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This museum case study presents a biography of the OC.  Edwards Collection, 

which the University of Alberta acquired in 1919. Dr. Oliver Cromwell Edwards and Mrs. 

Henrietta Muir Edwards fomed the collection of predominantly Blackfoot material culture, 

during his medical sojoums in Native communities in Alberta, Saskatchewan, and the 

Noithwest Temtories. The changing contexts of the collection within the university reflect 

changes in approaches to rnuseums, collections and Native culture. Information sources 

inciuded archives, arüfacts, and oral history. Highlighted is the histoly and the role of the 

fint museum at the University of Alberta, the emerging disciplines and departments. the 

development of Native programmes and the future of the collection as a cultural, 

educational and research resource. 
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The study of the origins of objects and collections, and their subsequent 

recontextualization over time within the museum environment, is a challenging 

interdisciplinary endeavour. The history and development of a collection of material 

culture can be an indicator of change or continuity in a museum's role, policies, or 

ideology. Using a contextual approach to the past can also forrn an inspiring and 

provocative link with the contemporary problems of what to do with ethnographic 

collections in universities and museums. 

The idea behind this research is that if we gain a collection's biography or history, 

we will also gain an understanding of the history and development of the institutions that 

shaped it. The O.C. Edwards Collection (hereafter referred to in this document as the 

Edwards Collection) is an ethnographic collection of predominantiy Blackfoot material 

culture that was acquired by the University of Alberta in 191 9, but its development due to 

its original collectors, Dr. Oliver Cromwell Edwards and Mrs. Henrietta Muir Edwards is 

also important to understanding how the collection context changed over tirne. I 

researched the identity of this particular collection as a cultural, educational, and 

research resource over the decades for the University of Alberta. 

The study of material culture as it relates to Aboriginal peoples is also a complex 

undertaking, whatever the principal goals of the research. The aim of this research 

project was to present a biography of a museum collection. Since it has been kept 

together since the Edwards first collected it, its single identity as one collection of objects 

allowed it to be followed through life as a peson could be followed to leam elements of 

his or her biography. 

No museum can avoid the problems of representation inherent in the collection, 

interpretation and exhibition of other cultures. The recontextualization of artifacts through 

the rnuseum process, a result of the Western European intellectual and scientific 

practice. was considered through this research. The activity of collecting artifacts from 

any culture and rernoving thern from their original spatial and temporal location effectively 

decontextualized them. These artifacts were then reconstituted with new meaning within 

the museum. ln universities and Stand-alone" museums, this new meaning is partly a 

result of the reconstruction of provenance by mostiy non-Natives trained in the western 

intellectual and scientific tradition. The idea of the individual items of a museum's 



collection as decontextualized, both ternporally and spatially, is the main premise from 

which this investigation began. 

The objects of the Edwards collection gained a new identity, were 

recontextualized, as artifacts within the environment of the university museum. This new 

identity resulted in new meanings for the artifacts within the museum. The reasons why 

a collection was acquired and transferred to other departments would be valuable to 

sketch the histoncal development of a collection within a museum (Pearce 1993). 

Artifacts are paramount in most facets of material culture study, including 

archaeology and ethnography or ethnology. Besides artifacts, the other important 

resource is that of records or documentation, which are 1Yhe vital connecting links 

between the artifacts and their contexts-between the collections and whatever we wish 

to do with themn (Jeter, 1989, p. 169). Jeter called records complete, comprehensive 

documents like research reports or catalogues, and to more sketchy ones such as field 

notes and artifact labels (Jeter, 1989). Artifacts are objects that are mute without 

accompanying documentation to help them to tell their stories and connect thern to their 

original contexts (ibid.). 

One of the foremost responsibilities, or ethical duties, of al1 museums is to 

transfer to future generations the physical records of hurnan culture (its collections) and 

related contextual information. However, no rnuseum collection is an island unto itself. 

Its contents and the way it is managed are influenced by 'changes in cultural, scholarly 

or educational trends, strengths and specializations developing in other institutions, 

policy and law regarding the traffic in various kinds of objects ... and the desire to improve 

the collectiona (American Association of Museums, 1978, p. 11). 

To complete this research, an inquiry-onented case study was developed to 

investigate how this collection was formed and how it changed through time. The three 

main sources of information I used were archives, arüfacts, and oral history. 1 was 

interested in how the context of a collection could change over time and change within 

the institution which holds it. Changes in this collection's context have affected the 

storage, interpretation, display, and access to this collection. To examine this 

recontextualization, the reasons for this collection's acquisition, interpretation, storage, 

access, and display were documented. The role of the University of Alberta in this 

process was also investigated. Mainly ethnohistorical research methods, including 

archival research and informal interviews in combination with material culture theory, 

were used. The intention was to gain as thorough an understanding as possible of the 



collection/acquisition process, the subsequent histoiy of the Edwards Collection, and the 

recontextualization and use of the collection within the university. 

The use of the ethnohistorical mode of investigation in the museum environment 

is relatively new. Anthropologists, historians, and material culture specialists including 

clothing and textiles scholan have been using it for about twenty years (Axtell, 1979; 

Churchill, 1987; Home, 1988; Pannabecker, 1990; Trigger, 1 986). As its name implies, 

ethnohistory is a conceptual and practical combination of the disciplines, or research 

modes, of ethnography and history. Ethnography, the study and description of foreign 

cultures (the "ethnom) cornbined with historical method and theory becomes a dynamic 

and integrated discipline. It is the description of the history of foreign cultures from 

which one may make observations based upon the research question. Its airn is to 

understand an event, circumstance, behaviour, or activity within a past social or cultural 

context. 

The research process, methods, and nature of the information collected fit well 

into a contextual way of interpreting what was leamed. The outcorne of the case study 

wiil contnbute to previous case studies done by researchers concerning the collection, 

categorization, and recontextualization of artifacts by people who were not members of 

the culture who produced them. The results of this research rnay be useful for university 

teaching and research, by students, faculty, and outside researchers, as I will discuss 

issues of access and use of this collection with an emphasis on the circumstances of its 

acquisition in 191 9 to the present day. An increase of knowledge about the collection as 

a rich resource of ethnographie, historical, and academic information for the campus 

community, and beyond, will be of positive benefit to the Alberta museum community and 

Native comrnunities particularly. 

Saumarez Smith (1 989) explored the issues of recontextualization, or the 

changes in rneaning of objects in a museum, and how this impacts on the interpretation 

and exhibition of artifacts. Objects in museums, according to the published literature 

accessed by Saumarez Smith, are said to "enter a safe and neutral ground, outside the 

arena where they are subjected tu multiple pressures of meaning" (Saumarez Smith, 

1989, p. 12). But once they enter a museum, the institution often %hanges and adjusts 

the status of artefacts in its collections by the way they are presented and displayed, and 

it is important to be aware that museums are not neutral temtory" (ibid.) Once in a 

museum, objects are not "frozenn there in terms of meaning. Saumarez Smith mentioned 

the activity of consewation, which helps to arrest decay or maintain artifacts physically, 

and may contnbute to the idea that once in a museum objects are static. 



In many ways, in the conservation as well as the interpretation of objects. 

elements of an objecfs history are inverted when attempts are made to restore an 

artifacfs appeaance and rneaning to what it was when it was onginally made (Saumarez 

Smith, 1989, p. 20). The changes in the original cultural context of the objects. if left in 

their original environment, which in the case of Native groups in North Arnerica was in 

transition on many levels, could perhaps damage the rneaning of the objects through 

changes in their use. This possibility may have stimulated the so-called 'salvage 

paradigm" (Crosby, 1991, p. 274) that developed among collectors of indigenous North 

American material culture. 

The recontextualization and display of artifacts in the museum is the result of a 

long process beginning with the collection, identification, classification, and interpretation 

of material culture (Halpin, 1983; Johnson, 1984). The activity of collecting for 

museums-what kinds of artifacts of so-called 'museum quality" were collected and why, 

and by whom, is important here. According to Halpin, ua research mandate for museum 

ethnologists is to explore the phenomenon of what we might cal1 the 'recontextualizedn 

native objecr(p. 271). Again, this al1 is connected to who has control over the objects, 

the museum or the Native culture which produced and used it in the first place. 

According to Freedman (1 979, p. 136, in Halpin, 1983, p. 264), the isolation of artifacts in 

this artificiai environment may cause them to b e  decontextualized, oversimplified, 

perversely classified, discoloured, and in the eyes of the field anthropologist, 

disconsolately expatriate." 

Artifacts combine many meanings, including the one from the original 

environment or context which govemed its original designation or use, those meanings 

that have become attached it through history, and through interpretation and 

reinterpretation by those in a museum for research or exhibition. Durrans (1 988) noted 

that while museums stress the re-presentation of the original context of the object, they 

rarely discuss the objecfs ualienation" (p. 162) from its original context. There is often 

insufficient information about provenance, and originaiitraditional use and meaning of 

objects in tamis of documentation to pursue many of the more complex questions that 

objects are often used to answer. Although they exist in material forrn as independent 

entities, an object only becomes an artifact as a result of the interaction between it and 

the collector. curator, or museum (Taborsky, 1990). 

The relationship between people and artifacts, and beWeen museums and 

artifacts, is a dynarnic one. Artifacts begin as objects designed, produced, and used for 



a specific reason in its original environment (Richardson, 1989). Once objects have 

been created, they exist separately as physical entities, but are connected to a myriad of 

intangible concepts, values, signs and syrnbols as defined by human beings. who are not 

necessarily the creators. They become, in effect, "objects of knowledge" (Levi-Strauss. 

1 966, p. 22; Pearce, 1 99Oa; Richardson, 1 989; Tilley, 1 989). This knowledge, or 

meaning that is created sumunding the physical objects serves to elucidate both the 

objects and the observer (Taborsky, 1990). In museums, according to Pearce, 

collections are 

an immensely complex body of material evidence, an archive which embraces not 
only the physical evidence of Our human and natural past, but also of how this 
past has itself been interpreted as decade has succeeded decade, and layers of 
meaning have been generated through study and research (Pearce. 1993. p. 
1 34). 

It has been advanced by some material culture scholars that objects are like texts 

that can be read (Macdonald, 1996; Miller, 1 985; Pearce, 1987, 1 990a, 1990b, 1 993; 

Richardson, 1989; Tilley, 1989), if only one could 'decode' them. It is unknown when 

this idea first developed, or where, but in the mid-nineteenth century, Augustus Pitt 

Rivers, responsible for the creation of the Pitt Rivers Museum and known for his ideas on 

museum management and archaeological investigation, also believed that "objects could 

not lie: they were determinate, undeniable Tacts' that, when put together. conveyed a 

sense of truth" (Chapman, 1991, p. 138). 

Others argue that such an endeavour is impossible, as the objects are robbed of 

context the moment they are removed from their original milieu (Turner, 1985; Vastokas, 

1992; Wilson & Ashplant, 1988). Tumer wrote about the f o m  and meaning, the context, 

of artifacts and activities such as cerernonies, and defied Levi-Strauss' views which limits 

uanthropological research to texts, artefacts and mentefacts, products of human activity 

rather than man and woman aliven (Tuner, 1985, p. 208). Research projects such as 

Churchill's (1 987) that brought aboriginal experts in material culture into a museum 

followed Vastokas and Turner's ideas, and is reiterated by an African proverb recorded 

by Zona (1 993, p. 35): That  which is made forgets - the maker forgets not." 

The Edwards Collection consists of ethnographie material colfected by Dr. 

Edwards and his wife Henrietta Muir Edwards, a well known legal and political advocate, 

during the late nineteenth and early twentieth century in southem Saskatchewan and 

Alberta (Collinson, 1977, 1979; Corbett, 1996; University of Alberta, n.d.). Dr. Edwards 

served people in the File Hill, lndian Head and Fort Qu'appelle area of Saskatchewan 



from 1882 until 1897; he began collecting in 1884 (Collinson, 1977,1979; University of 

Alberta, n-d.). He collected mostly Athabascan items from the area of Fort Chipewyan, 

Alberta, in 1900 while servihg as medical officer with the party conducting the signing of 

Treaty Number 8. He then moved south to Fort Macleod where he served the people of 

the Blood and Peigan rese~ations from 1901-1910, where he and his wife collected 

most of the artifacts in the collection (Collinson, 1977, 1979; Corbett, 1996; University of 

Alberta, n.d.). 

The collection is composed of a variety of artifacts, both ceremonial and 

utilitarian. Many of the artifacts in this collection reflect the originating culture's everyday 

material inventory. Utilitarian items such as bowls, baskets, parfleches, pipes, tools, and 

some ceremonial clothing items were in regular use at the time of acquisition. The 

collection was sold to the university in 1919 by Mrs. Edwards. 

Besides objects attributed to the Blackfoot (specifically the Blood and Peigan), 

there are many items are attributed to other, regional groups. The Blackfoot traded 

extensively with a variety of groups from northern Alberta, British Columbia, Idaho, and 

Montana, which is reflected in the assortment of nonlocal items from the Athapaskan 

speaking groups. Cree, Kutenai, Mandan, Sioux, and Yakirna (Ewerç, 1985; University 

of Alberta, n.d.). Other artifacts in the collection have been identified as Nez Perce and 

Saulteax (University of Alberta, n.d.). Some artifacts from the most northem areas could 

also be Metis (P. McCormack, persona1 communication, September 28,1998). Not al1 

the objects not Blackfoot were collected by the Blackfoot and then by Dr. or Mrs. 

Edwards. In his travels as a medical doctor, he purchased items and received gifts from 

people in many different areas. 

The examination of the Edwards Collection was useful for the following reasons. 

It was collected when most members of the Blackfoot were seeing continuous contact 

with non-Native peoples, with the introduction of non-Native settîernent. The artifacts left 

the culture and comrnunities of ongin through fair exchange, sale, barter, or as gifts to 

the collectors. The collection's only known institutional home after leaving the original 

collector was the University of Alberta. The collection has been completely 

photographed, and has extensive related documentation on file, in the form of one of Dr. 

Edwards' diaries, accession reports, loan requests, conservation reports, and student 

papen on artifacts in the collection. It has also been catalogued and entered into a 

computerïzed database. 



Presently, the established museum community is challenged to collect and 

portray Aboriginal rnaterial culture from innovative perspectives, based on a multiplicity of 

views from the museum, university, and Native cornrnunities. The reasons why 

connoisseun, curators, and anthropologists collected the objects they did in the past are 

more indicative of Euro-centn'c world views, assumptions, and biases than of an accurate 

understanding of the originating cultures themselves. 

This research compares with other reçearch or published critical thought about 

the general trend in museurns regarding the critical investigation of established practices 

and ideology as it relates to the acquisition, access, exhibition, and coltection 

management (Pearce, 1993). Underiying the analysis is a conceptual framework based 

on an integrative, human ecological approach, which encourages the development of 

research frameworks and methodologies using a variety of sources. 1 applied this 

approach to my analysis of this collection. 

One goal in the evaluation of aspects of research methodology was to develop a 

framework that would aid in the analysis of the genesis and development of objects and 

collections in the museurn environrnent. Research strategies in ethnohistory, 

ethnoarchaeology, history. and art history have proved valuable in developing the 

research plan. as al1 have as their goal the understanding of human cultures through the 

study of what they create. whether it is music, folklore, art, or objects (Conklin, 1982; 

Home, 1988; Layton, 1989; Prown, 1982). 

While not completely uoriginal" in its reason or design, this research combined the 

exarnination of several aspects of the study of ethnographic collections that material 

culture researchers have neglected. Few researchers have tumed their attentions to the 

collection, recontextualization and exhibition process of ethnographic collections within 

universities. Taking an ethnohistorical approach to both the artifacts and the people 

involved (both with the acquisition of the collections and with the collections management 

and exhibition within the university over time), helped to integrate what was found. 

People and groups not associated with universities have sometirnes criticized the 

relative lack of public access to many university collections because of wider criticism of 

the relationship between museurns and the public (Ames, Harrison, and Nicks, 1988; 

Churchill, 1987; Doxtator, 1988; McMaster, 1993; Task Force on Museums and First 

Peoples, 1994). As a result, projects like this are valuable and timely endeavours that 

are becoming increasingly relevant to many Canadian institutions. As well, issues of 



access and social or community responsibility are coming to the forefront in the 

relationships between universities and the public. 

The Department of Museums and Collections S e ~ k e s  (MACS) at the University 

of Alberta is developing a variety of projects whose aim is to document the history and 

uses of al1 the University's collections, and to carry out projects designed to aid in the 

retrieval of collections information by students, faculty, and in the future, the public (A. 

Hayward, personal communication. November 12, 1996). These projects are the first of 

their kind at this institution. Unfortunately, they have generated little in the way of 

complete, more 'public" reports to date. 

The synthesis of the archival documentation about the Edwards Collection can 

be used as an infomation resource for university-based researchers from a vanet' of 

departments, as well as for interested rnembers of the public The fact that the University 

of Alberta houses the collection and most of its records relating to it does ease access 

somewhat, and through increased knowledge of the collecüon's existence on campus 

more students and faculty from a variety of disciplines will be attracted to it. 

Appadurai's idea of the 'life histories" or "careers" of objects (1 986, p. 41) has 

influenced this project. He discusses objects as commodities with both economic, 

political, and social value or potential, whether for rnernbers within or outside the culture 

that produced the objects. One can trace the historical course of this circulation through 

the examination of the object's various contexts through time. For Appadurai. 

..JO illuminate the concrete, historical circulation of things ... we have to follow the 
things themselves, for their meanings are inscribed in their forms. their uses. their 
trajectories ... Thus, even though from a theoreücal point of view human actors 
encode things with significance, from a methodological point of view it is the 
things-in-motion that illuminate their human and social context (1 986, p.5.) 

The future of museums, and of collections within universities is becoming seen as 

more of a resource for the entire cornmunity rather than for people who work in 

museums. The idea of the museurn and one's role in it is changing, particulariy where 

Native material culture relates. The University of Alberta's ethnographie collections, 

while not 'hidden away,' are not publicized as a source of information for people outside 

the University of Alberta generally. The Edwards Collection and its associated 

documentation is a under-used resource on campus, for historical societies, Native 

Friendship Centres. artists, secondary schoolchildren, and the socal led 'general public." 

For the university to be an effective part of the cornmunity, it has to create more 

avenues of access to its collections and information. I hope that through the information 



contained within this thesis, this collection (at Ieast) rnay be seen as more of a 

community information resource. Museums can be a vehicle of expression for the 

community. A university museum or collection has the added value of having the goals 

of public education and the punuit of knowledge and resources ta further them. As 

such, it can be used by memben of the community to store and portray elements of Meir 

experience, both historical and contemporary, which can be of educational. intellectual. 

or personal use to themselves and to others. 

The definition of "museum" within the university context as I have defined it refers 

not to a single named 'rnuseum' within the confines of the university, but rather to the 

concept and role of the museum. There is no single building that holds al1 the specimens 

that the university has. There are four named museums and over thirty different 

collections (consisting of many different collections of artifacts) housed at the university 

(Museums and Collections Services, 1997, August 14a; University of Alberta, 1998, 

August 7). Most of the collections, or groups of collections, are department or discipline- 

specific, as indicated by their name (e-g., the Mechanical Engineering Collection, or the 

Law Art Collection.) Each collection or museum is rnanaged by the faculty or department 

which is rnost closely associated with it, with the overall administration and support given 

by the Department of Museums and Collections Services. The Friends of the University 

of Alberta Museums, founded in 1984, also aids the museurns and collections in a variety 

of ways, but mostly in ternis of fundraising and promotion (Museums and Collections 

Services, 1 994). 

The existence of material culture is a result of an enormous variety of 

circurnstances relating to environmental, cultural, and politicai events, as affected by 

human interaction. Studying material culture using a human ecological framework 

encourages investigation into other ways of thinking, and strategies or methods to 

venture past the often unconscious bamers created by the individual researcher's 

knowledge or orientation (Borden, Jamien, & Young, 1986; Hultgren, 1987). The therne 

of human ecology, of human beings in interaction with their environment, allowed me to 

explore my topic using information from a variety of disciplines. New to the approach to 

research using a human ecological framework, I endeavoured to find out al! there was to 

know about it with regards to the study of human beings and their matenal culture. I 

found however that very Iittle had been written that directly applied to my research area. I 

discovered, though, that the approach itself has been successfully adapted by a variety 



researchen from many different disciplines to fom the basis of their research 

frameworks. 

This integrative approach to research also allowed me to explore a variety of 

concepts and methods from many disciplines or fields, in order to develop a synthesis or 

framework for my own research. This enabled me to add to my knowledge environment 

from which I designed my project, commenced and completed my project, and 

interpreted and analyzed my results. I discovered, after most of rny research in the 

archives was done, that themes, both subtle and significant, were appearing. Working 

from a background of research from a mosaic of disciplines from which I could see links 

between, and useful for my research, those themes with similarities began to group 

together, providing a foundation for my research. 

This foundation was centred on the ideas that I was Iooking at a Native collection 

that had been collected or obtained by nonoNative people in the late nineteenth century. 

By this tirne, Aboriginal material culture was quickly disappeanng out of the hands of its 

makers, and into those of private (non-Native) individuals, universities and other 

institutions. The ideas of the Native peoples of Canada were a "vanishing race", through 

'civilization' or sickness resulted in an idea of salvaging al1 of their material culture before 

it was lost forever. I do not know how much the Edwards believed in this idea or 

paradigm. That it was widespread affected what was collected by many people, and 

what was done with it in rnuseums, particulariy in their early years. The reasons for the 

University of Alberta acquinng the collection were many, but its importance as an 

example of largely traditional" material culture is a factor in its value. 

My starting-point is in the field or discipline of museology, which I define as also 

including the field material culture studies and archaeology. The other fairiy discrete 

fields of knowledge I draw from are ethnography, histoiy. sociology, and art history. By 

using the case study approach to this research, l was able to focus on developing a 

biography of the Edwards Collection. Concentration on a single collection allowed for a 

better understanding of the many people, events, and processes that have affected its 

life since its acquisition. 

The interdisciplinary nature of human ecology is its greatest strength in its 

application to material culture studies. The interplay between disciplines, perspectives, 

and methods that can be obsewed when investigating issues relating to material culture 

is also important to note. In interdisciplinary research, the discovery of patterns or 

interrelated motifs within the information collected can be united using human ecology as 



a central concept to combine what is found into a united whole (Vaines, 1992, 

November). 

The most important questions answered here are not about the objects in the 

Edwards Collection per se, such as what they are, or what they Say about the cultures 

that produced them. Rather, the questions that this will address are how, when and why 

the collection was fomed by Dr. and Mn. Edwards, and when, why and how the 

University of Alberta acquired it and what has happened to it since it came to the 

University. The historical context developed includes attitudes toward collecting. 

classifying, stonng and exhibiting Native material culture, the role of university museums, 

the collection's role within the university, and what the nature of that role might be in the 

future. 



CHAPTER 2: METHODS 

In preparation for my active inquiiy into a case study of the biography and uses of 

the Edwards Collection, I looked at how others studied collections. I examined methods 

used both historically and now, to see how other researchers handled infomation from 

various sources in material culture research. The methods have been varied, but most 

had as part of their foundation, infomation from the fields of museum studies. 

anthropology, archaeology, ethnology, and history. 

Use of the Case Study 

This case study in many ways can be considered ethnographic and ethnohistoric. 

Because of their genesis within another culture, 1 think of artifacts as another kind of 

ethnographic data. Many ideas relating to the collection of ethnographic data apply then, 

such as anonymity and confidentiality of information gathered during the research as it 

applies, and to the safety and well-being of 'informants' as to how the researcher has 

documented and safeguarded them (University Standards, n.d.). We must weigh and 

justify the risks to both human beings and artifacts during matenal culture research, 

particularly conceming Aboriginal museum collections. 

A case study is a f o m  of field study defined by Touliatos and Compton as 

"nonexperimental investigations, large or small, that study existing relationships and 

situations of people in their everyday lives that do not attempt to manipulate or influence 

the subjects being studiedw (1 988, p. 231 .) A case study is defined as B n  in-depth 

analysis of an individual, a family, a culture, an organization, a program, or an evenr 

(Touliatos and Compton, 1988, p. 244.) For the purposes of this research, 1 substituted 

the phrase vaople in everyday livesn with B n  ethnological collection in a university." 

1 decided to develop this research project using an evaluative case study format 

for the following reasons. The word 'evaluative" regarding the case study format refers 

to an approach to the research that I feel is more value-oriented based upon the data, or 

evidence discovered (Touliatos and Compton, 1988). 1 wanted to look at one 

ethnographic collection's history in detail, to evaluate it within the University of Alberta's 

history of collecting and research. 

The case shidy approach allowed me the freedom to decide where the research 

parameters would be, in order to make the most efficient use of the resources available. 

The criteria evaluated were decided upon both before. and during the active data 



collection phase of the research. The parameters of this research are lirnited by the 

nature and size of the Edwards Collection, the extant archivai data, and the recollections 

of it by living memben within and without Me university cornmunity. 

I focussed my investigation on the history of the Edwards Collection, a single 

collection but touched on by elements of individual human histones and of the University 

of Alberta, educational programs and events that featured the collection, and lastly 

included etements of culture in various forms: of material culture generally, of BlacMoot 

material culture, and of the University of Alberta "culture" as well. My interest in this 

collection pertains to its existence and use within the institutional framework of the 

university, and of the university museum. The use of an historical approach was 

necessary to synthesize the relevant information to develop applicable generalizations. 

Touliatos and Compton cal1 a case study an approach that 'tends itself to 

exploratory as well as descriptive and explanatory purposesn (1 988, p. 245). Yin (1 984, 

p. 23) caIls the case study a n  empirical inquiry that investigates a contemporary 

phenomenon within its real-life context; when the boundaries between phenomenon and 

context are not cleariy evident; and in which multiple sources of evidence are used." 

Information Sources and Collection 

The inforrnation collected for this project came from the following sources: 

1. Primary sources: archiva1 documents, which included correspondence, 
photographs, inventory lists, results or minutes of meetings, departmental or 
university annual reports, and the artifacts in the Edwards Collection and its 
related documentation, and inforrnation from oral history supplied by with people 
involved with collection, past and present. 

2. Secondary sources: published sources: published background literature 
including published reports or catalogues of the Edwards Collection. newspaper 
articles, and some persona1 communications with people. 1 include personal 
communication as a secondary source sornetimes, because the information 
received was 'second handn occasionally, from people who were not participants 
in the events as they occurred, but had information about it nonetheless. 
Information found on the Wodd Wide Web is also inctuded here. 

