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Murray reported a year later that he, Jefferys, and Talman
had managed to do "a 1little in the way of personal touch with
a few local bodies."20

This kind of "personal touch™ shortly had a positive
result when C.W, Jefferys was instrumental in creating a
local historical assccistion in Wentworth County. "While in
Hamilton,™ Jefferys reported to Fred Landon in August 1943,

I saw Miss [(Fredsl Waldon, E}eorgg-l Laidler and Col.

[Charles B3 McCullough, and discussed with them the

prospect of organizing & lccal historical society, and

sounded them on the idea of holding the next annual

meeting of the OHS there, as a stimulus to arousing

popular interest in their history....

21

Jefferys obviously succeeded, for in March 194l the Head-of-
the-Lake Historical Society was created in Hamilton and played
host to the OHS conference that summer. Members of the new
local society like George Laidler, an engineer and keen local
historian, the Reverend T. Melville Bailey, and T. Roy
Woodhouse, a district manager with the Bell Telephone Company,
provided most of the papers for the annual meeting.

The OHS leaders also sought to bring about some uni-
formity of effort among the local groups trylng to preserve
archival material, antique furniture, implements and the like
from the wartime salvage campaigns. After the annual meeting
in 1942, Secretary Murray circulated a letter on this subject

to the local affiliates, educational institutions, and the news

media. Fred Landon had already spoken to the London Free Press
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with the result that the editors wrote an article on the
subject which in turn was widely quoted by other papers.22
Murray's circular was also published in many of the leading
papers across the province. "A worthwhile result," the secre-
tary reported later, "was the preservation of certain cor-
respondence of John Norton, a Mohawk Chief, and associate of
Joseph Brant....23 Murray subsequently wrote an article for
the OHSPR based on thls material.

The executive's most imaginative attempt in the early
'forties to improve the relationship with the affiliates and
to develop an interest in the work of the OHS was the publica-

tion in July 194); of the News Letter. As a medium of com-

munication between the local societies this small bulletin
(issued up to six times a year by 1947-48) filled the vacuum
created by the termination in 1931 of the society's Annual
Report. Fred Landon, chief librarian at the University of

Western Ontario, prepared the first number of the News Letter.

After assuming the secretaryship, James Talman undertook the
responsibility for editing the remainder. A thousand copies

of the first issue of the News Letter were printed and sent

to newspapers, government departments, OHS members, and non-
25
members known for their interest in history. These efforts

succeeded in building up the society's roster. "For the first
two numbers,” Talman reported, "fees from new members paid

26
the cost of printing."

With the publication of the News Letter, the OUntario
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Historical Society had taken a major step to recovery, Thanks
to the efforts of a cadre of officers who refused to fall
victim to a defeatist attitude, the OHS had passed through
the worst part of the war crisis. By 1945, the signs for the
future looked promising as the membership rallied and the
executive attracted new leaders of high calibre. George
Spragge, having completed a stint in the Air Force, returned
as treasurer. And significantly, people like George Smith

of Port Colborne, George Laidler of Hamilton and Jean Waldie
of Brantford came up from the ranks of the local societles

to direct the provincial historical associatlon.

Finally, the war iﬁself seemed to have strengthened
the OHS's resolve to preserve and disseminate a knowledge of
Canada's historical traditions, values, and institutions. An
appreciation of this heritage, it was argued, would help
Canadians as they assumed greater international responsibilities
in the post-war era. "We live in a world where narrow pre-
judice 1s an obstructive and retrograde influence of the most
dangerous kind," remarked Professor George Brown of Toronto
University as he presented the Ontario Historical Society's
brief to the provincial Royal Commission on Education in
December 1945.

We do believe, however, that a just pride in and under-
standing of the local community on the part of 1its
citizens 1s essential to an understanding of world
problems and our share in them. The family which has
such a just pride and knowledge of itself is an asset

to the local community, aend similarly the province or
the nation cannot contribute what they should to the
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body politic either natlional or internetional unless
they have an gppreciation of their best characteristics
which are rooted deep in their history."

27
II

In 1945 a formidable task still lay ahead for those
who sought to revive the Ontario Historical Society and to
expand its usefulness. The membership had to be greatly
augmented, and new projects devised to broaden the much-
diminished programme of activities. By the end of the 'forties,
the society's leaders had for the most part succeeded in
meeting these objectives.

The aggressive efforts of the executive chilefly account
for the membership galns made immediately after the war. George
Spragge, the treasurer (1945-47) and later the secretary-
treasurer (19,7-51) was especially successful in conducting
canvasses for new recruits. By 1946, he reported that the
society's membership had increased from a mere 130 in 19h528
to an all-time high of }415. Other individuals, of course,
assisted Spragge in the drives for new members; these included
James Talman, the acting secretary from 1945 to 1947, George
Laidler, a Hamilton engineer who served as president from 1946
to 1948, and Jean Waldie, a journalist with the Brantford
Expositor and the first woman to serve as president (1950-52)
of the OHS,

John Barnett, & manager of a Toronto financial house
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and president from 1948 to 1950, was another officer who
gave unstintingly of his time to promote the work of the
provincial historical association. He addressed over a
dozen local groups on the aims of the OHS and arranged in
1948 to mark its sixtieth anniversary by securing booth
space at the Canadian National Exhibition for the purpose
of bringing the OHS to the attention of a wider public. Over
forty members helped to staff the booth, fifteen hundred
folders were distributed, and some twenty-five new recruits
were landed during the course of the exhibition.29

In 1947, the reacquisition of office space in a
Department of Education building at 206 Huron Street in Toronto
also worked to the society's advantage since the stock of past
publications was again made available for sale. They had
been locked in storage and largely lost as a source of revenue

30
since 194)i. As for the current publications, the News Letter

and the high editorial standards set by Talman and Spragge

for the Papers and Records (renamed Ontario History in 1947)

probably account for much of the soclety's popularity and
growing membership.

The annual meetings in these years were very well
attended, reflecting a new enthusiasm within the OHS. More
persons signed the register at the 1946 conference in Guelph
that at any other meeting sinceBEhe register was begun in 1913.

No fewer than 120 were present. The attendance at the en-

suing annual meetings continued to please the executive., "It
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! commented one excited

18 dangerous to use superlatives,"'
member in 1949, "but the Society is growing and flourishing,
and one may expect our annual meetings to become better and
better."

In addition to undertaking an aggressive canvass for
new recrults, the executive attempted to expand the soclety's
usefulness. Some members, for example, began to seek ways
and means to assist the dozen or so local hilistorical museums
in Ontario., Those who were interested in museum work took
advantage of the annual conference at Kitchener in June 1945
to organize themselves as an informal museum's section.33
Wilfrid Jury, the curator of the Museum of Indian Archaeology
at the University of Western Ontario, was elected chairman of
the group, and Dr. Effie M, Milner of Chatham, secretary.

The museums' section sought to systematlze and to
improve display methods and the classification and catalogue
schemes of the local museums. At the initial meetings of
the group, the members exchanged 1deas on these matters and
received some basic instruction from Wilfrid Jury and Effie
Milner among others, who had some expertise in the principles
of museology. At one such meeting in London in March 1949,

Dr. Milner presented a plan for a uniform and efficient

cataloguing system for adoption in all county museums. The

bare details of the system were described in Ontario History

and the complete scheme was offered for the asking to any mu-

34

seum in the province. Just how many local museums followed
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Dr, Milner's catalcguing method is uncertain. Although a
handful may have done so, a survey of the museums conducted
in 1957 indicates that the majority were =till unwise to the
ways of sound museum management.35

While the CHS was extending its services to the local
historical museums, 1t was alsc enhanclng its reputation as
a publishing soclety. George Spragge's edition of The John

Strachan Letter Book, which included a revisionist interpreta-

tion of the Tory role in Upper Canada, appeared in 1946.
Under theeditorial direction of James Talman, the calitre
of article in the OHSPR improved in qguality from an academic
point of view. This trend was even further encouraged by his
successor, George Spragge, who began in 1649 to lssue the
periodical on a quarterly basis. These publishing efforts
did not go unnoticed. In 1951 the American Association for
State and Local History presented its coveted Award of Merit
to the OHS "for the outstanding job of any historical society
in eastern Canada, and for 1its annual publication rrogram of
reports, documents and monographs."36

The connection with the prestiglous American Association
for State and Local History and the Canadian Historical Asso-
ciation was fostered by the activities of that ubiquitous duo,
James Talman and George Spragge. The former had been a member
of the AASLH since 164l and had helped that body compile a

list of Canadian historical associations for & new edition of

i1ts Handbook of Historical Societies in the United States and
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37
Canada. As secretary of the OHS, Talman attended the 1946

conference of the AASLH in Washington D.C., where a large
part of a morning session was devoted to his report on "The
Local History Scene in Ontario.” That same year, George
Spragge travelled to Washington, Albeny, St. Paul, Madison,
and Indianapolis, and conferred there with officers of various
state historical associations. In the autumn of 1947 he was
elected to the council of the AASLH, Closer to home, Spragge
was instrumental in setting up the national committee on
local history at the annual conference of the Canadian His-
torical Association in May 1947 held at Laval University in
Quebec City.39 Shortly thereafter, he reported that he had
been appointed supervisor of local history with the Ontario
Department of Education, a position he held until 1950 when
he became the Archivist of Ontario.uo

The contacts forged with the AASLH and the CHA were
indicative of the efforts made by the OHS leaders to seek
new avenues for promoting the cause of local history. Other
examples of this concern included their submlssion of briefs
to both the Ontario Government's Royal Commission on Education
in 1940, and the Federal Royal Commission on National Develop-
ment in the Arts, Letters and Sciences in 1949. James Talman
and Fred Landon prepared the brief to the Royal Commission on
Education while George Brown of the University of Toronto
History Department presented the document on behalf of the

41
OHS. The primary recommendation in the brief was that a



Provincial Historical Centre be established in Toronto.
Professor Brown explained that the recommendation stemmed
from a widespread belief that the archival facilities in the
province were inadequate. At that time the Ontario Archives
wag poorly financed, understaffed, and literally stuffed 1into
the basement of the Parliament Buildings. The OHS suggested
that the new Histcrical Centre should take over the Cntario
Archives and its staff should encourage the systematic and
extensive collection of archival material.

It was also hoped that the Historical Centre would
become a clearing house for the schools, local historical
societies, Women's Institutes, museums, and every governmental
agency involved in projects pertaining to Ontarioc history.
Without it, the brief explained, "the result is a serious
lack of direction and absence of any over-all policy with

' As events turned

regard either to obtjectives or methods.'
out, no Historical Centre was instituted by the government
to co-ordinate the work of the many private and official
historical agencies, or to devise a master plan for co-
operative action. But, the brief likely added considerably
to the mounting pressure on the government to nourish and to
house more adequately the Ontario Archives. It was not
entirely a coincidence that before the decade was over, a
large new building for the archives was under construction

at Queen's Park.

Having been partners in misery since the Depression,
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it was fitting that the OHS and the archives assisted one
another in their period of regeneration. Helen McClung, the
Provinciel Archivist throughout the 'forties and an OHS
councillor from 1941 toc 1¢46, co-operated with the historical
society on a number of occasions. For example, at the
suggestion of George Laidler, she set up a display room

of archival material at the OHS's annual meeting in 1947

at Trinity College.h2 For its part, the OHS began tonublicize

the archives' recent acquisitions in Ontario History. The

ties between the archives and the OHS became even closer after
1950 when George Spragge replaced Helen McClung as Provincial
Archivist.

The idea of submitting a brief to the Royal Commission
on National Development in the Arts, Letters and Sciences was
first raised by James Talman who wished to ensure that the
needs of the historical societies would not be forgotten
during the commission's deliberations. John Barnett,
in consultation with the executive, wrote the submission; in
it, he recommended the establishment of a federal Historical
Board to bring about co-operaticn on a national level between
all groups interested in local and provincial history. It was
suggested that the new board could "give continuing study to,
and make specific recommendations on" such matters as: the
introduction of scholarships as a means of providing personnel
for national and provincial archives and libraries; the wider

publicetion and distribution of basic reference material; the
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encouragement of inter-provincial historical studies and
research; and the correlation of historical work by all
local and provincial authorities and organizations.us The
philosophy of the brief was in the mainstream of traditional
OHS thought on the relationship between history and nationalism.
Indeed, it was remarkably reminiscent of James Coyne's philos-
ophy of the value of history. The brief stated:

Local history is of vital importance in producing common

understanding and mutual respect as between provinces

and communities and, in the end, a nstional consciousness

and unity.

This Society is firmly of the opinion that increased
historical research and the publication and dissemination
of local historical materials is vitally important to
Canadian unity, culture and soclal progress....

