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Introduction 

a) The Site 

Begun in 1834 and opened for its first prisoners a year later, 
Kingston Penitentiary now consists of ten structurally separate 
buildings, located within an 8.6 hectare walled enclosure on the 
east side of Portsmouth Harbour (previously called Hatters Bay), 
roughly two kilometers west of downtown Kingston. Figure 1 shows 
its location relative to the city, to the former village of 
Portsmouth (the prison's municipal location until 1951), and to 
some of Kingston's major institutions. The present complex 
occupies a small part of the original prison property, which 
consisted of a one-hundred-acre plot which extended almost a mile 
northwards.l 

During the early years of the penitentiary, this large area to 
the north was vacant and unused and it was only in the 1850s, 
with the initiati~n of the prison farm, that this land became 
directly associated with the institution. Almost all of this 
property has since been disposed of and now accommodates the 
warden's residence-penitentiary museum (A-1), the federal Prison 
for Women (1926-34), various parts of Queen's University, and a 
series of housing developments. Figure 2 shows both the 
19th-century development of this area and its current uses. 
Figure 3 presents a 1988 plan of the penitentiary. 

Five structures from the 19th century remain in use at Kingston 
Penitentiary. For clarity, buildings and sections of buildings 
will be referred to by their original function and the current 
administrative number, as shown in the 1988 plan. These five 
are, in sequence from the front entryway: 

1) the north lodge (A-2), which dates from 1843-46 and is 
connected to the system of walls and towers (D-1 to D-5); 
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2) the main cellblock, which includes the following 
administrative units: 

B-1, the rotunda; 
B-2, the north wing; 
B-3, the east wing; 
B-4, the south wing; 
B-5, the west wing; 
B-6, the keepers' hall; 
B-7, the hospital; 
B-8, the former dining hall; 
B-14, the disassociation cellblock; 
C-22, the school/recreation hall; and 
C-25, the new kitchens; 

3) the south workshop building, which dates from 1842-48 and 
contains the following administrative units: 

C-1, the dome; 
C-2, the north workshops; 
C-3, the east workshops; 
C-4, the south workshops; and 
C-5, the west workshops; 

4) the east workshop building, which dates from 1855-58 and 
includes the following three units: 

B-11, the east workshops; 
B-11A, the workshop annex; and 
C-23, the shower and laundry annex; and 

5) the west workshop building (C-7), which dates from 
1858-59. 

To this grouping may be added the former prison for women (A-3), 
which was designed at the end of the 19th century, but not 
constructed until 1909-13. 

These structures are unified by a number of factors. Excluding 
20th century additions, they were all designed in the 19th 
century generally following the original plan prepared by William 
Powers in 1832-33 (Figure 5). They were constructed of limestone 
quarried on the prison grounds and, with the exception of the 
original south wing (B-4), were entirely built with convict 
labour. Their use of the same materials is paralleled by a 
consistency in decorative approach, for all the buildings are 
detailed with classically inspired motifs, most elaborately 
expressed in the treatment of the north lodge. Parts of a 
planned whole, these structures also present a harmony of scale 
and treatment. 

Consistency in style, materials, and scale was, and remains, an 
important consideration in the design of the original group of 
buildings but, to penologists, the successful functioning of the 
institution depended upon its plan. The sequence of spaces -
from the front gate, through the main cellblock, to the shops in 
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the south yards - and the internal arrangement of the cells 
constituted the most prominent features in the administration of 
the penitentiary. The sequence of spaces is still respected in 
the current plan, though the cellular arrangement has been 
changed in response to more modern notions of design. 

To this assemblage of 19th-century structures has been added a 
number of other buildings whose placement, exterior appearance, 
scale, and use of materials represent a fundamental break with 
the original character of the institution. The 20th-century 
buildings which are subject to FHBRO assessment are the masons' 
shed (C-9, ca. 1910); the works office (A-4, 1931); and the five 
towers (D-1, D-4, and D-5, which appear to date to ca. 1914, and 
D-3 and D-4, which appear to date to ca. 1938-41). There are 
also a number of post-1950 buildings on-site which are not 
subject to FHBRO assessment. These include a stores building 
(A-7, 1952-53); two trailers for family visits (B-9 and B-10, 
neither of which really constitutes a "structure" under FHBRO 
guidelines); a weigh scale (C-13, 1957-58); a garage (C-24, 
1955-56); and a sewage pumping station on the south wharf (ES-2). 

b) Institutional Significance 

In Canada, the criminal law is a federal responsibility, but the 
government possesses few structural resources to represent this 
theme. The provinces administer the law, so that the 
headquarters of the Supreme Court of Canada in Ottawa (begun in 
1936) is the only federally owned court house available for this 
purpose. (Other court houses - for example, in Dawson and Regina 
- have either gone out of federal ownership, or are no longer 
used for their original purpose.) The alternative federal agency 
which might speak to this theme - the Royal Canadian Mounted 
Police - possesses very few 19th-century structures for this 
purpose. The federal penitentiaries, on the other hand, 
constitute a structural resource which represents this theme in a 
direct and telling fashion by a large group of buildings which 
span the history of this country. Of all of these prisons, 
Kingston Penitentiary is generally regarded as the most 
significant in both design and institutional terms. 

Individual buildings at Kingston Penitentiary will no doubt be 
evaluated on their individual merits, but these must be assessed 
in the context of a broad institutional significance which cannot 
be narrowly attributed to any single structure. One of the most 
serious problems in reporting on the heritage significance of 
buildings at Kingston Penitentiary to the FHBRO has been the task 
of separating considerations which apply strictly to a single 
structure from those which relate to the institution as a whole. 
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From its opening in 1835 until the establishment of Saint
Vincent-de-Paul in 1873, Kingston Penitentiary served as the only 
facility of its type successively in Upper Canada (Ontario), the 
Province of Canada (Ontario and Quebec), and the dominion of 
Canada. As the government established more institutions in the 
1870s, the systemic importance of Kingston Penitentiary gradually 
lessened, but it remained the department's senior institution. 
Its warden always reported first in departmental annual reports, 
and innovations in penology - for example, the establishment of a 
prison for women or of a prison of isolation - were almost 
invariably tried there first. Its influence on design and policy 
was immense, and not always, in retrospect, for the best. As the 
Commissioner of Penitentiaries complained in his annual report 
for 1964-65, 

Kingston Penitentiary and its regulatory system became the 
physical and operational prototype for every Canadian 
penitentiary that was built in the ensuing century [after its 
completion in 1835]. So thoroughly did the pattern of its 
strong walls, bars, dome, towers and rigid discipline become 
accepted over the decades as the concept of what any 
penitentiary ought to be, that there was rarely any serious 
question of possible alternatives. 2 

The importance of Kingston Penitentiary extends beyond the 
country's borders, for it was the only federal prison in Canada 
to command international attention in the 19th century, and 
studies took it as representative of the whole system. It was 
that, and more, for its physical facilities were always 
unsurpassed: the institution possessed what was reputedly the 
best prison hospital in North America, a complete prison farm, 
and the largest and best-equipped shops of any of the federal 
institutions. 

Indeed, Kingston's primacy within the federal system engendered 
occasional bouts of professional jealousy. In requesting the 
construction of a prison of isolation at his institution in 1899, 
the warden of Saint-Vincent-de-Paul noted that he merely sought 
"to claim for us those advantages which the Kingston penitentiary 
has enjoyed for so long a time. The state of inferiority imposed 
upon our institution," he added, "becomes more and more 
humiliating and even irritating." 3 Until the late 19th century, 
Kingston Penitentiary's main cellblock always housed at least 
half of the total federal prison population and, until outpaced 
by the growing Saint-Vincent-de-Paul in 1930-31, was consistently 
the largest institution (by numbers of prisoners housed) within 
the federal system. Until a policy of giving equal salaries to 
all wardens was established in the 1920s, the warden at Kingston 
was always the best paid in the service, and even after 
Saint-Vincent-de-Paul surpassed it in numbers, the most hardened 
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and difficult prisoners were consistently shipped to the system's 
most strictly run institution, Kingston Penitentiary. 4 It has 
been, throughout the history of the penitentiary service in 
Canada, the dean of Canada's correctional institutions - in the 
words of one 1895 article, "Canada's Greatest Prison." 5 

Kingston Penitentiary is unique among the federal penitentiaries 
in other respects. It remains the only federal institution 
almost wholly constructed by the prisoners themselves: with the 
exception of the original south wing (which was only partially 
built by the inmates) and some post-Second-World-War construction 
(which has been built by contract), the structural and most of 
the mechanical labour on the prison was completed by inmates as 
training and make-work projects. Structurally it is the 
institution which has best retained its 19th-century fabric, for 
- with the exception of C-23 (which replaced a 19th ~~entury 
building erected as a bathhouse and used for most of its 
existence as storage for the binder twine industry) every major 
structure within the walls, constructed before 1950, remains as 
part of the current complex. 6 No other Canadian per tentiary 
retains so large a proportion of its original fabri· 

c) Treatment of Other Structures 

Correctional Services Canada has also submitted fou1 
for assessment, all of which are located outside thE 
former warden's residence at 555 King Street West (l 
former deputy warden's residence at 525 King Street 
relate directly to the operation of the prison, whi~ 
- the former carriage house and gardener's shed at t 

Regional Staff College (Ontario), relate to entire! 
themes. These four buildings are therefore treated 
report. 

Though it deals with a complex of buildings, this r 
employ the format of the usual FHBRO report. Each 
independent unit will be described in terms of each 
Following the FHBRO criteria, "local development" r 
population within the institution itself. Discussi 
interior layout and condition of individual struct~ 
based on site visits, but on the 1988 Physical Plan 
prepared by Public Works Canada, and on information 
photographic surveys provided by Correctional Servi 
(CSC) and Public Works Canada (PWC). 
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NORTH LODGE (A-2) 

The north lodge is the sole remaining original elen 
complex of walls, towers, and entranceways constru( 
1841 and 1846 to plans prepared by the prison's mar 
William Coverdale. Since its completion in 1846, t 
has been the main public and institutional approacl. 
institution, and continues to serve that function t 
Figures 6 to 7 are historical views of this structt 
19th century, while Figure 8 presents sections and 
the modifications proposed in 1895. Figures 9 and 
views while Figures 11 and 12 illustrate the A-5 ac 
present plan of the north lodge is shown in Figure 

HISTORICAL ASSOCIATIONS 

Thematic 

The north lodge appears to relate directly to the 9 
of law enforcement and the manner in which society 
lawbreaker. A convict's entry and exit through the 
formed the temporal parameters of society's most se 
short of capital punishment. With the exception of 
the north lodge is the only publicly visible buildi 
complex whose purpose has been to punish and reforrr 
convicted of breaking society's most important lawf 

During the 19th century, the main dome was also viE 
outsiders, but its reconstruction to a much lower t 
the riot of 1954 and the raising of the walls in tt 
left the north lodge as the sole representative bui 
prison complex visible to the external viewer. "Tt 
these changes, one author has noted, "is that the r 
impression of the penitentiary is the north or fror 

"7 

An essential defining element in 19th-century prise 
was the complex of walls and gateways which constit 
of a layer of defences between society generally an 
imprisoned inmate. During the first decade of King 
Penitentiary's existence, however, all that separat 
population inside from that outside was a picket fe 
by contract in 1835. The construction of the nortr 
south (B-4) wings - respectively the original admir 
building and south cellblock - had priority over ar 
Once these elements were complete, the inspectors c 
institution's master builder, William Coverdale, tc 
for a stone enclosing wall and for two lodges - one 
to serve foot and road traffic from King Street WeE 
midway along the west wall to serve the wharf on Pc 
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Harbour. Towers were placed at the four corners; : 
Horsey added a fifth to protect the west gate. Fi< 
the north gate before the addition of a tower in li 
shows the changes proposed by the architect James 1 

1852, Edward 
re 6 shows 
3; Figure 8 
ams in 1895. 

During the 19th and early 20th centuries, the west ate (Figures 
14 and 15) was used for the delivery by water of s1 ~lies to the 
penitentiary and the shipping of manufactured good: from it. The 
main entryway to the institution (which, until the ~{ly years of 
the 20th century, was open to the public upon paymf ~ of a small 
fee) has always been the north lodge. Through it, ~e prisoners 
marched in lockstep to work in the penitentiary qu< ries and farm 
to the north, the staff reported for work, and out~ ders gained 
acccess to the complex. The sequence of spaces - : om the 
carefully detailed and monumentally scaled exterio: :levation 
through massive iron gates to the close and confinEd vestibule 
and then again through a further set of iron gates to the 
expansiveness of the north yard and the facade of the main 
cellblock - was, and is, extremely grand and deliberately 
intimidating. In the 19th century, this sequence of spaces led 
directly to the original administration building and, through it, 
to the main cellblocks. The original and current traffic 
patterns of the institution (see Figures 3, 4, and 5) assume the 
central role of the north lodge, which provided easy access to 
all parts of the complex. 

Changes to the institution have merely added to the importance of 
the north lodge. In 1925, the old west gate was razed and the 
wall built across the gap. This left the north gate as the only 
means of public access to the site. A year later, the entire 
area within the walls was laid out in roads, pathways, and grass 
plots, and this clarified the central role of the north gate in 
the traffic pattern. Currently, some vehicles and all 
pedestrians use the north gate to enter and leave the compound. 

Person/Event 

During the riots of 1932, 1954, and 1971, the north lodge figured 
prominently in the administration's attempts to bring order to 
the institution. Among the most powerful images of the 
penitentiary during those troubled times were the views of troops 
marching through the north lodge on their way to bringing 
rebellious convicts under control. 8 During the last of these 
riots, the north lodge was used as a command centre, since the 
main cellblock and shops were completely under the control of the 
inmates. 

The north lodge was also the site of one of six staff murders 
which have taken place at the institution. On 26 April 1948, an 
inmate, Austin Craft, killed a guard, John Kennedy, during a 
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successful breakout. "What ensued was one of the most 
concentrated manhunts in the history of the region," a search 
that ended, some months later, with the execution of Craft, who 
was the last person to suffer capital punishment in Kingston. 9 

Local Development 

On the issue of defining the community on which the institution 
has had its most direct impact, it is perhaps helpful to cite the 
explanatory notes to the FHBRO criteria: "While the definition of 
'community' must be made by the FHBRO, suggested guidelines 
include the ward of the city, an entire park or the intra-muros 
space of a penitentiary." In line with this directive, the 
community of which the north lodge is a part is considered to be 
the institution itself. Some comment will be made concerning the 
place of the north lodge in relation to Portsmouth because this 
prominent structure appears to have played a formative role there 
as well. 

Within the complex, the north lodge is one of the four 
character-defining elements of the original penitentiary plan, 
along with the main cellblock, the shops, and the walls. The 
north lodge's elaborate decorative programme, enormous scale, and 
choice and handling of materials prepares the visitor for a 
parallel treatment of buildings of roughly the same period 
within. 

Relating to the settlement outside the walls, the north lodge 
ranks among the oldest buildings in Portsmouth, and therefore 
represents the earliest, formative stage in that community's 
development. Functionally, this building has been crucial as the 
contact point between the institution and the surrounding 
community since its completion in 1846. As one of the oldest, 
and certainly the most visible, parts of the prison, it 
represents in a particularly telling manner the reason for 
Portsmouth's founding and early growth. 

ARCHITECTURE 

Aesthetic Design 

Because it serves as the exterior face of the institution, the 
north lodge is the most elaborately decorated of the 
institution's early buildings, a fine essay in Neoclassical 
architecture inspired by the triumphal arch theme. The north 
lodge has always elicited the admiration of visitors to Kingston 
penitentiary: the American authorities, Wines and Dwight, noted 
that "the gateway in front, which is of the Doric order of 
architecture, is a beautiful and imposing structure," and 
remarked, with some regret, on its ostentatiousness. 10 
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Like the rest of the 19th-century buildings at Kingston 
Penitentiary, the north lodge is Neoclassical in style. 
Developed in France, Great Britain, and the United States in the 
late 18th century, this approach to design became popular for 
virtually all public architecture and for much commercial and 
residential work in British North America between 1820 and 1850. 
Neoclassicism is marked by a highly rational treatment of both 
the exterior elevation and the interior plan, combining a strict 
geometry in composition, a rigid definition of masses, volumetric 
clarity both within and without, and linearity in the treatment 
of wall surfaces. Decorative detailing, when used, was inspired 
by Greek and Roman architecture, with the most common elements 
being columns employing the classical orders, pilasters, 
arcading, fanlights, stringcourses, and chanelled masonry. The 
decorative programme of Neoclassical buildings is not, however, 
integral to the style, for the decoration, including classical 
enrichments, is generally quite restrained and is often 
eliminated altogether. Symmetry, regularity, and simplicity of 
composition are all hallmarks of Neoclassical design. 11 

Kingston is a city replete with excellent examples of 
Neoclassical architecture. Two buildings - the city hall and the 
county court house - are national historic and architectural 
sites. The Neoclassical style was not often used for prison 
architecture in either Great Britain or the United States, where 
the somewhat ponderous mediaevalism of the castellated Gothic 
provided an especially evocative motif for the exterior design of 
many contemporary prisons. Given the stylistic orientation 
prevalent in Kingston, and Neoclassicism's predominant use in the 
design of public buildings in central Canada during this period, 
its use for the exterior of Kingston Penitentiary is by no means 
unexpected. Though rarely cited by architectural historians 
because of their isolation, the buildings at Kingston 
Penitentiary represent very fine examples of Neoclassicism in 
Canada, exceptional for their survival from an early period and 
for their enormous scale. 

The north lodge introduces this Neoclassical assemblage in 
vigorous fashion, with a bold composition based on the triumphal 
arch theme. The specific model for Coverdale's design for the 
north lodge is not known. The architectural historian Jennifer 
McKendry has suggested that it was the city gate at Spello, 
Italy, but the similarities between the two designs seem 
elementary. 12 She is no doubt correct, however, in tracing the 
prototype to the city gates and triumphal arches of antiquity, 
which generally featured a single opening or (as was the case at 
Kingston) one large arched opening flanked by two smaller ones, 
all capped by a heavy decorated attic and using the classical 
orders. The use of this prototype for an entryway to a prison is 
logical for, in the case of city gates, this element was attached 
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to stout walls, a clear parallel to the situation in a 
penitentiary. 