1 attempted to find al1 the pnmary sources I could relate to the Edwards themselves and 

their collection. The records associated with the Edwards Collection are both detailed 

and sketchy, depending on the source and reason for the information contained in each 

record. I could cal1 none of them a "completen record of the Edwards Collection, of its 

origins, contents, acquisition, uses, or where the university has housed it. The practice 

of 'rnethod triangulation* (Touliatos and Compton, 1988, pp. 244,262) was used to 



integrate the information found on the collection, and is a combination of information 

sources and methods of obtaining the information. It is also an integrative method. in 

keeping with the human ecological approach to research. 

My overarching method of data collection was qualitative and inductive. I sought 

to gain a general picture, 70 understand phenomena and situations as a totality and they 

typically employ data gathering techniques that contribute to a complete picture of a 

particular situationn (Touliatos and Compton, 1988, p. 237.) 1 looked for themes, or 

patterns in my observations which are considered in the Chapter 3 below. 

My methods were largely informal. As I gathered ever more information, new 

avenues of exploration presented themselves (sometimes as oid ones disappeared). I 

could redirect my methods and observations along those avenues. Being a quasi-insider 

as I never left my physical field of study, I was also able to parallel data collection with 

some analysis and interpretation. 

There were minimal records to do with the original collectors. I searched for 

evidence of their coltecting, of what it meant to them personalty. I used the University of 

Alberta Archives, Provincial Archives of Alberta, Glenbow Archives, the National 

Archives, and files maintained at the Department of Museums and Collections Services 

for any sign of their feelings for the objects or the Native peoples they were in contact 

with, and their collecting strategies. 1 discovered that both Dr. and Mrs. Edwards kept 

Iittie record of what they acquired, by whom, where, or when. For example, in the 

'catalogues" or lists Mrs. Edward sent Dr. Allan around the time of acquisition she listed 

by name what she sent (UAA - Edwards, c. 1919) but did not include any descriptions of 

what each object was, of provenience, or who the original owner or maker was (see 

Appendix 1). The University of Alberta Archives and the Glenbow Archives held some 

records about the Edwards' collecting but the reasons for collection or acquisition of 

objects were not given. 

The archival documents used ranged from correspondence, such as personal 

letters between the onginal collector/vendor and people at the museum at the university, 

and 'officialn departmental and institutional letters and documents such as memoranda 

conceming the Edwards Collection. The University of Alberta's Chief Archivist, Bryan 

Corbett, has noted mat the contents of the university archives bear the university's 

"collective memory" (Pilger, 1 988, p. 14). 1 also examined historical accounts of scientific 

and collecting expeditions, press releases, ethnographies, and dianes and field notes 

from various rnuseurn personnel who were part of the university. I identified three 



integral elements of this "collective memory" during the archival investigation of the 

University's archive (after Pilger, 1988): 

(1) the officiai records and documentation of and about the University 
of Alberta 

(2) the personal and professional papers of the University's staff 

(3) the personal and professional or official documentation of people 
who were not members of the University of Alberta's faculty or 
SM, but had contributed something to the University, such as Mrs. 
Edwards did when she sold the collection to the University. 

AI1 three elements of the archive are important to maintain and build upon the 

collective rnernory of the University of Alberta. The addition of complementary 

documentation such as that related to Dr. and Mrs. Edwards, is less related to the 

university itself, but is 'reflecting on the importance of the University as a scholariy 

presence in Alberta" (Pilger, 1988, p. 15). 

I surveyed the history of each individual artifact, or a group of similar artifacts. 

The information was found within the museum's own records included, for example, 

where the object was from, what cultural group made it (the identity of the individual 

craftspenon or owner was unfortunately not recorded), and who collected it. The 

identification of these objects as ethnological specimens and accessioned arüfacts is 

only part of the search for the 'identity" of the arüfact however. Using both 

anthropological and historical 'methods of assessment' (Pannabecker, 1990, p. 14) of 

many varied sources of information were turned into evidence. 

The importance of fieldwork is stressed while applying ethnohistorical methods, 

where the researcher, through direct contact with a culture and how it interacts, gains a 

richer understanding of cultural processes. Here, it is research within the culture of a 

rnuseum, and how it interacts with its material culture that helped to comprehend and 

'assess biased or inaccurate historical records' (Pannabecker, 1 990, p. 1 6). W hile 

researching in the university and provincial archives, the similarities and differences 

between museums and archives struck me. The tinear nature of archivai data, even 

measured for how many metres of physical space they take up. invites a chronological, 

almost positivist Iine of interpretation, whereas arüfacts and their related documentation 

becorne a more three-dimensional, even four-dimensional (with the inclusion of time) 

context which needed to be explored using a variety of methods and conceptual 

frameworks. 



The fact that a collect*on exists means that there were reasons that it was 

collected and cared for, and those reasons, and the motivations behind them, will hetp 

answer the research questions. From Kopytoff (1 986), 1 tfiought that to get 'biographicaln 

information from the records surrounding the collection, I would have to ask similar 

questions used by researchers investigating a human biography: Where did you corne 

from? How did you get here? What have you done since you were delivered? 

Pearce (1 993) noted that the collection process is a histoncally dynamic one, 

'beginning" with the original collecter's motivation and selection criteria, and continuing 

with the museum's selection of the collection, and its subsequent uses in research and 

exhibition. She also stated that the museum also grounds its subsequent interpretations 

of a collection on the initial reasons for its selection. The reasons why a collection was 

requested by or transferred to another area or department are valuable to sketch the 

historical development of a collection within the rnuseurn. 

The discovery of the motivations and perceptions underlying the development of 

an ethnological coIlection was the next step. These motivations are particular to the 

individual human beings who operated under institutional and persona1 agendas, 

interests, and biases, which influenced the collection's developrnent. As a researcher I 

was also prey to biases and conflicting interests. Martin has noted that it is best to 

'pretend to be a stranger" (Martin, 1994, January) to what we study, and to imagine that 

the past is indeed 'a foreign countqï (Lowenthal, 1985). 1 took no categories or sources 

of information for granted. Identification of categories in which objects in the collection 

were placed by the original collecter and by the receiving deparbnent within the university 

was also included within this step. History is just that, and we can only investigate the 

past using what parts of it that have survived. According to Pearce (1 993, p. 1 16-1 17). 

uevidence can never be checked against the past itself, only against other evidence." 

Archival Investigation 

I used uunstructured observations" (Touliatos and Compton, 1 988, p. 1 44). 

throughout rny research, parüculariy when 1 was investigating archiva1 data and in rny 

meetings with people. Dunng my time investigating the holdings of the University of 

Alberta Archives, the Provincial Archives of Alberta, the Glenbow Archives, and the 

National Archives in Ottawa, several acovities or methods proved useful in data 

discovery. To gain an understanding how each archives worked, and what sources of 

information were there to find, interaction with various archives' staff members was 



invaluable. I kept detailed notes about al1 the records accessed. and included those 

which contained no useful information, to prevent accidentally requesting useless 

records. 1 also kept a notebook where I rewrded those 'Me flashes of insighr almost 

everyone is bound to get whilst wandenng between stacks of books or going through 

dozens of files. This notebook aIso included lis& of additional sources to look up, and 

reminden of data to look for as suggested by archival documents. Four archives were 

consulted, as were departmental and master files of the University of Alberta and the 

Provincial Museum of Alberta. and newspaper articles. To reduce confusion about 

where each citation is from, each archival or primary reference cited in the text is 

prefaced by a two or three letter code signifying the archive, or fom of information it 

came frorn: 

GA Gfenbow Archives 

NA National Archives of Canada 

NW Newspaper articles 

PAA Provincial Archives of Alberta 

PMA Provincial Museum of Alberta Master files 

UAA University of Alberta Archives 

U DR University Departmental Records 

Personal communications are stated as such in the text, and are listed in the 

Archival References Cited after the above are indicated. 

Before long, 1 had amassed quite a bit of "raw" data as photocopies and 

handwritten notes of documents and photographs, and interview notes. It soon became 

necessary to organize it into categories for information management purposes. This I did 

using very basic categories at first, which I refined over time. My archival data ended up 

arranged under the following fourteen categories: 

CollectordDr. Oliver Cromwell Edwards 
CollectorslMrs. Henrietta Muir Edwards 
CuratordDr. John Andrew Allan 
Curators/Professor H.G. Glyde 
Acquisition 
University - Provincial Museum of Alberta Loan 
University Departments/Geology 
University Deparbnents/Anthropology 
University DepartrnentdArt 
Rutherford Library 
University Art GalleryAJniversity Collections 
Exhibitions 



Teaching Resources 
Research Resources 

Each category was intemally divided according to each archival source of the 

information1 As I re-categorized, sub-divided, recombined, and sometimes reduced the 

information in each file, major categories emerged. and W<ey linkages" (Touliatos and 

Compton, 1988, p. 243) appeared that helped me tie the categories together. My 

"analytic descriptionn (ibidem) of events and processes at work is contained in Chapter 

3. 

Some of the most interesting records were anecdotal, which are defined as "brief. 

objective accounts of a single incident that the observer considers to be significant ...[ and] 

are usually written after the fact" vouliatos and Compton, 1988, p. 144). One exarnple 

of an anecdotal record is a note written by librarian Bruce Peel in 1963, which describes 

a tour of the Edwards Collection he gave for Mrs. Claudia Whipple, a granddaughter of 

the Edwards (UAA - Peel, 1963, October 3). Another is the recorded interview between 

Mrs. Whipple and Helen Collinson, which contained much interesting information about 

Whipple's memories of her grandparents, and what she remembered about the 

collection as it was stored on the Blood Reserve (UDR - Collinson, 1974, February; UDR 

- Whipple, 1973, December 5). 

I aIso used information from "indirect observationsn (Touliatos and Compton, 

1988, p. 154), which is often used when examining archival records. One of the benefits 

of using archival sources for this research, particularly those related to the everyday 

functions of an institution which are stored as discrete bits of information in their uonginal" 

fom, is that they result in data that is "relatively uncontaminated by reactivity" (ibidem, p. 

154.) The filing systems of this institution were (and are) practiced largely for efficient 

information management, and not towards the structuring of information contained within. 

These archival sources then are considered not to be reactive to the agendas in 

existence at the time the documents were created. This nonreactivity is also a 

consequence of their collection, which is done routinely by institutions, usually with no 

view towards what their precise future research value will be (Touliatos and Compton, 

1988, p. 156-1 57.) 

1 In the text of this document, each archives cited as a reference is coded with a two or three 
letter code, such as NA for the NationaI Archives or UAA for the University of Alberta Archives, 
See the note at the Archival References Cited for a cornplete list of codes for each archives. 



When I looked for relevant archival sources, I tned to take into account the 

possibilities of missing sources of valuable information, the lack of standards with which 

to equate the archival data (to know if l was locating al1 relevant information), and my 

own biases, which might have ied me away from potential sources of data. They are 

also open to misinterpretation, as there are often many gaps in the records which can be 

explained in a va~ety of ways. As well, there was no way to search the enüre archives 

for information, to narrow my search down from hundreds of metres of data to a 

manageable amount 1 had to use my background knowledge of the University's history. 

deduction and common sense to lead me through. 

To complicate matters, it was not until the mid-1960s that a committee was 

brought together to discuss the formation of an archive for the University's official records 

(Collinson, 19n ,  p. 11). As well, until 1970, when the University Archives undertook a 

records survey, there was no clear record of what the Archives contained. One of the 

results of that suwey was the completion in 1970 of a "document retention and disposai 

poticy" (Corbett, 1 992, p. Xviii) which was eventually approved by the University of 

Alberta Board of Govemors in 1974. 

This policy lidefined University documents and classes of records which were to 

be transferred to the Archives and set broad retention periods for active records. It 

indicated those records which could be disposed of" (Corbett, 1992, p. Xviii). One of the 

stipulations of this policy was a twenty-five year hold on documents, so any records 1 

wished to see that were created post-1972 could only be seen with permission of the 

transferring office. Upon investigation at various relevant university departments. such 

as Geology and Anthropology, I found that most records of the era 1 was most interested 

in, which pre-dated 1972. were in the archives already (if they still existed) (P. 

Mayne-Correia, personal communication, April 17, 1996). 

My observations were mostiy limited to material traces and archival records, with 

some anecdotal and %rst hand" information from living human sources using 

unstructured inteniews. Research using archival material can be a Tricky business." 

Like artifacts, archival documents exist today as a result of environmental, social. and 

political factors, not to mention basic serendipity. Most of the time, the letters, memos, 

lists, and photographs were left behind by people who did not know that they would one 

day reside in an archive and be used for research almost a century later. It was 

important then, for this method of data collection to be complernented by othen such as 

interviews, as well as periodic re-examination of the published literature. 



I found the infomation found in the University of Alberta Archives particularly 

valuable because they allowed me to gain indirect observation of past events in a more 

objective and direct way than through my access to anecdotal data such as recorded 

interviews. Although both kinds of information, archiva! and oral. are filtered by the 

original source of the information, the physical form of documents remains unchanged in 

an archive, whereas inforrnation gained through interviews is filtered in sometirnes very 

subtie ways through both me and the person inte~ewed. Personal observations are 

often not recorded in organizations, and if they are, they are usually not donated to an 

institution's archive for posterity. So, through interviews 1 was able to add these persona1 

reflections to complement the infomation I gathered in the archives. 

To supplement what I found in the archives and from talking with people, I also 

used the World Wide Web. Access to the University of Alberta's extensive homepage 

allowed me to find much inforrnation about the history of the institution, and up-to-date 

developments on campus of al1 the departrnents 1 was interested in leaming about. 

Many departments, for example, published their mission statements, administrative 

structure, images of their activities, recent news and future developments. Much of this 

information was unavailable in any of the libraries or the University Archives, so the Web 

was a welcome tool to use to incorporate "newef information. 

The archival records that helped build a chronology of the collection within the 

University of Alberta, in the University of Alberta Archives and Provincial Archives of 

Alberta were more numerous, and as a result helped to complement the existence of the 

group of objects as a collection of arüfacts at the University of Alberta. When searching 

for records concerning the university's involvement with the collection, I focussed more 

on the raw records from various departrnents rather than published accounts such as 

histories of the university, and exhibit catalogues which contained information that was at 

least one person removed from the event and had also passed through the filters of the 

author or editor. 

I looked at documents, written records, photographs, drawings and what 

Touliatos and Compton cal1 'relics and remains ... artifacts of historical significance that 

have been handed down from the past witbout conscious intention of conveying meaning 

to future generationsn (1 988. p. 300.) Part of rny review of existing literature had included 

some of these wntten records in the f om  of university histories. I concentrated more on 

the documentary than the arüfactual evidence because in reviewing the published 



histories, I leamed that they did not reflect al1 Me important elements of the univenity's 

eariy history using al1 relevant archival documents. 

Evaluating the archiva1 information I found was the beginning of the end of a long 

process. Finding what I considered the most appropriate documentary sources from the 

various archives took quite a long time. Then the evaluation of the value of the 

information for the project, called =extemal criticismn and the evaluation of the meaning 

and veracity of the information, called 'intemal criücismn began (Touliatos and Compton, 

Questions that I asked myself to determine the 'content validity" (Leedy, 1985, p. 

25) of the information sources and questions asked of them inciuded: 

Who was the author, or producer of the information? 
Was the author a so-called reliable source? 
Is this an anecdotal or a first person account? 
W hen was the document wntten or photograph taken (for example) and 
for what purpose? 
Have documents or data been omitted? 
Are there gaps in a sequence of information (Le., in a succession of 
annual reports, or minutes of meetings? 
1s there a lack of congruity between published and primary sources? (An 
example might be in a sequence of events described through archival 
documents, but not reflected in a published history related to those 
documents) 

It was really the content of the documents that concemed me. I made the assumption 

that al1 the records were not "forgeries" as ütey had no value outside the information 

aspect. So the meaning and contextual information that these documents offered were 

most important, and I was therefore occupied with interna1 cnticisrn of the data. 

A passage by Woody on historical methods (1 947, p. 190) is paraphrased here. 

and neatly describes the most important rules of historical research, which 1 found 

directly relevant to my time in the archives: I tried to be as objective as possible when 

viewing the data, by not judging the opinions or facts expressed in eighty year old 

documents by rny own knowledge and values. I tried to keep in mind that the lack of 

documentation for certain aspects was not necessarily evidence of ignorance or 

conspiracy on the part those who lived in those earlier times. Archival documents, like 

any artifacts still exist today because of many factors, not the least of which being 

serendipity itself. I also acknowledged that their existence 'entails consideration of the 

processes by which information about past events and conditions becomes recorded and 



preserved in documents" (House, 1977, p. 242). Likewise, aie lack of evidence for 

something did not mean that an event never occuned. 

The occurrence of the same information from two seemingly different sources 

may signal a dependence on inaccurate information by two different sources or authors. 

or from a common source, accurate or not. One example is an incongruity I noticed in 

the circumstances sunounding the acquisition of the Edwards Collection, which I 

describe in Chapter 3. If two different sources contradict each other, as they often will to 

varying degrees, one or the other may be tme, or both are in enor. I endeavoured to 

compare official documents with unofficial unes (Le., memoranda or letters) as neither 

one tells the same story about a particular event. A document might shed Iight on an 

event or another source of information, but might even mislead. 

Oral Histories 

To aid in helping to distinguish a tmer account of events, the use of the mernories 

of people of the processes and activities involved in the collection's existence on campus 

was invaluable. The use of oral history for this research helped "as a means of infusing 

life into ... collections" (Thompson, 1984, p. 45). 1 encountered 7he problem of bias, 

contradiction, and interpretationn (Thompson, 1984, p. 44) in the archival evidence I was 

using. Although the archival evidence allowed the construction of a basic chronology of 

what happened and when, it was through talking with people on campus about the 

collection that helped me to construct the "how and why" (Treleven, 1990, p. 25) of many 

elements of the chronology. 

The people I chose to contact personally to find out more about the acquisition, 

storage, exhibition, and research of the Edwards Collection are or were mostly mernbers 

of the University of Alberta cornmunity. I identified them myself through my archival 

research, or through personal communication with researchers and other univerçity 

personnel, and other students. Most of the people I came into contact with, because of 

their affiliation with the university, are invofved in the dissemination of information in one 

fom or another. As a result, I felt reasonably cornfortable asking them information about 

past events as they related to my research. Prior to contact (or before specific questions 

were asked if I encountered a potentially valuable person *on the fly3, I descnbed the 

project to each prospective respondent and outlined what I wanted to know from thern in 

order to gain an interview and to allow for their Snformed consenr to the interview (Agar, 

1980, p. 183-184). 



I used the 'unstnictured inteMew" method (Touliatos and Compton, 1988, p. 

176), corning armed with only a list of topics with some general, open-ended questions 

under each topic I was interested in discussing. As what I wanted to know from most 

people 1 contacted concemed what happened in the past, the use of an unstructured 

interview styie framed by open-ended questions, supplemented by more specific ones to 

help the respondent rernember details, seemed a better method than a structured 

interview. I did not wish to restrict any responses to categories and I did not want to bias 

my information or frustrate my respondents by atternpting to "maken them recall specific 

information from times past. I was most interested in their recollections and was not 

expecting specific responses about dates, times, places, and events. These exchanges 

were considered to be supplemental to the archival research, and indeed enriched the 

historical context I was trying to generate. 

The Ethnohistorical Approach 

I used an ethnohistorical approach to analyze the information encountered, as its 

interdisciplinary focus has been useful in past studies of material culture (Pannabecker, 

1986). The main resources used in mis investigation were the artifacts themselves, and 

the other primary and secondary documentation that may or may not be present within 

the museum confines. 

Pannabecker (1 990) notes that the respect for and reliance upon various sources 

of information in practicing ethnohistory can compensate for the relative lack of 

information using a single approach. The knowledge resulting from the experiences of 

fieldwork and documentary research is constructed (Wilson and Ashplant, 1988). and 

never discovered. Consequentiy, the interdisciplinary ethnohistorical method to the study 

of the creation and development of a particular museum and its ethnological collection 

was a usefui approach when pursuing a rnultifaceted subject According to Alexander, 

an interdisciplinary approach to material culture research is essential, because of the 

nature of objects-their irnmutabiliv. 

... objects are so believable, so convincing in their full-scale, three-dimensionality 
that, if used inesponsibly or carelessly, they can easily mislead their viewers. 
Sophisticated members of the public are accustomed to exert a certain amount of 
skepticism toward words, whether spoken or written, but are not so prepared to 
argue with objects (Alexander, 1979, p. 160-1 61). 

Bngden (1984) descnbed tbree levels of information which he considers 

important in the search for an object's historical contex? in museums: the physical details 



of the objects themselves, oral information, and two dimensionaf background information 

(primary sources). He also noted the natural environment and how people fit into it as 

also necessary to develop the historical context of objects. He stated that the best that 

researchers can hope to deliver is an "inforrned opinionn (Brigden, 1984, p. 173), rather 

than be the ultimate voice of authority about objects, their meaning and context. Pearce 

(1 993) describes LWie museum archive" (p. 120) and its 'museological inheritance" (p. 

120) as a wmbination of artifacts, primary and secondary sources. The structure of this 

archive defines the ways that one can create meaning, and structures or limits its 

interpretation (ibid.) 



The aim of this investigation was to cornplete an inquiry-oriented case study of 

the origins and development of the Edwards Collection. By using the case study 

approach to this research, I could focus on developing a biography of the Edwards 

Collection. Concentration on a single collection allowed for a better understanding of the 

many people, events, and processes that have affected its life since its acquisition. The 

aim was to gain a thorough understanding of the collection's biography, including its 

recontextualization and use within the university. 

The sources used to understand the research topic, the historical 

development of museums and artifact collecting, university collections management, 

exhibition, and artifact interpretation and conservation are from a variety of disciplines, 

including anthropology, archaeology, history, ait history, museology, and conseivation. 

Sources from areas under the 'popular culturen umbrella are also included, because 

useful and timely information often finds its way into magazines and newspapers much 

more quickly than academic publications. Ames (1 992) asserts that many of the changes 

to museums today are happening too fast for them to show up at the same rate in 

academic joumals and other publications. So-called "popular culturen oriented 

magazines and newspapers are often good sources of up-to-date, valuable information. 

The lntemet and the Worid Wide Web were also very useful sources of up-to-date 

information from rnuseums and rnuseum professionals, related news items, exhibitions, 

and controversy. 

Research on museum collections has not been seen as tembly valuable until 

about the past twenty years, not very long considering the age of museums as we know it 

today (Pearce, 1993). Michael Ames, one of the most positive Canadian proponents of 

museum-based research, notes that it can indeed be 'multifaceted ... when it is conducted 

in a reflexive manner with an eye towards practical as well as theoretical applicationsn 

(Ames, 1992, p. 47). For universities, museums, and specifically for the University of 

Alberta, 

the collections as a whole are indicative of the history, geographical location, and 
disciplinary activities of the University. Most of the collections began when the 
University did, have grown with it, and have been an integral part of the life and 
work of the institution (Collinson, 1977, p. 1 1 ). 

As mentioned in Chapter 1, the first objectives of this research project were to 

investigate who the original collectors were, what their relationship was to the objects 



they collected, and to the people they collected from. I describe the history of Dr. and 

Mrs. Edwards in this regard below. The history of the acquisition of the Edwards 

Collection by the University of Alberta is also presented, with a focus on the person at the 

University who was largely responsible for the University's acquisition of the collection, 

and the University's first museum that he established only a few years before. The 

contents of the Collection are next outlined. The collection did not corne into the 

university in a single shipment. The nature of its amval helps to explain some of the 

objects in the collection, but also raises questions of what did not make it into the 

university. 

The idea of the individual items of a museum's collection as decontextualized, 

both temporally and spatially. is the main concept from which this inquiry began. The 

artifacts can also be considered as symbolic, in reference to Pearce (1993) who defined 

a syrnbol to be objects which are brought into a casual relationship with other artifacts to 

which they bear no intrinsic association. In this case, many objects in this collection are 

classified generally as 'Blackfoot.' but the collection is a mix of household. hunting, 

cerernonial, recreational and personal artifacts such as clothing and jewellery, that would 

never be stored together in its original cultural context as it is now. Thus, my interest did 

not expand to investigating the artifacts' use in its original cultural context. The results of 

which would have been extremely fragmentary at best, and better tackled by a member 

of the culture from which the objects came, or by an ethnographic. ethnoarchaeological, 

or anthropological researcher interested in historical or contemporary Blackfoot culture. 

The process of induction was important here--to develop a conclusion or 

synthesis of what I found. Strauss and Corbin (1990) define this kind of description as a 

reduction and organization of al1 the data studied. with 'interpretive commentsn (p. 22) 

scattered throughout to create an interpretive context. I have defined the idea of 

"reduction" of information as meaning a thematic grouping of information. Some 

interpretation is likely to be theoretical or speculative, and does not constitute al1 the 

resulting information. As I grouped the information I found under different categories, I 

noticed that groups of categories were coming together under conceptual or thernatic 

ideas. The most significant idea was that of the biographical context of objects 

(Appadurai. 1986; Kopytoff, 1986) that can be discovered by tracing them through their 

various environments, uses. and perceptions by the human beings who came into 

contact with thern. 



The Character of Museum Collections: Concepts and Frameworks 

Museum artifacts in collections are there as a result of environmental. 

geoarchaeological, and cultural factors, not the least of which was the subjective 

collecting strategies of anthropologists, historians, and private connoisseurs (Clifford, 

1985, p. 239) Museums, wrote Carson (1 978. p. 44), warehouses of largely 

unassirnilated pieces of the past, just as archives curate wrÏtten records by the shetfload 

against the day when scholars will put a few of them to use." They in no way can be 

expected to tell the whole story about any aspect of another culture. especially a "foreign" 

one. Material culture can be tfiought of as "ethnographic fragments', and the exhibition 

of hem as 'the art of the excerpr (Kirshenblatt-Gimblett, 1991, p. 388). According to 

Karp and Levine (1 991, p. 378): 

... the image of the 'other" is foned  partiy from images of class. ethnicity. and 
gender in Western cultures, partîy from negation and inversion. partiy from the 
"other's' images of their own 'othen.' as they have been recorded and 
transrnitted by explorers. colonials, and other occupants of cultural and imperial 
frontiers. 