L6

Evidently the OHS recommendation for a Historical
Board was lost in the mountain of paper that descended upon
the Massey Commission. No national organization of an official
nature (or an independent body akin to the ASSLH for that
matter) has yet emerged to co-ordinate the work of the various
provincial historlcal associations.

The road to recovery for the Ontario Historical Society
was not always a smooth one and a number of fallures and lost
opportunities marred what was otherwise a successful comeback.
Such was the case with the project to mark farmsteads in the
province that had been continuously occupied by the same family

for a century or more, a scheme first suggested in 1945 by
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Louis Blake Duff.h7 Lillian Benson, a librarisn at the
University of Western Ontario, was appointed chairman of a
committee to compile a list of the farms. Assisted by s
London radio broadcaster, Andy Clark, the committee's search
generated a grest deal of interest and elicited many responses.
In June 1646 Miss Benscn reported that the preliminary survey
had uncovered more than a hundred farms, six of which had

been owned by the same family for over 15C years.

The search, however, eventually proved to be too
successful. It became apparent that the project was much
larger than the OHS had originally envisaged. The executive
decided that an excessive amount of work was involved in
checking the validity of the information sent in by supposed
century farm owners., John G, Harkness, a second member of
the committee and a lawyer, was wary of the legal technicali-
ties involved Iin defining what was or was not direct descent
in borderline cases. In 1947, the executive approached the
Ontario Department of Agriculture with the request that the
government take over the recognition of the farms, or at least
help evaluate the claimants to century farm status. When
no aid came from this guarter, the society resolved to terminate
the project. Since 1948 the neatly bound plle of century farm
information sheets compiled by Lillian Benson has lain dust-
covered and forgotten in the archives of the CHS, A later
governmental prograsmme to mark century farms insrired by the

centennial celebrations in 1267 was undertaken in complete
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ignorance of this data.

Another opportunity lost by the OHS in its period of
recovery was the chance to provide s forum for those interested
in family history. Impressed by the number of genealogical
inquiries received by the soclety during his tenure as
secretary, George Spragge advocated that a speclal section
be formed for those members interested in genealogy. On his
advice, the executive appointed a committee in June 1548 to
study and report on the possibility of setting up such a
section in the society.ug The committee reported in favour
of the venture but since 1t was not clear how the section
would function without adding to the duties of the already
over-burdened secretary,go no sction was taken on the report.
George Spragge regretted that none of the other executive
officers came forward to assume the task. He wrote to one
correspondent some years later:

I think that the study of genealogy should be encouraged,
and two or three years ago I suggested the formation of

a genealogical section in the Untario Historical Society.
But because the only name suggested as a person who might

co~ordinate the work done was my own, and as I was too
busy to undertake more work, nothing was done....

51
Interestingly encugh, the idea of a genealogical
gection was raised again in the mid-'fifties by Leslie Gray,
an executive of Silverwood's Dairy in London and president

of the OHS from 19ty to 1956. Gray reported that
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as an experiment I have been handling all such
%enealogicai}queries since the first of the year.

believe that information has been provided on about
forty families. Where I could not help the query was
passed on to some individusal or agency in the district
involved.

52
Although there was an obvious need for a genealogical section
of some kind, the 1dea was deferred once again because the
OHS had other priority projects underway at the time. Since
then, a separate body -- the Ontario Geneslogical Society --
has been orgenized to serve the needs of those people
interested in family history.

Duaring the immediate post-war perlod, then, the
Ontario Historical Society registered its share of successes,
failures, and lost opportunities. The most important develop-
ment, though, was the simple act of regeneration. From the
brink of dissolution in the early !'forties, the scciety had
recovered 1ts respectabllity and expanded its membership and
usefulness.

Of course, the soclety's success in the late 'forties
(as it would be in the future) had been made possible by a
climate conducive to historical endeavour. Rapid economic
development worked 1n a number of ways to foster an interest
in the past. The tourist industry was greatly stimulated as
the number of registered motor vehicles mushroomed after
1945,53 and highway construction grew apace. In addition

to acquiring the means to tour the province's historical
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localities, more individuals now had the leisure time to
pursue their historical interests as industries shortened
the work week, granted longer vacations, asnd pensioned older
workers,

The post-war economic boom also gave rise to urban
sprawl, massive redevelopment, and rapid immigration, all of
which impelled many Ontarians to attempt to preserve some
vestiges of what was quickly passing away. Lillian Benson
summed up the fears of these people in the following state-
ment:

The economic expansion of Ontario is erasing many
historic landmarks, the large Influx of immigrants

is diluting our Anglo-Saxon heritage and our pattern
of life 1s of necessity changing. The study of local
history provides not only an invaluable means of
keeping alive the best traditions of the past but,

also, an excellent method of explaining our way of
life to new Canadians.

5l

Throughout the fifties, moreover, Ontarians were awakened
to an awareness of the history of their local communities by
the centennial celebrations held in numerous municipalities and
townships created under the aegis of Robert Baldwin's Munici-
pal Act of 1849. The Women's Institutes' Tweedsmulr histories
of local communities, and the growing number of local historic-
al societies and museums also nurtured a greater pride in the
past. Jean Waldie noted too that an interest in local his-
tory was being stimulated by the dally and weekly press and

1t

by the radio. "Many papers both large and small," she reported
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in 1951, "have weekly historical columns, pages, or individual
historical articles. A number of radio stations have similar-
ly been fostering an interest in history."55 Miss Waldie

knew well of what she spoke. For a number of years she had
been on the staff of the Brantford Expositor and a frequent

contributor to other newspapers, particularly to the London

Free Press where many of her historical articles appeared in

the "Looking Over Western Ontario” section.

During the 'fifties, the government of Premier Leslie
Frost assumed a greater role in protecting and popularizing
Ontsrio's heritage. The Frost administration combined the
Conservative's abiding sense of history with a calculated
understanding of the economics of the tourist trade. Acting
on the recommendations of the First Ontario Tourist Conference
at Niagara Falls in March 19,9, and of the Historical Conference
convened by the Department of Travel and Publicity at the
Parliament Buildings in January 1950, Queen's Park set up a
Provincial Historical Advisory Council to help preserve,
develop, and publicize Ontario's historical resources. An
Archaeological and Historic Sites Advisory Board appeared in
1953, which three years later began an extensive programme
of erecting historical plaques. By 1958, the expanded his-
torical work of the Department of Travel and Publicity re-
quired the establishment of a special Historical Branch to
undertake all the departmental matters relating to history,

archaeology, and museums, Meanwhile other governmental agencies
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such as the Niagara Parks Commission, the Ontario-St. Lawrence
Development Commission, the Department of Lands and Forests
(now the Ministry of Natural Resources), and a plethora of
conservation authorities and municipalities had begun to play
an expanded part in the development of historical attractions.
Finally, in the 'sixties, historical endeavour in
general was given an enormous fillip by the celebrations to
mark Canada's Centenary. At the federal, provincial and
local levels there was a great swelling of historical interest,
awareness and activity. All these developments, then, since
19,45, created an atmosphere eminently suited to the continued
expansion of such orgenizations as the Ontario Historical
Soclety. The main outlines of that expansion comprise the

sub ject of the next chapter.
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CHAPTER NINE
SOME NEW WINE IN AN OLD BOTTLE:
THE SOCIETY SINCE 1950
It is both difficult and risky for a historian to
examine the very recent past. He lacks the perspective of
time and necessarily harbours the biases of a participant.
_These limitations notwithstanding, it is still worthwhile
to investigate briefly the main developments of the past two
decades in the history of the Ontario Historical Soclety.
The most striking aspect of that history appears to be the
change in the nature of the organization's programme before
and after 1960. Prior to that date the general thrust of
the soclety's work in public education was directed towards
previocusly unexplored lines of endeavour. Here the efforts
of the ill-fated New Canadian and Junlor Historien Committees
come readily to mind. Since 1960, on the other hand, the OHS
programme, while often dynamlc, has been limited mainly to
traditional objectives such as publications, preservation,
and assisting local historicel groups. If James Coyne had
been alive to pass judgment on the OHS work in recent years,

he might well have said: "some new wine in an 0ld bottle."

Perhaps the most important aspeet of the OHS programme

in the past twenty years has been the growth of the Museums

410
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Section. Its roots, as indicated earlier, are to be found

in the meetings organized in the late 'forties by Dr. Effie
Milner of Chatham and Wilfrid Jury of London.l In the early
'fifties, their efforts to form an association of museum
workers faltered temporarily largely because the executive

of the soclety was overly cautious about subsidizing the
section's work or formally recognlzing its status.2 But the
group did not stay inactive for long. It had set a valuable
precedent by providing a forum for the discussion and dis~
semination of new 1deas and methods that the expanding number

of untrained local curators sorely missed. A survey of The

Canadian Museum Movement undertaken in 1957 by the profes-

sional museologists, Carl and Grace Guthe, gives an indication
of the condition of the small community historical museums
(some twenty~-five of which sprang up in Ontario between 1945
and 1957) which the Museums Section hoped to serve. The

Guthes found that

most of these museums have been created in response to

a locally recognized need for preserving historical

materials which would otherwise be lost and forgotten.

They are kept alive by a small group of interested

.+» citizens, who are qulte unfamiliar with museum

management procedures. Many of these museums are so

young they are still in the stage of accumulating objects....

They have been opened to the public prematurely and have

encountered insurmountable staff and maintenance problems....
A number of these museums do not have access to sound

guidance in museum management, and in others the need

for such guidance 1s not recognized. None of them have

facilities to render normal museum services to the public,

and many do not know what such services are....

Y
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Aware in & general way of these problems, a number
of local museum workers again met informally in 1653 at the
Ontario Historical Society's annual meeting in Kingston.
Here they determined to set up a permanent Museum Committee.
With the encouragement of OHS President T. Roy Woodhouse
(1952-54), one of Wentworth County's well-known local his-
torians, the first formal meeting of the Museum Committee
took place on September 19, 1953 in Hamilton in the office
of Dr, Freda Waldon, the chief librarian of the Hamilton
Public Library.5

At this meeting, the delegates agreed to sponsor the
first of & long series of weekend workshops at Jordan, Ontario
in May 195}, to publish a news letter, and to compile a
directory of museums in the province.6 All these projects
were completed with despatch and proved to be popular in
the museum community. The OHS executives were also impressed,
so much so that they agreed in 1956 to reorganize the com-
mittee as a Museums Section with a separate membership.and
subsceription list. The constitution was amended to give the
section full recognition. The chairman of the new section

was made an ex-officio member of the OHS executive., "The

purpose of the Museums Section," the constitution now states,
"shall be to ascertain the needs and desires of the museums
of the Province, to establish standards, to exchange 1deas,
to disseminate information, and unite all in a fellowship of

museum workers,"
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Since 1956, the Museums Sectlion has gone far to achieve
its purpose. Above all else, the annual workshops have been
the most useful activity. The attendance at these functions
now rivals that of the OHS annuel conference. As a type of
museum training the workshops are valuable, since they reach "a
constantly increasing number of individuals" and stimulate
"active improvement in museum methods." Like the OHS annual
meetings, the workshops have been held all across southern
Ontario. At each workshop, the practice has been to provide
instruction on one or more themes of common interest such as
museum administration, internal organization, display, cata-
loguing, publicity, budgeting matters, the care and repair
of museum materials, furniture restoration, and museum securlty,
to name but a few. Experts in such matters from a wide variety
of backgroun.ds8 have been brought in to assist the amateur
curators. By 1968 some 120 speskers had addressed the work-
shops since the first meeting in Jordan.9 Many of their
addresses were subsequently mimeogrépbed and distributed
among the local muscums. The monthly news letters have also
been a popular medium for disseminating i1deas and maintaining
interest between the workshops and meetings.

The performance of the Museumes Section has been widely
praised. In 1962 the American Association for State and Local
History presented the section with an Award of Merit in re-
cognition of the effective assistance it gave to the museums

of Ontario. The Canadian Museums Association also gave the
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OHS its nod of approval in 1968 by deciding that the weekend
workshops would be accepted as partial fulfilment of the
requirements for asccreditation in the CMA's own training
scheme. "We are now well on our way toward having a body
of formally trained museum people in this province," com-
mented R. Alan Douglas, the curator of Windsor's Hiram Walker
Historical Museum, "and museum service can only benefit from
this."lo There 1s little doubt that the OHS has helped to
provide the training essential for the improvement of the
community museums. The extent and depth of that improvement,
however, can only be known after another survey similar to
the one undertaken by the Guthes in 1957.
Not surprisingly, the very success of the Museums

Section gave rise in the mid-'sixties to the belief that it
should take leave of the Ontarioc Historicel Society. The
recent crestion of provincial museum assoclations in British
Columbia, Quebec, and the Maritlimes gave added strength to
the arguments of the would-be secesslionists, Actually there
was only a fine line between de jure independence and the
existing relationship with the Ontario Historical Society.
That relatlionship was described in 1964 in the following
terms:

The Soclety's Museum Section is self-sustaining in all

respects, even to publishing its own monthly news letter.

