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OBITUARY

DR JOHN LUNN, 1923-2001

When the Society was restarted in 1951, John Lunn, who was then the

Director of Verulamium Museum, became our first Director of Excavations.

His guidance in those formative years was greatly appreciated, and before

he emigrated to Canada in 1957 he was made an Honorary Vice-President

of the Society. Since then our contacts have been increasingly tenuous, but

we have at last had confirmation from one of his sons that he died in 2001.

He had an illustrious career in Canada, and in 1971 received an Honorary

Doctorate from the University of Ottawa, in recognition of his restoration of

the Fortress of Louisbourg in Nova Scotia. At the time of his retirement in

1987 he was Director of Museum Services in Alberta.

Not many of our present members will have known him, but the late Archie

Boutwood remembered him well.
Brian Moody
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KEY FORTRESS OF LOUISBOURG IN-HOUSE REPORTS
(Not Digitized)
· PD 08, Lunn, J. The Fortress of Louisbourg Development: 1961 to 1968 (November, 1968)
·  I 07 
Lunn, J. Interpretation;  Louisbourg after 1966: A personal view; Desiderata for a permanent reception centre for the Fortress of Louisbourg National Historic Park; Interpretation at the Fortress of Louisbourg: A general survey. [ 1966 ]; [ 1966 ]; Not Dated; 1968, March

· I 12 01 and I 12 01 S. Lunn, John 
Fortress of Louisbourg Interpretive Plan: A Pattern for the 1970's. 1970, February

· I 15. Lunn, J., Fortier, J., How, J., Lohnes, D . Interpretive prospectus. 1972, April

KEY PUBLICATIONS

· Bruce W. Fry, "Designing the Past at Fortress Louisbourg," in The Reconstructed Past: Reconstructions in the Public Interpretation of archaeology and History, John H. Jameson Jr., editor, (AltaMira Press, 2004)
· Terrence D. MacLean, Louisbourg Heritage: From Ruins to Reconstruction (Cape Breton University Press,  1995)
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------
SELECTED EXCERPTS FROM MEETINGS OF STRUCTURAL DESIGN

A meeting was held in the office of the Assitant Director, National Parks Branch on September 4th, 1963 at 2:00 o'clock P.M

The following attended the meeting: Mr. A.J. Reeve, Assistant Director, National Parks Branch, Chairman; Mr. R.G. Calvert, Member of Hancock, Little, Calvert Associates; Mr. and Mrs. R.L. Way, General Consultants; Mr. J.D. Herbert, Chief, National Historic Sites Division; Mr. I.G. Imrie, Assistant Chief, National Historic Sites Division; Mr. A.D. Perry, Project Manager; Mr. F.J. Thorpe, Research Director; Mr. J.D. Fitch, Administrative Engineer, Engineering Services Division ...
ITEM (08): The next point of discussion was the question as to whether the surviving basement walls of the Chateau must be rebuilt completely. Mr. Perry presented to the meeting the views of Superintendent Lunn who advocated the use of original construction for interpretation purposes ...
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[Chateau St. Louis [Barracks]: Original and Proposed Construction]

[Structural Design Team Minutes]

September 4, 1963

-----------------------------------------------------------

October 10, 1963

ITEM (09): The Project Manager then asked Mr. Lunn for a review of his section. This review is as follows. Mr. Lunn stated that, since his arrival on the Project, he has spent most of his time getting to know people on the Project and in the town of Louisbourg. He advised that in the field of Public Relations he has made four outside lectures: three to Rotary Clubs in the area and one to the I.O.D.E. He proposes to lecture next week to the Women's Institute at Marion Bridge. He advised that he is presently preparing a Park interpretation brief concerning the Project and that we are

(1) presently in the process of obtaining the services of an Artist-Technician to prepare models, etc., and

(2) that although we were fortunate in obtaining the services of this individual, one is not enough to fully develop an interpretive program which should be on display by next visitor season.