The idea of matenal culture. particularly from the past of a culture, existing only in 

fragments. and the resulting challenge of describing. analyzing, and interpreting for 

others the past lifeways of a culture is cornmon to the discipline of archaeology. 

lnterpretation of the objects to gain understanding of a past event or lifeway of a culture 

or society in archaeology. ethnography and ethnology is a dynamic process to better 

understand hurnan beings through what they left behind. 

According to Pearce. archaeology as a discipline Tnvolves material culture and 

collecting par exceIlen& (1 995, p. 1 0). Most archaeological collections. including those 

excavated from a single site, are incomplete, and exist as an incomplete example of a 

society's material culture. After excavation, many archaeological objects are on their way 

to becoming not only hard data for the archaeologisfs research problem, but are also 

eligible for museurn-based interpretation for exhibition and educational programs. 

Most ethnographic collections in museums are also inwrnplete. They exist, for 

ewmple, as a collection of objects created through a private collecter's interest. passion. 

and whim for the objects, from a research project, or through a museum's gradua1 

accumulation of similar or related objects over tirne. Add the often capricious factors of 

time, the inherent vice of an objecrs components. and luck-and a collection of 

ethnographic material is very similar to the creation or development of archaeological 

collections. According to CrowUier (1 989) archaeology, and I would argue. ethnography, 



ethnology and the study of material culture in general, is B n  especially powerful means 

for people to study peoplen (p. 35). Although in the case of prehistoric or pre-literate 

cultures, the task is made more difficult as objects are arguably more "muten than usual. 

The initial stage in the archaeological approach to the study of material culture, 

"the questions as to what it was, who made it, where, and when* (South, 1977, p. 7) is 

also the basic phase in 'non-archaeologicai" artifact analysis. The subdiscipline of 

historical archaeology (or, archaeological history) utilizes many of the same information 

sources that histonans, ethnographers, and university and museum based material 

culture scholars do, namely archival documents, oral histories, and living inforrnants to 

aid in the study or analysis of artifacts which ultimately will aid in the understanding of the 

'cultural pasr (Hume, 1978; Schiffer, 1977, p. 14; South, 1977, p. 6). 

Schiffer (1 977) contends mat al1 research dealing with the past is historical, 

whether the main objects of study are biological, geological, astronomical, 

paleontological, or human (for examples). What differs is how each researcher rnakes 

connections between his or her present and the past, which involves examining 

'formation processes-specific to each domain-that cause the varied trajectories of 

materials through time and ultimately the formation of evidence of the pasr (Schiffer, 

19V, p. 13). This idea ties well into one of the more recently recognized assumptions 

about the past, that it is also an artifact, 'one to be analyzed for what it tells about the 

culture creating it, not about the past per sen (Leone, 1981, p. 5). 

The outcome of my research actMties was to gain as thorough an understanding 

as possible of how the collection came to be, and the recontextualization and use of the 

collection within the university. The synthesis of the archival documentation was used to 

build the Edwards Collection's history or biography, parücularly as it relates to its 

residence at the University of Alberta. 

To develop an interpretive description of events and processes involving the 

Edwards Collection, I organized the information into themes based on the prirnary 

information I have gathered and from the published background of practical and 

theoretical literature. It is difficult to partition the interpretive process into discrete units, 

but generally it was divided into two phases: 

1. The interpretation of sources for authenticity and validity. 

2. Synthesis of information sources. Through combination and 
generalimtion of the information based on categories or themes, I was 
able to see conceptual linkages, as well as what kind of infomation stood 
ouf as *anornalies." 



The development of the Collection since 191 9 at the University is exarnined to 

investigate how changes in context have affected the storage, interpretation, display, and 

access to the Edwards Collection, To that end, the reasons for this collection's 

acquisition, interpretation. storage, and display were documented, relatively 

chronologically. 

The University Museum 

It was important to locate the university museum within the larger framework of 

museums generally, to compare it with "stand-alonew (non-university) institutions, to aid in 

understanding how the University of Alberta sees its role in the uses of collections for 

teaching and research. Humphrey (1 992) noted that university museums differ from 

independent institutions in their academic role, and in their missions and requirements, 

are only a small segment of the broad array of challenges and priorities of the larger 

institution. The roles of the university and public museum sometimes differ with regards 

to research, as universities exist to promote research, and museurns tend to view the 

activity as supplernentary work (Halpin, 1 983). The difference between stand-alone 

museums and univenities. is in what is done with the objects and the knowledge 

connected to them. 

It was also for the collections to help teach something at the university. Teaching 

using collections was and is done by getting close to an object, and noting what it is 

made from and how. and what the production of these objects cost its makers. In looking 

at how a collection is made, the importance placed on artifacts is often reflected in their 

storage facility (Arnes. 1992). The amount and kind of access to objects also reflects an 

institution's wish to allow access to collections for education or research. 

Besides where and how they are stored, how collections are classified by their 

managers also tells about their institution's consideration of its holdings. In western 

European or North Arnerican institutions like universities in the nineteenth and early 

twentieth centucy, the artifacts of Vaditional" cultures were displayed as part of the 

natural history component of many museums (Danilov, 1996). Aboriginal material culture 

was often classified in ternis of its evolution from simpler to more sophisticated foms 

(Pearce, 1989). This was the case at the Geology and Palaeontology Museum, the 

Edwards Collection's fint home at the University of Alberta, from 191 9 to 1950. Dr. Allan 

had dMded the museum's material into eleven divisions, eight of them having to do with 



'natural history" or scientific specimens. including mineral, ore, petrology, and Mineral 

industry exhibits. geology models, vertebrate and invertebrate palaeontology. Three 

separate divisions to do with human beings included the Archaeological. Eskimo, and 

lndian Division (of which the Edwards Collection was a part). 

There, Dr. Allan had classified al1 ethnographic artifacts and collections as part of 

natural history. This was a convenient catchall class, as Allan was first a geologist, then 

a museum curator who had a policy of accepting almost anything donated. and 

attempted to buy almost everything he could when it was offered no matter what kind of 

artifact it could be. Allan saw the disappearance of lndian material culture as emblematic 

of the physical disappearance of Viese past monarchs of the prairiesn (UAA - Allan, 

1920, March 24, p. 1). AIlan in particular saw the value in stonng everything that 

impacted on the histoty of the province of Alberta, or of western Canada, hoping that 

soon a provincial museum would be built that could better manage such a myriad 

undertaking (UAA - Alan, 1928, February 20). 

Dr. Allan acquired a variety of collections for research and teaching from the 

outset, and also in preparation for the possibility of the establishment of a main, 

provincial museurn where the extensive natural and cultural heritage of the province 

could be stored for posterity. The collections of ethnographic material culture from 

Native groups, Africa, South America, and elsewhere, his ~curios" (UAA - Allan, 1928, 

Febniary 20. p. 3). were collected it seems. for the hopeful eventuality of a central 

museum for the province. They were included as part of the 'hatural histoqf of Allan's 

Geological and Palaeontological Museum. 

Cameron (1 971) has described museums as temples which help establish and 

maintain the values of the dominant society. They do this by subordinating the values 

and images of the Other to affim dominant societal views. largely through exhibition, but 

to a lesser extent through the publication of exhibit catalogues and research articles on 

non-Western material culture. A reason for this is that the so-called dominant society 

usually consists of the socially designated 'educated classes.' Since universities are 

where many people in this 'class' are educated. it stands to reason that universities, and 

university museums, are one of the building blocks of museums outside the ivory tower. 

The main point in many recent publications concerning rnuseums and the 'Other', 

is that many of the hypotheses and views that surround the idea of the 'Other', which 

Mrough exhibition and publications museums help to perpetuate, are often false. 

misguided, or simply outdated. The 'Other' in this case is related to Native material 



culture. This is because non-Natives are the ones who wllected most of the objects and 

developed museums and art galleries in Canada and elsewhere. The term 'Othet can 

be applied to any group of people different from the one doing the defining. The broad 

term 'non-Native" is used here to mean Euro-Canadian or Euro-North Arnerican here, as 

non-Natives are largely responsible for the developrnent of most institutions here in 

Canada such as museums and universities. 

The history and development of ethnographic collections within museums was 

the result of the efforts by mostly non-Native, Western European, members of the middle 

to upper class, who collected, classified, interpreted and exhibited Native cultures as they 

saw thern. As a result, the existence of these collections arguably Say more about the 

museums and Euro-North American culture than about the originating cultures of the 

artifacts that museums hold (Hunt, 1991 ; Pearce, 1993, 1 995). These collections, 

according to Pearce (1 995) are a reflection of "Western agendas which are written into 

the construction of material narratives drawn from Western ideas of the exotic and how 

these support European notions of thernselves" (p. 330). 

University museums, according to Finlay, are often seen as 'basically a library of 

teaching material" (1 977, p. 84). According to Dyson (1990), where university museurns 

differ from stand-alone museums is in terms of scale. A university museum could be 

restricted to one room with a few objects on display, no exhibits but with storage areas 

open to the public. or whole buildings consigned to al1 the university's collections or to a 

significant group of its holdings. According to Danilov (1 996). most university museums 

contain a combination of broad and specialized collections. Some university museums 

might include collections stored by members of the department or faculty that collected 

them, often with a lack of funds for ernploying extra staff for curation, collections 

management, exhibition. or educational programs (Danilov, 1996; Dyson, 1990.) 

How university collections are stored is an indicator of the degree of access 

afforded to arüfacts. for both university researchers and the public, and perhaps how the 

university views these two groups. According to Collinson (1 977). the University of 

Alberta Collections &as a whole are indicative of the history, geographical location, and 

disciplinary activities of the universiv (p. 11). According to Ames (1 992, p. 91). "the 

choice [of a storage system] is likely to be related to how people conceptualize the proper 

role of museums and how knowledge should be constructed and disseminated." In 1976. 

the University of British Columbia's Museum of Anthropology created a system of 'Lisible 

storagew (Ames, 1992, p. 91 ; Lambert, 1983.) lncreased to the museum's teaching 



collections was the primary goal. This form of storage, says Ames, 'operated like a large 

library or supermarket, with the exception Mat customen can handle objects only under 

staff supervision; meanwhile, they have unhindered visual to collections and to the 

catalogue data" (Ames, 1992, p. 91). 

Stand-alone museurns in comparison, perceive the objects and their preservation 

as a primary goal, as well as the knowledge about them (Cannon-Brookes & Cannon- 

Brookes, 1989). These two institutions have been argued to have different roles with 

regards to the objects that they hold and manage, however related the object is to the 

knowledge they help to generate. According to Moore, who wrote specifically about the 

University of Alberta: 

... the University's collections are not composed of a lot of useless dust covered 
objects ... our collections are a vital part of the University's function, not as a 
museum, but as a quality institution for teaching and research; that the collection 
and use of specimens are, in many disciplines, as critical an aspect of teaching 
and research as are the collection and use of books,..Collections are a necessity, 
not a frill, in the life of a respectable university! (Moore, 1990, Winter, p.1) 

The traditional concept of museums and the historical and conternporary role they 

play in society is a Western construct, largely removed and even alien to many non- 

Western cultures. Today, many museums in Canada are still disregarded by many Native 

peoples for this reason. The fact that Canadian museurns hold vast amounts of 

Aboriginal artifacts is now of great concern to these cultures. The acknowledgernent of 

Native perspectives within the museum environment is now of prime importance, in the 

areas of interpretation and representation of material culture and history (Ames, 1986; 

Bastien & Bastien, 1992, November; Bielawski, 1985; Churchill, 1987; Conaty & Dumka. 

1996; Crane, 1997; Crane Bear, 1997; Janes & Conaty, 1992, November; Rivard, 1 985). 

However, particularly in Canada, there has been much written about the relationship 

between vanous Native groups and museums, and the responsibilities of museums to 

'theif artifacts' originating cultures in t e n s  of ownership, interpretation, and usage 

(Task Force, 1992). 

In the university environment, particularly at the University of Alberta, the initial 

collections held by the Geology Museum in the UniversiYs early years were eventually 

transferred to departrnents (as they sprang up) that were better equipped. intellectually or 

technologically, to care for them and use h e m  in teaching and research (Corbett, 1992). 

The initial reasons for the Edwards Collection should not be forgotten, but attention was 

paid, where possible (where archival documents existed), to the reasons for transfer of 

the collection to other areas of the univenity, either for stotage or use. 



How the collection, the information about it, and its uses, have changed through 

time by its exposure to different departmentç and environments was also examined. 

Frorn Kopytoff (1 986), 1 thought that to get this biographicar information from the 

records surrounding the collection, I would have to ask similar questions used by 

researchers investigating a human biography. Where did you corne from? How did you 

get here? What have you done since you were delivered? Within the archiva1 records, 1 

discovered a variety of documents pertaining to the Edwards Collection, the Edwards 

themselves. as well as various memos, correspondence, and other departmental records 

pertaining to the collection's acquisition and life within the university. 

The Collection Process 

The most meaningful questions answered here concem the makeup of the 

historical context of the collections existence. This context includes the original 

collectors, Dr. and Mrs. Edwards, and their reasons for acquiring or accepting the objects 

they did. Dr. Edwards, and probably his wife, probably had many of the same feelings 

about the many groups of Native people as other Caucasian Canadians at the tum of the 

century: That Native peoples were seemingly "dying our made it al1 the more tragic, and 

necessary, to collect aspects of their material culture before it too was lost. Dr. Edwards 

and his wife. along with other collectors at the same time such as Thaddeus Scriver, may 

have felt these same stimngs for material culture, but they also Were in the right place at 

the right timen (Scriver, 1990. p. xv) to buy or receive objects from Native people they 

knew. 

Most of the historical information concentrated upon for the purpose of this 

research is based on what has been written between the nineteenth century, where the 

so-called '"Museum Periodm (McCaffrey, 1992, p. 35) began to the present. The 

Museum Period, which coincided with the development of the disciplines of anthropology 

and archaeology and their amval into acadernia, lasted for over sixty years, from the 

1860s to the 1920s (McCaffrey, 1992). This period was also the time when most of the 

intensive ethnographic and ethnologiml collecting took place, by private collectors, 

museum curators, and others linked to universities (which also were blooming dunng this 

period around the world) (Alexander, 1979; Ames, 1987,1992; lmpey and Macgregor, 

1985; McCaffrey. 1992; Parezo, 1987b; Pearce, 1990b. 1993.) 

The realm of collectors and collecting also began to be tackled by scholars who 

discussed the social. political, and p~ychological reasons why individual or private 



collectors collected, as well as the reasons why institutions collected (Elsner & Cardinal, 

1 994; Pearce, 1991, 1 993, 1 995; Stewart. 1984). Miller (1 987) discussed artifacts as 

modem fetishes, and discussed the act of colleding as a largely 'European" activity, 

which was soon transmitted by the installation of museums to the Western world as a 

whole. Miller also discussed the development of systematic collections in museums and 

the objectification of arüfacts in a complex relationship between creator and creation. 

Pearce (1 993) also discussed the objectification of objects, and the creation or 

development of museum collections as a product of a dynamic, ongoing relationship 

between people and artifacts, which began with their original creation and continues with 

their use as artifacts within the context of the museum. 

Hunt (1 991) discussed the historicat context surrounding the acquisition and 

contemporary syrnbolism of the beaded crown of the Elepe of Epe collected in 1903 by a 

colonial administrator who donated the item to the Aberdeen University Museum in 

Aberdeenshire in 1907 (but now resides in the British Museum.) Hunt considers that in 

the museum the arüfact will kontinue to play out the humilation of the Elepe and the 

manipulation of Yoruba beliefs in the interests of European pragmaüsm" (1 991, p. 177.) 

Hunt also compares the literal and syrnbolic aspects of the original meeting between the 

colonial administrator and the Elepe and Yoruban chiefs, from both sides of the cultural 

equation, and cornes to sorne interesting conclusions based on his observations of the 

rationale of the colonial administration and Yoruban belief system, and how this has 

translated into how the object was managed by the British Museum. The language of 

legal process and ritual, and the language of objects are still in play there. According to 

Hunt, the 'identitf of an object. or a collection of culturally related objects, tell more 

about the identity and beIiefs of the rnuseum and the culture that produced it: 

the presewation of African objects in European museums does not represent a 
fixing of their defined or yet-to-be defined significance but is, on the contrary, a 
prolongation of the dialectic which they were created to generate. They will be 
polemical for as long as they exist (Hunt, 1991, p. 186.) 

Views of Native Material Culture and Its Collection 

How Native cultures have been viewed in the past by non-Natives and by 

museums as well as aie history and contemporary views of members of Native cultures 

are important to note here, so a general summary of these perspectives has been 

included below. The direction of this section is a survey of nomNative views of Native 

cultures historically, with a focus on the ways of museums, material culture and 



archaeology. These disciplines deal with three-dimensional artifacts that are 

recontextualized after collection or recovery. 

The reasons for the donation of the Edwards Collection by Mrs. Henrietta Muir 

Edwards are documented and described below, but the reasons for the selection of the 

artifacts themselves, and the values ascribed to them by bath Dr. and ME. Edwards are 

still a mystery. Therefore, an dependence on the published literature on the collection 

process and the reasons for collecting Native material culture is necessary here. This is 

an area which has corne under scrutiny fairly recently, in the past twenty years or so 

(Elsner 8 Cardinal, 1994; Pearce, 1993). 

The views held by non-Natives came about through visual media such as painting 

and photography historically. The Iiterature is extensive in this area, and comes from a 

variety of sources, from curators, historians, artists, anthropologists and other 

commentators, and now includes many Aboriginal voices (Crane Bear, 1997; Crosby, 

1991 ; Doxtator, 1988; Hill, 1988, 1989; Horn-Miller, 1993; Horse Capture, 1991 ; Laghi, 

1994, April10; McMaster, l99O,l993; McMaster 8 Martin, 1992). The book by David 

Francis called The Imauinary Indian: The imaae of the lndian in Canadian Culture 

published in 1992 is an excellent source on the history and development of the image 

held by non-Natives of Aboriginal cultures in Canada. He begins with the idea that it was 

early Canadian painters like Paul Kane, Frederick Arthur Vemer. and later Emily Carr 

who first portrayed for mass non-Native audiences the image of the 'noble savage' for 

example, that has persisted up to the present day, in different and sometimes more 

subtie ways, in photography, television, motion pictures. and in museurns. According to 

Francis (1992), 'non-Native Canadians have put the image of the lndian into practice. 

They have assumed that the lmaginaty lndian was real' (p. 194). 

The word 'Indian', is what Francis (1 992) uses to refer to the false image of 

Native peoples. The old story told to schoolchildren about Columbus' navigational 

mistake which landed him on the shores of 'India' and calling the inhabitants 'Indians" 

was arguably the first mistaken impression of Native North Americans by Europeans 

(Francis. 1992, Green. 1973). W hen members of two different cultures meet each other 

for the first time without a frame of reference, they interpret each other using stereotypes, 

a natural cognitive activity. W hen one of the cultures has an economic. political, or 

technological advantage over the other, these stereotypes are used to maintain that 

advantage (Francis, 1992). The Euro-Canadian stereotypes of Native peoples in 

Canada have been mostly negative; their aim was to emphasize what Euro-Canadian 



culture was not (ibid.). In the romanticisrn of the nineteenth century sunounding the 

image of Native people and culture, We lndian is understood as the beautiful but tragic 

representative of a primitive, dying worid which must give way to civilization and 

progressn (Green, 1973, p. 189). 

Paintings were overtaken by photography in the late nineteenth century, but was 

used as the earlier art fonn was to capture the images of 'dying cultures" (Hill, 1989; 

Lyman, 1982). Rick HiII, an Mohawk artist and curator, writes about how photography 

and Native cultures "have gone hand in hand for over a century, creating cultural 

stereotypes in Our minds every time we hear the word 'Indians" (1 989, p. 32). He also 

notes that the identity of the photographer, and what is considered photographable varies 

greatly between Native and Non-Native photographes. Laghi (1 994, Apnl 10) States that 

Plains lndian cultures in particular were photographed in ways that Eastern Canadian 

society expected, 'from scenes of primitive barbarians to objects of pity and scorn ... The 

misleading stereotypes prevail today (p. Cl). The objects collected from these peoples 

also reflected standard European views of what was expected in terms of culture, 

particularly "anything bladed, feathered or beaded" (Pearce, 1 995). 

Dr. Edwards, in his dianes, made no mention of a "collection", and did not 

describe his rationale or activities with respect to what was to be the "OC. Edwards 

Collectionn (GA - Edwards, 1900); Mrs. Edwards also left no records of her collecting 

activities (H. Collinson, personal communication. September 19, 1995). Speculation of 

their strategy could be inforrned from published accounts of other nineteenth century 

collectors of Native material culture, but must be wnsidered conjecture as 

conespondence about why they collected what they did is unavailable. Some documents 

are held in the National Archives that Dr. Edwards sent in as medical reports, and some 

of his written statements reflect his care for his patients, but reveal a somewhat 

patemalistic feeling as relating to his role as a doctor (Collinson, 1985b). 

Extensive collections of artifacts from indigenous North Americans in the 

nineteenth and early twentieth centuries were formed by private collectors, museurns, 

and universities. It was often done by most non-Native collectors with the inaccurate 

conviction that Aboriginal people would soon become assimilated or extinct. Their wish 

or desire to possess items of the "Othe? that was different from their own cultural 

inventory for cornparison or aesthetic appreciation also factored into this dynamic 

(Clifford, 1 985; Durrans. 1 988; Green, 1 973; Pearce, 1 990a; Pearce, 1 995; Stocking, 

1985). According to Hassrick (1 985), Plains material culture has been collected from 



1804, when the explorers Lewis and Clark travelted through this area. Later, men 

attached to military poçts or exploring parties collected items. Collecting was relatively 

sporadic until the last decade of the nineteenth century, when the large museums of the 

eastem United States began collecting in earnest 

Dunng the 'reservation period" (Hassrick, 1985. p. 59) parüculady after the tum of 

the century, an incentive for the production of a variety of objects was for the collector. 

who commissioned articles. According to Hassnck, in regards to the material culture of 

Blackfoot who lived in the United States, "men made bows and anows, war clubs, pipes, 

and bonnets; women made tobacco bags and particularly moccasins for salen (1 985, p. 

59). Regular, extensive collecting continued until the 1920s. "when the Plains had been 

stnpped of most of its ethnographie items, the bulk of them deposited in repositories 

principaIly in Washington and New York" (Hassrick, 1985, p. 58). 

The Collectors: Dr. O.C. Edwards and Mrs. H.M. Edwards 

Below are bnef biographical sketches of Dr. and Mrs. Edwards, who collected 

Native Canadian objects behnreen 1882, when they moved west, and 1914, the year Dr. 

Edwards passed away. The main sources af information about Dr. Edwards are from the 

National Archives of Canada, transcriptions of conversations with the Edwards' 

granddaughter, Claudia Whipple, and copies of newspaper clippings in files about Dr. 

and Mrs. Edwards held by the Department of Museums and Collections Services on 

campus, and published sources, mostiy produced by Helen Collinson (1 977, 1979, 

l985a; 1 985b; Heth & Collinson, 1 985). 

References to Mrs. Edwards were found in several Canadian encyclopaedias, 

some of which contained references to her husband, but no individual entries were 

discovered specifically for him. No published sources of information about Dr. Edwards 

were found at al1 in the dictionanes, encyclopaedias. and publications dealing with 

Canadian and Albertan history that were consulted. No personal recollections of Dr. or 

Mn. Edwards about objects they purchased or were given are recorded in these 

documents. Dr. Edwards wrote a diary dunng his trips north through the Peace River 

Country and to Fort Resolution. N.W.T., in 1900, which was in the possession of the 

Edwards' grandson. E.S. Gardiner. He assured Helen Collinson, who spoke to him 

about it, ma t  there is no information pertinent to the collection in the diary" (UDR - 
Collinson, 1973, December 31). The diary is now housed in the Glenbow Archives 

(Kooyrnan & Woelk). 



The number of referenceç for Mrs. Edwards are due to her longstanding legal 

work and publications, which were noted in al1 of the published sources about her. The 

information in the National Archives of Canada about Dr. Edwards are scattered, and it 

deals rnostiy with reports that he filed as an employee of lndian Affairs on his work on 

resenres and agencies and some personal letters about work concems to govemment 

officials (ses the Archival References Cîted below). Documents held by the Glenbow 

Archives include some of the Edwards' conespondence, two diaries (one each from Dr. 

and Mn. Edwards). photographs, news clippings, and various other documents 

(Kooyman & Woelk, 1992). The University of Alberta Archives contain few records 

about Edwards himself (University of Alberta Archives, 1997, June 23). Most of the 

documents and photographs housed there deal with the sale of the Edwards Collection 

to the University of Alberta. Most of this conespondence was generated by Mrs. 

Edwards and university officials about the negotiations for the sale of the collection, and 

some of its subsequent storage areas and uses at the University (Corbett, 1992). 

It is known that Dr. Edwards came into possession of objects as gifts and through 

purchase, including commission (Dempsey, 1991 ; Robertson, 1 993). Other collectors of 

Blackfoot rnaterial culture in particular, such as Thaddeus Scriver in Montana who 

collected at about the same time as Edwards, acquired items in similar ways. According 

to Scriver's son, 

he was not what one would cal1 a serious collecter but was in the right place at 
the right time when these collectibles were plentiful. Artifacts that museums and 
collecton of today deem extremely desirable were thought of in my dad's day as 
worthless %Idn things by the Indians thernselves and were discarded in exchange 
for newer items. Thus, traditional garb such as rnoccasins, breechcloths, 
leggings, and buckskin jackets were replaced by store-bought goods. As this 
evolution occurred, there came to be rnany lndian items on the reservation that 
could be acquired (Scriver, 1990, p. xv). 

Because he lived closely with the BlacMoot (as did Dr. and ME. Edwards), Scriver was 

aware of the changes happening to the Blackfoot on reserves, and 

realized that much of the Blackfeet mate rial CU hi re would disappear unless 
items were accepted and cared for when offered for sale or presented as gifts. 
They placed these priceless treasures in tninks liberally sprinkled with Bull 
Durham tobacco (as vermin repellent) or displayed thern in special rooms where 
they were hung on walls to be enjoyed for their beauty and nostalgia of days gone 
by (Scriver, 1990, p. xv). 