The section operates with no interference from the parent

Society and little direct contact except through its

chairman who belongs to the Executive Committee ex-officio.
Since the appointment to the provincial Department of
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Tourism and Information of a Museums Advisor several
years ago, museologists have been drawn closer to the
government and further from the work of the_Soclety,
though it is noteworthy that the President {Kaye McFarland]
and her two predecessors [Andrew Taylor, David A, McFall
are active in museum work.

11
Those members of the Museums Section who sought in-
dependence did want to retaln some kind of special affiliation
with the OHS. A joint membership or inter-locking directorate
was proposed at one time or another. "I do not for a moment
suggest that our spiritual bonds be severed," explained R,
Alan Douglas to the Museums Section in the fall of 1967.
What I do have in mind 18 a shift in emphasis, from a
parent-child relationship to a relationship between
equal members of the adult world -- and 1 may say,
equals who need each other. I am not talking about
a sentimental attachment; we, of course, owe our very
existence to the OHS, and we all know it. I am speaking
of our very real and practical need for & continued
working relationship., The OHS, for its past and present
exceedingly valuable work, unquestionably deserves our
support,... and it is equally true that we need the OHS,
12
As events turned cut, the section preferred to retaln the
status quo in 1ts relationshlp with the OHS; but, whether
the debate over independence has been concluded remains to
be seen.
At the same time that OHS members began to assume a
leadership role in the museum movement, the soclety began

to reassert itself in the field of historic preservation.

The OHS's interest in preservation matters, which had been
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dormant since the Depression, was revived in the 'fifties
by the alarming number of bulldings and landmarks of his-
torical and architectural significance that were falling
victim to the bulldozer. One circumstance in particular
moved the provincial historical association to resume its
political involvement in the preservationist cause: the
realization in 1952 that the St. Lawrence Seaway Project
threatened to flood thousands of acres of land that had a
history of white settlement stretching back at least to the
arrival of the loyalists. For the next four years, OHS
spokesmen, ©ften in conjunction with such groups as the
Royal Ontario Museum, the Architectural Conservancy, the
Ontario Archives, and the Departments of History, Architecture
and Anthropology at the University of Toronto, applied pres-
sure to ensure the preservation to the fullest extent pos~-
sible of "the materials of history in the area to be inun-
dated."13

The OHS took on the role of a pressure group after
receiving & report in the fall of 1952 of the prabable effects
of the Seaway Project from Professor George F.G. Stanley,
chairman of the History Department at the Royal Military
College. Stanley recommended that the Ontario Historical
Society ensure that plans be made to photograph and to record
the history of the endangered area.l The first of a series
of meetings between the OHS and the Ontario Hydro Electric
Commission, the organization then in charge of the Seaway

Project, took place in February 1953. A delegation led by
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T. Roy Woodhouse interviewed Robert Saunders, the chairman of
the Hydro Commission. The meeting was an amicable one and
the deputation was delighted to learn that Hydro planned to
employ the necessary experts for complling an inventory of
historical resources in the Seaway aresa as a first step to-
wards thelir preservation.15 The OHS, nevertheless, decided
to monitor developments until the project was completed.

This was a wise decision. After fully twenty months, Hydro
had made little progress in compiling a systematic inventory,
and a rating scheme of historical resources. At this time,
November 1954, the OHS resumed its discussions with the Hydro
Commission.

John M, Gray, president of the Macmillan Company of
Canada, headed the OHS Seaway Preservation Committee which
proceeded to probe Hydro for details of theilr plans.16 On
the basis of the infermation received, the historical soclety
prepared a lengthy memorandum for Hydro. It made the sug-
gestion that a systematic study by a team of experts in such
fields as historical records, buildings, textiles, arts and
crafts, and historical anthropology be made at the earliest
possible moment.17 The memorandum carried with it the sup-
port of representatives from the University of Toronto's
History and Archaeology Departments, the Royal Ontario
Museum, the Community FPlanning and Development Board, the
Ontario Archives, and the Women's Institutes.

A meeting to discuss the proposal was cancelled by the

untimely death of the chairman of the Hydro Commission, Robert
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Saunders, and the subseguent change in control of the Seaway
project in 1955 from Hydro to the Ontario-St. Lawrence Develop-
ment Commission. The creation of the latter agency by an
act of the Provincial Legislature actually constituted a
victory for the preservationists. The legislation anticipated
the eatablishment of a parks authority and the building of
a system of recreational and historical areas on the general
pattern of the Niagara Parks Commission. The Hon. George
Challies, the first chairman of the new Ontario~-St. Lawrence
Development Commission, stated as a principle of park plan-
ning that "every opportunity should be taken to preserve
tangible links with the area's historical past by preserving
homes and landmarks and establishing museums."18 Challies
also promised that a Historic Centre comprising some of the
districts oldest buildings would be established. This was
the genesis of Morrisburg's Upper Canada Village.

Regrettably, the St. Lawrence Development Commission
did not entertain the same sense of urgency as the OHS and
its allies with respect to conducting a systematic survey of
historic resources. No amount of persuasion, meetings, nor
briefs could persuade the commission to flnance an immedlate
survey of historical and architectural records of the more
significant buildings by the OHS and other volunteer agencies.
The reason given (which never satisfied the OHS) was that
access to such houses would be a major problem until such

19
time as the property settlements had been completed. "We
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hope that when Hydro acquires the properties," the OHS con-
cluded in 1956, "it will not be too late to do at least a
good portion of the suggested research."a With this state-
ment, the historical soclety ended its participation in the
campalgn. The executive felt that they had done all that
was poasible to ensure the preservation of historical re-
sources in the region to be flooded. How much data and
material was lost because of the delay in the survey can
never be determined, Still, much was ultimately préserved
judging from the impressive display at Upper Canada Village.

Another significant preservation issue caught the
Ontario Historical Society's attention during the early
'fifties. This was the outery by archaeologists and the
press against the unregulated excavating of historical and
archaeological sites, and the uncontrolled export of artifacts
from Ontario by American interests.21 In September 1952, the
OHS joined the protest and recommended to W,J. Dunlop, the
Minister of Education, "that some form of control be established
whereby archaeological remains may not be removed from Ontarie
without a permit from the provincial authorities. Also that
permits be required for the excavating of historic sites."22
Dunlop replied promptly that this suggestion would "receive
complete and sympathetic consideration."23

Sensitive to the growing oeriticism, Dunlop soon intro-

duced legislation on this matter. By April 1953, "The

Archaeological and Historic Sites Protection Act" had received
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royal assent. This legislation authorized the Minister to
designate any land an archaeological or historic site, to
which only permit holders would be allowed access. All per=-
mit holders would be required to file detailed reports of
their activities and findings, and would be forbidden to
remove any artifact from a site without the permission of
the owner. For the administration of this act, Queen's
Park appointed a special Archaeological and Historic Sites
Advisory Board. Much to the delight of the OHS, almost all
of the board's com?lement were active members of the soclety--
Leslie Gray, the first vice-president, George Spragge, J.M.S.
Careless, G.F.G. Stanley, and Wilfrid Jury.

The last major preservationist controversy which in-
volved the OHS in the 'fifties was yet another battle to
save Fort York. On thie occasion the old landmark {(only just
restored in 1953), was threatened by the proposed elevated
highway (now the Frederick G. Gardiner Expressway) along the
Toronto Lakeshore. The announcement in January 1958 that
the city intended tc burild the highway partly on and over the
fort brought angry protests from the Toronto Civic Historical
Committee, the OHS, and various other local historical groups.
The detaills of this latest struggle have been recorded else~
wlner'e.z}4 Briefly, the OHS for its part sent letters of pro-
test to Premier Leslie Frost, Metro Council, Toronto's mayor

and controllers, and the Toronte Globe and Mail. A notice

entitled "Fort York Threatened" appeared in Ontario History
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informing the readers of the situation and enjoining them
"ag individuals and through thelr local historical societies,
to act to save Fort Ybrk."26 Midway through the imbroglio
the Associated Historical Societies Committee had to oppose
an idea supported temporarily by both the press and politicians
to move the fort from 1ts original site to one closer to the
lakeshore. The massive costs involved in such an operation,
however, soon cooled the enthusiassm of its advocates. Ulti-
mately, economlic and engineering realites, the 1909 proviso
in the deed to the fort property, and the public protest
organized by the preservationists combined to save Fort York.
The once heralded "only practicable route® for Mr. Gardiner's
expressway was eventually amended by the addition of a curve
in the highway to the south of the fort property. |

| In addition to the successes in local museum work and
historic preservation, the OHS performed a valuable service
through its Microfilm Committee. Indeed, Leslie Gray of
London, the chalrman of the committee, became the chief
architect of a monumental project to film all the scattered
land book and municipal records and some of the parish records
of several denominations in Ontario. The acheme grew out of
the fear expressed by the OHS executive in 1954 that there
was a great potential for loss because most of the Upper
Canada Land Books and the municipal records were still widely
dispersed, and often inadequately stored, in record offices all

27
over the province. Leslie Gray, who knew of the internation-
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al microfilming programme of the Genealogical Societyhof the
Chureh of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints, enquired as to
the possibllity of thelr fllming land and municipal recceords
in Ontario. "It might interest you to know,™ he was told by
the co-ordinator of the Mormon Genealogical Society, "that
we made a few feeble attempts to get permission to microfilm
in Cenada but were not able to make any arrangements."28
Eventually the Mormons promised to supply the Ontario
Archives with free copies of all the records microfilmed if
the OHS made the necessery plans for them to film the docu~
ments. The OHS's executive agreed to sponsor the project and
proceeded to arrange for the filming. Gray obtained a letter
of approval for the plan from the Department of Municipal
Affairszg which he distributed to municipal officers across
the province. George Spragge, then & vice-president of the
OBS as well as Provincial Archivist also used his influence
in the civil service to expedite the project. Meanwhile,
at the suggestion of Professor Richard A. Preston of the
Royal Military College, the microfilming programme was ex-
panded to include the parish records of any denomination which
would permit the cameramen to film thelr files.Bo Again 1t
was Leslle Gray who sought the approval of the various synods
of the Anglican and Presbyterian Churches in Ontario.31 In
the spring of 1957 the filming of municipal records was

finally commenced.

This project was a mammoth one that has yet to be



Le3

completed. ‘In the first two years alone some 3800 reels

of film, the equivalent of 4.6 million pages of material

was deposited in the Ontario Archives. As of July 1973 the
Ontario Archives reported that the Church of the Latter Day
Saints had provided them with approximately 6900 reels of
County Registry Office records and Municipal records, and
1426 reels of Surrogate Court registers, wills, and indexes
to wills. Ag for church records, the OHS and the Mormons
experienced difficulty in obtaining permission to film the
records of the various denominations. The Presbyterians

and Baptists were most co-cperative; roughly 140 reels of
Presbyterian baptism, marriage, and death records are on
file (most of which are from counties east of York) and nine
reels that contain the Canadian Baptist Historical Collection
of McMaster University. There are only two reels of Anglicen
records, three of Methodist and one of Evangelical. This
enormous programme, completed at practically no cost to the
province, may well be one of the OHS's most significant
contributions to scholarship. It ensured the preservation
of a vast store of widely scattered records and brought them
into a central archives for the free use of studenteg of his-
tory.

Although the microfilming project was of much signi-
ficance, few members of the historical soclety were involved
in the undertaking. Furthermore, it brought the OHS 1little
public acclaim. Other new projects had to be devised 1f the
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soclety wished to attract new members, acquire public recog-
nition, or to encourage the existing members to participate
more actively in the soclety's affairs, The major attempt
to meet these objectives was the acheme to establish junior
historian clubs in the elementary and secondary schools of
the province. The example set by successful junior historian
programmes in the United States was the chief influence lead-
ing the Ontario Historical Soclety.to investigate the pos-
8ibllity of expanding into this area of endeavour.

