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In Cecilia Morgan’s article, “In Search of the Phantom Misnamed Honour: Duelling in Upper Canada” the practice of duelling as a code of honour is analyzed.  As one can gather from the title, this form of honour is often seen as something that exists only in a person’s mind, or in the case of duelling, in a person’s belief that what they are about to do is justified by the upholding of their code of masculine honour.  There were people in society that approved of the code of honour and there were people in society that rejected the code of honour.  


Duelling in Upper Canada was elicited by the “upper-class patriarchal family” who were fighting to uphold “insults to a woman’s chastity… [or] defence of professional behaviour and standards”.
  In earlier duel’s swords were used, as opposed to the eighteenth century where men shifted to using pistols, this form of duelling was far more dangerous than the previous method.
  In Upper Canada duelling was illegal however if the two people involved in the duel followed the “list of twenty-six rules that governed the conduct of a duel” than the jury would likely hand out a lesser ruling.
  If a fatality occurred during a duel, as was the case between Captain Sutherland and Peter Clark, the court was likely to hand down a lesser charge of manslaughter or an acquittal.
 Even though in today’s society Sutherland would have been charged with murder, in the late 1700’s to mid 1800’s the act of duelling was seen as an upholding of honour and virtue.  Even though this act of duelling was used to uphold masculine honour one might question how this masculine honour was actually upheld or if the process could have been avoided simply by conversation or court.  In the duel between John Wilson and Robert Lyon the basis of their duel was a rumour about a woman’s chastity that lead to the untimely death of Robert Lyon.
  In court Wilson “defended his challenge by evoking his need to defend his own honour since Lyon, a much bigger and heavier man, had ‘knocked him down’”.
  Based on the account’s provided the overall outcome of this duel could have been altered had either of the men put their ‘honour’ aside and called a reconciliation.  Even though not all duellist’s or members of legal profession supported the act of duelling does not mean that they did not carry out with a duel if they were challenged, as was the case with William Warren Baldwin.  Baldwin felt as though the only way his quarrel with Attorney General John Macdonel would be settled is if he challenged Macdonel to a duel because a duel would denounce an explanation or an apology.
  There were many who though dueling was not a form of honour but a false sense of masculine bravery.

Dueling was a false sense of masculine honour that was used to obtain a certain outcome, such as an explanation or an apology or an understanding.  Many people were against duelling citing that a man’s honour would not be upheld by killing another man.  Those against duelling were writers, families who depended financially on the man in the household and those of the church.
 Issues in Upper Canada came about when duelling “was frequently perceived as nothing less than declarations of intent to murder”.
  Often those who wrote for publications would make a mockery of the men involved in a duel.  For example, writer Sam Sober wrote comments regarding the White-Small duel “suggest[ing] that the ‘art’ might be improved by using ‘blunderbusses’ instead of pistols”.
 This mockery was to illicit a reaction in attempts to show men that duelling was in fact not a form of masculine honour.  Even though there is not a large amount of research as to why duelling became less popular it is important to note a shift in what was considered masculine honour.


Duelling, even though illegal, was used to elicit a certain outcome whether it be in the form of an apology, an understanding, or death.  Often if a death was involved the man was given a lesser charge if the rules of duelling was adhered to.  There was a movement of objection in Upper Canada regarding duelling and what a man’s honour really embodied.  Even though it is not fully understood why the duelling subsisted one can suggest this was the result of the movement of Upper Canada.          
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