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R1ot1ng in Canadlan p;zﬁohs has generated a" volum1~

nous'literature - ThlS literature is. rev1ewed together with

pllterature on the subJect 1n other countrles _ The- review

N

revealsixthat the materlal has contrlbuted llttle to -an.

'understandlng that lends -1tself to the_,control"of_ the_;f h
phenomenon o Part -theg problem 'couldh‘lied'in“theﬁ'
'pOSSiblllty that over the years the nature of the rlots

”have changed and’ studles have been sought to explain ‘what

-

1s essentlally a heterogeneous phenomenon as 1f 1t were a

ihomogeneous bne Thls study w1ll examlne the nature of

J:prlson rlots in Klngston Penltentlary occurrlng between the
~years 1835 and 1980 and 1f the nature of prlson riots
:have changed to” test the hypothe51s that the" change

-'reflects the changlng nature of soclety . This'study'utili-'

zes ten varlablesr{ the date, on. whlch the rlot started;

fthe manner ‘in whlch “the. rlot .started; the place where the

' rlot orlglnated and to where it spread the length of time’

that the riot lasted whether hostages were taken, the

_number of-inmates involved the damage that was caused by

,the rlot both of property and llfe, the reactlon of the

staff; the‘manner that the rlot termlnated and what the e

riot sought to achleve - to compare and contrast the

prlson rlots that have occwrred durlng a’ 1“9 ‘year perlod to

:establlsh thelr_slmllarlty and dlssimllarlty to one another-

and related’ the’ nature of the riot to the prevalllng soc1o—‘

economic condltlons to test the hypothe31s belng examlned

¥
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IT.
In' total, 18'_riote :were examined and compared
._bepwee? 1835 and 1980. The first period spanned the years
1835 to- 1873 during whlch dlsruptlons consisted primarily
of spontaneous inmate reactlons against prison staff. The
second period took-place between 1873 and 1920 during which
the incidents involved iﬁmaoe escapes. "The third period
included the years 1§2O to 1970 duriog which prison rioting
became increasingly violeot. ‘Lastly; 1970 to 1980
‘witnessed a riot'lﬁhich was of a nature that was
unexplainaole. '_Doring the first perioo, soc;o-economic”
_ oonditions in -a developing Canadian society were'rural and
agricultural. It was this nature of society which affected_‘
the: nature of 1nmate reactlons and responses The‘seoond

period was a time of increasing urban and industrial

R -

development Such a change brought on an increasingly
dlfferent response by inmates. An emerglng_cosmopolitan
society brought with it cpanges in ‘outloock and behavior by
inmates. A4 third period covered .a segment of time that
witnessed changes 1in the sociétytbrodght'on by world wérs,r
'unprecedented' eoonomic and social growth, increasing
' Americanism, unionism, dhemploymenp and 'growing urban
unrest. These changes grew in conjunction with e growing
willingness by inmates to demoﬁstrate, Laetly, the riot of
the‘fourth period was found to have‘no signifioant associa-.
tions‘betheen the changing nature of;the riotldurihg'this

time frame and the socio-economic conditions,of_society.
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A total of four separate groupings of .incidents

"make up that which is the ehanging nature of inmate riots.

These .groupings sthzthe nature of those riots to have been

.heterogeheoqa{d All. four of the_phases of rioting show a

series og.outbreaks among inmates along various points of a
contihuum. Despite some:similarities, the nature of the

phases of inmate rlotlng are distinctively dlfferent -firom

.one | another ' For three of the periods of inmate rioting,

1835 56 1970 _associations are made between the nature of

riots and the nature of the socmety at that p01nt in time,

The period 1979 to 198 was the exception. No releyant

-

assocmatlons could be made between the nature of riots at

that -time and the nature of society.

N
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A total of ten variables were chosen and app%iéd tc each of

1.

Riots In Kingston Penitentiary occurred at different

periods of time since its opening in 1835. Those riots

have beefl considered primarily as homogeneous phenomenon.

Seldom has one riot been considered different from any
pther ridt which had gone before or after if with little

consideration given as to whetheﬂ\they reflect_ﬁhe nature

of the society in which they occur! Riots have been viewed

'primarily on their own merits with little regard to such

phenémenon_ as being complex outbreaks which are usually
placed. into a categbry -with all other riots of yarying

. . . . Lo
sorts. .Considering prison riots as homogeneous phenomenon

i

makes is difficult for differing perspectives on such riots. =

to take‘hold. In-thé past prison riots have broken out for

*

<£reasons,as diverse‘as escape attempts, or because of harsh

treatment and conditions or for political reasons. There

*

would bé similarities among all of these different riots

—_

But the grouping of all of these ~outbreaks into one

:category_ would - detract from the many differences which

exist.
.o Y4

- .

. The obJjective 6f this study is to present a period

of ‘social and institutional history upon a continuum of

' .
time, s examining 18 outbreaks in Kingston Penitentiary and

J . X -
the  periods in which they-ocecurred between j8§5 and 1980.
e E ‘ _ 4

~the outbreaks as they .were de%gribed .in the official



'reports of the perlod and the llterature generally .On the

”ha51s of these varlables the ‘riots were compared to' one

another and the relatlonshlp of each to. the. nature of the

-society. - .Such an approach will. be used‘wto- test the

heterogeneity of the riots in,KingSton Penitentiary between

1835 and 1980.-and]7 if heterogeneous, whether such riots

' refiectjthe changinghnature of the society at that time. -

' The most commonly used deflnltlon of rlots are

. ”based upon deflnltlons such as those in the Crlmlnal Code

" of Canada where a riot is deflned as- "an unlawful assembly

'that hasf begun to dlsturb =ther peace tumultuously.“

(Crlmlnal Code of Canada Sectlon 65 1981) As .well
other common 1nterpretat10ns of riots are 31m11ar to those

put- forward by Ellls "the transgress1onsJ are,_aga;nst

: persons and/or property : (Ellls, D,._P. 3, 1983) To

fthese ba51c deflnltlons quallflers and condltlons are added

N

. &7 o
1nterpretatlons and elements w1th whish to deflne a riot
n-for that partlcular study For thls study an operatlonal-

:'definltldh of rlots has been 1mplemented as a means ‘of

"iapplylng ‘a 51ngle deflnltlon to dlfferent outbreaks whlch

.

"ftlme_ ThlS deflnltlon deflnes a. rlot as belng that whlch

,i;dlsrupts and threatens the operatlons of the 1hst1tutlon

C

"J‘Such a’ descrlptlon does not adhere to the usual deflnltlon

Coa . e C . 3 B . e

':w1th h dlfferent . studles ,} adherlng ‘to:_ dlfferentj.-

- have occurred in one 1nst1tut10n at different perlods of
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. of rlotlng as belng a large scale/,outbreak or 'cadsing'

) T¥3 s 'certaln amounts of damage-_ A more- encompassing def1n1tion;.7f

4

examination and c mparlson of those rlots whlch are less o

31gn1flcant than, gerhaps, many other rmots have been over;"

dlfferent perlods éf tlme A steadfast deflnltlon of rlot
\\as “the term is- most commonly used.' does not take into
- ' account those outbreaks of earller tlmes whlch were of a';

- : small scale in nature It 1s dlfflcult to state that an

outbreak "which - dlsrupts and threatens the operatlon of anﬂw

. institution in 1971 is the same in magnltude as’ one 1n 1868
"yet, ‘that does not mean that one had a more para1y21ng:

X effect ipon: the instltutlon than the other Therefore ior_f-

.xr_each outbreak noted in the 11terature and 1ncluded 1n thlsz -

study one operatlonal deflnltlon of rlot was - applled w1th[ﬂ:

’conslderatlon glven to the effects each outbreak had upon_'

' :the 1nst1tut10n Such a deflnltlon 13 1ntentlonallly broad‘-'

“_to allow for its” use aver a 1ong perlod of tlme whlch had

'undergone numerous changes

Vo Chapter One of thls, study 'orovided ‘a:Vliteratureh

rev1ew of varlous rlots and the theorles of rlots. A

. -

DU . rev1ew of the lltegature provades an overv1ew of the range.ﬁ

ﬂ> o '_whlch could ex\sb 1n any one- rlot prov1d1ng clues to the d

reasons for' such outbreaks and the many in- Wthh they

.occurred‘-*“T%’h\11terature ‘revlew prov1des examples of" '

hanges whdch have taken place' in varlous prison/ pver



: :different.from»the other, Chapter Four places those riots

-

‘.' -L‘..' '

A}

-Two descrlbes the methodologlcal approaoh chosen for thlS

'study. : Both a. Quasz Experlmental and Social Historical

cial-HistOrioal'*apprOach” was, fohosen 3to- allow for‘ the
'collectlon of as much data as p0331ble for the purpose “of

- comparlng rlots and whether they wree heterogeneous over

'ntlme and reflected the changlng nature of. the soolety in
'f;whlch they occurred In ohapter Three all of - the outbreaks
ﬂnoted in the 1nsst1tut10nal reports were con31dered w1th1n

;_'the context of the operatlonal deflnltlon of rlots and

Joutbreak.f-ﬂ-totai'of 18 outbreaks were, examined ‘in’ thlS

'ﬂstqdy' from‘.which - four separate‘ perlods' emerged each

v K

fdetermlne whether the rlots reflect”'af-ohanging"societyf

' For- each of the four perlods notéd ' some of the more

obv1ous large scale changes occurrlng in Canadlan 3001ety,

"'ttat dlfferent 'p01nts in tlme, . Were deflned and tested

against_the hypothesis that the:changlng,nature of rioting

in Kingston'Penitentiary reflected the'changing nature of

society., The,social ohanges noted in this chapter are not

L

to provide understanding of the nature of the society.

4

'.examlned 'aocordlng “te 10 varlables' applled_'tol each -

;examlned in. Chapter Three ';nto 'a' social context 'td

"»by any means complete, however, they are sufficient enough

..dlfferlng perlods of t1me, providlng some explanatlons as:."

- o what lay behlnd the’ outbreak of- those rlotsf Chapteri;5

“-apprbaeh were_' con31dered '“forﬁ thls~' study _':' The :.
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6.
. ' Historically the Penitentiary riot in. Canada “has

5dbééﬁ part™~af its Corbectioﬁél redlities. Gosselin tells us

‘that there hdve been at least twenty one reported riots of

- ]

" some magnitude in Canada” between the years ‘1868 and 1977.

- {Gosselin; p. 365 1982). He goes.bn to point out that'_

'_'théugh inquiries ha%q been establ;shgd‘aftér ﬁaﬁy of bhosei-
-riots, seldom haé the bublicleve% coneerned-ipseif wiih the,
findidé; as to why they chprreé. Eo‘thg public, a“prison_
riot ;bpears to be the ngﬁhrgl concomitant of impﬁiéonment:'.

Feld .(1977) claims”theré has béén'a wi}lingnéss by
the bublic'at large-to acéept prison ribts as an integral .
elemept" of a - prison setting. ' No ggnﬁine efforts;
consequently, were m@de to try and diffuse thosé faétors.
conducive t&’riobs; Their ‘ continued éxisteéce over time
has‘converted penal institutiqﬁs into time bombs.

Attempts to ideptify facﬂops which cauée inmaées‘tO‘
'ribp»héfe been made. Zeeman and his colleagues tried to
cémprehenﬁ the-ﬁotential for riotingvthrough a."catastrophe
mbdéi". . Agsuming - that"‘"tenSion"; "disordert ranci
"alienation" were d' pg?t of a priséﬁ set£ing;” they
¢onstructed. a model which they felt would forecast the
"oscillation" of thefﬁﬁree vériaglés ih'ﬁhe-prisqn setting;
Their.hyﬁothesis was’that tge riots weré depén@enf on the

level of these ~elements in the prison “setting (Zeeman,

Hall, Harrison, Marriag?,‘ Shapland, . Smith; \ J977)-.

-
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Smith (1980)) has claimed that'such & model-is Iimited in
-its use beoause 1t is, dlfficult to actually define the
’ three varlables used by Zeeman and. hlS assoc1ates As eacn-
.prison is different ‘it. becomes 1mpossible to -plaoeﬂ

tangible boundaries on_' intanglble elements g of ‘an

'environment .Whitehead (1979) deals with this aspect of .

the prison environment in his analysis of the problems one
'confronts in trylng to. measure whether any progress has
been achleved in general improvements of 1nstitutions such:

r .
as prisons.. He points-out the difficulties,one encounters-

in trying to define the “part that variables," which are ..

Co N T - , R R
vital in determining the environment, play as a stlmulus to

:Piqtn

McCleery places ‘much of the blame_ for numerous:

-‘PlOtS on penal admlnlstrators because of thelr failure to.

-"prov1de an effectlve blueprlnt for 1nst1tutlonal change"

_The_tlmes haye changed, inmates haye ohanged, yet_all_too
.often_COrreotiona}'admindstrators_1ag“behind..'Prisons are'
filled with human ‘emotion- which chCieery 'aoouses-‘penai

aSministratorsiof fafling to.cone to grips‘uithf(MeCleery,
“p. 1493 1961). | |
Mckay and\\Lls colIeagues ‘also argue .that prisén

admlnlstrators often play ‘al role in the riot potential of‘

inmates. This potentlal, they clalm, is dependent on. the



uncertainty and -ambiguity of 1nst1tutional dlrectlon, rules_
on.negulations as these condltlons lead ‘to a state the:
'ﬁauthors ﬁhave likened" to "anom1e“'_'{-Many ihmates”lfeel
oppressed if management is not deca31ve inmates fail to
recelve a clear 1dea of what 15 and is not allowed The

i

authors felt that 1f all 1nmates know where thiy stand W1th-’
N

. management ten51on and uncertalnty could be cquntered. o

(Mckay, McKay Krug, Jayewardene, 1977). AceOrdlng to them}.-
it maa- not _the absenceniof a. bluephlnt for change .that-
caueed' the ”pnpblem but' the absence ef' a; blueprint for
_administratlan;: | ” '

::fog (1956) 'agrees that adminlstratiﬁe amhiguity-
‘l::eeuldllead to lhmate,pnreStl “‘In'the=administration;pf a’
'prlsdn ﬁthere{ can . be :no _ambiguities in philosdphy':er

management- policies. Yet strong administration is not,

writes on{;a_gufé-éuré‘a alust riots. However, it is a
steb in "the “right'fdireptihn;‘ 3 AS '?tetalﬁ 1nst1tut10ns,'
:prlsons deal glth ’lange éreupe of. heople through the .
Jbuneaucratic fohm;:al A breakdown in’ the,'bureauchatic
':eperatlen,'elaims'Storz,‘breates a aitﬁation'in theh those
1mho_ manage.'ne .longen' control: thQse they manage . The
-traditlonal .systemization of rewards,._punlshments- and
.behavler no Ionger Abpiies (Stolz, 1978) AS a“result'no"
f-part of the system knows what is taklng place or'where any

qne group standsﬁ ' It ‘is exactly thls type of . 31tuatlon'

z



that McKay and his colleagues -envisage as giving\rise to
'A_riptsj(McKayﬁet al; .1977). - - o . e o
The administrative contribution to riots has also"
"been identified ‘as conflict among staff members (Flynn
"(1980) claims that -conflict amdng .staff leads to conflict

among"‘inmates 'and between inmates -and - staff, Such a '
breakdown in oommunidations and oooperation ‘ecould be a-
‘_contributing' factor in instltutional dlsruption - It" is

:stated that a line of retallatory reactlons take place to

the extent.that the whole “1nﬂrastruoture" will breakdown . ff

Severe‘.upneavai | then, _seems‘ 1mm1nent L With such Pa"
“breakdown in the effectiveness of staff.there no 1onger
continues the condu01ve. element that is'.necessary, Eo
.malntaln a tolerable prlson environment |

An exampie of disruption among staff, 'and.lits'
"contrihution“to‘a riot. is prov1ded by Zellick (1978) 1nf:

- his study of the’ Hull Rlots of 1Q76 Prlor to those riots

__the London~Home Office recéived numerous'oomplaints from .-

finmates at Hull that dlSCiplinary measures. by guards were‘-
_1n exqess of:what'was warranted. As well, inmates claimed
lthat guards encouraged inmates to be disruptive as a means

t'of conv1n01ng the adminlstration that overtime should be.

B trelnstated for guardsa Zellick provides .a. number of"

Zexamples of management/staff/inmate discrepanoies and how_'

'they contribute ;to.‘the growth 'of, af riot environment

!