Whatever the source of the design, Coverdale's north lodge 
constitutes a complex and attractive architectural arrangement of 
decorative elements. 13 Constructed of rusticated stone, the 
lodge consists of a central arched entranceway flanked by smaller 
pedestrian walkways. It is highlighted by rondels, which are 
placed within a recess and are framed by two columns in antis 
capped by an entablature, a panelled parapet, and a pediment. To 
either side of this composition tands a projecting attached 
pavilion, also in rusticated hammer-dressed limestone, which 
features a blind window within a double recessed panel. 

The interior or south elevation features a simplified version of 
the exterior (Figures 7 and 10), employing many of the same 
decorative elements differently. Here the central arched 
carriageway flanked by pedestrian passageways is constructed 
without the interplay of recession, projection, and columnation 
that was so important in giving order to the exterior. The 
rondels are more prominent; the pediment has been broadened and 
simplified, and is therefore more dominant; and the blind windows 
are replaced on each side by an arched opening divided by a 
stringcourse, with a simple rectangular window with stone 
surround below and a semi-circular window resting on the 
stringcourse above. 

Coverdale's original design has been modified in only minor ways. 
An incongruous tower of uncertain stylistic origins was erected 
in 1896 over the main entrance, and another opening has recently 
been cut in the east elevation to provide access to the new 
visitor reception centre, completed in 1988. The roofs have been 
redone at least once (in 1899, the existing metal roof was 
removed and a new galvanized iron one was installed), cement 
floors were laid in 1902, and the interior of the second floor 
was renovated in 1956. 

Functional Design 

This structure's rather prosaic functional programme - to provide 
a secure access point between the inside and outside of the 
institution - is contained within a striking architectural 
composition whose sophistication probably reflects its symbolic, 
rather than its functional, role. The latter - ~he provision of 
vehicular and pedestrian access coupled with ex llent security -
has been successfully housed in a structure who plan and 
function has not substantially altered since it ~ompletion. 
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Craftsmanship/Materials 

Coverdale's sophisticated architectural program 
degree of craftsmanship from an untrained and i 
workforce labouring with a difficult material. 
noted that the early buildings were all "of hew 
grey color, and very hard." 14 They added that 
the very best quality, - massive, solid, and en 
high degree,"1 5 and this remark seems to have b 
their knowledge of the north lodge. With relat 
maintenance - only occasional repainting has be 
annual reports - this structure has provided ne 
and fifty years of service without showing any 
structural deterioration. 

Designer 

This is the only building at Kingston Penitenti 
reliably be attributed solely to William Coverd 
Jennifer McKendry has pointed out, Coverdale's 
prison between 1834 and 1846 was circumscribed 
plans of William Powers. In the design of the 
lodges, however, he started anew. 16 The north 
emerges as the only work which represents this 
architect's career at Kingston Penitentiary. 

Born in York, England, Coverdale emigrated to t 
Townships with his parents, where he appears tc 
as a builder. 17 After a short period at Fort L 
came to Kingston in 1830 and was appointed in 1 
John Mills as master builder at the Provincial 
which post (except for a brief period between J 
March of 1837) he remained until his forced res 
One of two judges for the 1842 Kingston City Ha 
and George Browne's successor as supervising ar 
project, he is notable for his designs for a se 
villas in the Kingston suburbs in the 1840s and 
Roselawn (1841-42), Sunnyside (1847), Elmhurst 
Hillcroft (1852-54), as well as two important t 
(Morton's Cottages, 271-79 King Street West, 18 
Terrace, 272-86 Johnson Street, 1856), several 
blocks (including the current RCHA Club, 193-95 
1848-49), the town hall in Portsmouth (625 King 
1864-65), and three nearby churches. His large 
important work outside of the penitentiary was 
main building of the Rockwood Asylum (1859-68). 
Coverdale's known work is located in Kingston. 
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ENVIRONMENT 

Site 

The site of this building has been modified in 
ways. Sections of the adjoining walls have bee 
concrete, the roadway in front has been graded 
a concrete sidewalk has been constructed. The 
has undergone a number of changes, notably to t 
A visitor reception centre, sympathetic in seal 
contrasting design and materials, has been atta 
southeast corner. 

Within the associated landscape of the penitent 
lodge remains the forward and public component 
which moves logically from it through the main 
workshops in the south yard, as originally inte 

Setting 

The north lodge was, in the 19th century, the 1 
prominent structure in Portsmouth. An architec 
the community lists only one older building, a 
dating to 1816. 19 The village consists of a mi 
20th-century buildings and is remarkable in tha 
sense of a village with a comparatively large n 
from the 19th century. The history of the comm 
19th-century structures, many of which are loca 
residential and business district on the west s 
harbour, including its town hall (immediately n 
north gate and also designed by Coverdale) and 
buildings by the same architect. Hammer-dresse 
simplified classical forms dominate the survivi 
architecture of the village. 

Landmark 

1umber of minor 
:esurfaced with 
1 resurfaced and 
.!ding itself 
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As the sole structure linking the walled area~.~ the outside, 
the north lodge has symbolized this enormous eL:lc sed institution 
to the public since its construction. Thousanc; c f postcards 
have been sold, depicting this building as if ic "ere the entire 
penitentiary. 
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THE MAIN CELLBLOCK 

This structure consists of 11 administrative unit:; housed in a 
single building which was begun in 1834 and compl<~ted (in its 
present exterior configuration) in 1959. In ordeJ~ of date of 
construction, these units are as follows: 

1 The South Wing (B-4), 1834-35 
2 The North Wing (B-2), 1836-40 
3 The East Wing (B-3), 1836-45 
4 The West Wing (B-5), 1838-57 
5 The Kitchen and Dining Hall ( B-8), 183~1-41 
6 The Hospital (B-7), 1847-49 
7 The Rotunda and Dome (B-1), 1859-61 
8 The Keepers' Hall (B-6), ca. 1911-12 
9 The Disassociation Block ( B-14), 1948-,;9 

10 The Gymnasium/Schoolroom (C-22), 1951-S6 
11 The New Kitchen (C-25), 1956-59 

Constructed to a master plan over a period of almost 30 years, 
the main cellblock underwent structural modifications within and 
without in the period between 1892 and 1921 and aiter the riots 
of 1954 and 1971, while four new wings - differen1: in scale, 
design, and materials - were added to the original building in 
the 20th century. In its structural complexity, the final 
composition therefore reflects both the development of Canadian 
prison design and various stages in the institution's history. 
It is this combination of the original with the contemporary that 
gives the main cellblock its particular evolutionary cast, and 
contributes so markedly to its importance as a representative of 
the development of the Canadian prison system. 

HISTORICAL ASSOCIATIONS 

Thematic 

Because changes in the administration and the design of Canadian 
penitentiaries were most often initiated at Kingston, the main 
cellblock there represents many aspects of these developments 
within the emerging penitentiary system. 

Established by the legislature of Upper Canada (now Ontario) in 
1833, Kingston Penitentiary received its first prisoners on 24 
June 1835, in the south cellblock, which had been erected by day 
labour to house the first inmates of the institution. 20 By 1842, 
when it became the penitentiary for the Province of Canada, the 
complex consisted of two complete wings (the south and the north) 
two incomplete wings (the east and west), the finished dining 
hall (B-8), and the foundations of the perimeter walls. Until 
the permanent workshops were started in 1842, the main cellblock 
therefore constituted the entire penitentiary. 
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After the construction of shop and additional living facilities, 
the main cellblock remained the focus of the institution. 
Indeed, it has consistently been the heart of Kingston 
Penitentiary, for it housed the essential services of the 
institution. It has always provided the living space for the 
vast majority of inmates and, between the completion of the north 
wing in 1840 and its gutting in 1915, all administrative 
facilities were located here as well. Whatever disciplinary 
programme was in force, the majority of each convict's term of 
incarceration was spent within its confines. The main cellblock 
therefore seems to represent most effectively the institutional 
function of the prison, and its various parts relate directly to 
all phases of penology in Canada. 

The historical importance of the main cellblock rests with its 
pivotal role as the primary structure within Canada's oldest 
federal prison, and therefore as an essential component in the 
maintenance of law and order for a period of almost one hundred 
and fifty years. Examining this incarcerative role in relation 
to the phases of prison design described at length earlier, the 
main cellblock at Kingston Penitentiary is historically important 
to the development of penology in Canada because it housed the 
first Auburn-style prison in this country, and has been the site 
of many experiments in other phases of prison reform in this 
country. The historical importance of the main cellblock at 
Kingston Penitentiary appears to extend beyond Canadian borders. 
The oldest active cellblock of its type in Canada, it also 
appears to be the oldest surviving structure housing an 
Auburn-style prison.21 

Because the four wings, the dining hall, and the hospital at 
Kingston Penitentiary were designed as a functionally unified 
whole, the importance of each of the originally planned 
components in the main cellblock can be tied to the overall 
reformative purpose of the institution. The cell was initially 
the raison d'etre of the penitentiary for, under the Auburn 
system, Kingston's 840 cells - each measuring 2.5 feet wide by 
6.66 feet long and 6 feet high - were the primary agency for 
personal reformation. In these close confines, an individual 
spent his nonworking hours in silence and isolation. Faced with 
the disastrous results of his illegal activity, a convict would, 
according to theory, undergo a process of self-examination which 
would lead to self-awareness and ultimately to reformation. 
Feelings of despair would be banished by the hope of salvation 
offered by a full-time chaplain and the lessons of the Bible -
the only book freely available to all convicts. 22 

By the end of the 1840s, any hope that the experience of the 
solitary silent cell alone could reform the individual had been 
banished. Yet the disciplinary programme continued much as it 
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had before, a fact which points to the absence of a clearly 
defined alternative to the emphasis in the Auburn system on the 
cell as a reformative agency. The rule of silence (which was not 
abolished until 1932), the extensive list of punishments for 
infractions of internal regulations, the relentless institutional 
routine, the monotony of marching in lockstep, the interdiction 
against communication of any kind between convicts - all were 
enforced with the same rigour as it had before within a structure 
unchanged until the 1890s from its original plan. 

Even after the experiment in Auburn-style reformation was 
declared a failure, the cell remained the focus of the inmate's 
life and continued to play a role - albeit less clearly defined 
- in the reformative process. Whatever the disciplinary 
programme employed, the initial concept - of unifying all 
nonlabour activities within the cellblock structure - has 
consistently been, and remains, a guiding principle in the 
management of every inmate and every employee at Kingston. This 
continuity is confirmed by the decision, in the 1940s and 1950s, 
to attach new nonshop facilities, such as the disassociation wing 
(B-14), the new kitchens (C-25) and the gymnasium/school (C-22) 
directly onto the original cellhouse. 

Person/Event 

Though they have consistently played an important role as a part 
of the law enforcement system, penitentiaries, as institutions, 
have never occupied a very significant place in our national 
history. The main cellblock at Kingston Penitentiary may, 
however, be associated with three events of national importance: 
the riots which wracked the institution in 1932, 1954, and 1971. 
Each of these uprisings attracted national media attention to 
this institution, each led to major studies of the penitentiary 
system, and each led to major changes in penal practice in 
Canada. 

The 1932 riot emerged from a planned demonstration against 
certain aspects of then-current penitentiary practice, the 
prisoners seeking relatively minor changes to the institutional 
regulations, including the provision of cigarette papers for 
smokers and expanded opportunities for recreation. After a 
meeting with the acting warden in the rotunda, the prisoners 
refused to disperse and the military was called in to end the 
demonstration. For a time, prisoners barricaded themselves and a 
guard hostage in the south workshops, but after the intervention 
of the military, the inmates were locked in their cells. After 
investigation, the prison rules were completely rewritten (a 
report on this aspect of the riot took three printed pages to 
describe all the modifications), 23 the prominent Communist leader 
Tim Buck was released on parole, and the acting warden was 
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removed. 24 This riot led to the abandonment of much of the 
disciplinary code, parts of which (such as the rule of silence) 
dated back to the 1830s. A royal commission on penitentiaries 
was called four years later, largely in response to the situation 
uncovered by the riot. 

The 1954 riot occurred during a time of severe overcrowding and 
substantial unrest in prisons across North America. After a fire 
of suspicious origin destroyed the roofs of the dome and of the 
south, east, and west wings, the south workshops were brought 
into service as temporary dormitories. Unrest continued and, two 
days later, a two-hour-long disturbance resulted in extensive 
fire damage to the south shops. Order was again restored with 
the intervention of the army. Damage estimated at two million 
dollars was done in this riot, which was front-page news across 
the country. 25 

Finally, the main cellblock played a central role in the last 
riot, in 1971, when rebellious inmates held six guards hostage 
and barricaded themselves inside. For three days national media 
attention was focused on Kingston Penitentiary, while the inmates 
controlled the main cellblock and troops awaited orders to 
attack. Two inmates were killed by other prisoners, and 
extensive damage, especially to the south wing, forced the 
closure of the institution and the transfer of inmates to the 
as-yet unfinished Millhaven Institute.2 6 

The main cellblock of Kingston Penitentiary has been the "home" 
for most of Canada's most notorious convicted criminals. It 
served this function for individuals as diverse as Tim Buck, the 
longtime leader of the Communist Party of Canada, and Norman 
"Red" Ryan, a famous armed robber of the 1930s. Many of the most 
newsworthy trials in this country have resulted in terms of 
imprisonment at Kingston, though no execution has ever taken 
place within its walls.2' 

Local Development 

Within the "community" of Kingston Penitentiary, the main 
cellblock is the first, and the largest, building within the 
compound. It therefore represents the earliest phase in the 
development of Kingston Penitentiary as an institution. It has 
continued to play a dominating role, in its influence on the 
design character of the institution, and as the hub in ordering 
the relations between later buildings. 



ARCHITECTURE 

Aesthetic Design 

a) Stylistic Treatment 

The main cellblock at Kingston Penitentiary is among the largest 
surviving examples of a Canadian public building in the 
Neoclassical style. In keeping with local design tradition and 
with contemporary attitudes regarding the embellishment of 
prisons, the style was given a simplified, yet dignified, 
interpretation. Though changes have been made to the windows, 
the length of the wings, and the profile of the roof - most 
notably to the original south wing - the exterior elevations 
still exhibit an understated decorative programme clearly 
inspired by antique precedents. The interiors - following 
established standards for prison design around the world - were 
deliberately plain so as not to elevate criminality by placing 
its perpetrators within architecturally elegant surroundings. 

The exterior decorative programme initially employed by William 
Powers was one of purposive austerity, and is best represented in 
the south wing (B-4), shown in its original configuration in 
Figure 9 and now considerably altered. As built, it was a 
three storey gable-roofed rectangular box whose smooth surfaces 
were pierced only by rectangular doors and windows with raised 
stone surrounds. Except for a pair of string courses framing the 
windows on the ground floor and a small enclosed box for the 
ventilators, there were no relieving decorative details. 

This approach to embellishment derived from prevailing penology, 
which argued that enrichments of any kind distracted the 
convict's attention and were therefore counterproductive to the 
process of reform. Elaborate architectural treatments, argued 
the institution's Board of Inspectors, involved "lending an air 
of grandeur to an Institution which, in the eyes of the beholder, 
would seem to confer dignity on crime." 28 Students of penology 
tended to agree with the American experts Wines and Dwight, who 
complained in 1867 that 

there appears to have been, of late years, a growing and ... 
an unfortunate disposition to lavish expenditures in the 
erection of prisons, both as it respects the materials used 
and the degree of ornamentation given to them. Walls of hewn 
stone - granite, marble, or the like - with all the 
architectural adornments usual in the most costly public 
edifices, seem to be the order of the day .... The chief 
points to be aimed at in prison construction are security, 
the best arrangements for carrying on the several branches of 
labor selected, adaptation in all their appointments to the 
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great end of reformation, facility of supervision, and a 
rigid economy. Costly materials and high architectural 
adornments are not essential to any of these ends, and are 
directly subversive of the last.2 9 

The original Powers-designed south wing rigidly followed this 
call for a severe decorative programme. Professional architects, 
on the other hand, tended to ignore these concerns, and designed 
prisons which employed the standard vocabulary of formal styles. 
The sections of Kingston Penitentiary erected after the south 
wing under the direction of William Coverdale followed the 
original Powers plan in the location, interior layout, and size 
of buildings, and continued to employ austerely decorated, 
smoothly dressed limestone exteriors. Nevertheless, these newer 
sections of the building tended to employ a greater amount of 
Neoclassical decorative detailing. Coverdale's north wing, which 
was the model for the east and west wings, employed a somewhat 
more enriched decorative programme, focused on the openings. 30 

Side windows rested on string courses and their round heads were 
capped by arched surrounds, while the wing's front fenestration 
featured keystones and pairs of blocks under the sills. The 
entranceway was emphasized by a surround carried out in the 
then-fashionable Tuscan order, while the facade featured a 
pediment and, at the corners, embracing pilasters (Figure 17). 
This decorative programme was carried forward in the east and 
west wings, as well as in the dining room and hospital. 

The end result was an innovative adaptation of Neoclassical 
motifs to the design environment of the Kingston region and to 
the aesthetic and philosophical requirements of an Auburn
inspired penitentiary. The plan as implemented placed the 
Auburn-type cells within a cellblock with a Greek cross plan, the 
only occasion when this arrangement was employed in North 
America. 31 Matching pavilions for dining and medical purposes 
were joined respectively to the west and east wings. This 
arrangement ensured that the rigid volumetic clarity required of 
a Neoclassical design would be contained within a balanced 
composition which was then decorated in a simple fashion with 
classically inspired motifs. Accenting stone trim appears as 
window and door surrounds, pilasters, cornices, pedimented 
gables, and quoins. 

b) Integrity of the Original Design 

This original composition has been changed in a number of ways 
which reflect on the assessment of this criterion. In the 
original four wings, all the original windows were removed in the 
major revision of the cellblocks at the turn of the century and 
round-headed windows, two storeys high, have been inserted. The 
ends of the south, east, and west wings have all been extended, 
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the final two to meet the walls of the flanking pavilions. In 
the gable ends of the east and west wings, the original stone 
pedimental gables have been replaced with a facing of cement 
asbestos. The north (or entry) facade of the north wing was 
completely recast just after the First World War in its 
conversion from an administrative wing to a cellblock. The roof 
profiles were all modified in the general replacement programme 
required by the 1954 riot, and now consist of steel trusses 
covered with cement asbestos. The dome - a distinctive element 
in the original design - was also destroyed in the 1954 riot and 
has been replaced by a low clerestory on the original octagonal 
drum. 

