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1: A BRIEF HISTORY

When the British were forced to give up their fort at
Detroit in 1796 in accordance with Jay's Treaty, they
retained their strength in the area by constructing a fort
called Amherstburg or Malden interchangeably; it was
strategically located near the junction of the Detroit River
and Lake Erie overlooking the channel between Bois Blanc
Island and the eastern shore, which almost all shipping had
to use.

Originally the fort consisted of small earthworks
enclosed by picketting twelve feet in height. Pickets were
usually made of red cedar and were "6 to 8 inches in Diameter,
of 12 feet in Height and two feet in the Ground, framed and
based every ten feet, cross-silled and pinned to an Oak
Ribbon of 5 by 8 Inches." Those not of cedar were of
water ash and decayed quickly; ash had to be used sometimes
because the cedar came from the islands of Lake Erie and
civilians charged great prices to go there and cut it. By
1801 there were still only five buildings - three blockhouses,
an officers' quarters and a small barracks for the men; the
fort contained a company of volunteers, three subalterns
(volunteers), and an artillery detachment.l By 1808 the
fort was falling into disrepair and was occupied by only
sixty rank-and-file, most of them too elderly to do any
havey work.2 There was also a small naval detachment at
the fort between 1796 and 1813. A small amount of ship
building and ship repair was carried out there but Malden's

chief function as a peacetime naval centre was to assist in



transporting supplies to forts like Michilimackinac, St.
Joseph's Island etc., on the Upper Lakes.

The chief military importance of the fort was to retain
British influence among the Indians of the area. It was
British policy, as War Minister Castlereagh said, that in
the "undefined relation with the United States of America",
the Indians must be "conciliated"; i.e., made dependent on
the British for supplies. This policy was based on the
belief that if the Indians were "not employed to act with
us, they will be engaged to act against us, and ... we are
to consider not so much their use as allies as their Des-
tructiveness if Enemies."3 Indians gathered annually at
Malden to renew alliances and receive gifts. Between 25
June 1796 and 24 June 1797, for example, 1132 gallons of rum
were distributed among the Indians along with 6587 bushels
of corn.4 The Americans of the nearby States and Territories
of the Midwest believed that the British were inciting the
Indians in their continuous conflict with the advancing line
of American settlement. It was about Malden that the
Americans complained the most and it was only natural to
expect that it would be one of the first British posts to be
attacked in the war which seemed to be inevitable.

The Americans believed that most of their Indian
troubles would be solved if Malden were taken.5 However,
many military authorities, like Admiral Mahan, have shown
that a concerted attack on Montreal with the object of
cutting British communications to the West would have been of
more use in the long run in winning the War of 1812. Since
however the strength of the "War Party" in Congress was among
the western legislators, the more immediate goal of taking
Malden, the centre of most of their grievances, was
favoured over the sounder strategy of taking distant Montreal.

War was declared on 19 June 1812 and in July General

Hull advanced close to Malden after crossing the Detroit



River near Sandwich. He issued a proclamation urging the
co-operation of the residents of the area claiming that he
had come to protect them and not to injure them: "You will

be emancipated from Tyranny and Oppression and restored to
the dignified station of freemen."6 Most of the men in the
militia left the fort then and returned home to harvest

their crops. Hull hesitated to attack Malden without heavier
artillery and on 10 August Malden was reinforced from Niagara
by General Brock and 400 men of the Royal Newfoundland
Regiment. This was added to the reinforcements sent earlier
in the year which had consisted of a Subaltern's detachment
of Artillery and about 120 men of the 41lst Regiment.7 By

the time Brock and his men arrived the earthworks were being
deepened, a log barracks erected, 20 pieces of cannon added
and the 'curtains' thickened (on the north side to 14
feet!).8 Hull lost heart at the approach of Brock; he fled
to Detroit and dug in, expecting an inundation of Indians
supplied from Upper Canada trying to over-run the North

West.