10.
Ih ‘a- stUdy jo‘ Illinois' largest penitentiary,
: Jacobs (1977) concluded that a prlson 1s shaped by its
| environnent However as- a prison ‘is ba31ca11y the
icontrolllng arm of the State, a certaln environment must -
prevall ThlS atmosphere is .one of oppre531on It is an
‘-.atmosphere that must preva11 80 1ong as individuals are .
‘placed 1n instltutlons whloh they prefer not to be in no
'matter what 1mprovements are made '
rWilsnaeR. ,(}9?65 .however, claims that tthes
':-atnosphere tends“to vary _and that the 'environment‘ that

'exists transmlts certaln "cues" to’ the inmate population

"-Hence the riot process could be the result of cues whlch‘

'are reoelved by the 1nmates from the environment McKay'j

. and hlS colleagues agree with both Jacobs and Wllsnack

They descrlbe four dlstlnct env1ronments whlch they found,

could - -exist in a prlson settlng i deprlvat;on, blatant.

oppre331on, impedding dlsaster and eruption (MoKay ét'aiﬂ

1977) Since a prison Settlng 1s ‘nokt static an 1nst1tutlona-'

is not characterlzed by’ any 51ngle envmronment . The

atmosphere of Deprlvatlon is. the ba51c one, ThlS alters'.

reversibly to an atmostphere of blatant oppre331on, then to" -

an atmosphere of lmpendlng dlsaster and lrrever31bly to one.

'

of eruptlon dependlng on the actlonslvand- react;ons ’of'

- 1nmates and staff



Penitentiahies'run'as amoothly as they-do, argues

Flynn (1980), because the inmates allow them to do so. .It:f‘
- is argued that a‘“symbiotio 5001al relatlonship" develops%.
in the pri on and that thls relationshlp is the key to,
peace .or dlsruptlon w1thin ”'an. 1nst1tutiona ' Such :
.relationshios. develop from 1nforma1 eontnoi meohan;sms.i-"
-When these- ‘mechanisms are. 'made ‘ inoperahle, N through_
alteratlons in the formal control mechanlsm,lthe halance’

established by those relationships is* upset'-and;“the:

population becomes susoeptlble-tolupheaval.

. R
~

Indlviduals who‘enter penltentlaries have to llve"
in them. That is a- pomnt stressed by Cressey (1961) What.
this ~means, howeven,rls that for varying perlods of". time-t'
all 1nmates have “to- 1nvolve themselves 1n complex soelal”
relatlonshlps whlch _ embrace all : segments. ‘df “the
institution WQlf (1978) states that to understand prison
blots 1t 1s‘1mperat1ve to understand 1nmate soolallzation\
because the soclallzatlon process "oahl'suppreSS centaln
ﬂ,.types of behav1or whlle enoouraglng other tralts Ekistfngl
.l}in the . pPlSOn--are many spoken ‘and unspoken rules:_ot'3

..hehauiob' It is these that Cbessey-argues an-lnmate has:
'to come to grlps w1th | Adaptatlon ‘te these rules’ and '

-regulatlons come to have an effect upon the behavlor of the;:'

-1nmates as well as upon the nature of the instltutlon

-.le;ng .ih‘~an,41nmate. soclety becomes fa * process . .of

Lo

© “facculturation”, adjusting “to norms. wh;hh muStj'beoome

—ere



2.
1nternalized for them to face the situations as they arise

(MoKay et al 1977).

°7Unoﬂf;ciall rules,"states fBanister (1973), become

-gthéj._5§Sié . fé?.; the_;ﬂdeteloannt _'of" "personality
'{3characteri5tics"e'e- Prisoneh personality chanacteristics
;-develop as a result of thelr 1nternallzing norms of the

1nstitutlon ' In a study 1nvolv1ng 115 subjects, Banister'

- found that prlsoners adapt to the norms of their respeotlve

. 1nst1tut10ns f'so thoroughly that 5 once ' released,

dlfflcultles arlse regardlng adJustment to norms 1n' the.

.'_communlty (Banlster' 1973) . The. relatlonehlps between

: inmates}. 1lke the relatlonshlps of’ members Qf any group.;"

with the least blt in common,. are 'the  result ~of the

.:interactlon_process._‘ ThiSnprocess; Clemmer, (J958) points.

out} is”based‘dpon_ahnumbehhof hbsjcho-social Itemsﬁ such

as reputatlon befohe imprisonment' behav1or while in

F,prlson, attltudes towards the authorities. and ‘other. 31m11ar

) ttralts (Clemmer, 1958) "f . R :"_ R : B

Klrkpatrlok (1970) pclnts out that the norms and

" "the - code of ethlcs that 1nmates must 1nternallze and llve

Vfby are. those whlch have EXlSted in our prlsons-and-were

..:formed in harsher tlmes He goes ‘en to say that those

!.

‘jnorms and ethlcs would constltute a large factor in the

T

1nst1tutlcnal backgrounds -of ‘the 1nmates ’ All prlsons,

claims Kinkpatrickf‘_'ahe ' hou81ng.‘_srm11ar "cultural

-
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attributes”. Yet each of the'institutions‘differ‘in which .
of the attributes are chosen by the 1nmate body That}:in_f
turn, w1ll come to determine the_ env1ronment within .é_-
prison, determinlng its uolatility However, “the . most'
important feature,” Galtung (19615 claims, fisa that..thev;f
'penltentiary 'has certain characteristics which force
1nmates to face "Value Deprivation"‘ What results is a’
31tuation where the members of such an. institutlon are nd
- longer able.to change their fate in a major sense through;
any .action of their ownl' The 3001allzation process depends
on the environment, therefore the’ nature of the pPlSOH-E
determines the characteristics of the incarcerated Aandnp

‘these . characterlstlcs could be those that 1ead to 1nmate

rlotlng (WOlf 1978) ‘ Wolf has observed that 1t i3 very-”

difflcult to determlne the extent to which a prison setting_'

'Jcommunlcates :thei threats -and-hthe- authority of the_'h~

"-admlnlstratlon to’ those detalned

N

Goffman studled 1nmate society and argued that it

-}lS a s001ety subgect to\a dellberate fabrlcatlon of tension_:“'A

.as -a- means of COntrolllng 1nmates ' When a new 1nmate;
'enters prlson an 1ndoctrinat;on process takee place This K
'ffindoctr;nat;qn_" 1nvolves_'. debasements,;{“ degredation,f'.

‘_huhiliationf . and 'an. assau1t upon the "SeIf“ (Goffman,'
.§1e23;i4961). After such a, r1tua1 the inmate becomes a,

‘. ~person~- entirely . dlfferent “from_”‘the': one - that. came-



a ‘.l'. .11"-'

":fn{ The prlscn environment allows for no escape from its
effects ' Once the change has been initiated tension is

f. maintalned until i.' becomes completely “encompassing",
'f_creatlng a volatile 81tuatlon ' The;prison=environment and

"'cthe' 1nmate culture generates- what Goffman- labelled a-

-~

:"prlson code" whlch gives the inmates what little coheslon

. exists

- e ul

McCleery (1961) expanded upon the idea that 1nmates-

ﬁould receive. respect and status 1f they were able ‘to
'gekerclse power- and. negotiate through .thé _channels* of

lauthority, w1llang to face any sltuatlon regardless of the

N consequences . "Anarchy is its own best answer, and the

"tenslon generated by anomie can make even the prlson 1nmate

. and. h1s keeper 1nto political animals "_ (McCleery, 1961;

-~

181) -McCleery concluded that . as a consequence tthe

.development of 1nmate subculture has reached a stage where5

1nmate 5001ety 1s more exp1031ve than ever before
L /. . . .

~'“.Cohen (T9767 clalms that there are-.a” number' of

‘means for 1nmates to express thelr frustrations »Accordlng

‘to - Cohen, the course of action chosen depends on whlch-

"social - arrangements are . adherred fto.. - These_ soclal

‘arrangements w1ll, in turn,.‘be determlned by what is

J"favallable ln the Lnstitutlon and what the acceptable paths

of actlon are as dictated by the inmate code ,:Following_‘

-
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this ideq_!% the claim by Clemmer (1958) that it is often
the. inmate leader who would. control.whether a riot occurs

or ‘not. In [many -cases riots are started as a means -to

o establish pow rLﬂ7 Since the inmate popuiationz'is ~often

‘ varied, it takls a drastid act like rioting to unify thenm

- enohgh to gain leadership.

-

Désroches (1) (1974) gave an example of power
struggles which c¢an arise between inmates.: His example
invo;ved’ the riot at Kingston Penitentiary in .1971.
Desroches pléged the scenario of the_rioﬁ_in thé contex£ of
.ténsion'be£QEEn'violenﬂ aﬁﬂiﬁon-viQIept inﬁate factions.'
The violeﬁt fa¢tion wished to direct:thé riot towards more
destructive goal&}.while'théihonAQiGIEnt'fadpion wished to
pursue negotiations. Bdﬁh;faétiqné ﬁepe seen by Desroches
as trying to eithér-maintain br\eétébtish_leaagrship over
fhé'nest of the inhates. - |

_ Accordihgftq Smiph aﬁd Hepburn (1979) what is most
_perfinent isﬂﬁhé.pﬁgdéss of “brisoﬁization“ whicﬁ.resplﬁs
in alienatidh;.xmakihgi.inmaﬁes ;édsceptibie' to: iilogical
beliéfs; ~ The proqé$s ;setSf'in :ﬁponj inmatés:ir;> maximum
_gecurity”setﬁipgé. The m&%é ;qércfve-ihe epvirbnﬁént fhe
moreféomﬁléﬁe is the prqcess;” The.qﬁgiit§;ahd quantity of
.tﬁé belééfs.the brocess génerétés,_hdwéQe}, depends on the

'"degree‘bf integration within.the;inmate.suﬁéulturen

X U



r'polnt where 1t becomes 1ntolerable

--~:I developlng a model for undebstanding prison

H-rlots Flynn (1980) clalms that inmate beliefs is a varlable

f"‘

H_that has to be_con31dered.3‘"Mutually reinforcing emotional

Vstimnlation heightens suggestiblllty." (Flynn; p. T764;

B

1980). . As a 'be dlt-' when generallzed beliefs circulate

through the Hlnstltutlon 1t can be. speculated that an

1nord1nate 1evel of stress and tenSLOn exlsts whlc& could

easlly trlgger a Plot ‘. For ‘such bellefs to be in
¢irculation there.has to exist a common definition of, and
deviationnfnom{,the'standard norms in the prison. Flynn

qualifies this statement by p01nt1ng to the need for

\

<prec1p1tatlng factors to ex1st as a means of conflrmation

,that such bellefs do have some‘ bas13 iﬁ‘ fact for 'the

inmates The dangerousness of such - bellefs, then, lles in

the ablllty or 1nab111ty ‘of" an 1nst1tut10n to counter them

before they become adopted as fact Studles undertaken by
‘Elrestone (1972) seem to 1ndlcata\that before the bellefs
hhave any rlot consequence group 1nteractlon, whlch enables-
.5fthe bellefs to become "factual" in the minds o{s&nmates, is

"1mperat1ve

on*(TéSﬁ)'pct forwardfthe“ldeajof“riots reSulting
from finmate' beliefS'-é-;—be’ they. right:“ '. wrong Such

bellefs create a flood of demands and grlevances which are

Z{usually basic in nature In turn, these grlevances reach a

.

- Fox‘presents a number

. © s
Yol A
- .



of examples where inmates oontinualiy'present a series of -

' oomplex demands even though they happen to have the best of

prison faoillties and opportunities

. .
Morrls (1974) assessed theflrrational beliefs, in a

group of flfty three 1nmates d01ng .more than ten years in.

IS

an lnstitutlon . In some’ 1nstances Morris found “that a

' numben_o?/subjects had a need to maintain certaln unfounded
‘bellefs and act upon them as 2. meaqs of deallng with their

'1mmed1ate surroundlngs - It made; prlson llfe more

r

f tolerable He concluded that malntalnlng an “illogioal

,".bellef system" was a means to alten}%evels of tolerance

P 4

(

Another study whlch touched upon lnmate bellefs was.

T ”that undertaken by Haney (1973) A prison settlng was

N

:establlshed w1th subJects actlng as 1nmates The results_

were that 1nmates were qu1ck to adapt to a common belief

'\/\
about themselves _and others _ A host of bellefsl were

qulokly adopted by 1nmates and those were the oneﬁ\they

' oame to belleve 1n -- be- they ‘true or not’

r

”Soott'(l982},'1n hls study of the Klngston Riot . of

1971, —'eonoluded “.that there “waS"an. undercunrent' of .

mlsleading’bellefs among the inmate populatlon "which, he

feels/’ .was ‘a ‘prlme faotor _in. the turnlng “of the, whole
}hdldent Into'a:bizarre exhibltlon of 1nmate-violence. -For

f"
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-inmates, argues Kidman (19“7), what at one point is a minor

-grlevanoe can ea311y be turned 1nto a reason for a rlot

. Kldman used as an example the St Vlncent de Paul Rlot ofv

-1932 whlch he clalms started fnom' a small grievance

regardlng unfounded bellefs among inmates that there was to:

. be a‘canoellatlon of papers for,rolllng_clganettes.

nTrying'to_eprain prison riots in terms of Anomie -

- . Theory, Desroches (1983) states that inmate beliefs in -the
.,existence “of 'barriers to - achieving' legitIMate goals
increases the dlssatlsfaetlon of the inmates. to the polnt

that they w1ll dlrect thelr rage and frustratlon,“for

having failed,: towards the group they belieue._uas*

responsible for .those barriers.. .In addition, inmates{

Bates (1936) claims,«are'not-immune'from‘theiworlq.' They_u-

are aware of the’ changes taklng place around them. Manyvof

the lnmates have access to the medla and they have some

understandlng of what is g01ng on. From that ;nformatloni

'they'draw their10wn-conoluaions Whioh ‘Bates‘statesy can -

often be warped Inmates can’ also reoelve 1nformatlon in a

number of forms whlch may contaln Just enough truth to .

1n01te feellngs of 1nJustlce and persecution. Issues suoh\

as Justlce for the rlch and- dlsparlty of sentenolng could

1ncrease -the reform or’ polltlcal conoerns of 1nmates,

‘espe01ally 1f they personally feel a mlscarrlage of - Justlce

had taken place w1th regards to themselves ~iIn fact there
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are many lnmates who maintain a- bellef that they had not

=1been treated falrly

Daqdurand (1977), commenting’ on a report on
: ;Caﬁadian Penitentiaries, dealt with the problems'nésulting
from ﬁromises méde‘}- be‘it.by publie br‘private groups --
and not-‘képt.' When this hapbens one 1is contriﬁgting é
;éfiable which gbuld easily be‘infegrated by ‘inmates into
ijustifiogtign for riobing;‘ 'TheSé:“promiSes could be
impl?ciﬁ or. gxplicit. . Especially since World War Two,'
Jagobs”(19??) claims that the prison situation has been - one
in which the_ﬁotal inﬁéte“populationrexpérienced.gﬁ overall
.ihcpéasé in: ekpgctations.. As a “resuit, Iinmates
'1nirea31ngly maidtain’ bellefs ‘regarding what is rlghtfully.
thelrs, yet time and again 1t is much_ dlfferent ‘from what
they recefve and it lS often far frqm what the. rullng
gbodles are w1lllng to’ give. Desrochés (1983)‘%ékes‘the

same p01nt He argues that over tlme 1nmates take for

- granted certain ) pr;v1lege§ -and - they eaqlly . become

embittered if those privilégeé are taken away -- no matter o

.what the reason. Added to that  is the situation where

A.l, ¢

inmates ahe,brcmiéed change and ﬁhe:fegult;ng prb&uct is
less than‘they expected.
McNell (1978) belleves that a rlot becomes a means,

of ékpresslng dlscontent., He descrlbes it as the result of
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inmates unabie to . express ‘_ their - frustrations
-eghstrhgtivelx; . He sees riots Sas the only means some

‘ inmates hdve to deal with the system. .Else and,$teohenson
QL.. (1974) also see.riots as the vehting‘of frostration;_ hut
they claim ihmatel riots are seldom consc1ously dlrected‘

towards reform. Instead they say’ the riocts are just a

general rebellion.

