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INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this nomination essay is two-fold. First, it recommends the induction of the Mi’kmaq
First Nation into the Hockey Hall of Fame’s Builders category. Alternatively, the petitioner asks the
Hall to once again consider suspending its usual custom of recognizing only individuals, for the
purpose of creating a special place for the Mi’kmaq owing to the exceptional nature of this indigenous
group’s contributions to the birth and early evolution of ice hockey.

This petitioner believes that the Mi’kmaq’s contributions to ice hockey extend beyond what he offers
as grounds for their rightful and greatly belated recognition by the Hall. In this essay, however, he only
asks that the current Selection Committee consider their induction on two grounds: for being renowned
craftsmen of many of ice hockey’s earliest sticks in fact, and for possibly being the inventors of the
prototypical ice hockey stick.

1 OF 2 - THE MIPKMAQ AS CRAFTSMEN - Note: to jump forward in this

presentation from section to section, search ##

I will start this two-part nomination with what appears to be beyond dispute. Hockey historians have
long since acknowledged that the Mi’kmaq crafted many of ice hockey’s earliest sticks. This aspect of
their rich legacy has been widely known for well over a century by now, or decades prior to the Hockey
Hall of Fame's founding over seventy years ago, in 1943.

No serious national discussion has ever taken place as to what this craftsmanship designation alone
infers. I will address that matter near the end of Part One of this nomination. However, in order to
begin to understand the magnitude of the Mi’kmagq’s contribution, we must first mention some basic
hockey history and how its traditional portrayals routinely inhibit this same discussion.

ICE HOCKEY'S TRADITIONAL HISTORICAL THEORY

As far as stick-making is concerned, in the traditional versions of hockey history the main actors are
seen to have come from Ireland, Scotland and England in the 18th and 19th centuries. Prior to this time
the ancestors of Canada's Irish and Scottish settlers had played stick games known as hurling (Ireland)
and shinty (Scotland) for thousands of years. Field hockey, the English stick game, is thought to be
younger but was surely played for some time before Halifax, Nova Scotia’s founding on June 21, 1749.
That date is very important to the ice hockey stick's evolutionary question, for being the generally
accepted earliest possible time when British settlers could have begun determining the prototypical ice
hockey stick’s design.

After the ice hockey stick (somehow) evolved (exclusively) from Britain's old country sticks, the
colonists who were involved in this process later decided to hire the Mi'kmagq to craft these devices of
theirs — the colonists’ — invention. The colonial inventors of the prototypical ice hockey stick are never
identified specifically, and perhaps because they are mythological figures. For this reason one might
say that this aspect of the traditional theory is unhinged, in the sense that no direct linking evidence is
ever provided. Nonetheless, a demonstrable colonial-indigenous partnership did in fact occur, and
lasted from sixty to around one hundred and eighty years, depending on the source.



At first glance the notion that the ice hockey stick evolved from hurling, shinty and field hockey
makes great sense. It does, given the obvious similarities of these stick games to ice hockey and owing
to Britain’s very strong relationship to colonial Canada. But the same theory only makes especially
good sense when the Mi’kmaq’s potential contributions to the invention question are downplayed or
ignored. Once the Mi’kmagq are introduced a serious problem is raised, for then one must ask: If the
colonists invented the prototypical ice hockey stick, why did they next have the Mi’kmagq craft sticks of
their invention?

Why has this question gone unanswered for so long, since we know that the Mi’kmagq crafted many
of ice hockey’s earliest sticks? This writer sees two likely clauses. Both represent trends in reflexive
“dominant” thinking that play out at the cultural level and obscure the Mi'kmag's involvement. The first
trend, just alluded to, is what he thinks of as The Pre-1872 Colonial Bias or the long-standing tendency
to frame ice hockey's pre-1872 era in predominantly colonial terms.

I am certainly not immune to this effect. It caused me to overlook and downplay the Mi'kmagq's
indigenous contributions for years. When given the attention it truly deserves, the Mi’kmaq's
contribution to Canadian culture is difficult to overstate.

What the Mi'kmaq seem to say about their history provides a compelling answer as to why the
colonists hired them to craft their sticks in the first place: They did so because the Mi'kmaq had been
playing a stick game on ice prior to the British colonists' arrival in 1749, and the colonists liked their —
the Mi’kmagq’s - sticks. The pre-1749 existence of such an indigenous game steers the imagination to a
time that must precede the era when the colonists began hiring the Mi'kmaq to make their sticks. At
first the colonists traded for these indigenous sticks. Later on they hired the Mi'kmaq to craft the same
devices. In this reckoning there may be no need to involve Britain's old country playing sticks
whatsoever.

Also causing us to under-appreciate the Mi'kmagq's contribution as stick craftsmen, (leaving aside the
invention question for now), is historians' tendency to focus mainly on what took place in early ice
hockey after 1872. The year 1872 is extremely important because that was when Halifax's James
Creighton moved to Montreal. Soon afterwards, he introduced his new Montreal friends to Halifax ice
hockey.

The developments that took place from that time forward - in Montreal - have tended to obscure what
took place previously. I call this second major trend in historical thinking The Post-1872 Bias. Its
effects should be expected, since Montreal was then Canada's largest city and because more
information tends to become available with the passage of time. The more subtle consequence of The
Post-1872 Bias - since 'pre-1872 Halifax' most correctly includes colonial and indigenous actors - is
that the Mi’kmaq's contributions have been consistently overlooked by the masses for a second major
reason.

AN INDIGENOUS-COLONIAL CLAIM

I next turn to a claim that has been around now for over seventy years. Many hockey historians know
of it. Few hockey fans will, however, because historians rarely mention it and since it amounts to a
single paragraph in a 333-page book that is otherwise not about about ice hockey, Halifax: Warden of
the North. The passage below was published in 1948 and written by one of Nova Scotia’s most noted



historians, a multiple Governor General’s Award recipient and Order of Canada member, Thomas
Raddall:

For the benefit of those with little or no understanding of ice hockey history, I should briefly point
out Raddall’s readers knew exactly what Raddall was talking about in describing the origins of ice
hockey. By 1948 much of the sport's evolutionary path was quite well known. The National Hockey
League (NHL) had owned the professional market since 1926. Olympic ice hockey had been around
since 1920, the Stanley Cup since 1893. Much was known to have happened since James Creighton's
big move from Halifax in 1872. But in this writer's opinion it was during Montreal’s Winter Carnivals
from 1883 to 1889 when Montreal claimed the title ice hockey by public acclimation.

Capturing a title is not the same thing as invention, however. In order to fathom ice hockey’s true
birth, Raddall is telling the reader to look further in the past beyond 1872, and to the lakes of
Dartmouth. The “Indians” to which he refers were from the Mi’kmaq First Nation. They were very
possibly first seen playing their ice game along the Halifax-Dartmouth harbour at a place called Tuft’s
Cove. The “primitive form of hurley” that the Mi’kmaq were seen playing appears to have been called
Oochamkunutk* which Raddall's British officers later adapted into a new game that the Mi’kmaq
appear to have called Alchamadijik* - a very specific game that would (much) later claim the title of
ice hockey.

Moving forward, I will ask the Selection Committee members bear with me, as I strive to emphasize
that my interpretations are just that, interpretations. I will use asterisks * whenever I comment on
what I believe the Mi’kmaq are saying. Such commentary must ultimately be confirmed by the
Mi’kmagq directly, of course.

Raddall's claim fundamentally differs from the traditional 'colonial' theory by describing an
indigenous-colonial birthing process. Of the two, it alone explains the original demand for Mi'kmaq
crafted sticks with persuasion, pointing to a beginning that must precede the traditional narrative by
decades. In the traditional reckoning colonists must first decide to begin evolving their old country
sticks into the ideal hockey stick prototype. Such a process would take time, only to be followed by the



unexplained matter of the colonists deciding to hire the Mi'kmaq to make 'their" sticks.

In Raddall's way of thinking the officers wanted the indigenous sticks from the time they first saw
them, at what I call the First Meeting or when his officers first saw the Mi'kmaq playing their ice game.
This distinction calls to mind something else that has hindered our appreciation of the Mi'kmaq: the
Western thinkers' tendency to define the parameters of eras by the earliest hard evidence. Until very
recently, the earliest such evidence in ice hockey only lead back to the early 1800s. Raddall's claim
compels one to look much further into the past.

THE 1749 TO 1761 ERA

It’s possible, although by no means certain, that the First Meeting took place in the winter 1749-50.
The British would have thoroughly surveyed the lakes of Dartmouth prior to Halifax’s first winter,
following their arrival in the summer of 1749. They would have known whatever Mi’kmagq settlements
were nearby, and could have seen the Mi’kmagq playing their stick game on Dartmouth’s frozen lakes
prior to Dartmouth’s founding in 1750.

However, by Halifax’s first winter the Mi’kmaq and the British were not getting along, to say the
least. Circumstances were not conducive the friendly game of pond hockey that Raddall’s idyllic
description infers. The First Meeting might not have occurred until after June 25, 1761, as that appears
to be when lasting peace was finally established between our colonial and indigenous parties*. From
this I have come to conclude that Raddall’s First Meeting most likely occurred in the 1749 to 1761 era,
which I sometimes refer to as circa 1749.

Thomas Raddall's indigenous-colonial claim is, not surprisingly, well supported by the testimony of a
Mi’kmaw elder, Joe Cope. Cope is widely quoted as telling a Halifax newspaper in 1943, of ice
hockey's true birth: “The honor and credit wholly belongs to the Micmac Indians of this country, for
long before the pale faces strayed to this country, the Micmacs were playing two ball games — a field
and ice game.” This has been taken to mean that Cope was saying that the Mi'kmaq ice game was a
precursor to Halifax ice hockey. While I do agree with this general conclusion I must mention that
Cope’s submission to the Halifax newspaper is more detailed than most presently think and, frankly,
confusing in certain points.

The only place that I have ever seen Joe Cope’s full quotation is in a video that was produced by two
of his great-great granddaughters, April and Cheryl Maloney who have offered the Selection
Committee a private viewing of The Game of Hockey - A Mi'kmaw Story. I discuss the larger Cope
quote in this two-part nomination's conclusion. For now I note that his testimony supports the idea of
colonists seeing the Mi'kmaq game very soon after their arrival in 1749: After all, since we know that
Canadians play hockey from winter to winter every winter, one should expect that the Mi'kmaq could
have also been seen doing the same thing very early on, since Cope says that their winter game was
played “long” before the Halifax-Dartmouth colonists arrived. Such an early discovery would precede
the founding of alum Thomas Chandler Haliburton's King's College in Windsor in 1789 by thirty to
forty winters.



https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=hxCeeeQcuHM

THREE ETERNAL HOCKEY FIXTURES

There are two versions of the Maloney’s video. April and Cheryl have given me consent to mention
the free version, where someone filmed an earlier version of the one I have just mentioned. With their
further consent I have linked to the free video later on in this nomination essay. For now, the curious
reader should know that the free version is very similar to the main one, although there are some
significant differences.

Both versions introduce another Mi'kmaq First Nation member, Jeff Ward, who shares a presumably*
old story regarding the origin of the Mi'kmaq's ice game. The game Ward describes involved three of
ice hockey’s most fundamental fixtures: goals, a puck-like object and a stick like today’s hockey stick.
In order to appreciate the potentially immense significance of those details, to ice hockey history, one
first must recall Raddall’s claim and our Order of Canada historian’s specific use of the term adapted.
Next, one must consider the same claim with attention to the fact that the term adapted always infers
two things:

(1) The officers’ new game was somehow different than the earlier one, and
(2) Some elements of the former game must have been transferred to the new game.