On 13 August Brock occupied Sandwich, threw up earthworks,
mounted some artillery and by 15 August, began shelling the
American fort at Detroit. On 16 August he landed troops
below the fort and, before he could attack, Hull yielded.
Hull was later court-martialled for his timidity because he
had between 1800 and 2500 men - volunteers from Ohio and
Michigan and a regiment of regulars. The British had only
400 Indians and 700 men including the militia of Kent,

Essex, Lincoln, York, Oxford and Norfolk, who had returned

to action upon the retreat of Hull. In his trial Hull
claimed that he thought the British had more troops but his
chief argument or excuse was that he could not hold Detroit
once the British had cut off his communications with Ohio,
his principal centre of supply. Holding Malden, the British
controlled all shipping below Detroit and the British Indians



were over-running the surrounding territory on both sides of
the border.

Brock considered the capitulation of Detroit to be the
surrender of all Michigan Territory and small detachments
were stationed in various spots in the area. There were a
few small skirmishes during the winter but the Americans
were concentrating their efforts on solving the communications
problem by constructing a small navy for the the Lakes. The
British had only five small ships above Niagara but they
built one, the "Detroit", at Malden during the winter. The
Americans were better able to build ships at Presque Isle
which, being on the Pennsylvania shore near the present-day
town of Erie, was easily supplied.

The British position on the western frontier of Upper
Canada was precarious in 1813 because the Americans now had
control of Lake Erie and the Niagara Peninsula. Supplies
and reinforcements for Malden were few and infrequent and by
September Major-General Henry Procter, Officer Commanding at
Malden, was desperate. The blockade of Malden by Commodore
Perry's navy seemed to pave the way for a landward advance
by the army of General William H. Harrison, later President
of the United States and then Governor of the Territory of
Indiana. The six British ships commanded by Camptain Robert
Barclay were small, poorly fitted, lacking in provisions and
manned by French Canadian boatmen who knew little English
and by infantrymen who knew little seamanship. Perry had
hoped to attack Malden with his navy of ten larger ships; he
reconnoitred the fort on 25 August but the wind was not
favourable for attack. Procter and Barclay knew that he
would be back and with rations running low decided to risk a
flight without waiting for more reinforcements, which had
been promised for months but never came. Cannons were taken
from the fort to outfit the barely completed "Detroit";

matches and tubes were so deficient that pistols had to be



fired at the guns to produce a discharge. The British
fleet was completely destroyed 10 September 1813 on Lake Erie
between Malden and Sandusky, Ohio; 23 British were killed
and the rest taken prisoner.9

Procter now had only three alternatives - starvation,
defeat by Harrison or Perry, or retreat. Choosing the
latter he packed all movable equipment at Malden and Detroit
and destroyed the remaining barracks, shipyard, stores and
fortifications. On approximately 26 September he began a
retreat along the St. Clair and Thames rivers accompanied by
Tecumseh and his ever-diminishing band of Indians. Harrison
arrived at Malden on 27 September and followed Procter with
3500 men. Travelling more slowly because encumbered with
so much baggage, Procter was overtaken just outside of the
Moraviantown missionary station on 5 October 1813.
Harrison easily defeated the remaining 500 British soldiers;
most were taken prisoner but Procter fled and was later
courtmartialled for having done so. The great Tecumseh
was killed leading his loyal Indians. Harrison burned
Moraviantown and returned to Sandwich and Detroit, garrisoning
both.

In 1814 there were about 150 militia and 250 regulars
of the American army stationed there, using some of the town

4D The Americans threw up new

buildings for accommodation.
pickets and moved 22 pieces of ordnance into the restored
fortifications. The fort was also used as a shipyard to
repair some of Perry's fleet. An attempt was made to retake
Malden but the expedition was halted by the Americans in a
skirmish on the Delaware River, 4 March 1814, before it could
join up with the Indians.ll After the Treaty of Ghent was
signed 24 December 1814 ending the war, Malden was returned
to the British on 1 July 1815.