In September 1956 the OHS executive named Dr, A.S,
Hardy H111 the convener of a committee to investigate the
possibllities of establishing junior membership in the so-
ciety., Dr. Hi1ll, a long-time teacher in the secondary schools
and then a resident of Richmond Hill, launched a thorough
canvass of existing junior historian programmes in the United
States and Canada.33 At the annual meeting in Guelph in
June 1957, a full morning session was devoted to an address
by Hardy Hill and a panel discussion on the topic "Ontario
Needs Junior Historians."3h Significantly, officials from
the Department of Education, particularly Inspector Fred
Swayze,35 were favourably impressed by the whole idea of
furthering local history in the schools and promoting it by
means of junior history clubs in assoclation with the OHS.

In an effort to acquaint history teachers with the
idea of junior history clubs, the Ontario Historical Society
sought a hearing in the spring of 1958 at the annusl conference

of the Ontario Educational Association. As well as arranging
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a display at the conference, the OHS brought in Edward Roth

of Cooperstown, New York,as a guest speasker. Roth was the
editor of the New York Historical Association's junior history
publication, the Yorker Magazins.

Roth explained to the delegates that in New York State,
the Department of Education had made state history a compulsory
subject in the early 'fortles for students in grades seven and
eight.36 At the same time the department had assisted the
atate hlstoricel association to initiate local history chapters
in the schools. By 1958 there were 150 such chapters with
some 5500 members, all of whom received an annual subscription
to the Yorker Magazine. The state historical association also
provided special crests, monthly letters, and pen pal lists.
Annual conventions were held and museum materials circulated
among the chapters. Individual groups had thelr own meetings
and activities such as complling local historles, operating
historical newspapers, and contributing to radio and television
programmes. Roth also briefly described the junior movements
in such states as Wiscongin where some 23,000 children were
organized into 1200 chapters. Mention was also made of the
Manitoba Historical Soclety which had just begun that year
to establish junior history clubs in the schools (thirty-two
branches with nearly six hundred participants by June 1956),
and to publish a junior club magazine. All this information
evidently impressed Hardy Hill. He spent part of his vacation

that summer in Cooperstown, New York, learning the operation
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of Roth's Yorker Magazine.

At the annual meeting in June 1958, Hardy Hill reported
that his committee had reached the conclusion that the Ontario
Historical Society should organize junior historieal clubs in
conjunction with the Department of Education along the lines
of the system operating in New York. Having received
promises of financial support from the Atkinson Foundation,
H11l wanted to distribute a questionnaire through the Depart-
ment of Education to determine how much support the historical
society could expect.38 The executive endorsed the idea but
several critical comments were expressed. Professor J.M.S.
Careless of the University of Toronto History Department
emphasized the necessity of arousing greater interest in
Ontario history among adults and suggested that a project of
that kind should take precedence over the organization of junior
historical societies.39 George Spragge added that the promotion
of junior societles should be handled mainly by the Department
of Education and not the OHS, Certainly there was reason for
such concern considering the magnitude of the task that Hardy
Hill was asking the OHS to assume. He eschewed a gradual
approach and declared his intention of organizing clubs
across the whole province at one time with three tiers of
administration at the local, district, and provincial 1evels.ho

This grandiose plan, of course, depended entirely

upon the interest that could be cultivated among students and

teachers. In the fall of 1960, some three thousand question-
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naires, covering letters from the OHS and the Department

of Education, and a copy of the Yorker Magazine were sent

to every secondary school as well as a cross section of
primary schools in the province. The Atkinson Foundation
defrayed the costs of the survey while the Ontario College
of Education distributed the material and tabulated the
results.hl Approximately seven hundred schools responded
to the questionnaire. When the final analysis was made, it
was leérned that fewer than two hundred had heard of the OHS
and 1ts publications, and only fifty seemed genulnely interested
in promoting a junlor historical society. 2

If Dr., Hill had remained active, he might possibly
have convinced the OHS to help form Jjunior chapters within
the fifty or so schools that indicated a more than casual
interest in the idea. This was more than enough interest
with which to begin. In Manitoba, for example, the provincial
historical society had commenced operations in 1956 in just
over thirty schools. Unfortunately, Hardy Hill was in-
capacitated by illness. The new convener of the Junior His-
torian Committee, J.M.S. Careless, after consultation with
Dr. Hill, advised the OHS to approach the junior historian
project cautiously, possibly as a ten-year plan which would
culminate in a junlor society publication or three or four
county histories.h3 At the time, this suggestion seemed
feasible and was accepted. The soclety had already decided

to aponsor a pilot book for a projected series of county
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histories for use in the schools. But by the time this
volume -- C.M. Johnston's Brant County: A History 1784-1945 --

appeared in 1967, not only had the need for the county his-
tory series been undermined by the spate of volumes written
as centennial projects, but the enthusiasm for the junlor
historian e¢lubs had languished as well.

The idea was revived briefly in the mid-'sixties when
the Department of Education under William G. Davis began to
encourage the study of local history in both the lower and
advanced grades. In 1966, for example, local aspects of
Ontario history were included as & unit of "Your Ontario
Community" in the proposed advanced level curriculum for
Grade 13. Moreover, experiments were then being conducted
in a number of Grade 10 classes in St. Thomas and Elgin County
where special emphasis was placed on local history. Again,
the Department of Education began to give school boards greater
freedom to develop locally-oriented curricula which, accord-
ing to Morris Zaslow, would act as "an impetus for the develop-
ment of history courses that took cognizance of major develop-
ments in the evolution of the varlous districts and thelr
.'mstzii:t.ﬂ:iom:'s."u6 George Thorman, an OHS executive and the
principal of Parkside Collegiate in St. Thomas, had already
recelved a fifteen hundred dollar grant to embark on a
programme to collect documents, write pamphlets, and compile
anthologies of local history for classroom use. In 1966,

47

twelve of his classes at Parkside were working on the project.
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Impressed by these developments, Morris Zaslow com-
mented in August 1967 that "the time now appears ripe for
another attempt to promote the establishment of a junior
history programme in Ontario." Most of the other executive
officers did not agree; they felt that such a scheme was
beyond the soclety's staff and financial resources.hg Pro-
fessor S,F, Wise, a member of the Department of History at
Queen's University (1955-66) prior to becoming director of
the Canadian Armed Forces Historical Section, and Mrs. Margaret
Angus of the Kingston Historical Society had reviewed the
question and concluded that the OHS was "certainly not ready
to embark on a junior history programme."so

Instead, the executive decided that its work in the
field of education would have to be limited for the time
being to making direct contact with the schools which had
implemented local history programmes. The soclety would
co=-ordinate these programmes and perhaps review the idea of
Junior history clubs at a later date.51 Professor Wise reported
in 1967 that he and other members of the executive had spoken
on & number of occasions to audiences of school children and
tezau:t:er-:zs.s2 Since then, however, very little has been done
to co-ordinate the work of the schools which have established
courses in local history.

The Junior Historian Committee was one of two groups

established in the mid-'fifties to investigate programmes

which had a great potential for giving the OHS & new sense of
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purpose, the other being the New Canadian Committee. ™"There
is a growing interest in local history and growing need for
1t too," exclaimed Leslie Gray in a statement that echoed
the words of OHS spokesmen before the First World War,
with our great influx of immigrants who need to learn
the background of our traditions -- not only from the

political viewpoint but through the study of the develop-
ment of our social life and traditions.S
3

Spurred into action by such beliefs and by the interest shown
by several of the local historical socleties in attracting
recent immigrants to the subject of local history, the executive
named J.M.S. Careless convener of a New Canadian Committes.
Professor Careless examined the question and presented an
enthuslastic report in June 1957.

The question of interesting new Canadians in the OHS,
the report stated, was "one which should be of concern to
every member" if for no other reason than that new recruits
from this "large and growing segment of our provincial popula-
tion™ would allow the OHS "to grow in proportion to the growth
of Ontario as a whole." But more importantly, the report
continued, "an interest in our provincial past could help
immigrants truly to become part of our community, give them
a sense of understanding and belonging, and the feeling that
they too have roots in Canadian soil."

Professor Careless recognized that there were barriers

to the 1des of involving the recently arrived Immigrants in
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the activities of the OHS. There were still those "'old’
Ontarians® and loyalist die-hards who considered that interest
in local history was their private preserve and were not
anxious to associate with the newcomers. Careless believed that
it would be tragic if these people prevented 'the appreciation
of the men and women, ideas and forces which have shaped this
province™ from being transmitted to the new citizens.
s+ Though only a few of us may actually be descended
from United Empire Loyalists, that does not prevent
the rest of us taking pride in the Loyalists' achieve-
ment, and regarding it as part of our heritage in
Ontario, whether or not our own ancestors had anything
to do with 1it.
Finally, the report reminded OHS members of the fundamental
fact "that we in Ontario, essentially, are all immigrants:
the only difference is in time."

Careless also outlined a scheme for gradually interest-
ing the immigrants in local and provincial history. Recogniz-
ing that new Canadians had enormous adjustment problems and
tended to overcome thelr sense of strangeness by staylng close
to thelr own ethnic groups, the report recommended that the
immigrants be first approached at the community level on a
"fairly personal basis." This would be the task of the local
museums and historical groups. Once some historical interest
had been nurtured locally, then membership in the OHS might
follow. The following plan for making initial contact and

arousing interest was submitted.
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The Ontario Historical Society, to begin with, might
draw up a general programme for the guidance of local
socleties, send local speeskers to New Canadlan groups
or ethnic organizations to give them colourful and
interesting information on the background of the com-
munity in which they now have settled.... Church groups
might help in making contacta, With Department of
Educatlion approval, school boards could also assist by
making lectures aveilable or by Iinserting telks on
local history into citizenshlp and other orientation
courses provided for immigrants. Finally, when contacts
of these sorts have been made, then it should be pos-
sible to issue invitations to New Canadians to attend
meetings of local socletles, museum nights, or speciel
gatherings....

Actually, all this was wishful thinking. The OHS
executive, Influenced by Hardy Hill's arguments for promot-
ing the junior historian scheme in the schools, decided to
ignore the recommendations of the New Canadian Committee.
Despite Professor Careless's protestations that adult educa-
tion was a more important priority, nothing was done at this
time to implement his recommendetions or to determine how
much support for his 1deas actually existed among the ethnic
groups. Interestingly, almost ten years later Professor
S.F. Wise briefly revived the idea of involving the ethniec
groups in the activities of the OHS. ™We could greatly profit
in this area," he said, "and in so doing become more truly

1
the Ontario Historical Society." Presumably the executive
felt they had more important priorities since they have not
yet acted upon Wise's suggestions,

The decade of the 'fifties, a period of new ideas
and policies for the OHS, ended on an appropriate note in

1960 with a revision of the constitution. The first msjor
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amendment involved the restatement of the soclety's objectives.

Outdated references made in the original 1898 document to a

historical museum, archives, and library were finally deleted.

Instead, the following statement was included beneath the
traditional declaration of the soclety's responsibility for
uniting and co-ordinating the local pioneer and historical
socleties:
The Society shall publish & magazine and other material
devoted to the history of the Frovince, shall hold
annual meetings In various cities and towns in the
Province, and shall co-operate with the Provincial
Archives, the Royal Ontario Museum, and other historical
societlies and museums 1n preserving the documents and
archaeclogical artifacts which may contribute to the
understanding and interpretation of our history. It
may also undertake projects of any nature to encourage
and develop within this Province the study of history.
The second major amendment eliminated the council and
vested 1its powers in the executive committee. As indicated
earlier, the large council, created in 1933 by Professor A,
H. Young to co-ordinate the activities of all historical
agencies in Ontario, failed lamentebly. At no time did it
fulfil its role as the decision-making body of the OHS. 1In
a fashion that was certainly unconstitutional, the smsall
executive commlittee usurped the policy-making function from

the outset. The constitutionsal revision in 1960 simply

legalized the existing situation.
II

The amendment of the constitution was the prelude to
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an extended period of stock~taking and paradoxically, stagna-
tion in the»early 'sixties. The unhappy fate of the Junior
Historlan and New Canadian Committees encouraged this develop-
ment. Having been unsuccessful in these attempts to move
into new channels of activity, the OHS leaders grew cautious
and less willing to embark on other expansive schemes, or
new schemes at all for that matter. Indeed, the society was
painfully slow in substituting different projects for the
plans of the defunct committees.

Discontent at this state of affairs was voiced in the
executive during the mid-'sixties. One unidentified officer

gave thls evaluation of the soclety's withered programme in

19643

In addition to publishing Ontario History the Society's
main function is holding an annual meeting for business,
reading of papers and visiting historic sites.... During
the rest of the year the Society gives limited assistance
and advice to affillated organizations and to individuals.
It has little or no contact with related departments of
government beyond receiving an annual cash grant.5

9

Two years later, John S. Molr, a professor of history at

Scarborough College, and author of Church and State in Canada
West: Three Studles in the Relation of Denominationalism and
Nationalism, 1841-1867 (1959), admitted that the situation had

not improved:

.++The functions of the Society have not developed much
beyond the stage existing a generation ago. The only
new services offered members is fsi¢] the quarterly
magazine that replaced the annusl some twenty years ago
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and the establishing of a Museums Section ten years
ago.