Since Ward tells us that Oochamkunutk* involved goals, sticks and a puck-like object, it follows that
all three must have been transferred to Alchamadijik* from Oochamkunutk at the time of
Alchamadijik’s birth. Consider the only three possible alternatives. Would Raddall’s officers have
begun playing their adapted game:

(1) with sticks and a puck-like object but no goals?
(2) or, with goals and sticks but no puck-like object?
(3) or, with goals, a puck-like object but no sticks?

Hardly. Nor would it make any sense to suggest that any of these elements 'may' have removed at
some point following the introduction of Alchamadijik, 'for a time, perhaps,’ since 'we just don’t know".
What occurred from the time of Alchamadijik's birth on the lakes of Dartmouth until James Creighton
introduced an adapted version of the same game in Montreal after 1872 must reflect what we know has
occurred ever since: Sticks, goals and puck-like objects have always been present in ice hockey. This
summarizes why I personally believe the Mi’kmaq are the “first” builders of ice hockey, for having
introduced things from an earlier game that have remained ever since they were transferred to the very
game, Alchamadijik, that later claimed the title of ice hockey by public acclimation in Montreal. Here’s
Raddall’s broader colonial-indigenous take in diagram form:

LINKING EVIDENCE

I should emphasize that my own conclusions rely on Halifax-Dartmouth ice hockey being unique.
This distinction should be addressed because over the last two decades some writers have suggested
that “ice hockey” was played in various settings throughout colonial North America and in Great
Britain during the same period, prior to 1872. This way of thinking may have been introduced around
twenty years ago now, by a quite well-known group of researchers called the Society of International



The Birth and Earliest Evolution of Ice Hockey

C: Cope - Mi'kmaq game played "long" before 1749

R: Raddall - First Meeting in or soon after 1749

T: Ward - Birth of earliest ice hockey; transfer of goals,
puck-like object and sticks from Oochamkunutk
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Hockey Research (or SIHR). In the SIHR's treatment of early ice hockey all of the settings they
mention are granted the same status as Halifax-Dartmouth ice hockey’s entire pre-1872 legacy, for
sharing in common the STHR’s definition of what constitutes ice hockey. From this the STHR, or some
SIHR members, have concluded that ice hockey was invented in England.

Here it helps a great deal to know about Henry Joseph. This well-known Montreal athlete became a
close peer of Creighton soon after the latter’s move from Halifax in 1872. Joseph is an extremely
important historical person, as the following article from the Montreal Gazette makes clear. In it he is
seen to have played alongside Creighton in the famous demonstration match that was played on March
3, 1875 at Montreal’s Victoria Skating Rink (VSR). Seen by around forty spectators, this match is said
to have inspired a city-wide interest in ice hockey in Montreal. As Canada's national pastime caught on
there it soon spread to other areas in present-day Ontario and Quebec and then across Canada.

Orlick On the Origin of Ice Hockey

Montreal Gazerre Sep 18 1943 p17
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Wednesday. March 3, 1
Montreal Gazette.) oS-

“Vicloria Rink—A game of hoc-
key wall be played at the Vicloria
Skating Rink this evenung, be-
tween two nines chosen from
among the members. Good fun
may be cxpecled. as some of the
.players are reputed to be exceed-
ingly expert at the game., Some
fears have been expressed on the
part of intending spectators that
accidents were likely lo occur
through the ball flying about n

Thursday, March 4, 187
Montreal Gazette.) 5 (The

"Hockeﬂr—.&t the rink last night
a very ge audience pgathered
o witness a novel contest on ice.
The game of hockey, though much
In vogue on the ice in New Eng-
land and other parts of the United
States 1s not much known here,
and in consequence the game of
last evening was looked forward
to wilth great interest. Hockey 1s
usually played with a ball, byt
last mﬁhl. in order that no acci-
dent should happen a flat block
of wood was used so that it should
shde along the ice without rising,
and thus going among the specta-

Kawic Wi SNty gives tne best iaea
of hockey. e players last night
were cighteen in number—nine
on cach side—and were as fol-
Inws: Messrs. Torrance (eaptan),
Mcagher, Polter, Golf, Barnston,
Gardner, Griffun, Jarvis and Whit-

Ing. Creighton (captain) =3
bell, Campbell, Esdaile, [Joseph.]
Henshaw, Chapman. Pow ane

Clouston. The match was an in-
leresting and well contested af-
fair, the efforts of the players
excnh:‘ﬁ much merriment as they
wheel and doaged each other,
and notwithstanding the brilliant
play of Captain Torrance's team,
Captain Creighton’s men carried

tors to their discomfort. The game :

like lacrosse in one sen the the day. winning two games to
block having to 2o Lhroughuhﬂugs the single of the Torrance nine.
placed about cight feet apart in the The game was concluded about
samec manner as the rubber bail half-past nine, and the spectators
—but in the main the old country adjourned well satisfied with the
game of shinty gives the best 1aea evening’s eatertainment.
of hockey. The players last night R S
were cighteen in number—nine

too lively a manner, to the im-
minent danger of the lookers-on,
but we understand that the game
will be played with a flat circular
picce of wood, thus prevenling
all danger of its leaving the sur-
face of the ice. Subscribers will
be admitted on presentation of
their tickets.”

Contrary to what some have said, (and this much does not seem to include the SIHR), the March 3,
1875 match cannot represent the birth of ice hockey. For one thing, by March of 1875 Montreal ice
hockey had been around for at least two winters. Henry Joseph describes that birth in another Gazette
article, seen below. In addition to describing the circumstances that led to ice hockey’s Montreal
introduction, our direct eye-witness also “emphatically” singles out Creighton and Halifax in the
process. (For where I am going in the second part of this nomination essay, I must emphasize that



Joseph clearly states that there were no hockey sticks in Montreal until Creighton imported some from
Halifax.)

More on Ice Hockey's Ovigin by E. M. Orlick

PUBLIC EXHIBITION

Montreal Gazerte November 27 1943 p 18 -

TRIED LACROSSE ON ICE

Geting back fo the first time
hat ice hockey was played 1n

group of his friends who were
memoers of the Vietoria_ Rink.
first of all tried to play lacrosse
on ice skates but after one or two
hectic games gave up the idea, Old

timeore will vamambae sbos me.

After the lacrosse idea faiied. Mr
James George A. Creighton, an-

Montreal, Mr. Joseph said that a

o e

.| hockey and hence

;| hockey teams in
.Ithe rapid development of the
‘| which my original series of arlicles

When asked about ® the first re-
corded game of Ice hockey played
on March 3, 1875 which my re-
scarch had uncovered, Mr. Joseph
stated that this was the first ‘pub-
lic' exhibition of the game of ice
y the newspaper
publicity. He recalled the occasion
quite clearly and remembered all
but three of the men who took
part. It was this exhibition which
aroused cily-wide interest and gave
rise to the formation of other ice
the city and to
ame

outlined.

PLAYED BEFORE

When asked about the reference
to l;umes bu.-mé played before March
3, 1875, he sard, “Certainly we play-
cd before that time. We started
playing lce hockey in 1873 and
used to glay almost every day in
the week and even on Sundays
when we could bribe the caretaker
of the Victoria Rink to let us in.”

Mr. Joseph stated that prior to
1873 he had never seen a hockey
stick around Montreal, nor had ever
seen anyone playing either hurley
or shinney on ice skates. The boys
used to play shinney using curved
branches cut from trees and a ball,

other McGill man, suggesied a game Mr. Henry Joseph stated quite i

on ice in which sticks and a emphatically that to Mr. J. G. A, Eé'f.a‘? ﬁinﬂ?ﬁfé’ﬁs?otzhseksaﬁets *
ball were used after the fashion ol Creighton should go the credit for T )
shinney. Some of the Victorin the origin of ice hockey in Mont-

::.':l, :g:du:ih%t the year in :lvhwh it |
5 star ere was ve finite-
Iy 1675, : ry definite |

Rink members tried it out, The

decided to pattern the game a!le{

English Rugby which they all play-

ed and used sumilar positions, goals

?ggy rt:ufls' As iIn the rugby game
ad one refere

b i 'e ¢ and two goal

Henry Joseph’s testimony offers that which seems to make Halifax-Dartmouth entirely unique: it
amounts to hard evidence that "links" pre-1872 Halifax ice hockey to the sport’s subsequent
developments in post-1872 Montreal. Of all the pre-1872 settings that we know of, only Halifax-
Dartmouth seems to offer such direct linkage, which it does in many ways. There is a profound
difference between narratives that link to the past via hard evidence and those that do not. In the latter
sense the English invention theory seems rather like the traditional view of ice hockey history, where
we are only told that colonists evolved the ice hockey stick from their old country devices. Despite this,
when one looks back in time beyond "the Great Wall of 1872", the hard linking evidence seems to
point in one direction only, to Halifax-Dartmouth and an indigenous-colonial birthing narrative.

Finally, I wish to point out to the Selection Committee and anyone else reading this that I may be
incorrect on this vitally important point. If I am, hopefully others will come forward with similar
evidence that directly links other pre-1872 settings to ice hockey's subsequent evolution in Montreal.
Or, is there really no such evidence?

THE DEFINING OF A SINGULAR EVOLUTIONARY STREAM

Earlier I suggested that ice hockey became recognized as the ever-evolving game we know today in
Montreal during the Winter Carnival era of 1883-89, which began nearly ten years after the famous
demonstration game at the VSR in March of 1875. When Carnival visitors came to Montreal, as they
did from many places in North America, and saw ice hockey being played, they returned home with a
very specific vision of how this "new" game was played. They didn't care where earlier iterations of the
same activity originated from much earlier. Nor did anyone likely tell them.

Nonetheless, when Montreal claimed the title of ice hockey by public acclimation, Halifax laid claim



to the same tradition's birth retrospectively, for having given birth to the singular evolutionary stream
that Montreal inherited at a later time. This inheritance, or transferring, is represented in the next image
by the chain that links H (Halifax) to M (Montreal). It's a very important transition point to recognize
for the sake of this nomination, because the link highlights a known stick-making legacy that begins
with the Mi'kmaq in Halifax prior to 1872 before going on to include Montreal and later the rest of
Canada until the 1930s.

"lce Hockey's" Singular Evolutionary Path

M - Post -1872 Ice Hockey

B - Birth of lce Hockey

H - Pre - 1872 Ice Hockey

V - lce Hockey's first international game

vV W
W - Ice Hockey's first goalie leg pads ‘ ‘
Oochamkunutk H = M Ever-
- gb > Unfolding
Alchamadijik or FPresent

E Earliest Ice Hockey 1872-73

ICE HOCKEY AND A TELEPHONE ANALOGY

The consequences of Montreal's victory in ice hockey are not unlike the difference between the
histories of the telephone versus telephonic devices. It took some time after he first invented or birthed
his famous device, until Alexander Graham Bell won the title, telephone, by cultural consensus. When
this occurred a singular evolutionary path emerged that lead back in time and space to the summer of
1874 and Brantford, Ontario. The social convention that compels us to think of Bell's singular
achievement explains why it seems most correct to say that Guglielmo Marconi and others invented
telephonic devices, and incorrect to say that Marconi and others also somehow invented the telephone.
This remains true even if those other inventors called their devices “telephones” and even if their
devices were superior to Bell's invention - because Bell won that title by public acclimation. However,
when one considers the evolutionary stream that similarly earned the title of ice hockey, a strong
argument can be made that it won by public acclimation in no small part because of its demonstrably
superior sticks. I will explore that idea in the next part of this nomination.