Interior changes may reflect less forcefully in the assessment of 
this criterion, but should be outlined for the information of the 
FHBRO committee. The damage caused in the 1971 riot has been 
repaired in three wings of the main cellblock - the north (B-2) 
in 1973 and 1982, the east (B-3) in 1973 and 1984, and the west 
(B-5) in 1973. These sections are now in use. The south wing 
(B-4) remains unrenovated and has been condemned by the 
Department of Health for use until renovations have been 
completed. The work done in the three wings entailed the 
following: the replacement of cell-locking devices with an 
electrical system; repair of doors; the instalation of new 
mechanical systems; the repair of damaged masonry and repainting 
of all finishes; the addition of drywall ceilings on metal 
furring below the masonry vaults in the cells (though the 
original surfaces are exposed in some of the fourth-range cells); 
the instalation of a steel and concrete floor at the third-tier 
level to divide the cellblocks vertically into two sections; and 
the construction of new steel stairways in each cellblock to 
replace the former circulation system, which was entirely located 
along the exterior walls of the rotunda (B-1). Double-glazed 
aluminum windows were installed in the west wing (B-5) in 1981; 
the other wings employ single-glazed windows with mechanically 
operated sashes for fresh air. 3 2 

The hospital (B-7) retains its exterior appearance (compare 
Figures 25 and 38), but again the interior- while continuing its 
basic spatial arrangement (compare the 1883 plan in Figure 26 
with the modern plans in Figures 55 and 56) - has been 
extensively renovated. Upper-level windows have received 
aluminum frames with double glazing, and fire escapes were added 
to the north wall in 1981; mechanical systems have been upgraded 
or replaced; insulation has been placed in the attic and flooring 
and surfaces have been renewed with modern materials. 

The dining hall (B-8) has long ceased to serve its original 
function and is now an eating and recreation space for guards, 
staff offices, laundry and storage space, and hobby and craft 
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rooms. Originally, the basement was fully used and was lighted 
and ventilated by a moat-like area on the east, south, and north 
sides. The basement windows and open area out to the retaining 
wall were filled in, except on the west side, in 1982, and a new 
stairway built on the west side to provide access from the 
basement to the ground level. To prevent outward expansion of 
the walls, buttresses have been constructed along the east and 
west walls. To provide access, a window on the north side at 
ground level has been converted to a doorway and a utilitarian 
concrete-block enclosure constructed to protect the entryway. 
The roof profile has been retained but a covering of corrugated 
cement asbestos material has been placed over the wood deck. 
Fire escapes have been added to the west wall, and a new delivery 
entrance - marked, according to Public Works Canada, by "an 
unsightly mismatch of materials and architectural detail" 33 - has 
been constructed at the south end of the building. 

On the interior of the original dining hall, the cast iron 
supports and timber roof trusses of the original (shown in Figure 
24) have been retained, but the inserted second floor is of 
reinforced concrete, on concrete or concrete-encased steel 
columns, with concrete stairs between the levels. Originally 
laid out as a schoolroom and chapel, the upper floor is now 
office space and is reported not to retain any of its 
19th-century plan or detailing. Services and surfaces throughout 
the building have been modified. 

The four additions made to the main cellblock are the keepers' 
hall (B-6), the disassociation block (B-14) the schoolroom; 
gymnasium (C-22), and the new kitchen (C-23). Connected by short 
corridors to the rotunda (B-1), these elements functionally 
continue the original notion that nonshop facilities had to be 
physically integrated into the main cellblock. The earliest, the 
keepers' hall, replaced a similar facility in the north wing, 
displaced by the conversion of the area to cells after World war 
One. It is a concrete block rectangle with chamfered rear 
corners and housed nine dark or punishment cells in the basement, 
and an open hall on the ground floor for the secure holding of 
keys. The second, the disassociation block (B-14), was, in turn, 
built to replace the nine cells in the keepers' hall basement. 
The new facility was described on completion as 

a modern up-to-date building with 20 cells. All cells are 
air conditioned, have complete toilet facilities and outside 
ventilation. All cells are well above ground and [their use) 
should remove much of the criticism which was previously 
directed against the dissassociation cells under the keepers' 
hall. 34 

This provided ten cells along the outside walls, each cell 
measuring 10.5 feet long by 6.5 feet wide. The facility, 
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employed for "undesirable" convicts such as child abusers, 
informants, and others who were likely be harmed by the general 
population, was completed by separate exercise yards located to 
the east and west. Finally, during the 1950s, two new facilities 
were built: a recreation hall/schoolroom complex, located between 
the west and south wings (B-5 and B-4), and a larger kitchen, 
located between the south and east wings (B-4 and B-3). The 
first - opened in December of 1956 and constructed as the first 
in a system-wide programme of introducing a broader variety of 
physical and intellectual activities at all the prisons -
provided a combined gymnasium and auditorium with adjacent 
showers, a schoolroom, offices, and a library. The second - a 
part of a systemic programme to upgrade the quality of food and 
its preparation - is a one storey stuccoed concrete block 
structure with no stylistic pretensions. In the basement are 
located food storage and service areas and, above, an enormous 
kitchen lit by a clerestory, with adjacent food preparation and 
dishwashing areas. A small, 37-square-metre mezzanine provides 
office and observation space. It was designed quickly to meet 
functional needs; Public Works notes that "aesthetically, the 
building is busy-looking due to the varying roof heights and 
types, varying window sizes, and the many different exterior 
materials and colours which do not relate to the adjacent 
buildings." 35 

These changes have had a mixed impact on the overall design. The 
extension of the wings and a unified approach to fenestration 
seem to be sympathetic to the original concept, and these 
modifications have produced a building somewhat more coherent in 
appearance. The loss of the dome, on the other hand, is widely 
regarded as unfortunate from aesthetic and symbolic points of 
view. The additions do not relate to the original building at 
all, as they differ markedly in scale, handling of materials, and 
decorative approach. 

Figures 16 to 43 illustrate the main cellblock and its various 
wings in both their historical and current configurations. These 
views will be supplemented by a review of the present state of 
the exteriors of all buildings within the complex at the FHBRO 
assessment meeting. Figures 44 to 54 present recent plans of the 
component parts. 

Functional Design 

In its original configuration (Figure 5), the main cellblock 
consisted of a Greek cross with additional projecting sections to 
the east and west. The south, east, and west wings of the Greek 
cross each contained five tiers of cells, 28 cells per tier, 
arranged in a double row looking inwards on a corridor of 
inspection. The north wing originally housed administrative 
space, including the residences and offices for the warden and 
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deputy warden, a keepers' hall, a library, and offices for the 
chief clerk and architect. A hospital was attached by a short 
corridor to the east wing, and a dining hall to the west wing. 

To penologists, it was the philosophy of discipline employed, and 
the way in which that philosophy was translated into a workable 
plan, which defined the penitentiary. In Powers's accepted 
version, the rigid arrangement of spaces which characterised his 
design was a logical outcome of the requirement to manage a large 
number of prisoners with a small staff while retaining the 
essential aspects of the Auburn disciplinary programme. It was 
therefore essential to combine all nonlabour functions in one 
structure, so that security and discipline could be maintained 
with a minimum of staff. The use of the Greek cross plan with 
attached projecting wings - the only such example in an 
Auburn-inspired institution - provided a clear hierarchy of 
functional spaces (administration/cells/dining hall/hospital), 
and permitted the constant supervision which the disciplinary 
programme required. The design made it possible, for example, to 
move the prisoners quickly from all three wings to the dining 
room in an automatic and routine fashion, without broaching 
security by going outside the main cellblock. The inmates 
entered in lockstep and were seated so that no one could see 
anyone else, the meals were served and eaten, and the inmates 
returned to their work - all in the space of half an hour. 

Each individual administrative unit was designed internally to 
further the overall objectives of security and supervision, and 
the whole was arranged so that it was not necessary to leave the 
cellblock to go to any other part of the prison except the shops. 
The intricate design of the cellblocks themselves has already 
been described. Paralleling this, the hospital (Figures 25 and 
26) consisted of 24 cells on two floors with supervisory 
corridors along both the front and back walls. The dining room 
consisted of an enormous open room with a ceiling supported by 
iron posts decorated with Gothic-styled wooden braces (Figures 23 
to 25). The tables were aligned so that everyone looked straight 
ahead, and no prisoner was allowed to converse or even see anyone 
else. 

Effecting the original organizational clarity of Powers's plan 
depended on its being implemented quickly and in toto. Neither 
was the case. The main cellblock was not completed until 1861, 
when the domed rotunda was put into use. In spite of these 
problems, the finished prison was thought by its managers to 
provide an exceptional combination of workmanship and efficiency: 
the inspectors in 1858 reported that "it is pleasing to reflect 
that, for solidity of workmanship, safety against fire and 
escape, as well as for healthfulness and facility of supervision, 
this establishment is not surpassed on this continent, and 
perhaps not in England itself." 36 
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Powers's original plan was not fully completed until 1913, when 
the prison for women was occupied. By then, the view of the role 
of the cell had completely changed, and it was regarded as 
necessary to recast the original cellular arrangement. Between 
1893 and 1905, the interiors of the south, east, and west wings 
were entirely removed, each wing was extended roughly 20 feet, 
the windows were enlarged, and the interiors were rebuilt in the 
form of four tiers of cells, measuring 5 feet wide by 9 to 10 
feet deep. This arrangement brought the interior design closely 
in line with that originally employed at Auburn Penitentiary 
itself, though with more generous floorspace. The conversion of 
the north wing (1915-21) using the same arrangement of four tiers 
of back-to-back cells completed the imposition of standards which 
made its facilities, the inspectors argued, "compare favourably 
with those of the most modern penal institutions anywhere." They 
added that 

the new dormitory wings combine security, sanitation and 
convenience in a greater degree than does any other prison on 
this continent, and a comparison between them and the 
remaining [east] wing to be reconstructed, affords a striking 
example of the progress of civilization since the early part 
of the last century.37 

It is difficult, however, to see these changes as quite so 
revolutionary, for the work appears to be a technologically more 
sophisticated treatment of the 1830s cellblocks at Auburn 
Penitentiary. Most of the changes resulted, not from 
improvements in the disciplinary programme, but from developments 
in mechanical systems; perhaps this is what the inspectors meant 
by "the progress of civilization." The recasting of the cells 
involved a reversal of their orientation, from the interior 
inspection corridor to the outside walls; the instalation of a 
fixed iron bed, running water, forced air heating, a steel door, 
and a toilet to each cell; and the increase in the amount of 
floor space for each prisoner from roughly 16.5 square feet to 
between 45 and 50 square feet. This basic functional orientation 
remains to this day. 

Craftsmanship and Materials 

With the exception of the south wing (B-4), which was erected by 
day labour under the direction of the architect William Powers, 
the main cellblock was erected by the convicts under the 
direction of the institution's trade instructors. The major 
building material of the 19th-century sections of this structure 
is dressed limestone. Until 1842, this was quarried within the 
walls; later, supplies were cut immediately to the north of the 
penitentiary. The keepers' hall (B-6) was constructed of 
rusticated stone, while the disassociation block (B-14), kitchen 
(C-25) and schoolroom/recreation hall wings (C-22) erected during 
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the 1950s on the south elevation are of a contrasting medium, 
stucco-covered concrete blocks. 

A motif consistently raised in discussions of the early buildings 
at Kingston Penitentiary has been the judgement that, though the 
workforce was largely untrained, the workmanship in the completed 
buildings was of unusual quality. This point was often made by 
the inspectors, whose comment of 1858 is cited above. The 
Americans E. c. Wines and Theodore Dwight observed that "the 
whole, with the exception of the first edifice erected, is the 
workmanship of the convicts themselves. The masonry is of the 
very best quality, - massive, solid, and enduring in a very high 
degree." 38 The inmates' superb record was the subject of many 
positive comments by successive wardens: one noted in 1916-17 
that "the whole institution has been built by [the prisoners] 
from time to time and is a monument to their labour." 39 

Designer 

The architect for the original 19th-century sections of the 
structure was William Powers of Auburn, New York. The north, 
west, and east wings were erected to Powers's plan with a 
slightly more sophisticated decorative programme designed by the 
master builder William Coverdale. 40 It has not been possible to 
determine the architect of the keeper's hall, because the warden 
provided no reports to the Superintendent of Penitentiaries at 
the supposed time of its construction. The plans for the 
disassociation block and for the kitchen and schoolroom/gymnasium 
were prepared by the architectural branch of the Department of 
Justice. 

This is the only penitentiary known to have been designed by 
Powers, though - as the earlier section of this report on 
international trends in prison design explored in detail - it was 
fully in keeping with the planning approach of Auburn-inspired 
prisons of the 1820s, 1830s, and 1840s. 

ENVIRONMENT 

Because the walls enclose such a large space, the "site" has been 
taken to be the immediate grounds in all four directions and the 
"setting" is taken to be the entire walled enclosure. 

Site 

The site of the original building has changed as a result of 
additions and modifications unplanned in the original design. 
Four wings- the keepers' hall (B-6, ca. 1911-12), the 
disassociation block (B-14, 1948-49), the schoolroom/gymnasium 
(C-22, 1951-56), and the new kitchen (C-25, 1956-59) -have been 
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constructed in the spaces between the arms of the original Greek 
cross. (A firehall, constructed on the front of the north wing 
(B-2) in 1954, has been demolished.) Such placement of 
compatible administrative units was necessary for security 
reasons, and follows a principle which guided the original plan, 
that all nonshop functions be housed in units attached to the 
main cellblock. 

Setting 

This structure visually dominates the yards and is, from a 
planning and a functional point of view, clearly the focal 
building in the complex. Its design, materials, and appearance 
set the standards for all construction in the institution until 
the 1950s. 

Landmark 

The main cellblock, and specifically its dominating rotunda and 
dome, have long been a physical landmark. During the riot of 
1954, for example, a CP wire story identified the latter feature 
as "visible for miles ... [and] a Kingston landmark." 41 As the 
historical photographs cited earlier indicate, the north 
elevation of the main cellblock was historically the dominant 
feature to anyone looking over the walls, from the only public 
vantage point, from the heights to the north of the prison, and 
the domed rotunda was one of the few visible features to those 
approaching the institution either from the east or west. The 
heightening of the walls in the 1970s and the rebuilding of the 
dome to a lower profile after the destruction wrought in the 1954 
riot have combined to modify its historical visibility. As a 
result, very little within the walls can now be seen from the 
exterior, even from the northern heights. 

Canadians have long identified Kingston as a centre for federal 
penitentiaries and, as the institution's central component, the 
main cellblock certainly plays a strongly symbolic role locally 
and nationally, even though it may not currently be visible to 
the casual passer-by. 
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THE SOUTH WORKSHOPS 

The south workshop is a building with a Greek cross plan, 
originally measuring approximately 310 feet along the east-west 
axis and 225 feet along the north-south axis, with a domed 
rotunda at the centre, 60 feet square. Historical views of the 
structure are shown in Figures 57 to 61, while current views are 
shown in Figures 62 to 65. Modern plans for the building are 
shown in Figures 66 to 67. The structure was begun in 1842 and 
apparently completed in 1849. (Various late-19th-century 
additions to the south elevation of the east wing, shown in 
Figure 60, have since been removed.) The north end (C-2) was 
extended and the north facade rebuilt in 1880-81 (hence the 
datestone in the gable end), and the south wing (C-4) was 
extended in the early 1920s. The building suffered extensive 
damage in the 1954 riot: the east wing (C-3) and the upper floor 
of the north wing (C-2) have been rebuilt in concrete blocks 
covered with stucco, with concrete slab floors carried on steel 
beams. An underground fuel storage facility (C-6) adjoins the 
basement of the south wing (C-4). Mechanical systems and 
interior finishes in the south shops have been entirely recast, 
and the former open carriageways into the rotunda have been 
closed in. The structure continues to function as a shop 
building but, according to the master plan, almost 1700 square 
metres of floorspace is currently unused. 

HISTORICAL ASSOCIATIONS 

Thematic 

The historical importance of the workshops relates to the role of 
labour programmes in the life of the penitentiary, and this 
has changed over time. Under the initial Auburn regime, silent 
meditation in a solitary cell was the fundamental agency of 
reformation. Programmes of work were secondary to the 
reformative thrust of the penitentiary. They were still, 
however, essential to the well-being both of the inmate and of 
the institution, for they were considered necessary for two other 
purposes: to relieve the mind of the pressures of constant 
self-examination, a fixation which was thought to (and often did) 
lead to insanity; and to provide the economic resources needed to 
make the institution self-sustaining and not a burden on the 
government. 

Once the reformative powers of the solitary cell were proven to 
be questionable, the emphasis shifted from this to the 
reformative power of work. For most of the penitentiary's 
existence, this has been a central agency for personal 
betterment. Initially, its utility was connected to a broader 
programme of religious and secular training within a well-run 
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institution. It was thought that labour would provide the 
regularity, discipline, and respect for the work ethic that, 
observers felt, the inmates so notably lacked. Religion would 
provide a justification for the social order and a sense of one's 
place in the social hierarchy, while an elementary-level 
education would provide the basic reading and mathematical skills 
needed to cope with contemporary life. 

While the importance of an integrated programme of work, 
religion, and schooling in the federal prisons in the 19th 
century was repeatedly advocated, in practice the role of 
religion and schooling was so modest that the programme of labour 
soon constituted virtually the whole of the rehabilitative 
programme. 42 During the 20th century, this emphasis has been 
maintained, though increasingly it was training for a job after 
release, and not simply the inculcation of good work habits, that 
was the primary justification for the work programme. 

The role of work - interpreted successively as relief from the 
rigours of self-examination, as regularized activity which 
inculcated proper values, and as a vocational exercise - has been 
central in the rehabilitation of inmates in Canadian 
penitentiaries. As the largest site for this activity, the south 
workshops connect directly with the central concern of the penal 
experience, the rehabilitation of the individual inmate. 

The historical importance of labour programmes in prisons extends 
beyond their role in the process of rehabilitation. This policy 
elicited a response from free labour, one which had a long-term 
effect on federal policies regarding prison industries. Early 
protests by Kingston's workers against the provisions of the 
initial work programmes eventually led to a fundamental shift in 
government policy, whereby contracts and work activities in 
prisons did not compete directly with free labour. This policy, 
followed until the 1950s, posed the single most serious barrier 
to the establishment of meaningful work programmes within the 
federal penitentiary system. 

