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INTRODUCTION 

The West Point blockhouse was officially approved as a site 
1 

of national historical importance in November, 1962. The present 

report gottiers together information useful in planned restoration of 

the structure. 

The body of this report provides a brief history of the 

West Point blockhouse and battery. Appendix A discusses the 

architectural features at the site. This discussion is based on an 
2 

engineering examination of the property and a subsequent report by 
3 

Peter John Stokes, Consulting Restoration Architect. The engineering 

and architectural comments are evaluated in the light of documentary 

evidence. 

1. From the minutes of the Historic Sites and Monuments Board 
of Canada meetings of May 15 - 18, 1962 and November 26 - 28, 1962. 

2. A report on St. Andrews Blockhouse preferred by the Engineering 
Services Division, June 18, 1962. 

3. A report on the blockhouse preferred by Peter John Stokes, 
November, 1962. 
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HISTORY OF THE WEST BLOCKHOUSE 
AND BATTIIff 

Summary: 

The West Point blockhouse was erected at St. Andrews N.B. during 

the War of 1812-1A for the defence of the harbour and town. It was 

paid for and constructed by the local inhabitants, although it was 

later garrisoned and maintained by the Imperial Authorities. After 

1858, it was leased by the British Government to private individuals. 

It was handed over to the Canadian Government in 1871 and leased out 

by them until the end of the century. In 1925 the site was transferred 

to the Department of Interior (later the Department of Northern Affairs 

and National Resources), 

The site as it appears now, contains a blockhouse, a gun shed, and 

a third building, probably a stable. All these buildings are in 

relatively good condition. The battery itself has been partially washed 

away by sea erosion. 

Historical Data 

When war was declared in 1812 the people of St. Andrews received 

the news with mixed feelings. The frontier town had always maintained 

close relations with the inhabitants of Eastport, the American town 

closest to it. In fact the first news of the declaration of war by the 

united States was passed to St. Andrews by way of Eastport. 

The people of St. Andrews were no doubt thrown into a panic. They 

were extremely vulnerable with the town of Eastport only a few miles 

away, and the declaration of war officially placed relations between them 

and their neighbours on a hostile footing. What would be their reaction? 
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Much to their credit, it was a patriotic one. In a flurry of 

activity they set out to defend the town. Batteries were inunediately 

erected "at the East and West ends of the town to defend the channels 

of the harbour . . ."^ This seems to have been done at the end of 1812 

or in the early months of 1813. The money for the construction was 

raised by the citizens of the town, especially by one Christopher Scott. 

(Much later, in 1831, he was curtly dismissed as "a merchant and ship 

owner . . . almost constantly in a state of intoxication."5) 

Robert Pagan, an influential local resident who served in the Legislature, 

was also involved in the construction. The citizens built the battery 

and the blockhouse and partially armed the same — all, it seems, 

without immediate compensation. 

Most of the information concerning the actual construction of the 

blockhouse has been derived from the attempts of these men to gain 

compensation for their effort and financial outlay during the War of 

1812-11. In 1823, they petioned the War Office for remuneration, 

perhaps for the second time, and the appearance of their petition 

provoked a search through the local records for details validating or 

discrediting their claim.0 Specifically, Mr. Scott wanted the sum of 

fc 113.0.7. Mr. P. Barry, the local engineer could find very little — 

"only a copy of a report made by Capt. iiaclauchlan on the state of the 

defence of Saint Andrews in the year 1813 * . . being about the period 

of Mr. Scott's first petitioning to be remunerated for the sums he 

expended" — in the books in his office. However the claim was not 

1. C 1156, p. 36. 
5. Grace Helen Mowat, The Diverting History of a Loyalist Town; 

A portrait of St. Andrews Hew Brunswick (Fredericton, 1953) 99. 

6. ?. Barry to Col. Couper, Mil. Sec, Halifax, 7 Nov. 1823, 
C 1156, pp. 31-5. 
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a new one to him. About three years before, when he had visited 

St. Andrews, "it had been intimated to me by an officer then stationed 

there that some of the inhabitants intended to request that I would 

do something towards their being remunerated for the building of the 

Block houses." Barry himself was inclined to doubt the claim, 

especially ••>?. Scott's pleaded priority: 

I conceive that if fir. Scott had a stronger claim 
on Government than any other individual (particularly 
as he states that -ajor General Smyth was directed 
'to have the vouchers examined and if found correct 
to pay the amt.') he would not have allowed so much 
time to elapse without bringing it under the notice 
of his Excellency . . . to whom a reference could 
have been made and every necessary information 
obtained from him who must have been so fully 
acquainted with every circumstance relating thereto. 