I don't wish to sound overly critical of the STHR here. Canadians should know that members of this
international group have gone to significant lengths to make sure that hockey sites and persons of
consequence are enshrined, rather than forgotten. As one who appreciates ice hockey history, I am truly
thankful that they have done these things, which I understand STHR members have sometimes done at
their own personal expense. Nonetheless, the various English settings that the STHR promote as
examples of early ice hockey are the telephonic devices of this analogy. It is beside the point that their
players may have called their games hockey, or their sticks hockey sticks. Those settings must earn
their way into the evolutionary stream through linking evidence. Halifax earned this setting's birthing
claim once Montreal claimed the title of ice hockey, just as Brantford earned the same with the
telephone. Later on Winnipeg (as indicated by the W in the diagram above) earned its way into the
same evolutionary stream for having introduced ice hockey’s first goalie leg pads in a Stanley Cup
game through George Merritt in 1896. Ten years earlier, Burlington, Vermont (V) similarly earned the



https://www.mychamplainvalley.com/news/local-news/this-place-in-history-first-international-hockey-game/
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right to call itself the home of ice hockey’s first international game. To my understanding no English
setting has similarly earned their way into the same evolutionary stream, before or after 1872. This is
only suggested, and suggested often.

The SIHR has certainly made another significant contribution over the last two decades by
thoroughly dispelling what turned out to be a long-held myth: that colonial Canadians were the first to
think of playing stick games on ice. The ongoing digitization of old periodicals ensures we can expect
more of the same discoveries to continue. But these other games mustn't be conflated with ice hockey
or ice hockey's evolution until they earn their way into that singular evolutionary stream. Until then
they must be regarded a different study, something like an exploration of telephonic devices versus the
telephone. The settings that the STHR has been saying are ice hockey are instead, if only in this writer’s
opinion, stick games played on ice.

SAMPLES OF EVIDENCE

This leaves us with only two birthing theories that have earned further consideration through
recognizing the vitally important uniqueness of the Halifax-Montreal transition. There is the claim -
Raddall's and the Mi'kmagq's* - that the Mi’kmaq invented the ice hockey stick which they later crafted
for colonists. There is the traditional theory in which Canadian colonists invented the hockey stick
which they later hired the Mi’kmaq to craft. Both acknowledge that the Mi’kmaq were craftsmen of
great consequence in ice hockey's earliest eras. This is also something we
know for many reasons. However, as a solo researcher with no great scholarly
knowledge of this subtopic, I can only offer the Selection Committee some of
the evidence.

As we have seen, Thomas Raddall's claim attests to the Mi'kmag's role as
craftsmen through their ongoing demand for the latter’s “necessary” sticks. So
do Joe Cope's and Jeff Ward's indigenous testimonies, along with those of
other Mi'kmagq in April and Cheryl Maloney's videos.

On page 53 of Hockey’s Home - Dartmouth-Halifax Martin Jones writes
that “...Micmac sticks appeared in newspapers commencing in the 1860s” or
prior to that most important transitional year, 1872. On the previous page
Jones mentions Dr. John Martin, another Nova Scotia historian of note, as
saying in “Hockey in the Old Days,” that he [Dr. Martin] was told by one
Isaac Cope that “his [Cope's] people made hundreds of hurleys around Lake
Micmac every season. They were shipped all over the Maritimes, and even to
Montreal. One of the biggest buyers locally was the Starr Manufacturing
Company, who wholesaled them to hardware merchants hereabouts, and
shipped large quantities to their branch office in Toronto.”

In 2019 Nova Scotia Hockey historian David Carter told the CBC: “One of the most important
records that I found from Indian agent records is from 1909-10, for the Colchester district, in which the
agent claimed that they made a thousand dozen sticks. That’s 12,000 sticks,” said Carter. “It’s
definitely something to be celebrated. It’s such a rich history.” Indeed, and Jones tells us that Byron
Weston, a close peer of Creighton and one-time president of the Dartmouth Amateur Athletic
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Association, said in the 1930s that “it may not be generally known that for many years sticks
manufactured by these Indians have been shipped from here to the Upper Provinces and the United
States.”

I would think that the Hall has many “Micmac” sticks in its inventory, as would various museums
including the one in Windsor, Nova Scotia seen in April and Cheryl Maloney’s videos.

One very strong-looking candidate is shown nearby, the McCord stick from Montreal. Dated to 1878,
we should ask if it fits the known Mi’kmaq profile.

CONCLUSIONS OF PART ONE

The bottom line in part one of this nomination seems irrefutable.

We have known for many decades that Mi’kmag-crafted sticks were distributed throughout Canada
from at least the 1800s and all the way into the 1930s. At a minimum this makes the Mi’kmaq
craftsmen of great consequence to early ice hockey.

But how many have paused to reflect on the ramifications of this truth?

Let’s do that now. When the Mi’kmaq are considered as craftsmen alone, I submit to the Hockey Hall
of Fame that all of the following conclusions are inevitable:

la. If the "traditional” theory is correct, and Halifax-Dartmouth colonists merely hired the Mi’kmaq
to craft sticks of their invention prior to 1872, then the Mi’kmaq must have played a major role in the
early development of ice hockey history, as either exclusive suppliers of Halifax-Dartmouth sticks or as
significant producers of the same.

1b. Raddall’s account leads to the same conclusion, adding that the Mi’kmaq crafted and invented ice
hockey’s earliest sticks.

2. As ice hockey began spread elsewhere in Nova Scotia and throughout the network of military
outposts described by Raddall, the Mi'kmag would have been significant craftsmen of those earliest
sticks, and likely exclusive suppliers in the earliest parts of those phases.

3. If James Creighton ordered Mi’kmagq-crafted sticks from Halifax, then the birth of ice hockey in
Montreal either entirely or significantly relied on the same indigenous devices, as did the further
expansion of early ice hockey in Montreal.

4. Since Montreal’s first Winter Carnival in 1883 included a team from Quebec City, it becomes
highly likely that Mi’kmagqg-crafted sticks were also exclusively or significantly involved in the birth of
ice hockey in Quebec City, too.

5. Likewise with Ottawa, which fielded a team in the second Winter Carnival.
6. And in Kingston, and in Toronto, and in parts nearby during this same early era.

7. The same must have been true as Canada’s new game spread ever-westward and throughout the
Atlantic provinces over the ensuing decades. Canadians’ demand for Mi’kmaq-crafted sticks continued
well past the arrival of the first transcontinental train in Vancouver in May of 1887, and even beyond
1926 when the National Hockey League gained control of the professional hockey market.



8. By the end of the 19th century Mi’kmaq-crafted sticks had likely found their way to the United
States and Britain. Some Canadians probably used them the first National Hockey League games, in
the earliest International Ice Hockey Federation tournaments, at the introductions of Olympic ice
hockey in 1920 at Antwerp, Belgium and at the first Winter Olympics in Chamonix, France in 1924.
Given what we know, we should not be surprised if players from other nations did the same.

I could not agree more than I do with David Carter, who said that this enormous legacy should be
celebrated. I will end Part One of this nomination by respectfully submitting to the Selection
Committee that the Mi’kmagq First Nation’s induction into the Hockey of Fame’s Builder’s category as
craftsmen is not only fitting, but long overdue beyond a reasonable doubt.

2 of 2—- THE MI’KMAQ as INVENTORS

Near the start of the previous section I went out of my way to avoid seeming like I was speaking for
the Mi’kmagq, by cautioning the reader with asterisks (*) whenever I wrote something that I believe
they are saying. In the same spirit I will begin this section by mentioning another thing that seems quite
obvious to me. The Mi’kmaq claim to be more than merely the craftsmen of ice hockey’s earliest
sticks. They also appear* to claim to be the ice hockey stick’s inventors.

This comes up early in both of April and Cheryl Maloney’s videos when Jeff Ward tells the story of a
deity named Glooscap's triumph over the god of winter. After winning that first ice game (with an
archetypal blazing shot), Ward tells us that Glooscap “took that stick, which is known now today as a
hockey stick" to share the ice game with the Mi’kmaq people. Likewise, a couple of minutes later
Vernon Gloade claims that the Mi'kmaq had sticks "like hockey sticks" by the time the British arrived.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS

This petitioner considers it likely that Canada’s Supreme Court would very likely accept such
testimony, if the Mi'kmaq do indeed claim to have invented the prototypical ice hockey stick. Recent
indigenous judicial decisions that suggest this outcome may have begun with Delgamuukw v. British
Columbia in 1997. In Delgamuukw Canada's highest court said that indigenous oral histories must be
given the same consideration as traditional forms of historical evidence:

87 — "Notwithstanding the challenges created by the use of oral histories as proof of historical facts,
the laws of evidence must be adapted in order that this type of evidence can be accommodated and
placed on an equal footing with the types of historical evidence that courts are familiar with, which
largely consists of historical documents.”

Such broad definitions are often refined or “narrowed” in court later decisions, as seems to have
happened in this case a few years later: “After Delgamuukw, a number of court cases have further
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defined how to interpret oral histories as evidence in court. In Squamish Indian Band v. Canada (2001
FCT 480) and R. v. Ironeagle (2000 2 CNLR 163), the court accepted oral histories as evidence but
stipulated that the weight given to oral histories must be determined in relation to how they are
regarded within their own societies." In layman’s terms one must ask, If the Mi’kmaq do indeed claim
to have invented the ice hockey stick, how important might such an invention be regarded by members
of that indigenous society?

Somewhat surprisingly, and even though we are talking about Canadian society, the answer is, That
depends. Here one must keep in mind that many Canadians have no interest in ice hockey whatsoever.
If those Canadians were to be asked how important ice hockey is in Canada, many would likely say, “I
don’t know, and I don’t care.” From such a sample one might conclude that Canadians in general don’t
care about ice hockey. Yet the Selection Committee knows that ice hockey is a major pillar of
Canadian culture. So the better, narrower question becomes, How strongly do hockey people in
Canada feel about ice hockey?

And in this discussion one must ask, How strongly do ‘hockey people within the Mi’kmaq
community’ feel about the matter of who invented the prototypical ice hockey stick?

“NECESSARY” STICKS

Throughout the second part of this nomination I pursue a similar question: Can it be determined, on
the balance of probabilities, that the Mi’kmaq First Nation did invent the prototypical ice hockey stick?
If they did, it would seem to follow that all subsequent variations made by colonists and early
Canadians would, by definition, be adaptations of the same indigenous prototype. The same logic must
apply to every modern hockey stick that is presently being used or sold on the global market today.

In approaching that mystery I next recall the previously introduced claim by Thomas Raddall, asking
another question: What did our Order of Canada historian mean when he spoke of the Mi'kmaq First
Nation's "necessary sticks"? This writer sees only two ways that necessary can be applied in the
passage below.

1 of 2 — In the first interpretation Raddall used the term “necessary sticks” because the officers had no
playing sticks of their own, nor did the officers at the other military posts.

This seems the least likely of the two scenarios because, in the “traditional” view of ice hockey
history, it is often noted that British settlers brought their ‘old country’ playing sticks with them when
they moved to colonial Canada. This precedent doesn’t need to have begun with the founding of
Halifax on June 21, 1749 either. Britain’s colonial era began around 1500, globally, and about one



century later in North America. The custom, within the military, of bringing playing sticks to faraway
places may have preceded the arrival of Raddall’s officers by centuries.

2 of 2 — In the second definition Raddall’s officers considered the Mi’kmaq sticks “necessary”
because they were much better than each of Britain’s old country sticks at the tasks of controlling,
protecting and directing puck-like objects on ice.

Here we grant, for the sake of discussion, that some of Halifax’s earliest settlers or military members
did indeed bring over their playing sticks. Some may have brought along Irish hurleys (used for
hurling) or Scottish camans (for shinty), but the first old country sticks seen around Halifax would have
been almost exclusively of the English variety used for field hockey. We can be certain of this because
Raddall reports that the vast majority of Halifax’s nearly 3,000 first settlers had responded to a March
1749 advertisement in the London Gazette.