The ScrÎver Collection was contributed by Bob Scriver to the Provincial Museum of 

Alberta in 1989, to 'repatriate C (Scriver, 1990, p. 291 ; Stepney & Goa, 1990). 



Dr. Oliver Cromwell Edwards 

Dr. Edwards was bom in Clarence, Ontario. in 1847~ (see Figure 1). He was 

educated at McGiII University in Montreal, where he met Henrietta Louise Muir; they 

mamed in 1876. They had three children, William Muir, Ali-, and Anne. Alice rnarried 

Claude Gardiner, and their two children, Claudia and O.E.S. Yàardn Gardiner. later 

provided important information and objects to both the University of Alberta Archives and 

the Glenbow Archives (Corbett, 1992; Kooyrnan & Woelk, 1992). 

He moved west to Saskatchewan in 1882, s e ~ h g  as Medical Officer for the File 

Hills-F ort Qu'Appelle Agency under the lndian Affairs Department until 1889 (NA - 
Edwards, 1897, June 28; NA - Edwards, 191 0, February 14; Figure 3). Dr. Edwards' 

amval marked the amval of the first civilian physician in the Northwest Territories, 8 s  

there was no regular Mounted Police Medical Officer there to do the lndian work (as was 

the custom)" (NA - Edwards, 1 91 0, February 14, p. 2). 

For much of his early years in the region, he was responsible for the medical care 

of the entire population under Treaty 4. Under his care were the Crooked Lakes, lndian 

Head, and Fort Qu'Appelle agencies and the File Hills and Touchwood Hill Reseives 

(Edwards, n.d.; NA - National Archives of Canada, 1 995, July 15). His grand-daughter 

Claudia Whipple stated that Dr. Edwards and his family were "living outside the Fort at 

Qu'Appelle during the second Riel Rebellion and my aunt was bom in a tent on the eve 

of the battle of Cut Knife Creek" (UDR - Whipple, 1971, November 12). Collinson 

(1 985b) suspects that because Dr. Edwards was conscious of the threat of tuberculosis 

to his family (he had seen it attack the population living on reserves) he may have 

directed his family to live outside the Fort. In 1889 Dr. Edwards retumed to Montreal 

because of il1 health, and remained in central Canada until 1897 (NA - Edwards, 191 0, 

February 14). 

In 1897, he moved to lndian Head, Saskatchewan. As he was appointed to work 

there on a salary but not by an Order-inCouncil, within a month of moving his family with 

their belongings into the house he had built for them, "he was cashiered without a 

' ~ r .  Edwards' birth and death dates were found in documents in the University Archives. and 
its guide to holdings as 1847-191 1 (Corbett, 1992). They do not correspond with fonds in the 
Glenbow Archives (Kooyman & Woelk, 1992), who state them as 1850-1 915- His grand-daughter 
Claudia W hipple stated he died in 191 4 (UDR - Whipple, 1973, Decernber 5). In one newspaper 
article chronicling his life and times (NW - WetI known pioneer has passed away, n-d.), it was 
noted that Edwards passed away at 64 years of age, which puts his date of death at 191 1, if he 
was born in 1847 (or 191 4 or 1915 if 1850 was the correct birth par). 



moment's notice" (NA - Edwards, 191 0, February 14, p. 2). Edwards was convinced that 

'1 was on the wrong side of politics" (NA - Edwards, 1 91 0, Febniary 14, p. 2). Edwards 

thought that his own lack of engagement in politics of any sort had hampered his career, 

as he wished to work for the lndian Departrnent on his own merits (ibid.). With lndian 

Agent Colonel Allan McDonald, Edwards travelled to al1 the Reserves under Treaty 4 

giving medical treatment (NA - Edwards, 1897, June 28). 

Later in 1897 he went to Regina. He served as doctor to the Regina Gaol there, 

doing saIl N.W.M.P. medical work where the serw*ces of a...medical was required" (NA - 
Edwards, 1910, February 14, p. 1). In his reports to lndian Affairs in Ottawa, he 

described what conditions were Iike for the people he cared for as a physician (NA - 
Edwards, 1897, June 28). In the reports he sent from the various posts he was in, his 

interest in and care for the people living there was clear, if somewhat patemal. In a letter 
to Wilfrid Laurier in 1897, Edwards described the poor living conditions of children forced 

to attend the Regina Industrial School, which he felt was contributing to the rise in 

tuberculosis in the community: 

A system of education fitted for the Anglo-Saxon in the end of the 19th Century 
has been attempted with a people just slightly removed from savages and the 
thing is absurd. From a sanitary standpoint this plan of housing up lndians is al1 
wrong ... These Iittle people were brought up to live in teepees from the earliest 
spring to the latest autumn and to take these same children and house them in a 
big building is most detrimental to their health. i f  the Department [the lndian 
Departrnent] had a consideraüon for their health based upon the most thorough 
knowledge which we at present possess it would provide good tents-properly 
pitched and these children should sleep under aie canvas for at least six months 
in the year (in Collinson, 198Sb, p. 12). 

In 1900 he travelled northwest through the Peace Country in Alberta, serving as 

medical officer for the lndian Commission patty under Acting lndian Commissioner 

McCrea (GA - Edwards, 1900; NA - Edwards, 1901, February 9; NA - Edwards, 191 0, 

February 14). The lndian Commission was there to administer the signing of Treaty No. 

8 at Fort Chipewyan, Alberta (NA - Edwards, 1901. February 9; NA - National Archives of 

Canada, 1995, July 15). Edwards' "trip diaiy" (Kooyrnan & Woelk, 1992). that ha wrote in 

1900, entitled On the North Trail contained descriptions of his travels up north between 

April 10 and September 25, 1 9003 (GA - Edwards, 1900). Unfortunately, only once is 

information about an object he collected mentioned. Edwards briefly discussed meeting 

3~ortunately, this diary will be published in March, 1999 including some photographs that 
Edwards took of his travels (D.W. Leonard, personal communication, September 4. 1998). 



some Native people along the way, as helpers of the his Party, or as patients, but rnost of 

his diary had to do with his own perception of the trip. and of the other members of the 

lndian Commission party. 

On May 25. 1900, while camped along the Peace River, Edwards stated that he 

was presented by Mr. iiarvi€? (a rnember of the lndian Commission party) with a very 

pretty pair of mocassions [sic] Mis moming of moose skin. The part at the instep is 

prettily worked in silk" (GA - Edwards, 1900, p. 55). No more was said of where Harvie 

got the moccasins, or who made them (ibid.). In the University of Alberta's collection, 

there are five pairs of moccasins tbat Dr. Edwards collected on that trip in 1900. The two 

pairs from Fort Chipewyan are made of caribou hide and decorated with quillwork, so 

they do not relate to Edwards' description. One pair, from Fort Chipewyan was Woods 

Cree, and made from beaded moose hide, but was only trimmed with errnine, and not 

silk (University of Alberta, n.d.). Two pairs of Athabascan design were commissioned, 

and were made of moose hide and caribou and decorated with silk crewel work, 

porcupine quillwork, and horse hair. The silk crewel work included the letters "HF  on 

one pair, and " O F  on the other, relating to Mrs. and Dr. Edwards (University of Alberta, 

n.d.). 

For travellers in the nineteenfh century (and today for many people), most 

objects collected had to be 

"suitcase-sized." They must also be durable, and not given to organic 
disintegration or destruction ttirough packing and storing, since most nineteenth 
century traveliers were on extended tours of many months .... Bead embroidery 
on hide or cloth was particularly suited to withstand such rugged storage 
conditions and became a popular take-home item (Hail and Duncan, 1989, p. 
62). 

Nowhere in his diary did Edwards mention that he had bought or bartered for 

anything from any of the Native people he came into contact witt-i, but he did. Besides 

the moccasins, he obtained other objects such as a dog blanket and srnall, embroidered 

canying bags (University of Alberta, n-d.). He was very descriptive about many, 

seemingly =everyday" events on the trail, and parüculariy special ones such as the 

celebration of his daughter's birthday (GA - Edwards, 1900, p. 15 - 16). so it is supposed 

that he would be sure to mention a special gift. He might not have mentioned it however, 

depending on the circumstances sumunding the day he obtained or received something. 

His receipt of two pairs of moccasins with personalized embroidery on them for hirnself 

and his wife, seems to have been a significant gift. but he did not record it. 



Edwards recorded many interesting things about that trip hough fr0m Regifla. 

then west to Calgary, then north to Edmonton, Lesser Slave Lake, Peace River Landing, 

Dunvegan, Fort Chipewyan, Fort Smith, and Fort Resolution. Edwards noted that 

neanng Fort Smith, he was m e  first Govemment doctor ever here and myself and my 

medicines and al1 belongings of my tent is a source of interest and curiosity to these 

peoplen (GA - Edwards, 1900, p. 81) The trip back south took them through Fort 

McMunay back to Edmonton and Regina (GA - Edwards, 1900). 

When he returned to Regina, he found that his position at the Regina Gao1 had 

been given to another doctor (NA - Edwards. 1901, Febniary 5; NA - Edwards. 191 0, 

February 14). In 1901, he was appointed to the Blood and Peigan Reserves near 

Macleod, Alberta. Dr. Edwards and his family Iived on the Blood Reserve, as a 

"headquartersn for the service of both the BIood and Peigan Resenres (NA - Edwards, 

1910, February 14, p. 4). No mention of his purchase of artifacts from people from the 

Blood or Peigan Reserve was found in documents from any of the Archives contacted. It 

can be assumed that he acquired the artifacts at this time. Some artifacts are medical in 

nature, reflecting his special interest in those kind of objects (P. McCormack, personal 

communication, September 23). 

He served both reserves until il1 heaith caused the fndian Department to relieve 

him of his attendance of the Peigan Reserve in 191 0 (NA - Edwards, 1 91 0, February 14; 

NA - National Archives of Canada, 1995, July 15). There was much travel involved 

between the reserves, which Edwards had mentioned was getting more difficult for him to 

do (NA - Edwards, 1910, February 14). The Peigan Reserve, which had a smaller 

population than the Blood Resewe, would receive a doctor of its own. 

He was well thought of throughout his career in the West, judging from the 

newspaper clipping read regarding his passing (NW - Weil known pioneer has passed 

away, n.d.). In his writings to administrators and politicians about his work environment 

and his patients, he was quick to criticize the govemment's handling of its administration 

of the reserves, particulariy by Acting District lndian Commissioners and lndian Agents 

(NA - Edwards, 1897, June 28; NA - Edwards, 1910, February 14). The Edwards' grand- 

daughter, Claudia Whipple, related some of her mernories of her grandparents to Helen 

Collinson in 1973. She related that 'he was extremely gifted and could have been a 

Society Doctor, made a fortune but he prefened to be a missionary" (UDR - Collinson, 

1974, Febniary. p. 3; UDR - Whipple, 1973, December 5). As a child, Whipple 

accompanied her grandfather on his rounds on the Blood Reserve. In his work with 



patients, Whipple said that =he treated his lndian patients exady as he would anybody. 

The fact they were lndian made no difference, they were patients" (UDR - Collinson. 

1974, February, p. 4; UDR - Whipple, 1973, December 5). 

It seems that Dr. Edwards' standing was different from the non-Native personnel 

of the previous century. According to Barmss, the feelings for Caucasian medical 

personnel in the late nineteenth century among the Blackfoot were not al1 positive: 

"Although hospitals were opened on lndian reseives. the Blackfoot were reluctant to trust 

white "medicine menm (1 976, p. wi). Edwards kept well versed in the latest medical 

techniques, including surgery. Whipple described a meeting with an aunt who visited her 

grandparents, who was fresh from studies at Ottawa's General Hospital. After her aunt 

told Dr. Edwards about sorne important operations she had observed, he said "'1 know 

child, did that on an old lndian last week" (UDR - Collinson, 1974, February, p. 4; UDR 

- Whipple, 1973, December 5). Dr. Edwards lived and worked on the Blood Reseive up 

until his death in 191 1. 

Henrietta Louise Muir Edwards 

Henrietta Louise Muir Edwards was bom in December 18, 1849 in Montreal (see 

Figure 2). She was active poliücally and publicly, interested in how the law pertained to 

women and children. She died in Macleod, Alberta, on November 10, 1931 (Marsh, 

1988). Although described by her granddaughter as not having "a professionw (UDR - 
Collinson, 1974, February, p. 2; UDR - Whipple, 1973, December 5). she was a busy 

woman: "...[she] lectured on Women's Rights. She took courses in tailoring and furrier. 

Mrs. Edwards also painted and did a great deal of work with the National Council of 

Women and the Legal Status of Women in Canadan (ibid.). She was a founding member 

of the Working Girls Association of Montreal in 1875 (Haman. 1966). a founding 

member of the National Council of Women of Canada (NCWC) in 1893, and the 

Victorian Order of Nurses (Marsh, 1988; Media Club of Canada, 1981, p. 238). The 

NCWC was developed to incorporate many different Canadian women's organizations 

under one motivated canopy (Brakeman, 1997; Roome, 1996). Edwards served as the 

first chairwoman of the NCWC's Standing Committee on Laws for thirty five years. This 

cornmittee focussed on issues that directly affected women and children (Harman, 1966). 

As Chaiiwoman of the NCWC, she was an advocate for equal parental rights, 

divorce on equal grounds, mothets allowances, raising the legal age of consent for 

mamage, legal remedies for deserted wives, and prison reforrn (Brakeman, 1997; 



Harman, 1966; Roome, 1996). The NCWC is still in operation today as an advocate for 

woments issues (Brakeman, 1997). Edwards wrote one book and CO-authored two 

others on the legal status of women and children in Alberta and Canada (Edwards, 191 7; 

Edwards & National Council of Women of Canada, 1908; Edwards & Canada 

Department of Labour, 1 924). According to Harman (1 966. p. 172). Edwards was 

"instrumental in securing much of the legislation which improved social conditions over 

this period" (that she was active.) 

She is best known in Alberta as one of the 'Famous Fiven wornen who brought a 

suit against the Canadian Supreme Court to the Privy Council in London, England in 

1928, arguing for women to be considered legal "persans" under the British North 

America Act. and therefore eligible for appointment to the Senate of Canada (Hanan. 

1966). The Privy Councii ovemled the Canadian Supreme Court decision that women 

were not versonsn on October 18, 1929 (Banneman, 1977). Mrs. Edwards completed 

most of the legal groundwork for that case. and lent her prestige as a longstanding 

mernber of the National Council of Women of Canada to shine on their efforts (Collinson. 

1985b; Harman. 1966; Roorne. 1996). Besides her legal work and related writings, she 

was also a well-known painter of miniatures which helped to finance her legal research 

and development of educational programs for women (Collinson, 1985b; Encyclopedia 

Canadiana, 1958). In later years, after she moved to Fort Macleod after her husband's 

death, she remained active in the province's division of the National Council of Women 

of Canada as vice-president, and prior to her death had been active in organizing Fort 

Macleod's public library (NW - Late Mrs. Edwards Will Be Laid to Rest in Edmonton, 

1931). 

In 1883, Mrs. Edwards and her children went west to Saskatchewan to join her 

husband, who had been appointed to the File Hills-Fort Qu'Appelle Agency a year earlier. 

For a period of time between 1890-1 897. she and their three children went back east to 

Montreal, for the children to finish their educations (NW - Late Mrs. Edwards will be laid 

to rest at Edmonton, 1931; NW - Tribute Paid Noble Woman, 1931) She and two of her 

s u ~ v i n g  children, William Muir and Alice, carne to rejoin Dr. Edwards in Alberta at the 

Blood Reserve in 1 901, where she resided until Dr. Edwards' death in 1 91 1. 

Claudia Whipple (Alice's daughter) made no mention of what Dr. Edwards' role or 

activities was with regards to the collection in her correspondence. Only Mrs. Edwards 

was mentioned in connection with the collection in any of Whipple's penonal 

conespondence with university staff (UAA - Whipple, 1963, December 28; UAA - 



Whipple, 1965, July 8; UDR - W hipple, 1971, November 1 2) or in the univenity staffs 

meetings with her (UDR - Collinson, 1974, Febniary; UAA - Peel. 1963, October 3). 

According to ME. Whipple, "my grandmother did a great deal of collecting 

herself" (UDR - Coliinson, 1974, February, p. 1 ; UDR - Whipple, 1973, December 5). 

Collinson (1 985b) also states that she "assembled most of the collection herself in the 

period of 1903 through 1914, while the family Iived on the Blood Reserven (p. 12). 

Collinson did not elaborate on the source of this statement (particularly the specific 

dates), but it is conoborated by the Edwards' granddaughter's mernones. It could be that 

Collinson's information was taken from Claudia Whipple's recollection, however, and she 

neglected to cite the source of the information. Mrs. Edwards' participation in the 

development of the collection was reiterated by Dr. John A. Atlan (UAA - AHan, 1920, 

March 24), with whorn Mrs. Edwards negotiated the sale of the collection to the university 

(discussed below). 

Mrs. Edwards also lent many objects back to the members of the Wood Reserve 

who needed traditional or cerernonial garments or headdresses, "because they didn't 

have their own ceremonial robes anymore. My grandmother frequently lent the stuff out. 

Then the lndians would bring it back to hef (UDR - Collinson, 1974, February. p. 1 ; UDR 

- Whipple, 1973, December 5). Whipple cited a specific example of a parade arranged 

and performed in by the Blood lndians in Fort Madeod for the Ouke and Duchess of 

Connaught. They needed to borrow ceremonial headdresses from Mrs. Edwards for the 

event (UDR - Whipple, 1971, November 12). After Dr. Edwards passed away, his wife 

moved frorn the Blood Resewe into the town of Fort Macleod. It was around that time 

that she began to think about what to do with the collection (UDR - Collinson, 1974, 

Febniary). Please see the section below, The Edwards' Collection: Acquisition, for more 

information about the circumstances of the collection's purchase by the University of 

Alberta. 

Like her husband, Henrietta Louise Muir Edwards was a highly regarded, 

respected person. Her passing in 1931 was rernarked upon in newspapers like the 

Macleod Gazette and the Edmonton Journal (NW - Campbell, 1931 ; NW - Kells, 1931 ; 

NW - Late Mrs. Edwards Will Be Laid to Rest, 1931 ; NW - Tribute Paid Noble Wornan, 

1931). The loss of 'a recognized authority on laws for women and children", and "one of 

the mothen of women's suffrage in Canadaw (NW - High Tribute Paid Prominent 

Woman, 1931) were some of the phrases related to this woman. 



The University of Alberta: its First Museum 

The University of Alberta was established officially in 1908. It is one of the oldest 

collecting organizations in Western Canada, with some of the largest collections; it began 

collecting objects in 1910 (Museums and Collections SeMces, 1997, August 14b). Since 

its inception, there have been many histones written on the University of Alberta, as well 

as Univenity of Alberta Master's theses on facets of the univenity's history (Alexander, 

1929; Aytenfisu, 1982; Bilash, 1984; Collinson, 1977, 1979; Johns, 1981 ; Macdonald, 

1958; Parker, 1982; Peel, 1 965, 1979; Wallace, 1933). Very Iittle, if anything, has been 

mentioned about the creation of the first rnuseum, or of the activities of the man largely 

responsible for its existence, Dr. John A. Allan. 

In the publications discussing Who's who at the University of Albertan between 

1 908 and 1 91 9, and 191 9 and 1939 (Corbett, 1991,1993), Dr. Allan's role and 

significance as one of the university's founding faculty and as a scholar is mentioned. 

along with many of his accomplishments at the university. No mention is made of the 

Geology Museum at all, or of Allan's involvement in its creation and development. This 

information was found after I searched the University of Alberta's Archives for documents 

pertaining to the Edwards Collection. 

The theses by Aytenfisu (1 982) and Bilash (1 984) on the creation and 

development and role of the University, and books on the University's history by 

Collinson (1 977, 1979) and Johns (1981) do not mention the Geology Museum itself, or 

indeed discuss the role of museums at al1 on campus. While having nothing to Say about 

the existence of individual museums or collections at the University of Alberta, historical 

research by Aytenfisu (1 982) and Bilash (1 984) examined the creation, development, 

structure and role of the University of Alberta in its early years in terms of its relationship 

to the community and existence within a larger cultural landscape. Both works dealt with 

what the university meant to the people instrumental in its founding, and what meanings 

were represented by a small cluster of buildings and people perched on the bank of the 

North Saskatchewan River to the larger community. Looking at how the university 

developed, and how that development fit into or challenged the social, political, and 

natural systems in existence in the early twentieth century reflects a human ecological 

framewotk, though that was not the focus of either thesis (see the discussion of human 

ecology as a research perspective below). 

Aytenfisu (1982) discussed the first twenty years of the University of Alberta, and 

its organizaüon, objectives and role in the larger community. While she discussed the 



men. including Dr. Allan, involved in the creation and development of the univenity in its 

infancy, no mention was made of the establishment of a museum. Bilash in particular 

looked at the university as a 'cultural artefact" (1 984, p. 2) in itself, and how it evolved 

from an idea in the mind of Premier Alexander Rutherford, to an act of Parliament in 

1906. the seledon of a physical site (and cultural and political implications of this). to a 

blueprint, to the finished buildings and the installrnent of staff and students. Bilash 

(1 984) examined what was meant by the University of Alberta as an institution and how 

that compated to the ideas, ideals, and plans of its creators, including faculty members 

Iike Dr. Allan. No mention was made of museums, or of the university as having any 

objectives relating to heritage preservation as part of its role as an element of the 

regional cultural landscape (ibid.), 

The publications by Johns (1 981) and Collinson (1 977,1979) do not discuss 

museums per se, but pay more attention to individual, well known collections donated by 

people involved in the campus and Edmonton community. ColIinson (1 977, 1979) does 

mention the history of the Edwards Collection itself, as well as some history on Dr. and 

Mrs. Edwards as collectors. Johns (1 981) does not mention the creation of any 

museurns at the University of AIberta, and his only mention of collections is with regards 

to the donation of the Emma Read Newton Collection in 1949. That collection was 

described as The first serious effort to initiate a gallery of art in the Universiv (Johns. 

1981, p. 243). Mrs. Emma Read Newton and her husband, Dr. Robert Newton, a past 

president (1 941 -1 951 ) of the University, were instrumental in establishing and developing 

a department of fine arts at the University (Johns, 1981). Even in his description of the 

Arts Building (the central teaching building for the campus) when it was first built in 191 5 

(the Geology Museum's first home), Johns descnbed the building's interior spaces in 

great detail, but left out the Geology Museum. The museum was on the third floor in that 

building, which Johns described as an area of 'still more accommodation" (Johns, 1981. 

p. 51). 

Johns' only mention of a museum in the University's eariy history was in ternis of 

future developments of the times. In 1946, he noted that it was thought that a 'museum 

and fine arts building might be sited northeast of the Arts Buildingn (Johns. 1981, p. 21 2). 

Peel's (1 965, 1979) histoiy of the library system on campus recounted that the fint 

library's home was also in the Arts Building. In 1951, when the library moved to the 

Rutherford building, the museum also went with it, but its transfer was not discussed. 



The University began rece~ng  gifts of historical. artistic or scientifk value as soon as it 

was established. Dr. John A. Allan, first professor of geology, planned a museum of 

teaching specimens and began serious collecting upon his appointment in 191 2 (UAA - 
Allan, 1928, February 20). The University of Alberta realized the importance eariy in its 

existence in accepting and collecüng objects of Albertan or Canadian history (UAA - 
Allan, 1920, March 20). In Erne, custody of Me collections in fine and applied arts, 

archaeological and anthropological specimens which were presented to the University, 

became part of his responsibility. Each department had custody and maintenance of any 

gifts it received (Corbett, 1 992). 

There has been but one mention of the existence of a museum in the Department 

of Geology (or anywhere else on campus) in the several published histones on the 

University of Alberta (Wallace, 1933). In this publication, regarding the Department of 

Geology's services to the public, the museum was mentioned, but not by name, and not 

in conjunction with Dr. Allan. The museum's main focus according to Wallace, was 

"geological phenomenan (1 933, p. 22), and the main public service was the identification 

of rninerals, fossils, and physical (land) features of Alberta. Dr. Allan was not mentioned 

by narne in connection with the museum, which was described in a section of Wallace's 

book devoted to "research work" (1933, p. 25) at the university. Wallace described the 

museum's contents in one paragraph: 

The museurn collections of rninerals, rocks, ores and fossils have an appraised 
value of over seventy-five thousand dollars. In addition, the museum has 
sections represenüng archaeology and indian and Esquimaux anthropologf 
(Wallace, 1933, p. 26). 

Strangely, in Johns (1981) in relating a letter from the University of Alberta's President 

Robert Newton to Premier Manning in 1943. Newton proposed that the university be 

partnered with a "provincial museum of arts and crafts together with the provinciat 

archivesn (p. 191), without mentioning that a museum already existed at the university. 

The only mention of collections by Johns was about the donation of the Emma 

Read Newton Collection in 1949. described as me first serious effort to initiate a gallery 

of art in the university" (Johns, 1981. p. 243). One can perhaps surmise by this 

statement that %ne a K  was considered 'museum quality," and rninerals and 

ethnographic 'curios' as Allan called thern (UAA - Allan, 1928, February 20. p. 3). were 

specimens, and not considered of the same calibre. 

Almost al1 the information on the history of the fint museurn at the University of 

Alberta was gathered in the univenity's Archives. The first museum, the University of 



Alberta Geologiml and Palaeontological Museum, was due to the efforts and vision of 

Dr. John Andrew Atlan (see Figure 4)- The museum was also known simply as the 

Geology Museum. The former name was the one given when Me museum applied for 

membership in the Museums Association (Arts and Sciences) based in London, England, 

in 1930 (UAA - Markham, 1930, September 25). 

Allan was the first professor of the Department of Geology, and upon his 

appointment in 191 2, none of the first things I did was to start the embryonic nucleus of a 

museum" (UAA - Allan, 1928, February 20, p. 9). He began planning a museum of 

teaching specimens. As a s e ~ k e  to the public, the Department of Geology invited 

people to bring in specimens of rocks, rninerals, and fossils for identification, as well as 

ethnographic objects (Wallace, 1933). 

The museum was located on the top fioor of the Arts Building, which was built in 

191 5 (Macdonald, 1958). In his description of the Arts Building when it was first built. 

Johns (1981) covered the building's interior spaces in detail, but did not mention the 

museum on the third floor. The Arts Building was the central teaching building until after 

Woild War Two, and it also housed the first university library (Johns, 1981 ; Peel, 1965). 