More and more prisoners, in the estlmatlon of Brody
"f(197ﬁ);: are deflnlng themselves as pol;tlcal prlsoners.
Such a trend became more 1mp1101te 1n the "1960's i This-
authgs/ explalgs that the tradltlonal bodhdarles of the -
definition, hbweveh, are not belng applied. For many, the
term has been adopted 'as a means to ratlonallze crlmlnal
behavmor, po;ntlng an qccu31ng finger at a -ﬂcorhupt
’economiOUSyatem".Fhat-oppresses;the poor.. This makes‘it:
eaeier‘ for. them to blame others for the oomfinement and
“look upon‘ themeelveé as " victims. . Reform movements. in’

. prison teke the form of a.mfnority group movement.mhich

gains momentum from media eoverage, placing blame upon the

society as a. whole

;. v The notion ,that riots are a reflectioh of the_'
instebiiity of the eociety is expressed .hy a ‘number of
authors such as Kirhpatrick, Conrad and Whitehead. ' These-

: authors- put forward the idealthét-prison,riots etemffrom



the fact, that 1nmates are a product of the society from-“
which they had'come.\ ‘The riots can be seen as protesting‘
the failures of soclety and symptomatlc of the v1olence,on
_the streets The political nature of present-day man is
'such that a number of acts\-of riot on the part of the
' lnmate may. be’ regarded, in a llmlted form, 'asr being.

I

attempts at reform.'-

Reform content 1n prlson rlots is v1ewed by Atklns
and ﬁllck (1972) as a1d1ng riots, to take .on new forms
'They_ belleye  that reform in, prlsons is‘ hlstorlcally
_founded; Riots,' then; are ea’politieal resource‘ used as -
‘ leveraé; :f In .this conteit 'inmates‘-must ‘adabt .to their '
env1ronment u31ng whatever technlques that -are available,
“which. in. the present day means hostages, medla ooverage;

I
’and negotlatlons

. Gosselin (1982) 3ees 1nmate’rlot1ng as::a reaction
of those who | are'-oppressed, using whatever lact;on-;lsh
'avallable to them. Rioting,‘thus, is a very cons01ous tool
of rebellmon whlch'the 1nmates oould and w1ll use Pallas
'and Barber (1972) have pontrayed prlsons ‘as. tools of the
‘State . In consequence these authors bel1eve that inmates

' have always rloted as a. lneans of rebellion ert, they

'clalm that rlots have, been polltlcal more .in essence than

“in conso;ous form. An example of what has been consldered




the polltlcal aspect of a rlot has been presented 1n ‘the °

)descrlptlon af the Brltlsh Columbla Penltentlary RlOt of:

‘1976 : During thlS riot 1nmates released statements to the
‘effect that they were belng polltlcally boycotted by the”

) then Sollcltcr General Thls press release was an appeal

¢

"to the publrc, and.” politicians whlch ‘ags definltely'f

political in nature. The riot has been so descrlbed as to

present the 1nmates as, hawang undertaken a very organlzed

.t

change (Culhane. 1979)

N

“historical studf of prison riots has been

Y

undertaken by Garson (1)(1972).1n an attempt to detenmlne

'whether there is,y or has been, any,.connectlon .between -

ks

pnisbnen reform and rlots ﬂ‘ The ‘beniod covered"was' from
"1868'to 1970 From the study the author concluded that‘

"there was a weak link between rlots and 1nmate concerns for

reform Neventheless, ‘there uas~the suggestron that some’

B

':'of the- riots [were. the - besult:'of reformlst notlons of

. wantlng change w1thout 1t actually hav1ng been expnessed as

. such . In ‘the -cases of rlots 1nvolv1ng certaln rac1a1

-groups 1n American Prlsons espec1ally Black Musllms,’the_

.~ ‘cledrer.

polltlcal prqtest through whlch they sought to brlng‘about

,assoctatlon, between rlotlng ,and .nefcrm 'was-_a. llttle_
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ElllS and hlS colleagues (1974) do. not see prison

-

‘rlots as political statements For: reform Rather, they
'belieVe them to be the result of certaln 1nmates seeing_,

riots as an avenue - to gettlng somethlng they want. For -

»

these authors it ig’ a baslc emotion to which one need not
. add compllcatlng scenarlos Nevertheless, in the‘Canadian

‘if_context Ellis (1)(1982) observed that rlots between 1971

1

" and . 1980 were "politlcal forms of behavior" . He based his'
_dec1sion: on -what , Sam as attempts by' 1nmates to

manlpulate and mobillze whatever resources were available

l

to them, d01ng so. agalnst the w1shes of the administration ‘”

'

'__ o Fox (1956) does not see rlots -as politlcal because

- N
"y

most rlots are not planned Accordlng to hlS observations

"the “mllltant polltica _rlsonerv 1s-l1ttle more;thanﬂan-’
’ '1nmate -mho achieves ?6gi; pdblicity47 ;Woolpertzﬁ(ﬁ9781

zadheres-jtg the same .idea Kln an analysls' of inmate.

unionizatiOn; he expressed some serious doubts ag to the

. validity of prlsoner polltical reform . "Mllitant politlcal

-act1v1sm" of the scope whlch is needed to bring change c
w1th1n_ pr1son: ,walls, . he- belleves, :is- probably
. non existant He went on to say that there will always be,

'small pockets of act1v1sm 'among '1nmates Still, 3the
- maJorlty of 1nmates Will shy away ‘from any reform~or1ented

--reactlon agalnst the system . '".; . © ~



An 1nst1tut10n whloh 1s too strongly geaned towards:.x
. dlselpllne, acoordlng ftof “Cohen (1976) oreates‘ 'a
acategorlzatlon of 1nmates and SLtuatlons that encourages a.
:n.f R "we they“ attltude As EY result groupings of 1nmates may‘
) »Edevelop because of feellngs of domlnatlon ' What could
:-g develop, then, 1s mlstrust and host1l1ty between staff and
.1nmates ', ACcOrdlng 't Cohen th "ellmlnatlon of the‘,
':"treatment/custody dlchotomy“ from the prlson settlng wlll
‘:_allev1ate some aggre581ve lnmate behav1or He argues that
'staff who oppose ‘a _treatment approach must be.'removed

because~ they will -cpntane“_creatlng an' atmosphere»-of

.. “w.\__/‘"_‘\\ S e

thlnklng With the clalm that empha51s on' security can’
'encourage a negatlve env1ronment to grow, whlch 1n turn
‘Wlll 1ncrease the emotlonal stress that -is. felt by 1nmates

,ln prlson settlngs

Whltehead (1975)(1979) belleves ‘ that .for'd.aﬁ
_d1301p11ne approach to work in modern prison settlngsnlt
o must be harsh and complete ﬂB‘ hé p01nts out the penal:.
‘. system of North Amerlca and Europe ‘can only malntaln ‘a-.
degree of’ dlsclpllne."Therefore, he argued the best way‘
L ‘to_ approach .1ncarceratlon ”ls thnough less 'strlngent
tactlcs- Thls he belleves would ease- some of the ten31on
and aggre331on that exist ln' penal 1nst1tutlons. : Scott

2(1982) ) also - coneurs, = ‘using 'the flndings-i‘of-_ the ' -

,aggre531on | Flynn (TQBO) contrlbuted to .thls lihe‘ of .|
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"1nvestigation of the Klngston Riot of 1éi1 that many of'

"'the problems that ex1sted in that prlson may have been_ﬁf

r"eased if a more. inten81ve treatment program existed hHefff

goes on to argue that an 1nmate must be given self-respect

. ;self-worth and dehumanlzatlon must be kept to a xninimum

‘“”Without a rehabilitation .program these._ends ,cannot be-

Mreached Also, Scott states that w1thout an emphasis on.
rehabllitatlon inmates _rely .extensively.‘onilt e-'inmate
L subculture ffor' support and direction :';As ‘a. result aﬁ

. "maxlmum securlty psych031s" sets in, creatlng a situamion‘

where security and} order" become Jeopardized '“and'
llnsurrection and revolt become real threats " (Scott P.

. 203 !1982') .

Dauber (1979) and his colleagues ‘have - explained the

i differing concepts behind the adminlstratlon of prlsons'u-?

. treatment and detention J(MTWO different approaches are
o T 7, .
_1nvolved - isolatlon and;665001allzatlon. They argue that
Vl;the two concepts are contradictory To make their point“"

; they compare Ramle prlson in Israel leaning‘tOWards thej“

're3001a11zat10n ‘ approach , Wlth - Rhode ISland 1 Adult
l.Correctlonal Centre, which Was more in keeping wlth the'

.1solation concept In Ramle dis01pline was assured butei

.'left to »the .dlscretlon of the staff which maintained a.__.;

"close a33001at10n w1th the inmates ' Conoenn was-expressed
d_for the welfare of the 1nmates - On the other hand 1n the_~

Rhode Island example, the rigid and formal approach created~-
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an atmosphere of tension and alienation  which . 'was. less |
obvious in Ramle:

‘N

A report by the Task Force On’ The Creatlon .Qf - An

'Integrated‘, Canadlan‘i Correctlons System presents‘.daf'
;cautlonary -note on rehabllltatlon ) Thelr report stated'
-that :600-'much uempha31s“_n“rehabllltatlon mlsleads the

public and thed 1nmate'“ee“.well _whel comes: f belleve, u
falsely, in the 1ntent'or capablllty of the cofrectlonal
syetem. As well 1t was reported that too much empha31s on
'rehabilltatlon- 'confused }'.the"-.lsaue _'Zofi h'crlmlnal
':respon51b111ty and. the notlon of eoclal determlnlsm. .-hd
;Jamblgulty Sets in upon the 1nmate whlch the wrlters-of the.
report see as, detrlmental . ConfUSLon sets in: upon the
;nmate faél'tq-.whether-hhe should bé, treated ‘ed ;éf
,’reépeneibie individdal whd' is - belng punlshed or,“wﬁd :

y

should be rehabllltated as a. means of relntegPathn 1nto"

55001ety._ The end result felt the wrlters, 1s a feellng ofr

LS

’resentment by the 1nmate towards a socmety Whlch is’ seen -as

not shoulderlng enough of the blame (Task‘.Force On ~ The

_‘ Creation Of An Integrated Canadian. Cofrections 'SyEtem;
1977)
Concern w1th the deterloratlon that resulted from

overcrowdlng in prlson encouraged Ellls (2) .to study the

American penal syStem - He.. concliided that most. of the
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' -violeht ricts occurred in crowded prisons ' -Thére- waS"a_
-'étrong . aesoclatlon : between . crowded | maximum - security.f
‘settlngs and riots _ More 1nmates placed in the same placer

"accordlng to thls v1ew, creates a social deterloratlon that-

Jaw111 1ncrease the chances a riot may qpcur N Overcrowdlng-
\-'h other effects ae' well : Bolte (1978) found that -
dLsobedlence will increase with overcrowdlng B But]ﬁ he -

'cautloned that the 1ssue of overcrowdlng must bellooked at.-
:1n conJunctlon wlth such factors as, how well an 1nst1tution
' “1s prepared to deal w1th a problem such ‘as. overcrowdlng, aef‘
-Tiwell as - how much ig avallable in terms of money, personnei,
'transfers -of_-lnmates ahd‘ facllitles Uaef a meane'.of
t"allev1at1ng the problems created by overoroWdlng.

Farrlngton and Nuttal (ﬂ9805 foUnd that there was

no emplrlcal ev1dence whlch could con01u51ve1y be used to" .

\

':speciflcally link overcrbwding and rlots However, they

conceded that there could be a strong llnk made between

overcrowdlng and 1nst1tutlonal effectlveness that in turn: .

ralses the possibilitles for riots. In connectlon to thls,f

[}

»Desroches (1983) argues that sheer numbers put a strain on

resources, Fa01lltles and personnele W1th the. 1ncrease of_l

£y

-

: 'demands upon all aspects‘of the prlson there is a. greateni

concern shown by the admlnlstratlon for providing basic',
nece331t1es Added to thls, Desroches argues, the needs of

the 1nmates come to take second plaoe, the empha51s mainly

.’\

-
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beihg 'placed"'oh malntalnlng securlty -+ Wilds (1973).
attempts to explaln the effects of overcrowdlng u31ng thef

: concept of “Terrltorlallty“ :1He clalms territoriallty 1s'ag

_unlversal need of all cveatures as .a: means of surv1val
.‘When 1nva51on of spaoe takes place & v101ent reaction is
not uncommon All humans have a "Body Buffer Zone" whloh
‘nls part of the human make up and varles for each of .us.

W1th1n a. prlson -1nva51on of that Zone is"lnev1table

:0vercrowd1ng w1ll push the transgre351ons of terrltorlality"

‘to 1ts llmlts,-lnorea31ng the’ poss1b111t1es for. v1olence

"FSupportlng bhls 1dea, Veno (1977) found that the . more .

v1olent the offender, .the 'more ‘"personal spaoe“;{was'

.requlred as opposed to those less v1olent

-

Wlth the - outbreak of a riot: the heed Daf*ises to

"prov1de answers, or excuses as to why 1t happened "As'qf

‘aj result a host of reasons and theorles have been putj

'ureasohs“ (Flrestone 1972) B Feld (1977) argues -that the '
dlfflculty ln creatlng SOlld theorles on prlson rlots andi'

fthelr patterns 1s that there 1s no consensus amoﬂg pollcy

- hakers, medla, the publlc, or the academlo 01rcles In a

.'study of rlots in the Unlted States durlng the~early 1950'

‘”_lMaCCOPmlck (195u) looked at "causatt?f" factors and’ came to;f'
'the COnolu31on that upon‘lnvestlgabﬁgﬁ Of'thétvariables;‘

’_,TobfieyeryﬁJrlot _that” happened: "there -were six 'otheri,

.28'.' e

*forwahd r.attemptlng ‘to brlng together"the ."underIylngﬁ

7

P
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‘potential riot'-situations " . He went on to say ‘that one
;could only speculate as to why rlots did not take place in

'those prisons whlch had the riot variables

-Existingztheories on prison riots fall irito three-

e _oasicltypes The first. is the "Ethological or'Comparative“‘
'whlch ‘Sees- aggressive behavxor resultlng from instlnctual

'-behav1or that is "brought about by learned or biologlcal

avenues Second iis" the "Frustration—Aggre351on" theory

formatl wnere inmates. are seen - reactlng with ‘violence -

'because of the stlmull of frustratlon Behauior patterns

-aoof aggre531on whlch already exist are encouraged “Third 1is

ﬁthe "Cla331ca1 Condltlonlng and Aggre351on" theory format"
'whlch sees rlots resultlng as a "condltlonal response“ to
-stlmull that ° are brought on“oy env1ronmenta1 _cues

.(Veno.1977).

-.;._rg "Flynn (1980) has - formulated ‘a . six component model

'u.'to explaln prlson rlots -The flrst component comprlses

"Structural Condu01veness“ where such factors as 1nmate and

. staff dlchotomy, or, no proper'gr;evance system create the

"fbaslc atmosphere necessary ‘for rioting. " The second

compOnent ‘is “Strain" whlch recreates an .atmosphere of

-tdlstance between all levels of 1nmates and staff. Third is
“-"Bellefs" helghtenlng the. suggestlbillty‘ ‘of .negative

_elementsgamong inmates,.altering established norms. ‘Fourth

*
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"is T“Precipitating' Factobs"1-which .turn-'thel bellefs’rof

o

1nmates into .a confirmed reallty’: The flfth element isf
"Moblliz1ng and Organlzlng" w1thout whlch there could not- -
-"cbe)g PlOt Lastly is a’ “Mechanlsm of 8001al Control"'that.