Barry did concede, however, that the blockhouse had been used since 

its construction by the Imperial Authorities: 

So far as regards the blockhouse being used as a 
barrack by his ̂ njesty's troops I must say it has 
been occupied by three artillery men for some years 
and there is now a bombardier living on the lower 
floor.S 

Enclosed with the above letter were various documents concerrdag 

the construction of the blockhouse. In the spring of 1813, for instance, 

Col. Gibbins, a local officer of the militia, visited the town and 

reported to Capt. .aclauchlan that: 

The works at present at St. Andrews consist of a 
couple of batteries thrown up by the inhabitants 
to defend the entrances of the harbour against the 
attempts of privateers upon the stripping: these batteries 
were at my suggestion secured from being turned by a 
predatory force of the above description by the erection 
of a substantial blockhouse immediately in the rear of each of 
these.?" 

7. Ibid. 
8. Ibid. 

9. Extract of a letter from Lieut. Col. Gibbins to Capt. haclauchlan, 

-O .arch 1813 in C 14.56, p. 36. 
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From Gibbins' report it may be inferred that the battery at West 

Point was hastily constructed, probably in an amateur fashion, very 

soon after the beginning of the war. Then, in the fall or early 

winter of 1812-1813, the site was inspected by Col. Gibbins who 

advised that some form of keep be constructed for each of the gun 

positions. This had largely been accomplished by March of 1813. 

Capt. Haclauchlan himself inspected the defences of St. Andrews 

two months after receiving his letter from Gibbins. Being a 

professional engineer, he was much more critical of the efforts of 

the local citizens : 

There are two batteries", he wrote, "situated 
at the East and West ends of the town to defend 
the channels of the harbour . . . and the upper 
or western /jnounts/ one eighteen, one nine, and 
one four pounder carrorade for which at present 
there is in store only 30 rounds of ammunition 
per gun. In each battery there has been erected 
a musket-proof blockhouse, the whole of which 
work was raised by the inhabitants during the period 
of alarm excited by the first reinforcements which 
appeared on Moose Island, to enable them to resist 
an attack more particularly against any predatory 
intention of the enemy. They are the only 
defences in the place, and so badly constructed 
that the tide at high water is nearly upon a level 
with the holes of the embrasures.^Q 

fhclauc'nlan, it seems, set out immediately to have the weaknesses of 

the battery corrected. Between 25th April and 24th June, 1813 

"artificers and labourers" were "employed in altering and raising the 

batteries and completing the blockhouses situated at the East and West 

ends of the town of Saint Andrews agreeable to the approved estimate 

of the 22nd. ay, 1313."11 

10. Extract from Capt. Kaclauchlan's report of the Defences of S t . Andrews 

° c a p t a m Nicolls C.R.E., Wova Scotia, 13 .lay, 1813 in C I456, p . 36 
11 . Statement included in C 1456, p . 37. 
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In the fall of that year, Nicolls the Commanding Royal Engineer 

in the karitimes, honoured the town of St. Andrews with a visit. He 

did not make any criticisms of the structure of the batteries which 

by this time were improved, but he did point out the limited role they 

played : 

The batteries E.F. and blockhouses G.H. on 
plan No. 1 were erected by the inhabitants 
in a moment of alarm at the beginning of the 
war for security of vessels in their harbour 
and protection of the town; for the former 
purpose they certainly answer but tend but 
little to the general defence of the place as 
their positions will point out.12 

By the beginning of 1814 the battery mounted 3-18 pdr.13 

The battery, it seems, saw very limited use during the bar of 

1812-14; in fact, it is doubtful if it ever fired a shot against an 

attacking enemy. The blockhouse and battery primarily stood as a 

symbol of the spontaneous, perhaps later regretted, patriotism of 

the town's peoole; and in a more practical fashion, the blockhouse 

served as a barracks for a part of the skeleton Imperial garrison 

of the town. It had been erected near the end of 1812 and certainly 

by the early part of 1313. Already in 1813 the inhabitants of 

St. Andrews, as in many of the towns of New Brunswick, had reached 

12. G. Nicolls to mann, 10 nov. 1813 ".0. 55, vol. 860, 394 ff. 
13. Report of the forts and batteries . . . in the Province of 

New Brunswick, 9 Feb. 1814 T.O. 44, vol. 145, p. 144. 
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an understanding of peaceful coexistence with their neighbours 

immediately across the border. The people in Maine were little 

interested in a war which the American leaders had caused to fall 

upon their heads and were much more interested in continuing a trade 

which the war now inflated in value. Their sentiments were loudly 

echoed in New Brunswick, especially in advantageously placed towns 

such as St. Andrews. Early in the war some of its inhabitants 

petitioned to have their town declared a free port so that it would 

be in a better position to take advantage of the windfall offered by 

the war. 