Kingston Penitentiary adopted a programme of contract labour 
similar to that used at Auburn; indeed, the warden at Kingston 
let many contracts in the 1840s and 1850s to entrepreneurs from 
the American city. Local labourers protested the "renting" of 
convict labour (who received room and board, but no wage) to 
contractors who paid the government a per diem rate which was 
considerably lower than that paid to skilled labour in Kingston. 
The inspectors defended this policy as logical (because convict 
labour was unskilled and unmotivated, and therefore less 
efficient than free labour), and as necessary for the support of 
the institution.43 
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Eventually, the protests of labour organizations prevailed, and 
the contract system was condemned by the inspectors in 1866 44 and 
was gradually phased out. The last contract at Kingston 
Penitentiary - for the making of locks, for which there was no 
Canadian manufacturer available outside the walls of the prison -
was allowed to lapse in 1886. 45 This situation left the entire 
penitentiary system without a viable labour programme aside from 
institutional support. Thereafter, construction and maintenance 
of the prison plant constituted the main activities of the labour 
programme, and this rarely provided sufficient work for all 
prisoners. This situation prevailed until the Second World War, 
when war-related contracts with the government provided extensive 
demands for labour and actually prevented the staff from 
undertaking even routine maintenence. 46 

Person/Event 

The workshops cannot be connected to any significant person. 
They were, however, a site of events during the riots of 1932 and 
1954. During the first, the prisoners took several guards as 
hostages and locked themselves in the mailbag shop when the 
military were called in to put down a peaceful demonstration. 
They gave themselves up only upon the promise of a review of 
their complaints. Several days later, seemingly random shootings 
by guards in the main cellblock precipitated further disruptions, 
which led to the wounding of several prisoners and the removal of 
the acting warden. 

During the riot of 1954, extensive structural and mechanical 
damage was done to the south workshops, which were the scene of 
what the history of the institution characterized as "two hours 
of frenzied destruction and rampaging" which was halted only by 
the arrival of military forces. The 1971 riot was focused in the 
rotunda and main cellblocks, and little damage occurred in the 
shops. 47 

Local Development 

The parallel use of architectural elements in both the main 
cellblock and the south shops reflects the symbiotic functional 
relationship in the Auburn system between these two parts of the 
prison. The south workshops were the third component of the 
master plan to be constructed, after the south (cell) wing and 
the north (administrative) wing were completed. The construction 
of the south shops enabled the administration to implement a 
comprehensive programme of labour, which was considered essential 
to the reformative process. This structure's continuous use as a 
shop reflects the consistent importance of work programmes, 
whatever the system of discipline has been. 
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ARCHITECTURE 

Aesthetic Design 

The south workshops were constructed between 1842 and 1849 as the 
main workspace within the prison compound. The structure 
continued the Neoclassical theme of the north lodge and main 
cellblock, but used a slightly different decorative vocabulary 
that both individualized the building and responded to its 
industrial function. The south shops employed the main 
cellblock's Greek cross plan, enormous scale, treatment of 
materials, and Neoclassical detailing, but was slightly larger 
and more complex in its decorative programme, and has been less 
sympathetically altered. Public Works notes that 

unfortunately the complex does not present a unified 
appearance. Additions, alterations and maintenance repairs 
have been done with no consideration for the aesthetics of 
the building or interior environment. The result is an 
unsightly mismatch of materials, architectural details, 
blocked-up openings and patched finishes. 48 

In spite of these, largely reversible, changes, however, the 
south shops constitute an early, reasonably complete and 
dignified example of a 19th-century industrial building, of which 
very few examples of this scale appear to have survived 
generally, and none are known to exist within the federal 
inventory. 

The south shops building consists of four two storey wings. The 
north is nine bays long, the east 11, the west ten, and the south 
11 with a five-bay, one storey extension. The original sections 
feature windows with segmental arches, but rectangular windows 
have been substituted in the wings damaged in the 1954 riots, and 
round-headed ones were used in the south wing extension. The 
division between the two storeys is defined externally by a 
stringcourse. Enrichment is focused on the main, or north, 
facade of the north wing. The three bay temple front is 
mathematical in its composition: it is divided vertically by four 
finely detailed pilasters and horizontally by the stringcourse 
and projecting cornice. Here the fenestration is broadly 
treated: slightly overscaled, it includes segmental arches with 
prominent keystones and ashlar lugsills and surrounds, while the 
door is recessed within a projecting cut-stone frame whose 
composition is directly inspired by classical precedents. The 
centre bay rises between the pilasters to a commanding chimney, 
which seems to float above the main entrance. The octagonal 
crossing, capped by a small dome, features large semicircular 
archways - originally used as entrances but now filled in - on 
the external angular walls. Within, the crossing focuses on a 
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magnificent arched stone staircase (Figure 63) lit from above by 
a wire glass skylight and used largely for traffic circulation. 

In spite of surface modifications, the south shop building 
remains a structure which is impressive because of its enormous 
scale, the handling of different materials, and consistent 
decorative programme. 

Functional Design 

The structure's Greek cross plan provided four large, easily 
supervised areas on each of its two floors for conducting work 
programmes. This arrangement is retained to this day, a fact 
which reflects the suitability of these spaces for most forms of 
industrial production and for easy supervision of large groups. 

Craftsmanship/Materials 

Like the main cellblock, this structure is built of limestone 
quarried on-site by the convicts under the direction of the 
master builder William Coverdale. It was regarded, when 
completed, as a "superb structure" 49 which, with minimum 
maintenance, has functioned for almost a century and a half. 
Some sections have been used for very heavy industrial purposes, 
including stone-breaking, foundry work, and heavy metal work, 
without apparent structural strain. Major damage has been 
caused, not by use, but by fire and riot. 

Designer 

In William Powers's original plan, the workshops were located in 
the same position in the south portion of the yards, but took the 
form of a T-shaped building. A newspaper article in 1848 claimed 
that "the design and plan ... were made by Mr. Coverdale, the 
former architect of the Institution, but they have been carried 
out and in some measure improved upon, under the direction of Mr. 
Horsey, the present Architect." 50 The 1881 addition was planned 
by, and constructed under the direction of, James Adams, the 
chief trades instructor. The 1920s work appears to have been 
carried out under the direction of the architectural branch of 
the Department of Justice. 

Though the location and general approach to the building were 
established by Powers's plan, the form and exterior appearance 
were the work of William Coverdale (1800-65), whose career was 
discussed in relation to the north lodge (q.v.). He was 
succeeded in 1846 by Edward Horsey, another prominent local 
architect/builder, who retained the post of prison architect 
until 1869. 51 Like Coverdale, Horsey also prepared plans for a 
number of midcentury-era villas, business blocks, and houses but 
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is best known for his design for the Frontenac County Court House 
in Kingston, a national architectural and historic site. 

ENVIRONMENT 

Site 

The south wing has been extended to include a boiler house, and 
the original wall, which ran immediately south of this wing, has 
been moved towards the water to accommodate this change. 

Setting 

This building is closely modelled on the main cellblock, and is a 
crucial element in the sequence of spaces and functions from the 
north lodge through the cellblocks to the south shops. Flanking 
workshops, whose decorative detailing was modelled on the 
existing south workshop, were constructed in the 1850s to 
complete the assemblage of shops in the south yards. 

Landmark 

In spite of its fine facade and impressive interior features, 
this is a structure which is not visible from outside the walls 
and would be known largely in relation to the riots which have 
taken place inside. Most people in the region would be aware of 
its existence, but would be unable to recognize it visually. 
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EAST WORKSHOP BUILDING (B-11) 

Constructed between 1855 and 1858, the east shop building is a 
three storey stone structure to which two additions have been 
made, a two storey stone storage facility to the north (B-llA), 
constructed in 1858, and a long extension for a laundry (C-23), 
built between 1955 and 1958. The original building was 
erected to accommodate industrial shops required to satisfy new 
contracts for agricultural implements and for boots and shoes, 
and to relieve pressure on the overcrowded south workshops. It 
served an industrial function until 1887, when its facilities 
were relocated to the south shops, the interior was removed, and 
the structure was converted to a prison of isolation. Figures 68 
to 71 show the building in the late-19th century as a shop, while 
Figures 72 and 73 are historical views of the prison of 
isolation. Figures 74 to 77 illustrate the building and its 
wings in their current forms, while Figures 78 to 80 are plans of 
the complex now. 

The conversion of the building from shops to a prison of 
isolation represented a fundamentally different approach to 
penology, the attempt to introduce the Pennsylvania system into 
Canadian prisons, but the experiment was not a success. The 
facility quickly became a form of punishment for the most 
difficult and recalcitrant inmates, and by 1908 housed only 15 
prisoners. In 1921, the pressure of increasing populations led 
the administration to install wooden partitions in all the cells, 
a move which changed the facility into simply another (albeit 
highly inconvenient) cellblock. The renovation of prison 
discipline after the riot of 1932 resulted in the dismantling of 
the partitions, and the conversion of the building, initially to 
a prison for youthful and well-behaved inmates and, by 1959, to a 
facility for the treatment of mentally disturbed inmates. 52 The 
building has continued to serve this function to the present. 

HISTORICAL ASSOCIATIONS 

Thematic 

This structure is of interest because it is closely connected to 
three significant phases in the history of Canadian penology. 
Its period as a workshop, between 1855 and 1887, illustrates the 
theme of the importance of work programmes in rehabilitation in 
the wake of the abortive experiment in reformation, solitary 
cellular confinement. Its scale and elaboration of detail - in 
the context of contemporary industrial buildings - illustrate the 
importance which this experiment in reform through labour took on 
at Kingston Penitentiary. The exterior walls of the west shops 
(B-11) and its extension (B-llA) survive to speak to this aspect 
of the history of the institution. 
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Its later uses - as a prison of isolation and as a treatment 
centre - also reflect important phases in the history of 
incarceration in Canada. As a result of international congresses 
in the 1870s and 1880s, Canadians became aware of seemingly 
conclusive European experiments in the successful use of solitary 
cellular (or Pennsylvania-style) confinement as a rehabilitative 
tool within a broad programme of inmate treatment. The 
construction of a prison of isolation at Kingston Penitentiary 
was the first effort within the service (the second, at 
Saint-Vincent-de-Paul, was begun in 1931) to attempt to employ 
this approach. The facility provided 114 isolation cells of 
roughly 90 square feet each, almost four times the size of the 
cells then in place in the main cellblock and double the size of 
the reformed cells on which construction would begin in the 
1890s. This increased size allowed inmates to work alone in 
their cells, cut off from contact with anyone else except for 
occasional visits from staff and clergy. 

While the theory of the prison of isolation was to provide a 
reformative prison cell which would prevent contaminating 
conversations between convicts - and was therefore considered 
ideal primarily for new inmates and the very hardened criminal 
- the system foundered on the continuing problem of finding 
sufficient work. The facility quickly became the most dreaded 
form of punishment, entirely inappropriate for new arrivals. As 
the inspectors reported in 1895, "the prison is used for third 
term men, incorrigibiles and prisoners who have been sentenced 
for unnatural offences; and the consensus of opinion of its 
inmates is that it affords the most severe form of prison 
punishment known to the canadian criminal." 53 A month in 
"solitary," it was feared, could do serious damage to an 
individual's mental stability. 

After several attempts to operate it as a prison of isolation, 
the building seems to have become an Auburn-style cellular 
facility like any other within the prison. By the riot of 1932, 
the cells had been divided by wooden barriers to accommodate two 
inmates, one of whom had no sanitary facilities in his side of 
the cell. After the riot, the wooden barriers were removed and 
76 cells were employed for incorrigibles and 38 for the 
punishment of those convicted of breaching institutional 
regulations.s4 

The sixth phase of prison administration and design - in which 
social science and medical methods of behaviour modification were 
employed - was introduced at Kingston Penitentiary, and in the 
Canadian system generally, in 1934. This change in approach 
included the implementation of a system of classification and 
segregation of inmates of different types, the appointment of the 
first institutional psychologists, and improvements in the size 
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and training of supervisory staffs. Since it was impossible to 
introduce all of these innovations at once, attention was 
initially paid to classification and segregation. At Kingston, 
the former prison of isolation provided an ideal structure for 
this new approach, for its three floors, with two ranges on each, 
provided the possibility of six levels of classification. 
Without structural modification, it was thus "the largest 
[facility for first offenders] in a Canadian penitentiary." 55 

The final functional change occurred after 1951, when the 
building became the site of a treatment centre for mentally 
disturbed inmates. As the institution at Collins Bay gradually 
took over the responsibilities for young offenders, and as the 
psychiatrist appointed to Kingston Penitentiary became more 
important in the assessment and treatment of convicts, the east 
shops functioned as a facility for the criminally insane after 
extensive interior renovations commenced in 1951. 56 The transfer 
of the psychiatric unit proceeded in stages during the 1950s, the 
facility being fully operational in 1959. 

Person/Event 

This structure is not known to be directly related to any person 
or event of historical significance. 

Local Development 

When constructed, this was the second-largest shop within 
Kingston Penitentiary, and played a role in the contract labour 
system then in force. As outlined earlier, its sequence of uses 
reflects in a unique fashion several turning points in the 
development of correctional systems at Kingston Penitentiary, and 
within the system generally. 

ARCHITECTURE 

Aesthetic Design 

Designed by the prison architect Edward Horsey, this three 
storey, 19 bay, pitch-faced limestone structure measures 207 feet 
long by 40 feet wide. A two storey addition, three bays wide and 
four deep, was erected on the north end, and a recessed, modern, 
three storey stuccoed concrete block addition was constructed on 
the south end. Though the building's function has changed, the 
exterior walls represent a rare surviving example of a 
structurally complete, large-scale midcentury building originally 
erected for industrial purposes. The east shops appear to be an 
essential part of a collection of large-scale industrial 
buildings, unique or near-unique within the federal inventory. 
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Horsey's plan fulfilled the requirements of an industrial 
facility by providing a long, uninterrupted interior with 
services - such as stairways and washing facilities - in the end 
entrance bays. To add interest to the extended rows of 
round-headed windows on the west (or front) elevation, the 
architect interrupted the facade with a middle bay composed of a 
strongly projecting frontispiece containing paired windows with 
smooth stone surrounds, capped by an unusual and idiosyncratic 
Horsey design - a heavy and overscaled stone arch gracing the 
parapet and originally masking a chimney (Figure 68). Of 
indeterminate stylistic origins, this florid feature (since 
removed) evoked the triumphal arch theme of the front gate (q.v) 
and its construction might have served as an exercise for the 
stone-cutting and masonry crews. The end bays are marked by 
pavilions of a more stylistically regular design: oversized doors 
with arched surrounds and keystones, on which rested a 
stringcourse supporting paired windows with smooth-dressed 
surrounds. The whole assemblage is contained within a frame of 
pilasters capped by a pediment (also since removed). 

For unknown reasons, Horsey employed a smoother and more regular 
stylistic approach to the two storey stone addition, now B-11A, 
of which he supervised the construction in 1858 (compare Figures 
69 and 70 with Figures 74 and 75). Erected to house the supplies 
for the boot and shoe contract signed the year before, this 
structure followed its own internal requirements in terms of 
floor and window alignments. Here Horsey employed a colonnade 
effect with giant arches within which were placed recessed 
arch-headed windows to produce a distinctly cool and elegant 
effect which is most effective when approached from the north. 
Figure 70 illustrates this, though it includes, on the left, a 
small addition for a fire engine, since removed. 

The conversion to a prison of isolation affected the original 
exterior design in comparatively modest ways. Bars were placed 
on all the windows, the chimneys and a series of small additions 
along the east elevation (shown in Figure 70) were taken down, 
and the windows in the centre bay were recut (compare Figures 68 
and 72). The results were considered a success, the inspectors 
stating unequivocally that the completed building was 
"unsurpassed as a prison in structure and adaptation for the 
purpose designed." 57 So successful has Horsey's exterior design 
been that the penitentiary service has retained it successively 
for a workshop, for a prison of isolation, for a reformatory
style prison for young offenders during the 1930s, and for an 
assessment and treatment centre for the criminally insane. 

In the aftermath of the 1954 riot, a new laundry (C-23, Figures 
76 and 77) was constructed between 1955 and 1958 at the south end 
of B-11, on a site formerly occupied by a stable erected between 
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1845 and 1846. The modern three storey structure is of concrete 
blocks covered with stucco and exhibits a minimum of stylistic 
references and decorative detailing. It is, like most of the 
contemporary work prepared by the branch during a period of 
enormous expansion, undistinguished in its plan and very plain 
and undecorated in its appearance. Expansion of the psychiatric 
facility (now called the Regional Treatment Centre, or RTC) in 
the 1970s has led to the recent conversion of the former laundry 
building into a recreation and activities centre for the adjacent 
RTC. 

Functional Design 

Like the south shops, this building required large, easy to 
supervise spaces which could accommodate a range of industrial 
purposes. It originally housed three hundred convicts in what, 
the inspectors proudly judged, were shops "equal to any in the 
province." 58 This type of open interior planning, shown in 
Figure 71, made the structure readily adaptable to modification 
for other uses at the end of the 19th century and during the 
1950s. The instalation of a prison of isolation required the 
construction of 114 cells, back-to-back in two ranges on three 
floors. Figure 73 shows one of the interior rows of cells just 
before its opening. This cellular arrangement has been retained 
in the present facility, though interior surfaces and mechanical 
systems have been upgraded. 

Craftsmanship/Materials 

"This building is admittedly of the best workmanship," noted the 
inspectors on the opening of the prison of isolation in 1895. 59 

Constructed of pitch-faced limestone quarried on the prison farm, 
it has served, with a minimum of upkeep, successively as an 
industrial shop, as an isolation prison, and as a psychiatric 
treatment centre for almost a century and a half. 

Designer 

B-11 and B-llA were the work of Edward Horsey, architect to the 
prison from 1846 to 1869. His career is discussed in brief with 
reference to the south shops. B-11 represents the largest piece 
of design by Horsey within the prison complex. C-23 was the work 
of the Department of Public Works. 

ENVIRONMENT 

Site 

The immediate area to the west of the building has been improved 
by the planting of grass plots and the paving of the forecourt. 
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The historical relationship between this building, the main 
cellblock, and the other shops has been retained to this day, 
though additions to both the south side of the main cellblock and 
to B-11 have made the south yards appear quite crowded. The 
property between the rear (east) elevation and the wall has been 
fenced for an exercise area for the inmates of the RTC. The 
addition of B-llA provided a striking and effective northern face 
to this structure, though the integration of the two structures 
along the west elevation may be judged less satisfactory. The 
laundry wing (C-23) takes the place of an earlier two storey 
stone structure on the same site. It conforms to the functional 
but undecorated buildings erected by the Department of Justice 
here and elsewhere in the rapid expansion of the prison system 
during the 1950s. 