‘l.has-to-be 1n place to off set a’ rlot 7w1thout whlch the

“chanceslgﬁon”'rloting 1ncrease

;fonmu1atihg \‘é general theory ha resulted 'in_f,the

”=‘;Ldent1flcation of dlfferent types of rlots MoKay attd his

colleagues 1dent1fy flve events which could lead/up to a
f”prlson rlot such as, frustratlon due to condltlons, drastic
changes 1n policy, rlslng prlsoner empectatlons, the nature
Jof_lnmatesf and the 1nmate power structUre (McKay et al;
pi15' ngfj 'They d1v1ded;r10ts from a causatlon point of
v1ew lnto two categorles./ The f1rst 1s "81tuat10nal" which
attr;butes the rlot to the nature of the prlson 1tself.
ra whlle the second is "1mportat10nal" where elements ‘of

~

- unrest are brought 1nto the pnlson from the out51de

Hartung‘ (1956) belleved thet the‘ nature of the‘

'fnmEte, 1n a SOClO psychologlcal 1nteractlon, plays a blgr

N role in the development of riots. Descrlbed were ‘two types
‘ -of rlots resultlng from two dlfferent sets 'of factors
;affectlng 1nmate volatlllty The flrst are "Brutal"'riots

which’ nene‘the result of-bad food 1nhumane treatment and

: similar factors‘- The second are "Collectlve" rlots, taklng

place because‘ o; more general factors such = as 'the

--.everal ~attempts¢ at
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nature of max;mum security settings, the type_of.inmates :

houSed and enforced 1d1eness.~

-In his. study of pPlSOﬂ rlots Fox empha31zes the-

sentlment that with the establlshment of prlsons it 'was
;bhev1table that prlson rlots would 'occur lWFirst \cahe
“prisons -- then came prlson rlots " (Fox, 13 1936) - He

then p01nts out that there has béﬂn an 1ncrease 1n brlson

rlots w1th the growth of the prlson system. 'DeFord (1962),~

who tracedrthe evolutlon of the Penitentlary from 1ts early

period, also SUppOPbS"thlS‘VIQW'} Wlth the change 1n penal

. Ay
phllosophy and ‘Penal practlce the}%ake up of the 1nmate and

-

|

the. ensulng reaction to“fprlson. 1ife have both

affected Expresslng a 31m11ar v1ew 1n relatlon to the

-'Canadlan system, was 'a‘ report by the Task Force Oon An

Integrated . Canadian Correctlons System : ThlS» report

explalned that w1th the growth of the _penal:-. system there

' ‘developed a trend towards the 1ncarcératlon of more serlous

crlmlnals T Where once those placed fnﬂ prlsons Were
."vagrants"q_"heggars“ and “debtotsgvghow'1ncarceratlon wasa:;
) reseryed ‘for the harder 'crlminals | &Iask Force On An‘
_Integnated Canadlan Correctlons System, P. 1977)\ As a',"

: nesult_of th;s change, serlous problems develdped

N ~Shoom has, 'broyided“ua"descrintion of an early

0

Klngston penltentlary and how 1t reflected mld nlneteenth

ol

“

- .
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centuryv_penal yphilosophy din‘fCanada; - nLirer in’fthe_-new

‘provincial _penitentiary Was routine.: and diséipiine' was

_strlct“ he clalms "for penal theory of the age stressed a

prlson experlence whlch would ‘be palnful to the prlsonen

and exemplary .to .the o others™. (Shoom;' P.215; 11966).

Punishment he ‘points out, “was severe” and assured .for

'crlmes whlch today are often overlooked . In 'a study on

'early prlsons, Edmison has shOWn‘ how prISOns in Upper

Canada, - of whlch Klngston Penltentlary was one,-reflectede

the-nature of.Canada -= the populatlon was small,git w;s'

) ) é‘ . . ) . . _\. . ] ) *u.
Loovery rural ,and 'had"a relatively small ’ "serious“ crime

rate _It ‘séems that a hard. ex1stence in 3001ety reflected

] an equally hard ex1stence 1n the prlsons . (Edmlson;;1976).

LI
[l

LAnother ,author w503 has pr0v1ded “ust with™
hlstorlcal gllmpse of early prlsons ‘and the phllosoph\/?f'_:
that tlme is Batesw (1936) Bates proceeds w1th the notion

\that Canadlan soc1ety has been underg01ng great changes and _

‘.
|

that these changes, in' their turn,.affected«the nature ‘of ..

the prlsons i Canada i Slnce the early part _of “the

v

tWentleth century he .c¢laims that both . the rural .and. urban-

f{areas of - Canada hawe ,been' transformed.-, ;Wlth ‘the.

transformation;- human and . intellectualf'freedom 'has AbeenA

“eipanding ~and fewer restralnts have .been olaoed upon'

eoclety than at any other tlme in’ history He then argues‘

that a new type ofllnmate has consequently emerged and

s

.
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;_Wlth the new type of lnmate there arose new problems in thej
pengk'system. A major problem, aceording jto.Bates” was'_ .
»that-confinement in a prison was‘Iess tolerabie_for‘those
flnmates who emerged from this changing 3001ety “As a re-

. 'sult a restlessness set in from whlch there was no rellef

Fox found nineteenth' century .riots - to, have' beeh,

'qulte small and limlted in"terms of " numbers 1nvolved and of

~ :
-the v1olence dlsplayed Harsh treatment _or’ simply a wish
- to escape wére seen ~as the maJor causes of rlots._ ?he

_sophlstlcatlon of 1ntent llke the society, was not' yetl'
"developed (Fox 1956) With- a comparison of rlots in the
3.
‘nlneteenth and early twentleth centurles Garson (2)(1972)<

-attempted to test Foxs' hypothe31s He found prlson rlots”

-U.

‘\ _
..1n the~earller perlod to have ‘been much les?.v1olent than

.

~those arlslng 1n the later one . c -

v

- Flynn (1980) ‘described in ‘a study a b_fé;n_al_ system
.whdoh; with_time,'pame to see.a.ﬁorsentné offtheunature.of
prison riots. '+ It was: aréued Ithat» dnring- thosé" earlier
'rlots v1olence was‘brlef few llves were lost and damage':

was seldom exten31ve.‘ In the post World War. years, with
, 0

A 'the development of an’ increasingly modern prlson system,
'1tnere._was" a great ~change ln the pattern and nature _of-q

. _priSOn:riots. : Vlolence Was not that brief, .the‘lossﬂoﬂ;

- ”lifev:was hnot 1nconsidergble- and _the _damageffwas often::'

extensive.



: o For Kidman (187&) it.ﬁasf@he.1930‘s anﬁ eaw prison riots
. ﬁake‘afeefinate'tﬁrn'for the.herse ithanada{-‘The-whole
" system was deseribeeﬂas havihg'beenein'a‘state df ehangef
éreabihg confu31on as: - to the nature of prlsons . As 'a‘

résdlt; 1nmates‘ constantly trod: a fine l;ne in, an

i

T C -‘li::ironmehp of uncertainty and ambiguity that Had created a -
. \ - t\J ‘ M ' h

sion.for. all céncerned.. -

. Desroches (1983) has argued that since 1950 prlsoni,'

- riots} i - North Amerlca have become more v1olent w1th~
hostages becomlng a commor feature of negotlatlons.. He has~f

_ sougth to 1llustrate thls p01nt with the example of changes:

in, prlson rlots in Klngston Penltentlary (Desroches (1)(3)"

ce 197“). Durlng the riot in 1932 he points out there werehﬂ

no guards'taken hostage, and the whole 1nc1dent remalned'l"'

"peaceful and organ;zed" w1th no attempts to 1nst1gate massf
destructlon ' In contrast .the rlot of 1971 saw a- number of

guards taken hostage, a large-amcunt'of~damage undertakeq,"

’ exten31ve negotxatlons for the . hostages,‘ as_:well aé’

assaults‘ upon lthe less de31rable members of the prison o

- population. ° - Lo T oo

. A rather exten31ve hlstorlcal study of prlson rlots :
. has’ been done, by Garson (1)(1972) . He studled prlson,rlops

T 1n the Unlted States durlng the perlod T868—197ﬁ'- 'This

i study prov1des a number of examples of the changlng nature

B an - ks
! : ..
*

s
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v

zof brison-riobs; ‘Erom the ‘late nineteenth century up, to
: 1920 Garson glves examples of .. rlots -showing them - to be'
'llmited and 1solated outbreaks The riots .were mainly o
: snalljSCale fist fights concernlng 5uch thlngs as harsh
: diScipline The 1920'5 ‘saw a-sharp increase in the size of
-the prlson riot- and its v1olence which contlnued until the:

I'early 1930 s Garson states that from 1952 through .to 1970

the nature of the riot in Amerloan prlsons grew in terms of

the. numbers 1nvolved 1ncrea31ng 1n sxz% and ceccurring more

'frequently throughout thls perlod Referrlng _to the

~

’ .situation in .Canada and olalming that penltentlarles in

Canada have evolved as much as those throughout the world

iGossean asks:: "Why, “then, shouldrCanada be. exempt -from

[

“.those inherent . problemsﬂ. of  maintaining correctional

-

:facilities'" .(Gosselinj‘ ‘170' 1982) Prdoblems of prison

'{ rlots are 1nherent in all systems with each hav1ng ‘its ‘own .

[
’

[}

Gosselin‘l(1982)," ho. ‘took a; hiStorical look at

d'- prlsons, clalms that any general theory on. rlots had to’

ftake into account that such lncidents were subject to the

i ?\~oﬂ;;/"rea11t1es of history" Therefore, “he concluded onelmust‘

‘ look to the soc1al/polltlcal set%fﬁg ; If thlS is done, the
p0531b111ty ex1sts that what. is sought to be explalned ;-”

o prlson' riots 'f-*'w1ll be " found not _to constltute a

-

‘homogeneous - phenomenon which ~could. be ‘explained by one

'..general.theory.
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k‘In Tsﬁite of the volumlnous llterature ‘on prlson

i

"APlOtS, there has been no unlform definltlon of such rlots

{Despite such a Jack of con31stency rlots have been studied
. have been a number of phenomena in.. soclety which have been

:.~1n spite of numerous efforts to understand them. One of

ﬂ'the problems 1nvolved has been demonstrated to be the fact

s

\that what has been studled as a.homogeneous phenomenon are

-a numbena of phenomena Whlch have. been lumped together

-because : of [tﬁé definltlon _utilized but which are

‘ nonetheLess' morphologically ;as_'well as ‘aetiologically

/

,ﬁdlﬂferent _;3f“.ti » T 'f} I : .\\

e ST <
s N - —

~.

L

",jzas 1f they constltuted a. homogeneous phenomenont There

'”i‘ﬂeon31dered homogeneous and which have defied comprehen51on

lSuicideytdefined:as7the conscious taking of one's.

own life, is the first'phenomenon considered homogeneous

' which:  has shoun‘Ato _bef heterogeneous " In 1951 Emile
'fiDurkhelm p01nted out that sulclde was composed of dlfferlng

;aetlologlcal ‘andf morphologlcal phenomena ' In- total,'

Durkhelm’deflned three types of categories of su1c1de whlch

Aare aetlologlcally founded upon the worklngs of .the soclal

structure Sulde was shown to be a reallty whlch could not

'be explalned 1n any 81ngular or 1nsular manner. Instead

3001a1 factorp-whlch ex1st 1n a changlng soclal structure

.~

Prev1ous to the work of Durkhelm, SUlClde was con81dered to

_nlt has to be understood as an element within a host of
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be solely the product developlng from the nature of the ‘n

: actually expllcable aetlologlcally Wlth— reference to tﬁe

‘. soclal structure and 1te ramlfylng functlons .(Duhkhe;mi.

Zhomlclde,'dependlnémon the relatlonshxp between’ the v1ct1m

,phenomenon to whlch there are a number of characterlstlcs

'.1nd1v1dua1 In pr0v1d1ng a heterogeneous explanatlon for .

such behav1or,_ Durkhelm explalned that "sulolde ,whlch

:’l“i‘appears ;?‘“Befﬁbhenomenon relatlng to _the »;nd1v1dual ;s:'

eSS ST

: In 196H Hans Mohr demonstrated that paedophllla was ';“

not the homogeneous phenomenon that lt was con31dered t°=J

be}; . Mohr found that there were really three types of

1nd1v1duals who had been 1dent1f1ed as paedophlllacs They

'F“dlffered from each othen 1n terms of age,aoons;stlng 0f

'  three separate age groups from the teenage years =up to

ff.those ln thelr 51xt1es and beyond These 1nd1v1duals were

- dlfferent 1n regards to the sex of the v1ct1m as” well

1975 C H S Jayewardene studled hom1c1de in

' ”Canada Wlth a view of ascertalnlng whether hom101de was the

heterogeneous phenomenon that :he’ euspected it ,to» be}

o

- Identlfylng homloldes on the ba31s of the relatlonshlp that
e‘exlsted between the offender and vlctlm, hev cla331f1ed

,1 hom1c1de as belng qagyntlnuum made up of dlfferent sohts of

e ﬁ

- and- - offender ' Homlclde thus becomes a heterogeneous
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- and relationshlps which become applicable One incident bf:"
t homocide dlffers fnom another when the relatlonbhip between
-H:,,the offender and victlm are’ defined, determining whlch o
| group of relatlonshlps the people 1nvolve belonged‘ to.
In,theée thbee studies,” what has beén claimed’.and
‘demonstratec-‘iex that 'a phenomenon identified in broad

terms, utlllzlng a yery mlnlmal number of crlteria, really,:

:comprlses a number of phenomena whlch have been lumped
\together In -the case ‘of paedophllla, the demonstratlon
~has. been made utlllZlng what may be called an empirlcalf

approach where the characterlstlcs of the phenomenon were

analyzed‘ not Ifob”u the . purpose ‘of . -establishing
‘hetorogenity Wbutvxfob{ the 'pnrpose of ‘deiineating %
.dimensions . In. the processfit~was discovened‘that.incluced:'
Lﬁwithin.‘the' broad deflnltlon of _paedophilia wghe thr;ff,.

dlstlnct and dlfferent types . In the .case of su1c1de and

homlcxde, the demonetr.~~-w fay been made utlllzlng what

may be calle It . was ‘flrst‘

hypothe31zed t at these phenomen; Were heterogeneous and

“then attempts ere made to establish the heterogenelty wlth

the companlson of certaln key variables :.;___

9
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*¥A1h -an'lattempt'.to-“studim the, homdgeneity‘ or "

—~. ¥

. heterqgeneity’i\of, prispn_: riots ﬂ'a : qua31 » experinental-
-technique could be;utfliied The qua51 experlmental model:-

deflned by Caporaso and Roos .in the follow1ng way

V

’ ”"Thls approach is characterized by’ an effort to use the~

loglc of experlmentatlon 1n 31tuatlons whlch are’ not truly~

] B

T experlmental ‘ 1n such 31tuatlons the investlgator cannot

-

randomly a331gn 1nd1v1duals to groups and cannot control‘

" the admlnlstratlon'of treatment or.. stlmulus (CaporaSO" -
and'qus,. XXll 1973).| Yet Ln ‘the, quaSl experlmental:
:ﬁethod n'the authors stated | destgn < is emph331zed and{f
hypothesas are examlned by data gat;;red w1th attentlon
_pald to' physlcal oontrols l In addltlon,' there is less':

rellance upon pu el statistlcal controls or data analy31s
F v .

for reduolng the deflclenoles ln the de31gn of any, method

.:of thls sort g -':. L .' . L - e.-f - - ~‘//%\*\_',

o By ualng ‘a qua31. experlmental mEEHau*"—r“ﬁar/;;rfy ffé;‘f
;3:10310 -could be closely repllcated : d;hegeil‘lt woqld have .- -
“to. be done w1thout standard procedures and teﬁhﬂ/oues of a{
j”laboratory ,approaoh. f "This could- be done-[by ucareful~
-“exposure of the isources of error that could weaken ther

~

.glnferences whlch are ﬁorever present (Caporaso and ROOS'_

L 1973) When bhe ubJect studled is a phenomenon with

:_hlstorlcal overtones Helmstadter eXplalned what the qua31f‘
. experlmental approaoh entalls,‘_"a hypothe31s ‘aa -to’ -what

. .- P vy, . ]
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thappened may be formulated on the basis of those pleces of

1nformat10n already at hand . 1f this happened what else

may have occurred that could leave data of some sort that‘

;oould be uncovered? X 1f my hypothesis 1s-true,_what othen

Y

- klnds of data ought "to be avallable tbat have not yet been.
Y found? Finally, .bhe hlstochal 1nvestlgator seeks Vto_

--verlfy hls-hypothesis by Searchlng for thls addltlonal

1nformatlon " (Helmstadter, 42 1970) Because of thls .

:the use .of the qua51 _experimental model enables one to'

euhoover faots whlch may not have been dlscovered 1f .a less;.