Given this much information alone, it would be reasonable to expect that only English field hockey
sticks crossed over on the inaugural voyage. However, Raddall later reports that about one hundred
military members joined the first expedition, so one should further ask if those British military
members were exclusively English. Lastly, and as noted in the previous section, one must take into
account the very real possibility that Raddall’s friendly "First Meeting" between the officers and
Mi'kmaq may have had to wait until after Halifax’s first winter in 1749-50 and perhaps as late as 1761.
What was the composition of British officers during that twelve-year period? The surprisingly detailed
list Raddall provides regarding Halifax’ initial settlers (below) raises the possibility that military
historians might be able to answer that question quite specifically.

[ATTIOUS QI LG yratssam .

On May 14, 1749,— Cornwallis and his staff sailed from Englang
in the sloop of war Sphinx. The transports lcft‘ some days later,
slowly making their way down the Channel, calling at POTtSInout},’
and finally setting forth on the long voyage to a land almost e
known as the moon. They carried 2576 passengers for Chebucto,
distributed as follows:

TONS PASSENGERS
Charlton 395 213
Cannon 342 190
Winchelsea 559 303
Wilmington 631 340
Merry Jacks 378 230
Alexander 320 172
Beaufort 541 287

Rockhampton 232 77
Everly 351 186
London 550 315
Brotherhood 27
Baltimore 411 226
Fair Lady 10

2576



THE PROTOTYPICAL ICE HOCKEY STICK’S NECESSARY FEATURES

What Raddall meant by "necessary" is a mystery. However, if the Mi'kmaq's sticks were required
because of their superior usefulness, as in the second definition, we may be able to determine why they
were seen as necessary in a practical sense. The next question to ask is, What exactly makes an ice
hockey stick unique?

Around twenty years ago The Society for International Hockey Research (SIHR) concluded that
"Hockey is a game played on an ice rink in which two opposing teams of skaters, using curved sticks,
trying to drive a small disc into or through the opposing goals." This broad definition is certainly useful
for some grouping purposes, yet it fails to recognize that ice hockey has always demanded something
much more than a "curved" or 'crooked" stick.

The shaft, so generally common to other playing sticks, is not the best place to make such a
determination. One must focus on the stick's end. The prototypical ice hockey stick's end has five
necessary requirements. All must be present. The consequences of violating any one of these
requirements will prove severe. The proof of these elements' "necessary" nature rests squarely on the
fact that each has been carefully preserved in every ice hockey stick we know of, from the ones sold
today in an ongoing legacy that dates back in time beyond 1878 and Montreal's McCord stick.

What all known ice hockey sticks share in common is shown in the nearby sketch. The prototypical
ice hockey stick requires: a relatively well-proportioned, relatively thin blade with a relatively flat
base and two flat sides. Going forward I will generally refer to this combination of the five necessary
elements prototypical ice hockey stick's flat thin blade.

Every hockey person living today has known nothing but the 'flat thin blade’, as did their parents, and

their parents' parents and so on. Watch a hockey game with
“ | attention to the players' stick-ends and in less than thirty
X seconds it will become evident that the game of ice hockey is
| \ predicated on the flat thin blade. We so take the true hockey
'[ stick's features for granted that any discussion of their
] necessity may seem unnecessary to some. That said, what is

no-brainer stuff now was not always obvious. It is Thomas
Raddall's officers' point of view that one must consider,
: and/or that of Canada's colonists who thought that stick
i games on ice merely required their old country devices or
-l | sticks with curved or crooked ends.
!I ; So let's review some basic information. The letter H in the
I| J nearby illustration refers to a proper blade’s height. Sticks
| with blades that are too high, like a goalie stick, will prove
o .,,__.T.;:gf’/ | useful for some defensive purposes. But for normal players —
_c*.:-_ljz-/ non-goalies — too much height will result in a net loss of
benefits because 'stick battles' are typically won in tenths of
seconds or less. Make the blade too low and you have the street hockey player’s nightmare: a device
that cannot trap or sweep the puck-like object or ball with any authority. Proper length (L) is also



necessary. Blades that are too long will prove as useless as overly high ones, for also being too
cumbersome. Conversely, if the blade lacks sufficient length the user won't be able to sweep the puck
or ball in both directions, let alone at the seemingly unlimited speeds offered by proper blade length. If
an end is not sufficiently thin (T) the user won't be able to effectively stick-handle, sweep or trap - all
of which require leaning the blade over the puck-like object. The proper stick's flat base provides
similar advantages; sticks with crooked or overly curved ends do not. Finally, flatness on both sides of
the blade enables the user to pass and shoot with optimal precision and with superior accuracy over a
range of desired elevations. These benefits are also eliminated or hindered whenever one uses sticks
with rounded ends.

Nowhere is the ruthless simplicity of the true ice hockey stick’s "necessary" nature more on display
than in a 5-on-3 power-play situation. The terror this situation inspires - in scenarios that truly matter
to the so-incarcerated and their fans - has everything to do with the totality of what was just discussed
in the previous paragraph. The flat thin blade fully explains the penalty killers' extreme reluctance to
break from their triangular defensive formation. Any such violation, they know, and fans know, will
result in openings that the puck-carrier will immediately exploit because he has a stick with a 'flat thin
blade'. If the puck-carrier decides to retain possession he can easily sweep the puck away from the
onrushing defender. The same features enable him to 'protect’ the puck a second way, by sweeping it to
multiple wide-open teammates. The defenders can only continue to rush until their legs feel like lead or
until they gift one of their opponents with an uncontested shot.

Next, have those on the power-play use hurleys, camans, field hockey sticks or sticks with merely
curved or crooked ends and we have a very different outcome. Now no restraint is necessary on the
three defenders’ part, even if they are using the same old country devices. They can and should charge
the puck-carrier because his stick provides no meaningful deterrent. Once a defender arrives in his
opponent's vicinity (about one second after he decides to charge) the puck-carrier will be hard-pressed
to defend the puck on his own. He will feel most fortunate if, after he tries hitting the puck to another
teammate, it actually reaches its destination. Even if it does, the receiver will have trouble trapping the
puck because he too lacks a flat thin blade. Before the puck even bounces off of his stick another
defender will have charged with the same impunity as the first. The inevitable result of what I am
describing will look pretty much like what one sees in the illustration below, taken from On the Origin
of Hockey (2014), written by SIHR members Carl Gidén, Jean-Patrice Martel, and Patrick Houda: a
clumsy and inferior pack game that is frankly unworthy of the title, ice hockey.


https://www.amazon.com/Origin-Hockey-Carl-Gid%C3%A9n/dp/0993799809
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Based on what we know of their old country sticks, we can be quite certain that Raddall's officers and
Nova Scotia's first settlers must have thought that a puck-like object was something to be chased and
whacked at on ice. They would have been the ones with the "primitive" understanding, had the
Mi’kmaq already learned of the flat thin blade's necessary nature. The Mi'kmaq would have schooled
the officers at the First Meeting of ca. 1749-61, by showing them what it means to control, protect and
direct a puck-like object.

The flat thin blade made man the master of the puck-like object. It represents more than a set of
necessary features. It is an evolutionary end-point that explains the eventual on-ice extinction of all
"curved" and "crooked" sticks. This is not only proved by what we know from ice hockey. The same
inevitable conclusion was reached in the sport of bandy. Once the flat thin blade was introduced, there
really was and is no going back to 'stick ball on ice.'

EVOLUTIONARY COMPARISONS

As mentioned, in traditional renderings of ice hockey history it is said or (more commonly) inferred
that the ice hockey stick evolved exclusively from Britain's old country sticks. The Mi'kmaq, for being
characterized as hired help, are never given serious consideration as possible contributors to the same
evolutionary process. Let's do that now, by assuming for the sake of discussion that the Mi'kmaq did



indeed invent the prototypical ice hockey stick (like the one shown in the sketch I presented earlier).
Let's further assume that they made this discovery prior to the arrival of the British in 1749. If this was
true, our next question becomes, How might Britain's old country devices have contributed to such an
indigenous stick's further evolution?
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evolutionary contribution.

In the next image one sees some modern caman
sticks used for the Scottish game, shinty. Note the

Crafted over thousands of years, the Irish hurley is our first contender.
Several are seen in the next image. Surely none would argue that these
sticks aren't highly ideal for their real purpose: carrying or juggling a ball
and striking the same in mid-air. Clearly the hurley would provide some
utility on flat surfaces, but only when other hurleys are involved. If the
owner of such a stick wishes to compete on frozen settings with owners of
sticks like the one seen
in our sketch, his only
practical option is to
adapt his hurley in that
direction. This is the
antithesis of an

ends’ relative thickness and how the blades are VS camanachd - shinty Equipment
angled, like two-sided golf clubs. Such angulation
is superb for a game that is like running golf, where the primary objective is to hit a ball above the
grass for distance. That said, all of the camans shown will prove to be useless on ice because their
angled stick-ends can’t trap oncoming pucks. Stick-handling is also out of the question. If our caman
owner wishes to compete on ice against players using prototypical ice hockey sticks, he must sand his
stick end down so that it is thinner and has two flat sides. Again, no evolutionary contribution.

I did find images of older camans that may have flat versus angled sides online. It's hard to tell

uscamanac "Id.(_}'g

because the photos don’t show side angles, as does the previous
image. However, even if other camans did have flat sides this alone
brings nothing to the evolutionary discussion because we are
presuming that the Mi'kmaq had already introduced this feature
prior to the arrival of colonial Canada's first shinty player. Another
practical problem is that all caman stick-ends lack the ice hockey
stick blade's required length. That's because shinty involves hitting
a ball. Ice hockey predominantly involves sweeping and is also less
about going in straight directions as it is about turning in half-
circles. The proper hockey stick’s blade length allows for constant
control while turning. The caman's uniformly short ends inhibit the
same staple maneuvering.

This leaves us with English "hockey" sticks. The earliest English
evidence that we know of may still be the one that comes from a

1797 engraving that is featured on the cover of On the Origin of Hockey. An old image indeed.



However, in this discussion we should point out that the engraving appeared forty to fifty winters after
Thomas Raddall's First Meeting in circa 1749.

The 1797 English stick seems to lack the proper ice hockey stick’s required thinness. At the very
least, it cannot be said that the stick is sufficiently thin based on what one sees. The likelier thick end is
explained by the possibility that the same stick was used for field hockey in warmer months. There it is
suitable, because a relatively thick end allows the ball to travel faster and farther on grass. It is not
suitable on ice: If the 1797 stick's end is just one inch thick it would be much too thick to trap or
maintain control in competitive situations against players using flat thin blades. This leaves out the fact
the 1797 stick's end lacks a sufficiently flat base and may have rounded sides. Although old, it too
brings nothing to the evolutionary discussion.

Most of the English sticks shown in On the Origins of Hockey are from well after 1797. They vary
considerably in design and appear to have been used primarily for field hockey. Even though they are
often from the mid-1800s - a full century after Raddall's origin story - the SIHR authors' recurring
suggestion seems to be that these English devices somehow contributed to the ice hockey stick's
evolution in Canada. This kind of inferred approach mimics the traditional way of viewing the
evolution of the ice hockey stick in another way that we haven't yet considered. Both suggest an
evolutionary dynamic that one-way in nature: England to Canada only in the English theory's case;
Britain to Canada only in the traditional narrative.

As far as English stick games played on ice go, the STHR authors only introduce two other sticks that
would precede James Creighton's first order of Halifax "hockey" sticks for his friends in Montreal - the
1864 Windsor illustration and the 1797 engraving being the first two such examples we have seen.
Those two other English sticks are presented below. On the far left of the three-part image one sees
players on ice in London in 1855. I was unable to find the date of image on the far right, which is
entitled Hockey on Ice, but frankly the dating doesn't really matter because of our ongoing evolutionary
question. As with the 1855 sticks seen on the left, none of the sticks seen in the Hockey on Ice image
meet the prototypical ice hockey stick's necessary requirements either.