In view of this, he is requesting consideration for an additional Artist-Technician, by service contract. Mr. Lunn advised that he will require copies of all plans for Louisbourg so that he may properly develop such an interpretive program. He also advised that approximately 200 signs will be required for interpretive purposes for the visiting public and that he hopes to have these completed, provided he receives sufficient help, by next spring. A discussion followed concerning various colour schemes and types of signs which will be required ....
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Weekly Staff Meeting - Section Heads - Board Room, dministration Building

[Structural Design Team Minutes]

October 10, 1963

-----------------------------------------------------------
October 29, 1963

October 30, 1963

(October 31, 1963: Dated)

(December 18, 1963: Dated)

 A meeting was held in the Board Room of the Administration Building, Fortress of Louisbourg Resotration Project, Louisbourg, N.S., on the above dates with the following in attendance: Mr. G.L. Scott, Officer in Charge of the Louisbourg Project; Mr. B.C. Bickerton, Senior Historian; Mr. R.G. Glencross, Chief Administrative Officer, Louisbourg; Mr. J.D. Herbert, Chief, Historic Sites Division; Mr. E.McM. Larrabee, Senior Archaeologist; Mr. John Lunn, Park Superintendent; Mr. A.D. Perry, Project Manager; Mr. L. R. Thompson, Project Engineer; Mr. F.J. Thorpe, Research Director; Mr. L. R. Vachon, Resident Engineer; Mr. and Mrs. Ronald Way, General Consultants ...
 For the sake of clarity, Mr. Scott emphasized that only four people are responsible for reporting directly to the Project Manager. These are: Mr. R.G. Glencross, Chief Administrative Officer; Mr. John Lunn, Park Superintendent; Mr. F.J. Thorpe, Research Director; Mr. L. R. Vachon, Resident Engineer. The General Consultant, of course, reports to the Director ...
ITEM (19): Mr. Lunn said that to create a total atmosphere of living history it was his opinion that we should consider the possibility of totally reconstructing blocks of housing so as to have one part of Louisbourg as completely reconstructed as possible. Some discussion followed this remark, indicating pros and cons. It was the general consensus of opinion that present appropriations would not permit such total reconstruction ...
ITEM (25): The next topic on the agenda was the proposed official opening ceremony on July 1, 1964. Mr. Scott opened this discussion by stating that a ceremony is being considered on the above date and would be developed around a medal- placing ceremony in the right shoulder angle of the King's Bastion where the medals (three in number) were originally found during the summer of 1962. Mr. Herbert stated that if we are to consider such a ceremony we should get as much mileage out of it as possible. The Park Superintendent reported that Mr. L.J. Doucet, a Director of the Atlantic Public Relations Society and Industrial Relations Officer for the Dominion Steel and Coal Corporation, visited the Project on October 26 with a group of Public Relations Officers. The purpose of their visit was to see the Project and to consider the possibility of organizing a radio and television broadcast in 1964, by the Governor General to the Nation, aimed at promoting better English-French relations in Canada. The thought has occurred that these two occasions might be fitted together with an added message that we are in the early stages of launching the restoration, of which a significant showing is expected by 1967. Mr. Lunn thought that this would be an excellent opportunity to combine the medal-placing ceremony and a speech by the Governor-General to get the restoration program publicity off the ground and across to the Nation ...
ITEM (33): The next topic of discussion was the proposed interpretation program. This was presented by the Park Superintendent, Mr. John Lunn, and a copy of his remarks, presented as a report to the Project Manager, is attached as Appendix "E" .
ITEM (34): At the conclusion of Mr. Lunn's report, the Chairman, Mr. Scott, thanked him and said it was an excellent presentation and one which undoubtedly had required much thought. He said that Mr. Lunn must realize that he should be prepared to accept some objections and that the presentation would have to be "honed" to fit in with existing and proposed policies. Mr. Scott said that it was possible that the shore road proposed by Mr. Lunn (which could have to be initiated by the Province) might not meet the requirements Mr. Lunn anticipates and that possibly Provincial interests would not be in line with his thinking. Mr. Herbert agreed that this was a very fine presentation and said he thought the principle of diffusion in interpretive centres is an excellent way to present the interpretation: it would also cut down visitor density in any one area. He did not, however, think it necessary for Mr. Lunn to use as the basis of his proposal the shore road as the prime consideration influencing the location and diffusion of the interpretation belvederes and other major interpretation centres. The proposals Mr. Lunn had indicated could, he thought, stand by themselves without the shore road being a prime consideration. Mr. Herbert also indicated that an interpretation centre will be required at each end of the Park and this has no bearing on whether or not the shore road is constructed. He agreed in principle with Mr. Lunn's proposals. He cautioned, however, that we must be prepared to have interpretation immediately - in any event, before next visitor season. Mr. Herbert also said that he was glad to see that the Research Section will be the guide to the interpretive devices. He agreed that the history of the area should not end with the last siege of Louisbourg but should include the history of the area up to the present time. Mr. Herbert thought that there was room for debate on the location of the Military Interpretive Centre (Proposed area: Wolfe's Lookout). He thought that this might require a slight relocation. Some discussion followed and it was decided by those present that the clearing of the by-pass road from the Old Sydney Road to the Roman Catholic Church, in the vicinity of Wolfe's Lookout, would not be undertaken this winter as a Winter Works project. It was indicated that further study should be made before the location of the Military Interpretation Centre is made firm. Mr. Herbert expressed interest in Mr. Lunn's proposal of developing, either by contract or private enterprise, the idea of trade shops in the town of Louisbourg whereby these shops could manufacture furniture and other similar items required by the Restoration project. It is possible, however, that this proposal would create conflicts between Park interests and those of private enterprise. The idea of a major interpretive centre in the Dauphin Bastion may come as a surprise to those present because of principles of restoration; however, Mr. Herbert advised that this idea is not new as such an idea is now under consideration for the Halifax Citadel. Before this location is made firm it should be studied carefully in regard to engineering and cost to install, and also accessibility. Mr. Herbert stated that Mr. Lunn's proposal of diffusion of interpretive centres is extremely desirable and permits development on a stage-at-a-time basis, or, in other words, a phased interpretive program within the limits of yearly financial appropriations. At this point Mr. Bickerton commented that Mr. Lunn's presentation was indeed excellent but that it also appeared to be an expensive interpretation program and one which will require consideration thought. He thought, from the proposals, that Mr. Lunn was considering implementing interpretation before research was completed. He felt that the proper order should be