From its beginning, the museum had no paid employees and it was under the 

care of the teaching staff of the Department of Geology, Dr. Allan in particular (UAA - 
Allan, 1928, February 20, p. 10). Specific funding for the rnuseum appeared to be 

nonexistent (UAA - Allan, 1928, February 20, p. 10). Allan had his hands full with a 

variety of duties, both educational and administrative, that spanned the entire university. 

At its beginning in 1908-1909, the University had four people for teaching staff. That 

number grew to 27 in 1913-1914, when Allan came on board, and batlooned to 51 right 

before the first Worid War (Macdonald, 1958, p. 22). 

AIlan began collecting regularly in 191 2, and soon amassed a variety of artifacts, 

from geology, natural history, and human history. Objects donated or sold to the 

University of Alberta, according to various Universty of Alberta Archives (UAA) 

documents included minerals, fossils, projectile points, swords, stamps, coins, war 

medals, and ethnographic material with origins in Alberta, Canada, the United States, 

South Arnenca, the Phillippines, and Africa, for example (Allan. 1927, December 13; 

UAA - Allan, 1928, February 20). The museum was dnrided into eleven divisions (UAA - 
AIIan, 1928, February 20, p. 10): 

Mineral Exhibits 
Ore Exhibits 
Rocks (Petrology Section) 



lnvertebrate Palaeontology Division 
Verte brate Palaeontology Division 
Geology and Physiography - Maps and Models 
lndian Division 
Esquimo DMsion 
Archaeological Division 
Mineral lndustry Division 
Alberta Mineral Resources Division 

In a letter to a prospective donor Dr. Allan stated: "I have always made it a point to obtain 

and look after any museum material of any kindn (UAA - Allan, 1924, April8). His human 

material culture collection included archaeological and eütnographic objects. as well as 

fine and applied art objects. Allan had hoped that one day there would be a separate 

provincial museum to store Alberta's heritage, and "partly on this account I have 

endeavoured to obtain and accumulate many specimens of museum value other than 

geological, and specimens which if not looked after would be lost for al1 tirnen (UAA - 
Allan, 1928, April28, p. 2). 

As knowledge spread that the University was accepting specimens, it began to 

receive a variety of arüfacts and specimens, either for donation, purchase, or 

identification. It would seem from what was accepted as donations that provenance was 

not an issue. In Allan's refusal of an 'Indian ceremonial axen offered for sale to the 

rnuseurn in 1930 (UAA - Allan, 1930, December 3), because of budgetary restrictions, no 

mention is made of the seller's statement, '1 have done nothing about searching the 

grave where 1 found ir (UAA - Engel, 1930, Novernber 23). Specific provenance did not 

seem to be a prerequisite for rnany of the fossils, minerais, and plant specimens, and 

was not for %uriosn as Allan referred to ethnographic objects (UAA - Allan, 1928. 

February 20, p. 3). 

Many objects were sent either to the Geology Museum care of Dr. Allan, or to the 

appropriate university departrnent. Indeed, as the artifacts increased in number, when 

received they usually went to the university departrnent that could best use tbem in 

teaching. Each department with a collection became responsible for its maintenance 

(Corbett, 1 992). 

In a radio address on CKUA radio on T h e  Value of A Museumn, on February 20, 

1928, Allan said that 'hiuseurn work has increased far beyond the available time of the 

members in my department. At no time have funds been available for the services of 

anyone to look after the specific needs in the museumn(UAA - Allan, 1 928, February 20, 

p. 10). A lack of funds to purchase items other than rnatetial used for teaching purposes 



in the Department of Geology (which included Palaeontology) was mentioned by Dr. 

Allan (UAA - Allan, 1928, February 20; Allan, UAA - Allan, 1928. Apn128). It seems by 

1928 the bulk of donations were of minerals or fossils, both housed as 'museurn qual iv 

specimens in the museurn. By that time, unless eütnographic artifacts were donated. 

they could not be accepted due to budgetary constraints: m e  funds at the present time 

are not available to even work up the several tons fossil material we now have in our 

palaeontological workshop at the University" (UAA - Allan, 1928, Apnl28, p. 2). 

As mentioned above, very littie information was found in the University of Alberta 

Archives that pertained to the early years of either the Geology Museum, or to 

departmental records about specific collections. According to the archival research aid 

from the University of Alberta Archives (Corbett, 1992), "record keeping was erratic and 

storage conditions were subsbndard" (p. 11 6). Whether the poor storage conditions 

pertained to both records and artifacts was unclear. However in 1929, about a decade 

after Edwards Collection's acquisition, many ethnographic artifacts had already been 

damaged by insects: 

We have a small collection of lndian and Eskirno curios, costumes, etc. There 
are in a separate room, and in spite of al1 the precautions taken, the collection 
has become infested with moths. I have had the entire collection gone over 
carefully on two former occasions, and then have used various sprays and other 
disinfectants, but have been unably to get rid of these pests (UAA - Allan, 1929, 
December 9). 

In his radio address, Dr. Allan discussed the history, value and role of museums, 

and of the development of the University of Alberta's museum. He states that there were 

three main roles of a museum, to "presetve the relics of past ages-..to render them 

accessible to students who wish to make a special study ...[ and] to educate the generai 

publicn (UAA - Allan, 1928, February 20, p. 5). According to Allan (UAA - Allan, 1928, 

February 20, p. 7),  'a specimen of museum value should be retained within a museum 

and not in one's home where there is always the danger of loss even by fire." 

Allan espoused the archaeologist Pitt Rivers' style of classification and display of 

ethnographic rnaterial for accessibility: "Indian collections should be arranged to show 

the variation between the different tribes and the variation from the primitive to the 

modemn (UAA - Allan, 1928, February 20, p. 7). The artifacts were displayed as curios, 

or objects of curiosity, with very little in the way of meanings attached through labelling 

(see Figure 5). 

Pitt Rivers' Victorian collecting strategy and writings were linked to a Darwinist 

philosophy of evolution by natural selection and an which he based his typological 



classification schemes for both collections and museums (Chapman, 1991; Hudson, 

1987; Pearce. 1993). Many museums around the wodd still bear witness to Pitt Rives' 

rather linear method of exhibition, both temporally and in t e n s  of technology (that is. 

from 'primitiven to 'modem"). Arguably. this rigid view and approach to museum display 

in parücular did much to tum researchers (mosUy anthropologists) away from museum- 

based research and towards cultural investigation 'in the field' (Chapman, 1991). When 

they tumed back to museums, it was to undentand and display artifacts with its cultural 

context as a base (Pearce, 1993; Stocking, 1974). 

ln universities, most collections and museums have a close relationship with the 

departments that they are most associated with, and with the larger institution itself. As 

with most university museums across North America, most of the collections were 

acquired by the members of academic deparîments for research or teaching. Many early 

museums and collections in universities grew out of 'cabinets of curiositiesn (Danilov, 

1996, p. 53) collected by staff on behalf of their department of individual research 

interest. 

Museums, according to Carr (1990) can construct and control knowledge in the 

way they define, display. and label objects. Cabinets of curiosities used very little in the 

way of labelling and no reference to cultural context, often combining disparate artifacts 

for effect (ibid.) The suppressing of information, objects, or context makes the museum 

a Thief of meaning" (Car  1990, p. 33) although it was not done with anything sinister in 

mind. 

The Edwards' Collection: Acquisition 

The actual date and circumstances of the collection's acquisition by the University 

of Alberta are not definite. Mrs. Edwards' granddaughter, ME. Claudia Whipple. put the 

sale in 1925 to the Province of Alberta, which retained the collection in the Legislature 

Libraiy for a period of tirne (UAA - Whipple, 1965, July 8a). In a later interview, Whipple 

stated that "for a long tirne the collection was stuck up in the rotunda upstain ... of the 

Parliament Buildings ... at the Legislaturem before it came to the univenity (UDR - Whipple. 

1973, December 5). The Guide to Native Sources at the University of Alberta Archives 

'~ccording to Chapman (1 991), Pitt Rives' donation of a collection to Oxford in 1883. 
and his requirements that people be hired to curate i t  resulted in the discipline of 
anthropology's eariiest appearance in universities, leading to its eventual recognition as 
an academic discipline. 



(Corbefl, 1996) concurç with Whipple's information. stating that the collection was initially 

purchased by the Govemment of Alberta circa 1925 (Corbett, 1996, p. 1 1 1 ), although it 

does not sbte the exact source of this information in aie archives. 

Anecdotal information recorded by Collinson indicated that the collection was 

stored at Me Legislature Building between 191 4 and 191 9 (UDR - Collinson. n-d.). 

Conceming the dearth of records relating to how the Dr. and Mrs. Edwards compiled the 

collection, from whom, where and when, Collinson remarked that %ad there been a real 

kind of rnuseum place for them to have been kepr perhaps these records would have 

been secured as part of the collection. and stored together w R  them (UDR - Collinson, 

n.d.). It is possible that Dr. and Mrs. Edwards did not create have any records for about 

the items they acquired. As the museum and collection "changed handsn over time at the 

university, particularly in the first six decades, a stable, secure location for any of the 

initial records was not possible. 

In the Public Accounts of the Province of Alberta (1 924, 1925. 1926) there was 

some mention of a NaturaI History Museum and a Museum rnentioned, with expenses for 

collection and mounting, and some travelling expenses, but it was not stated that the 

museum was provincially run, or where it was located. As the same volumes also reIated 

information describing the revenue and expenses of the University of Alberta, 1 also 

looked through al1 the passages relating to the university for each of those years, and 

found nothing to do with the purchase of the collection. I found no record of any payrnent 

to Mrs. Edwards between 191 8 and 1926 in the arnount discussed for a collection of that 

size and value, which is more fully explained below. I found only one mention of Henrietta 

Muir Edwards. In 1925 there was one cash payment to her of $ 101 -00 ( P M  - Public 

Accounts of the Province of Alberta .... 1926. p. 249). No explanation was given for the 

amou nt paid. 

In discussions with personnel at the Provincial Archives where to find more 

information about Me expenses relating to the Watural History Museumn or to pertaining 

to a payment to Mn. Edwards, I was told that it would take literally days of my time to find 

probabfy equally slim information relating to either topic. It would take finding out the 

Minister and Department involved at the tirne that was involved in laying out the 

payrnents, and if that information was induded h the Annual Reports of 191 9 through 

1925. In the records in the Public Accounts relating to the University, the categories 

relating to expenses were quite broad. and if additional records were found, the exact 

listing of al1 expenses paid would likely not be there. I was directed to contact the 



Legislative Library for additional information, just to make sure that I had exhausted every 

avenue. 

When I cailed the Legislative Libraiy's Reference and Information SeMces office, 

I got a negative response to my queries. No knowledge of a museum ever having been 

in existence at the Legislature was indicated by the representative I spoke to. As to my 

question about the existence of documents there or in Me Provincial Archives that might 

shed some more Iight on the mystery, parüculatty about the collection's purchase and 

storage, I was told that because of date of the sale and its obscure circumstances it 

would likely take me weeks of Iooking through metres of documents in the Provincial 

Archives (D. Leonard, personal communication, April17,1996). 1 was warned that I 

might very well not find what 1 was looking for anyway, so l made the decision not to 

pursue the matter further, and just use the information already uncovered at the 

Provincial and University of Alberta Archives. 

Several days in the Provincial and University of Alberta Archives yielded little sign 

about the existence of a storage facility or a rnuseum in the Legislature, or of exhibits 

during that period. However, I did find a couple of photographs in the Provincial 

Archives showing an exhibit room in the Legislahire Building (Figure 6). 1 also found brief 

mention in the Public Accounts of a National History Museum being funded (PAA - Public 

Accounts of the Province of Alberta, 1924, 1925, 1926). 

According to James Parker, a former University of Alberta archivist, the records 

relating to early financial transactions for the university are Iost, as stated in his 

description of the state of the early Bursats records of the Universiw 

These records do nothing more really than sort the transactions by amount and 
kind ... The joumals and ledgers are therefore of little value otherwise, except to 
trace vouchers when required. The vouchers themselves, consisting of invoices, 
pay sheets, etc., which show the complete details of the transactions, are far too 
voluminous to retain, and I presume have al1 been destroyed by this tirne 
(UAA - Parker, n.d., p.1). 

Negotiatioris For The Collection 

The University of Alberta was not Mrs. Edwards' first choice of a steward for the 

collection, nor was that institution the only one interested in it. According to the Edwards' 

granddaughter, "she offered it to the young Province of Alberta who hummed and hawed 

about i t  I donPt know how the State of New York heard about it but they came and 

offered her $1 0,000.00 for ir (UDR - Collinson, 1974, February, p. 2). Mrs. Edwards 



wished for the collection to stay in Canada, and preferably Alberta as she recognized its 

indigenous cultural value (UAA - Whipple, 1965, July 8a). 

Her son William Muir Edwards was a professor of Civil and Municipal Engineering 

(one of the first four men President Tory personally chose to fonn Me faculty) at the then 

sixyear old University of Alberta, so she contacted that institution. In 1918, her son died, 

a victim of the Spanish flu epidemic that had swept through the university campus, and 

the rest of the city of Edmonton. He died tending to stricken patients in an infimaiy set 

up in Pembina Hall (UDR - Collinson, 1974, February; Collinson, l985b; Alexander. 

1929; Macdonald, 1958; Parker, 1982). This sad event may have strengthened her 

resolve to let the collection go to the University of Alberta. She started negotiations in 

about 191 9 with Dr. John Allan. 

The amval of the Edwards Collection seems to have been onginally as a loan by 

Mrs. Edwards to the University, according to correspondence behveen Dr. Allan, then 

acting President, and Mrs. Edwards (UAA - Allan, 191 9, February 21). Pilger (1 988) also 

noted that "the collection had been housed there some time before it was purchased, 

probably through the good graces of her son, William Muir Edwards, who was one of the 

University's first four faculty rnembers" (p. 19). 

By October 191 9, Allan had discussed tfie purchase of the collection with 

University of Alberta President Dr. H.M. Tory. In a subsequent letter to Mn. Edwards, 

Altan stated that Tory was to take up the matter with the Premier within days. Allan also 

wished the collection to remain in Alberta, and was eager for the university to purchase it 

(Allan, 1919, October 20). Allan had pointed out to Tory that an agent from the Museum 

of the American lndian in New York, Mr. Donald A. Cadzows, also was interested in 

acquinng the collection. Cadzow was an archaeologist who tmvelled through Yukon and 

the Canadian Arctic in 191 7-1 91 8, and Western Canada, collecting "costumes and many 

copper and other utilitarian objectsn (Museum of the American Indian, 1964, p. 12) for the 

Museum of the American lndian and doing ethnological work among the Loucheaux and 

Inuit (ibid.). 

'The name of the Museum of the American Indian's agent has been spelled both Cadzow" 
and "CadzoW in various documents accessed in the University of Alberta Archives. It is spelled as 
'Cadzow" in the publication by the Museum of the American lndian (1 964) which employed him. 
so it is surinised that the misspellings were a resuh of mistyping at the local level. 



In 191 9, David Ross McCord presented a sizable collection to McGill University, 

to forrn the basis of what was then called The McCord National Museum. According to 

Allan (an alumnus of McGill), he had 'recently reœived a request from MNcCord to 

obtain donations from Alberta and western Canada of objecl  of Indian manufacture ... for 

this national museum" (UAA - Allan. 1920, March 24, p. 3). In the same article, Allan 

stated fimly that it was important to keep 'Indian' items native to the province of the 

Dominion there, and was keen on the future creation of a Provincial Museum to this end. 

The fact that other parties were also interested in its value as a museum collection also 

helped to keep the negotiations running for the University of Alberta. 

The bulk of the collection was at the university (as a loan) by October 191 9, 

judging by a letter from Mm. Edwards ta Dr. Allan that discussed the showing of the 

collection to Mr. Cadzow. In the letter, Mrs. Edwards asked if Dr. Allan remembered 

arranging for her to show Cadzow the collection, something that she would not need help 

with if she still had possession of it in her home in Fort Macleod. In the letter, she 

remarked on how impressed Cadzow was with the contents of the collection: 

Mr. C a d z o u  told me it was the best collection of lndian works owned by a 
private individual that he had ever seen, not so rnuch because of quantity but 
because of the scientific value (UAA - Edwards. 1 91 9, October 1 1 ). 

It seems from Mrs. Edwards' letter that based on the price that the American museum 

was willing to pay, she felt unable to donate the collection to the University. She did 

hope, as Dr. Allan did. that the University of Alberta could purchase the collection to 

prevent it going to an American museum. Cadzow had told her that "a sirnilar collection 

collected separately could not now be secured for the amount named which was $5000. 

The amount I had quoted Dr. Toiy" (UAA - Edwards, lgW, October 11). Her t e n s  for 

the sale were as follows: 

I would be pleased to seIl it to the University in what real estate agents cal1 
'terms'. A nominal cash payrnent could be made and the rest of the amount left 
at interest for a terni of yean. This would be quite satisfactory to me as I would 
wish to invest the amount for the Children's education (Edwards, 191 9, October 
11) 

Dr. Allan, in a letter to Mrs. Edwards on October 20, noted that she stiI1 had at her 

home in Fort Macleod a number of the rnost valuable arüclesn (UAA - Altan. 1919, 

October 20), and pointed out that observation to Dr. Tory. Allan also noted that Mr. 

Cadzow was also still extremely interested in acquiring the collection for the American 



museum. Dr. Tory, according to Allan. was bnxious to have your collection procured for 

the University. He is taking this matter up with the Premier, and stated that he would be 

able to give you an answer within three or four days" (ibid.) By December 191 9, 

apparentiy negotiations were still ongoing, between the President and the Board of 

Govemors about the purchase of the collection. In a letter about the state of the 

negotiations ta ME. Edwards, Me Board of Govemors' Secretary D.S. Mackenzie asked 

for her to supply a catalogue of descriptions of each object. if 'negotiations have 

sufficientiy advanced to warrant your doing so" (UAA - Mackenzie, 191 9, December 5). 

According to Mn. Edwards* granddaughter Claudia Whipple, after some further 

negotiation with Dr. Allan, they agreed upon a purchase price, which was paid for by 

'Province of Alberta bonds that were worth 50é on the dollar so they got the collection for 

$500.00" (UDR - Collinson, 1974, February, p. 2). Whipple did not state when exactly 

they paid for the collection however (ibid.). 

Some of the university archival documents found contradict themselves on this 

subject. In a letter to Dr. Altan from Mrs. Edwards dated December 20, 191 9 in 

reference to a catalogue she had also sent, she stated that the collection had been sold 

to the university on Novernber 10, 191 9. At this time, she had evidently not received a 

"regular bill of sale stating the conditions of salew (UAA - Edwards, 191 9, Decernber 20). 

She stated that the price was still$5,000.00~ and that the University would pay $1000.00 

to her at that point, with the remainder paid later. She also reminded that her husband's 

name was to be attached to the collection (ibid.). In a note written by Rutherford 

Librarian Bruce Peel some forty five years later regarding the original acquisition of the 

collection, Peel wrote that "Mrs. Edwards was offered $10,000 for the collection from a 

New York museum-she preferred to keep in Alta It was bought by the university 

Board of Govemors for $5,000 and paid for in Social Credit script [sic] on which Mrs. 

Edwards realized only a few cents on the dollat" (UAA - PeelJ 963, October 3). Social 

Credit scrip was first issued by a special committee of Calgary city council in 1933 to act 

as the equivalent of money to pay part of the city's debts and city employees' salaries 

(Finkel, 1989, p. 37). The %cnp money" (Finkel, 1989, p. 42) was then issued by the 

province in 1935 to help to pay wages and debts. As Mrs. Edwards died in 1931, it 

could not have been Social Credit scrip that paid her for the collection, unless it was paid 

to her estate. No documents were found to determine if tfiis is the case. 



In a letter Mrs. Edwards sent to Dr, Allan in 1930, she still did not have a written 

agreement from Dr. Tory about having her husband's name attached to the collection 'as 

a memoriaP although it appears that she was not concemed at al1 that the deal was an 

oral one (UAA - Edwards, 1930, January 8). Collections owned by private individuals are 

often endowed witb much sentiment. forming a connection between their experiences 

and memories of them. The motivation for contnbuting a collection to a museum also 

leads to a kind of immortality for the collecter (Hamson, 1981 ; Pearce, 1995). As long as 

Dr. Edwards' name was attached to al1 the objects, it was also not a condition of sale that 

the collection be kept together (UAA - Edwards. 1930, January 8). In his response to 

Mrs. Edwards' letter. Dr. Allan agreed with her statements that the collection could be 

broken up 'in order to conform with the arrangement for classifying such material in the 

rnuseum* (UAA - Allan, 1930, January 11). In 1930, the collection was still housed under 

Dr. Allan's care, 'in the ethnological collection of the Geological and Palaeontological 

Museumw (ibid.). 

At President Johns' request, ME. Whipple sent a typed document (Whipple, 

1965) to the university in 1965 with details about how the Edwards collected the objects, 

and the circumstances surrounding the university's acquisition of the collection. There 

was a need to 'help clarify the mystery surrounding it at presenr (UAA - Whipple, 1965, 

July 8). She mentioned that at the time the university was negotiating with Mrs. Edwards 

for the collection, she was offered a sizeable amount of money for it by the Museum of 

the American Indian in New York City. In the document, she states: 

in the early 1920's the State of New York offered Mrs. Edwards (then widowed) 
the sum of ten thousand dollars ($10,000.00) for this collection, but she felt 
that it was a Canadian Collection and as such, should remain in Canada, so she 
offered the Alberta Government the opportunity to buy it. Sometime around 1925 
the Province agreed to purchase it, paying five thousand dollars ($5,000.00) in 
Provincial Govemment bonds for it. Later, when her Estate was settled these 
dame bonds realized two thousand five hundred dollars ($2,500.00) so the 
Province of Alberta really got a bargain. The Collection was housed for several 
years in the Legislative Buildings in the Library, in Edmonton, but space was 
limited and after a time the whole thing was boxed and put in storage. Later, for 
want of a better place it was transfered to the University of Alberta, where it 
now is, waiting for a suitable place to display it (UAA - Whipple, 1965, July 8a). 

Contents of the Collection, 1919 

As mentioned above, many of the records to negotiations, or to the collection's 

early years at the university have not suwived. It is possible that they are perhaps filed 



inconspicuously elsewhere M i n  the University of Alberta Archives. perhaps among the 

archival documents of departments or correspondence that were not looked at because 

they were not indicated by archivists or the guides to the holdings of the University of 

Alberta Archives (Corbett, 1992. 1996) as containing pertinent information. At any rate, 

by December 20, 191 9, Dr. Allan had received both an briginal and supplementary li&' 

(Allan, 1920, May 3) frorn Mrs. Edwards detailing the contents of the collection. Based 

on this and Mackenzie's Ietter mentioned above, a relatively firm conclusion can be made 

that the University had indeed secured the collection by Decernber, 191 9. In another 

letter, Allan stated that he intended to display the University's collection for "the Industrial 

Congress the first of June" (UAA - Allan, 1920, May 10). 

In a press release by Dr. Ailan about the acquisition, it was stated that the 

Edwards Collection would "form the nucleus of a department of lndian culture in the 

museum at the University of Alberta" (UAA - Allan, 1920. March 24; UAA - Valuable 

Indian Collection, 1920, April2). It mentioned that the collection was due to the efforts of 

both Dr. and Mrs. Edwards, and stated that ME. Edwards 'personally obtained from the 

lndians most of this collection ...[ and] represents the endeavours of over thirty years on 

the part of Mrs. Edwards and her husbandn (ibid.) As Dr. Allan and Mrs. Edwards were in 

close contact in negotiations over the purchase of the collection. which took a fairiy long 

penod of time, he would have gotten to know Mrs. Edwards and more about what role 

she played in helping to fom the collection. In a taped interview, the Edwards' 

granddaughter, Mrs. Claudia Whipple, also stated that Mrs. Edwards "did a great deal of 

the collecting", and that many of the objects were bought (UDR - Whipple, 1973, 

December 5). Mrs. Whipple was refemng to the material collected on the Blood 

Reserve, and possibly The press release noted that the value of the collection was also 

due to the existence of information about the "use, purpose, and legendary beliefsn (UAA 

- Allan, 1920, March 24) known about the objects in the collection. The reasons for the 

University's decision to acquire the collection, was partiy due to the belief that the 

"Indians" were disappearing': 

each year it is becoming more and more difficult to obtain such articles that would 
indicate the craft and pomp of these past monarchs of the prairies. That much of 
this material, which is usuafly referred to as 'lndian curios', should be collected 
and preserved on native soi1 for the educational benefit of future generations, is a 
matter of vital national importance. and needs no argument (Allan, 1920, March 
24, p. 1). 



The collection consists of many different objects. According to Allan's press 

release, 

Among the many articles in this collection are wearing apparel, including 
ornamental and decorated fabrics, implernents of the chase, gaming devices, 
instruments of torture, scalp lock omarnented head dresses, pipes. bugles. and 
other objects of lndian manufacture (UAA - Allan, IWO, March 24). 

Not al1 the objects in the collection were Iisted in Allan's press release. In the collection, 

sorne of the objects are cerernonial, for defence, for hunting, and othen were for 

ueveryday usew (e-g., for cooking or scraping hides). The items that got the most 

attention, both initially and later by caretakers and researchers and through exhibits, 

were the more "aestheticn (highly decorated) items, mainly the garments, headdresses, 

jewellery, and "interestingn items, such as weapons and games (UAA - Allan, 1920, 

March 24). 

From the beginning of negotiations for the collection, a catalogue was deemed 

important for 'containing such a description or history of each article as would render the 

collection of increasing interest as years go by" (UAA - Mackenzie, 191 9, December 5). 

Mrs. Edwards noted in a letter to Allan in 191 9 that she agreed to prepare a catalogue 

with notes, but apparently thought later that it would be better to create a catalogue while 

she tagged the items in the collection, and send the notes later (UAA - Edwards, 191 9, 

December 20). According to Allan's press release announcing the purchase of the 

collection (UAA - Allan, 1920, March 24), he stated that Mrs. Edwards 'has been able to 

obtain details regarding the use. purpose, and legendary beliefs connected with many of 

the articlesw (ibid.). Unfortunately, no documents were found of either a detailed 

catalogue by Mn. Edwards, or to records discussing the existence of it (if it was iost) in 

the University Archives. 