-

strlngent approach were used Such ‘a model. would force

those who used 1t not only to thlnk at an "operational A}
'levelﬁ of behavior, but also to develop controls to observe.ﬁ

. the ‘éntity being studled. R

.~

"The “quasi experimental‘,model. would.'be’ ofﬁ‘use

‘,in‘formulating "a body of low- level emplrloal generallza—'—t a
-tions.' (Caporaso and Roos, .. 365 1973) Because of the
_ elements of thls model 1t offers ‘more opportunltles forfA

;convertlng broad generallzatlons and theory 1nto something_

more ooncrete.' Hence, lt would be of most use in providlngg

',bullding 'hlocks: ‘for further ‘studles. .o The -E,QQQSl

'experimental-model would be of-most use to a study such'as;

R

thls where a olalm 1s made that what has been deflned as a:

.
S

'_prison rlot oonstltutes from a hlstorlcal stagdp01nt )
C not a homogeneous but a heterogeneous phenomenon However,

":there does;not exlst sufflclent ‘information to ‘identify the

I Lot
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'different tybés of'riots“‘ In addltlon to thls the qua31

L expeerental model ls ‘one that focuses upon abrupt events

:Las = result less attentlon 137 allowed to be dlrected.:

-

itowards more long term events Thls draw back Would make'
it dxfflcult* tdt observe the numenous ‘a53001at10ns ‘and |
trends which are Vltal to a study such as this.- Id'is;
-v1tal because thlS study clalms that the heterogenelty of“

;the phenomenon is a- hlstorlcal revelatlon ;—é that

a

*nature of hthe 'prlson ’PlOt ’ from, a morphological ~and
"aetlologlcal \p01nt of vlew, ‘has changegg over the years,

that a prison rlot that occurred durlng the last century:

1s not the same as a prlson rlot that occurred durlng thng
' century : Such ‘a method does not allow, for a full feellng'
_of how an entlre process unfolds There is no grasp of the
"temporal 'range" that - is v1ta1 to_ a. study 'ln whlchu‘h

somethlng over ‘a perlod Qf tlme is belng studled 'The

5

iquasx experlmental method is- eSsentlally a quant1tat1ve one
:andtias.-Leff p01nts ‘oht: "Quantltatlve methods ‘alone,_'
1ndlsputable though they often are, can only provlde theﬁ

tdata,. whlch to become meanlngful hlstorlcally must -be.:
‘processed and translated into human behav1our " (Leff}
f?.sgt. 1969) ' tThat :is' what has - been; called ‘the _;

"atheoretical leanlngs" ‘of. the - quas1 experimental method -

J

X )
whlch restrlcts cdnclu31ons to that whlch has beenAnoted”

through observatlons ’ It does not allow for too muoh{

speculatlon as to whether. unobserved factors have had any“

. -
\.

T



'-.useful f. "The problem, 31mply, .is that conventlonal

9T,
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)

f'fveffect o ;Ihe"method results -in the production‘.of

generallzatlons which adds knowledge that is, for the most

';part conflrmed and factual But it nonetheless detracts

- from .an,_overalln accumulatlon- af 'a more 1nclu31ve- and

'_ieXtensiue oody_of-knowledge (Caporaso‘and'Roos;-4973).

' . L.

wt

Lastly, 1n determlnlng the suitablllty of the- qua31'1”

-:experlmental model 'fobtfa -study of prlson rlots, 'the--,v
) .experlence of Zeeman and hlS colleagues, who utllized a

':'statlstlcal approach to study patterns in prlson rlots, ls

) statlstlcal technlques are generally unsu1ted to analy21ng

sudden, dlscontlnuous euents..:“ (Zeeman :et al} ...251,

4

A second method whlch could be used in- thls study‘

is:‘ hlstorlcal 5001a1 model. ' Thls‘ method has been

-_descrlbed by Shafer as entalllng flrst,-the gatherlng of

ev1dence and in that way brlnglng together as .much of

: whatever happens to compose that - Wthh is belng studled
then,_ the categorlzatlon of the elements “and: .ev1dence
fcollected and flnally the establlshment of some form of the‘

communlcatlon oﬂ the ev1dence (Shafer* PP' 2M 25, 1980)

The hlstorlcalrsoclal method is the means by whloh what has

_‘occurred in the past ‘is reconstructed and evaluated then

'the 1nformatlon lS placed w1thin the context of the mllleu
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within which it has occurred., Practlcally all actlons that
;occur must be attrlbuted in part to the 3001ety in whlchﬂ

-~ '

“they develop.
'~ Social ' researchers often take an interest in.
' sitﬁations that do ”not. 'ellowj,”for ' manipﬁletion.'oofx
'_1ndependent varlables Such 'menipurations are often:
\"1mposslble becauee _many of the _situations. have‘ already_

;'occurred therefore the groups to -be studled have already

,created thelr own a55001at10ns and grouplngs, as opposed to;fm

‘ &hav1ng been randomly placed Deeplte such a situatlon many','j

glnterpretat;ons. of causal effectsr and ~the; role iof the

vehiahlee5 iooked’- spec1flcally ere put. forward “The -
'_study 1s a hlstorlcal soc1a1 one 1n its form,.therefore a:'

f. hlstorlcal 3001al model was ohoseh Qesplte eome ‘of itew'hﬂ

'draw-backs

‘ Helmstadter p01nte E put, 'that- J:“ “As Me_- trulj )
-dlstlnctlve approaoh the hlstorical method seems to th 1n-
‘least . well with- 'th?% general soheme of the 501ent1f1o

‘:“method .f (Helmstadter,‘ H1 '1§7b) . The hlstorloa1~ -
'3001al method requ1res that all of the events which"® are ofA
_ 1nterest -have toh bel‘compared and contrasted Wlth oneh
Qanother The only real control mechanlsm avallable is' by_

comparlng prev1ous 31tuatlons w1th those that have followed,.

'.after them. As ‘many variab}es _as p0531ble have to .be
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'entities looked at.

. - \51'

uncovered and, compared bo'those same'variableslwhich'are

found:to exist, if at all‘ in other such 31m11ar situationsz'

Which-'haﬁe éone- before and ‘after leferences and
\ € , ] ’
31m11ar1t1es have to be noted ’

There -  are .some inherent problems . with a
historical-social . "method, f One such problem..is that
R . .

. Pegardless of  the quantlty of varlables within 'each of thef.‘

iy ' S, - i . PR
comparison groups there ire no guarantees of,31m11ar1ty in

‘regards to ail:of-the factors which sorround the variables.f

‘in question... More than ;1ikely, in the case of prisonf-‘

-
T d"'

rioﬁs,--there-'will be differences w;thln' each of!-the

Leff ha'd-- saia'-of Ithe‘ historical-;'sooial'metho'd' -th'agf"

problems ex1st whlch are very much a part of the process \\\\

and would be dlfflcult ‘to overcome "The hlstorlan,'unlike:f

the" natural 301entlst 1s not in a p081tlon to reduce the-

relatlon of eve 's. 1nvar1ably “to one of cause and effect

'least of all sufflclent cause, because he- is repeatedly"“

confronted by .new solutlons whlch cannot be explained in

fo

l.terms of theddld.? GLeff‘ P. 59. 1969) In substantlatlng _

'the‘argument by'Leff’ Helmstadter (1970) clalms that there;

L

is. the rlsk of 2 degree of exaggeratlon ‘in. the | findlngs

'w1th such a method Wlth a kﬂstorlcal 3001al method an-

awareness has to be malntalned that env1ronmental cultural'
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-

and 8001al expre331ons of a hlstorlcal nature -are often-"
‘llnterpreted in a manner whloh 00u1d result in a degree of .

distortion. o Often 1nferenoes are put forward that cannot:

be vélidated 1d-any "unlversal"'sense, As.ohe hlstorlan

2t

warned, u31ng ‘ ‘Jhistorioal modef' can” leﬁd 1tself to- -

assumptlon&\e/;ch often reflect = personal blas (Shafer,-

P20; 1980).

A historlcal 3001al .method is'_not ;é completely'

encompa331ng substltute . for\t.a . more ’ statlstloal . end'

-~

' observ1ng that whlch can never .be repeated agaln elther in

result leSs empha31s is placed upon the deductlve and more\

“'plaoed upon -the -inductive process of reasonlng : "In'the

h ‘hlstorloal approach as . compared w1th the - experlmental

§
+

approach 'in partlcular, but the desorlptlve approach as

: general ooour much more frequently than do‘ examples{ of .

‘ reasohlng from the general to "the spe01flo casee."
' (Helmstédteh{ SP;. M5 1970) " Where . the experlmental

'.approaoh depends on deductlons made about the hypothe31s

‘based\\\; "proof“ * the hlstorlcal 5001al approach relles.

\

'upon 1nferenoes made- from varlous sources of. informatien

that are pleced together

experimental appcoach: -Thls method is of greetest use fon-

. well _1nstanoes of reasonlng from the spe01flc to ;he

.3 .
- an experlmental setting- or even by sheer 001ncldence As a("



,should -beu developed,_ however, they must be kept within X

;that “history deals in the past and an. 1mportant past :Wlth-“

leadership (only in part measurable) . ‘Even if no-final“5
. \'\—-—i—\ -

. [53‘ .\‘

-lhe"historical—social' métnad.-iacks " the tightf -
o controls of" the more experimental approach Instead, the :—
bulk of emphaSis is placed upon the "gross“ effects.as well |
as mlnimal causes - which are attributable specifically to Qs

‘particular variables . Generalizations “are needed 'dd

"justified limits®. - . - 0 .

Despite ‘the drajlbacks of their historical social'
o method the more pOSitive aspects of the method make it

R ideal to a studm such as this Shafer argues conv1nc1ngly f:

a

'1nonemeasurable things, as pride,_ counage, cruelty .and -

1judgement can be: rendered on many non .me urable aspects of"
history thosef aspects_ should be contemplated .;.g én_f
" understanding Lof 'thei motiﬁes; beliefs, -frustrations,‘

‘culture patterns and hopes of - the people “-(Shafer{ng [ v

e

‘]980) - . ,. v ) . . .-~. ._" |
History. is dealiné with . what will® never be .

-repeated '“ekactly" No controlled experiments can be

conducted to observe what has taken place : The past is

filled Wlth deViations and irregularities Ithat are best;
looked: at = in a qualitative i_mannenr ", "Historical

significanee"< Leff pOints out n lies‘in'the effect upon

-



A;f_uthe llves of men Al (Leff P 59, 1§6§)--'The'nature%of'the.f.

-'prlson rlots, 1t mlght appean,_are looked: at 31mply for the
.psake of . 1ook1ng at them as_ a matter ‘of- aCademlc Lnterest

But that is not the case - The hature of pnlson rlots 19 .
‘etudled- because ‘a',rlot -perhaps,. may‘vpef repreaentlng

‘3'someth1ng that can:be placed in ' a w1der niétorical‘andv.
"{ 8001al perspectlve and concern,ﬁ"embrace elther a ceﬁtaln{
.ind1v1dual objgct or event ~or‘a certaln flnlte class of[m
such obgects of events, .so as. to' substantlate a certaln
‘ fprop031tlon of 'ai greater scope than covered byzzthe'
-:1nvest}gatbon{ _oﬁten.pa_ unlversally valld .pnoposationi"
(Nowak; Pi17; 1977): @ . LT

. To determlne the nature of the rlot process w1th1n

"What is .an’ ever= changlng 5001ety requ1res con51deratlonaof

'..,change, of tlme and of space ‘ Glark had mapped out what

. was. entalled when tnylng to come ‘Lo grlpe w1th hlstorlcal
ﬂchange of a SOC1ety and 1ts 1nst1tutlons,- "one beglns w1th

‘an..examlnatlon of the prooess of dlSlntegratlon of the

hsoclety that was\.: the breaklng down of old establlshed_, o

"habits of 'thought and- behav1oup'.and"of 'estahIiahed-"

. anstltutlonal forms, the development of types of'deviancef

. .Wthh ‘0o’ 10“8“&1 be consmlered 'normal' to the socn.ety, ~

- ' 4
' the‘growth of . TEewW soolal movements at. war w1th1n soclety,

the stnengthenlng efforts of segments of the populatlon to.

~

separate from the soc1ety and form a llttle socxal world of f

.-.ﬂ
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the1r own." “(Clark'lP:'Tj: 1976) To come .ta. grlps withu_.u

such change, value judgements must be made, that w111 notf

render the flndlngs any less useful for further research

Studles draw1ng upon human and soclal experiences"'
can. best be done 1n a qualltatlve manner To study the“f

actlons of ind1v1duals or the values of a 5001ety is, ‘an

1nduct1ve approach to getting at’ the humanlstic Varlablesf

—whlch come to mlngle 'w1th the soc1a1 attrlbutes of" the.

‘s001ety. This requ1res consmderatlon of the human factor

:WHich'is not always measurable, but whlch should always be”

con31dered . TheSe are.~the_ "hldden.'varzables“ - Such

.,varlables are the norms Values, bellefs and other slmllar o

factors whlch Can seldom be measured but are predomlnant-

"Ones ‘nevertheless l;v’Tp: thef overall ac@umulatlon ‘of
. knowledge these .varlables are as- 1mportant ‘as empirical ’
i data.  To’ better understand such varlables ls “to betten
understand all of that whlch 1s encompassed by that we calt-
”75001ety Granted there are problems All of the questlons

may not be answered but.some progress ‘will ‘result from -

itllv mAsk Rusche had étatéd” "Historical . obserwvation Lcad
clarlfy ‘many questlons " . (Rusche; P.. 3; 1978),-'

The study undertaken here orn the nature of prlson

rlots 13 only the flrst step of the more; exten31Ve study of

s

the r1ot<p:ijess v1ewed in 1ts hlstorlcal perspectlve It .

[
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fseeks to ascertaln whether the prlson'rlot has remalned the
-ﬁsame in all 1ts perspectiues throughout time. Thls study .
'ww1ll be . dlrected to- the rlots that occurred at the Klngston
.-Penltentlary durlng t perloa 1835 'tde,1980 ‘ ThlS‘
'lllmltatlon has been placed on thls study by cestrlctlons of

-

tlme and the volume of materlal avallable T . £

What w1ll be done.ln this. study is’ the analYSlS of
'_>prlson rlots that occurred 1n Klngston Penltentlary durlng“
' vthls . perlod u31ng as many » varlables " as. p0351ble
a-3019nt1flc 1nvest1gat10n aeeks to answer ‘the five questlons

‘of what when,.‘where, how~ and why ; The analy51s w1ll‘

encompass.

h_(ﬂ) the-date-onﬁWhich-the riot'started: ‘ ._-' S T
'tﬁaa the mannen in which the rlot started | |
A(3) the place where the rlot orlglnated and to'where-it'
| :_ spread l . ' '. -
kﬂ? the length of tlme that the rlot lasted
(5). whether hostages were taken,"
'(6) the number of 1nmates 1nvolved ‘
: C?) ‘tHe damage that was caused by the rlot —;'bothhof:“'
. -property and of llfe, o - L
(Si the reactlon of the staff
}(9) the. manner that the ‘riot tehminated;-and

' 110) 'what. the rigt. sought to achieve.
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Once';the 'data has been collected _the, riots w1ll be'

compared and contrasted to determine whether there has beeni

‘any change and -if there has been a change, what these:

changes were and when they occurred The nefessary data

will be obtained from a’ variety of sources .There are~a'

"host of articles and texts whlch have been wrltten on ‘the

: hlstorv of the Klngston Penltentlary, as:weil as‘artlcles

»

| written spe01flcally on. prlson riots 'making mention of .

those in‘ Klngston . There are‘ also reborts' of  the

1nvest1gatlons that followed thesé' rlots, . some of thém!

better knOWn as “the_ Swackhammer Report concerning the;197j'

rlot at Klngston Penltentlary and others less known In

'articles, and ‘a. number of reports of the Superlntendents of

.‘_Ehe nInstltutlonu andr other' reports whlch could glve

-

1nformation dn' :“prison .niot ) lOf all . of 'the“penal

ﬂlnstltutlons in. Canada, Klngston\Penltentlary is- the most
’-wrltten about ln publlc and academlc sources Klngston

Penltentlary ls ja‘ plece of Canadian penal and social

hlstory whlch dates back to before 'Confederation. As
Babcock had observed , “The hlstory of the Penltentlary has
‘been a’ long_and:stormy‘one."‘ (Babcock; P. ;>j965).

W L.

Co-

. Referring to'the nature of homicide, Jayewardene

n,}:contanded?“ "Not only must 1t be averred that the dlfferent

.F:types exist,: 1t ‘must be shown empirically that what ls

'~add1t1on‘ there >ls_5a- wealth of -newspaper and magazine



'-attempt nonetheless, w1ll be made to place the changes 1n

.
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: conceptually thought to exist "vdoes-_in: realtty exist."

(Jayewar'dene, P. 283, 1975) 1Tc'> th-ié"niay-’ be added the

'existence of the dlfferent types Although thlS study is

'“‘limlted to % demonstratlon of change in the nature of rlots

to the. exclu51on of explanations of that 'change, an

thelr hlstorlcal perspectlve . To thlS end an attempt w1ll

be made - to descrlbe the naturetpf Canadlan 3001ety at the

3

tlme that the changes occurred o o

' fclalm that . an [ attempt should be made “to- explain the -

st
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Kingston Penitentiary came 1nto being in 1835

‘Durlng its 1H9 years of exlstence, there have, been a' number

of outbreaks descrlbed as. rlots wlthln thls study @See

Table . A) _ The first of such 1n01dents occurred in 1868 oot

_:In that &ear a Fenlan lnmate had assaulted a’ guard in the

& H
dlnlng r§§\ R Upon ‘being qemoved for -punlshment- other
Fenlans came fo the a331stance of thelr comrade A'number
of them had armed themselves with assorted eatlng uten31ls

and , prqceeded to‘ attach -the guards in the dlnlnghall
I - .