60

Fired with enthusiasm by the bistoricaléinterest
1

engendered by the Centennial of Confederation, and dis-

turbed by the soclety's lethargy, the executive began to

study ways of improving the OHS's effectiveness. FPresident

Morris Zaslow (1966-67), a professor of history at the

University of Western Ontario, his successor John S. Moir,

(1967-68) and Philip Creighton, the treasurer and chairman

of the Administration Committee, acted to streamline the

62

society's administration, enlarge the committee system,

and

to expand the programme of activities. Understandsbly,

after the sorry experience with some of the experiments of

the
the
and
the

and

late 'fifties, they and thelr successors chose to develop
soclety's usefulness along almost exclusively traditional
secure lines of endeavour. Since then, publication schemes,
work of co-ordinating and encouraging the local affiliates,

historic preservation activities have absorbed the soclety's

energles.,

The renewed emphasis on specilal publications has been

the most striking example of the trend back to traditional

kinds of activities. Since the mid-'sixties, the OHS has

churned out a spate of volumes that considerably ralsed its

stock in scholarly circles. The Defended Border: Upper

Canada and the War of 1812 (1964) edited by Morris Zaslow,
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and C.M, Johnston's Brant County: A History 1784-1945 (1967)

were followed by Profiles of a Province (1967) edited by

Edith Firth. Two recent publications, Jean R. Burnet's
Ethnic Groups in Upper Canada (1972) and Gerald A. Hallowell's
Prohibition in Ontario, 1919-1923 (1972) are the first of a
long series of research publications to be issued under OHS
auspices. This publication work has proved to be lucrative.
In 1963 before the first speclal volume appeared, the sale
of publications grossed only some $h86¥3 For the year ending
December 31, 1971, the society received over $6300 from
publication sales.6h

Encouraging and co~ordinating the work of local his-
torical associations is another of the Ontario Historical
Society's originel functions. In recent years the OHS
has never been more effective in assisting the work of the
affiliates. The breakthrough came under John Moir's presi-
dency (1967-68) when Margaret Angus of the Kingston Historic-
al Society was named chairman of & new Local Socleties Com-
mittee. This group began its work by distributing a question-
nalre to determine exactly how the affiliates wanted the
provincial historical association to serve them. A new group
of activities were launched on the basis of the suggestions
received.

One of the most frequently heard complaints of the
locals was the lack of communication between the various

affiliated groups. Local societies wanted and needed to know
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more about the activities of their counterparts. Hence, the
OHS decided to publish a news letter or Bulletin as it was
called to report on historical activities in the province and
to answer the general queries that came into the socilety's
office. Alice Davidson, a former school teacher who came to
the OHS as executive secretary in 1968 from the Toronto His-
torical Board, has edited the Bulletin since 1ts appearance
in the fall of 1968. Another frequent request of the affili-
ates was for speakers, Again the OHS responded by establish-
ing a speaker's bureau and offered to do its best to meet
all requests.66

Perhaps the most important function of the Local So-
cleties Committee has been the organization of regional coun-
cils to foster communications between local historical groups
clustered in various parts of the province. The idea received
its first trial in November 1968 when representatives from
nine societies in the St. Lawrence-Bay of Quinte area met
in Kingston for & one-day workshop sponsored jointly by the
Ontario Historical Society and the Queen's University Archives.
There was a panel discussion on the research materials avail-
able for local historians and the sources offered in this
field by archives and libraries. The talks also touched on
a wide range of topics related to local historical society
programmes. So successful was the meeting that the enthusi-
astic delegates agreed to meet again at six month intervals.

The OHS offered to provide the necessary administrative frame-
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work by arranging the time and place of meetings, setting
the topics, and chairing the discussions. The regional
council and workshop idea caught on quickly. By 1970, Ian
Wilson, the archivist of Queen's University and then the
chairman of the Local Societies Committee, reported that
some fifty-six societies were participating in the regional
councils.67 The St. Lawrence~Bay of Quinte group had held
its fifth workshop, and the Peterborough and Toronto regional
councils their third. Affiliates in the London, Hamilton,
Niagara, and Bruce Feninsula areas had been approached to
follow suit.

When the regional counclls were set up in the late
'sixties, the OHS leaders became moré knowledgeable than
perhaps they had ever been before with respect to the needs
of the local affiliates. Consequently, more projects were
devised to meet those needs. The idea of a seminar on archival
management, for example, sprang out of the continuing dialogue
in the regional councils. Designed for those local historic-
al groups that asked "what do we do with these papers, letters,
manuscripts, maps and old books?“,68 the seminar provided an
elementary and practical course for the local archivist. The
two-day seminar was held in November 1970 at Queen's University.
Only twenty-five applicants were selected on the basis of the
use their socilety could probably make of the instruction.
Readings were assigned beforehand. The staff and facilities

of the archives in the Douglas Library were fully utilized,
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and the archivist, Ian Wilson, gave most of the lectures.
Once again the delegates agreed such seminars were extremely
useful. Since then workshops have been held to assist local
groups in their publications programmes and in their efforts
to promote local history in the schools. To be sure, these
workshops have great potentlal, but more time will be needed
to determine whether they can measurably upgrede the per-
formance of the local historical assoclations in their
various activities.

Next to the enlargement of the publications and local
. 8societies programme, hlstoric preservation has consumed an
increasingly larger portion of the soclety's energies since
1967. Actually, the OHS continued to participate in this
work all through the 'sixtles but in an essentially limited
capacity. Often this participation boiled down to little
more than passing resolutions and sending off letters urging
the preservation of revered provincial landmarks. For example,
Toronto's St. Lawrence Hall, 014 City Hall,70 and Osgoode
Hall,71 Stoney Creek's Battlefield Park,72 and Almonte's "Mill
of Kintail," the home of the internatiocnally renouwned sculptor
painter, surgeon and physical educator, Dr. Robert Tait
Mackenzie, all received such attention when they appeared to
be threatened for one reason or another
~ There were a few lnstances when OHS involvement went
beyond the passing of a supporting resolqtion. AIn 1963, for

example, the soclety responded to the request of the Royal
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Architegtural Institute of Canada for financigl aid to develop
a photographic exhibition of historic builldings from coast
to coast. This was part of a larger effort by the Institute
to press the Dominion government to begin a national inventory
of historic buildings.w+ The OHS agreed to contribute five
hundred dollars -- a large amount considering the small an-
nual grant of $3500 -- to the project being organized by the
late Professor William Goulding of the University of Toronto's
School of Architecture.75 This and other related activitiles
succeeded in their aim. In September 1969, the National
Historic Sites Service announced that 1t would undertske the
desired Canadian Inventory of Historic Buildings.76

Not all the campaigns engaged in by the OHS were suc-
cessful. Pleas by the CHS and other preservation organizations
like the Architectural Conservancy for leglslation establishing
an Ontario or Federal National Trust skin to existing program-
mes 1n Great Britein and the United States have not yet been
successful. Similarly the battle to save the home assoclated
with Barbara Heck, the reputed foundress of Methodism in North
America, located near Maltland in Grenville County, did not
have the desired result. The building in question was partic-
ularly valued not only for its historical assoclations, but
also because 1t was the last Norman-style home (circa 1800),
in Ontario, and one of three such in North America. Despite

OHS protests and efforts to help the United Church of Canada

raise the necessary moving and restoration funds, the preserv-
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_atlonists failed to discourage Dupont of Canada from dis-
mantling the building, placing it in storage, and using the
original site for industrlal purposes.

The fate of the Barbara Heck Home was typical of the
treatment meted out to dozens of other buildings represents-~
tive of Ontario's architectural heritage. As these historical-
ly important structures were torn down, however, a growing
demand began to be heard for their preservation. By the late
'sixtles all levels of government had acknowledged and re-
sponded to the pressure of =zuch as the OHS &and its affiliated
locals, the Architectural Conservancy, and other ciltizens'
groups and individuals interested in preserving the province's
architectural herltage. After nearly a decade of lobbying,
Kingston was granted speclal provincial enabling legislation
in 1970 which allowed 1t to take actlion to conserve 1ts
exceptional mid-nineteenth century limestone buildings.79
The city of Toronto was also successful in obtalning a limited
form of preservation legislation in June 1967.80

For its part, Queen's Park created the Ontario Heritage
Foundation in 1967 to acquire and to administer property of 8
architectural and historlcal value on behalf of the province, !
Finally, the Department of Municipal Affairs, inspired by
Kingston's successful bid in 1970 for special legislatlon,
determined to institute a study "with a view of identifyving
the problems of architectural and historlec conservation on a

82
province-wide basis and taking suitable remedial measures.”
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In 1971 the Department released the results of the study --

A Programme for the Preservation of Bulldings of Historic or

Architectural Value in Ontario. Briefly, this report recom-

mended that municipalitles be provided with enabling legisla-~
tion for the protection of both individual bulldings and also
groups of buildings and districts. Furthermore, the province
was asdvised to essume similar powers for the protection of
buildings of particulasr importence from a provincial stand-
point. Leglsletion 1s now pending based on these recom=-
mendations.83

Like the various governmental authorities, the OHS
responded to the upsurge of interest in architecturasl conser-
vancy which it had actually helped to creaste over the years.
In December 1670, the executive made the decision to assume
a more active role in such matters and to that end established
a Preservation Committee. Margaret Angus, the president

of the OHS from 196G to 1971 and writer of The Cld Stones of

Kingston (1666) especially welcomed this development. She
herself had been a moving force in Kingston to secure the
special provincial legislation that empowered the city to
protect its historic bulldings. She also had become the

OHS's chief philosopher on architectural conservation. "Be-
yond the emphasis on the economics of tourism or on sentiment,"
stated Mrs. Angus,

preservation as a social and cultural benefit has become
importent in our search for a meaningful environment.

[ ] * - [ L] - L] L L . . L . . *
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We can ususlly provide evidence of the historical and
architectural significance of buildings worthy of preserva=-
tion, but there are intanglbles beyond that significance.
Many old Onterio buildings have a simple besuty seldom
found in modern buildings. As symbols of the past they
have a direct emotional appeal, speaking for thelr own
times more eloquently than we realize. They give us a
sense of continuity; they contribute to our sense of
identity; they enrich our lives.

85
Such an emphssis on the importance of the sesthetic as well
as the historical importance of old bulldings was new to the
OHS preservationist philesophy.

The first Preservation Committee was made up of, among
others: the convener, Mrs. Kenneth Kidd, a well-known activist
among Peterborough ratepayers against indiscriminate urbsan
renewal; Mrs. Angus; B. Napler Simpson Jr., & Toronto architect
and long-time advocate of estsblishing a closer liaison be-
tween the OHS and the Architectural Conservancy of which he
was a leading member; and Larry Ryan, executive director of
the Ontsrio Heritage Foundation. The committee was given the
responsibility of screening the requests for support of
various projects received by the OHS from communities across
the province, and of advising the executive on appropriate
action. Moreover, it wes envisaged that the committee would
act as an information centre for locsl groups.

Obviously 1t is too soon to measure the effectiveness
of this committee. At best 1t can be said that the OHS has
become much more active in recent years in encouraging pres-

ervationist activities at the community level. Guided by the
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Preservation Committee, the society has lent its support
86

to several causes and proferred advice in a number of others.
Articles on preservation have been specially written for
Ontario History in a bid to excite more public awareness and

87

action. A penel discussion to serve the same purpose was

arranged for the 1972 annual meeting at Kitchener-Waterloo.
By such sctivities, then, the OHS appears to be assuming a
new place at the forefront of the preservation movement as
its leaders had hoped.

It would be impossible to explaln the waxing fortunes
of the Ontario Historical Society in recent years without
mentioning in some detall the contribution of the full-time
executive secretary. The hiring of such an officer in 1967
filled the society's greatest need. As the OHS expanded its
membership and functions after 1945, it had to stagger along
administratively by depending upon the efforts of a half-dozen
part-time secretaries. These 1nd1viduals,88 who worked either
two or three times a week, or at nights and on the weekends,
had difficulty keeping a semblance of order at the OHS office.
The part-time hours, the frequent changes at the secretary-
ship, the workling environment of the small and dingy office,
and two office moves after 1958, K all these made 1t dif-
ficult to achleve the desired degree of administrative ef-
ficiency.