The reaction was similar throughout the province: 

At the very first, /after the declaration of war7 

preparations were made for the defence of the 
province; militia called up, the legislature 
voted h 10,000 for the defence of the province . . . 
As the summer wore on it became clear that the 
Americans had no intention of attacking New 
Brunswick and a quiescent attitude developed 
so far as purely military measures were 
concerned . . .'The intention of the government' 
wrote Odell in a belated appreciation, 'was to 
get as many provisions from our neighbours as 
can thus be obtained during the war.' Breaking 
the embargo continued to be the principal business 
in hand. It became clear that the chief patriotic 
role New Brunswickers should play was that of 
trading with the enemy.^ 

» •* x » 

Shortly after the end of the war, the West Point Blockhouse and 

battery, at the high point of its career as a defensive position, was 

described in detail. Actually the report was primarily concerned with 

the East battery and blockhouse, but as it went on to explain, "West 

battery and blockhouse . . . is constructed on the same principles as 

U . W.S. I-iacNutt, New Brunswick A History 1781-1867 (Toronto, 1963) p. 155. 



the former. It contains the same number and nature of ordnance and 

wants similar repairs. The two blockhouses are about 1 mile apart, 

all the guns and side arms are in a complete serviceable state.nl5 

The blockhouse mounted "one A pdr iron gun on a standing wooden 

carriage" and would "contain 30 men."1" In front of it "is a 

breastwork to which it is connected by a line of palisades".1''' 

Inside of the work is a platform on which are 
mounted three 18 pdr iron guns mounted on 
traversing platforms to fire en barbette. 
Outside the work are two nine pounders on 
standing wooden carriages. All these guns have 
been lately dismounted and the carriages put 
under cover, one 18 and one 9 pdr are in a 
terrible state (the former is said to be the 
property of the inhabitants), -he other guns 
with the carriages side arms, and amunitions 
are complete. The blockhouse and breastwork 
are in want of repair.1" 

Actually the end of the War marked the demise of the blockhouse and 

battery as a defensive position, from this point on, the guns were 

scarcely ever mounted on the battery and by 1823 the blockhouse was 

used for little more than a barracks for one Bombardier and two gunners 

of the Royal Artillery. 

After the war of 1312-1A, and perhaps even during the war, planning 

of the defence of the Province gradually eliminated Saint Andrews from 

consideration, the town, in the very lap of the anticipated enemy, the 

united States, was not easily defensible and was not very important 

15. Report of the forts, batteries, buildings . . . A dov. 1815 VJ.O. 55, 
Vol. 2A3, p. 263. 

16. Ibid. 
17. Ibid. 
IS. Ibid. 
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strategically. Indeed, "the capture or destruction of /the town/ would 

not have any effect upon the general result of a war."-̂ 9 This was the 

conclusion of a committee ordered to analyse and to recommend solutions 

for the problems of defence of British North America: 

"At St. Andrews, there are 3 blockhouses with 
three batteries. We cannot say we attach much 
value as a military post to St. Andrews. We 
respectfully submit to your grace, that instead 
of incurring any expense in repairing it would 
be far preferable to abandon these works, and to 
withdraw the small garrison from so very remote 
and unconnected a situation upon the same principle 
that we have ventured upon the Niagara frontier, 
to suggest the withdrawing from Fort George and 
the other detached works, which only expose his 
majesty's troops to be overpowered and beat in 
detail in time of war, and to be debauched and 
deserted in time of peace. We humbly conceive 
that the militia of the country are the proper 
people to employ in the defence of such detached 
towns or settlements, the capture or destruction 
of which would not have any effect upon the 
general result of a war."2C 

The Imperial authorities did not always have much faith in the local 

militia and to condemn a post to its safe-keeping was tantamount to 

condemning it to capture by an enemy. 

In describing the positions in detail the report went on to say 

that: "There are three batteries, one for four 2A pounders and two 

other for 3 each supported severally by a wooden blockhouse. The 

blockhouses are out of order, and the guns withdrawn from the batteries."^9a-

(The reference to the 2A prs. is quite likely incorrect. This is the 

only report which refers to the early armament as such.) 