Setting 

While it exhibits distinctive decorative elements, this building 
continues the pattern of Neoclassical stone structures 
established by the earlier main cellblock, north lodge, and south 
workshops. The assembly of three massively scaled workshops in 
the south yards is particularly striking, all the moreso because 
the exterior design of B-11 was employed directly in the later 
west shop block (C-7, see below). The relationship in design 
between the east shops and the later west shops is therefore of 
particular importance in this arrangement of functionally similar 
elements, which exhibit a consistency in scale, handling of 
materials, and decorative programme. This assemblage of three 
adjacent shop buildings, two of which are mirror images of the 
other, constitutes an especially effective industrial precinct 
within the compound. 

Landmark 

As with the south shops building, this is not a structure which 
is visible to outsiders and, though they might know that it 
exists, those who are not connected to the institution would 
probably not be able to identify it. 
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WEST WORKSHOP (C-7) 

The west workshop was constructed between 1858 and 1859 as a 
secondary facility to the larger south and east workshop 
buildings. As constructed, it was three storeys high and 
measured 170 feet in length and 52 feet in width. On the ground 
floor were located two stables and working space for stone 
breaking and cutting, the mason crews, and the oakum pickers; the 
upper floors were occupied by the carpentry and cabinet shops. 60 

The entire structure was gutted by fire on 18 May 1874. 61 It was 
rebuilt using its original walls by the architect James Adams 
between 1876 and 1882. The walls were stabilized, the facade was 
taken down and rebuilt, the roof was replaced, new services were 
installed, and the interior was rearranged - the south half as a 
workshop and grist mill, and the north half as a prison for the 
insane. The introduction of the latter was necessitated by the 
transfer of the nearby Rockwood Asylum to the province of Ontario 
and the subsequent lack of a federal facility for the criminally 
insane. Adams's plans for the buildings are shown in Figure 81, 
while his elevation is illustrated in Figure 82. 

The grist mill - installed during the fiscal year 1881-82 - was 
a failure and ten years later was dismantled and the space used 
for a bakery on the ground floor, with storage for the mechanical 
department above. The asylum - which had long been a subject of 
criticism and for which a new structure was planned and funds 
approved as early as 1892 - was removed and the cells taken down 
in 1926. The entire space was remodelled for shop use between 
1926 and 1938. This involved the gutting of the interior, the 
instalation of new services and of steel beams to support the new 
shop floors, the placement of machinery, and the subdivision of 
the interior for shop use. On the outside, the stone pediment 
was taken down and new windows were installed on the second and 
third floors. In the early 1960s, fire escapes were added, and 
the lighting upgraded. Figures 83 and 84 show its present 
exterior, while Figure 85 shows its current floorplan. 

HISTORICAL ASSOCIATIONS 

Thematic 

Like the south and east workshop buildings, this structure is 
connected to the general theme of the establishment of labour 
programmes in the penitentiary in the mid-19th century, for it 
became necessary with new contracts signed in 1855 and 1856. It 
represents this theme less effectively than the south and east 
workshops, however, for it never fulfilled its original purpose. 
The system of contract labour was falling into disrepute in the 
1860s, and the changes in this structure after the 1874 fire 
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reflects the fact that the need for shop space was declining. As 
the contract system was gradually phased out, the space provided 
by C-7 was no longer needed for labour purposes. 

The building's various uses since its reconstruction represent a 
number of modest shifts in correctional policy and demands for 
services over the years. The establishment of a prison for the 
insane, for example, was made necessary by the rearrangement of 
responsibilities between the provinces and the federal government 
after Confederation. Other functions reflect minor aspects of 
the prison's development: the attempt to mill all the flour for 
the entire system at Kingston illustrates the constant efforts at 
the end of the 19th century to cut costs to the absolute minimum. 
The renovation of the entire structure between 1926 and 1938 
reflects the slow return of an expanded labour programme at 
Kingston Penitentiary during the 1930s and 1940s, for the 
renovated facility provided space for new work programmes in shoe 
repair and book binding. The establishment of a library here at 
this time also represents a minor expansion in the educational 
facilities available at the prison. 

Person/Event 

This structure is not related to any person of historical 
significance, but on 21 March 1935, soon after its reopening as a 
shop, an "uprising" occurred here, in which one guard and two 
trade instructors were held hostage, several small fires were 
set, and machines in the shoeshop suffered minor damage. The 
dispute ended without harm, and the costs of repair were 
considered minor.62 

Local Development 

The construction of C-7 completed the establishment of shop 
facilities in the south yards and this effectively signals the 
close of the first and most major phase of shop development at 
the penitentiary. The successive changes in function there from 
the 1870s to the present (much of the building is currently 
empty) reflect the institution's search for ways to occupy the 
inmates after contract labour programmes were terminated. This 
was one of the most serious problems, and certainly the most 
persistent, facing the administration of both the institution and 
the system between the 1870s and the 1940s. 63 

ARCHITECTURE 

Aesthetic Design 

The west shop building is a 15-bay, three storey, pitch-faced 
limestone structure directly modelled, in its fenestration, 

39 



scale, and handling of materials, on the east shops (B-11). 
Individualizing elements were limited to a different treatment of 
the centre bay. On the ground floor an entryway, flanked by 
sidelights with a transom above and quadrant lights on either 
side, was surmounted by pairs of round-headed windows on the 
second and third storeys. (These appear to have replaced Adams's 
three windows, shown on his elevation drawing, Figure 81.) The 
composition is closed by a pediment. Projecting trim -
stringcourses, window surrounds, pilasters, and cornices - are 
all of dressed ashlar. The north and south pedimented gable 
feature bulls-eye windows within typana, while the south end of 
the roof is marked by three small gables, which appear to date to 
the 1930s. The whole is a distinctly successful industrial 
structure, which appears to have retained slightly more of its 
original decorative programme than the east shop has. 

Functional Design 

In the case of this building, too, considerations of security and 
functionality originally required large open spaces which were 
easily supervised and sufficiently flexible to be adapted to a 
number of industrial purposes. The original plan, however, has 
not survived, for successive conversions have required its 
elimination. The building maintains its original openings, but 
the interior combines a structural system created in the early 
1930s with finishes and an arrangement of spaces that are recent. 

Craftsmanship and Materials 

Like other 19th-century buildings on-site, the craftsmanship of 
the exterior construction is of the highest order and has 
survived intact in spite of heavy use and several changes in 
function. 

Designer 

The original structure was probably designed by Edward Horsey, 
whose career is discussed in relation to the south shops (q.v.). 
The designs for the 1870s remodelling were signed by James Adams, 
but these were clearly based on Horsey's original concept. Adams 
shared, with Thomas Painter, the duties of acting penitentiary 
architect after Horsey left. Originally a builder who worked in 
the 1860s in Ottawa - one of his domestic designs from that 
period has been framed and hangs in the former warden's residence 
- Adams joined the staff of the prison as chief carpentry 
instructor in 1870 and acted, with Painter, until they were 
relieved of any further design responsibilities in 1874, when 
control over design and construction was transferred to the 
Department of Public Works.6 4 
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ENVIRONMENT 

Site 

The immediate surroundings of this building have not changed 
since its construction, though traffic patterns have been altered 
with the demolition of the west lodge. No major additions have 
been made to its exterior. 

Setting 

The 19th-century arrangement of shop buildings on the south, 
east, and west sides of the south yards has been maintained to 
the present. As the last of the buildings of this grouping to be 
constructed, C-7 maintains a scale, handling of materials, and 
decorative programme similar to those of the other three earlier 
buildings to the north, south, and east. 

Landmark 

As with the south shops building, this is a structure which is 
not visible to outsiders, with the exception of its upper section 
and roof, which may be seen from the west. Though they might 
know that it exists, those who are not connected to the 
institution would not be able to identify it. 
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PRISON FOR WOMEN (A-3) 

The present administration building was reportedly erected 
between 1909 and 1913 as a prison for women. 65 Powers's plan had 
proposed this type of facility in this location but a structure 
was erected only just before World War One, by the convicts on 
the site recommended by Powers. 66 This new building replaced 
earlier facilities located successively in the hospital and, 
after 1853, in the north wing of the main cellblock. 

The policy of housing male and female prisoners in close 
proximity was always considered less than ideal by administrators 
and government officials alike. A new building for females, to 
be located in an open field east of the prison, was approved by 
Parliament in 1892. 67 A set of plans was prepared in 1895 by an 
established prison architect, Henry H. Horsey, the son of 
Edward. 68 If these were the ones finally used in 1909, Horsey's 
plans incorporated a number of changes from the standards then 
applied in other federal penal institutions. The building 
included 34 single and two double cells - the latter for medical 
purposes - aligned against the outside walls, so that each cell 
had a window. More generously proportioned than those in the 
main men's block, the cells in the prison for women had wood, 
rather than steel, doors, and faced onto a corridor in the middle 
of the structure that was used for dayroom and labour purposes. 
Figure 86 shows the plan of the women's prison in 1932, before 
major modifications to the interior. 

Though the establishment of a separate prison satisfied 
complaints regarding the incarceration of men and women in the 
same building, the new prison for women turned out to be merely a 
stopgap - neither large enough to serve the growing population of 
female inmates in the 1920s, nor sufficiently far from the rest 
of the male prisoners. In 1926, an independent prison for women 
was begun on the height of land to the north, behind the warden's 
residence, within an enclosure built in the 1890s for a proposed 
prison for the criminally insane. This new facility, which is 
still in use, did not employ the innovations found in Horsey's 
facility, but consisted of the traditional arrangement of a 
fronting administration building with an Auburn-style cell wing 
behind. 

Upon the abandonment of the 1913 prison for women in 1934, the 
facility was used in the new policy of attempting to segregate, 
and offer specialized treatment to, inmates of different types. 
Two quite different groups were moved into the buildings. 
Good-behaviour offenders were transferred from the main building 
into what became known as the North-West Cellblock. Thirteen 
years later, nine cells were set aside for the keeping of those 
judged insane, but this arrangement was temporary, and all 
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treatment facilities for this type of inmate were transferred to 
the East Shop building (B-11 and B-llA) in 1959. This move 
enabled the institution to carry out a thorough renovation of the 
structure to accommodate an inmate reception centre, which was 
opened on 8 February 1960. 69 This building continues to house 
administrative offices. According to staff, only roughly half of 
the cell divisions on the third floor have been retained in 
succeeding renovations (Figure 87). 

HISTORICAL ASSOCIATIONS 

Thematic 

This building is directly connected with three themes in the 
development of penology in Canada: the separate treatment of 
female prisoners, the employment of outside cells, and the 
initiation in the 1930s of Phase 6 (behaviour modification 
through the social sciences) prison design within the service. 
Only the shell of the building and the remaining third-floor 
cells can be tied to the first two themes, and the introduction 
of the second was initially carried forward without any 
significant structural modifications. 

Separate confinement of men and women was a basic tenet of the 
18th-century reformers' systems of classification. Yet only one 
structurally independent prison for women - at Sing Sing in New 
York- existed in North America by 1867. 70 The 1909 facility at 
Kingston was the first specially designed and structurally 
separate facility for female prisoners in the Canadian federal 
system. The structure's fundamentally different design was a 
reflection of the administration's views of female criminals. 
The facility also represented the first time that cells aligned 
against the outside walls ~were constructed in a federal 
penitentiary. 

Both of these appear to be important landmarks in the history of 
prison design and administration in Canada. The influence of the 
second seems to have been uneven, for new federal prisons 
continued to employ the inside Auburn-type cells (with the 
exception of the medium-security penitentiary at Collins Bay) 
until the 1950s. A separate prison for women was also a 
departure from long-established norms within the Penitentiaries 
Branch of the Department of Justice, one which remains in 
operation to this day. 

The change in function in the 1930s - from a women's prison to a 
separate cellblock for male prisoners distinguished by their 
exemplary behaviour - reflected the service's slow shift, after 
the riot of 1932, towards a penal system based on scientific 
classification of inmates and distinctive treatment of each 
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group. Earlier systems of classification had been based on a 
series of criteria: religion, occupation within the institution, 
length of sentence, and type of behaviour. The new systems -
influenced by advances in psychological testing - divided inmates 
initially on crude measures of degree of criminality. The 
relatively more open facilities designed for women proved 
eminently satisfactory for the best-behaved, and therefore 
presumably more "reformed," of the inmate population, for it 
provided complete self-contained cellular and recreational 
facilities, with greater freedom for each inmate. 

Person/Event 

Neither the annual reports nor the history of the penitentiary 
connect this structure to any persons or events of note. 

Local Development 

The construction of a separate prison for women represents the 
completion of Powers's plan at Kingston Penitentiary, more than 
75 years after it was drafted. The construction of this facility 
also represents the first step in a genuine system of 
classification of inmates at Kingston Penitentiary, an important 
phase in the development of the prison as an institution. 
Considering this functional aspect as a phase in the evolution of 
the community within the walls does, however, come close to 
double scoring this element, insofar as it has already been 
considered under the thematic criterion. 

ARCHITECTURE 

Aesthetic Design 

This is a three storey structure, eight bays long and three wide, 
of pitch-faced cut stone (Figures 88 and 89). The decorative 
programme is a modernized treatment of traditional classical 
motifs, also seen in the deputy warden's residence (H-2; see 
separate report). The 'windows are placed within ashlar frames 
three storeys high, with ashlar panels above and below the 
second floor windows. The main door on the east elevation is 
decorated with flanking pilasters and a supporting entablature, 
and both entrances are protected by modern porches. The roof is 
hipped and capped by a small central cupola. 

The design of this building represents a serious attempt to 
update the established Neoclassical decorative approach hitherto 
used at Kingston Penitentiary. Its scale, handling of materials, 
and some of the individual decorative details - for example, the 
pilaster treatment - reflected existing institutional precedents, 
but the overall approach is simpler and more polished. 
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Functional Design 

The original plans have not surfaced, but one prepared in 1932 
(Figure 86) indicated that the ground floor consisted of a 
kitchen, dining room, pantry, laundry, and four cells (presumably 
the original two hospital cells divided), which were then used 
for storage purposes. The second floor housed a large workroom, 
a bathroom, and 11 cells facing west. The third floor contained 
a bathroom and 23 cells located on either side of a central 
corridor. Annual reports suggest that this was the original 
arrangement, for no significant structural changes are noted to 
the building between 1915 and 1932. 

When built, this structure was unique in that it was the only one 
to align cells along the exterior walls - a radical departure 
from federal planning practice, which had unreservedly used the 
Auburn system of back-to-back cells placed in tiers in the centre 
of the building. A comparison of the 1932 and 1988 plans 
(Figures 86 and 87) indicates that only on the third floor do 
aspects of this experiment survive. 

The current layout appears to date largely from the 1970s, when 
the structure was converted to an administration building. 
Exterior changes relate to the cutting of new windows and doors 
along the east and west elevations and the construction of storm 
porches for the entrances. 

Craftsmanship/Materials 

As with other buildings erected by convicts in stone quarried on 
the penitentiary grounds, this structure features careful 
craftsmanship on the exterior elevations but no challenging 
decorative treatment either within or without. 

Designer 

This section is based on the assumption that the plans prepared 
by Henry H. Horsey in 1895 were employed in the actual 
construction which began in 1909. 

Henry Hodge Horsey (1830-1911), the son of Edward Horsey, was in 
practice in Kingston in the late 1850s, when he produced a design 
for the Wolfe Island Township Hall. Trained by Toronto architect 
John Howard, Horsey lived and worked for most of his life in 
Ottawa, in whose city directories he is listed as an architect, 
sometimes in partnership with Matthew Sheard, from 1862 onwards. 
The two produced the plan for the Carleton County Jail in Ottawa 
in 1862 and for the city hall there in 1877. Much of Horsey's 
practice related to the design of jails, for he served as 
architect for the Board of Inspectors of Asylums, Prisons, etc. 
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for the province of Canada from its establishment in 1858 until 
Confederation. During this period, Horsey prepared designs for 
new facilities, or for renovated jails, in virtually every 
Ontario county. He served temporarily as architect to Kingston 
Penitentiary in 1869-70 where, shortly after his father's death, 
he produced plans (never used) for a solitary prison, a 
five-winged building originally located within the main compound 
and later proposed for the site of the present (1934) women's 
prison to the north of the warden's residence. 71 

The 1913 prison for women is Henry H. Horsey's only extant 
building at Kingston Penitentiary, and the only building by him 
identified in the federal inventory. His Carleton County Jail in 
Ottawa is, however, a much earlier and larger facility which - as 
the second part of this study points out - had a much greater 
influence on canadian penitentiary design. Nevertheless, the 
plan of the 1909 women's prison represents an interesting 
departure from then-contemporary norms in federal correctional 
design, even though its innovations were not employed in later 
work. 

ENVIRONMENT 

Site 

The walled gardens which formerly fronted this structure were 
removed in the mid-1980s, but otherwise this building relates 
both to other structures and to the surrounding landscape as it 
originally did. 

Setting 

This is the last of the buildings erected according to Powers's 
plan, but for its exteriors, a decorative programme and a scale 
were adopted that is sympathetic to and derived from earlier 
structures, but is somewhat different in its handling. 

Landmark 

Like most of the large buildings within the compound, this 
structure visible to outsiders. Although they might know that it 
exists, only those connected to the institution would be able to 
identify it. 

46 



WORKS OFFICE (A-4) 

According to the 1988 Physical Plant Survey, this structure was 
erected as an office in 1931, but the annual reports for that 
period - which, for several years, list only very large projects 
- mention no such building. The original occupant is not known, 
but its location immediately west of the masons' shed suggests 
that it might have been constructed for the chief trades officer. 
The building is now set aside for maintenance and works 
department staff. The plans for the concrete-block addition are 
dated 1962. The interior was renovated and new windows were 
installed in 1987. Figures 90 to 92 show the exterior and the 
current plan of the building. 

HISTORICAL ASSOCIATIONS 

Thematic 

This modestly scaled structure appears to be related generally to 
the institutional work programmes brought in after the 1883 
prohibition of contract labour, and specifically to the expansion 
of facilities for prison-related work in the early 1930s, when 
the west shop was reconverted to its original purpose. The 
building could not, however, have played a very significant role 
in those programmes. 