" London, England 1855 "+
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What may be most telling about the two outside images above, and the 1864 one from Windsor, is
how strongly all three suggest that many English players from the mid-19th century hadn't really begun
to consider the notion of how to best control, protect and direct a ball or puck-like object on ice. The



players involved all seem to believe that a ball or puck-like object must be struck rather than swept. It
would make sense that English 'stick ball' players would think such a thing, since England and Scotland
are neighbours and as shinty is thought to be older than field hockey. Note how several these so-called
English “ice hockey” players are emulating the modern shinty player’s movement in the central image.
The same is true of at least one player in the 1864 Windsor, England image shown earlier, where the
arrow in the upper-left corner points to such another clearly uninformed player.

Returning to our central question: None of the sticks shown in the three-part image would contribute
anything to the evolutionary discussion either, if the Mi'kmaq had invented the prototypical ice hockey
stick and its flat thin blade prior to the arrival of the British in 1749.

However, when we set aside our current terms of discussion, and with that the Mi'kmaq's invention
claim*, the authors of On the Origin of Hockey
do introduce one English stick that could have
affected the true hockey stick's evolution, in
theory. In order to properly introduce that
stick I must go about things in a round-about
way.

CANADA’S EARLY ICE HOCKEY
STICK RECORD

I will begin the next section by introducing
the world’s oldest known ice hockey Montreal, Canada 1881
photograph. Taken in Montreal in 1881, the
photo nearby shows players from McGill University. All of the sticks resemble the 1878 McCord stick,
which makes a good deal of sense, since it is only three years later. A very interesting possibility is that
these 1881 sticks may resemble those used in James Creighton’s famous demonstration match at the
nearby Victoria Skating Rink on March 3, 1875. Some may have been used in that most historic game.
All of these 1881 sticks have the true hockey stick’s “necessary” elements as previously defined, for
featuring reasonably well-proportioned, reasonably flat thin blades. All of these 1881 sticks have the

true hockey stick’s “necessary” elements as previously defined, for featuring reasonably well-
proportioned, reasonably flat thin blades. A key thing to keep in mind here pertains to our ongoing
evolutionary question. The sticks seen above represent proof that the flat thin blade had been
introduced in Canada by at least 1881 — or rather 1878 (through the McCord stick) to be most specific.

Don’t be confused by their slightly curved bottoms. What matters is that the bases of the blades are
sufficiently flat and will therefore enable their users to trap and sweep effectively in all directions and
accurately elevate the puck over a range of elevations. As for why these sticks have slightly curved
bases, it should be kept in mind that we are still well within the age of experimentation in 1881. A few
more decades would pass before the ice hockey stick’s blade attained the near-universal proportion that
one sees today. My personal guess is that the curvature has something to do with the relatively short
shafts, and that the designer opted for such curvature in order to better control pucks that were
relatively close to the puck-carrier’s feet.

To our earlier discussion of Britain's old country sticks, it seems quite obvious that the players in the
1881 photo would control the game, were they to play against teams who dared to challenge them with



hurleys, camans or any of the English sticks we have seen so far. Here the rubber meets the proverbial
ice. Doubters can easily test this prediction, as it would not be difficult to produce copies of the 1881
sticks and the British ones that we have seen so far.

The next Canadian photos come from nearly one decade later. These later sticks also all display our
necessary features. Such replication complements the adage mentioned earlier: Once the flat thin blade
is introduced, there really is no going back.
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Dartmouth Chebuctos 1888 Mi'kmagq First Nation ca. 1889-90

On the left one sees the Dartmouth Chebuctos, a Maritime dynasty club whose sticks might actually
have been “crafted” by the Mi’kmaq stick-makers seen on the right-side image. The 1889 Chebuctos
famously went to Quebec where they played some elite teams and lost decisively by an aggregate score
of 23-3. I had long since presumed that this one-sided result was mainly due to the significant
differences in population between Halifax-Dartmouth and Montreal or Quebec City. On second
glance, the differing stick ends raise another intriguing possibility. Were the Quebec teams using flat
thin blades that offered superior mobility and with that a significant advantage? Again, such a question
can be very easily tested, but that is not our primary consideration. The main points are that the photos

strengthen the flat thin blade legacy within 19™ century Canada and that the Dartmouth club would
have soundly defeated any team that challenged them with any of the British sticks seen thus far. Of
course, all of the Mi’kmag-crafted sticks seen on the right-side of the image above would offer the
same necessary advantages. Perhaps the more telling thing in that second image is that those sticks all
look the same - as is true in the Chebuctos' photo and in the 1881 one from Montreal.

Likewise in the 1889 photo seen above, of Ottawa's Rideau Rebels (where James Creighton sits third
from the left), and of two elite teams that are seen playing at Montreal's Victoria Skating Rink in 1893:
Such recurring uniformity cannot be a coincidence. Perhaps teams ordered their sticks in batches
during this era, based on the teams' preferred adaptations of the prototypical ice hockey stick.
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Montreal 1893

In the next section we will turn to similar evidence that existed in present-day Canada prior to 1872.
But before we do one more thing must be addressed, an artist’s depiction of an ice hockey match that
was played at Montreal’s first Winter Carnival in 1883. The image below was apparently made by an
artist who saw the game unfold, and all of the players’ stick ends lack the true hockey stick blade’s
necessary features. All lack adequate height and are far too short, appearing to be about the same length
as the players’ hands. How can that be, if our ‘adage’ is correct!?

To see why this must be a poor artistic representation of the sticks that were actually involved, we
start with the fact that the 1883 tournament could not have been more closely contested. A total of four
games were played in the tournament. Three of the matches ended in ties. The other concluded in a
one-goal victory for the McGill team which won the 1883 tournament. Next we recall that the 1881
McGill players were using proper sticks just two years earlier. It would make no sense for the McGill
team to trade all of their 1881 sticks for the functionally useless ones seen in the image above. Such a
choice would amount to more than a step backwards in the evolutionary sense. It would be one giant
leap in the wrong, counter-intuitive direction.



Montreal's 1883 Winter Camival Tournament

January 26 Montreal Victorias 0 Quebec 0 St. Lawrence River rink!®!

January 26 McGill 2 Montreal Victorias 1 St Lawrence River rink!®!

January 27 McGill 2 Quebec 2 Crystal Rink!'0]
Exhibitions

January 27 Quebec 1 Montreal Victorias 1 Victoria Rink! 1011

Any suggestion that the 1883 tournament's two other teams ‘may’ have been accurately depicted is
also undermined by the results. Had the McGill team used 1881 sticks while their two opponents used
sticks that looked like the canes seen above, the results would not have been close. What happened
instead is that McGill played the other teams to a draw and a one-goal victory - the Quebec club and
the Montreal Victorias. Such even results suggest that all of the 1883 teams used very similar sticks,
and likely ones that were identical or comparable to those seen in the 1881 photo.

Finally, it wouldn't make the same sense to suggest that the same logic should be applied to all of the
English stick illustrations seen thus far. The key difference is that they lack supporting evidence. The
1878 and 1881 Montreal sticks provide exactly that in the case of the illustration we are considering,
earning reasonable doubt in the process. So do the later photos, by upholding the adage that there is
not going back once the flat thin blade is introduced. The 1883 tournament's manifest results show that
the sticks seen in the image above must be very poor representations of the ones that were actually
used. This may be because the 1883 tournament marked the first time that Montreal ice hockey took
centre stage before a wider North American audience. We should not expect first-time viewers to
immediately recognize the necessary nature of the reasonably well-proportioned, flat thin blade.

PRE-1872 CANADIANA

Next we look to the era that unfolded in ice hockey before James Creighton ordered "hockey" sticks
for his Montreal friends in the 1872-73 era. Since Creighton moved from Halifax, Halifax is where
those sticks had to have come from. Vital to our next discussion is the matter of Henry Joseph telling
the Montreal Gazette that he had never seen "hockey" sticks in Montreal prior to this occasion.
Another thing to keep in mind is that Joseph said this in 1943, when basically everyone in Canada
knew exactly what an ice hockey stick looked like. This must mean that the sticks Creighton ordered
were sufficiently similar to sticks of the 1940s which in turn means that they very likely had flat thin
blades and were unlike Britain's pre-1872 old country devices.

The picture Henry Joseph paints discreetly tells us another very important thing: A hockey stick
market existed by 1872 in Halifax-Dartmouth, which happens to be exactly where the Mi'kmaq are
known to have crafted many of early ice hockey's sticks afterwards and for more than a half-century
after Creighton's first Montreal order.
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This photograph of an old burley stick and a bockey stick carved in Nota
1865 shous the significant difference between the two. The bockey s/t =
from a single piece of wood, including the free rool, is much longer @< '
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In the photo above one sees a stick that Martin Jones shows in Hockey's Home which he says was
crafted in Nova Scotia in 1865. Such a stick's main importance to this discussion would have to do with
being crafted prior to James Creighton's move. One result is that this chronologically supports Henry
Joseph's testimony. More discreetly it shows that the flat blade's necessity had been recognized in Nova
Scotia before 1872, while its “single piece” craftsmanship seems to complement what we know of the
Mi'kmagq's famous sticks*. Another thing to point out here is that any Nova Scotia stick is easily
accounted for in Thomas Raddall's indigenous-colonial claim which speaks of Mi'kmaq sticks being
first distributed around Halifax-Dartmouth and later to other places which must include the same
Canadian province.

Another person of great consequence in ice hockey’s pre-1872 discussion is Dr. John Patrick Martin.
Raddall wrote the forward of the scholarly Dr. Martin's most well-known work, The Story of
Dartmouth. On page 74 of Hockey's Home Jones tells us that in another work, Birthplace of Hockey,
Dr. Martin reported that “organized [hockey] games played in [Halifax’s] new rink in the winter of
1863 were regularly reported in the local papers.” This also strengthens the notion of James Creighton
ordering sticks from Halifax in 1872-73. Hockey games were played in Halifax's new barn, which
opened in 1863, because a hockey stick market already existed there.

Likewise, on page 54 Jones writes that “advertisements touting ‘strong and accurate’ Rex and
MicMac hockey sticks appeared in the newspapers commencing in the 1860s.” I was unable to
determine the primary source of this very important commentary. Dr. Martin seems like an excellent
candidate, given what we just learned about his attention to Halifax newspapers. However, Jones
attributed the footnotes that preceded and followed this line to the widely respected Bill Fitsell, founder
of the STHR. Based on what we know of both individuals, the rest of us can be certain, beyond a
reasonable doubt, that Halifax papers from the 1860s did indeed regularly report on indoor hockey
games and had ads featuring hockey sticks. After all, surely none would suggest that either man lacked
the ability to read and understand newspaper articles and advertisements, or that they lacked the
character to report such findings accurately and honestly. Henry Joseph's testimony is once again
supported by direct linking evidence: the literate James Creighton ordered Montreal's first ice hockey
sticks because a stick market existed in the Halifax area since at least the 1860s.



Or much earlier... On page 44 Jones displays a silhouette image of a boy
holding what appears to be a hockey stick over his shoulder. Seen nearby, my
one concern is that the otherwise proper-looking blade looks a bit low. While it
may lack the proper height for trapping and effective sweeping, it also a fact
such determinations come down to the relative size of the puck-like object. 1
tend to think that the blade does indeed have proper height because the
thorough Jones was able to reproduce a highly accurate shadow image of the
silhouette by using what he calls an "antique" stick. In such a test, in this case
conducted with the assistance of Stephen Coutts of the Nova Scotia Sports Hall

mmasanzos - of Fame, the age of the testing device is irrelevant. Only the antique blade’s

true proportions matter. Jones' and Coutts' test results legitimize the possibility

that proper sticks were in use in Halifax by 1830-31, and two decades prior to the birth of the so-called
"father or ice hockey," James Creighton (on June 12, 1850).

