concepts of stewardship in regards
to nature, the prevailing neoliberal dogma advances doctrines which subordinate the will of the people
and the demands of nature, to market mechanisms.3 The object of analysis of this research is the
commodification of carbon emissions. I generally critique the very possibility of placing a market price
unto intangible substances. Specifically, I challenge the notion that anthropological depletion of the
ozone layer can be rectified by the market.4 To this end, I apply Karl Polanyi's notion of fictitious
commodities5, to the European Union Carbon Trading Scheme (EU-ETS).6 I argue that the EU-ETS is
an empirical manifestation of a utopia; one in which the market is limitless, the air obeys territorial
boundaries, and even intangible substances can and ought to be traded for accumulation. Finally, I aim
to present instances of abuses from the EU-ETS and how the carbon market has created an incentive for
new types of land grabs in the environmentally rich countries of the global South.7
The European Union’s Emission Trading System (EU-ETS) was launched in 2005 by the
European Commission in accordance with Article 17 of the Kyoto Protocol.8 Article 17 permits countries
that have emission units to sell their excess units to countries emitting above their targets.9 The Kyoto
Protocol was based on the principle of grandfathering, which proposes that countries should reduce their
emissions incrementally from a baseline year.10 The carbon intensity approach calls for voluntary
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efficiency technologies as a means to reduce carbon emissions. According to the United Nations
Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCC), the EU-ETS is the largest climate change action
operation in the world.11 The EU-ETS is also integrated into the United Nations Clean Development
Mechanism (CMD).12 However, the EU-ETS is more integrated than the proposed voluntary carbon
intensity approach, as carbon emissions are capped by EU regulations. The EU-ETS operates in
European countries and covers 45% of the EU’s greenhouse gas emissions, and places regulations on
more than 11,000 heavy energy installations.13 The stated intent of the EU-ETS is to advance and
promote investment in clean and low carbon technologies.14
The scheme operates by permitting companies to buy carbon credits from low emission
producing projects around the world, this has particularly occurred in the global South. It is worthy to
note that the carbon intensity approach was initially advanced by the Bush administration, and was
vehemently critiqued by European leaders.15 For example, according to Naomi Klein, the French
environmental minister, denounced the approach as “…radically antagonistic”, while German
Chancellor, Angela Merkel, critiqued it as misguided “…for the aim cannot be for industrialized
countries to satisfy their obligations solely through emissions trading and profit”.16 Indeed, the carbon
intensity approach effectively creates a condition for more polluting practices, by linking highly pollutant
corporations – encited with lucrative carbon credits-- to the natural environments of the global South.17
There is an even more problematic approach favoured by Southern countries, coined the per capita
contraction and convergence approach, which allows countries with significantly lower emissions than
the world average space to ‘develop’ and emit.18 The problem with both these models is twofold; neither
of the approaches place the planet as the primary ontological category of consideration. Instead, they
both attempt to subordinate the demands of nature to the demands of the market. There is a strange
idealism or naivety in the EU-ETS, for, without a healthy planet, markets cannot exist and profit is
rendered impossible. A healthy planet is the necessary pre-condition for the very possibility of human
activity, market operations and profit.
Land is merely another name for nature.19 In Polanyi’s “The Great Transformation”
commodities are defined as empirical, or tangible objects produced for sale on the market.20 Markets, are
defined as points of contact between buyers and sellers.21 By this definition, nature cannot be a
commodity. The atmosphere cannot be treated as a market creation. First, emissions are intangible,
elusive, and cannot be reasonably categorized as empirical objects, as attempted by the EU-ETS.22
Secondly, markets operate within the natural world, therefore, markets are not independent of nature,
but are contingent upon nature and cannot operate ‘outside’ nature.23 The notion that markets are
objective and separate from the natural world, may be a product of the dominant ontologies of Western
Enlightenment thought.24 Moreover, even if the EU-ETS offsetting projects reduce emissions in Europe,
they do so merely by exporting emissions to countries in the global South. This strategy points to a
fundamental misunderstanding of the natural world; the air does not obey socially constructed territorial
boundaries. Moreover, the idealistic notion espoused by the carbon market believes carbon credits can
be granted based on projections of how much of an invisible substance is kept out of the air.25 This points
to the highest degree of hubris. After all, there are limits. Humans, and their creations, are temporal and
finite, thus, by definition, are subordinate to and conditioned by the natural world. Nature cannot,
reasonably, be commodified, as nature is not produced by humans.26 Polanyi prophetically warns in
chilling prose, against the idealism of market civilization, “…to allow market mechanisms to be the sole
director of the fate of human beings will result in the demolition of society”.27
We live in the epoch of accumulation by decarbonization.28 The commodification of fictitious
commodities like the air is one of the most dangerous crisis facing humankind and the natural world.29
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Dr. Claire Cutler argues the transformation of parts of nature into tradable commodities creates
antagonistic relations between the North and the South.30 The carbon market creates a type of enclosure
of the atmosphere, Dr. Cutler further states that “…enclosure is the technique used when limits to the
expansion of markets present themselves”.31 In effect, the offsetting mechanism advanced by the EUETS increases carbon emissions, because it allows corporations to merely export their responsibility to
countries in the South, sanctioned by a legal framework, which increases pollution by placing a monetary
value to the air.32 For example, the forests of the Congo have been used as a form of offset project by
high emitting corporations.33 The process of land privatization is akin to a new type of enclosure and
neocolonial land dispossession34, which is encouraged by EU wide regulations and monetary incentives.