Person/Event 

Neither the annual reports nor the history of the institution 
mention this building, and it therefore does not seem to be 
connected to any person of event of historical interest. 

Local Development 

This building was erected during the early 1930s, when the 
penitentiary was undergoing substantial internal change. This 
period of turmoil, generated by the 1932 riot, involved 
significant amendment of the institution's regulations. This 
important phase in the administration of the penitentiary 
postdates this building's construction and therefore does not 
appear to be connected to it. Rather, its construction appears 
to relate to the need for office space for staff involved in work 
programmes, and hence does not seem to reflect a definable stage 
in the institution's development. 

ARCHITECTURE 

Aesthetic Design 

This is the only building within the compound which is domestic 
in scale and appearance. The original section is a one storey 
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structure of rusticated stone laid in regular courses. The 
corners are emphasized by cut-stone quoins and the windows by 
sills and lintels of concrete. The entrance is protected by a 
storm porch of later construction. The one-room addition on the 
rear is of concrete blocks, stuccoed, with a similar window 
treatment. A small dormer on the east slope of the hipped roof 
lights the attic. 

The exterior design includes a fews classically inspired 
decorative elements, but the overall concept seems not to have 
derived from any identifiable stylistic approach. The original 
section had pleasant proportions and simple detailing. The porch 
and addition add little to the design. As the 1988 Physical 
Plant Survey points out, "the white stucco finish on the addition 
aesthetically clashes with the grey stonework of the original 
building." 7 2 

Functional Design 

The interior (see plan, Figure 92) is divided into one "public" 
and two private offices. Its continued use for its original 
purpose suggests that the design has worked satisfactorily. 

Craftsmanship/Materials 

Solidly built by the inmates, this structure shows no special use 
of materials or craftsmanship. 

Designer 

Though the original plans have not been found, it is assumed that 
the design was prepared by the architectural staff of the 
Department of Justice. 

ENVIRONMENT 

Site 

No changes are known to have occurred to the area surrounding 
this building since its period of construction. 

Setting 

This building is compatible in materials with the adjacent shop 
building (C-5) but it is significantly smaller and less 
traditional in its detailing. 

Landmark 

This unremarkable structure cannot be seen from outside the walls 
and is not notable even within the confines of the prison. 
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MASON'S SHED (C-9) 

This concrete block structure, which is not on Adams's 1895 
bird's eye view of the penitentiary, appears on the 1919 aerial 
photograph of the institution. There is no reference to its 
construction in any interim annual reports, but those between 
1908 and 1913 provide no information on projects underway. It is 
therefore assumed that this building dates to this period, and a 
date of construction of ca. 1910 appears to be a reasonable 
supposition. 

HISTORICAL ASSOCIATIONS 

Thematic 

Like the other shops at Kingston Penitentiary, this building 
relates generally to efforts to devise programmes of work for the 
reformation of inmates. Based solely on its period of 
construction, it is probable that C-9 was built in preparation 
for the reconstruction of the north wing as a cellblock shortly 
after the First World War. 

Until 1886, the inmates at Kingston Penitentiary were employed 
either in institutional construction or in industries which 
produced goods under contract to private-sector entrepreneurs. 
Legislation passed in 1883 outlawed the latter practice, thereby 
leaving only the former as a means of fulfilling the 
institution's legislative requirement to maintain the inmates at 
hard labour. The warden and officers therefore devised internal 
work projects, to which the only alternative was the breaking of 
stone, a notably nonproductive and dehumanizing activity. 73 

Between 1887 and 1907, the revision of the east shops as a prison 
of isolation and the internal reconstruction of the south, west, 
and east wings of the main cellblock enabled the administration 
to provide enough work for most of the inmates. This was 
followed by the construction of a residence for the deputy warden 
(H-2, ca. 1910, see separate report) and of a prison for women 
(A-3, 1909-13). These projects required the full utilization of 
the space available in the existing masons' department, then 
located in the west wing of the south shops (C-5). With the 
completion of these projects, there was increasing reliance on 
the stone pile as a place to keep men at work. Institutional 
needs, coupled with the requirement to continue to offer a varied 
and productive work programme, led prison officials to prepare 
plans for the conversion of the now-vacant north administrative 
wing to a cellblock. To dress stone for this renovation 
necessitated the construction of a new shop building to house the 
mason department, for all other shop space was otherwise 
employed. This circumstance ties this building with the revision 
of the cells from the original plan to a larger unit 
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providing from 45 to 50 square feet of space. The north wing, 
however, represents this aspect of revised prison design and 
administration more clearly. 

This structure has continued to be used by the masons' 
department, currently for a works' office and for suppply 
storage. 

Person/Event 

Neither the annual reports nor the history of the institution 
notes any person or event of significance connected with this 
building. 

Local Development 

This building is connected to an important phase in the history 
of the prison community - the reconstruction of the main 
cellblock to "modern" standards at the turn of the century, and 
the conversion of the original north administrative wing into 
inmate living space. 

ARCHITECTURE 

Aesthetic Design 

This is a simply detailed rectangular one storey concrete-block 
structure covered with stucco (Figures 93 and 94). Originally 
capped by a hipped roof compatible in shape and materials with 
other buildings on-site, the structure now has a flat roof 
covered with tar and gravel. 

The design is simple and frankly industrial in character. Its 
surfaces are broken by stone pilasters on all sides. These rise 
to a plain fascia, frame the fenestration, and provide the only 
attempt at decorative treatment in what is otherwise a standard 
industrial building of the early 20th century. 

Under the influence of the Modern movement in European 
architecture, designers of industrial buildings of this period 
sought a new aesthetic in which mass, surface treatment, and plan 
played a determining role. Architects sought to exploit 
materials such as concrete and steel in original ways, so that 
the structure itself expressed an aesthetic, through its 
treatment of mass, surface, and plan, and not simply through 
applied and derivative decorative programmes. 74 

Such an approach could produce works which combined functional 
competence and a strong aesthetic sense. The design of c-9 
appears to be effective in fulfilling its functional programme, 
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but - like much early 20th-century industrial work in Canada -
seems to lack aesthetic inspiration. 

Functional Design 

Apparently built to provide overflow workspace for the adjacent 
masons' shop in the west wing of the south shop building (C-5), 
C-9 seems originally to have consisted of a single uninterrupted 
work area. As the need for this type of workspace declined with 
the limited number of building projects available, this structure 
has been converted to other uses - for example, during the 1930s, 
lumber was dried here - and has since been subdivided for offices 
and supply storage (see plan, Figure 95). 

Craftsmanship and Materials 

This was the first structure on-site to be built of concrete 
blocks rather than quarried stone. This probably relates to its 
industrial uses and its relative status within the institution. 

Designer 

The plans for this building were apparently prepared by the 
architectural staff of the Department of Justice. The design 
stands as the least decorated example of the work done by the 
department at Kingston Penitentiary during this period. 

ENVIRONMENT 

Site 

There have been no known changes to the site of this building 
since its construction. 

Setting 

This is the smallest of the workshop buildings located in the 
south yards, and the last to be built. As the 1988 Physical 
Plant Survey points out "the building is not well sited (too 
close, and clashes with the adjacent stone buildings Cl-C5) and 
is unsuitably accented with bright blue coloured pilasters and 
fascia." 75 

Landmark 

This unremarkable structure cannot be seen from outside the walls 
and is not prominent even within the confines of the prison. 
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THE WALLS AND TOWERS 

The walls and towers at Kingston Penitentiary are essential and 
defining functional elements of the institution. Federal 
officials, until recently, have not been able to conceive of a 
penitentiary without walls, and experiments - popular in the 
United States from the 1930s onwards - in designing correctional 
facilities without an imposing (and expensive) set of enclosing 
walls were rejected by federal authorities. "As a matter of 
economy," the Superintendent of Penitentiaries pointed out in his 
annual report for 1934-35, "each penitentiary is surrounded by a 
wall, in order that the number of custodial officers may be 
reduced to a minimum, and also to permit ... villainous criminals 
... to work out of doors, at the same time reducing the 
possibility of escape to the minimum." 76 The walls and towers 
constitute the aspects of the prison best known to the public, 
but they may not be buildings in the judgement of the FHBRO 
assessment committee. Because the definition of what constitutes 
a building has not been finally settled, it has been left to the 
committee to decide whether either (or both) of these elements 
constitute a building under the current criteria. The following 
is provided for information, if the committee decides that 
neither the walls nor the towers are buildings. 

The institution is currently protected by walls laid out in a 
rectangle, with towers at the four corners and at the midpoint of 
the west wall (Figure 4). The complex is approached through the 
north lodge (A-2), with a sallyport at the southwest corner 
providing vehicular access to the site. This arrangement closely 
follows the historical location of the walls, towers, and lodges 
but only the north lodge survives as a clearly original element 
from the 19th-century assemblage of lodges and towers. 

The original three-foot-thick stone walls were laid out in the 
form of a rough parallelogram, jogged slightly to the east 
between the west lodge and the southwest tower (Figures 3 and 
96). These enclosed an area of roughly ten acres and were 
erected between 1841 and 1846. A fifth tower, north of the west 
gate, was built in 1852 (Figures 14 and 15). Regularly 
buttressed and stepped to take the gentle incline of the site 
into account, the walls averaged 25 feet in height and consisted 
of roughly dressed blocks of limestone from the yard quarries, 
laid in irregular courses and infilled with rubblestone. They 
were capped by a Gothic-shaped coping. The towers, all of 
similar design, were of the circular, or bastion, type and were 
derived from 17th and 18th century military prototypes. They 
featured umbrella-shaped roofs (that of the west tower was 
crowned by a stone ball), smooth stone surfaces marked by 
decorative work at the openings, and narrow window slits which 
provided views (and a gun-sight) of both the yard and the walls. 
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In 1915 and 1916, the walls were extended southwards, to enclose 
the mechanical plant on the south wharf (see Figure 97), and two 
additional towers, different in design from those erected in the 
19th century, were built at the new southeast and southwest 
angles. These were capped by a new type of watchtower, used in 
the prison at Prince Albert and elsewhere, which featured larger 
glassed-in observation posts surrounded by walkways, and proved 
to be immensely superior to the original designs. Hence, the 
original watchtowers were removed sequentially between ca. 1916 
and 1921, and the Gothic-styled coping on the walls was gradually 
taken off and replaced by a flat cap of cement. A secondary 
stone barrier, east of the original east wall, was constructed as 
an added precaution against prison breaks after the 1932 riot. 
The demolition of the mechanical plant and the inconvenience of 
having two walls running east-west at the south end of the 
complex resulted in the realignment of the walls and the 
construction of new towers at the southeast and southwest 
corners, apparently between roughly 1938 and 1941. 
(Unfortunately, it is not possible to be precise about work 
undertaken during this period, because the annual reports 
unfortunately provided insufficient detail.) 

Much additional work has been carried out on the walls and towers 
since the Second World war. A plan to construct a second wall on 
the west wharf, parallel to the main west wall, was deemed 
unnecessary in 1947. 77 The original east, west, and north walls 
were all rebuilt in concrete between 1963 and 1964 at a cost of 
over $300,000, and several sections were removed and rebuilt with 
concrete panels hung on steel columns in 1977. 78 Available 
documentation does not indicate how much of the original walls 
was used in this reconstruction, though the history of the 
penitentiary states that they remain at the core of the present 
units. 79 Original fabric is now visible only along the southeast 
and southwest sides (see Figure 98). The guard houses at the 
tops of the towers were replaced and services were installed in 
the 1970s, and a new vehicular sallyport, with a concrete block 
guard house, was constructed at the southwest corner in 1987. 

HISTORICAL ASSOCIATIONS 

Thematic 

Though the cell has been the most important consideration from an 
operational point of view, to the public the towers and, more 
particularly, the walls have been, throughout the history of the 
institution, the functionally defining unit of the penitentiary. 
Together they provided the most substantial line of defence 
between society outside and the inmate population inside, with 
the walls functioning as a barrier and the towers as coercion. 
The history of the penitentiary lists only 11 inmates who escaped 
in spite of the impediment of the walls and towers, two of whom 
were never recaptured.so 
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Person/Event 

The towers are not directly connected with any significant person 
or event, but have played an essential role in each escape and 
riot which the institution has faced. 

Local Development 

The original towers and wall represented the earliest stage in 
the development of the penitentiary, but the replacement of these 
elements appears to have been a response to concerns about 
security, changing functional requirements, more advanced 
technologies, and the desire to be up to date. None of these 
considerations appears to reflect a distinguishable phase in the 
development either of the community of Portsmouth or of the 
prison itself. 

ARCHITECTURE 

Aesthetic Design 

Similar to lighthouses in design, the guard towers at Kingston 
Penitentiary (for views, see Figures 99 to 103; for plans, see 
Figures 104 and 105) are tapered circular structures, detailed 
in a simple fashion with classically inspired embellishments. 
Constructed of dressed stone in irregular courses, the towers are 
entered through raised doorways on the lower level. These are 
emphasized by surrounds of rusticated stone, darker in colour 
than that in the rest of the complex. Within is a set of iron 
stairs, leading to the guardrooms above. Slit windows are blind, 
and are decorated with ashlar stone surrounds. A decorative 
projecting stone coping provides a transition to the glazed 
enclosed guardroom, constructed of wood with aluminum windows and 
doors. All the towers are capped by octagonal metal roofs, 
except for D-4's, which is flat. The guardrooms lead to outside 
galleries enclosed by metal railings. 

Such structures rarely receive a very sophisticated stylistic 
treatment. Within the inventory of towers owned by the federal 
government, those at Kingston Penitentiary appear to be among the 
most decorative. This seems to derive from the period of 
construction and stylistic orientation of the complex, and from 
the use of local stone rather than brick. 

Functional Design 

These towers provide an essential functional role, and their 
structural requirements were simple. They had to provide 
unobstructed surveillance of as much of the yard area as 
possible, and easy access to both the walls and the yard. The 
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fact that the designs of these towers have changed only modestly 
during the prison's existence attests to the quality of their 
original conceptualization. 

Craftsmanship/Materials 

Given their central role in the maintenence of order within the 
institution, it was essential that the walls and towers be 
constructed solidly. The original walls have served for almost 
one hundred and fifty years with only occasional repainting and 
stone replacement. 

Designer 

The original walls and towers were designed by William Coverdale, 
but the plans for the extension of the walls and the new towers 
in the 1910s and 1920s have not been located. They appear to 
have been prepared by the architectural branch of the Department 
of Justice. 

ENVIRONMENT 

Site 

Three of the five towers retain their original positions, and the 
northerly two-thirds of the wall is also in its original 
location. The towers at the southwest and southeast corners were 
relocated as a result of the repositioning of the south wall 
closer to the lake. The "associated landscape" on either side of 
the walls has been kept clear for security reasons. Neither the 
south nor the west wharf is currently in use for its original 
purpose, and the latter has been landscaped and forms part of the 
park attached to the Olympic Harbour, established at Portsmouth 
in 1976. 

setting 

The guard houses of the towers and much of the wall have replaced 
earlier facilities. The tower bases apparently remain intact on 
the northeast and northwest corners, and along the west wall. 
The replacement walls, on the other hand, are marked by 
substantially different materials, a new location, and a coping 
in a style different from the original. Their height and 
relationship to the slope of the land appear to be very similar 
to these qualities in the walls erected in the 1840s. 
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Landmark 

As a prominent exterior element of a complex which is largely 
unseen by the general public, the walls and towers of Kingston 
Penitentiary immediately identify the facility's function. These 
structural elements are familiar to the public within and outside 
the region. 
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BUILDINGS NOT SUBJECT TO FHBRO REVIEW AT THIS TIME 

STORES BUILDING {A-7) 

The plans of this structure (which is shown in Figure 106) are 
dated between 1951 and 1953, and the annual reports indicate that 
it was completed during the fiscal year 1952-53. It will 
therefore not be subject to FHBRO evaluation until 1993. 

SCALE HOUSE {C-13) 

The plans for this building (which is shown in Figure 107) are 
dated 1957, and the annual reports indicate that it was completed 
during the fiscal year 1957-58. This building will therefore not 
be subject to FHBRO evaluation until 1997. 

CENTRAL HEATING PLANT {C-14) 

This building (Figure 108) was completed in 1983 and will not be 
subject to FHBRO evaluation until 2023. 

GARAGE {C-24) 

Though the 1988 Physical Plant Survey claims that this building 
was constructed in 1950, the plans are dated 1955 and the annual 
reports confirm that the work was done in the fiscal year 
1955-56. The structure (Figure 109) will therefore not be 
subject to FHBRO evaluation until 1995. 
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NOTES 

1 The original prison site consisted of one hundred acres and 
is technically described as the west half of the southwest 
quarter of Farm Lot 20, Township of Kingston. Other 
purchases of land, to the north and east, were made in the 
later 19th century, so that the penitentiary grounds once 
encompassed almost one hundred and fifty acres. Frontenac 
County Registry Office (Kingston), Farm Lot 20, Plan 54, Lot 
part 182. 

2 "Annual Report of the Commissioner of Penitentiaries for the 
Fiscal Year 1964-65," microfiche edition, p. 1. 

3 "Report of the Minister of Justice as to Penitentiaries for 
the Fiscal Year Ended 31 June 1898," in Canada. Parliament, 
House of Commons, Sessional Papers (1899-1900), Vol. 34, No. 
13, Return No. 18, p. 14. Annual reports which were 
published in the sessional papers of the House of Commons are 
hereafter cited by their title, the source (Sessional 
Papers), and their date and volume number. 

4 See the report of the inspector in "Report of the Minister of 
Justice as to Penitentiaries of canada, for the Fiscal Year 
Ended 31 June 1901," Sessional Papers (1902), Vol. 36, No. 
12, Return No. 34, p. 10, where the inspector notes that the 
prison population at Kingston has always "compris[ed] 
incorrigibles from all the other penitentiaries, [and 
therefore) represents the extreme of criminal character in 
Canada .... " 

5 w. J. McLeod, "Canada's Greatest Prison," Canadian Magazine, 
Vol. 6, No. 1 (November 1895), pp. 3-16. 

6 This may be confirmed by comparing Adams's "Bird's Eye View" 
of the institution (Figure 3) with the site plan of the 
prison at present (Figure 4). A survey of the annual reports 
relating to the penitentiary between 1834 and 1895 reveals 
that no major building was demolished within the walls during 
this period. 