TWO-WAY MIGRATION THEORY

Our now-concluded "round-about" tour was necessary in order to properly present the one English
stick that the authors of On the Origin of Hockey provide which may have influenced the shape of the
prototypical ice hockey stick. Seen in the image below, I emphasize 'may' because this one stick offers
is a theoretical possibility only. In order to embrace that possibility one must set aside two things: the
Mi'kmagq First Nation's claim* that they invented prototypical stick prior to the founding of Halifax in
1749 and the Western thinker's preference for linking evidence. This one candidate stick is shown on
page 171 where the authors seem to only infer that it and the two others to its right somehow
contributed to the ice hockey stick's evolution. Now that our tour is over, one can more easily see why
the other two sticks must be dismissed as evolutionary contributors.

Evidence of Ice Hockey Stick evolution?

3 ¥ The stick on the left was wied at
] the !u'giuumg of the 19th century
by John Jackson (1798-1872
Earith, and was later ouned and
used [1_)/ his grandson [homa
Murphy (1857-1925). For more
details, see the section on goal
keepers beginning on page 173
The middle stick was a willow
Y

bandy stick used by C.G. Tebburt

in 1875, while the stick on the

right was, in 1903, a regulation
Mo No ash bandy stick.'
1875 1905 /
Maybe
ca. 1808



The 1905 stick on the far right must be dismissed because, as we have seen, by this time the proper
hockey stick and its flat thin blade had long since been introduced in Canada. The 1875 English stick
in the middle has also failed to earn its way into the evolutionary discussion, for having been crafted
after the introduction of ice hockey sticks in Montreal by at least two years and longer when Halifax’s
1830-31 silhouette and pre-1872 hockey stick market are considered. Chronologically speaking - that
being an essential consideration in any evolutionary discussion - the only theoretical contender is the
stick on the far left.

The Jackson stick's blade features all of the proper hockey stick's five necessary requirements. It was
owned an Englishman named John Jackson, of Earith, England, who lived from 1798 to 1872. Going
forward, I will assume that this one contender was crafted when its owner was ten which would mean
that it came into existence in 1808. Such dating allows for a significant theoretical possibility:
Starting in 1808, any Englishman could have borrowed Jackson stick's design and brought such a stick
across the Atlantic, inspiring every proper Canadian stick that was crafted from 1808 onward. Such a
reckoning would account for every Canadian stick we have mentioned so far, in theory, starting with
the 1830-31 silhouette.

Within England the Jackson stick's prototype may found its way to Eton College, which Frederick
Arthur Stanley attended. On page 169 of On the Origin of Hockey the authors mention one Alfred Guy
Kingan L’ Estrange, whom they credit with writing the following words to the Eton College Chronicle
in 1911. Speaking of his own time at Eton, in 1846-1851, L’Estrange is quoted as saying: “The blades
of the sticks we used were not curved, but lay straight on the ground at right angles to the hand and
were about a foot long.”

To this the SIHR authors comment, “The concept of a hockey stick whose blade lies flat on the
ground, rather than being curved, seems quite quite revolutionary for the early 1850s.” Then, after
noting that L’Estrange apparently meant that such flat-based sticks were used for field hockey, and
much their credit, the authors reasonably ask if such a stick would have been used for hockey on ice.
They answer this highly likely scenario in the affirmative, by next citing an 1849 British source, The
Boy’s Own Book, where those playing hockey on ice use sticks whose “end lies flat on the ground.”

It certainly isn't difficult to envision the Jackson stick's prototype finding its way to Eton from Earith
at some point after 1808, over a decades-long period that would precede L’Estrange’s matriculation.
Once there, its proper blade may have inspired officers and soldiers alike. Some Eton alums may have
later brought copies of such sticks across the Atlantic to colonial Canada.

Because Thomas Raddall mentions "officers" the likelihood of such a scenario increases when one
considers similar schools. Jackson's hometown, for instance, is less than twenty miles from another
venerated English institution that likely produced British officers in the 18th and 19th centuries,
Cambridge University. How many such English schools are there to consider? How many 18th and
19th century officers are known to have attended such elite schools? This is another case where
military historians may be able to refine our understanding of a related subtopic.

Plausible, but the even subtler fact is that the STHR authors are only considering an England-to-
colonial Canada stick migration theory. Seen in this light, the so-called English invention theory looks
like an extension of the traditional theory's one-way bias. On pages 98-99 of On the Origin of Hockey
a passage is attributed to another an Eton alum named George William Lyttelton, the 4th Baron of



Lyttelton. This “Baron George” was the eldest son of William Henry Lyttelton, the 3rd Baron
Lyttelton, and Lady Sarah Spencer, daughter of the 2nd Earl of Spencer, George John Spencer. We are
told that Alfred Guy L’Estrange reported that the Baron George had the following excerpt published in
The Eton College Magazine in 1832.

We ought, perhaps, to proceed to hockey and foot-ball, which are in
winter what cricket and rowing are in summer..

In the two games, Eton may assume to herself, if not superiority, at
least the merit of originality, and great distinction from other establish-
ments. We say ‘if not superiority’ not because we think her in the least
degree inferior therein, but because she has never had the opportunity
of measuring her strength with that of any other ‘Eleven’ at either game. ..

It is only among ourselves, then, that we enjoy these two amusements;
and, as we said before, we stand alone in both of them: in hockey, because
Eton is almost the only place in England in which this ancient game is

kept up; in foot-ball, because it is practised among us, as we said before
of fives, in a manner totally different from that of any other school or
club. We will proceed to give some account of both.

Hockey we believe to be a very old and indigenous game, never heard
of beyond the channel, and almost forgotten even in Er-lglancl; consisting,
as of course our readers well know, in two parties endeavouring to send
a small ball of great hardness, through the goals of their adversaries; and
played with strong sticks resembling a shepherd’s crook.

The belief at Eton that hockey is a very old and indigenous game can only mean that the story of such
a game had been circulation at Eton well before 1832. How did such a story get there? Clearly not from
continental Europe, as this must be the place “beyond the channel.” To approach this mystery one must
ask how many indigenous cultures the British military encountered from the start of their colonial era
around 1500 - in places that got cold enough in winter to play a hockey-like stick game on ice. One
such setting would definitely be colonial Canada. This line of inquiry doesn’t seem to matter at all to
the authors of On the Origin of Hockey:

. 43 . . »
It is tempting to draw the attention to the “very old and indigenous game
part of the description, but the segment that immediately follows it, men-
tioning “almost forgotten even in England,” is an indication that the author

might not have done that much research into the hlstory of the game. How-
PURRE Bg® PO Tt L L 1 1.

In fairness, the whole of their work indicates that the authors seem to believe that this "indigenous"
commentary can be dismissed because they have shown, and shown very well, that the 18th and 19th



century English had been playing stick ball games on ice in various places. However, by dismissing
indigenous testimony they reveal how one-sided the English invention theory is at its core.

As mentioned, this approach mimics the traditional treatment of the ice hockey stick’s evolution
which, in doing so, also removes the Mi’kmaq from the larger Canadian discussion as potential
creators. Baron George's Eton testimony compels one to also consider a colonial Canada-to-England
migration whereby the Mi’kmaq may have influenced ice games played on the other side of the
Atlantic.

Under the second definition of necessary, Raddall's officers brought back famously "strong" Mi'kmaq
sticks (with their flat bases) back to Eton and similar institutions for two reasons. In the first place, the
officers he describes would have been especially inclined to resume playing stick games on ice upon
their return to Britain, since that's what they did in colonial Canada. Secondly, they would have known
that Mi'kmaq sticks were especially useful for such activities. The practice of taking Mi'kmaq sticks
back to Britain and places like Eton could have been going on with some regularity for up to seventy to
eighty years (since 1749-1761), easily accounting for what have been a very old indigenous story at
Eton by 1832.

Let me be the first to point out that the things just mentioned prove nothing. However, they do show
that it makes no sense to presume that any cross-Atlantic migratory effect must have been exclusively
one-way. As far as the hockey stick's evolution is concerned, a Canada-to-England migration may be
the better of the two possibilities. Such a scenario could have begun by up to fifty to sixty years before
the birth of an 1808 stick - plenty of time for a Mi'kmaq prototype to have inspired John Jackson's
English device. In the England-to-Canada way of thinking, we must imagine Jackson having similar
links to Eton. In the Canada-to-England way of thinking we know of such a connection, and of an old
indigenous story that provides something well beyond imaginary considerations.

Of course, it is entirely possible that ice hockey and bandy sticks emerged from with their own
respective domains, without any cross-Atlantic contributions. However, unless historians know
otherwise no theoretical construction of bandy history should be considered adequate unless the
Mi’kmaq are mentioned possible contributors to the bandy stick's design.

A Mi'kmagq stick may well have inspired the so-called “father” of bandy, Charles Goodwin Tebbutt.
He was the son of a land-owner who came from Bluntisham, only twenty miles from Cambridge. Born
in 1860, the obviously literate Tebbutt grew up during a period when around half of England was
illiterate. He is not only credited with publishing the first rules of bandy but also other books, and had
the apparent means to spread the game to northern Europe, Sweden, Norway and Denmark. All of this
infers privilege during an era when privileged individuals were especially likely to gather in exclusive
circles. Since he was born a full century after Raddall's First Meeting, and three decades after the Baron
George’s Eton account, one should not be surprised if Tebbutt discovered the Mi'kmagq's prototypical
stick by way of an Eton or Cambridge student/alum. Nor should one be surprised if Tebutt shared the
same revelation with his affluent peers at Oxford, another Eton-like institution where the first bandy
match is said to have been played.



RECENT CANADIAN DISCOVERIES SINCE 2015

In Thomas Raddall's claim the gospel of the flat thin blade began in the mid-
1700s... spreading very slowly from the lakes of Dartmouth. More than a hundred
years would pass before the prototypical ice hockey stick found its way to a place
that had the necessary glitz to kick the same stick diaspora into overdrive. Raddall’s
claim discreetly proposes that two kinds of sticks were crafted prior to 1872:
Mi’kmagq crafted sticks and others made by colonists. All pre-1872 sticks should
be considered with this distinction in mind.

The Moffatt stick appeared after the publication of On the Origin of Hockey, and
about a decade and a half after the SIHR concluded that ice hockey was played

with ‘curved’ sticks. Since it was crafted in 1835-38, the Canadian press declared

the Moffatt stick (seen nearby in an image taken from the Ottawa Sun) to be the
“world’s oldest known ice hockey stick” or some variation thereof. In doing so the

national media revealed how dominant thinking can condition the general public to consider something

one way and overlook other possibilities at the same time.

attps:/fhockeygode com » blog - historybuffarticles |
Worlds Oldest Hockey Stick sold for $300000 - Moffatt Stick

Jan 11, 2015 — Canadian Museum of History in Gatineauw, Quebec has purchased the Moffatt
Stick, considered 1w be the aldest known lee Hockey stick in the World,

attps:fwww.theglobeandmail.com - article22379164  §

World's oldest known hockey stick tells a very Canadian tale
Jan 9, 2015 — The 180-year-old hockey stick comes from Nova Scotia, and is worth 5300000,

nttps;/fottawacitizen.com » entertainment - local-arts

History museum pays $300,000 for world's oldest hockey stick .

Jan 10, 2015 — The museum announced Friday it had acquired the Moffatt atick’ from Presley
for 5200,000. Research has established that a member of the Moffatt ...

attps: i www sportsnet.ca - magazing - worlds-oldest-ha...