The loss of such a catalogue is most unfortunate. In a description of the more 

comprehensive records of a collection of Peigan matenal culture acquired frorn Robert 

McDonald by the Glenbow Museum in 1978, Harrison (1981) noted that the meticulous 

records McDonald also provided greatly increased the value of the collection. Of the lack 

of documentation that could be provided by the original collectors, Harrison noted that: 

The maintenance of proper records conceming the material that they put their 
tirne and energy towards accumulating defines their interest as more than a 
passive curiosity. It is tragic to lose the documentation that accompanies a piece. 
It is like coming to the end of a gripping mystery to find the last page missing - 



the laçt page which answered al1 the questions and gave a sense of reality to the 
situation (Harrison, 1981, p. 30). 

Collinson, beginning in Me 1970s, started researching the collectorç and the 

objects in the collection, in the interest of eventually compiling enough information to 

write a comprehensive catalogue of the Edwards Collection. She wrote about the 

Edwards Collection (and the Edwards) in the exhibit catalogue A University Collects 

(1 979) which discussed various collections at the University of Alberta, but a catalogue 

specific to the Edwards Collection itself has not yet been written. Some of the 

ethnographic collections maintained by the Department of Anthropology were described 

in An Ethnoara~hic Overview of Native Art and Artifacts (University of Alberta, n-d.), 

including the Edwards Collection. In this publication. 87 of the arüfacts in the Edwards 

Collection were described (mostly the 'aesthetic' and 'interesting' items described by 

Allan above, such as articles of clothing, moccasins, cariying bags, parfleches, pipes, 

games, a scraper and fleshers), but no accession numbers or photographs accompanied 

each artifacrs entry, and the Department in charge of the collection was omitted. 

When most of the collection first amved at the University of Alberta, according to 

the inventory list fumished by Mn. Edwards, there were 167 items. Apparently, there 

were two lists fumished by Mrs. Edwards, one original and a second supplernentary one 

of items she sent later. Only one of her lists could be found in the University of Alberta 

Archives, which can be seen in Appendix 1. The k t  was not dated, unfortunatety. Mrs. 

Edwards wrote to Allan in April, 1920 mentioning the items that she not had not yet 

delivered (UAA - Edwards, 1920, Apnl24). Eariy in 1920, Allan was well aware of the 

articles that Mrs. Edwards still had in her possession in Macleod, which he was expecting 

her to forward to the University of Alberta soon (UAA - Allan, 1920, May 10). A box 

arrived from Mrs. Edwards on May 29, with what AlIan assumed were al1 the 

supplernentary articles (Allan, 1920, May 29). In the short note he wrote to her he noted 

that the box had arrived safely, but had not had time to open it to see what she sent 

(ibid.). 

A second inventory list of objects produced just before the collection moved to the 

Rutherford Library from the Arts Building in 1951 (see Appendix 2) shows a total of about 

247 objects (UAA - The Edwards' lndian and Eskimo Collection, 1951). What constituted 

a single item could be argued about here, as a pair of moccasins couid have been 

originally counted as one or two items depending on one's point of view. According to 



Collinson (UDR - nad., File No. 261 0-4-4), thirty-six items of the original collection 

(according to ME. Edwards' list) never did make it to the university, according to the 

collections first official curator, Professor Henry George Glyde (Corbett, 1992; UAA - 
Newton, 1950, June 29). The Edwards' children and grandchildren were also collectors 

of native artifacts, and before they were shipped to the university, ME. Edwards, or her 

children may have requested that some of the objects be kept from the sale as family 

heirlooms. 

Attitudes Toward Storing and Using Native Material Culture 

Ethnographic objects often ended up in museums due to the belief in a aalvage 

paradigm" (Crosby, 1991, p. 274) that stimufated large-scale collecting in western North 

America in the late nineteenth century, and later in the northem part of the continent in 

the eariy years of the twentieth century. The removal of objects from their original 

context rarely sparked much thinking about the 'alienation" (Durians, 1988, p. 162) of 

objects from that original context, and how this could affect how objects are interpreted 

after acquisition. Pa- of an objecfs original context that are often left unexplored, or 

unknown are original uses and meanings for objects, and basic provenance for individual 

objects (such as the name of the person who made it and their own role in their society). 

This missing information can make it difficult to attempt to resolve rnany of the more 

complex questions that artifacts can be used to answer. 

Information about many of the objects' meanings and uses in the Edwards 

Collection was promised by Mrs. Edwards, but none of the documents, if she sent them 

to Dr. Allan, suMved. This lack of information may have adversely affected the way the 

collection was interpreted, used, and exhibited from the time it was acquired. As seen in 

Figure 5, when still in Allan's Geology and Palaeontology Museum, the collection was 

displayed for effect with little respect for each object's original cultural context, as a room, 

or cabinet of curiosities. 

Mislaid and Potential Items of The Edwards Collection 

The Glenbow Museum in Calgary acquired some of the Edwards' collection from 

one of the Edwards' grandsons, E.S. Gardiner in 1985 (Dempsey, 1986). In the article 

that Dr. Allan wrote for release to the press about the acquisition of the Edwards 

Collection, he briefly described the contents of the collection, including V 2  coloured 



drawings by an Assiniboine Indian artist illustrating hunting the buffalo, domestic life, 

cuurtship, fighting, and feastinf (UAA - Allan, 1920, March 24). Subsequent Iists, either 

in Mn. Edwards hand or in typewritten forrn created at the University of Alberta, do not 

mention these dmw-ngs (UAA - The Edwards' lndian and Eskimo Collection, 1951 ). 

However, in one Ietter to Dr. Allan in 1920, Mrs. Edwards mentioned that she %as 

delighted to find the interior drawings and also a letter by Dr. Edwards descnbing the Dog 

Dance which he saw in 1897 which agrees in detail with the one of the drawingsw (UAA - 
Edwards, 1920, April24). Was she pleased to find the drawings because they were not 

in the original shipment of items she sent to the University, and she was searching for 

them to include in the supplementary shipment that she sent later? 

These drawings on ledger paper were made by Hongeeyesa of the Jacks (Carry 

the Keffle) Reserve in the Qu'Appelle area of Saskatchewan, near Sintaluta. Dr. 

Edwards came to the area in 1882, and commissioned the drawings from the artist in 

1897 (Dempsey, 1991 ; Glenbow Archives, 1997, August 5; Robertson, 1993). Native 

material culture at the tum of the century was often produced for collectors who 

commissioned a variety of objects (Hassrick, 1985). The Glenbow Museum acquired the 

drawings from Edwards' grandson, O.E.S. Gardiner, in 1985 (Dempsey, 1991). 

Unfortunately, in a visit to Mr. Gardiner's home in 1973, Helen Collinson saw the 

drawings, but apparently did not connect them to the missing items of the University's 

collection (UDR - Collinson, 1973, December 31). Collinson described the works as 

two series of drawings by an unknown Indian artist which were done on the back 
of memoranda paper in the 1880's. It was stationery from lndianhead [sic], 
Saskatchewan. With the books of drawings was a letter written by Dr. Edwards 
descnbing an lndian ceremony and dance and feast (ibid., p. 2). 

Collinson said in her transcription of her i n t e ~ e w  with Gardiner that she had hgreed to 

speak with the University Archivist about s t m g  these drawings" (ibid., p. 2-3). It 

seerned from the document that any archiva1 advice on storage pertained to Gardiner's 

continued storage of his pieces (ibid.). In 1963, Claudia Whipple sent Rutherford 

Librarian Bruce Peel a copy of a description of dances that Dr. Edwards wrote to his wife 

about, which might be a copy of the letter mentioned above (UAA - Whipple, 1963. 

December 28). 

According to Robertsan (1 993). the drawings were created by an "unknown 

Assiniboine artist"(p. 10). Robertson, intrigued by the drawings and curious about who 

created them, investigated and discovered the artist's identity (ibid.) He is also known as 



uArtisr, "No-rnnaganw and 0-ge-esan (or. %e who tells"). His role as a kamp crier" 

(ibid.) and artÏst was noted by al1 three names. Robertson (1 993). noted that there are 

forty four drawings, two more than what Allan reported in his press release. According 

to Dempsey (1991), "[edger art" (p. 40) such as this is common in the United States, but 

is rare in Canada. When the Glenbow Museum acquired the drawings in 1985, only one 

other series of Canadian ledger drawings was known to exist (Dempsey, 1991 ). This 

ledger art was comrnonly done on either lined accountants paper, or lndian Agent ledger 

paper. and Hongeeyesa drew on both kinds of paper (Robertson, 1993). They are now 

in the art collection of the Glenbow Museum. 

Potential Edwards items? In 1973, a commercial dealer from Montana 

approached the Provincial Museum of Alberta with three objects from a Dr. C. Edwards 

Collection. However, according to Collinson after her inspection of the items (a woolen 

robe, saddle blanket, and child's dress), none of the items ucorresponded with the 

missing lisf' (UDR - Collinson, 1973, October 25). 1 could not detemine what was meant 

by this missing list in the University Archives. Unforîunately, Ms. Coliinson also could not 

recall what she meant and could not find any notes that pertained in own files (H. 

Collinson, personal communication, October 17, 1995). According to Dr. Edwards' 

grand-daughter Claudia Whipple, in both personal and professional correspondence, 'he 

always used the 'O.C.'" in the abbreviation of his given names, never "C." (UDR - 
W hipple, 1 973, December 5). 

The objects belonged to a Calgary man. Mr. Stan Sazula, whom Collinson 

contacted about the aforementioned objects, wondering if Dr. C. Edwards could be Dr. 

O.C. Edwards. She noted that 'it seems quite a coincidence that items which appear to 

be dated about the sarne time and which were collected in an adjacent vicinity will be 

collected by different people of the same namen (UDR - Collinson, 1973, November 23). 

No other documents in the Provincial or University Archives, or in Ms. Collinson's own 

files conceming Mr. Sazula's collection was diswvered, so it is unknown what Sazula's 

response to this inquiry was, if one was given. The holdings of the Glenbow Archives 

were also checked, as Mr. Sazula lived in Calgary, and may have offered the items to the 

Glenbow; no documents are apparently on file there. 



The Scully Collection 

Another gtanddaughter of the Edwards, Mrs. Scully, donated ffleen items to the 

University in 1986 that are considered part of the original Edwards Collection; their 

accession numbers ali begin as 986.42. These f ~ e e n  items were part of the Edwards 

collection, that was retained by the family and was perhaps not with the rest of the 

coIlection when Mrs. Edwards sold it. There was no information to be found in the 

archives, or at the Department of Museums and Collections Services, on why these 

items were not stored with the 'original' Edwards Collection. It is not readily apparent that 

the two collections are related at al. 

Collections Management: Storage 

The Edwards Collection, since coming to the University of Alberta in 191 9, has 

spent time in a variety of locations after its initial home in the Geology Museum, under 

the care of several departments and people. With its changes in location, there were 

some changes in its use by those who came into contact with it. The emphasis on the 

occupation of the collection has been on safe storage, and not really on its exhibition or 

use. Research on the collection has been done over the years, but not extensively (H. 

Collinson, personal communication, September 19, 1995). 

Rutherford Library, 1951- According to Collinson (UDR - 1972, January-May), 

after the space the Edwards Collection occupied in the Arts Building (c. 1920-1 951) was 

bken over by what is now the Faculty of Phamacy and Pharmaceutical Sciences in 

1951, it moved to Rutherford Library, which briefly provided space for the University 

Museum and Art Gallery, as it was called. The collection came to Rutherford Library 

when the building opened in 1951 (Peel, 1965). In ternis of the care and administration 

of the collection, Mr. Bruce Peel as Librarian 'exercised on-the-spot-supeMsion, 

but ... had no official controln (UAA - Peel, 1965, March 14). Peel was privy ta the contents 

of the Edwards Collection, and took an interest in its well-being, although without 'official 

control" which was in another's hands, he was unable to take an active role in its care 

(Peel, 1968, May 29). Since 1950, Professor H.G. GIyde had curatonal control of the 

collection (UAA - Newton, 1950, June 29)- 

In a note written by Rutherford Librarian Bruce Peel chronicling the tour he gave 

in 1963 to ME. Claudia Whipple and her husband of the Edwards Collection (then in 

storage in the Rutherford Library), he recorded her recollections regarding the history of 



her grandparents, how some of the objects were acquired, and the circumstances 

surrounding the University's acquisition of the collection (UAA - Peel. 1963, October 3). 

No records wuld be found in the University Archives that stated where the Edwards 

Collection was stored when it was resident in the Rutherford Library, in files relating to 

the University Libraries, the University Museum and Art Gallery, or the Department of 

Fine Arts. For Mr. Peel to be giving the tour to the Whipples himset, it is assumed that 

the collection was stored in a room in the library. 

Mrs. Whipple found the storage of the collection to be substandard on her tour of 

the collection with Mr. Peel. In letter several months afterwards, she States: 

I am very concerned about the state of the lndian collection. I feel that it is much 
too valuable to be just piled higgly-piggly in that room. The tags are getting lost 
and some of the things are getüng broken. Far too little attention is paid to the 
things of the past and the handwork there can never be replaced (UAA - Whipple. 
1963, December 28). 

In a letter to Mrs. Whipple several rnonths later. Peel agreed with her about the state of 

the collection. "which is not on display, [ana is not as well cared for as it should be. l 

shall point out your concem to the persons who have responsibility for the collectionn 

(UAA - Peel, 1964, January 14). 

When managed by members of Rutherford Library onsite. the Collection got more 

regular attention, according to Peel, (UAA - Peel, 1965, March 14). Some artifacts were 

displayed in the libraqis rotunda. not as contextual exhibits portraying scenes in life that 

the objects were originally used in. but as uethnographic fragmentsw (Kirshenblatt- 

Gimblett, 1991. p. 388)' and vivid parts of Canadian history (UAA - Millar, 1957, 

November). For the Department of Art and Design. where art and not ethnography was 

paramount, the Edwards Collection was apparently not given the same regular attention 

it received while a part of the Rutherford Library. 

Provincial Museum of Alberta, 1966 - present Mrs. Whipple was still 

displeased, despite Peel's agreement about and concern for the collection's 

circurnstance. In 1964, she contacted the Member of the Legislative Assembly (M.L.A.) 

of Fort Macleod (her grandmother's final home before her death) to mentioned the state 

of Me collection at the University. The M.L.A.. Mr. Jim Hartley. contacted ES. Btyant, 

Director of the Alberta Travel Bureau about ME. Whipple's complaints, who notified R.O. 

Hamson, a museum consultant connected with the Legislative Building. Hartley and Mrs. 

Edwards had known each other personally (?MA - Whipple. 1965, July 15). In Bryant's 



rnernorandum to Harrison, he mentioned Mrs. Whipple's concems: %he was 

disappointed to note that it was not being taken care [sic] and that it was widely scattered 

and the enti re visit left her very unhappy" (PMA - Bryant. 1964, July 24). The M.L.A. 

contacted Mr. Bryant to find out (for Mrs. Whipple presumably) if the collection I%ould be 

acquired by the Govemment and sent to Fort Macleod, where for some period of her life 

Mrs. Edwards lived" (PMA - Bryant, 1964, July 24). 

Harrison was interested in the collection, but noted in his answer to Bryant that 

due to recent developrnents at the University of Alberta, it was unlikely that the provincial 

governrnent would be able to take it (PMA - Harrison, 1964, August 12). Harrison noted 

that in 1964 meetings were taking place between University of Alberta President Dr. 

Walter Johns and the new Department of Anthropology. The subject of these meetings 

was 

the consolidating of their various ethnological collections on the campus and 
possible incorporation in the new Arts Building now being planned. Perhaps this 
may offer Mr. Hartley, M.L.A., and Mrs. Whipple some assurance on the future 
adequate use of the collection (PMA - Hamson, 1964, August 12). 

Dr. Walter H. Johns wrote to Mrs. Whipple later that her concems about the 

collection had been fonvarded again to Bruce Peel, Mr. R.O. Hamson, and others and 

that they would take rneasures to arrange better accommodation for the collection so 

that it will be properly labelled and cared for and can be seen by as many interested 

perçons as possiblen (UAA - Johns, 1965, July 19). Dr. Johns did not mention the new 

Department of Anthropology at al1 in this letter. Hamson had recently that year been 

appointed Museum Director of the new Provincial Museum of Alberta. Mrs. Whipple 

expressed interest in the new provincial rnuseum. and suggested in a letter to the 

provincial govemment's Museum Consultant Mr. MacCorquodale, that she had been in 

contact with the University's president about the Edwards Collection. Whipple said that 

Or. Johns thought 3hat he feels that it belongs in the museum and that the students 

could study it better there. than in its sunoundingn (PMA - Whipple, 1965, July 15). 

A large number of items from the Edwards Collection were loaned to the 

Provincial Museum in 1966, in time for its opening on Canada's centennial birthday in 

1967. Some of the artifacts of the Edwards Collection are still housed at the Provincial 

Museum of Alberta, where they are oiere on a long-term loan. Some of hem are there 

because of their size, for example a large tipi cover that cannot be satisfactorily stored at 

the University. According to Eric Waterton, former Curator of Ethnology of the Provincial 



Museum at that tirne, the Edwards Collection was there as a loan, but the museum went 

to a lot of trouble for a temporary loan to cataIogue them, and change their accession 

numben to oneç used by the Provincial Museum for accessioned artifacts in Meir 

registration catalogue (E. Waterton, personal communication, September 25, 1998). 

The Geology Museum in the Department of Geology was also loaning many 

artifacts to the Provincial Museum of Alberta in 1966. ln an acquisition report created by 

R. Davidçon for the Provincial Museum on receipt of the items, in an area describing 

details of the transaction, it was stated that 'miscellaneous historical items, items found 

at Trading Post sites and miscellaneous ethnological items from the East Indies, West 

Indies, Australia, etc." (PMA - Provincial Museum of Alberta, 1 966, Febniary 24) were uof 

no fumer use to the Geology Museum" (ibid.) according to Donald Taylor, the Curator of 

the Geology Museum at the University. These items were on loan permanently to the 

Provincial Museum (ibid.) 

The Department of Geology is also designated as the source of most of the items 

of the Edwards Collection that were loaned to the University of Alberta (PMA - Hellson, 

1967, Febniary 22). They came from the Department of Geology, via Don Taylor who 

came on as Curator of Earth Sciences in 1966, the year the collection came to the 

museum (E. Waterton, personal communication, September 25,1998; R. Mussieux, 

personal communication, September 28-29, 1998). According to Ron Mussieux, now 

Curator of Geology at the Provincial Museum (he took over Taylor's position afîer his 

retirement), Taylor was both a student of Geology at the University, and later an 

instructor there. 

According to Dr. Charles Stelck, Professor Emeritus of Earth and Atmospheric 

Sciences at the University of Alberta, Taylor was familiar with the Edwards Collection 

from the 1930s as a student (C. Stelck, persona1 communication, September 25, 1998). 

When storage was later at a prernium at the University, Taylor recommended that the 

Provincial Museum take on the items of the Edwards Collection that needed safe, 

temporary storage (Mussieux, personal communicaüon. September 28-29, 1998). 

The accession numbers from the university on most of the artifacts al1 bore four 

number accession numbers placed by the Department of Geology. Two artifacts, a drurn 

and a quilled, birch bark basket, in Hellson's 1967 list of artifacts that went to the 

Provincial Museum did not have accession numbers assigned by the Geology 

Department (PMA - Hellson, 1967, February 22). Most of the artifacts on Hellson's list 



were made of stone (two hafted mauls and seventeen catlinite pipe bowls and stems), 

but the other eleven consisted of four necklaces, three beaded awl cases, a beaded 

arnulet with urnbilical cord, and a war club and the drum and basket mentioned above 

(ibid.) 

From Waterton's list that he fonrvarded to the University of twenty nine artifacts 

that were retumed in 1974, twenty four related to Hellson's k t .  They had al1 been given 

the same accession nurnber prefix, H67.72, with individual numbers finishing the 

accession nurnber pertaining to the actual artifact (e.g., H67.72.14A&B, a pipe bowl and 

stem). Four were given another accession number prefix, H66.61. These pertained to 

the large collection of 187 'miscellaneous" objects loaned by the Department of Geology 

and mentioned above. These objects, and other collections loaned by the Departments 

of Geology, Art, Dentistry, Agricultural Engineering, Agriculture, and Engineering as of 

1969 were recorded by the Department of Art (PMA - 1969, November 21). 

In al1 cases, aie 'Hm stands for the Provincial Museum's Human History Division, 

the next two numbers (67) for the date of accession, and the next (72) to denote an 

individual collection for that accession year. In the Department of Art's list of objects and 

collections loaned or transfened to the Provincial Museum (1 969, Novernber 21), fifteen 

items of the Edwards Collection were loaned, with 'no special conditions or 

arrangementsn (p. 2). According to Artifact Catalogue records at the Provincial Museum, 

there are five artifacts from the Edwards Collection süll in storage H6'7.72.1, a drum, 

H67.72.2, a handkerchief container, H67.72.7, a necklace, H67.72.8, a necklace, and 

H67.72.11. an awl case (PMA - Provincial Museum of Alberta, n.d., Master File H67.72). 

Department of Fine Arts\Art and Design, 1950-1966. Professor H.G. Glyde. 

head of the Department of Art and Design, had curatonal control of the collection from 

1950 to 1966 (Corbett, 1992; UAA - Newton, 1950, June 29). In a letter from the Head of 

the Department of Art, Ronald Davey, to the Vice-President of Campus Development Dr. 

Worth in 1968, the poor state of the records and files relating to various collections was 

criticized. Dr. Davey followed Professor Glyde as Curator of the University Gallery and 

Museum, and in looking up information of the many facets of the collection after his 

appointment, found that the true extent and state of the collections was relatively 

unknown. As well, after inquiries, Dr. Davey found that %'senior coileagues on campus 

are only vaguely aware that a collection exists and al1 indications are that it is dispened 



about the campus with very few people aware of the value - either historical. cultural or 

financial" (UAA - Davey, 1968, May 10). 

Bruce Peel in a letter to RonaId Davey stated that as a result of the Edwards 

Collection (and othen) once being a part of Rutherford Iibrary, he "knew more about the 

acquisition and contents of many of the collections than anyone else on the campus, 

and, also, that the files in the Library Office are more complete than those in the 

Department of Art, which emphasizes the point that the Art Department has been most 

careless in its custodian rolen (Peel, 1968, May 29). Peel was not refernng to one 

collection specifically in his letter to Davey, but after checking in ttie University Archives, 1 

found some records pertaining to several collecüons in the Rutherford Library. Dating 

from 1 945 to 1 976, the records included a few about the Edwards Collection (Corbett, 

1992). Unfortunately, the documents pertaining to the Edwards Collection were very 

brief, and only dealt with mention of the use of some of the artifacts in exhibits in 

Rutherford Library, and not to its storage or care. 

Medical Building, 1951-1966. In a report by Collinson, she stated that from 

1951 ta 1964, the University Art Gallery and Museum was without facilities (UDR - 1972, 

January - May). During this period, the Edwards Collection was apparently placed in 

storage in the Medical Building (UDR - Collinson, n.d.). I could not find any record of 

what room in a is  building the collection was stored. In 1964, the University Art Gallery 

moved to a building located at 112 Street and 90th Avenue, but there was no room for 

"any museum itemsn and the Edwards Collection remained in storage in the Medical 

Building (built in 1912) until 1967 (UDR - Collinson, 1972, January - May, p. 2). 

At this tirne, there seerns to be a difference between 'museurn itemsn and art 

items for the University Art Gallery and Museum. When in this storage area 

unfortunately, in 1966, a steam pipe burst and caused water damage to many items in 

the Edwards Collection (UDR - Collinson, n.d.). I looked for any references to a flood in 

1966 in the University Archives, and found only one. It related to a flood in Rutherford 

Library in 1966, but there was no description of the nature or extent of the flood. Only 

books were mentioned as damaged (UAA - University Libraries fonds, c. 1966). 

Department of Anthropology, 1966-present. The Departrnent of Anthropology 

was created in 1966, the same year the Edwards Collection was loaned/transferred from 

the Departrnent of Art and Design. The Collection moved in 1967 to the H.M. Tory 

Building and the Deparhnent of Anthropology (UDR - Collinson, n.d.). The Department of 



Ait and Design still retained authority over the collection, with Professor Glyde as Curator 

until 1966 (followed by Ronald Davey in 1968). but the Department of Anthropology 

shared the responsibility for the storage and Gare of the Edwards Collection. At that time, 

the staff in the Departrnent of Anthropology numbered only seven people, who had 

diverse research interests and projects (Jobagy, 1 998, March 2). 

The collection was transferred originally as a loan to the Department of 

Anthropology in 1967, according to Ronald Davey, Head of the Department of Art and 

Design between 1967 and 1976, and Curator of the University Art Gallery and Museum 

(UAA - Davey, 1967, October; UDR - Curator, University Collections, 1972, November 

17). The person in charge of the collections, including the Edwards Collection when it 

was loanedltransferred from the Department of Art and Design to the Department of 

Anthmpology was Dr. Alan L. Bryan. This transfer was decided by members of the Art 

Department in 1967, as Vaditionally, of course, ethnographic and archaeological 

collections are the responsibility of anthropologistsw (UAA - Bryan, 1968, May 31). In 

1966, thirty-nine items were loaned to the newly built Provincial Museum of Alberta, 

which had controlled storage facilities that some of the artifacts required (UDR - 
Collinson, n.d.). 

ln a tetter to Mrs. Whipple in 1971, Collinson noted that most of the Collection 

was Iocated in the Departrnent of Anthropology. It had been organized and was "al1 in 

drawers, carefully laid out to minimize strain on old material. This room is air conditioned 

and the drawer space is adequate and well labelled. The Provincial Museum is storing 

thirty eight items of the Collection until space becomes available here" (UDR - Collinson, 

1971, October 26). She noted that optimum storage conditions were still unattainable 

given the location inside an existing building with a centralized climate control system 

(ibid.). As of 1974, 29 items were returned to the University of Alberta, and were 'deleted 

from the Provincial Museum of Alberta's registration cataloguew (PMA - Waterton. 1974, 

May 17). According to Anne Lambert. professor of the Departrnent of Human Ecology, 

and Curator of the Clothing and Textiles Collection at the University of Alberta, there 

were ongoing projects in that time period to improve the storage involving Collinson, 

students frorn the Clothing and Textiles Department and consulting consetvators and 

curators (A. Lambert, personal communication, September 30, 1998). 