7 This is the judgement of Jennifer McKendry, in "The Early 
History of the Provincial Penitentiary, Kingston, Ontario." 
(Paper submitted to the Weil Prize Committee, Society for the 
Study of Architecture in Canada, 1989), p. 14. 

8 Dennis Curtis et al., Kingston Penitentiary: The First 
Hundred and Fifty Years, 1835-1985 (Ottawa: Correctional 
Services Canada, 1985), pp. 122-26. 

9 Ibid., pp. 116-18. 
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10 E. C. Wines and Theodore Dwight, Report on the Prisons and 
Reformatories of the United States and Canada Made to the 
Legislature of New York, January, 1867 (1867, reprint New 
York: AMS Press, 1973), pp. 102 and 109. 

11 The standard work on Neoclassicism generally is Robin 
Middleton and David Watkin, Neoclassical and 19th Century 
Architecture, 2 vols. (London: Faber and Faber, 1980). For 
the use of the style in the Canadian context, see Leslie 
Maitland, Neoclassical Architecture in Canada (Ottawa: Parks 
Canada, 1984). On the application of the style to public 
buildings in central Canada, see Leslie Maitland and Dana 
Johnson, "Osgoode Hall and the Development of Public 
Architecture in Canada," Society for the Study of 
Architecture in Canada, Bulletin, Vol. 10. No. 4 (December 
1985), pp. 14-18. 

12 McKendry, "The Early History of the Provincial Penitentiary," 
pp. 17-18 and Figure 7. 

13 Ibid., pp. 16-26 provide a full discussion of the decorative 
programme. 

14 Wines and Dwight, Report on the Prisons and Reformatories, 
p. 102. 

15 Ibid. 

16 McKendry, "The Early History of Kingston Penitentiary," 
p. 16. 

17 On the career of William Coverdale, see Mary Fraser, "William 
Coverdale," Historic Kingston, Vol. 26 (1978), pp. 71-80; and 
idem, "Coverdales, Convicts and Criminal Lunatics: The 
Building of Institutional Kingston." (Paper delivered to the 
annual meeting of the Society for the Study of Architecture 
in Canada, Montreal, 1979). 

18 Along with the two sources noted in note 17, see City of 
Kingston, Buildings of Architectural and Historic 
Significance, 6 vols. (Kingston: City of Kingston, 1971-86). 

19 Ibid., Vol. 3 (Kingston: City of Kingston, 1975), p. 98 lists 
the house at 162 Mowat Street as dating to ca. 1816. 

20 On the early history of Kingston Penitentiary, see William 
Norman, "A Chapter in Canadian Penal History: The Early Years 
of the Provincial Penitentiary at Kingston and the Commission 
of Inquiry into its Management" (Master's thesis, Queen's 
University, 1979), Chap. 1; and McKendry, "The Early History 
of the Provincial Penitentiary." 

59 



21 There are no large Auburn-style prisons dating to the 19th 
century on the National Register of Historic Places. All of 
the original fabric of the Auburn-inspired penitentiaries 
listed in William Crawford's 1834 report seems to have been 
destroyed. In New York state, the cellblock at Auburn was 
levelled after a riot in 1934, and Sing Sing was demolished 
and a new prison constructed on the same site in the 1930s. 
This judgement regarding structural remains has been 
confirmed by Professor Norman Johnston, chairman of the 
Department of Sociology at Beaver College, Philadelphia, in 
an interview with the author on 12 October 1989. The leading 
expert on prison design in North America, Professor Johnston 
is currently examining European, Australian, South American, 
and Asian examples to determine whether older prisons are 
still in active use, but none of these would be of the Auburn 
type. 

22 It is not difficult to explain why Kingston Penitentiary has 
not figured more prominently in the history of Auburn
inspired prison design in North America. There were few 
efforts by Canadian governmental authorities in the 19th 
century to publicize their programmes at Kingston, and 
outsiders may have failed to analyze Canadian efforts because 
of simple ignorance. Certainly the cultural chauvinism of 
American authors, then and now, and the lack of attention 
paid by Canadian building historians to these institutions, 
have also played a role. Both the architect, William Powers, 
and the first master builder, John Mills, left government 
service under pressure, the opposition to them based to some 
extent on nationalist sentiments. This fact, coupled with 
the ending of the Auburn disciplinary system in 1849, may 
have made the Kingston example of little interest to American 
commentators on prison affairs. 

23 These changes are described in "Report of the Superintendent 
of Penitentiaries for the Fiscal Year Ended 30 June 1933," 
microfiche edition, pp. 41-43. 

24 Curtis et al., Kingston Penitentiary, pp. 122-24. 

25 Ibid., pp. 124-26. 

26 Ibid., pp. 126-27. 

27 Frank w. Armstrong, Hanging in Canada (Calgary: Frontier 
Publishing, 1973), p. 5. 

28 "Report of the Inspectors of the Provincial Penitentiary for 
1853," Appendices to the Journals of the Legislative Assembly 
of the Province of Canada (1854-55), Vol. 13, No. 9, Appendix 
DD, n. p. See also the comments of the inspectors six years 
later: 
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"All the authors [quoting the London Quarterly Review for 
October of 1854] best acquainted with the subject 
deprecate the least indulgence in the present taste for 
architectural extravagances in the construction of public 
buildings." To prisons in particular these remarks are 
most appropriate. Such splendid edifices do, indeed, 
"give dignity to crime," and deprive it, in a great 
measure, of its hideousness or enormity. It is 
calculated to make the poor hard-working man look upon 
his humble dwelling with disgust. The external aspect 
should bear some resemblance to the object to which it is 
devoted. 

"Annual Report of the Provincial Penitentiary for the Year 
1858," in Appendices to the Journals of the Legislative 
Assembly (1859), Vol. 17, No. 3, Return No. 29, n. p. 

29 Wines and Dwight, Report on the Prisons and Reformatories, 
pp. 108-09. 

30 On this decorative programme, see McKendry, "The Early 
History," pp. 7-10. 

31 Professor Norman Johnston, interview with the author, 12 
October 1989. 

32 Public Works Canada (Ontario Region), 1988 Physical Plant 
Survey, Kingston peniteniary, Kingston, Ontario ([Toronto: 
Public Works Canada], 1988), Section 9. 

33 Ibid., Section 12, p. 4. 

34 "Annual Report of the Superintendent of Penitentiaries for 
the Fiscal Year Ended 31 March 1951," microfiche edition, 
p. 66. 

35 1988 Physical Plant Survey, Section 24, p. 2. 

36 "Annual Report of the Provincial Penitentiary for the Year 
1858," in Appendices to the Journals of the Legislative 
Assembly (1859), Vol. 17, No. 3, Return No. 29, n. p. 

37 See the report of the inspector in "Report of the Minister of 
Justice as to Penitentiaries of Canada, for the Fiscal Year 
Ended 30 June 1901," in Sessional Papers (1902), Vol. 36, No. 
12, Return No. 34, p. 10. 

38 Wines and Dwight, Report on the Prisons and Reformatories, 
p. 102. 

39 "Report of the Minister of Justice as to the Penitentiaries 
of Canada, for the Fiscal Year Ended 30 June 1916," Sessional 
Papers (1916-17), Vol. 52, No. 20, Return No. 34, p. 18. 
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40 McKendry, in "The Early History of Kingston Penitentiary," 
argues that Hugh Thomson and William Coverdale "probably" 
influenced Powers's design, but this is unsupported by 
evidence. Available documentation clearly gives the role of 
architect to William Powers, and notes that Coverdale added a 
measure of decorative detailing to later wings. 

41 "Convicts Help Firemen Subdue Blaze in Prison," Citizen 
(Ottawa), 14 August 1954. 

42 For a discussion of the theory and reality of labour 
programmes in rehabilitation, see Donald G. Wetherell, "To 
Discipline and Train: Adult Rehabilitative Programmes in 
Ontario Prisons, 1874-1900," Histoire sociale/Social History, 
Vol. 12, No. 23 (mai/May 1979), esp. pp. 146-49. 

43 The early stages of this debate over free and prison labour 
are treated in Bryan D. Palmer, "Kingston Mechanics and the 
Rise of the Penitentiary, 1833-1836," ibid., Vol. 13, No. 25 
(mai/May 1980), pp. 7-32. For a general treatment of the 
subject from a Marxist point of view, see Deirdre Foucauld, 
"Prison Labour: Punishment or Reform: The Canadian 
Penitentiary System, 1867-1960" (Master's thesis, University 
of Ottawa, 1982). 

44 See the section "Contract Labour" in "Sixth Annual Report of 
the Board of Inspectors of Asylums, Prisons, Etc. for the 
Year 1866," in Sessional Papers (1867-68), Vol. 1, No. 8 
Paper No. 40, pp. 5-6. 

45 See "Report of the Minister of Justice as to Penitentiaries 
of Canada, for the Fiscal Year Ended 30 June 1887," Sessional 
Papers (1888), Vol. 21, No. 11, Paper No. 11, p. xxi. 

46 See the reports of the warden of Kingston Penitentiary in 
"Annual Report of the Superintendent of Penitentiaries for 
the Fiscal Year Ended March 31, 1942," and the same for the 
fiscal year 1942-43, microfiche edition. 

47 See Curtis et al., Kingston Penitentiary, pp. 122-27. 

48 1988 Physical Plant Survey, Section 16, p. 3. 

49 British Whig (Kingston), 12 April 1848. 

50 Ibid. 

51 On Horsey and his career, see Margaret Angus, "Architects and 
Builders of Early Kingston," Historic Kingston, Vol. 11 
( 1966) 1 PP• 24-25 • 
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52 The history of the building to 1934 is detailed in "Annual 
Report of the Superintendent of Penitentiaries, for the 
Fiscal Year Ended 30th June 1934," microfiche edition, 
pp. 21-22. 

53 Report of the Inspector of Penitentaries in "Report of the 
Minister of Justice as to Penitentiaries of Canada, for the 
Year Ended 30th June 1895," in Sessional Papers (1896), Vol. 
39, No. 11, Return No. 18, p. 9. 

54 "Annual Report of the Superintendent of Penitentiaries for 
the Fiscal Year Ended 30 June, 1934," microfiche edition, 
p. 9. 

55 "Annual Report of the Superintendent of Penitentiaries for 
the Fiscal Year Ended 30 June, 1935," microfiche edition, 
p. 38. 

56 "Annual Report of the Commissioner of Penitentiaries for the 
Fiscal Year Ended March 31, 1951," microfiche edition, p. 58. 

57 "Annual Report of the Minister of Justice as to 
Penitentiaries of Canada, for the Year Ended 30th June, 
1895," Sessional Papers (1896), Vol. 39, No. 11, Return No. 
18, p. 24. 

58 "Annual Report of the Inspectors of the Provincial 
Penitentiary for the Year 1855," Appendices to the Journals 
of the Legislative Assembly (1856), Vol. 14, No. 1, Return 
No. 10, n. p. 

59 "Annual Report of the Minister of Justice as to 
Penitentiaries of Canada, for the Year Ended 30th June, 
1895," Sessional Papers (1896), Vol. 39, No. 11, Return No. 
18, p. 24. 

60 This building is described in the report of the architect in 
"Annual Report of the Provincial Penitentiary for the Year 
1858," Appendices to the Journals (1859), Vol. 17, No. 3, 
Return No. 29, n. p. 

61 "Extensive Fire at the Provincial Penitentiary, Loss $30,000," 
Daily News (Kingston), 19 May 1874. 

62 "Report of the Superintendent of Penitentiaries, for the 
Fiscal Year Ended 30 June 1935," microfiche edition, p. 23. 

63 In his annual report for 1889-90, the warden of Kingston 
Penitentiary noted that "the efficiency of discipline depends 
largely upon skilled industrial employment for the convicts, 
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and, as a factor in prison management, cannot be 
over-estimated." He added that, apart for some work carried 
out for the Department of Indian Affairs, all of the labour 
within the prison was done in support of the institution 
itself. ("Annual Report of the Minister of Justice as to 
Penitentiaries of Canada, for the Year Ended 30 June 1890," 
Sessional Papers [1891], Vol. 24, No. 12, Return No. 12, 
p. 3.) Five years later, the inspectors noted that "the 
insufficiency of suitable work for the convicts is a serious 
detriment to the proper management of the prisons .... " 
("Annual Report of the Minister of Justice as to 
Penitentiaries of Canada, for the Year Ended 30 June 1897," 
Sessional Papers [1898], Vol. 30, No. 12, Return No. 18, 
p. 9. Thirty years later, the inspectors were complaining of 
the lack of labour programmes available, pointing out that 
"it ... behooves the Government to provide sufficient labour 
at which those sentenced may be employed." ("Report of the 
Superintendent of Penitentiaries, for the Year Ended 30 June 
1927," microfiche edition, p. 15.) 

64 The sequence of controls over design and construction is 
described in "Report of the Minister of Justice as to 
Penitentiaries of Canada for the Year Ended 30th June 1879," 
Sessional Papers (1880), Vol. 13, No. 8, Return No. 27, 
pp. 3-5. 

65 There were no detailed reports from the warden of Kingston 
Penitentiary between the fiscal years 1908-09 and 1912-13. 
During the latter period, the prison was directly under the 
control of the inspectors, after the resignation of the 
controversial Warden Platt. The dates of construction are 
provided by Curtis et al., Kingston Penitentiary, p. 87. 

66 The building appears in this location on the initial (but 
unexecuted) Powers plan, shown as Figure 7 in the second 
portion of this study, which section deals with the 
development of prison design in Canada. Though it is noted 
in the list of facilities illustrated, the building is 
missing from the executed plan, shown as Figure 4 of the 
present chapter. It is the author's assumption that the 
women's prison was accidently left off the second plan. 

67 "Report of the Minister of Justice as to Penitentiaries of 
Canada, for the Year Ended 30th June 1892," Sessional Papers 
(1893), Vol. 26, No. 10, Return No. 18, p. xii. 

68 Horsey was paid the sum of $3910 for a set of plans for the 
prison for women in the fiscal year 1894-95; see "Report of 
the Auditor General for the Fiscal Year Ended 30th June 
1895," Sessional Papers (1896), Vol. 29, No. 1, Return No. 1, 
Section I, p. 18. 
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69 "Annual Report of the Commissioner of Penitentiaries for the 
Fiscal Year Ended 31 March, 1960," microfiche edition, p. 18. 

70 Wines and Dwight, Report on the Prisons and Reformatories, 
p. 107. 

71 This review of Horsey's career has been brought together from 
information in the Architect and Builder file, CIHB, 
Architectural History Branch, and from Marion MacRae and 
Anthony Adamson, Cornerstones of Order: Courthouses and Town 
Halls of Ontario, 1784-1914 (Toronto: Clarke Irwin, 1983), 
pp. 34, 119, 197, 206, 218, 221, and 225-27. 

72 1988 Physical Plant Survey, Section 6, p. 5. 

73 On the unacceptability of stone-breaking as part of the 
labour programme, see "Report of the Royal Commission on 
Penitentiaries," Sessional Papers (1914), Vol. 48, No. 28, 
Return No. 252, pp. 6-8. 

74 For a review of the subject of the aesthetic of industrial 
buildings, see Reyner Banham, A Concrete Atlantis: u. s. 
Industrial Building and European Modern Architecture 
(Cambridge, Mass.: MIT Press, 1989), esp. Chap. 3. 

75 1988 Physical Plant Survey, Section 19, p. 4. 
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the Fiscal Year Ended 30 June 1935," microfiche edition, 
p. 26. 
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1 Kingston Penitentiary (#12) in relation to the former village 
of Portsmouth (to the west) and the city of Kingston (to the 
east). Number 13 is the Prison for Women, #14 is the 
Regional Staff College (Ontario), #15 is St. Helen's, and #16 
is Bellevue House. (Public Works Canada, Screening Paper 
Canada, Kingston, Ontario, Map Insert.) 
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2 Kingston Penitentiary and the adjacent area, on the left in 
the 1890s, and on the right, today. (Left, redrawn from 
National Archives of Canada [NA], National Map Co1lection 
[NMC], RGllM, 79003/42, Item 1536, NMC 036370; right, CIHB, 
Michel Benoit.) 
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3 "Kingston Penitentiary, Bird's Eye View, Prison Buildings." 
This presents the complex as it existed on 11 May 1895, James 
Adams, del. (Queen's Universit:t Archives [QUA], Kingston 
Architectural Plans #29.) 
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4 Site plan of Kingston Penitentiary in 1988. (Kingston 
Penitentiary, Regiog~l Treatment Centre, Master Plan [1988], 
£.:.___]_. ) 
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5 Original accepted plan of Kingston Penitentiary, 1833, 
William Powers, architect. (NA, MG11, Colonial Office Papers, 
Vol. 156, "Blue Book for Up~er Canada, 1838," unpaginated, 
redrawn by CIHB, Michel Benoit.) 



North lodge (A- 2) and section of original north wall, to the 
northwest tower, ca . 1895. (NA, PA4624 4.) 
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7 North lodge, south elevation, ca. 1895. The walled 
enclosures, which contained gardens, were removed in the 
early 1980s. (NA, PA46254.) 



KINGSTON PENITENTIARY, KINGSTON, ONTARIO 

:tl z 
0 

1-- z 
'J 
w ':! 

~ cj) 1--
<( 

~ ell > 

~ 
0::. '" w w > 

~ 
0 

7. :r 
-c a: 

' 
0 

~ 
z 

~ 
~ 
~ 
".» 
~ 
~ 
~ 

8 North lodge, elevations and sections of the building with the 
proposed tower, 1895. (QUA, Kingston Architectural Drawings 
Collection #29.) 
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9 North lodge, built between 1844 and 1846, William Coverdale, 
architect; north (exterior) elevation in 1988. (Public Works 
Canada [Ontario Regional Office].) 

10 North lodge, south elevation in 1986, before the Visitor and 
Correspondence Centre was constructed. (PWC [ORO].) 
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11 Visitor and Correspondence (V&C) Building (A-5), completed in 
1988, architect not determined; south elevation from the roof 
of the main cellblock. (PWC [ORO].) 