The world's oldest hockey stick - Sportsnet.ca
Mar 13, 2015 — The timeline fit perfectly with the Moffafl family tree, suggesting the stick had

been made for Dilly waen he was between six and nine years old ..

nttps;f/www.cbe.ca - sports » canadian-museum-buys-w.,

Canadian museum buys world's oldest known hockey stick

Jan 9, 2013 = An expression of joy beams from Mark Presley's face as he imagines William
Moffatt playing hockey cn 3 small Zape Breton lake almeost 200

attp.fwww. thehistoryblog.com - archives

Canada museum buys world’s cldest hockey stick - The _.



The far more fascinating and very real possibility is that the Moffatt stick was used, not only for
Nova Scotia ice hockey, but also for the Mi’kmag’s stick game, Oochamkunutk.!! The Mi’kmagq didn’t
abruptly quit their ice game in the moment when Raddall’s officers decided to separate and begin
playing their adapted game, Alchamadijik - or that which would go on to claim the title of ice hockey.
There must have been a time when both games were played, as indicated by the grey box in the image
below. From this it becomes entirely possible that the original colonial owner of the Moffatt stick
traded some indigenous Oochamkunutk player for what originally was an Oochamkunutk stick!
Raddall's officers certainly did such trading in the beginning of their partnership with the Mi'kmagq. It
would have taken some time before they and others began hiring the Mi'kmaq to "craft" such sticks
from scratch.

The Birth and Earliest Evolution of Ice Hockey

C: Cope - Mi'kmaq game played "long" before 1749
R: Raddall - First Meeting in or soon after 1749
T: Ward - Birth of earliest ice hockey; transfer of goals,

@ puck-like object and sticks from Oochamkunutk
' Oochamkunutk - Fver-
[ — oo > Unfolding
Alchamadijik or . Present
R ' Earliest Ice Hockey e
1749 T

The Moffatt stick would be very useful in a game that requires the effective controlling, protecting
and directing of a puck-like object. What we know suggests that this was also primary objective in
Oochamkunutk - this earlier game played on ice with sticks, a puck-like object and goals. No matter
who made it, and for which game, the Moffatt stick's design can only mean that its maker knew well of
the flat thin blade's necessary nature. It also fits the Raddallian profile for having been crafted in Cape
Breton, Nova Scotia - home to both a military outpost and a Mi’kmaq settlement*.

However, because we must continue to consider theoretical evolutionary influences I must emphasize
that the 1835-38 Moffatt stick is still considerably younger than the stick owned by the Englishman,
John Jackson. An 1808-crafted blade would have nearly thirty years to cross to reach Cape Breton from
England and inspire the Moffatt design.

Next we consider the less well-known Walker stick which seems to have reached public attention just
months after the Moffatt stick made headlines. Seen in the next image taken from
birthplaceofhockey.com, the accompanying article reports that the Walker stick is owned by one James
Jessome. Rather remarkably, the Walker stick is said to have been crafted “where the Moffatt stick
was born”, near Pottles Lake in Cape Breton (and therefore also well within Thomas Raddall's
domain).



Posted Sep 17 2015 _
“The stick belonged to Donald

Walker from Scotch Lake, Cape
o Breton. This is approximately
2 kms from Pottles Lake (where
the Moffatt Stick was born).
Donald Walker is one of my
ancestors. He was born around
1803. (I can’t remember off
hand how many “great”s
grandfather he was).

The Walker stick has the initials DW carved into it and is said to have been owned by a Donald
Walker who was born in 1803. When we apply the same standard that we used with John Jackson's
stick, the Walker stick is seen to have been crafted in 1813, when this Donald Walker was ten. Now the
evolutionary gap has closed considerably. At 1808 versus 1813, the Jackson prototype now has only
five theoretical years to influence the Walker stick.

However, a second source quotes the Walker stick’s current owner as saying, “My people landed in
Scotch Lake (near George’s River, Cape Breton) about 200 years ago... Donald Walker was the
original owner of the hockey stick.” According to Jessome, three Walker family members had that
name since 1803... Although he seems to say otherwise, we should at least acknowledge the possibility
that the DW initials may refer a DW who was born one or two generations after the original Donald
Walker of 1803. At twenty-five years per generation, it would follow that the Walker stick may have
been crafted as late as 1863 (when the youngest DW was ten).

com/search?q: moffatestick +hockeyRel

I would suggest that the much more important observation is how very similar the Walker and
Moffatt sticks are in design, proportion and quality of craftsmanship. No matter which is younger,
their common pedigree provides direct evidence of standardization. Together they tell us that some
people around Cape Breton had learned that there is no going back once the flat thin blade is
introduced. In this context they speak to our own continuing demand for such necessary sticks.


https://www.123helpme.com/essay/Hockey-Stick-History-PCKJJQ373NT

Finally, on the next page I present the latest recent discovery that I know of, and the oldest stick
https:/inews.westernu.ca/2018/01/western-researcher-explores- ShOWH SO far- The Laval StiCk was intFOdUCEd more than

secrets-oldest-documented-stick-canadal

two years after the Walker stick, and given its name for
being studied at Laval University in Quebec. Here I
should mention that Canada’s largest province includes
large swaths of Mi’kmagi First Nations territory.

In a January 2018 article the CBC told the nation that
“what’s believed to be Canada’s oldest hockey stick”
was carbon dated to 1770, plus or minus 20 years. [This
italic and the next italic are mine.] That would mean
that the Laval stick could have been crafted as late as
1790, preceding the birth of John Jackson by eight years
and the 1808 dating of his English stick by nearly
twenty years. It also could have been crafted as early as
1750, preceding the Jackson stick by nearly sixty years.

However, in another article from where the nearby
image was taken, we are told that the “the oldest hockey
stick known to exist” was instead dated to 1776 plus or
minus 20 years. In this scenario the Laval stick still precedes the birth of our English friend by two
years, at the latest. Chronologically speaking, there is still no way that John Jackson’s English stick
could have influenced the Laval stick.

All three of these newly-discovered sticks have proper blades, yet there are differences in the overall
shape of the Laval stick and the Moffatt and Walker ones. This is easily explained through our own
behaviour. We have seen that differentiation in stick design occurred for several decades beyond the
birth of Canada in 1867 (during which time the “necessary” blade was always preserved). If that
outcome should be expected - because in the late 1800s people were much more separated than they are
today - we must expect the same to be true of earlier times.

In the next picture one sees a positively Raddallian presentation of the Laval stick as featured on its
owner’s Twitter site. Take a good look. If it seems familiar, that's likely because I traced the same stick
in that sketch I presented earlier. Much of the comparing in this essay has been done with this,
Canada's current oldest 'Ice Hockey-Oochamkunutk stick', in mind.



https://news.westernu.ca/2018/01/western-researcher-explores-secrets-oldest-documented-stick-canada/
https://news.westernu.ca/2018/01/western-researcher-explores-secrets-oldest-documented-stick-canada/
https://news.westernu.ca/2018/01/western-researcher-explores-secrets-oldest-documented-stick-canada/
https://news.westernu.ca/2018/01/western-researcher-explores-secrets-oldest-documented-stick-canada/
https://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/london/canada-oldest-hockey-stick-1.4509598

ft Brian Galama @EBrianGalama - May 23, 2019
Photo shoot of the hockey stick from the 1700s that the 44th (Thomas
(Gage) and 35th Regiments of Foot had in North America.

@ Ft DMNHLP @TaraSlor

@TeamGBicehockey
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Had Thomas Raddall’s officers encountered the Mi’kmaq using sticks like the one above, what they
saw on ice would have surely been a revelation — to them - given what we know of Britain's 18th
century sticks. It is easy why the officers would have seen such a stick as necessary in the practical-
recreational sense. The Laval stick offers that which draws the hockey person repeatedly to frozen
lakes, arenas, streets and gymnasium floors. It would offer far greater on-ice satisfaction compared to
old country sticks, ever-increasing levels of mastery of the puck-like object with practice and decisive
competitive advantages over those using hurleys, camans and 'curved' or 'crooked' field hockey sticks
in the same frozen setting.

The same would have been true, had the British officers discovered the Mi’kmaq using sticks like the
Moffatt and Walker ones. Their shared preservation of the proper blade tells us that their makers well
understood why those common features were necessary. The Mi'kmaq stick-makers would have
known how to use such sticks on ice, in other words. As for the on-ice display that Raddall's officers
would have seen, and seen for the very first time, one need only refer to the nearest arena or frozen
Canadian pond during winter. There twelve-year-olds routinely display stick skills that those raised
exclusively on 'stick ball' would likely describe as “exceedingly expert”. Here I borrow a phrase that
was used to describe some of the players who were involved in James Creighton's demonstration match
in 1875. Others in Vermont said "dazzling" in 1886, upon seeing 'ice hockey' there for the very first
time. Such hyperbolic language reflects, rather than exceeds, the flat thin blade’s eventual “global”
success.

As I wrote earlier, sticks like the Moffatt, Walker and Laval ones (with their flat thin blades) explain
stick ball's inevitable extinction. After the Mi'kmaq shared their “necessary” prototype, Canada’s
colonists eventually began experimenting with shafts of varying lengths and angles, and differing
versions of the otherwise immutable flat thin blade. If the Mi'kmaq's invention claim is to be believed,
this must be the true nature of the colonial contribution to the ice hockey stick. They continually
adapted an existing prototype until the rest of us settled on the design used today.



Canada.ca > Canadian Intellectual Property Office > Patents

e Novelty—To be granted a patent, the invention (door
lock) must be the first of its kind in the world.

e Utility—A valid patent cannot be obtained for something
that does not work or that has no useful function. The
door lock must work.

* Inventiveness—To be patentable, your invention must be
a new development or an improvement of an existing
technology that would not have been obvious to
someone working in your area of specialty. The door lock
must add an improvement to the field of door locks.

Consider the potential ramifications of the invention question, if the argument had been put before
them and early Canada's civil courts were to have agreed that a reasonably well-proportioned, flat thin
blade does offer significantly better utility on ice compared to Britain's old country sticks. Here is what
present-day Canada requires of a patentable invention:

Then there are the potential cultural consequences of trademarking. What if, in those very early days,
the Mi’kmaq had been able to claim the legal right to have others call their prototypical stick a
Mi’kmagq stick, as one sees today when corporations buy the naming rights to arenas? Would the rest of
us have come to say, "Ice hockey is a game that’s played with a Mi’kmagq stick"? There's a thought that
would apply to street hockey and floor hockey as well.

What definitely happened instead, if the Mi'kmaq invented the stick, is that their invention got
downgraded to the status of adjective. The Micmac hockey stick came to be regarded as no different
than the Rex hockey stick and every commercial hockey stick made since. It became one of many,
many ice hockey stick brands that have come, gone or live today. A superior brand by most accounts,
but a brand nonetheless.

Brian Galama @BrianGalama - Mar 22, 2019
After finding this faint word on my old stick, and photographing the area
under UV light... | now know where the stick was for 6 days in August of
1757. #hockey @HockeyHallFame @Mapleleafs @NHL @HockeyCanada
@|IHFHockey @CanadiensMTL

Here's another tweet by the owner of the Laval stick, Brian Galama. He may have learned otherwise
since 2019, but if this commentary still stands the Laval stick was crafted no more than eight years



after the founding of Halifax in 1749.

Galama's claim deserves very careful consideration, especially since he had the smarts to get this stick
properly dated by experts. Its greatest potential consequence is to Raddall's claim: that the officers he
mentions had begun playing their adapted game, Alchamadijik, by 1757.

Given the Mi'kmaq's great reputation for stick-making, I must add that the Laval University scientists
say the Laval stick was bent using steam compression. Is there any record of colonial stick-makers
using that technology? Another very good question - since its military associations are so
complementary to Raddall's claim, and since that claim proceeds from the lakes of Dartmouth - is if the
Laval stick's wood can or could have been found near there at a place called Tuft's Cove.