The British continued restoring the new fort which the

Americans had begun. 1In 1816 it was reported that "this post



is now entirely defenceless. There are merely Barracks for
the men stationed there, none for the Officers except the
Field Officer Commanding & the men Barracks are without the
0ld Fort."l2 A barracks accommodating 96 men was begun in
1819 and completed in 182013 and several more buildings were
added in 1823; there is no evidence of further construction
between 1823 and 1839. The Indians of Upper Canada and
nearby American territory continued to come to Malden to
collect their annuities for war services until the 1830's.
The British planned to withdraw the garrison at Malden later
in the decade, believing it was no longer necessary for the
defence of Upper Canada.14

Plans to abandon the fort were forestalled with the
outbreak of rebellion in 1838. It was known that there were
many people in the area who were sympathetic to the rebels.
Many of these were Americans who hated the British form of
government or emigrants from Canada living in the United
States. General Van Rensselaer, William Lyon Mackenzie's
Commander-in-Chief, invested a Buffalo sympathizer, Thomas
Jefferson Sutherland, with the rank of Brigadier-General and
the commission of "freeing" the "oppressed" Canadians of the
Detroit River area. On 9 January 1838 Sutherland arrived in
Detroit and called for volunteers. He found about sixty and
took Bois Blanc Island, meeting no resistance. Using the
American vessel "Anne" he planned to take the fort and thus
establish a foothold from which further military activities
could proceed using captured stores from Malden.

Sutherland issued a proclamation urgint the residents
of the Windsor-Amherstburg area to "rally around the standard
of liberty" and "free your lands from tyranny." But none
rallied around: in fact, 100 militia came down from Windsor
to reinforce Malden. The next day, as the "Anne" was
reconnoitring near Malden, her helmsman was short from land

and she drifted onto the Canadian shore before the other



men could regain control. Twenty men were taken prisoner

and the remainder on Bois Blanc retreated to American
territory. There was a later plan, supported by the Michigan
governor, to take the fort but it was thwarted by internal
disputes among the "Patriot" generals.15

On 31 March 1838 however, 400 troops marched across the
ice of Lake Erie to take Pelee Island hoping again to estab-
lish a foothold later on the mainland with the assistance of
sympathizers from Canada. They added more men from the
American shore but they never reached the Canadian side.

Five companies of regulars along with a company of Essex
militia and Indians under General Maitland crossed the ice
from Malden, stormed the island, killed about sixty of the
self-styled "Patriots" and took nine prisoners. The rest
fled back to the United States.

The garrison at Malden was involved in the Rebellion
again when, on the evening of 4 December 1838, General
Bierce of the Detroit "Hunters' Lodge" crossed the river
near Windsor with 135 men. They captured and burnt the
militia barracks and the steamer "Thames" which was wintering
in the ice. They were turned back by sixty men of the local
militia under Col. Prince and Capt. Spark when they
attempted to march on the town. Capt. Broderick reached
Windsor the next afternoon from Malden with a detachment of
Royal Artillery and drove them back across the river.

This skirmish ended the usefulness of Malden as a
military post. The fort was strengthened again in 1839 when
several more buildings were constructed and the Royal
Canadian Rifle Regiment was stationed there. But there was
so little work to do after 1839 that ground had to be
provided for gardens to keep the men busy.16 In 1851 it was
decided to make the defence of the region the responsibility
of the local militia. For this purpose a large amount of

the military reserve of Malden and Bois Blanc Island was set



aside for land rentals of two to three acres to pensioners

who would strengthen the militia. The garrison was withdrawn

gradually as more and more pensioners and their families

came and required temporary accommodations in the buildings

of the fort. By 1853 there were 124 pensioners enrolled and

by 1855 there were 177 and they were in charge of the fort.
Some of the buildings of the fort were used as an

asylum from 1859 to 1872. The land became the property of

the Militia Department at Confederation and was transferred

to the Department of the Interior in 1875. More of the

property was then divided into lots for private sale.

1 C.547, pp. 1-2 and 120.

2 C.363, p. 60.
Michigan Pioneer and Historical Collections, vol.
xxiii, p. 69.
Ibid, vol. xii, p. 263.
See J.W. Pratt: The Expansionists of 1812, New York,
1925, pp. 53, 57.

6 Archives Report 1912, p. 59.

7 Ibid, Prevost to Liverpool, 18 May 1812.

8 C. 676, p. 134.

9 See C.S. Lucas: The Canadian War of 1812, Oxford, 1906,

pp. 114-115 and Theodore Roosevelt: The Naval War of
1812, New York, 1904, p. 328.

10 C. 682, B« 156.

11 Ibid, pp. 233-243.

12 Michigan ... Collections, vol. xvi, p. 5409.

13 C. 405, p. 201.

14 C. 3%, pp. 15-18.

15 Charles Lindsey: The Life and Times of William Lyon

Mackenzie, Toronto, 1862, vol. ii, pp. 178-179.
16 C. 770, pp. 176-181.