:fSoon, hcwever; other guards appeared and overpowered the

*

. Fenians. ThlS case had been noted by the Warden as_“the-'
£x01tement amongst the Fenian prlsoners " _The number "-of
Fenlans W1th1n the-. prlson was not great .Hence; it -caused -

' llttle concerd ‘,for : penal author@ties " of ‘the _.day:

to.

(SesSlonal Papers,_1870)

' “

A second 1nc1dent whlch had* been noted by penal.

authorltles as belng qulte dlsruptlve to the’lnstltutlons'

_occurred 'in‘ 1869. " That year J M. Ferres was app01nted’

'Warden ' Unllke hlS predecessors, Ferres was less prone to

use the "cats" upon the 1nmates for 1nfractlons . Accordlngﬂ

: to the reports of the day,'such reluctance led to a- grow1ng,
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bellef among inmates that the new Warden .Wwas’ soft l'Many"

';nmates belleved that the “cats“ had been abollshed leadlngl .

. to, as Eerres-notedt'"an attempt at mutlny about two monthS'i.J

after ‘my' arrival™ - and was, belleved ‘"1h"a great
' megsure . the.'consequence of that bellef AL :(SessiOnal
_Paoers; 1870), There were twelve anates 1nvolved 1n thls_ :

" incident..- . “:

In the annual report for the flscal year 1873,_the -

JWarden had not%d 1n hls summary of punlshments that there‘
.- . —'\_ . .
:,were ten 1nmates who - were: a331gned ‘to twenty four lashes-‘

. | .
.each'ﬂor what h/jhad termed "rebelllous conduct" (Se331onal'

"Papers;’ 1874) thtle 1nformat10n 1s avallable on thls.
. . R '

}incident No mehtlon is made of 1t within the: text of the

'Jreport by theﬂ)&arden or 1n the Dlrector s report to the o
. ..‘ . ’
MlnlStEP of Justice. - KA ‘
' . : ' PN

" The, third incident ogcurréd in 4@8’3 whien. there was

r_anhattempted escape hy inmates‘ Thls occurred in October

A

‘when é ndle sperate“'escape by four 1nmates was undertaken
There were rumors 01rculat1ng through the prlson at. the
:_tlme that if these four succeeded then other 1nmates weref
.to follow These,four 1nmates were surprised by two - guards‘_
.upon whom - the 1nmates “had ,made :a_ "murderous- attack“

Unlike previdus. incidents; this incident appears.-to have

-..had a degree of‘.planning'ﬁand cohesgion among a certain
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percentage of the populatlon -The intent, was to. escape

’ - -

rather than'to cause any dlsturbance or dlsruptlon . Like.

'uln so.many~cf these 1ncldents{ the evedt dld_not resuit-ih

 riétous behavioup'(Sessional Papers; 1885).
-In 1889, ‘there were ’rumors" which saw prison
authorltles prepare themselves faor what they believed was_f

-going'L td _be Klngston Penlténtlary.s flrst _ rlot.-

Informatlcn had reached the WardEn that a ma331ve riot was
/‘

to take[place ‘on a certaln date, at a certaln time. It was

"to be a rebelllonvz"of a formldable and WLdespread_

'f.characte}" : The rlot was to begln in the workshops, the

guards were to be bound and there wag to be a ma551ve dash
fcr thef gates.fin _attempts tc escape f;.The prtscn
: au@horltles had prepared themselves for the event ' Trocpsm
J,were called out on the app01nted day. "Bat a riot did not‘r
: occdr. thh;ng,'ln-hlnd31ght, indicates that a rlot ‘was
‘wever planned. (Sesstonal Papers; J889)3 ‘

In’ 1906, :there was an‘fincident _ih which four

1nmates had overpowered guards near the gates. The. guards -

* 'were bound; thelr weapons were taken and the 1nmates made'

-

'théir.escape;, These 1nmates vere caught out31de of the -
gates. 'gThis 1nc1dent too was not assoclated w1th any'
' rlotous hehavioqr:-in "the . institution (Sesqunaly Papers; -

1906)
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The flrst ‘bfflclally recognlzed riot occurred in"

\

S 1921.. AIn the annual report of the, Wardew for 1921 it 1s
clalmed that on September 17,'1921 there had been a rlot

Pl

. The. whole 1n01dent had lasted”approx1mately 20 minutes.: It
had- started and ended in the prison yard with an 1nmate
demonstration and -lnvolved approx1mately 50 inmates.
Hav1ng ended as. qulckly as it had started, 1;tt}e was made

of the.entlre 1n01dent.by administqatots.f Inmates were not

o r
[

out. of. "cor’ltrol ~.staff had little trouble in regaining
control of the yard _ Yet it was described as a riot. The
prlson authorltles had attributed the whole affalr to "just

one of those bravado expeditions which they thought would

.

be smart to ‘puldl .off " (Report of the Superlntehdent

1932) From what llttle 1nformat10n exlsts on the matter,

»

1nmates at that tlme -Wwere attemptlng te express discontent

1

-

w1th thelr 31tuatlon in a manner that would attract the
attention of the Warden ahd of those in Ottawa.

Od}July 17, 1923; seventeen inmates gathered in the
h'mainédome of the phison during>their dinner break demanding -
td..speakjfto the Warden. In the second officially
i_reeggn;zed'»riot the Wardenu meﬁ _wWith the inmates who
\compfained'of théihhfoodp After they made their complaint
the_ inmates dispe;sed.r The;r grievances, however, were
quieh}y_dismissed, as the sgseventeen inmates were considered

.to be chronic complainers. .In his report the Warden had

\



e

., . . : et >;:“ ...‘_ . 70‘

-

attributed the problém to "riff-rdff of the worst type+ and .

' .all were 'agitators. :.."‘ " ‘The superlntendent made'Van:

.. | 1nvest1gat10n of the 1nc1dent//;n his ownr when; revealing .

factors, were uncovered. -Thls-incident was found . to haVeA

been an attempt by the ‘éeﬁenté?n ‘inmates to- gain the

*’sympathy of the other inmates 1n thelr efforts to organlze'

¥

~ @ Prebellion. ""f’ . U *

28

r -

' e

. N The reason for thls attempt was beliéeved to be. the
\"\ -
flrlng of a guard who was caught supplylng 1nmates with

,‘:_gontraband." ¥ This was™the method chosen by the 1nmates to
show their resentment at their source of'fcoqtraband."

. supplieéi— Having been * cut off: . "(Repogt of the

- 0 " - .
Superintendent; P. 4; 1932). The attempt was unsuccessful.

. The third riot occurred on October 3rd, 1924 when

ten inmates had demanded’ fo see “the Ghief Keeper while

‘
P

¥+ -working in the inﬁaté shoe shop.. Asked to return to work

they réfused until their request was granted. These
individuals were promptly- marched off to the. isolation

cells, where they were kept until' the 6th when the .

offendlng inmates ag eed to. return to their shops. While”~

belng moved to the i latlon cells some of ‘the protesting

inmates broke away from uards,  inciting inmates from

the other shops to riot The.deﬁonstration,”which lasted

only a matter of minutes, was apparently an attempt to

“
.
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obtain thé'rémovaL'of a oertagn’supervising guard ffom the
- .o ‘. - . * ) -
“the inmates in isolation was

shoe shop.. But, on dne o
found a note describing plani to incite,unrést in order to

’?édfiité&e ;h.escape.
. The fourth riot‘occuﬁned on Jénuary 22,‘192W ;Aen
. 8everal inmates began to disrupt the tailor shop. Upon
their-removél to isolation cells, other ‘inmates in the shop
began demanding ﬁheir return. in tﬁrn, -members of fﬁe'
tailor sﬁop were marched to their cells for,fgar 6f aﬁ
outbreak. Thef Eemained in their cells ﬁhroughoutf the
Saturday.aﬁd-ﬁonday working days. While in their cells
inmatéé kept .up -econtinuous yelling and disruptiohs in
protest. Upon discovery of the lock-up of the tailor
workers the mail baé workers alsq\refused to work. At the
same time, \members of the shoe shép and quarry gang
initiated a disturbancé in the yard. They armed themselves
with make-shift weapons and then they proceeded to the
shops to entice other inmapsg to join them. But these .
other inmates had refused té participate in this riot.
This allowed correc£ional staff to overpowef the rioters
and place them in cells. -The purpose of‘ﬁhé riot héa not
been verbalized by those -involved;- nor by the
administrators. Yet it appears to have been a response by

inmates to the mannér they were_being treated in the shops,

and was congidered a means by which grfevances could be
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T2.
aired énd more benefits could. be had (Report of the

Superintendeﬁt@' 1932}).

) J
During the afternoon of the 17th of October, 1932,

" “the fifth riot took the_form of a demonspraiion involving

three hundred inmates. ' The. inmates had organized
; - PR
themselves sc that all work in the)shops would stop at 3:00

p.m. The inmates then began dempnstrating. Their purpose

was to bring the:at}éition‘of the administration to their

* - grievances. For quite some time prior to this’ inmates had

L-]

been askiqgvthai.their grievances be addressed. The report

of the Royal Commission To'InvestigatewThe Penal System Of

Canada in 1938 states that this incident was not intended

to bé a riot though it did end .that way. quing gotten

)

word “of the inteénded demoqstration; the Wafden had ordered

alé® shop doors locked to prevent the inmates from
. . e

demonstrating. ‘However, as the administrators soon
discovered, "Now that they. had decided L upon the
. demonstration they were not to be balked";,shop tools were

used to open the doors releasing the inmates "who gathered
in the shop dome". (Royal Commission; P. 25; 1938).
A .
At this time a number of staff members were among
the inmates, They made no attempts to remove thqmsélves .

from the shop dome . The Warden had\yggkep 1n among the

o :';’ " !
1nmates to determlne why they were pur . ?s?gﬁ rebelllous



the inmates put forward, more cigarette nnlling papers,

73.
action. He socon realized that the inmates_pould not be
congrolled as in the past, and gave the order to call in
military forces. JOnée the forces arrived the inmates, whn
up to then had been a perfectly cdntrolléd group, proceeded

to batrricade themselves in the shop area. At this point,

. the staff members decided that they-should leave the area.

Hg;ever{ they were unable to do so. There was no physical
restraint of sbaff‘ members but there were no -means of
departure available (Desrnches; P. 332; 1974 B). When
attempts were made-by other correctional staff to enter the

dome, inmates had utilized the staff members among them as

human ShleldS and word was spread that any injury to th’

inmates. rioting would result in harm to those staff members
o !
held (Heport of the Superintendent; P. 16 1932).

r

%everal hours later a meeting was, established

-

between administrators and inmates. 1he-majority of the

"inmates agreed to discontinue their action: - a few

persisted. It was believed that these few Thmates had .

planned to continue the rio ous‘action until it was dark

eno¥§h for them to escapé Though the other Inmates had

called off - thein\&actions, these few inmates continued
narricading themselves for several hours. To appease the

rioters, the Warden had pnoﬂ&sed that the three grievangfs
. . e

< 2}

-more recreation and more newspapers would be considered in

2

A
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an invegtigation. Judge Derochés, who presided during the
rioter'é trials, has been quoted as saying "The riot itself
was not as serious as it might have been. The men were in
full charge that afternoon for some length of time. The
Warden and staff had lost control completely. The men
could have destroyed property at will,~and could have done
‘personal viglence po the Warden, officers and guards."
(Royal ‘Commission; P. 76;'1938). In Deroche's opinion, the
\\\_inmates hadAevery intention of remaining peaceful, their
control waé obvious from the fact that only eight hundred
;fdollars damage was doﬁe. _Like many others, Judge.berodhes

also believed that the inmates had legitimate claims and

-

grievances.

The sixth riot was really a cdéntinuation of the

fifth. A short three days .after Odtober I7 a second riot -

[

broke out on the 20th of October. The -Superintendent, in -

his attempt to resolve the earlier situation, had' promisgd

an investigation which he started the next day. From the-

start inmates demanded they‘,be heard’ en masse. he

.n,-'inyestigating Superintéhdgg;/{however, refused to do so,

, for' fear of being taken hostage. Therefore, inmates were
being kept in their cells. -This they felt was another

contraventdion of the agreements made “on the 17th. On the

o -

morning of the 20th) tension was high. Inmates in ohe‘wihg
of the prison ové&rpowered the guards,anq began destroying

v
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the main cell block. This violence was contained within

the cell block. But by 4:00 p.m. fhat day the rest of the

inmates, still in their cells, began destroying ‘their

cells, continuing the destruction and yelling for a period'

»

of five hours with copsiderable damage‘being done to mosf

of the cells (The Citizen Oct. 21; 1932).

At the height of the outbre;k a number of guards
had fired- shots into locked‘ gells. One Qf the inmates
fired upon was Tim Buck, spokesman' for Canadian
Communists, who used the incident to bromote the belief
that an assassination attempt héd been made upon his life.
There were no deaths. One in e, howeﬁer, was. wounded.
Since the inmates were contaiﬁéd within their cells, or at
least phéir ‘cell blocks, only three.thousand dollars damage

was " incurred. By 9:00 p.m. inmates, had spent their

frustration and anger and the incident/ended.

The riot of -the 20th of October was ver; much a

part of the/riot which occurred on the 17th. By the time-

the riot
S

of the 20th had deGET@Eed the demands made on the
'i7th had increased greatly: "Betyeen the afternoon of

October 17th’and the commencement of my hearihg complaints
at or about 12'0clock noon on the 19th, the conviets had
availed themselves of the opportunity to think up over one

hundred separate complaints, and in addition some absurd

C .
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requests to whichbno congideratibn‘has been givgﬁ"_stgtes
fhe Wérden.‘ V(Memorandum Re:. . Kingstorn Penitentiary
Disturbance 1932). Of the oné hundred grievance; aired

there were sixteen which were most noteworthy and. are

considered to have been the basis of the grievances which

led to the riots of the 17th and 20th of October, 1932.

These Were:‘ (1) deprivation of cigarette papers; (2)‘close
croﬁping of hair; (3) lack of recreafion{‘(u) insufficient
open-air exercise; (5) lack of newspapers; (6) insufficient
lighting of celis;' (7) harsh fﬁg?tment by éff; (8{
compulsory} church .atte?ﬁance; (§7< insufficifent medical
treatment; (10) insufficient dental treatment;l(11) lack of
toilet a%ticles} {12) punfsﬁ%ents improgerly awarded for

rule ibreaking; €13) more.‘frequent letters; (14) more.

visits; (15) lack of paroles; (16) objections to the food

" and monotony of prison life (Report of the Superintendent;

1932: Memorandum Re: Kingston Penitentiary Disturbance;
1932). v

1

Both riots in October were believed to have been
' . ~
the resu%t of a number of beliefs ‘which exisksd among  the

inmate population, In correspondence to the Superintendeqt;
- A .
of Penitentiaries, the Warden of Kingston Penitentiary

claimed that the riocts were precedéd by " a "spirit of

~,

unrest", resulting from a lack of paroles, overcrowded

conditions,- and (é lack of . heénﬁngful work (Wérden's

{N
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porrespondence-to Superintendent; 1932). In an article in

The Citizen an inmate was_quoted'as saying that the two

riots were a result of beliefs among inmates that there

was toqpe a reduction of sentences which did not come about

(The .Citizen; P. 8; 1932). Another Q3ifpaper article in
The Star claimed that the riot resulted from beliefi'heid
by inmates that inmates at nearby Collins Bay institution
had better living conditions, and that they were required
to serve onl part of their sentences (The Star; Oct. 18;
e —

1932). The Warden, in a memorandum to the‘Superintehdént,

) - . -t : -
makes mention of rumors, whiech had circulated prior Lo the

B} : D) .
riots, that revolvers were.being placed in the yard, and

that an attempt was to.be made at an escape (Memorandum

from Acting Warden to the Superintendent, Oect. 20, 1932).
Lastly, there were beliefq,hpét it had® been the communists
that had uﬁe& the ‘brisgn population as a means to
cause unrest within tﬁe penitentiary in attempts to gain
status as political prisoners (Report into Shooting in 'D!

block, Oct. 20, 1932).
i

S

¢ : ' .

During 1934 there‘were three separ days on which

‘disturbances took place. The first disturbance occurred o

the 3rd of May. Inmates returned to their cells at .the end

of their working day angﬁ}ound that all medication had been

femoved from their cellg/ by staff. “Immediatély, inmates

"

-~
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rapid*ana lasted only sevepal-hdurs, ending when there was
nothing left to destroyﬁ_ The reaéon given ‘for the riot had
been phe removal of the‘ medicine. ' Upﬁn closer
investigation, however, a “number of~ other ‘grievances
surfaced., Thesé were better' food, } more letter wrfting
privileges, more toilef ‘articles,. ore newspapers and
tobacco,-mire ?ecreafion ané nﬁ reports for minor breaches

of rules.