A classroom in the Tory Building, 1-42, was set aside for storage of ethnographic 

collections, and retro-fitted as a storage facility %th specifications for temperature and 



humidity control for proper storage of the eoinographic collections" (UAA - Bryan. 1968, 

May 31). with areas within the room to take the artifacts out to study them (Figure 7). 

Bryan was concemed about the condition of aie ethnographic collections now transferred 

to his care, and noted that in the past, 

these collections have had an unfortunate history at this University as they were 
never properly catalogued or housed. For this reason, many items have been 
lost or misplaced and much of the remaining has been irreparably damaged by 
moisture, insects. etc. (UAA - Bryan, 1968, May 31). 

Bryan ananged for the employment of a Laboratory Technician to %atalogue, fumigate, 

and conserve the coIIections" (UAA - Bryan, 1968, May 31). Conservation, both 

prevenüve and active treatrnenl were to be referred to the Provincial Museum, which 

had both the facilities and trained professionals to handle the collection, including 

activities related to its exhibition (UDR - Gessler & Peterson, 1972, March 9). 

Davey, the Curator of the University Art Gallery and Museum, had initiated a 

project to catalogue and review the University's collections (UAA - Davey, 1968, October 

21 ; UAA - Tyndall, 1968, June 5) and noted that the lack of a central location for al1 

collections, or at least for most of their records relating to inventories, catalogues, artifact 

location, and condition reports, had caused several problems. He noted that he 

considered it almost impossible to refer to the University Collection 

as a viable teaching and research tool in the present circumstances when we 
ourselves do not know what we posçess nor where it is located, when no real 
effort has yet been made to catalogue the collection in a rnanner befitting a 
serious, responsible and well intentioned University Cornmunity (Davey, 1968, 
October 21, p. 2). 

As the Edwards Collection was to be stored in the Tory Building, and its everyday 

management relegated to the Department of Anthropology, it was decided by this 

department and the Department of Art and Design to re-accession the artifacts, to 

"clearly reflect responsibility for items, proper identification and location of artifacts" (UDR 

- Collinson, 1971, November 10). The re-accessioning also corresponded to the new 

"catalogue system" devised by the Department of Anthropology (UAA - Bryan, 1968, May 

31). The accession numbers for the Department of Anthropology began with the prefix 

967.1. The accession number for the collection currenüy starts begins as 965.24, the 

same numbers mat the collection was given by the Department of Art and Design (they 

were known then as ADX numbers) in 1965. 



As of 1988, Dr. Bryan, still curator of the ethnographic collections, noted that al1 

the ethnographic collections were in stoage in the basernent in the Tory Building. While 

most of the collections there were well catalogued and maintained, "'as it is now we don't 

encourage its everyday use" (Pilger, 1988, p. 18). The storage room for the collections 

was small, for the amount of collections (and artifacts) iit held, lacking appropriate space 

for removing many artifacts from storage cabinets and making long temi research on 

objects difficult. A conservator from the Clothing and Textiles Department, working with 

the Edwards collection in 1994 to review aie inventory of the collection and the ability of 

artifacts in the collection to be moved, noted that uoverall storage conditions for the 

Edwards' collection are fair. Some artifacts are not suited to the storage space they are 

in, but this is a factor more of the availability of space and cost rather than negligencen 

(Prince, 1994, May 29, p. 2). 

The Edwards Collection, as are the other ethnology collections stored there, was 

(and is) available to students and researchers by appointment. The ethnology collections 

were moved to a sub-basement mom, TB?. within the Tory Building in April 1996 to 

allow room TB 142 to be renovated for other purposes. I was employed by the 

Department of Museums and Collections Services at the time, which coordinated the 

renovation of the room and the physical activity of moving the collections with the 

Departrnent of Anthropology. 1 was working on wntract for MACS as a Registration 

Technician to help with the physical move of the collection, which included a preliminary 

inventory of each artifact, and also to ensure that the computer infomation on older files 

in Excel were transferred to the new database, Multi-MIMSY which was managed by 

MACS. The new room is much smaller, but unlike the previous room (see Figure 7), has 

no other function but to store artifacts, with a small area to examine artifacts. The ability 

to gain and grant access to the collections electronically will add an interesting element 

to the idea of 'accessn to the collections stored there now using the new technology 

afforded by Multi-MIMSY in ternis of infomation retrieval. 

The collections managed by the Departrnent of Anthropology were not well known 

on campus. Today, they are still not well known to people outside the Department of 

qory  TB-7 had previously been the William C. Wonden University Map Collection. belonging 
to the Geography Department (now in the Cameron Library at the university). It was refiied for 
the new collections it would hold with new lighting, security, and anonyrnity. The original room, TB 
1-42 was also not made to stand out to students or others passing by. 



Anthropology. In the Tory Building, on the basement and first ffoors, there are dispiays 

of items from the collections, and of current projects undertaken in the Department of 

AnMropology, although that is not mentioned on the University's extensive Web page. 

There are links to vanous facets of the department through the University of Alberta's 

home page on the Wodd Wide Web, but few of thern mention the collections, or the use 

of material culture on campus. 

The Tory Building, in the basement and first fioor, has displays of items from the 

collections, and of current projects undertaken in the Department of Anthropology, 

although that is not mentioned on the UniversitS/s Web page. With regards to the 

coltections and other resources of the department, the Ethnography Collection is listed, 

with a short note at the beginning stating that 'students have the opportunity to use or 

participate in the followingn resources, including a uCollection of ethnographic materials 

from North Arnerica, Latin Amerim, the Arctic, Oceania and African (University of Alberta, 

1998, March 2). No specific contact person is noted for any of the resources, and no 

curator is listed for any of the collections, for anyone interested in investigating any of 

thern. Now that the Edwards Collection is no longer managed by the Department, it does 

not need to mention that the collection exists, although as it stiII is stored in the same 

room as their own ethnographic collections. It could still be mentioned as a resource. 

The School of Native Studies, 1997- As of 1997, the collection has been 

curated by Dr. Patricia McCormack, an Associate Professor in the School of Native 

Studies. She has used the Edwards Collection in her classes on material culture, and 

encourages its use (P. McCormack, personal communication, September 23, 1998). 

Before joining the School of Native Studies in 1994, Dr. McConnack was Curator of 

Ethnology at the Provincial Museum of Alberta. The School of Native Studies is currently 

in its tenth year of operation, but there have been Native Studies Prograrns at the 

University of Alberta for many years under different programs and faculties. 

Native Studies Programs have been at the University of Alberta for many years 

under different programs and faculties. The Faculty of Extension. between 1 950 and 

1980, considered Native Studies as a 'major programn (Corbett, 1992, p. 64) for the 

University and the public at large. The Office of the Dean of Men, in operation from 

1 960-1 975, had an Advisor on Native Affairs from 1962-1 964 (Corbett, 1992). The Office 

of the Associate VicePresident (Academic), included Native Studies under its programs, 

between the yean of 1975 to 1987. This office appointed an Advisor on Native Affairs 



for this period. The Faculty of Arts listed courses in the Cree and Blackfoot languages 

between 1970 and 1987 (Corbett, 1992). Student Services, established in 1976, has had 

an Advisor on Native Affairs since 1977 (Corbett, 1 992). The Universities Coordinating 

Council (consisting of representatives from each university in Alberta) established a 

Committee of Native Studies from 1976-1 980 (Corbett, 1992). This committee became 

a part of the General Faculties Council, explained below. 

The School of Native Studies was first proposed as an academic unit at a 

University of Alberta Senate Cornmittee meeting in 1972 by representatives of the lndian 

Association of Alberta (School of Native Studies, 1998, September 11). In 1978, after 

receiving twenty recomrnendations for improving seMce to Native people at the 

University and establishing a stronger involvement in Native Studies, the General 

Faculti es Council established a Standing Committee on Native Studies (Corbett, 1992; 

School of Native Studies, 1998, September 11 ). This committee involved faculty 

members, students, and members of Native communities. 

The Committee on Native Studies proposed the establishment of a School of 

Native Studies that would be rnultidisciplinary in character, instead of a small department 

that would confine itself to Native history, tanguage and culture (School of Native 

Studies, 1998, September 11 ; 1998, September 21). Through many years of research, 

the Committee detemined that language, culture, and land use would be of significance 

in the School of Native Studies. The School would concentrate upon the Indian, Inuit, 

and Metis of the Canadian West and North (School of Native Studies, 1998, Septernber 

11 ; 1998). The General Faculties Council and Board of Governors of the University 

ratified the establishment of the School of Native Studies and a Bachelor of Arts in Native 

Studies in 1984. That same year, the Universities Coordinating Council also approved 

the School, and the degree of Bachelor of Arts in Native Studies. In 1988, the General 

Faculties Council and Govemment of Alberta approved a program of study leading to the 

degree (ibid.) 

Future uses of the cotlection. The School of Native Studies continues to 

evolve, and to attract more students. With the tenth annivenary of its establishment at 

the University of Alberta corning soon, more public awareness of the schooI and its 

program will grow. If interest in the collection grows with the students who enter the 

School, use of it will hopefully increase and generate interest outside the school, and 

perhaps off campus. The use of objects in research projects and in exhibits will both 



help to publicize the collection. The Edwards Collection's newest curator, Dr. Patricia 

McCormack plans to bnng students and the collection together using an interdisciplinary 

approach to blend the two. The use of the World Wide Web in this regard is becorning 

increasingly popular for both instnictors and students. and becoming accepted in the 

consciousness of many members of the public as well. 

Collections Management: Access to Information 

The idea of access to the collection over the years is dealt with here, as it 

pertains to both what is exhibited and what is used in teaching, and who can use objects 

for research or other purposes such as seminars, or public television for example (A. 

Lambert, persona1 communication, September 30, 1998). In 1971 and 1972, an effort 

was made to consolidate al1 the information about the Edwards Collection. This was 

done by Helen Collinson, then Curatonal Research Assistant at the University Art Gallery 

and Museum, and Thelma Hapgood of the Department of Anthropology. This 

information included its storage location, exhibition, and the educational uses to which it 

was put by instnictors (UDR - Collinson, 1971, October 26). 

The collection was also completely photographed and catalogued for 

identification purposes (UDR - Collinson, 197 7 ,  Decernber 22). The photos are small to 

fit on small catalogue cards, and were taken using black and white film, but are clear. 

They were done on campus, so the negatives or slides are available to create newer, 

enlarged ones if neceçsary. Most of the photographs could probably be digitally scanned 

for use in the Mufti-MIMSY database, for example, or for inserting the collection ont0 a 

web site in the future. Access could be greatly increased, with no physical harm for any 

artifacts. 

In 1977, the university established the University Collections Centre, which was to 

be the central museum and registry on campus and administrative hub for al1 collections 

on campus. The University, through this centre, "took custody of al1 art and museum 

materials made, received or collected by any department or officer of the University for 

the purposes of teaching, research, reference or exhibitionn (University of Alberta 

Archives, 1997, August 5). These primary resources are now used in a wide variety of 

ways from undergraduate classes research projects for graduate students and faculty, to 

public displays (Museum and Collections Services, 1 997, August 14b). 



As an institution grows, so do its records. and those related to its administrative 

maintenance also exiçt, the names of past and present curators, research requests 

related to the collection, and the educational use of artifacts. This information is also 

stored in electronic form, in a computer database. As information about collections 

grows, Me request for simple information is often cumbenome as it exists in paper 

documents. For ease of retneval, it is necessary to have at least basic information, such 

as the accession number, type of arüfact, and location in an accessible place. 

In 1997, the collection was entered on the database called Multi-MIMSY', which 

will aid in "estabiishing an integrated electronic systems environment which can provide 

essential local and remote access to object-based collections information for adult 

teaching and leaming purposesw (Museums and Collections Senices, 1997, August 

14b). The Edwards Collection is one of eight collections (including the Scully Collection) 

whose information has been integrated into the Multi-MIMSY database. 

These collections are jointly held by the Departrnent of Museums and Collections 

Services and the Departrnent of Anthropology (UDR - Collinson, 1 971 , November 10; L. 

Hart, persona1 communication, project notes, Decernber, 1995). As part of the 

university's "museum system" (Schiffer, 19n, p. 16), this new collections information 

technology can be a comerstone of more widespread contact with the information, if not 

the actual artifacts, that the University of Alberta holds, making objects and collections 

more valuable as prirnary research resources. 

These are not al1 the collections that are in Anthropology. The ethnographic 

collections now in Multi-MIMSY pertain to those that were in Anthropology's database (in 

Microsoft Excel) at the tirne of the data conversion (to Multi-MIMSY). There are currently 

no plans to add the rest of Anthropology's holdings not jointiy managed between the two 

departrnents, to Multi-MIMSY (L. Hart, personal communication, project notes, 

December, 1995). The multiple goals of the use of Multi-MIMSY on campus for a variety 
of collections in a number of departrnents include manifold, compatible online access to 

object-based collections data using a single brand of database for a variety of disciplines, 

and the general public (in time). Also, the ability to trace artifacts. specimens, and 

collections at the University and keep the information on storage, exhibition, and other 

''MIMSY stands for Museum Information Management System. 



uses in one space using Multi-MIMSY is of prime importance (Museums and Collections 

Services, 1 997, August 14b). 

Typical access to collections is usually controlled, monitored, and very stnictured 

as to when they can be seen, and how they can be studied. At the University of Alberta, 

the importance of arüfactç and collections as primary resources for students, and faculty 

across campus is recognized. lncreasing access to collections is one of the goals of the 

Deparbnent of Museums and Collections Services (Museums and Collections SeMces, 

1997, August 14b). Access to the location, nature, and other information about artifacts, 

specimens, works of art, and collections of same can now be accessed through the 

World Wide Web. 

In museums (whether in universities or as individual institutions) according to 

Ames (1 992, p. 89-90), access ' is ..., in the typical case, highly stnictured, 

predetermined, and controlled by museum professionals so as to be 'correct,' 'safe,' 

'understandable,' and 'educationaSn. Making museums more accessible has been 

limited to improving to storage and in revamping old exhibits or creating more elaborate, 

multimedia exhibitions to attract visitors which are rapidly becoming more critical of 

exhibitions, and who museums are coming to depend upon for funding (Ames, 1992; 

Cameron, 1992; Wilson, 1991). The development of programs and directives to increase 

compounds the arguably impossible primary task of rnuseums--"to preserve material 

evidence in perpetuity" (Wilson, 1991, p. 92). 

Some of the Web sites are maintained by departments on campus, and others 

are run by other Albertan institutions. Their primary function is to make information about 

the departments and their rotes more easily available to the campus community and the 

general public. 

The sites reviewed below are al1 iinked to the University of Alberta's main home 

page (http:/Awvw.ualberta.ca). One is a directory of Alberta's museums and galleries, 

which Iists the various museum collections on campus. For the Department of 

Anthropology, most of its collections are listed, such as the archaeology and osteology 

collections, but not the ethnographic collections which include the Edwards Collection 

(Museums Alberta. 1997. November 21). Another University of Alberta page, a tour of 

%oncert halls, rnuseums, and galleries" (1 998, August 6) lists no university museums 

(there are four) except for the provincially managed Rutherford House. Museurns and 

Collections SeMces' site, Museums on Carnous (1 997, August 14a), Iists both museums 



and collections at the University of Alberta: 32 collections in all, and 3 or 4 named 

rnuseums, with links to other web sites for eight of the collections and two rnuseums 

(ibid.). 

The future of less limited access to the information of campus collections will 

seive to make the collections housed by the University of Alberta more valuable for 

research and teaching. One of Museums and Collections S e ~ c e s  cuvent initiatives is 

to gant online public access to the university's collections through both the World Wide 

Web and locally for students and faculty through the University Library's GATE interface. 

which is aIso available wortdwide via the Web (Museums and Collections Services, 1997, 

August 14b). 

The future of museurns, and of coltections within universities, is becoming seen 

as more of a resource for the entire community rather than for people within the 

'museum profession." The idea of the museum and one's role in it is constantly 

changing, particulariy where Native material culture relates. Ethnographic collections, 

while not "hidden away," are not publicized as a source of information for people outside 

the University of Alberta generally, and parücularly not from outside the Department of 

Anthropology. The Edwards Collection and its associated documentation is a under- 

used resource on campus, for historical societies, Native Friendship Centres, artists, 

secondary schoolchildren, and the so-called "general public.' If more of these different 

institutions are exposed to the existence and value of university ethnographie collections. 

the potential exists for thern to renew or forge links between themselves in order to 

coilect, interpret. and distribute local and provincial histories as a community. 

Collections Management: Exhibition 

An exhibition, no matter how extensive its use of artifacts, can only produce an 

uexcerpt" (Kirshenblatt-Girnblett, 1991, p. 388) of a subject or a facet that a museum is 

atternpting to portray. Below is a selection of exhibits which featured the Edwards 

Collection. Not al1 exhibitions that included artifacts of the Edwards Collection have been 

included, as not al1 exhibits furnished documentary evidence that has stood the test of 

time. or was presented to an archive. Some exhibits or small displays of selected objects 

of the Edwards Collection may have been omitted. 

Most of the exhibits that made it into publications were those which were 

constructed for public consumption, and not just for members of the University 



community. Some exhibits or small displays of selected objects of the Edwards 

Collection may have been omitted by departments. Most of the exhibits that made it into 

publications were those which were constructed for public consumption, and not just for 

members of the University community. Unfoitunately, very few documents were found in 

the archives about the exhibitions, and so little is known about what artifacts were used, 

and about the responses to the displays. Below is a chronological descriptive list of a 

variety of ten exhibits that featured artifacts of the Edwards Collection. 

1920, summer. In another letter, Allan stated that he intended to display the 

University's collection for "the Industrial Cmgress the first of Junen (UAA - Allan, 1920, 

May 10). No documents were found in the University Archives that pertained to the 

exhibition, or to the Industrial Congress. 

1957, November. There was a display in the rotunda for the 1957 - 1958 school 

term in the Rutherford Library of 9ndian artifacts and implements of Alberta and 

Saskatchewan" which could only be the Edwards Collection, although the name of the 

collection was not mentioned (UAA - Millar, 1957, November). 

1969, May. The exhibit, =A University Collects" was held at the University Art 

Gallery in May, 1 969. It rnoved to the Provincial Museum of Alberta for a tirne in 1 970 

(UAA - Davey, 1 969, September 2; Provincial Museum of Alberta, 1 970, February 1 7). A 

main aim of the exhibit was to increase awareness of a variety of the University of 

Alberta's collections, including geological specimens, paintings, and ethnographic 

collections. Selected pieces of the Edwards Collection were displayed. The Provincial 

Museum of Alberta then hosted the exhibition in its Feature Gallery Number 1 from 

February 15 to May 11 (UAA - Davey, 1969, September 2; Provincial Museum of Alberta, 

1970, February 17). A catalogue also was published by the same name, written by 

Helen Collinson (UDR - Collinson, l97 l ,  October 26; Collinson, 1979). 

1971, October. Ten to twelve items were displayed in the Student's Union 

Building (S.U.B) Art Gallery (UDR - Collinson, 1971, October 26). The exhibition ran 

October 12 - October 15, and was in conjunction with the Student's Union Forums 

Committee bringing in guest speakers Chiof Dan George, Mohawk activist Kahn Tineta- 

Hom, and Jean Chretien (UDR - Collinson, 1971, September 15). 

1971, November. Twenty items were displayed at the Edmonton Art Gallery in 

conjunction with the Gallery's feature exhibition on Paul Kane which ran from November 



10, 1 971 , to January 30.1972 (UDR - Collinson, l97l ,  October 26; UDR - Hapgood, 

1971, October 26; Wilkin, 1973). 

1972, June 29. This exhibit was part of a Canada Manpower Winter Works 

Project on the results of the study of human adaptaon to cold environments. The 

project was developed by Dr. Allan Bryan of the Department of Anthropology, who 

initiated a proposa1 for the 'Local Initiatives Program" of the Manpower and Immigration 

Offices to hire ten people to work on the archaeological and ethnographic collections 

now held within the University. Activities included cataloguing and listing of art and 

ethnographic materials stored in Anthropology. Six 'semi-skilled unemployed native 

perçons" and "four trained unemployed professionals (two archaeologists and two 

curators) rounded out the team (UDR - Lewis, 1971, December 14). No documents were 

found that corresponded to this exhibit in the archives, as to what was displayed. Helen 

Collinson, then a Curatorial Research Assistant, remembered that sorne articles of 

ciothing were used, including a pair of Athabascan caribou woman's gloves, trimmed with 

ernbroidery (H. Collinson, personal communication, October 17, 1995). 

1983, July 3 - 1 S. Universiade (Worid University Games) exhibit held from July 

3-1 5, 1983 in Athabasca Hall that displayed a selection of arüfacts from the Edwards 

Collection. The University of Alberta hosted the World University Games from July 1-1 1, 

1983. 

1985, June 21 - October 6. The exhibition, "Buffalo: "these Beast on ye Barren 

Ground" took place in the Ring House Gallery at the University of Alberta from June 21 - 
October 6. Its theme was bison, so many of the artifacts displayed in the exhibit from the 

Edwards Collection were artifacts made from buffalo, such as scoops, gambling bones, 

polished horns, and a hat, but also items relating to hunting or food preparation such as 

a bow and anows, rnaul, saddle, fleshers, bowl, parfleche, and a blanket strip and a 

needle case (Heth & Collinson, 1985). 

1988, September 22 - 1989, March 26. 'Northwind Dreaming: Fort Chipewyan 

1788 - 1988" at the Provincial Museum of Alberta. Selected artifacts from the Edwards 

Collection were shown that Dr. Edwards collected on his trip as medical officer to Fort 

Chipewyan, the Treaty 8 region, in 1900. These artifacts included three pairs of 

moccasins, one babiche bag, a watch pocket, and a dog blanket (McConnack, 1988). 



Collections Management: Educational Usage 

In a letter to Mn. Whipple in 1971, Helen Collinson stated that the Collection was 

being used by faculty "for teaching purposes, displaying items to illustrate their lectures. 

One graduate student in Anthropology has found the Athabascan items of padicular 

interest in her research project on Northem Indians" (UDR - Collinson, 1971, October 

26). 

University Collections Surveys were periodicaIIy filled out by university 

deparbnents with collections to document the contents, purpose, inventor- aids (e.g ., 
catalogues), physical size, location, condition, and any problems pertaining to the 

collection. By the time these reports were introduced, the Edwards Collection was 

housed in the H.M. Tory Building, Room 1-42, under the management of the Department 

of Anthropology. Two reportç were filed in November, 1972, one by the Department of 

Anthropology, and the other by a Curatorial Assistant for University Collections (a division 

of the University Art Gallery and Museum). In the former, under the 'Purpose" section. 

out of the choices 'Teaching', 'Research', and 'Other', Teaching was indicated, as well as 

Display (under 'Other'). Curiously, 'Research' as a purpose of the collection was not 

indicated (UDR - Department of Anthropology, 1972, November 17). In 1972, the 

problems indicated for the collection were space, environmental controls, conservation 

facilities, and display facilities (a problern for al! ethnographie collections stored in this 

location). As indicated above, most of these problerns were probably due to the fact that 

the building was never built with a museum component in mind (ibid.). 

The second report. filled out for the University Collections, noted that the 

purposes of the Edwards Collection was for both Teaching and Research. and Display. 

This report also noted that some of the Collection was still stored at the Provincial 

Museum (UDR - Curator, University Collections, 1972, November 17). 

The entire collection was used as a consewation project for an intern, Tom 

Hunter, in the Libraries, Archives and Museums Studies Prograrn for Native students at 

the Univenity of Alberta. The University of Alberta's Department of Museums and 

Collections Senrices, in concert with the Metis Nation of Alberta. the federal governrnent, 
and various provincial cultural institutions and organizations, has developed a training 

program called Libraries, Archives, and Museums Studies (LAMS) for Native people in a 

'year-long libraries, archives and museums technicians training program" ("Un ivenity , 

Metis Nation," 1993, October 8; Hayward, 1994, September 30). The main goal of the 



Program is for the students who complete it to 'have a major impact on Me whole area of 

cultural enhancement and preservation' (Wnivenity, Metis Nation", 1993, October 8). 

Under the direction of the Department of Museums and Collections Services and 

the Department of Human Ecology's Textile Consenrator. the intem completed 

conservation reports on most of the collection and prepared or upgraded support rnounts 

for objects, as well as completed a report on the cunent and prescribed storage 

conditions and assessing the needs of the collection if it was moved (UDR - Prince, 

1 994, May 20). 

O.C. Edwards Collection: Its History and Context Within the University of Alberta 

The purpose of this section is to locate the Edwards Collection within a larger 

framework of published sources supplemented by the previous interpretive description of 

the archival data and oral history regarding the collection. This will help to inforrn its 

identity in the larger context within which the university and its museums generally are 

situated. There is a uconceptual patinan (Ames, 1992, p. 46; van Mensch, 1990) that 

foms on objects over tirne, as well as on the published studies of them. The study of 

this coating as it applies to this collection's history will help to portray its present situation 

within the university. There has not been much in the way of published sources on the 

Edwards Collection, except for the articles and books wntten by Collinson (1 977, 1979, 

l985a, 1985b) and the University of Alberta (n.d.). 

Wit!! regards to the subject of Blackfoot or BIood material culture, publications 

exist that discuss specific rnuseurn collections, but are not as numerous as might be 

expected from the amount of artifacts and collections in museums al1 over the world that 

contain artifacts from this culture. Many more publications deal with Blackfoot material 

culture in general, or certain artifact types in parücular, such as costume, tools, or 

jewellery. Some of these publications are by Ewers (1 945, 1958, 1 963). Scriver (1 990), 

Spier, (1 925); VanStone (1 W2), Walton, Ewers, and Hassrick (1 985), and Wissler (1 909, 

1910, 1914, 1915). 

Publications which deal with other collections of Native North American material 

culture include VanStone (1 983), who described the ethnographic collection process of 

Plains Cree material culture from Saskatchewan (the Simms Collection) as outlined by 

the Department of Anthropology's curator for fieldwork for the Field Columbian Museum 

(now known as the Field Museum of Natural History) in Chicago. Hail and Duncan 



(1 989) examined the Subarctic Collection of the Haffenreffer Museum of Anthropology, 

and specifically the collection of a woman who collected Native material culture of the 

Canadian and American Subarctic and Arctic in the nineteenth century. Emma Mary 

Colcleugh collected sixty eight objects from these regions between 1888 and 1897, and 

unlike many collectors noted where she acquired them (flail and Duncan, 1989). 