In spite of its dismissal by the Imperial authorities, the site at 

19. Copy of a report to His Grace the Duke of Wellington . . . Relative 
to His majesty's North American Provinces, Smyth, R.G. 3, II, Vol. 6—1. 

20. Ibid. 

20a. Smyth Report, P. 22 Appendix A, State of the Batteries in the 

summer of 1825. 
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the West Point continued to receive attention from the ingineer's 

Department. Periodic repairs were made to all the blockhouses at 

St. Andrews, although we don't always have details as to actual 

improvements made. 

For instance, in 1830, G. Lys ter was sent by Nicolls, the C.F..F. 

in Halifax, to make repairs to the fortifications in the town. He 

reported back after Ids arrival that he was "of opinion that the 

estimate for the present year will be sufficient for the repair of 

the blockhouse barracks and cook house (probably at Ft. T'ipperary) — 

the other blockhouses all require some repair principally in the roofs, 

and putting up stoves in them". UD From this it may be inferred that 

up to tlds time the blockhouses were heated by fireplaces. (By the 

1850's stoves had been added to the West Blockhouse) In the following 

year general repairs in St. Andrews included the following: 

The work done by the carpenters considered of 
repairs to the floors, stairs, window sills, 
and outside shingling, and the masons work of 
repairs to the hearths, chimney backs, and 
gates.^ 

In spite of the occasional repairs the blockhouse and battery were quite 

decayed by the 1830's : 

the battery is in very bad repair (The curbs and 
3 traversing platforms totally decayed, no 
repairs are recommended. (The blockhouse is in 
good repair and is occupied by a Bombardier A 
one gunner.) There is one A pr. mounted on the 
2nd. floor. ̂  

In the margin beside the above report it was noted that "AS the platforms 

20b. L. Lyster to Nicolls 21 Oct. 1830, C 1A38B, p. 39. 
21. Same to Capt. Marshall, A Oct. 1831 0 1438a, p. 1A8. 
22. Keport on the present state of fortifications, 17 Sept., 183A, 

C 1816. 
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are useless they should be removed, Three 13 prs. Two 9 pr. 

carriages and snot are deposited in the store and blockhouse."^ 

The above report is the first indication that there was a storehouse 

in addition to the blockhouse on the site of West Point Battery. 

In lohl a report also mentioned the two buildings.^+ 

dj this time a cooking house had also been added to the complex. 

A report of 1342 described the repairs which were required for this 

building: 

West Block House cooking house: is at present 
in such a state that the small detachment of 
Artillery stationed there have difficulty in 
cooking their rations owing to the chimney being 
out of repair and letting wet through the roof. 
Would therefore also suggest it being put in 
immediate repair, (this was ordered to be done)^2 

Tive years later the cook house was referred to in a petition of 

Rich. Austin asking to be able to live in an old building near the site 

of the blockhouse:- "that you would allow him to live in a small house 

situated near the western blockhouse in St. Andrews. It was built and 

occupied b old soldiers while they lived but is now vacant and has 

been for sum years . . ." Francis Dick the local officer of the 

militia, wrote in the way of explanation, that: 

The house in question was handed over to the 
Royal Artillery as a cook house in the year 
1343 by the Barracks Department and has been 
used as such ever since and could not 
conveniently be given up: the house is in 
very bad repair and quite unfit to be 
occupied as a dwelling.' 

23. Ibid. 
24. Statement of Ordnance Lands . . . Nine returns 1341» R.O. 8, II, vol. 51. 
25. Suggestions and Observations . . . 1842, G 1444» Pp. 33-9. 
26. Petition 4 warch 1847, 16 Karen 1847, o. 20, M.G. 9, A 1, Vol. 41. 

27. Francis Dick to Acting Town Adjutant, iredericton, 16 march, 1847, 

J. 20 Fi.G. 9, A 1, Vol. 41. 
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It should be mentioned here that in various returns of the 184.0's 

and 1850's only the blockhouse and the storehouse are listed as being 

on the site of the West battery. 

By the 184-0's the battery was in an advanced state of decay. But 

the blockhouse continued to serve as a barracks and was also now used 

as a store for militia arms: 

The parapet of the battery required being 
raised, and the battery surrounded by a picket 
fence. The blockhouse is in a tolerable state 
of repair and occupied by a Serjeant and 
gunner of the Royal Artillery. The former has 
charge of 198 stand of arms and accoutrements 
belonging to the militia which are deposited 
in the blockhouse.28 

The blockhouse continued to serve as a store for the arms, even after 

it was no longer inhabited by artillery men and had been leased to a 

pensioner. In 1857 it was reported that: "The blockhouse is used for 

storing the militia small arms, and a demi-battery. It is in charge of 

a pensioner who derives all the benefit from the land, if let it would 

not bring more than three or four pounds per annum."31 The placing of 

the position in the charge of a pensioner was in keeping with a policy 

being applied by the Imperial Authorities all across -ritish North 

America; it was a tolerable and inexpensive way of dealing with posts 

of lesser importance. 