Due to the outbreak c¢n the 3rd, a_ -baseball game

- scheduled for the 5th was cancelled as punishiment. Upon

hearing of the cancellation inmates begaq‘riotihg in their
cells, yelling and banging their furnfturemthroughout.thgn

day and ;nto the evening, Eventually the inmatessstoppeq

»3
_Bgt there remained ‘a lot of tension and hostility among

~
Inmates.

Fro%'the 5th onwards, rumors circulated that there

was, to be a rict. Individual incidents of violence —agd
. infractions in general- were increasing. Finally, on the
15th smoke was detected the inmate change room. There

was a fire which spread d ickly. At the time this fire was

- vt - .
detected another fire d been detected in the carpentry
“shop. - The ihmake” responsible faor the shop fire was
. . & > .
‘ apprehended. The individual who started the chang;‘room

fire was .never caught. The three outbreaks had.conﬁnibuted
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to what -~ had amounted to $H5;000 damage upon the

penitentiaries' property (Report of the Superintendent;

1935).

In 1935 there was ond riot. This occurred on the

21st of March. A guard who was returning inmates from the

ehqps to their cells was seized. from belind, tied and,

- -9
placed- in “a corner of the South-East section. of the

bu1ld1n Inmates then removed the keys from the captured
guard and pnoceeded to release inmates from the other shops
who were awaltlgg return to their ce@ls These inmates
then pre\\eded to "barricade themselves in the shop area as
other 1nmates moved to the main entrance of the shop &rea,
as well as runnlnﬁfgg}ough the other shop areas. While
going through the shgps four 1nmates entered the shoe shop,
assaulted and bound the instructor, then set fire Ee shoe

lent on tﬁe shop floor. 'Correctional staff broke tﬁrough
the barricades and were able to convince -the inmates to
surrender in order to- avoid shots being fired.l The
hostages were’re;eased unharmed.

‘f Total damage dgriﬁéjthe~putbreak.wa§ set at $1,ooo
which had been incurred o#er alperiod of four hours. In

L]

all there were seventy inmates _involved (Whig:- Standard

N

Aug. 13, 195u73 The Superlntendeng had claimed that the
reascn for the riot had been ti/draw attention from, the

. » /
Bl ) // .
, A .
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public in hopes of receiving sympathy and greater freedoms
and privileges (Report of the Superintendent; 1935).
However, inmates hed told members .o} the Archambault
Commission who investigated the riot that it‘was a result
of reductions which had taken place in the recreation time

of inmates since the riots of 1934 (Royal Commission;

1938).

The next riot occurred on August 15th, 1954, of

this riot, - the Commissioner of ﬁenitentiaries had said

Q }
"Incendiary fires and a destructive riot were catsed by =a

small minority of the inmates in Kingston Penitentiary,

adding very- materially to the administr?tive and financial
problems with which %we were already faced." (Report of .the

i
Commissioner; P.8; 1954-55). The riot began shortly. after
9:00 a.m. ' Inmates were being moved into the recreation
fie;d for a game of baseball. According to witnesses an

A . -
inmate had given out a yell as a signal, beginning two

hours of "savage destruction". bn the' signal, a number of’

inmates had rushed back into the prison and started twenty-
five, sepanete‘ fires which destroyed over half- of the

pehitentiary's  physical structure (Whightman; 1954).

During the riot 1looting of stores and shops occurred.

Firemen who had been ca;{i;\to the penitentiary were held

at* bayﬁ by inmates throwink_debris at theqi> Control had

been regained 'only after trodps stormed the grounds,

7
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herding the rioting inmates to fhe baseball field so

firemen could fight the out-of-control fire. This riot had,
been the first time in_twentf years that- trocps had been-
called to Kingston Penitentiary, and had been then given'

the title of "the worst prison riot in Canada's history.™

(Creightdn; 1954: Johnstone; 1954).

As troops entered the priéon yard it took but a few
minutes to .round up the approximétqiy one hundred and
twenty five rioters.- They offered no ;esistanée‘té/the
armed troops. Before the inmat%s had been subdued,’
hdwever, they were able to cause an extensive amount'of-\
damage, totalling approximately $1,000.000 (House of
Commons, Vol. 1; {955: Wightman; 1954). Aslone newspaper '
account described "there was no nged for desperate
measures, ‘the convicts submitted without a real show of
their teeth. They were sulleﬂ and defiant at times, but
they alloﬁed themselves_ to be herded and that was. the
|imi)or‘tant thing." .(Van Lunen; 1954). s .

s .

At the ﬂ%me of gpé/riot there were no hostages per
se. There were, however, three individuals trapped within
various areas of the prispn. Twd engiqeers remained ‘in the |
boiler room théoughout“bhe ordeal, they-weré not:reaéhed by
a gEoup'S? inMates whd attempted to break down'the steélj

“doors and blow up the boiler. In the shop area the Chief

f

%
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Keeper found himself in the middle of rampaging inmates wﬁo
were running throughout the émoke filled shop dome. He was
able teo escaﬁe inmgtes who discovered he was among them.
The*jéct that tﬁese individuals were not taken’ hostage was
quickly ;dentified as .the reason why the riot ended as

quickly as it did (Van Lunen; 1954).
. AV

L
»

An article in the Globe and Mail §f 1954 carried a

quote by the Wa;Heﬁ who stated he had no idea as to why the
riot broke opt,'nor that an iggrdinate amount of tension:
existed in tﬁe prianJ}Wightmanf 1954). The Cémmissioner
of Penitentiaries was also quoted in the very same edition

of the Globe and Mail. He believed the riot was the result

-

oQ a sick portion of the inmate population: "Arsonists,
psychopaths, -- the deadly;jnothing—to—lose element -- were'
the ringleéders who started the orgy of destruction at

Kingston Penitentiary todéy." (Hyman; 1954). B

\-‘

-
'\_J °

.'An,arpicle‘in the Telegrémg'caﬁried after the riot,

claims guards were aware of mountihg tensién afong inmates

(Creighton; 1954). This tension was belived to have been

stemming from the quality of food;ka'belief that guards

L
h

Wwere corrupt and incompetent; inmates were made to live in
Py R ¢ ~

outdéﬁqd-buildings; and a host of other siﬁilar'complainﬁs

n

ranging from valid to irrelevant. . As recent as the early

1950 's inmates complained of their situation in Kingston

A

t
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“

Pénitentiary. An inmate paper called Hush Free Press had

put forward some of the more pressing problems which had

Erisen ;éain as reasons for ;he 1954 riot. Théne was the
Iissue. of - inadequate medical facilities. There was an‘
exbressed hatred of the Iadministratipn for the inhumane
conditions inmates had to live in. There was the question
of the adeduacy of the financial comﬁensation for work
done.  There wa%_not enough reform or training, and tco few
'Tickets of Leave. Recreation time was. inadequate.

Searches were overzeiloqs. Classification was considered
inept. Guards were’ seen as being poorly trained, leading
h#”~7\h’// to extensive corruptionﬁ Many of these factors_remained
E unspokép as wWeaknesses' which ~contriﬁuted to thé‘ {954
riots. Still, many of these issues were relevant to the

¢risis at hand to some degree,

The riot of the 14th: of Agril 1971 was the twelth
riot and had been consideréd‘worseithan any'which'has gone
béfore it -in anadign penal history. Scott .(1982), had
B 2 R labelled t;t:>\riot not anly the worst riot, but It was
: | considered to have been one of the most "bizarre". While
- being returned from their recreation period to their cells,

inmafes had initiated a move tc.capture control of the main

~

v

prisoﬁ deome .which took a matter of minutes to achieve. All

af the proper procedures were being adhered to by staff;

-

still inmates were able to'completely immobilize attempts

-3
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to_sfép their take-over of the prispn (Swackhammer; Report
P. 1%, i971).  §3 the inmages were being moved to their
cells two inmates moved out of the grohp and overpowered a
guard supeérvising the move; similar attacks were undertaken
by other. inmates; six guards in all were taken hostage.
The way was cleared for inmates to move on to the main
dome. A guard in the gun tower had noticed the oncoming
rioters, administration was then ‘ﬂotified‘ of hwhat' was
taking place.. Once the Warden had arrived at the dome he
met with inmate representatives and was made aware of the
situation at which time .the Marden had made the decision to

turn the dome over.to the inmates. Within oné'hour_of the

first "hostage being taken all inmate cells were opened

_except Ehose,in‘jhe disassociation wing. At that peint
‘inmateé began completely_déstroying va;ious wingsjof:the
penitentiary. Out of .the five hundreds immates in Kingstoﬁ
Penitentiary Hn 1971, it has beén claimed tHat

approximatély‘fifty made up the main core of rioters. But,

the ridters numbered many more, many participating out of

fear for their 1lives (Desroches; P. 322; 1974B: House of

Commons; P. 5@17; 19717,

~

Most of the rioting took place in the main cell

Y

block, but there was looting. and violence occurring in

various’ parts of the prison with the exceptién of the
.

hospitai wing. The rioting carried on through the night.

j?
Y /¢
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On the next morning inﬁate‘gangs entéred the‘disassociation
wing and stole what they cohld from the inmates housed
therg, beating a number of them. , Throughout Ehe day old
grievé;ces were settled. ’6he task that the inmate leaders
soon had was controlling the inmates. As inmates/roame&
throughout the prison the original inmate leadership, with
an inmate named Knight ' as spokesman, wWas Dbeginning
negotiations with prison officials. through a citizen's
committee {Desroches; P. 324, 1974  A). * Between |
negétiations. the inmate leaders tried to protect' the

"undesirable" inmates from the rest of the population, as

well as secure safety for the hostages.

.'P‘;
]

Cn Friday the 16th there was a change in the riot

fﬁ,and its leadership. A more violent group was gaining

control. This group,_}ed by an individual’naméd Mackenzie,
constituted those who were beating the "undesirables" and
who had attempted to ge? at the hostages. A number of
writers have claimed that many inmates had desired to see
an end to the riot,‘bﬁtithat the hard-core gfouptgf inmgpes

had threatened those whor considered bowing out of the

rioting (Desroches; 1974: Ellis; 1982: Scétt; 1982).

By Suhday morning another change was occurﬁingu An

-

‘even more violent group of inmates were gaining control of

~ the riet, a crazed group led by an iﬁdividuél haméd

s



Shepiey it Was‘this group that had . a major role in thef

7v1olence upon the "undesirables"‘a-On this day,‘which came'

.to be known as_"Bloody Sunday" the riotehe Went after thelﬂ
"unde31rablee" in the prlson population. "child~moleeters,h

rapiets,-pehverts, stooiies:z.. mostly emotionat offenders“.
(Seott; P.17£ 19825, dragglng fifteen lnmates out of their
"celle ‘to theh main' dome, .tying them rto their chairs ‘and

trying‘them in 'a Kangaroo court. ' The rest of the inmate
'body Agathe;?d round the ‘upper ‘levels of the .dohe‘ and
‘Watohed Tgose tied to the chalrs were  systematically
tortured upon ‘convietion by 1nmates considered to be the
"jury"._ The final count of the trial was “two dead. and»‘
thlrteen wounded By the Sunday afternoon rumors began to
spread that the army was preparlng to charge the dome ~ The .
maJority of inmates were eager to leave the dome and'
‘shhrender. Despite attempts_by'the violent inmates to stop
others. from surrendering,; when the opportunity ‘presented
‘itself‘r’ for- inmates to leave the :_na‘jor_lityx 'of the r-io_ter's
fshampeded out of the dome. .éy 5 b.m._on Sunday the riot

was ended (SWaekhammer Report; 1971).

When ‘the riot broke 1nmates seemed at .a loss as to
‘ what te do with-it. “They sat around and thought up a fewt
fbeefs and wrote them down™ (Desroches, P. 3&3, 197H B). As
’Ellls 3(1982) argued, the problem ran deeper than the

disSatisfaotion of a few. With this the Swackhammer Report .
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-concurred: "We are in agreement that the evidence . adduced -

established there was no single immediate triggéring cause

... it is clear that the sum of the conditions, which _

existed ‘at Kingston }enitentiary immediétely prior to the.

April  distuebances caused those - disturbances.”

(Swackhammer Report; P. 3; 1971). In.letters sent. by the

Warden of Kingston Penitentiary to the Commissioner , of

Pﬁnitentiabies and to the Regional Director issues were

cutlined’ 'which spoke of the problems within the

institution: an explosive inmate environment; an overworked-

professional staff;’ the sléw.replacement of administrative

staff; a large number of experienced staff being

transferred to Millhaven  and being replaced bj_
: inexperienced ones; too few transfers of pinimum_and médidm

security inmates; inadequate psychiatric facilities;

crowded disassociation cells; and a growing -anxiety . among

inmates that they 'would ©be sent té‘rMillhavén, an

institution they viewed as a tougher prison. -(Swaekhammer

~Repért; 1971).

In the House of ' Commons the Solicitor ‘General

stated _thét “he was aware of three factors which were -

brought to his attention as +reasons :for ‘such inmaté-

unrest: There was the accusations by inmates of physical

béatings:' There was the opposition of,_inmateé' to the

opening -of ‘their letters sent Lo' their Members of

.

Yt



Parliament} 7?inaily theré was ghe‘beliéf held by'inmates
that,priSon'étaff tampered with their remission time (House
of'Commons{-P. 6029-30; 1971, Vbl: 1). To this list the
Swgckﬁammer_ Report (19717“.3%Sed other iqmak%ﬁAQSszéEces
which were insﬁruméntal to ' the outbreak.  Inmates had
enumerated a nuqber -of grjevﬁnges to -the c;tizeﬁ's
commitieq. There waé_ dissatisfaé;ioﬂ.’ with Ehé
administration of the ¢}iminal- jusﬁice system and the
operation of the courts énd palice., They oppoéed their
- total .isolation ffom scciety. There waéralso the issue of

L] . . . R .
pupitive punishment .  and the excessive use, of isplation

cells. Inmates complained'-of the pough trgatment by
- staff. ., Also, there was the degradinép ef{?éts of

imprisonment. The pSyéhiaprisﬁ in Kingqggn\Penitentiary at
the time of the riot had formed his ownf 1ist of what he
cgnéidered to bé contributive factors -for the ouﬁbreak of
the 1971 fiot, Among them was the nature of‘penifentiaries
-in fhemselveé; a combiﬁation of boredom and ineffiéienp
emphasis on rehabilitatibn; out datéd facilities; lack of
recreaﬂion; ‘and' the development of "haximum security
psyQHOSis“. Desroches had put forward some intérestiﬁg
ideas és to thé.reason for the riot. One sgch idea was thé
biot resﬁlted from threats dirébted to theziﬁmate'slgtatus
'quo.by theisusbected movement of inﬁéte; to Millhévén. _fhe
more stringent security at the new inétitution w;uld‘gffect

o o o)
the movement and control of ipmmate leaders over the inmate-
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population (Desroches; 1974 B).

»

-F;om this description of iECidenﬁsivé‘-prbcéss of
change is evident. The earliest incident, iﬁ,]SSB,'was‘F'
spontaneous reaction by -inmates ééainst.-guapds ‘who ‘wgpe
removiné"an inmate from the dining ‘area Tfor bunishment.

Ail of the inmates involved were F;ﬁ%ans. /iﬁey:ﬁad grmed
themselves with eating utensils and asgau}%eakthe"guards
who however, were able,to;bring the situatibn to an énd
quickly. & second incident—;;curred in 1869. There had' .
Eeen'an inerease in what the Warden had labelled a growingr ' P

it

"rebelliousness™ among the inmates. Little information was ° a
’ -~

availablei. The” matter was‘dlpsed when twelve inmates .were FY e
administered lashes. Similarly,.growing rebellibuéﬁeés was
prevalent in‘the'benitentiarf in 1873. The response of the
adﬁiﬁﬁstration to_‘this incident was. the removal- of ten
Fnmate leaders for lashes. ~These three incidéﬁts were_very.
,_‘Similar in nature. Inmates had been Eeaptihg t0 guards and
@l@ Fmprisonment. There appeared to be no othef‘ r:easons- for
" the manner iﬁmates behaved. Inmates reacted in a way that
'waé fn‘keeping'with the pgrioa and in.a manner that was
pessible under .the circuagiances of their imprisonment.
Incidents of any sort resulted in swift éndl harsh
punishment by the staff. Thesé early incidents repreSenﬁed.
,the earliest stage of prison riots aﬁi Kingston

-Penitentiary.
_f\ J ¥y
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precautlonary meaSures _in cale- the 1nformation proved

-3'90'.,' .