(1) research

(2) construction

(3) interpretation.

He said that if it was necessary for the Research Section to provide interpretive research, it would be impossible to do so at this time as this section is fully committed. Mr. Herbert disagreed with Mr. Bickerton's remark on the order of "research, construction, and interpretation". He felt that after research, interpretation and construction were of equal significance. Mr. Thorpe said it was possible to create such a division but it was rather late to institute such procedures. Mr. Lunn indicated that he envisaged, as in operation by 1967, approximately seven interpretation centres in various locations throughout the Park. He made it quite clear that it was not his intention to throw an interpretive research program on the Research Section but to use material which is now on hand, or to use it as it becomes available. Mr. Lunn also pointed out that certain interpretive proposals could take as long as fifteen years to implement and that immediate interpretive programs should be interim ones, as revisions would be necessary as research reports become available. Some discussion evolved around interpretive programs in relation to Park visitors and it was pointed out by Mr. Herbert that the visitor density to any historic park is in direct proportion to the amount of interpretation and does not hinge upon the amount of restoration to be viewed by the visitor. Mr. Bickerton thought that the interpretive program should have as a focal point the Fortress and should emanate from that point, not to it, as Mr. Lunn has indicated. Mr. Herbert stated that this Park consists of twenty square miles and requires a full interpretive program. Mr. Scott asked Mr. Lunn if he sees one major reception centre in operation before 1967. Mr. Lunn replied that the Military Interpretation centre should be completed before that date, and that the ecological cente should be well advanced. He said that, in any event, it is possible to stock models, displays, etc. for future use, as they are completed, just as it is possible to stockpile materials for reconstruction of the Fortress. Mr. Larrabee commented that he was in agreement with Mr. Bickerton and that Mr. Lunn's proposals would require assistance from the Research Section which would involve deployment of research forces for the purpose of interpretation. He said this was not possible at this time or in the immediate future as program schedules are very tight in order to meet reconstruction requirements ...
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Staff Meeting