2: THE BUILDINGS

Although the fort was only indirectly involved in the
War of 1812 and the Rebellion, it was of more historical
significance in the former period. If the fort is to be
restored at all, however, it would be much easier to restore
it to the period of the Rebellion because the earthworks and
one building (the Men's Brick Barracks, 1820) remain from
that period, while nothing has survived from the years of
the war with the United States. Besides, we have plans of
the fort and its buildings during the period of the Rebellion
but know little of the earlier period.

With three exceptions the map of 1840 (fig. 1) shows
buildings which were constructed after 1839, after the
Rebellion, in darker shadings. Presumably then, the lighter-
shaded buildings were standing in 1838. The following is a
consideration of those buildings which appear to have been
standing in 1838;

1. The Brick Cookhouse was probably built between 1820 and
1823, for it was not mentioned in the Engineering Report of
1820 (Appendix I) but is shown in the same position on both
the maps of 1823 (fig. 2) and 1840; a check of the dimensions
indicated on the plans of 1823 (figs. 3, 4) and on the maps
of 1823 and 1840 verify that it is the same building.

2. The 1820 Engineering Report does not indicate the
location of the Commissariat Store, but the map of 1823
locates it outside the fortifications.

3. The brick Guard House shown on the maps of 1823 and
1840 is a modest building, but could not be reconstructed

without the removal of Hough House.
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4. It is not known when the stone Barracks and Ordnance
Store was constructed. Despite the fact that it is not shaded
darkly on the 1840 map, it was probably built after the
Rebellion because the plans are similar to those of the other
post-Rebellion constructions. It is not shown on the map of
1823 and there is no evidence that any buildings were
constructed between 1823 and 1839.

5. The Framed Arm Store was not shaded darkly on the 1840
either. ©Nothing is known about its construction.

6. The small stone Magazine would today be located on the
south side of Fort Malden Ave. on private property.

7. The Men's and Women's Privy was not shaded darkly on

the 1840 map and we have no information concerning it at all.
It was likely similar to other "huts" mentioned in the 1820
Report which would be found within the walls but which were
probably not permanent fixtures.

8. The location and dimensions of the men's brick Barracks
on the maps of 1823 and 1840 and the plans of 1823 suggest
that it is the same one mentioned in the 1820 Report as having
been constructed "during the last year". The plans dated

1823 and the maps of 1823 and 1840 show the same building, but
a problem arises concerning the existence of a verandah on the
west side. The 1823 plans show no verandah whereas the map

of 1840 does. Calculations based on the dimensions of the
building suggest that the verandah was added to the barracks
and not built into it. The dimensions of the building as shown
on a map of 1904 (not included in this report) indicate that
the verandah had been removed. It is likely that was a rather
makeshift affair if it was similar to that verandah attached
to the brick guardhouse outlined in the plans of 1823. The
wing which today extends on the east side of the building

is an addition built sometime after 1858 (according to a map
of that date not included in this report), probably in

connection with its use as an insane asylum.
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APPENDIX I

Lt. Portlock's Engineering Report of Fort Amherstburg,

APPENDIX I

Lt. Portlock's Engineering Report of Fort Amherstburg,
1820 (C.406, p. 38).

THE FORT: The Fort is a square consisting of three Bastions
and one demi-bastion and in its present form was constructed
by the Americans. The original Works which had progressed
very slowly and stood unfinished on the approach of the
Enemy during the last War were (as far as it was practicable
to do so) destroyed by the British Troops prior to their
retreat from the Western Frontier.

The Americans had advanced but a little way towards
the completion of the present Fort when the renewal of Peace
placed it in the hands of the British. The Banquette was
so low that no soldier standing on it could fire through
the loop-holes cut in large Pickets which were destined to
form the interior slope of the Parapet in some places, and
to supply the place of a Parapet in others. The platform
(or terre-plein) of the Bastions formed of Planks had been
in two of them but partly laid down. The boarded facings
of the Embrasures had been fixed but as yet the Spaces of
the Parapet between the Embrasures had not been filled in:
in short the Fort was not in a state of even temporary

defence.