The order for the release of the West Battery and blockhouse to 

the charge of the pensioner was made in August of 1858: 

West Battery: to be left in charge of the 
Pensioner occupying the blockhouse rent 
free and paying Is.32 

28. Report of the Present state of Fortifications . . . 30 Sept. 1844, 
G 1816. (Same in 1845 and 1846 but there is no gunner mentioned) 

31. Report on the Military lands in New Brunswick 1857, p. 69 Ordnance 
land book in D.L.O. 

32. 26 Aug. 1858 C 1665 p. 26. 
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The pensioner who occupied the blockhouse was one John Shannon. He 

was there as late as 1887 when it was stated that the blockhouse and 

gun shed were occupied "by an old soldier Late His majesty's 32 nd. 

regiment aged 88 years. For over 30 years this man with his brother 

(who served in the same regiment and is about 78 years of age) . . . " 

had inhabited the site.33 

In spite of the turnover to a pensioner, repairs continued to be 

made to the buildings. The occupants themselves, were only able "to 

put on such repairs from time to time as were absolutely necessary to 

prevent the buildings from falling."-^ But the Imperial authorities 

continued to contribute to the upkeep. For instance, in 1858 the stove 

pipes in the blockhouse were renewed.35 And in the same year, Whyte, 

the local Barracks searjeant, asked that the roof of the blockhouse 

be repaired, its sills replaced and the gun shed painted.36 i'ne 

latter service was refused and was subsequently brought up a number of 

times in the 1850's and 1860's. It seems that the gun shed had not 

been painted when it was first constructed; for instance, the estimate 

of 1859-60 explained that "This item provides for painting the gun shed 

at the West Blockhouse, St. Andrews a service not heretofore done, and 

consequently will require 3 coats."3' The very fact that the building 

had not been painted before contributed to its refusal as an item on 

the estimate. In 1859, for ins'tance, the comment in the margin opposite 

the gun shed entry argued that: "this building was not painted when 

33. Oeor. haunsell to Panet, 28 Nov. 1837, A 7357, P..G-. 9, II A, I, p. 283. 
34-. Ibid. 
35. Hhyte to Priestly, Sept. 20, 1358 p. 23 0 1674. Authorization 23 Feb. 1858 

Perth to Fhyte p. 35, 0 1462. 
36. A. H'hyte 3ks. Sergt. 3 April 1858 C 1691. 
37. Duplicate Report and estimate . . . 1859-60, C 1653 A (This item was 

stro ked off). 
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built, lias never been since painted and consequently I question the 

necessity of the item.'u° 

The gun shed remains an enigma. As mentioned above, a storehouse 

had been on the site of the est battery as early as the 1830's. xhe 

actual identification of the building and the supplying of details of 

its structure is made difficult by the failure of reports to locate 

storehouses in estimates other than by the general location of 

St. Andrews. For instance, in 1853-4- extensive repairs were slated for 

"the gun shed at St. Andrews" but possibly this is not the gun shed at 

the west blockhouse.-*° • Similarly, in 1859-60 provision was made for 

the painting of aa ordnance store at St. Andrews which had "not been 

painted since erected in 1852-3."^° 

Two conclusions are therefore possible about the gun shed at the 

west blockhouse. The old storehouse on the site could have been 

replaced in the 1350's by a new store which is the present one on the 

site. Or, the present gun shed could be the building referred to in 

the 1830's and repaired extensively in the 1850's. The latter seems 

to be the likely explanation. (Final corroboration must await further 

documentation.) 

By the I860's the battery was in a bad state of repair and was 

condemned as being useless — an "old dismantled work".A-1- According 

to the report, it was constructed for 1-24- pr., 3-18 prs., 2-12 prs. 

and 1-4 pr.; but none of these were mounted.42 There were one ground 

38. Abstract of Annual estimate - 1860-1861, p. 145 - '- 1445. 
39. Annual estimates 1853-4» PP. 21-22, G I460. 

40. ..stimate, Civil Buildings 1859-60, C 1653 A. 
41. Inspectional he-port . . . 13 -ov., 1861 1654 0. 
4 2. Ibid. 