[Structural Design Team Minutes]

October 29, 1963

October 30, 1963

(October 31, 1963: Dated)

(December 18, 1963: Dated)
-----------------------------------------------------------

ITEM (15): Next followed a report from the Park Superintendent on Interpretation and Public Relations. The first question posed by Mr. Lunn was to Mr. Vachon and concerned when the Interpretative Workshop might be completed provided no interruptions result. Mr. Vachon advised Mr. Lunn that this could be ready by late May or early June.

ITEM (16): Mr. Lunn told those present that approval in principle had been obtained from Mr. Scott for the positions required in the Interpretative Section and those who would be employed in the Interpretative Workshop. At present he is contacting various individuals in Canada to ascertain the possibility of acquiring the staff which will result in contracts being awarded to these various people ...
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Section Heads

[Structural Design Team Minutes]

January 9, 1964
-----------------------------------------------------------

ITEM (01): A staff meeting was held in the Board Room on September 1 with the following present: Mr. Keirstead, representing the Administrative Section; Mr. Dunton, representing the Archaeological Group of the Research Section; Mr. Lunn, representing the Interpretation and Public Relations Section; Mr. Vachon, representing the Engineering, Architectural and Construction Section. Major topics discussed were as follows ...
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Notes on Staff meeting

[Structural Design Team Minutes]

September 1, 1964

(September 3, 1964: Dated)

-----------------------------------------------------------

ITEM (01): A staff meeting was held in the Board Room on November 5 at 9:45 a.m. to review the regular project program and the Winter Works program. Those in attendance were: A.D. Perry, Project Manager; R.G. Glencross, Chief Administrative Officer; John Lunn, Park Superintendent; L.R. Vachon, Resident Engineer; E. McM. Larrabee, Senior Archaeologist; Jervis Swannack, Administrative Archaeologist...
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Notes on Staff Meeting

[Structural Design Team Minutes]

November 5, 1964

-----------------------------------------------------------

ITEM (02): The meeting opened with an introduction by Mr. Lunn outlining the purpose of the meeting which was to serve as a briefing session to outline the scheduling of various research and construction items for various areas this year.

ITEM (03): The field committee under the chairmanship of Mr. Lunn discussed the various services which would be necessary when the Park becomes operational ...
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Minutes of Briefing Meetings

[Structural Design Team Minutes]

December 12, 1966

-----------------------------------------------------------

The meeting was for the purpose of discussing precise relationship of design at Louisbourg and design by Restoration Section at Ottawa and was chaired by Mr. Stairs. Since the approval for the hiring of an architect for the site has been given by Ottawa, it therefore remained to determine how best this position might be filled and a committee was formed consisting of Messrs. Dalibard, Prarker, Edmonds and Poirier to decide how to fill the position.

(1) Mr. Lunn: Mr. Lunn described the role of the architect at Louisbourg as being in charge of the Design Section under the direction of the Construction Manager at Louisbourg. He would provide guidance to whoever requires his expertise advice and would try to obtain all other possible information from Region, Branch and/or where available. It is of vital importance that the architect be located here to provide on-going supervision of design of period buildings and to acquire and make available for design all necessary information required to produce an authentic design.
(2) Mr. Thomson: Some aspects of design of period buildings, even with an architect here, will be done eithr by the engineer or sent to Region or to a consultant, and we are proposing to end up with one engineer and one architect.

(3) Mr. Parker: Will the architect be called on to be a yes-man for someone else's decisions or will he have a lot of latitude?

(4) Mr. Lunn: Depends on how good he is. I expect him to take a great deal off my shoulders and those of the engineer. People outside Louisbourg won't know factors that led to decisions unless they participate in on-going design process (decisions also involve interpretation - i.e., utilization of structures). A good architect could do far more than a good engineer in making decisions. Architect, as he develops necessary knowledge, will be speaking with authority. Decisions are governed by two factors:

(a) What the archaeologist actually found and

(b) documentary.