Long before 1967, the executive had sought to get an

increase in the annual cash subsidy large encugh to retaln
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the services of an adequately trained and experlenced secre-
tary.90 Not until the mid-'sixties, however, was the govern-
ment persuaded to augment the grant to cover at least a
portion of the salary of a full-time officer.gl It was per-
haps Morris Zaslow's most valuable single contribution as
president when he convinced the executive in 1967 to take

what he described as a "bold momentous step -- considering

its slender flnancial resources ~-- of appointing a full-time
92

executive assistante..."

The first incumbent of the new position was a part-
time graduate student at the University of Waterloco. Re-
grettably, before he could make a positive contribution, he
had to relinguish the post in 1968 and was replaced by Miss
Alice Davidson, a graduate of the Uriversity of Toronto in
Fine Arts and of Columbia University in Arte and Archaeology.
Miss Devidson's background in local historicel soclety and
museum work with the York Pioneers and the OHS Museums Section,
her years of teachling experlence, and her assoclation with
the Toronto Historical Board, eminently sulted her for the
post. Alice Davidson quickly became the society's indispens-
able."jack of all trades." Her responsibilitlies include most
of the office routine esuchasthe heavy dally correspondence, the
book orders, the malling lists, and the preparation of the
biannual Bulletin. The executive secretary also acts as the
OHS liaison with the general public, the local affiliates and

every other historical agencye.
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Other executive officers, needless to ssy, have
worked diligently on the socliety's behalf. This 1s particular-
ly evident 1n the success the OHS has had in building up its
membership. The number of names on the rolls has Increased
fivefold in the past twenty-five years as the following
table indlcates:

Year Total Membership

19&8‘0..l"........."".'ll. L'-OO
1956’....II...........I'..... Soo
19580000....OO‘O.....Q-O.l". 800
1961...'.O.I..'C...O'.Il.'.l.looo
1962.0...00.l'..."'.........llso
1966.0..0'-..0..0!0.0'..!0.0.1&50
1969000l'.il..‘....'l.......ll?oo
1973000000005000.‘000000000002000
Unlike the inter-war period when OHS leaders neglected large-~
scale membership drives, the officers of the soclety since
the mid-'fifties have been most assiduous in maintaining an
active membership committee. Beginning in 1955, a canvass
for new recrults has been undertaken nearly every two or three
years. On each occasion significant numbers were added to
the society's rolls. One massive effort between 1956 and 1958
conducted by George Spragge and Richard Preston netted some
9
three hundred new members. Later canvasses by Paul Cornell
in the early 'sixties and George Thorman at the end of the
decade increased the society's membership by roughly two

hundred on each occasion.

The breakdown of the OHS membership in this period



LL7

is revealling with respect to the growth of the historical
society movement slnce the Second World War. George Spragge
reported in 1948 that the membership was made up of some 383
annual subscribers, 23 affiliated locals and Ll libr'ar*ies.g14
A similar survey in 1968 indicetes that a considerable advance
hed been made in the interval., There were approximately 1000
individual subscribers, 99 local historical societies, 173
schools, 263 libraries (in Ontario), L2 subscriptions from
other provinces and 41 from the United States.9 3t111 the
leaders have never considered the size of the membership an
adequate proportion of the total population of Ontario. A
rogter of five hundred in 1949 with a provincial populsation
of 4.3 million, or of 1700 in 1970 with a population of 7.6
million was nothing to boast about.96 Moreover, various
executive councils have expressed some concern that the OHS
has made few inroads in northern Ontario. In 1968 only
thirty-five members resided north of a line drawn roughly
from Ottawa on the east to Penetang on the West.97 As in
the past, the heaviest concentration of members continues to
be in south~-central Ontsrio; nearly fifty percent (490) of
the individual subscribers in 1668 were residents of metro-
politan Toronto. The rest of the annual subscribers were

S8
scattered across southern Ontario in the following proportions:

London, St. Thomas, WooOd8t0CKeesesessoseascsosonassasessbd
Egsex County, WindsoOr.sccesseececsscesssescsssonsssosnns
Prescott, Brockville, Kingston,

Cornwall, Morrisburg,sssessssasmeccssccscvocscsssssslil
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Lanark, PembPOke, Ottawa................;............7h
PaPiS, Brantford, Hamilton........................-..38
Huron, Lambton"........’..'.......'....."'.........17

Sapnia.I.‘....‘.'..I....I.'l..l'...l.."...'......'.. 5
Dunnville, Niagara Peninsul@eeesesecssvesnscsnnencnsebl
Simcoe, T11lsoNbUrgesesessecossrcssesasvssssssrsasasnsas O
Penetang’ Barrie’ Orillia.........-..................23
Listowel, Seaforth, Stratfordeieeccsescsccrssosncscncsee 9
Peterborough, Oshawa, Port Hope,

whitby, Trenton!.......l...lll..l....‘.....0......63
Kitchener-Waterloo, Guelph, Galtieeeevocesccrsssnsessalll

Chatham..'.....‘.QOOCIODI.....l'l..‘.'.....’...’.'... 7
In social and economic terms, the background of the
members has not changed markedly since the turn of the cen-
tury. The majority are still well-educated people of both
sexes from the professions and the business world., Miss
Edna Ash, the secretary in 1961, examined the social composi=~
tion of the membership and found that it inecluded
doctors, lawyers, professors, and teachers; architects
and engineers; members of parliament and c¢ivil servants;
archivists and curators; publishers and book dealers;
military officers; newspsper, television and film
personnel; bond insursnce, and real estate dealers;
proprietors of department stores, china shops, and
dairies; secretaries; farmers; inn-keepers; housewives....
G9
The composition of the membership has changed in at
least one important respect; more professional historians
now teke an active part in the soclety's affairs. In fact,
five of the six presidents from 1966 to 1973 have been
academicians -- Morris Zaslow, John S. Moir, Sidney F. Wise,
J. Keith Johnson, and Paul G. Cornell. It is only since the

mid-'sixties, however, that the nature of the executive

council had been changed by the inclusion of so many professors
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of history.

As indicated in an earlier chapter, there have been
one or two professional historlans on most executive counclls
since W,L, Grant and W.S., Wallace joined the executive in
1912. All the same, for many years the majority of university
professors of history still gave the OHS a wide berth. 1In
1623 Ernest Cruikshank commented that

«...88 far as my recollection goes, the professors of
Canadian history... have very rarely sttended the meet-
ings of this Soclety, or paid any attention to this
Soclety whatever. They seem to think that societies

of this sort are more "hysterical" than historical.

I dare say there is some foundation for it.
100

Fred Landon added in 1632 that "there has not, in the past,
always been the best discrimination used in connection with
our programs or our publications and one result has been
that practically all the professlional historians have stood
aloof."lo1

After the Second World War, as the historical profession
and graduate schools grew apace, and as historians began to
appreciate more fully the value of local studies, academiclans
jolned the OHS in increasing numbers, George Brown of the
University of Toronto and for many years the editor of the

Canadian Historical Review was a councillor in the late 'forties.

He was shortly joined by his collesgue Professor J.M.S. Careless,
a graduate of the University of Toronto and Harverd (Ph.D.,

1950), and later author of Canada: A Story of Challenge {(1953)
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and Brown of the Globe (two volumes: 1959, 1963), Careless,

who remained on the executive through the ‘'fiftlies, was

the first academician to assume the presidency (1959-60)
since James Talman held the post from 1937 to 1940, George
F.G, Stanley and Richard A. Presten, both members of the
history faculty of Royal Military College were also on the
executive during the ‘fifties,

Finally in the ‘'sixtles the academicians were elected
to the executlive in ever=increasing numbers. Interestingly
enough, most had done their graduate work at the University
of Toronto before taking up posts in other colleges and
universities, These included Charles Humphries, the blog-
rapher of Ontario Premler James P, Whitney, Paul Cornell,
an authority on the political history of pre-Confederation
Canada, Morris Zaslow, one of the few experts on the his-
tory of the North, John Molr, a writer of pre-Confederation
religious history, Frederick H, Armstrong, a historian of
Toronto, and J. Kelth Johnson, a student of Ontario social
history and the editor of the John A, Macdonald papers,

The academicians have had a notable lmpact on the so-
clety's development since 1950, Their important historio-
graphical contributions, for instance, willl be traced in the
following chapter. Administratively, they were quite capable

and enthusiastic officers who took their responsibilities
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seriously. It 1s no coincldence that since the OHS's
resurgence in the mid-'sixties, academicians have presided
over 1t (with the exception of Margaret Angus' tenure 1969-
71). This is not to say that the professors of history are
solely responsible for the society's recent achievements.,
From the foregoing narrative it should be very clear that
many non-academicians should be glven a great deal of the
credit.

There is perhaps one regrettable aspect to the greater
participation of the professionel historians; some non-acede-
micians have voiced the fear that the OHS might become too
much the servant of the intellectuals. Almost as soon as
James Talman snd George Spragge and others began to restore
the OHS's fortunes in the mid-'forties, the Reverend
Percival Mayes of Niagara Falls and a past-president of the
OHS (1940-42) complained that "the OHS has had a tendency
to become too academic, belng largely controlled by the
professional historians of the province."102

The fear that the OHS might become "too academic" has
not been realized. The various executives have been conscious
of the fact that the OHS could not function without the sup-
port of the non-academiclans who make up the bulk of the
membership. To be sure, the soclety has become more academical-

ly oriented in some respects. For example, Ontario History

is more scholarly in its emphasis to-day than it was in 1945,

and the new series of research publlications has definitely
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more appeal In the universities than among the publlic at
large. But if the society has become more valuable for the
prefessional historians and university students, it has not
been at the expense of the non-professional members. On the
contrary, it will be recalled that the OHS has at the same
time become of much more value to the latter through the
work of the Local Societlies and the Preservation Committees
and the Museums Section. The OHS, in short, belleves that

it can serve well the interests of both the academicians and
non-academicians, a claim substantlated by its work in recent

years.

It has been true throughout the history of the

Ontario Historical Soclety that the organization's successes

and fallures have been determined In large part by the talents
and energy (or lack thereof) of its key leaders. That cer-
tainly is the basic interpretation given here for the events

in the society's recent past. All the same, there has been

a 1imit to what even the most talented and determlined leaders
could do without sufficient financial support. In this period,
as in every period in the OHS's past, the financial problem
continued to have a large bearing on the society's policies

and actions.
It is obvious that if the CHS had been more adequately

subsidized, its programme would have expsnded much faster
than it did and the perlods of stagnation might not have
occurred at all. With the resources to hire a full-time

officer or offlicers in the 'fifties and to embark on a junior
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historical publication, perhaps the CHS would have had the
confidence to carry on successfully with both the New
Canadian and Junior Historian projects. Even the soclety's
revival In the late 'sixties and the expansion along tradi-
tional lines of work was largely patterned by tight financlal
conslderatlons. The work of the Museums Section and the
Local Societies and Preservation Committees, for example,

was possible only because the operating costs were minimal.
Additional speciel publication schemes were feasible only
because the sales of past volumes found a ready market in

the universities.

Although the =upport of provinclal suthorities has
been cruciel in the survival of the Ontario Historical So-
ciety, it can never be said that Queen's Park was overly
generous in 1its funding of the historical association.
Between 1550 and 196l, for instance, the OHS received an
unimpressive annual average income of just over two thousand
dollers. Seversal increasses during the 'sixties raised the
annual cash grant to the present amount of $8500, but even
this sum does not cover either the cost of publishing

103
Onterio History, or office and administrative expenses.

Fortunately, the government continued to provide free office
quarters.lo}4

Considering what the Ontarlo Historicsl Socilety hes
accomplished, and what it has attempted to accomplish, in
the work of preserving Ontario's heritage and developing the

study of local history, the grant structure has never been
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adequate. The extrsordinary thing about the society's recent
history, indeed its whole career, is that it has managed to
achieve so much with so little financial backing. It is
fascinating to ponder what the Ontario Historical Soclety

might have done had 1t been given the financial support
commensurate with 1ts ambitions and achievements. The OHS's
greatest accomplishment, of coursé, has been lts fine collection
of publications. The following chapter attempts to evaluate

the historiographical significance of those volumes.
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OHSA, "A Proposal for the Enlargement of the
Operations of the Ontario Historical Society," November 10,
196l;. The writer of this report stated that the society must
have more ample and permanent quarters if it were to pursue
an enlarged role. This was in 1964. The OHS remains qusrtered
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CHAPTER TEN
THE PUBLICATIONS OF THE ONTARIO HISTORICAL SOCIETY:
A HISTORIOGRAPHICAL AND BIBLIOGRAPHICAL REVIEW
Publishing material that adds significantly to our

understanding of this province's past has been a raison
d'etre of the Onterio Historical Society since 1898. The OHS
collection 1s now the largest and perhaps most valuable single
body of literature in print pertaining to the history of
Ontario. It includes the periodical Ontario History, previous-

ly known as the Ontario Historical Society Papers and Records,

that has long been respected for the sources, interpretations,
and information contained within its pages. Furthermore, the
OHS has published ten volumes of documentary material, five
special publications since 1964, and several dozen reports

and newsletters., Although many of these works were reviewed
individually shortly after printing, the collection still
awalts a reviewer to provide essential historiographical and
bibliographical perspectives.