Moreover, Indigenous communities in Papua New Guinea and Ecuador have handed over large parts of
their territory under the promise of carbon deals known as “sky money”.35 It is apparent that while the
EU-ETS is an excellent new market from wealth creation, it is wanting vis-à-vis its stated intent of
reducing carbon emissions.
The EU-ETS effectively creates a legal structure wherein social relations in regard to biophysical
nature are restructured along monetary lines.36 Indeed, climate change represents both a threat to market
mechanism, as well, as a lucrative financial opportunity. According to the World Bank, the global carbon
markets represent $500 billion in trades.37 However, the role of the serious student is to inquire “who
benefits”? Nature is essential to the market economy, however, no society could stand the effects of such
a system unless nature was protected from the ravages of market reification. The reality which Polanyi
warns against echoes today, the blind faith in necessary progress is embodied in the EU-ETS. What I
have described above is a tragedy of the ills of an unregulated system o, f trade; for the primary victim
of the reification of the market, is undoubtably human beings. The sacred bonds, sentiments of love and
duty towards one’s land, one’s environment is precisely what makes us humans. What utility is billions
in profit if there is no environment which to enjoy? Profit, after all, is merely a means to an end. The
reality is that pollution and toxic emissions know no territorial boundaries. The idealism of neoliberal
market fundamentalism is dangerous, because it fails to address the fundamental problems which have
led to the deterioration of the protective ozone layer of our planet.
By asking “who wins?” from the EU-ETS, we see that it is an extension of neoliberal market
fundamentalism. The EU-ETS effectively maintains and perpetuates the market mechanism which is the
culprit of executing toxic practices for accumulation with blatant disregard for the sanctity of human
dignity in the global South. The assumption of the EU-ETS is clear; as it reflects the dominant
epistemological assumptions of neoliberal market logic. Polanyi states that the operating principle of the
rootless market mechanism is that “…nothing must be allowed to inhibit the formation of markets”.38
This effectively means that there should be markets for all elements of society and nature. If a problem
arises, it is best handled by the market. The problem with this logic is that it disregards the primary cause
of climate change, which is rooted upon a dangerously idealistic notion that markets are the sole and
primary means by which society and nature exist. The EU-ETS is a type of climate change denial, as it
merely shifts the costs of climate change unto poor and vulnerable persons in the global South. Moreover,
there are distributional inequalities inherent in the carbon market.39 While it is general knowledge that
the North produces the most carbon emissions, I was shocked to discover that between 1990-1998, 94
per cent of the world’s disasters and 97 per cent of all natural-disaster related deaths occurred in countries
in the global South.40 Whilst the richest 20 per cent of the world’s population is responsible for over 60
per cent of current emissions!41 Thus, not only are countries in the North directly inflicting harm in the
form of neocolonial land grabs, profit through dispossession, the very lifestyles of the North are directly
correlated with natural disasters in the South.42 According to Klein, there is a clear connection between
refusals to accept the science of climate change and social and economic privilege.43
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In this commentary, I presented a detailed description of the objectives and operations of the
EU-ETS. I then identified fundamental problems in the scheme, and argued it is merely an extension of
nefarious forms of neoliberal market logic and practices. I argued that the EU-ETS exports the ravages
of toxic ‘development’ strategies with lucrative incentives in the global South, which amplifies the
depletion of our ozone layer. Moreover, I critiqued the EU-ETS as a form of neocolonialism, embedded
and sanctioned by EU regulations. The offset mechanisms are an excellent form of wealth production,
however, it is wealth created at the expense of nature itself, and through violent forms of land
appropriation which destroy and fatally impact human beings. The idealism operating in the carbon
trading scheme reproduces and reinforces dangerous forms of accumulation. Furthermore, I presented
Polanyi’s critique of fictitious commodities and argued that carbon emissions cannot reasonably be
qualified and categorized as tradable commodities. Whether or not the EU-ETS is intentionally nefarious
is beyond my analytical capacities. However, it is clear that both in principle and in practice, the EUETS raises important questions for future considerations of the means by which carbon emissions should
be reduced. Alternatives require a fundamental shift in reason. The natural world ought and must be
regarded as the context within which human activity occurs, as opposed to an object to be traded for
wealth. Finally, the human dignity inherent in all peoples must be taken into consideration by EU policymakers, especially with schemes with global implications.
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