12 V&C building, from the southwest in 1989. (PWC [ORO].) 
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13 North lodge, plan of ground and second floor. (PWC, 1988 
Physical Plant Survey, Section 4, pp. 4-5.) 
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14 West lodge and tower from the interior courtyard, 1895. (NA, 
PA46257.) 
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15 West lodge and tower from the west wharf, 1895. (NA, 
PA46249.) 
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16 Ground floor plan of the main cellblock in 1895, prepared by 
James Adams. The interior of the south wing (at the top of 
the drawing) has already been recast but the other two cell 
wings retain their original configuration. (QUA, Kingston 
Architectural Drawings #29.) 
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17 Main cellblock from the north, ca. 1895, showing the entrance 
to the former administrative wing. (~ PA46 252 .) 



18 Main cellblock, north elevation from the northeast, ca. 1895. 
(QUA, PG K-105-35.) 
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19 Kingston Penitentiary, view of the north elevation of the 
main cellblock from the roof of the warden's residence, ca. 
1900. (QUA, PG-105-13.) 
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20 Main cellblock, south (or workyard) elevation from the 
southeast. From the left one can discern the edge of the 
north wing of the south workshops (C-2); half of the west 
workshops before they were damaged by fire in 1874 (C-7); the 
dining hall (B-8); the west (B-5), south (B-4), and east 
(B-3) wings; and the rear of the hospital (B-7). (Canadian 
Illustrated News [CIN], Vol. 8 [5 July 1873], p. 4 from NA, 
C59227.). 
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21 South elevation of the main cellblock, ca. 1892. This view 
repeats that of Figure 20 but includes the east shops (B-11) 
rather than the west shop building (C-7). (NA, PA46258.) 
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21 South elevation of the main cellblock, ca. 1892. This view 
repeats that of Figure 20 but includes the east shops (B-11) 
rather than the west shop b uilding (C-7). (NA, PA4~258.) 
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22 North elevation of the dining room wing (B-8) of the main 
cellblock, ca. 1895. (NA, PA46239.) 
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23 Interior of dining room in 1875, looking north. (CIN, Vol. 12 
[25 September 1875], p. 200, reproduced by NA, C62894.) 



24 Interior of dining hall looking south, 1890. (Queen's 
University Archives, PG KlOS-60.) 
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25 North elevation of the hospital wing, from the northwest, ca. 
1895. ( NA, PA46248.) 
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26 Plan of the ground and first floors of the hospital, 1883, 
prepared by James Adams. This should be compared with 
Figures 55 and 56, which are modern plans of the same area. 
(NA, NMC, RG11, 79003/42, Item 1537.) 
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27 Side elevation of the proposed extension of the south wing, 
prepared in 1895 by James Adams, architect. This shows the 
window arrangement of the Powers-designed south wing and the 
Coverdale-designed east wing. At the turn of the 20th 
century, both were later recut to their present 
configuration. (QUA, Kingston Architectural Drawings #29.) 
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28 South wing reconstruction, end elevation, and transverse 
section, 1895. The latter shows the current arrangements of 
four tiers of outward-looking cells. (QUA, Kingston 
Architectural Drawings #29.) 
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29 Interior of the east wing of Kingston Penitentiary in 1892, 
before the present cellular arrangement was introduced. 
Cells, with their grilled doors, are to the right and the 
wall of the inspection corridor is on the left. (Kingston 
Penitentiary Museum.) 
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30 The rotunda (B-1) in 1875. (CIN, Vol. 12 [25 September 1875], 
pp. 200-201, reproduced by NA, C62894.) 
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31 Rotunda in 1890, showing the stairways and entrances to the 
west wing. (QUA, PG K105-53.) 
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32 The main cel lblock, Kingston Penitentiary; built 1834-1959, 
Wil liam Powers, architect for the original sections ; north 
(main) elevation in 1984 . The firehall, projecting from the 
north wing , has since been demolished . (PWC [ORO]. ) 

33 Main cellblock, Kingston Penitentiary, south elevation in 
1988. [PWC [ORO] . ) 
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34 The former dining hall (B-8), built between 1839 and 1841, 
William Powers, architect; north elevation in 1984. (PWC 
[ORO].) -

35 The west wing (B-5) and keepers' hall (B-6), north elevation, 
in 1989. (PWC [ORO].) 
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36 North wing (B-2), built between 1836 and 1840, William 
Powers, architect, front (north) elevation in 1989. (PWC 
[ORO].) 

37 Disassociation wing (B-14), built between 1948 and 1949, 
architectural branch, Department of Justice, architect; and 
east wing (B-3), built between 1836 and 1845, William Powers, 
architect; north elevation in 1989. (PWC [ORO].) 
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38 Hospital wing (B-7), built between 1847 and 1849, William 
Powers, architect; north elevation in 1988. (PWC [ORO].) 

39 Hospital wing (B-7), south elevation and adjacent extended 
end wall of east wing (B-3) in 1988. (PWC [ORO].) 
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40 South wing, built between 1834 and 1835, William Powers, 
architect; south elevation in 1988. To the right of the wing 
is the new kitchen wing (C-25), built between 1956 and 1959, 
architectural branch of the Department of Justice, architect. 
(PWC [ORO].) 

41 New kitchen wing (C-25), east elevation in 1989. (PWC [ORO].) 
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42 School and Gymnasium Building (C-22), built between 1951 and 
1956, architectural branch of the Department of Justice, 
architect; west elevation in 1988. (PWC [ORO].) 

43 Interior view of a typical, renovated ce llbl ock with two 
tiers of ce lls below a new ceiling. ( PWC [ORO]. 
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44 Plan of the ground floor of the main cellblock. (Public 
Works Canada, Ontario Region, 1988 Physical Plant Survey 
Kingston Penitentiary, Kingston, Ontario [Toronto: Public 
Works Canada, 1988], Section 9, p. 13 [herafter 1988 Physical 
Plant Survey].) 
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45 Plan of the second floor of the main cellblock. 
Section 9, p. 14.) 
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46 Plan of the third floor of the main cellblock. (Ibid., 
Section 9, p. 15.) 
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47 Plan of the fourth floor of the main cellblock. 
Section 9, p. 16.) 
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(Ibid., 
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48 Plan of a typical cell wing (the third floor of the north 
wing), showing the arrangement of cells, the disposition of 
stairways within the wings, and the addition of a concrete 
floor at level three. The east and west wings have 19 cells 
per side, the south wing 18. (Ibid., Section 9, p. 23.) 
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49 Keepers' Hall (B-6), basement and ground floor plans. (Ibid., 
Section 10, p. 5.) 
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50 Former Dining Hall (B-8), basement plan. (Ibid., Section 12, 
~.) 
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51 Former Dining Hall (B-8), plan of ground floor. This was 
originally a kitchen in the south (right) third of the 
building and an open dining hall in the other two thirds. 
(Ibid., Section 12, p. 8.) 
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52 Former dining hall (B-8), plan of second floor. This was 
originally set aside for a schoolroom, and later accommodated 
the chapels. (Ibid., Section 12, p~ 9.) 
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53 Schoolroom and Gymnasium Building (C-22), plan of ground 
floor. (Ibid., Section 21, p. 7.) 
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54 New kitchen wing (C-25), plan of ground floor. (Ibid., 
Section 24, E· 7.) 
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55 Hospital (B-7), plan of ground floor. (Ibid., Section 11, 
~.) 
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56 Hospital, plan of second floor. (Ibid., Section 11, p. 9.) 
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57 South shops, north elevation from the northwest, ca. 1890. 
(QUA, PG KlOS-37.) 
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58 The west side of the north elevation of the south workshops, 
1895. ( NA, PA46243.) 
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59 The east side of the nor-th elevation of the south shops, 
1895. (NA , PA46240.) 
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60 South elevation of the south shops, looking west in 1895. 
The two storey boiler room with chimney and the one storey 
shed-roofed structure beside it have both been demolished. 
The south wing behind has since been extended further 
southwards, and the walls and towers moved as wel·l. ( NA, 
PA46252.) -
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62 South shops building, built between 1842 and 1849, William 
Powers and William Coverdale, architects; north elevation 
from the northwest in 1989, showing the repairs made in 
concrete block and stucco along the west part of the north 
wing. (PWC [ORO].) 

63 South shops, staircase in rotunda (C-1) in 1989. (PWC [ORO].) 
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64 South shops, southeast section from the south in 1989. From 
the left, this shows the one storey south boiler room 
extension, the two storey original south wing, and the 
rebuilt east wing. (PWC [ORO].) 

65 South shops, south elevation of the west wing from the west 
in 1989. (PWC [ORO].) 
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66 South shops, plan of the ground floor. (1988 Physical Plant 
Survey, Section 16, p. 16.) 
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67 South shops, plan of the second floor. (Ibid., Section 16, 
p. 17.) 
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68 East shops {B-11}, west (front) elevation ca. 1888 before the 
structure was gutted for a prison of isolation. B-llA is to 
the left. (NA, PA46247.) 



KINGSTON 

69 B-11 as reconstructed for a prison of isolation, ca. 1895. 
The major exterior changes included the addition of bars to 
the windows and the redesigning of the windows o~ the 
projecting centre section. (QUA, PG K105-49.) 
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70 North elevation of B-llA, ca. 1888. The chimney and the 
one-storey engine house on the left (east) side of B-llA were 
removed in the reconstruction for a prison of isolation. (NA, 
PA46250.) 



71 Interior of B-11 when it was a shop for the shoe-making 
contract in 1875. (CIN, Vol. 12 [25 September 1875],~. 201.) 
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72 Interior range of cells, prison of isolation, 1895. (QUA, PG 
K105-56.) 
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73 East shops, built between 1855 and 1858, Edward Horsey, 
architect; west (front) elevation in 1989. (PWC [ORO].) 

74 B-11A, built in 1858, Edward Horsey, architect; north and 
east elevations in 1989; compare with Figure 70. (PWC [ORO].) 
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75 B-11 and B-11A, north and west elevations from the hospital 
roof. In the background is the east wing of the south 
workshops (C-3). (PWC [ORO].) 

76 From the left, the south end of B-11, the laudry building 
extension (C-23) and the east wing of the south workshops 
(C-3) in 1989. (PWC [ORO].) 
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77 The west (main) elevation of the laundry and shower building, 
now RTC Activities (C-23); built between 1955 and 1958, 
architectural branch of the Department of Justice, architect. 
( PWC [ ORO ] • ) 
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14.15 THIRD FLOOR PLAN 

ROOM LEGEND 

300 - IIALL 
301 - WASHROOM & HALLWAY 
302 - GUN CAGE 
303 - FIRE EXIT 
304 - GUN CAGE 
305 - WASHROOM 
306 - WASHROOM 
307 - FIRE EXIT 
308 - FIRE EXIT 
1 - OFFICE 
2-19 - CELLS 

KINGSTON PENITENTIARY, KINGSTON, ONTARIO 

79 B-11, plan of third floor. (Ibid., Section 14, p. 10.) 
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F1 RST FLOOR PLAN 

FIRST FLOOR LEGEND 
101 HAll 
11"2 GUUP 1001 
1 OJ Off 1 CE 
104 OFFICE 
IU ut• liU 
ID& ElECUICll U c 101 ELEUTOI 
101 OffICE 
108 STAIRWAY NO. 2 

110 GUARD 
Ill STAIRWAY NO I 

112 - DUMBWAITER 

SECOND FLOOR PLAN 

THIRD FLOOR PLAN 

80 C-23, ground, second, and third floor plans. There is no key 
in the source document. (Ibid., Section 22, pp. 6-7.) 
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~- Sw;~:mou & . r.-- .· 

81 west shops (C-7), east (front) elevation and section as 
reconstructed after a fire in 1874. (NA, NMC, RG11, 79003/42, 
Item 1527, NMC 36378.) 
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82 West shops, plan of three floors after reconstruction. The 
asylum is in the north (right) section of the bui'lding, the 
workshops in the first two floors of the south section. (NA, 
NMC, RGllL 79003/42, Item 1531, NMC 19917.) 
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83 West shops (C-7), built between 1858 and 1859, Edward Horsey, 
architect; east (front) and north side elevations in 1989. 
( PWC [ ORO ] . ) 

84 West shops, west (rear) elevation in 1988. Note the blocked 
openings and, at the southwest corner, a guard cage. (PWC 
[ORO] . ) 
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SECOND FLOOR 

THIRD FLOOR 

FIRST flOOR LEGEND 

liD FIYEI 
Ill SHU U. I 
112 IULLUY 

183 COIPUTEI 1001 
114 ClUSIOOI 
105 CLASSIIOI 
I 06 CLASSIOOI 
IOJ CliSSIOOI 
181 OFFICE 

011 STOCl 
10 sroca 
II COUIDU 
12 TO filE EIIT 
13 CORIIDOI 
14 usuooa 
15 lA II 1001 
II SUP ACt. 
II OFFICE 
II STOCl 
Ill OffiCE 
2D USHIOOI 

121 - CLASSROOM 

S£com nooa L£G£ND 

2011 IIALL 
201 IIOT II USE 
202 IDT II USE 

204 lOT II USE 
2D5 GUilDS" DFFICl 
ZDB lOT Ill USE 
217 CDUIDDI 
201 lUI CUE 

THIRD flOOR lEGEND 

300 - SUU liD. I 
301 - IDT II USE 
302 - lOT II liSE 
313 - IDT II USE 
304 - GUll CHE 
305 - CDIIIDOI 
301 - CDIIIDDI 
301 - CUM ClliE 

85 West shops, plan of the ground, second, and third floors. 
(1988 Physical Plant Survey, Section 18, pp. 6-7.) 
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86 Plans of the three floors of the prison for women (A-3) in 
1932. (PWC, Ontario Region, Kingston Dedicated Unit, Plans 
Collection.) 

1~r f/. 
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WICKET a 
COUNTER 

5.11 FIRST FLOOR PLAN 

5.12 SECOND FLOOR PLAN 

5.13 THIRD FLOOR PLAN 

87 Plan of three floors of prison for women (A-3, now 
administration building) in 1988. (1988 Physical Plant 
Survey, Section 5, pp. 6-7.) 
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88 Prison for women (A-3), built between 1909 and 1913, Henry H. 
Horsey, architect; east (front) elevation in 1989. (PWC 
[ORO] . ) 

89 Prison for women (A-3), west elevation in 1988, with the 
former dining hall (B-8) to the rear. (PWC [ORO].) 
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KINGSTON PENITENTIARY, KINGSTON, ONTARIO 

90 Works Office (A-4), built in 1931, architectural branch of 
the Department of Justice, presumed architect; front (north) 
elevation in 1988. (PWC [ORO].) 

91 Works office (A-4), side and rear elevations in 1988. (PWC 
[ORO] . ) 
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114 

fiRST FLOOR PLAIJ 

101 GEitAAL OfFICf 
102 llSHROOI 
103 - OFFICE 
104 - OFFICE 

II I I 0 3 

FIRST FLOOR PLAN 

92 Works office, plan of ground floor. (1988 Physical Plant 
Survey, Section 6, p. 1.) 

93 Masons' shed (C-9), built ca. 1910, architect undetermined; 
front (south) and west side elevations in 1988. (PWC [ORO].) 
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96 Kingston Penitentiary as laid out in 1887. This is the 
earliest treatment of the site available to the author, and 
should be compared with the bird's eye view in Figure 3. {NA, 
NMC, H2/440/Portsmouth/1887, NMC 19807.) 
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97 Aerial v iew of Kingston Penitentiary from the southeast, 
1919. By th is time, additional wa l ls had been built to 
st r aighten the alignment of the west wall and to enclose the 
wharf south of the original south wall. Two new towers were 
a dd ed at the southeast and southwest corners . (NA, PA30472 . ) 
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99 Northeast tower (D- 1) and section of reconstructed north 
wall, from King Stret West in 1989 . (Dana Johnson, 
Architectural History Branch , 1989.) 

100 Southeast tower (D-2 ) from the interi o r o f the c o mpo u n d i n 
1988 . (PWC [ ORO].) 
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101 Southwest tower (D-3) and sallyport (D-7). (Dana Johnson, 
Architectural History Branch, 1989.) 

102 west tower (D-4) and the west wall from Portsmouth Habour. 
(Dana Johnson, Architectural History Branch, 1989.) 



GROUND flOOR PLAN 
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- GUARD £MTAANC 
- STAIRWAY 

103 Northwest tower (D-5). 
(Dana Johnson, Architectural 
History Branch, 1989.) 

. 0-4 GUARD TOWER 

• 
- HATCH TO TOlER 
- GUARD ROOM (NOT IN USE). 
- WALKWAY 

AUOITIONAL GUARD AM. 

TOWER - GUARD AREA PLAN 

104 Plan of the west tower (D-4). (1988 Physical Plant Survey, 
Section 26, p. 9.) 



KINGSTON PENITENTIARY, KINGSTON, ONTARIO 

0-1 GUARD TOWER 
U-2 & 05 SIMILAR 

TOWER - GUARD AREA PLA~ 

GROU~D FLOOR PLAN 

- HATCH TO TOIEi 
- GUARD ROOIII 
- IHUAY 

GUARD ENTRANCE 
STAIRWAY 

0-3 GUARD TOWER 

- HATCH TO TOI£R 
- GUARD ROOII 

J - IIHUAY 

TOWER GUARD AREA PLAN 

- GUARD ENTRANCE 
- SOUTH-lEST SALLYPORT 
- WlSHROOIII 
- TOWER ENTRANCE 
- SUIRfllY 

GROUND FLOOR PLAN 

105 Plans of towers D-1, D-2, D-3, and D-5. (1988 Physical Plant 
Survey, Section 26, p. 8.) 
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106 Storage building (A-7), built between 1952 and 1953 and 
therefore not subject to FHBRO evaluation; view from the 
south in 1988. (PWC [ORO].) 

107 Scales building (C-13), built 1957-58 and therefore not 
subject to FHBRO review, view from the northwest in 1988. 
( PWC [ORO] . ) 
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108 Central heating plant (C-14), Kingston Penitentiary, built 
1983 and therefore not subject to FHBRO evaluation; view 
from the south. (Dana Johnson, Architectural History Branch, 
1989.) 

·····················.•.•.•.·.·.·.·.···'·• •••••• · . .-.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.-·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.· .. ·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.-·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.· ..................... ·.·.· .. ·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.-·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.• .... ,., ... ,., ..••••• ·•·•·.·.· .. · .. · ... · .. · .. · .. · .. · ... · .. · .. · .. · .. · .. ·.-.. wm.ww•••••••••••••••••••••• ................... •.w.••••• 

109 Garage (C-24), built 1954-55 and therefore not subject to 
FHBRO evaluation; view from the southwest in 198. (PWC 
[ORO).) -