Colcleugh travelled in 1894 much of the same area as Dr. OC. Edwards would in 1900. 

Parezo (1987b) outiined how the Smithsonian Institution formed some of its 

ethnographic collections in the American Southwest in the late nineteenth and early 

twentieth century. Parezo, in her historical overview of collecting by the Smithsonian 

Institution and the Bureau of American Ethnology in the American Southwest in the 

nineteenth and early twentieth century, noted that European made trade goods such as 

iron pots, sleigh bells, and cloth were traded for VaditionalIf made objects from the 

various Native peoples who lived there (Parezo, 1987b). Ironically, this systematic 

collection by anthropologists helped to change the very cultures they sought in their 

7raditionaln state. Anything which seemed modem was not collected, photographed. 

painted, or used in rnuseum exhibition (Steward. 1934). 

Grabum, Lee, & Rousselot (1 996) discussed the creation of the Alaska 

Commercial Company Collection of Native Alaskan groups. Their goal was to create a 

large. interdisciplinary-based team-based project that worked to create a Latalogue 

raisonn6" of the Alaska Commercial Company Collection in the Phoebe Apperson Hearst 

Museum of Anthropology in California, so that al1 the information pertaining to it would be 

available to Native Alaskans, arüsts, students, collectors, and scholars. The publication 

is interesting, as it is a cornprehensive catalogue of one large collection, including its 

mode of acquisition by the original collector (the Alaska Commercial Company), and its 

history since acquisition by the Hearst Museum (then the University of California's Alaska 

Museum) in 1904. The historical background of the Alaska Commercial Company, 

particulariy as it related to the collection of the objects, and the cultural context of each 

group of artifacts were exarnined. Each major group of artifacts (e.g., Eskimo and 

Athapaskan) in the collection was highlighted and critically examined. Grabum, et al, 

also recognized the collection itself as an arüfact, and discussed the dynamic processes 

of classification and interpretation of the collection over time, uas it moves across cultural 

boundaries and through time from creation to consumption and redisplay" (1 996, p. 9). 



The catalogue of the entire collection, of almost 2.300 objects. includes a 

photograph of each one, with its catalogue (ion) number, object-type narne in both 

English and in its conesponding Native language, a description of the object. cultural 

attribution, dimensions, and rnuseological data such as former accession nurnbers, 

names of donors, or old label text. This worù is valuable not onfy as a source of 

information on Alaskan material culture or the history of the Alaska Commercial 

Company, but also because it also acknowledged the day-to-day challenges that faced 

the team dunng the creation of such a comprehensive reference to one collection 

(Grabum, Lee. & Rousselot, 1996). This work could function as a useful rnodel for the 

production of other catalogues, not only for the Edwards Collection but for other 

ethnographie collections. There are countless collections in museums that could benefit 

from the attention of a multi-disciplinary team of people engaged in telling its story. 

Biographical Context of the Edwards Collection 

I think of the idea of context as defined by Pearce (1 993, p. 127): "in the human 

field [of classification] the meaning behind the category is created as much by historical 

understanding of function and location-in a word, context-as it is by an understanding of 

form." Pearce (1 993, p. 127) describes three sets or kinds of context as it relates to 

collections and museums, the third being the one 1 am most concerned with: 

1. The oroduction context: why and how people physically created the objects. 

2. The everydav context: how the objects were used within the creator's culture. 

3. The collection context: this context does not at first involve the museum. The 
Edwards initiaIly collected the objects, and had their own reasons for collecting 
them. Dr. Allan, on behalf of the university to help populate its first museum, had 
other reasons for the objects' acquisition, some of which overlapped that of the 
Edwards. 

t found few models of analysis that really corresponded to the kinds of information 

I had found, and that fit with the conceptual research I had done pnor to data collection. 

In looking at a collection as an element of c~lture, I began to think about how this 

element fit into a larger, systemic cultural framework also supported by human ecology. 

Prince (1 992) in her research, used Pedersen (1 988), who proposed a theoretical 

framework linking costume historical research with anthropological theory and m e  

human ecosystem framework" (p. 1). Of al1 the varied artifacts in the Edwards Collection, 



the eiements of clothing were often focussed on, as they contain much personal meaning 

for their makers, and were the object of much research, care, and exhibition during their 

time at the University of Alberta. 

Prince described dress as a 'micro-environment which is a response to physical 

and cultural environmentsn (Prince, 1992, p. 29). The need for dress, tools, jewellery, or 

games in a culture are in response to the natural and cultural environment. and the 

"transfomation process" (Prince, 1992, p. 29) from raw material to object includes both 

physical and mental energy. The same thing can be said for the need for, production 

and maintenance of a collection both in the original collectors', and in the museurn's 

cultural setting. The production of dress was described as a combination of factors: the 

physical and cultural environments that prompted the garment (the input), the design, 

According to Touliatos and Compton (1 988, p. 34.). clothing is an extension of the 

body, and "as both subject and object of perception (as both a stimulus and a 

response)." production, and communication involved in its production (the 

transformation), and the ganent itself (the output) (Prince, 1992, p. 29). The output, can 

also be the 'inpur of another event, such as a collection of garments or other objects. 

This idea applies to the people who first identified a need for the garments and produced 

them acwrding to available resources and cultural guidelines, to Dr. and Mrs. Edwards, 

who collected the garments, and to the University of Alberta, who acquired them for use 

as an educational and cultural resource. It is unknown what personal value was placed 

or invested in the ganents by the people that gave or sold them to Dr. andlor Mrs. 

Edwards. 

Contexts of the Collection at the University of Alberta 

Although never discussed deliberately in any of the publications about its history, 

the Edwards Collection appears to have been in as many as four different contexts 

through its history at the University of Alberta. I t s  first context was related to that of 

cabinets of curiosity: Dr. Allan was fond of calling ethnographie collections of objects 

'curies". The objects were interesting as signs of ways of life that was disappearing, or 

had already. The collection's 'curio context" lasted roughly between 191 9 and 1951. It 

might be continuad back into the Edwards' tirne, but they left no records about how they 

felt about their collecting, or what effect they were having on those who they acquired 

objects from. Another context the collection was connected to at the same time was to a 



natural history context in the sarne museum under Allan's management (as were al1 other 

ethnographic materials stored there). Cross-cuitural collections were often included with 

the natural history materials (and in some museums today, still are). 

Under the management of the Departrnent of Fine Arts (now Art and Design), 

frorn 1951 to 1966, whose metier was fine art, the collection was virtually ignored, and 

was stored away in the Medical Building until 1966 (the year of the flood which damaged 

some of the artifacts). A new, growing department whose concem was fine art and 

design, but had assurned management authority over ethnographic collections may not 

have known how to start with a collection such as this, with a different &aestfietic context" 

from the other rnaterials and resources in the Departrnent. The department also may not 

have know how to incorporate it into the courses and programmes it offered. 

When the collection was transferred to the Department of Anthropology in 1967 

by Art and Design, the biggest reason was because "traditionally, of course, 

ethnographic and archaeological collections are the responsibility of anthropologists" 

(UAA - Bryan, 1968, May 31). Now that it has been joined by the School of Native 

Studies, under the administration of the Department of Museurns and Collections 

Services, its cuvent uethnographic contes is assured, but has the potential of becoming 

a stronger resource for Native students and the Native comrnunity. It has the potential of 

becorning better understood, and to be used for a variety of programmes. 

Out of the over 17 million artifacts and specimens, four named museums, and 

over 30 collections on campus (Museums and Collections Services, 1 997, August 14b; 

Museums and Collections SeMces, 1998, January 23), it is difficult to generalize about 

the qualities of the 'university museurn" or of 'university collectionsn, in how it relates to 

just one collection. but the two aspects of teaching and research are the cornerstones of 

the mission of the University of Alberta (Cloutier, 1995; Policy for the University of 

Alberta's Collections. 1 993). The museums and collections managed by the University of 

Alberta are used mainly for that institution's faculty, staff, and students. 

Summary 

By using a case study approach to this research, I was able to focus on 

developing the elements of a biography of the Edwards Collection. There was rnuch 

archivai information available on the first museum at the University of Alberta, and the 

acquisition of the collection from Mn. Edwards by the University of Alberta's Dr. Allan for 



his Geology and Palaeontology Museum. The amval of the contents of the collection 

piecerneal from Mrs. Edwards did not appreciably effect the contents of the collection as 

it was originally spelled out in Dr. Allan's press release to the general public. The 

Edwards Collection has an identity that has developed over almost a century rather than 

as a distinct, unchanging entity within the University of Alberta. 

The stability of the Edwards Collection, which was in danger of possibly being 

broken up if circumstances demanded it, was maintained over most of the years since its 

amval on campus, allowing a tracing of one path rather than several across campus or 

elsewhere. The management of the collection since its acquisition, its various locations, 

and uses showed that a variety of different departrnents were interested in its use on 

campus as a research, teaching, and interpretive resource. Concentration on a single 

collection allowed for a better understanding of the many people, events, and processes 

that have affected its life since its acquisition. 

The pnmary ambition of artifact accumulation for a museurn is knowledge- 

building, either through specific research projects, publications, or through public 

exhibition. The production of knowledge is a result of human social interaction, as are 

artifact collections. This human social interaction with the collection resulted in four 

changes in context over the years since its acquisition. The character of the Edwards 

Collection as an educaüonal and research resource since 1919 for the University of 

Alberta, in t e n s  of the access to it and use by the university and the public was also 

discussed. The University acknowledges that collections are central to the mission of the 

University and provide valuable, concrete resources for educational programs and 

research projects (Policy for the University of Alberta's Collections, 1993). 



Fiaure 1. O.C. Edwards. S. J. Jarvis, ûttawa (1&) 
(University of Alberta Archives. Accession No. 7842-2). 



Fi~um 2. Hanrietta Muir Edwards. S.J. Jarvis. Ottawa (189) 
(University of Alberta Archives, Accession No. 7û-62-4). 



Fiaure 3. Map of Canada (Newton, 1997) showing the locations of the Edwards' amas 
of collection: File Hill in Manitoba. Indian. Fort Qu'Appelle and Regina in Saskatchewan. 
Fort Macleod (now Macleod) near the Blood Reserve, Peace River. Fort McMurray. and 
Fort Chipewyan in Alberta. and Fort Smith and Fort Remlution. N.W.T. 



Eiplw. 'May. 1932. John Andrew Allan and three (Cree) lndians on steps of Arts 
Buildingn (University of Alberta Archives Accession No. 79-23-1 168). Dr. Allan is 
standing second from the rigM. This photogmph was taken on the day of the fomal 
presentation of Poundmakefs tipi to the University of Aiberta (ibid.). 



Fiaure 5, An undated photograph of the Edwards Colledion which was displayad 
in the Geology Museum at the University of Alberta (Provincial Archives of Alberta. 
Accession No. 67.294). 



mure 6. Rie rnuseum in the Legislative Building, n.d. (Provincial Archives of 
Alberta. Accession No. 64.9). 



Fiaure 7. A view of m m  TB 1-42 in the Tory Building, former home of the 
Department of Anttiropology's Ethnographie Calledions. The m m ,  with a little 
more dutter than it usually did prior to the move of the mlledions to m m  TB-7, 
lwks the same as it did prior to the move. The tops of the cabinets were used to 
hold abjects for study, as were tables (unseen in this phatograph). The room had 
windows, secured shut fmm vandafism and theft (upper right). Light filters were 
used for the Ruorescent IigMing. The rwm the collections moved to is smaller, but 
more organized in ternis of what is stored wbere (Photograph L. Hart, April 1996). 



CHAPTER 4: RECOMMENDATIONS 

If the study of the history and development of a collection of matenal culture 

can represent, or be an indicator of change or continuity ove? tirne in a museurn's role, 

policies, or ideology. then a contextual approach to the past can f o m  an inspiring and 

provocative link with the contemporary problems of what to do with ethnographie 

collections in universities and rnuseums. My research findings described and discussed 

in Chapter 3 helped to produce the recommendations for the uses of the Edwards 

Collection. There are placed under two themes: access and research. 

Access 

1. A comprehensive catalogue of the Edwards Collection has never been wntten. An 

interdisciplinary group of people would best generate such a catalogue, including 

members of the original cultures which produced the items. Their purpose would be to 

prepare a complete description of al1 the artifacts in the collection, and their role in the 

original culture, with their uses as part of a university collection. The information 

gathered and learned about the history and development of Native material culture 

collections would also be of value to the First Nation@) who wish to learn from this 

collection, as either descendants of those who originally produced the artifacts, or who 

produce the same or similar ones today for example. The increasing enrollment of native 

students and the development of the School of Native Studies, and the recent 

development of the Certificate Program in Libraries, Archives and Museum Studies for 

Native students on campus underlines the need for increased knowledge and access 

Native material culture housed at the University of Alberta. Other groups or institutions 

from outside the University of Alberta that have already expressed interest (or might) in 

this collection, including other univenities, Native communities and historical societies, 

for example, will conceivably find the results of this project of value. 

2. The use of technology, particulady cornputen and sophisticated database softwares 

have become ubiquitous and entrenched in universities. Research is needed to 

investigate how the use of technology is being, and can be used to manage and control 

the use of information resources (here, of artifact collections), and be used effectively for 

teaching and research. As well, how people work with technology in order to generate 



and produce knowledge in concert with material culture for teaching and research would 

be a useful research endeavour. 

3. According to Ames, through interpretation and exhibition of rnaterial culture, 'museum 

anthropologists are thus helping to manufacture the objects they study" (Ames, 1981, p. 

14). Researchen who focus their energies in the field of material culture could perhaps 

benefit from the approaches of other disciplines to their own collections of knowledge. In 

disciplines such as English, novels have and will be studied by people from a variety of 

different disciplines for vatious reasons using various methods; this is considered 

acceptable and expected. The same goes for the study of periods in history or historical 

figures for another example. Why is there a difference in perception between 

departments/disciplines toward studying the "same" artifact over and ovef? 

Research 

1. With the tendency to "cut first and ask questions latef in terms of budgets for many 

institutions, the need is great to assess the present value of collections as an information 

resource and to document the actual and possible effects on the cutting of financial and 

human resources on the use of collections for teaching, research, and knowledge- 

building in general. A related area of study would be to research the variety of university 

departments and related disciplines that could benefit from the inclusion of collection- 

based research in their projects or cumcula. Examples of departrnents that do not often 

use artifacts in teaching or research presently include many unon-artifact-based" 

anthropological disciplines, history, English, recreation and leisure studies, and women's 

studies, for examples. Limited resources for budgets and personnel for many university 

departments must lead to a more effective and efficient use of resources for teaching 

and research. Research could address how more than one department at a tirne could 

use collections to Save money, people, and ultirnately space (for storage and classroom 

space.) Research could be used to evaluate how hurnan beings cape with the changes 

in available infomation resources, and document both beneficial and hamful institutional 

coping rnechanisms. The transition to an interdisciplinary or interdepartmental use of 

information resources where such a process is active, would also result in valuable 

information of use to the university as a whole in t e n s  of teaching and research. 



2. Most of the artifact collections in both univenities and museums are never on display, 

or studied regularly, if at all. There is reluctance, based on a survey of the published 

literature, by researchers who study material culture to study arüfacts already in storage, 

that have already been described and catalogued. Today, universities are facing 

increasingly cornplex decisions involving demands on their resources during times of 

economic stress and social change. Future research into the impact of economic and 

social change as it pertains to the use of collectieons which already exist for teaching and 

research should be looked at. Another research area is to discover the variety of 

university deparbnents and related disciplines that wuld benefit from the inclusion of 

collection-based research in their projects or cumcula. Examples of depattments that do 

not often use artifacts in teaching or research presently include many 'non-arüfact- 

basedn anthropological disciplines. history, english. recreation and leisure studies, and 

women's studies. for examples. 
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APPENDICES 

Appendix 1. Inventory Iist of Edwards Collection, c. 191 9. This list was compiled from 
the undated five page Iist (labelled '10b")at Mrs. Edwards wrote by 
hand for Dr. Allan (on his own personalized notepaper (Department of 
Geology and Mineralogy letterhead) and an undated three page 
typewritten transcription of her list (labelled '1 Oc") Any words in 
parentheses are mine. Any words ucrossed out" was done by Mrs. 
Edwards. (University of Alberta Archives, Accession 78-62-29) 

(page 1) 
1 pair of beaded armlets. 
fishing net far north - made of fibre. 
Woman (sic) red cloth dress with beaded deerskin yoke and deerskin gussets. Blood 
Reserve 
1 war club 

For (fur?) Harpoon seal Far North 
Indian game wheel & anow 
knife sheath 
Woman's leggings 
porcupine head dress 
bag made out of unbom buffalo calf 

leather 
6 needle cases - one with ivory to peice (?) Mn 
caribo (sic) gloves pair, Fort Resolutlon 

. * 

(or bag?) te 
fire bag beaded and quill work 
1 pair of baby mogasins (sic) 
two (?) (unintelligible word) of woven sweet grass --- 
(page 2) 
1 beaded band for blanket white beaded ground 
1 " n u n a " ground 3 disc designs 

1 " n u " white, blue, & red beads 

2 pairs of beaded leather bands for leggings or shirt 
3 " of beaded disks for women's blankets - used as fasteners 
15 bags made by Kootenay Indians, bought on Blood Reserve 
wooden bowl 
leather waistcoat - white beaded ground 
beaded waistcoat, blue ground riding Sun 

belonged to Sumilcand (?) lndian on (?) Blood Reserve 

home bonnett (sic) human 4mtt) scalp lock 
lndian bow & six feather anows 
lndian chief's costume, shirt blanket (?) cloth 

bead bands 8 ermine skins. 2 semlet (?) cloth leggings, 
beaded bands & emiine skins - 3 Head dress, 
Eagle feathers & ermine skins 



Tomahawk 
lndian splints for broken leg Blood Reserve 1905 
Bked lndian horse whip 

child's costume - al1 he wore 2% years of age 
1 chami round neck [piece of his own navel cord inside of bag] 
2 belts, 3 knife shield, 4 leggings & 5 mogasins (sic) 

white skin shirt with woven beaded bands 
u n u  " beaded dear (sic) skin bands 

Indian chair hung on one of the pole of the tent for reclining. 
The man sits on the end on the ground on which has been spread a fur robe. 

A littie girls dress - deer skin omaments with beads 
man's leather leggings with omament beads worked directly on the leggings 
Man's leather leggings with beaded bands of deer skin 

Y d Y 

man's white skin shirt omamented with bands of dear (sic) skin covered 
with dyed (?) porcupine quills 

leather fire bag omamented with dyed porcupine work B. Reserve 
leather gun case - omamented with beads B. Reserve 
leather waist coat beaded al1 over 
large beaded band omament for man's blanket wom down the back 
6 women's leather beaded belts 
omamented steel for sharpening knife 
white skin fire bag. 2 pairs of beaded bands for shirt or (and?) leggings 

(page 4) 
in trunk (?) 

bag made out of hide theembû painted 
porcupine quiII& feather decoratlon for home 

red cloth decoratlon for chest of horse 
saddle cloth 
3 leather bags beaded & omamented & decorated with dyed porcupine quills 
black cloth beaded vest lndian Head 
1 leather deer skin woman's dress 
child's armlets 
beaded omament for tomahawk 
5 small bags 
2 pairs of mogas (moccasins) 
saddle cloth - B.R. 191 0 
1 blue cloth fire bag 
1 pair of beaded mocasins (sic) 
bag made of deer skin legs 



Cree old tobacco pouch worn over shoulders 
2 pairs of arrnlets 
neck ornaments and 8 little bags 

(page 5) 
lndian gauntlets with Martin (marten) fur tnmming 
1 teatRer deer skh woman's dress beaded 
Seven neck omaments - (word unintelligible) then claws, one real claws the other made 
out of the sinew of a steer. 

5 little bags, one watch pocket 
2 pairs of mogasins (sic) deer skin worked (?) in selk (silk?) from Far North 1900 

2 pairs of white Caribou rnogasins (sic) 
1 ' "deerskin Y 

from Far North 

1 home saddle frame of wood covered with green hide which shrinks to frame 
---- 



Appendix 2. 

O bject 

Buffalo hide 
(deco rated) 

The Edwards' Indian and Eskirno Collection: List of Exhibits taken 
from Roorn 58, 9 Jan. 51 (University of Alberta Archives, 
Accession 82-1 31 -1 08). This list was produced it just before the OC. 
Edwards Collection moved from the Arts Building to the Rutherford 
Library in 1951. mis document shows a total of about 247 objects in the 
collection uhe  Edwards' lndian and Eskimo Collection, 1951)' but it is not 
known if al1 objects were counted singly, or as one item if part of a 
pair (of moccasins) for example. 

No. 

1 

Fishing net frorn 2 
far nom 

Harpoon from 3 
north with cord, 
etc. (2138) 

Eskirno knife 4 

lndian chair 6 

lndian chair 7 

lndian chair 8 

Fibre bag (8) 

Chair back cover 9 

Powder hom 11 

Pair of buffalo 12 
homs 

Pair of buffalo 13 
horns 

Tomahawk 14 

Ob ject 

Woman's vest 

Decoratlon for 
back of man's 
blanket 

A m  decoratlon 

Neck omament 

Vest 

Vest 

Blue bead vest 

Man's leggings 

Blanket ties 

Ties for lndian 
blanket 

Blanket tie 

Omament for 
blan ket 

No. 

136 

1 33 

1 37 

138 

140 

142 

143 

1 44 

145 

146 

147 

148 

149 

Object 

Cumoly 
woven cloth 
(Ceylon) 

Harpoon 
(Es kimo) 

Eskimo bow 
(broken) 

Quiver of 
arrows 
(Eskimo?) 
(3151) 

Beaded 
gauntiets 

M ~ P  

Blue band 

Two rattle 
snake skins 

Bag for 
carrying food 

Beaded vest 
(Cree) 

No. 

unnumber 
ed 

u 

n 

Y 

(4224) 

U 

u 

Y 

u 

Y 



O bject No. 

15 

Object No. Object 

150 

No. 

Decoratlon from 
Tomahawk 

Ornament for 
Man's blanket 

Saddle hook Band for man's 
blanket 

W oman's saddle Bands for shirt or 
leggings 

Woman's saddle Bands for shirt or 
leggings 

Knife case 

Gun case 

Band 

Beaded 
rnoccasins 

Gun case Beaded 
moccasins 

Decoratlon for a 
horse 

Baby moccasins 

lndian whip Pair of moccasins 

lndian bowl Woman's leather 
dress 

Child's dress and 
leggings 

Rings Woman's dress 

Coat 

Medicine brush Beaded 
moccasins 

Woman's war 
club 

Moccasins 

Arrow shaft Moccasins 

Bone instrument Moccasins 

ldol called 
buffalo stone 

Band for shirt or 
leggings 

ldol for buffalo 
hunt 

Band for shirt or 
leggings 



Object No. 

40 

O bject No. Object No. 

Instrument for 
scaping fat from 
hide 

Beaded 
rnoccasins 

Instrument for 
scraping hides 

Pair moccasins 

Feathered 
headdress 

Pair moccasins 

Pasqua's fan Leggings 

Arrnlet Feathered 
headdress 

Willow bark rope Armlet 

Man's shirt Instrument for 
scraping hide 

Hide scraper Man's shirt 

Chest ornament 

Coat 

Hide scraper 

Instrument for 
scraping hide 

Hide scraper Pasqua's shirt 

Leggings 

Fire bag 

Hide scraper 

Cases for 
canying food 

Cases for 
carrying food 

Beaded 
moccasins 

Men's chaps 

Fire bag Leggings 

Fire bag Eonnet 

Little pouch Horned bonnet 

Pouch Homed bonnet 

Ornamental stone 

Pouch A cham (in paper 
bag) 



Object No. 

Pouch (very old) 87 

Beaded pouch 81 

Tny pouch 80 

Beaded pouch 85 

Bag 86 

Bags 87 

Little pouch 87 

Beadedpouch 

Fibre bag 

Bag worn at belt 

Child's glove (?) 

Beadedpouch 

Bag 

Tobacco pouch 

Bag 

Medicine bag 

Skin bag 97 

Fibre bags plus 101 
two without 
labels 

Object No. Object No. 

Human scalp and 
buffalo hom 

Gauntiets 

Decoratlon for a 
horse's neck 

Moccasins 

Bel(?) Qu'Appelle 

Beaded amlets 

Pair moccasins 
(c hild's) 

Case 

Ornamental stone 

Headdress 

Two garters ? 

Sacred rnoccasins 

lndian comb 

Knife case 

One moccasin 

One pair 
moccasins 
(child's) 

One pair 
moccasins 
(child's) 

Band 

Scoop 

Knife for scraping 
hide 

A m  band 

Leggings 



Object 

Fibre bag 

Fibre bag 

Fibre bag 

Fibre bags 

Knife sharpener 

Woven sweet 
grass 

Needle case 

Needle cases 

Had band 

Neck ornament 

Chest omament 
with giri's dress 

Girl's dress 

Chest ornament 

Woman's dress 

Belt 

No. 

1 OS 

110 

114 

1 O 6  

1 O7 

1 O 8  

1 O 9  

112 

113 

115 

116 

118 

119 

121 

124 

1 24 

126 

189 

129 

181 

131 

Object 

Ornament for 
blan ket 

Bronze bang le 

8uffalo horn 
scoop 

Buffalo Stone 

Doll 

Bone scraper 

Fire bag 

Pair moccasins 

Quiver of arrows 
(Eskirno) 

Garnbling bones 

Gambling bones 

Little pouch 

Beaded gloves 

Pair rnoccasins 

Bow (no string) 
with six arrows 

Bow 
(unnumbered) 

Decoratlon for 
back of man's 
blan ket 

Poundmaker's 
Teepee 

Scoop made from 
horn 

In. pipes from far 
nom etc. in brown 
pwer bag 

No, Object No. 

223 

224 

226 

228 

230 

232 

235 

70 

701 

241 5 

4034 

4035 

4057 

41 91 

41 97 

4006 

(2425) 

41 35 

Unnumbe 
red 



Object 

Belts 

No. Object No. Object No. 

132 Beaded omament 4225 

134 Ornamental stone 4206 

135 Scoop made from unnumber 
hom ed 
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