Not surprisingly, the Papers and Records contain
articles which run the gamut from sheer antiquarianism to
brilliant historical craftsmenship. It 1s this spectrum of
essays, however, that provides the main bhistoriographiceal
lessons; the changes in the degree and kind of scholarship
presented in the periodical are an expression of the substantial

effect that the publication has had on the mainstream of local

465
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history in Ontario. For instance, during the first two
decades a core of non-academicians used the journal to set
higher standards of research and writing that contributed

to the foundation of cecritical historical scholarship in Canada.
Later, by the 1920s, those OHS members on university faculties
ventured into local hilstory and begen studylng social and
economic subjects, the natural habitat of the local historian.
These academiclans promoted meaningful social and economic
history in the CHSPR fully a decade before the main body of
professional scholars had lost thelr enthusiasm for political
and constitutional themes and turned to those of a social and
economic nature., More recently, certainly during the past

twenty-five years, Ontario History has evolved into a quite

complete scholarly journal, encouraging and gulding the increas-
ingly sophisticated work of professional historians and serious
amateurs studying the province's past. To examine these
developments and the 1ndividuals responsible for them, and to
evaluate the contributions of the OHS collection to Ontario

and Canadian historiogrephy, is the object of this chapter.

When James H. Coyne reorganized the largely ineffective
Pioneer and Historical Association of the Frovince of Ontario,
and renamed it the Ontario Historical Soclety in 1898, he set
the society a difficult task: "the original investigation and

publication of historical material relating to Ontario, includ-
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ing the reminiscences of plioneers, maps, journals, letters

and other documents..., the translation of important works
written or printed in French, the reprinting of rare and
costly books and pamphlets of general interest, the collection
of iInformation relating to the ethnology of Ontario, and
generally to endeavor to place before the people of Onteario
and historical students all available facts relating to the
history of the Province."1 With the blessing of George Ross's
Department of Education, new quarters in Toronto's Education
Department Building and a five hundred dollar provincial grant,
the OHS was fairly launched as a publishing society and edu-~
cational force. Under the editorial direction of four eminent
amateur historians, James H., Coyne, Charles Canniff James,
David Boyle, and Andrew F. Hunter, the first annual volume

of the OHSPR was issued in 1899,

The society hoped to serve two general purposes by
publishing historical materlal, one educational and the other
patriotic. In terms of its educational objective, the new
periodical was created for several reasons: to preserve and
circulate rare documentary materials; to provide an outlet
for the research papers written by members of the growing
number of local historical socletlies; to inspire the production
of historical works of "a higher and more exact character";2
and to stimulate the study of, and Interest in, Ontario history.

In theory, only original research papers on topics in which

"the information [wag] authentic and the evidence in support
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sufficiently strong" were to be included in the periodical.
Such written history, however, as far as James Coyne initial-
ly plenned, was to assume a subordinate role to the publica-
tion of rare documents, "'materials for history' rather than
histories in the ordinary sense."
A second purpose that lay behind the birth of the

OHSPR was frankly nationalistic: the inculcation of a nation-
al sentiment., History was concelved as a means of accelerating
and shaping the slowly emerging national consclousness in the
early Laurier era. George Pattullo, president of the OHS in
1905, gave volce to the "high purpose «- the upbuilding of
our beloved Canada" -- behind the soclety's publications:

«es the importance of collecting and disseminating the

materials of history, especially in a young country, can

scarcely be over-estimated.... This work successfully

prosecuted must ... have a wholesome effect upon nation-

al 1ife. It 1s, indeed, nation building. Nothing will

more surely stir the patriotic impulses of a people and

create a steady and sturdy patriotism, than a complete
knowledge of thelr historys«..

Although sincere, this nationalistie rhetoric smacks of pe-
rochialism and must be kept in perspective. Typical of On-
tarians then and now, the OHS leaders, while thinking their
interests and concerns were national in scope, presumed that
the history of C#nada was simply the history of Ontario writ
large.

All these considerations, then, educational and pa-

triotic, shaped the character of the OHSPR in its early years.
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James Coyne's hope to publish rare documents and translations
in preference to narrative history, however, was not fully
realized, and the format of the periodicel in the pre-war
period changed considerably from issue to issue. Though

four fifths of the first volume was comprised of documents,

it was followed by L.H, Tasker's narrative The United Empire
6

Loyalist Settlement at Long Point, Lake Erie. After Coyne's

7
edited translation of Galinee's journal appeared in the

fourth issue, the format of the OHSPR through volumes five
to nine settled down into a judicious blend of documents and
articles under the editorial supervision of C.C. James. In
terms of printed pages, church, marriage, baptismal, and burial
records bulk largest,8 but militia rolls, travellers'! accounts,
official documents, and an early business account book, all
pertaining to the Upper Canadlan period, are examples of other
kinds of documents included in the first issues of the period-
ical.

Perhaps the highlight of early documentary material
from the point of view of the great care and scholarship in-
volved in its preparation, was Coyne's edited translation of

The Exploration of the Great Lakes (1669-1670) by Dollier de

Casson and de Brehant de Galinfe..., which included both the

original manuscript and the English translation. The journal
was of much value for it contalned the earliest description of
southwestern Ontario as written by two Sulpician missionaries.

The volume was praised in scholarly circles. The Review of
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Historical Publications Relating to Canada commented that

"eee neither the editor nor the society which published it
need fear comparison with the best work of the kind done on
this continent,"lo a statement perhaps in reference to the
monumental seventy-three volume collection of The Jesuit

Relations and Allied Documents 1610~-1791, translated and

edited by Reuben Gold Thwaites, the director of the Wisconsin
Society, between 1896 and 1901. This work, which also included
both the original French text and the English translation,
could well have been a model for Coyne. Shortly after Galinbe
was published, Coyne's abllities were recognized in tangible
form by George Wrong and H.H. Langton, when they invited

him to become a reviewer for the Review of Historical Publica-

11
tions Relating to Canada.

The appearance of the Ontario Archives in 1903 and the
Champlain Soclety two years later may explain why the OHS
stopped trying to live up to its original expectations of
publishing volumes of documents and translating and reprinting
rare works in French such as Galinde. In 1904 Alexander Fraser,
the Provincial Archivist, began to issue annual volumes of
documents pertaining to Upper Canada. For its part, the
Champlain Soclety was devoted solely to the publication of
rare volumes or unpublished materials relating to Canada.

With these organizations reproducing documentary material,
the editors seemed more willing than they had first been to

include narrative history in the OHSFPR.
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With respect to the so-called originasl articles that
appeared in the first dozen volumes of the periodical, little
praise can be lavished on most of them. At best they pre-
served information that might otherwise have been lost. In
terms of subject matter, studies of early loyalist and ploneer
settlement in various sections of southern Ontario were most
numerous, while 'loyalist and pioneer biographies, genealogies
and reminiscences, and pleces on Joseph Brant, the Mohawk
chief, and mllitary affairs, together vied for second place.
Papers on such varied topics as the naval history of 1812-1},
place names, folk-lore, and political and constitutional sub-
jects helped to fill out the rest of the journal.

Of the articles in the category of loyalist and pio-
neer settlement, few showed evidence of much originality,
interpretive framework, or literary merit., In short, they
were antiquarian essays often cluttered up by meaningless

details, Tasker's United Empire Loyalist Settlement at Long

Point showed evidence of research at the Dominion Archives
into family backgrounds, and gave brief glimpses into various
aspects of pioneer soclal and economic life. The book was
otherwise marred by subjectivism and sentimentality, a poor
writing style and a penchant for relying on unsubstantiated
hearsay. Most of these faults were obvious in the opening
paragraphs of Tasker's work and were typical of many other

essays published at the time,

From infancy we have been told of the brave men of our
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race, and yet the tale, ever told, is ever new. The
hero stories that thrilled us 1in our childhood have
still the power to make the heart beat quickly and the
current of feeling sweep over us, rich and strong.
Socialists and revolutionists may effect to scorn it,
but they cannot blot out the inherent glory contained
in the word "patriotic."

"Dulce et decorum est pro patria mori."

To die for one's native land 1s assuredly sweet and
seemly, and yet there is a truer and a nobler loyalty
then this. It is that of preserving inviolate one's
faith to the established government, when all around is
sedition, anarchy and revolution. When to be loyal means
to fight, not against the stranger, the foreigner, but
against those of the same language, the same country,
the same state, and, 1t may be, the same famlly as one's
self -- when loyalty means fratricidal wer, the breaking
up of home, the severing of the dearest heart cords, the
lose of everything except honor -~

"Oh! who shall say what heroes feel,
When all but life and hopor's lost?"

Such was the loyalty of ... @ha United Empire Loyal-
ists, and these were the men who, at the close of the
war, sought a refuge and a home on British soll, among
the northern forests, and laid deep the foundatione
of the institutions, the freedom, the loyalty, and the
prosperity of our land.

12

Thus, antiquarianism, ancestor worship, badly written
romantic and heroic history, and the ingredients for the large-
ly mythical loyallist and pioneer traditions can be found in
the early volumes of the 9§§2§.13 This is understandeble for
a number of reasons. Most of the contributors to the periodical
had been weaned on the works of such romantic and literary
historians as Edward Gibbon, T.B. Macaulay, and Welter Scott
in Britain, and W.H. Prescott, John L. Motley and Francis
Parkman in the United States. Furthermore, for a historicsal
society interested in fostering nationalism, the literary and

romantic style of history was 1deally sulted to that purpose.
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The subject matter of the romantic hlstorians included stirring
and dramatic events, the character and explolts of heroes, and
~grand themes such as the origin of a nation or the progress

of liberty in the battle against absolutism. Such was the
stuff from which national sentiment and pride were thought to
be moulded. Thls accounts in the early essays of the OHSPR

for the heavy emphasls on incidents of the American Revolution
and the War of 1812, on the virtues of the heroes Brock and
Bra‘nt,l5 or on the collective virtues and superhuman feats

of the loyalists and pioneers in the wilderness. Another con-
sideration was that the president of the Ontario Historical
Society and editor of the periodical, C.C. James, advoccated
this kind of history. He disputed the opinion supposedly

held by many Ontarians that their history was “uninteresting,
unromantic, devold of those stirring events that meke the his-
tories of European countries attractive." He argued instead
that the history of settlement was "saturated with romance."16
Many aspiring Macaulays, Scotts, and Parkmans were subsequently
given an opportunity to write in the CHSPR, but often with
disastrous results.

From the point of view of historical scholarship, it
was unfortunate jgthat from the outset the twin educational and
patriotic thrusts of the OHSPR sometimes conflicted with each
other. A popular style of history that glorifled the loyelists

and ploneers could meke for dreadful scholarship. Political

considerations partly account for the inclusion of articles
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of questionable quality. The executive of the OHS were
likely aware that they had to satisfy the politicians, the
subsidizers of the periodical, by making the publicetion
readable for the public. Reuben Gold Thwaites, a most know-
ledgable observer noted that this problem frequently occurred
in the United States: ™"In order to secure political support
it seems essentlial, at least in the earlier years of the so-
ciety, to produce publications having a quasi-popular character
seee This is one quite sufficient reason why so much interest
1s paid in many States to the narrative side of history for
the story of the ploneers always appeals strongly to the
1

'general reader.'"

~ Political considerations and the shroud of loyalist
and pioneer mythology governed editorial policy through the
1930s. The most blatant example of their stultifying effect
not only upon scholarship but upon intellectual integrity oc-
curred in 1936 when the society rejected Professor R,O,
Macfarlane's soclal and economlc revisionist lnterpretation of
the loyalist migration. The following reasons were given:

The Editorial Committee for this year is now busy reading

the papers, but they agree with the Committee of last

year that to print yours would be 1nexgedient. So long

as we are dependent on Government "pap" we cannot run the

risk of giving offence to any sections of our community,

and my people feel that there is that risk in what you

have writtene...

The comments at the side of the MS, are by the late
Professor A.H, Young.... General Crulkshank agrees with

them_fully. The latter, referring to the statement by
[.:A.L. Burt that in an examination of 600 Loyalist claims
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he had found not one lawyer and only two doctors, says:
"That proves nothing. He ought to have known and rec-
ognized the fact that nesrly all the professional men
in Upger Canada, and many in Lower Canada, were Loyal-
ists.” and he goes on to give a list of such men.