On that note I shall introduce one last passage that has also gone largely overlooked these last fifty-
five years. It was written in 1965 by Dr. Charles Bruce Fergusson - a Rhodes Scholar, Oxford Ph.D,
member of the Nova Scotia Historic Sites Advisory Council and one-time Chairman of the Historic
Sites and Monuments board of Canada. It seems highly likely that Fergusson's genesis story adds
colour to the same source that Raddall referred to in his claim, given their exceptional and shared
interest in Nova Scotia history. Martin Jones may have alluded to the same primary account in
Hockey's Home, writing, "1700s - Mi'kmaw history indicates that the Mi'kmaq played a game on ice on
Tuft's Cove, Dartmouth, with eight men on each team and a wooden puck." All three of these
testimonies should be considered together, for which reason I have placed the late Dr. Fergusson’s
passage next to a screen grab seen in the two videos by the Mi’kmag sisters, April and Cheryl Maloney.
Those wishing to learn more about the Mi'kmaq First Nation's sophisticated understanding of stick-
making (and puck-making) can click on the image to view L'nui'sultinej 2019 Mi'kmaq Connection to
the Game of Hockey.

altogether  convinecing. ~ Haligonians
might just as. well say that since troops
were stationed at Halifax from 1749 it
is quite possible that English troops
played hockey in Nova Scotia as l.rmg
ago as that year. There is also the like-
lihood that hockey was played on the
Dartmouth Lakes in the eighteenth
century. Perhaps the game was played
bv the Micmacs, as it has been statc-d,
at Tufts Cove on Halifax Harbour, m 4
the eighteenth century, and earlier also,
with a rounded block of wood as a puck,
and with eight men on each team.

‘ ! | ] "
Dr. C. Bruce Fergusson April and Cheryl Maloney

Early Hockey at Halifax, 1965 L nui'sultinef 2019 -
Mikmagq Conneclion fo the Game of Hockey


https://youtu.be/lfCFI5dXbrk

CONCLUSIONS OF PART TWO

I will begin the close of Part Two of this nomination by asking the Selection Committee to consider
my own interpretations, all of which proceed from my personal belief that the Mi’kmaq First Nation
invented the prototypical hockey stick and its “necessary” flat thin blade:

1. If the Mi’kmaq stick represents the prototypical ice hockey stick, today’s modern ‘ice hockey
sticks’ can be legitimately regarded as modern ‘Mi’kmaq sticks’ or modern ‘Oochamkunutk sticks’.

2. In Raddall’s description, the birth of the game that would eventually claim the title of ice hockey
relied entirely on a Mi’kmaq invention, as did the initial spreading of early ice hockey according to the
same claim. Eventually colonial adaptations of the same device began to appear, and likely in Nova
Scotia at first. Commonly known as ice hockey sticks, these same devices can also be legitimately
referred to as the first modified or adapted Mi'kmagq sticks.

3. The birth and early proliferation of ice hockey in Montreal very likely exclusively relied on
Mi’kmagq sticks and/or adapted Mi'kmaq sticks.

4. The second point must also apply to the births and early evolution of ice hockey in Quebec City,
Ottawa, Kingston, Toronto, throughout Ontario and Quebec, Canada’s Atlantic provinces and the rest
of Canada — despite the fact that we have come to call this Mi’k3636maq invention “the ice hockey
stick.”

5. As ice hockey spread across Canada, the market share for Mi’kmag-crafted sticks lessened. But if
the Mi’kmagq invented the prototypical ice hockey stick, then all other makers continued (and continue)
to base their sticks on the Mi’kmaq stick's design. It follows that the births of ice hockey in every
Canadian village, town and city would have involved Mi'kmagq sticks or modified Mi'kmagq sticks.

6. By the same reasoning, Mi’kmagq sticks or adapted Mi'kmaq sticks have been involved in every
NHL game and every Stanley Cup contest every played. The same must be true of every IIHF and
Olympic ice hockey match - women's and men's included.

7. If the Mi’kmaq invented the prototypical 'ice hockey stick’, then every ice hockey stick that every
current Selection Committee member has ever held was an adaptation of the same indigenous creation.

8. The sport that the world recognizes as Ice Hockey, by global consensus, has always relied on and
is to a very great extent predicated on the same necessary Mi'kmaq invention.

I wish to emphasize once more that the preceding interpretations regarding the ice hockey stick’s
invention question are mine alone. They amount to the second of two reasons why I personally believe
that the Mi'kmagq First Nation should be inducted into the Hockey Hall of Fame, for being craftsmen of
true consequence and the inventors of the prototypical ice hockey stick.

I believe that it’s important to note that these are separate matters. Either point may be sufficient
grounds for the Hall’s formal recognition of the Mi’kmaq. However, if the Selection Committee
decides to consider this nomination as a group, my concern is that it might not go far enough to only
recognize the Mi’kmagq as craftsmen without at least addressing the invention question. I also see two
basic ways that the Selection Committee can move forward if they consider this nomination.



It may be best to ask if what’s generally known about the Mi’kmaq’s contributions provides enough
information to make a decision on one or both parts of this nomination. Passages like Raddall’s,
Fergusson’s, Dr. Martin’s and Martin Jones’ seem to fall in this domain, as does Joe Cope’s testimony
along with the various Mi’kmagq speakers in April and Cheryl Maloney’s videos. I would definitely
think that the newly-discovered Laval, Walker and Moffatt sticks belong in this category. But would
the Mi’kmaq and others who are knowledgeable about Mi’kmaq sticks agree that they reflect the
known Mi’kmaq stick profile? Since normal rules strictly prohibit the Committee members from
soliciting information on nominations, it may be necessary for those with such expertise to reach out to
the Hockey Hall of Fame and share their opinions. In the event that the Committee decides to
temporarily suspend this rule, April and Cheryl Maloney have allowed me to include a private email
for the Selection Committee’s eyes only, should any members wish to contact them for the purpose of
gathering information.

oochamkunutk.maloney@gmail.com

One reason why I greatly favour the more expedient approach is because I am sure that we will likely
learn more about the Mi’kmaq’s contributions to early ice hockey in the coming years and decades...
slowly. The problem is that such information generally comes to light passively. Yet the same
discoveries can be hastened when we act proactively. It would be great if Canadians came together on
this, with English-speaking Canadians seeking out what information is available in contemporary
French language sources, and vice versa. Such a national effort should explore whatever French or
Acadian journal entries and other sources may be available that precede the founding of Halifax - going
all the way back to Samuel de Champlain’s arrival in present-day Quebec a century and a half earlier.
In this respect the Maloney sisters’ video is just the beginning of a new major subtopic in our
understanding of early ice hockey history. They have broken new ground. But their video also serves
as a reminder of how complex historical discussions can get, and why waiting for ‘all the facts to come
in' might not be the best course of action as far as their possible induction into the Hockey Hall of
Fame is concerned.

For example, in the free video I linked to a mysterious 1749 journal writer is mentioned. Over the
years I had heard rumours of such a journal entry, but was never able to find it. Only in the revised
edition of the Maloney sisters’ main video do we learn that their quoted source is one Claire MacKay.
The sharp-witted Mackay lived until 2013, and here writing style is very tongue-and-cheek. While I do
consider it likely that she drew from an authentic source in her description of the Mi’kmagq’s ice game,
the fact that she presents the description as a kind of news report dating from around 1500 also
indicates embellishment.

While some find it most convenient to entirely discard such sources when fictions are seen to be
mixed with possible facts, this is not necessarily the best course. The same issue came up after I
learning about Henry Sinclair and the Zenon brothers in the Maloney's’ videos for the very first time. I
soon found ‘skeptics’ sites that referred to their entire work as one big hope hoax. I suspect the truth is
more towards the middle, as in the Maloney video we hear of a geologist who concurs with the Zenon



brothers’ alleged description of burning tar fields, which the geologists says are both very rare and
unique to parts of eastern Canada, where the Mi’kmagq lived.

Then there’s Joe Cope’s statement which one reads in full in the Maloney’s main video. Right after
the part that many readers are familiar with, our Mi’kmaq elder goes on to say that the Mi’kmagq’s ice
game and field game were exact in every way and that the field game was batless. Shouldn’t the
reasonable person conclude that the Mi’kmaq’s ice game was also batless then, which I would take to
mean that it was played with no sticks?

If only things were that simple. Cope later adds that the field game was banned around 1843 for
being too cruel. Then he said he remembers playing with Byron Weston, the former president of the
Dartmouth Athletic Association whose great contribution to early ice hockey history was his detailed
description of a stick game that he referred to as Halifax ice hockey. Weston moved to Nova Scotia
from Maine around 1860, some twenty years dfter the field game was banned. Another curious thing is
that Cope wrote his 1943 letter to a Halifax newspaper in the same year when Weston gave his famous
interview to the so-called Dean of Canadian Reporters, James Power in “a Nova Scotia newspaper’.
Those closer to this subject will likely know if Cope’s commentary came after Weston’s. That may be
important, as it raises the suggestion that Cope was indirectly affirming his familiarity with the Halifax
stick game that Weston had recently described.

The point is that some historical accounts can get quite complex fast. So, maybe there is merit to the
idea of the Selection Committee exploring more straightforward facts for the purpose of considering
the Mi’kmaq’s induction. Their potential consideration in this regard also calls to mind the Hall’s
usual custom of only honouring individuals as opposed to groups. Around twenty years ago the Hall
made a special place for Team Canada 1972. Maybe a similar decision can be made for the Mi'kmaq,
if induction is to remain only for individuals.

I see that many of the Selection Committee’s current Canadian members are of my age. We lived and
breathe the Summit Series. We know 1972 has inspired of our later men’s, women’s and junior teams,
and how that episodes explains much of the ongoing vigilance of our hockey executives, coaches,
trainers and players. We know how the example set by Team Canada 72 compelled so many of us to
acknowledge our shared sense of culture and what it means to be Canadian. I have often been awed by
how their example has played out since that unforgettable September when Europe’s hockey powers
first proved that they could compete against our very best.

One of the main things that drove me to write this nomination essay came when I looked back on that
fifty-year legacy and thought of the Mi'kmaq for perhaps the very first time. In doing so I found my
asking these questions: How could the rest of us expect them to have stood with us, in fullness of
spirit, as we celebrated our latest victory or felt our latest stinging defeat? How could we when the
Mi’kmaq have always known that the rest of us have never formally recognized their undisputed and
enormous contribution to Canada's most beloved game? On that basis alone, I most respectfully ask
the Canadians on the Selection Committee in particular to not only consider the Mi'kmaq First Nation's
induction or the creating of a place for them within the Hall, but to treat this very special case as a
matter of belated urgency. Recalling the words of David Carter near the end of Part One of this
nomination, I cannot think of a more fitting place to begin what may turn into a nation-wide celebration
of this indigenous group’s epic contributions than through Canada’s most venerated ice hockey
institution, the Hockey Hall of Fame.



I will conclude by addressing the Selection Committee's non-Canadian members who so well
represent some of ice hockey's other traditional powers. Near the end of a little video I put together I
took the liberty of thanking the Mi'kmaq in your languages (with the much-needed help of translator
software) because, of course, your voices matter a very great deal in the global hockey community.
Please understand that this was not meant to suggest that I presume that any of you will agree with any
of my own conclusions. I don’t. Instead, I ended the video that way on behalf of those of you and your
countrymen who may share my appreciation of the Mi'kmaq's involvement in our game. Please reflect
on how the Mi'kmaq may have contributed to your own rich ice hockey legacies.

Sincerely,
Mark Grant

hockey-stars.ca
hockey-stars@protonmail.com


https://hockey-stars.ca/