What is actually found by archaeologist is given preference over documentary evidence, because documents may indicate merely what was proposed rather than what was actually done. I see the architect as having a very strong influence on design. I don't want an architect so bound up in historical facts that he won't make the buildings work - want somebody who will become a strength, a power, here, to produce acceptable results. On-going process of design is an almost daily thing, but Design Engineer is not the man for the future of design process at Louisbourg. Mr. Lunn also pointed out problems that existed when Historical Research Section was located in Ottawa - difficulty of long-range communication. Hang-up with Jacques Dalibard's section is same - difficulty in communicating when dialogue is necessary. Interior design of buildings could have been worked out long ago had daily communication been possible.

(5) Mr. Stairs: There was a shortage of staff in Ottawa and this is one of the reasons why some of the problems did exist.

(6) Mr. Thomson: The Design Engineer has made valuable contribution to Louisbourg when dealing with design of fortifications. I hae always supported the idea of having an architect on site at Louisbourg when design of period buildings was to begin and have the Design Engineer's position phased out. I agree that there were a lot of pressures in Ottawa - but the person wanted for Louisbourg will be working full time at Louisbourg and will not be hauled away to work elsewhere.

(7) Mr. Lunn: There is a great desire on the part of all here to make this work. Noted that there would be complete and open lines of communication between here and Technical Services ...
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[Structural Design Team] Minutes of Meeting Concerning Discussion Between Technical Service Branch, Atlantic Region and Fortress of Louisbourg

December 15, 1971

-----------------------------------------------------------

(2) Mr. Lunn: All meetings of Design Committee have been chaired by Design Engineer. This man important when concern was with design of fortifications but we have long felt that need for him is less urgent now. At the same time, we feel that meetings of Design Committee should be chaired by and led by an architect rather than an engineer. Architect who has the knowledge, or ability to gain it, is terribly important. Louisbourg has capacity to do much of design work here, and also the need to do it here: everything necessary is here - historians and artifacts - documentary evidence. (Gave details of relationship with M. Berry and his advice to M. Côté that French architects unwilling to locate in Louisbourg. Berry relationship did not work out because of time-lag involved and distance between here and France). Prime purpose of an architect here is to give on-going day to day guidance. Position should be occupied by architect rather than engineer, because from here on concern is with design of period buildings, which is an architect's function .
3) Mr. Thomson: Some aspects of design of period buildings, even with architect here, will be done either by Manny or sent to Region or to a consultant, and we ae proposing to end up with one engineer and one architect.

(4) Mr. Lunn: Design process suffers from not having architect on site.

(5) Mr. Parker: Will architect be called on to be yes-man for somebody else's decisions, or will he have a lot of latitude.

(6) Mr. Lunn: Depends on how good he is. Expect him to take a great deal off my shoulders, and Manny's. People outside Louisbourg won't know factors that led to decisions unless they participate in on-going design process (decisions also involve interpreation, i.e., utilization of structures). A good architect could do far more than a good engineer in making decisions. Architect, as he develops necessary knowlesdge, will be speaking with authority. Decisions are governed by two factors:

(a) what the archaeologist actually found and

(b) documentary.

What is actually found by archaeologist is given preference over documentary evidence, because documents may indicate merely what was proposed rather than what was actually done. Berry was concerned with building better than French actually knew - Dalibard takes opposite view ...
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[Structural Design Team] Minutes of Meeting Concerning Discussion Between Technical Service Branch, Atlantic Region and Fortress of Louisbourg

December 15, 1971
-----------------------------------------------------------

Dr. J. Lunn ...
B 220 15 - 23
Duhaget - Lot C

Minutes of [Structural] Design Team

February 10, 1972

-----------------------------------------------------------

(1) Design Team - February 10, 1972: ....

(2) Full Committee - April 4, 1972: Members: J. Lunn - Park Superintendent - Chairman ....
B 220 89 - 104

Duhaget

Minutes of [Structural] Design [Team] Meeting
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