These criticisms indicate that in addition to the
possible danger mentioned in the first paragraph, we
should have to meet discord within our own body.

18

An undue emphasis, however, ought not to be placed
on the unoriginal and antiquarlan nature of the first issues
of the OHSPR. It must be remembered that at the turn of the
century a historical profession had only jJust emerged in
Canadian universities and that the writing of Canadian history
had not yet been solidly established on & critical foundation.19
Actuslly, it is not surprising that many of the articles in
the OHSPR lacked originality or scholarly attributes; what is
surprising is that a good number of them were so carefully
researched and written. For example, Janet Carnochan's "The
Count de Puisaye: A Forgotten Page of Canadien History,"zo
T. Campbell's "The Beginning of London"21 and A.F, Hunter's
"The Ethnographical Elements of 01fnzaau~io"22 can still be read
with profit to-day. Carnochan's "de Puisaye", based mostly
on primary documents and held together by sound historical
inferences and interpretations, and a pleasant writing styls,
sparkled among its rather unfortunate companlons,

The contributions of E.A., Crulkshank are also note=-
worthy. Two of his better articles appeared in the first

volumes of the periodical -- "The Insurrection in the Short
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Hills in 1838," and "An Episode of the War of 1812: The
Story of the Schooner 'Nancy'." Cruikshank's biographer
has recently criticized him for the "... inability to free
himself from meaningless detail, to select what is relevant
and important, and to judge and interpret." This con=-
clusion is valid to a point, but it also betrays a certain
lack of perspective on the part of the critic. What is
crucial to understand is that the cadre of university-trained
historians in Canada was negligible at the turn of the century,
and that Crulkshank stood out among both his non-academic and
academic contemporaries for his adherence to the canons of
thorough research and strict accuracy. A messure of Crulkshank's
enviable reputation was his relationships with the prestigious
American Historlical Review and its Canadian peer, The Review
of Historical Publications Relating to Canada. His work in
military history was kindly received by the American journal,26
and he was considered of sufficient expertise to review books
in its pages on a regular basis before the Grest War.z7 George
M. Wrong, the founder of the Review of Historical Publications

2
considered Cruikshank "a master of his subject" and invited

him to contribute to the periodical. It was in the first issue

of the Review of Historical Publication that Crulkshank under-
mined William Kingsford's reputation by mercilessly showing
the inaccuracies in volume VIII of Kingsford's History of
Canada.29

Although he had received no formal historical training
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nor introduction to Rankeian methods and assumptions,
Cruikshank was rooted in the "scientific" schocl of histor-
ical writing. He piled fact upon fact, and transcribed doc~-
ument after document, linked by a brief narrative in causel
sequence, hoping to recreate the past exactly as it happened
and assuming that the chronological sequence of data would
produce generalizations and conclusions spontaneously., His
concern for detail, moreover, was warranted. In the "Short
Hi111s"™ article Cruikshank was appalled by the number of errors
concerning the episode in previous accounts, and he realized
that a complete and accurate narrative was necessary. "The

'" remains the definitive account

Story of the Schooner ‘'Nancy
of this remarkable 1812 saga, and i1llustrates that its author
was capable at timesof judging and interpreting his facts

with skill, and of providing the requisite national and inter-
national context for his theme. In summary, then, Cruikshank's
contributions to the OHSPR and the work undertaken by Coyne,
Carnochan and a few others, were significant contributions

to Ontario and Canadian history. In a small but cumulative

way they contributed to that movement which marked the develop-
ment of critical historical scholarship in Canadsa.

After 1910 the Ontario Historical Society fell upon
several years of administrative and financial difficulties.
Unfortunately, the journal became a casualty of this periocd
of gquiescence and did not reappear until 1913. When volume

ten was finally published, & new format had been devised by
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Alexander Fraser, the Provincial Archlvist and secretary of
the OHS, This format was continued by his successor Andrew
Hunter between 1913 and 1931. No longer were half the pages
of the OHSPR devoted to documentary material, and in lieu of
the usval hundred pages of parish records, each volume now
had a few carefully selected articles of the note-and-document
variety. The reorganization of the format was largely a
response to the number of historical works being produced by
a growing phalanx of amateur and professional historians.
Naturally there was both continuity and change after
1913, Still to be found in the Journal were reminlscences of
suspect quality, place name articles,Bo unimaginative military
and Indian history, loyalist and pioneer sketches that smacked
of ancestor worship, and antiquarian settlement studies with
no conception of the broader context. There remained a thirst
for "romantic®" and “heroic™ bistory3l and the president of the
Ontario Historical Society from 191l to 1916, Clarance Warner,
could not "altogether condemn™ those histories in which
"myths have been manufactured to order" because‘"these usually
add to the interest of the tale."32 Similar writing and senti-
ments were destined to remain with the journal until they were
purged by James J. Talman and George Spragge in the 'fortles.
If mediocrity remained a factor, there were also healthy
developments that first took root in the immediate pre-war

period and developed steadily through the inter-war years. The

character and quality of the articles improved as the jJjournal
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began to attract the work of some first-rate amateur and
professional historians, These included George M. Jones,
C.D, Allin, Adam Shortt, Lawrence Burpee, Benjamin Sulte,
William R. Riddell, and Fred Landon. A better calibre of
political history, biography, and social and economic his-
tory appeared 1n the OHSPR. For the first time, moreover,
several valuable bibliographical reference articles were
published such as "Collections of Historical Material Relating
to the War of 1812"™ by Frank Severance,33 "The Books of the
Political Prisoners and Exiles of 1838" by J.D. Barnett,
and "Some Unusual Sources of Information in the Toronto
Reference Library on the Canadian Rebellions of 1837-8" by

35
F.M, Staton. In the 1914 1issue, the periodical featured

articles on anthropological and archaeological topics,36 but
since members of the Ontario Historical Society received the
annual research reports distributed by the Provincial Museum
then quartered in the Normal School Building with the OHS,
archaeology was less represented in the periodical than would
have otherwise been the case.37

In the fleld of political history new ground was
broken in several respects. George M, Jones, a high school
teacher of history and later a professor at the Ontario College
of Education, set precedents by being the fifst contributor
in the perlodical to use footnoting apparatus for clting

sources and to write on a virtually unknown phase of the his-

tory of political parties in "The Peter Perry Election and the
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Rise of the Clear Grit Party." Jones's use of the contem-

porary press, and the absence of either blatant "tory" or
"grit"™ biases were other pralse-worthy features of the essay.
Another example of the sophisticeted political history ap-
pearing in the OHSPR, and one of the best articles in the
periodical to that date, was Professor C.D, Allin's "The
British North America League, 181;9"39 which supplemented the
chapters in C,D. Allin and George M, Jones, Annexation,

Preferential Trade and Reciprocity (Toronto: 1911). Allin's

analysis of the genesis, development, and decline of the
League was & valuable contribution to scholarship, and the
conclusions he reached have stood the test of time.uo

A new criterlon of excellence for biographical sketches
in the OHSPR was set by Ontario Supreme Court Judge, the Hon.
William Renwick Riddell in "Robert (Fleming) Gourlay". ! This
essay was based entirely on primary sources and made it pos-
sible for the first time to unravel Gourlay's career, motiva-
tion, and significance. It was also remarkably free from the
biases that marred so many of the early political bilographies.
Riddell's treatment of both Gourlay and his adversaries, John
Strachan and William Dummer Powell, was balanced, eminently
fair, and trustworthy. Riddell's judicial experience provided
him with the requlsite expertise to dispel once and for all
the smokescreen that had surrounded the legality of Gourlay's

trial and banishment.

Adam Shortt's "The Economic Effect of the War of 1812
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on Upper Canada™ and Fred Landon's "Canada's Part in Free-
ing the Slave"™ were harbingers of a new era in Ontario and
Canadian social and economic historiography that would reach
maturity in the 'twentles, Shortt's study, far in advance of
its time in methodology and subject matter, offered the star-~
tling thesis "... that the War of 1812, instead of béing the
occasion of loss and suffering to Upper Canada as a whole,
was the occasion of the greatest era of prosperity which it
had heretofore enjoyed, or which it was yet to experience
before the Crimean War...." This was local history at its
best in which a local economic theme was considered in re-
lation to "the general setting of the country, geographical,
social and commercial.™ In addition to Shortt, a few other
individuals in the universities of the province like Fred
Landon and A.H., Young were beginning to react against the
predominantly political and constitutional bent of Canadian
historiography and were turning to social and economic themes
in a local setting.

During the 'twentles, certain university members of
the Ontario Historical Society betrayed their concern for the
state of Canadian historiography. In an article of seminal
importance, "The Teaching of Canadian History"hh (1924),
Professor D.A, McArthur of Queen's University deplored the
fallure of political and constitutional history as then presented
to inspire the country's youth. Aware perhaps of Canada's

growing national status and the added responsibilities that
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implied, McArthur emphasized that a knowledge of the nation's
history was essential for the "development of an intelligent
and enlightened Canadian citizenship," for "the security of
our Canadian democracy," and for "the promotion of an attitude
of intelligent loyalty and even devotion to our nation and to
its Iinstitutions.™ McArthur's solution was to make history
more meaningful and enjoyable by stressing local history of a
social and economic nature. "My argument is," he wrote, "that
constitutional movements are meaningless divorced from the
economic and social forces which created them, and that our
teaching of history, in failing to realize that, is seriously
in error."™ He defended this viewpoint by illustrating that
"the conflict in this province for self-government which cul-
minated in the Rebellion of 1837 was in its origins an economic
end social movement."

As for teacher reference sources, McArthur felt that
the OHSPR contalned enough information to satisfy the needs
of any classroom. In his courses at Queen's in the 'twenties,
he followed his own advice and made extensive use of the
periodical. "In our advanced courses," he explained to A.F,
Hunter, ™we throw the students largely on their own resources
and have been endeavouring to lay special emphasis on the so-
cial life of the Canadlan people. In special studies many of
the articles appearing in the papers of the Historical Society
have been of extremely great value,” >

To what extent, if any, McArthur's proclivity for so-
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cial and economic history and local and provinclial themes had
been fashioned by the realities of Canadian political l1life
during and after the First World War can only be surmised.

At the federal and provincial levels, the Progressive Party

and the United Farmers'movements respectively were striking
examples of the social and economic underpinnings of political
events. It was as though the two great interest groups, the
industrial and the asgricultural, were doing battle; "Parliament
had become a congeries of sectlonal and occupational interests,"
explains W,L. Morton. M"Canada had reverted to its inherent
parochialism.™ Such a climate may have been a factor ime
pelling a minority of historians like McArthur to perceive

more relevance in the social and economic history of the
provinces than in the political and constituticnal evolution
of the Dominion within the Empire.

At the University of Western Ontario, Fred Landon,
another OHS member in agreement with McArthur's cause, was
guiding two budding social historians -- J,J, Talman and M.A,
Garland -- through their graduate apprenticeship. "The ever-
lasting raking over of the dry bones of the Constitutional
development, with small account whatever taken of social in-
fluences," wrote Landon to Frenk Underhill in 1928, "has given
us a distorted viewpoint and made large areas of our history
difficult of understanding, even by our best students.")47

Landon also wanted to make changes in the subject matter of

sBocial and economic history as it had been carried on for



decades by amateur historianas. At the Ontario Historicea.
Society annual mesting in 1928 he and Professor A.H. Young

of Trinity College suggested that the members turn their
attention from such well=cultivated themes as the development
of municipal institutions or the beginning of local perishes,
to the history of business, agriculture, transportation, and
to "how people lived, the ordinary mode of life in early
times." ° That McArthur, Landon, and Young had a profound
influence on the character of the OHSFR 1s most evident in
the inter-war perilod.

Fred Landon's first contributions to Ontarilo social
history involved the study of the blacks in the province,
This was reflectedin such works as "The Diary of Benjamin
Lundy Written During his Journey Through Upper Canada Jenuary
1837,“u9 "The Work of the American Missionary Assoclation
among the Negro Refugees in Canada West 18h8-186h,“50 "Social
Conditions Among the Negroes in Upper Canada Before 1865," '
and "Anthony Burns in Canada.™ . Landon's influence can
also be detected in the lmportant new work in the history of
religion undertaken by his graduate students, M.A, Garland
in "Some Phases of Pioneer Religious Life in Upper Canada
Before 1858"53 and James Talman in "Church of England
Missionary Effort in Upper Canada, 1815-].8}40."5}4 For the
first time in the journal, sophisticated university-tralned
historians were interpreting local history by considering

it in a broad national or international context., Influenced
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