The second stage could be said to have begun in

1883 In that year, four inmates had assaulted guards,on"

:‘ duty and attempted to escape. ‘They were captured cutsideim'
'of the gates._.In an investlgaticn it was determined thatf"

if these four inmates had succeeded cthehs were'to'follcwil o

Increasingly prison admlnistrators became concerhed3 that

"flnmates *w0uld attempt escapes and use’ force 'tof dc S0.

Inmates had always escaped previously to this point. ;It‘;

r

' became,- however,_ a- more pressing concern In 1889 for

example,. information had reached the Warden that a’ riot was -

. { .
planhed to facilltate a mass escape. The militia were .

called upon ‘to ward cff-what wasubelleved-to be,a iarge'

"rlot but which turned out to be a non rlot - In. 1906 four

.

1nmates had assaulted the guards on: duty at the gate, they

'were bound and their weapons taken These lnmates escaped
Jbut  were quidkly_captured;’ All;of_these 1ncidents were
wpredcminantly‘attempts ab'escape. "In the earlier period'
tLo escapes had Qccurredy.bpb‘theseféscapes nere;mohe on an
.dndhvddual basis andiha&\maken.place ihdependent.nf-whatf‘

d . K . Q, ‘- .
has been identified as drsturbances;‘ During the second

perlod the 31tuatlon was dlfferent 1-Thhodgh>this pericd
the }prison authorlties became -1neheasingly aware ‘of

escapes. Rumors of potential riotlng and escape,nalthougn

: just ‘rumors, saw ;prison authorities take . excessive R

-
-

‘valid. - The 1ncldents themselves became more purposefhl,

L}
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" inmates seemed increa81ng1y determined to escape 'It was'

this intent which came to dlfferentlate the sécond period."

frOm the first

o .‘ L

Another change in the nature of rlots ushering in
_'what could be con31dered .a third perlod took place inwu
1921, Fifty lnmates had congregated in’ attempts to brings

attention to what they considered to be problems ~Without;1'

any consideration and with severmty 1nmates were dlspersed
LY

‘endlng the attempted protest.A Slmllarly, in 1923 seventeen; B
-1nmates gathered together during. -the mid day break and
presented the Warden w1th complalnts of the quallty of the:.:
foed.- Thelr complalnts "Wwere consldered unfcunded and they.
.too were. dlspersed A more serlous outbreak than these two'
occurred in 192H . Ten inmates had demanded that thelr:

grievances be heard and acted upon. They 1ns13ted upcn '

having more control over the shOp areas- as well

in the placement of guards 1n thel shop ar'_'.

fanvolved were qu1ckly marched off to cells for a’ period of

'1solation. Refusal to return to work untll thelr demands

were met kept the protesters 1n the cells for three days

Follow1ng thls 1ncident was another attempted protest in'

1927 ' Inmates attempted to vclce their grlevances lee

:those prev1ously they .too ‘were dlspersed and the leaders:-
“were placed in cells. On Octoher 17, 1932 a more -serious

Ln01dent "had broken-‘out. ‘ Approximately“wthree hundred

-
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inmates gained pHYSical control of the shop area, for a

umber 'of hours. Thein in1tia1 purpose. was to bringi

'grievances to the attention of the administration..'During‘laf

this incident some damage was done to the shops and staffﬂ‘:_g

members _were not allowed to. leave, being used as shields “in

case of ~gun fire. Promises that their grievances would be,_-"

-

investigated brought the riot to an end but’ negation of the

> praomises saw,another outbreak,three’days iatera

Another series of riots had oeccurred in 193H'on the

3nd, 5th, and 15th of May : The first of these stemmed from

the removal of all prescription drugs from the cells ‘of the."‘

inmates._ The destruction of . the cells continued for a
-‘number 'of hours, ending when the. anger abated. .. As
' - N T Lo .

punishment 'for“ this ,outbreak recreatibnal activities‘-
.planned for the 5th were ,cancelled. Duning that day:

finmates were kept in their cells.., In protest to this'

tactio inmates maintained a day long protest of banging and .

rdlSPUptlon w1th1n the‘ﬁcells From the Sth to the 15th '
5tenSion within the prison rose ] On~the 15th two separate
:flres were started and extensive damage was sustained In
1935, a. riot broke out during which two staff members were
held ,hostage ‘as .approximately seventy inmates destroyed‘
several'shop.areas. After four hours of rioting, staffJ
members rere‘ able to oommunieate‘ w1th -the;.riotersyﬁ

negotiations were conoluded and the riot was ended.



_ - Finally, in 1954 there ‘was .a rict that ‘was well!QtH
‘ipI 'ned APPPOXimat81Y 125 inmates had gained eontrol Oflp

*.vithe prison -: Throughout the prison fires ;were set ‘djf'
ﬂlooting and destruction was prevalent : de' hours hadf'
’jpassed before militia oleared the way for [fire fighters to

.enter the grounds. Inmates had ‘succeeded 1n dOLng over

$1 000 OOO in damage ' After the riot it . had been noted by

ha number of 1nmates that the incident was an attempt to

‘ effect change w1th1n the prison

-

These incidents represent a period - when inmates

:.attempted to bring attention to “life within- ‘the -

.;penitentiarxlﬂ.Unllke the riots in the prev1ous periods,
fthe:.riots:‘of this Cthird” period- were' protests 'and _5;:1-”
".demonstrations - Inmates wanted to bring to the attentlonl
- of the public and the authorities that changes were neededﬂ
2-;ﬂin the prison This period however,,is lelSible 1nto two
‘”sub periods In the. flrst of these the prisoners protestedh
lland. demonstrated Promlses were made but never kept.

'HOWeVEP the prisoners dld not pursue their- obJectives In

193“ the pattern began to change. The prisoners began to_.

resort to v1olence and_destruction.;-

A different type of riot In Kingston Penitentiary

'{0ccurred in 1971 For ninety hours more than 500 inmates,

had caused over $1,000, 000 in damage As well,-two inmatps
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were killed by other in@atgs"ahd six guards# were held

s ) wo . b
~hostage. Reasons -as to why the riot occurred were not

‘quickly understood. 'Only-és;thé riot was well under way

did the inmates preéent grievahces. This riop, unlike any
of the riots before it, was bent on destruction right From
the start. Upon-~ gaining control of the' prison inmates

pegan ‘to destroy . the prison simply  for the sake of

_ destruction. As the riot progressed“it began -to take on

inereasingly bizarre forms. As soon  as the initial_

destrhction ended inmatés prdcéeded to aséault those who
were ‘on the lower rungs of the inmate sub-culture.
Persecution of these inmates worsened as inmate leadership

‘underwent three changes -- each one more violent than the

one before. It had been the third inmate ;eadér who

encouraged the Kangaroo court in which the "undesirables"-

were tried and assaulted.

‘This was a riot which represents a period in whieh

destructiveness was foremost in the minds of the rioters..

Occurrences that developed during the riot also made. it a

uqique incident. Several changes in the ihmate leadership.

brougﬁt about changes in. the direction that the riot was

moving towards. Despite negotiétions with a citizen's

committee it is evident that ‘the 'sole purpose of the 7
incident became violence and dégg}uctipn, giving this riot =

‘a very. bizarre form. The essence of the riot made -'it én

R Y

bk S
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incident which is not comparable’éghggy/othér riot that had

"occurred in Kingston Penitentiary in any of the previous

three periods of rioting.  It. is this element - that

A : .
distinguishes the fourth period of change in the nature of

rioting in Kingston Penitentiary.

Yra
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The riots that have occurred . in  Kingston

‘Penltentiary constltute four dlStlnCt types w1th each type

occurrlng during a spe01fic period. The first two of these

four . perlods spanned the- years 1835 to 1873 and 1873 to

_1920. In the first perlod the PlOtS were the spontaneous

reactlon of. prlsoners to some 1ncldent whlle in the second”

perlod they were assoclated wlth attempts at-” escape.
The ‘50 year period 1920 to 1970, i‘dentified as- a third
" period " of rioting, 1s d1v131ble into 2 sub periods with

‘193& as the dividing p01wt. Durlng this perlod the riots

were protests agalnst ex15t1ng prlson condltlons Prior to

1934, they were generally mlld demonstratlons whlch ended

-témely with admln;stratlon promlges of change which were

never kept. After 193H they bécéme violentﬂ perhaps, when

it was reallzed that the adminlstratlon had no 1ntent10n of f

keeplng thelr promlses F;nally, the period from 1970 to

1980 1ncluded Qne-major'riot that was considered toihave"

béén the wqhst in the pehiténtiary?s history. The question

r.to‘be addreséed'nowfis whethép changesvnoted in the prison

'rlots are assoclated w1th or reflect changes that occurred

'.l

in. society at large
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Dufing thénpériod 1835 fdj1873 Upper_Cahéda,'ﬁhich '

was £§ beéome~‘0ntario,;;was a rural soéiety “depeﬁdent
heévily‘upop.égriéuiéﬁré; More thén haif.bf the'popuiation
ﬁgs inQolvéd iin"séﬁe form of agricultural production.
iApproximatély - 80 éo 90 percénﬁ of thg :populatiohs' was
.rurél;i '-fmage§ ofn Eural tranquilitj are presentgd in
deSénibing tﬁefséciety; but there is evidence that:iélwas
no£ as stable and séréne as is. theh iﬁeiievedh/na Méhn
_suggests, itlwés.ﬁan,eré-of stagﬁaﬁibh ahd despbndency:“
(Mann;;f;4135§'19?0)l There were cities, but: "The éitiés

were relatively "small. and not socially ‘or- economically

-

rural -nature of ‘this ‘society cfééted_prqblems'paﬁticuiar to -

itself. ‘Clark claims: .. "The social. problems of Upper
Canada were almost entirely those of a purely agraraﬁn

frontier. ... " (Clark; P.'63; 1962).

During the period.-of 1835 td' iB?d;, Ontario -wés—
econdmically tied to the pnoductionlof‘staples: lIﬁ Wwas an
economy heéﬁilf dépendeqt upoanrefeqential trgétment;from
Gréat Britaiﬁ whidﬁlguarahteed it by the British Corn Léws
and Névig?tioh Laws. Howévef, in 1846 Britain repealed the
éo;n yawéiand in”18U9 the Navigaﬁién Laws. ‘The repeal of
.'thesé'~tﬁo ”laws threw tﬂé ru;al_,Canédiah sociefy into a
prechious_gldbal‘market (Brown and Cook; 5976) forcing it
to puﬁgqe‘;ther areas of economic production ahd initiate.
changes_in the“écqgomic base of sdoiety.

.-

do?inant inAtEein reéions-..; "(Mortony’ P._3;_1977). The

5
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During'the periodAbétWeen 1835 and 1873 the nature

'Zof society was also 1nfluenced by a growiﬁg population
Immigrants were comlng to Canada, partlcularly from Ireland
and. Britain (MoNaught 1976 Morton; 1977). .Most of.the

1mmlgrahts preferred to live in a rural settlng i Urban

soolety had ng appeal for these early settlers. They were'

"Frugal and dlllgent -parochial and isolited, loyal to

-

" empires secular or holy," and they "seemed almost to live
" _

in a middle ages of thelr OWn" (Careless-and Craig;'IX'

¥
C

1971). . They were a people who feared progre331ve'

developments, as was occurring in’ ‘the -more southern parts

of ,North Amerlcan through ‘the operation. of Democraoy{

resulting in the failure of the 1837 Rebellion (Gaucher;

1983f. A stringent conservatism wés 1nherent in the
soclety. This. early society upheld ‘a moral order as the

basis for 5001al order.
-

In this society a belief was prevalent that moral

reform, achievable through isoclation and_hard'work, was to

be'the aim of any punishment given the inmate_(Beattie;

1977). W1th the strengthenlng of this bellef imprisonment

not only beoame inorea51ngly a punlspment in 1tself but
slso became  harsher. Harsh incarceration was 1n-keeping

with the nature of the soc1ety 1tself 1n whlch the hardshlp

and- moral fortltude of 'a rural ‘existence permeated the

norms and values. of that society: " "Serville work .of

\ . ) .- l. -

-
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enforcedlpenanoe_was to?lead to anhaooeptance of guilt on

the'.part».of‘"the :person, or’ acoeptanoe whioh was to be ©

- inddoed‘by'refleotion in solitude"{ (Bellomo; p : 17 1972.

Imprisonment had to be of a 1ength and’ sort ‘36 that it led

to. the reformation of the wrong doer. Thus the prison had
.‘to be 1nhosp1tab1e, and the duration of the incarceration-
-hadhto‘subjeot the offender to oonditions of life.far worse - -
'than”those:that the convictinas"used‘to.(Rusohe; j9783; ,
Q'Life'for inmates was made, intentionaily difficultiqt Upowyé
- being placed in the 1nst1tution they became 5001a1 outcasts

;and little concern was given’ to their fate

Economic hardships _of the period “and the rural‘?'
make up ‘'of the society at large oreated a situatlon in‘
. whioh the majority of the 3001ety was willing to aocept
limited 8001al and economic expenditure upon. criminals
.(Graff; P, 17h; {9791'. Livingj'conditions within the’
prison, then;~reflected‘the rustic nature of the,society,
as nell as'the dnwiiiingness of that societjrto spend"too
much energy and money towards anti 3001al members of the‘
‘soclety ) Conditions w1th1n the priSOn were abheorrent.
Corporal punlshment was administered harshly and frequently
for-the slightest 1nfraction. At times death resulted from
such punishment; These oondit}ons were further worsened by

unhygienic,_ damp, cold and poorly ventllated cells.
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'f hecords‘.off the” prison' doctor.'are.‘filled with casesﬁ
:of 1nmates dylng from pneumonia and‘ typhoid ; As well
l”inmates were: expected to work hard ‘and long days,?at the_
end of - which they were marched back to their crowded oells
ﬁEmison ) (1954)‘- had ) labelled ..-tlr‘xf_-_,_".'1 Klngston; :
Penitentiary in this early soeiety as being "depPeSSlVeﬁi
and "soul destroying" It was. know by many in the local
Kingston _community that “a high «level of brutality “was-

inereasingly necessary to control the conv1ot populatlon

(Norman, Pl 58 1979) Many people in the: community and 1n 3

'f-the prison itself believed that harsh discipllne was needed

T

.to reform the’ inmates ; Warden reports of-the time often
.expounded upon the need to treat 1nmates harshly ‘ It wask
believed that‘sueh treatment would deter any’ attempts at
rebellion o Although inmates made- 'few attempts at

‘ rebellion,_the prison staff continued to treat the 1nmates”

’brutally~- Prison staff wanted 'to ‘make sure that inmates»v?

had no. opportunlty fop rloting' '"It 1s true. a maJority of.

‘conv1ots, though mlsehlevous and full of deceit are not

Ve

' (dangerous, but if not guarded w1th the utmost v1g11ance,

and punishment for breaches of d1501pline w1th promptness"
‘_they would soon become' diserderly. " (Journal of. the
‘;Legislatlve Assembly, 1858)' There prevailed a constarfdt
!_fear of inmate revolt within the oommunity as well as 'in

the- prison 1tself ThlS resulted in attempts to control
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. against the»keepere that dominated\themr,~,

- . L -

[ < . . - 5.

B T . [

‘inmates’ ! -Ks a result of - the constant vigil by staff,
o 1nmates had little opportunity for more than Just impulsive‘

outbreaks of insubordinatlon against prison staff whenever

’
v

the opportunity arose. For the moat part -inmates were
' primarily concerned with the ordeals of daily life imposed
jupon them by the-soc1etyhn Inmate concern;\?%;;;%d upon

¥

‘rémaining alive Mlndr altercations '_ahd “'impulsive

kS “ 4

outbursts were malnly expresaions of: frustration -and anger

N } ) et ] = - . I

Another element of the lack of ’rioting‘ in the

'_penltentlary can be attributed to. the type of people who

"werew lnmates.' It was. not uncommon “for a vast array of

e .-

individuals toibe'placed among one another, although thelr'

“crlmes“ dld not warrant it.. The COmp031t10n of the inmate’

. populatlon durlng those early years 1ncluded juvenlles and_.'

b}

.adults of both sexes who commltted a vast array of crimes,
) from petty and mundane crlmes "to’ acts of violence and‘

murder Included among these were others who sufferedwb

Y

‘:mental handlcaps and found themselvee 1n the penltentiaryg,v-
'for‘reasons beyond thelr,control All of theseé individuals

n‘were placed among one another regardless of age,‘sex,‘or

‘crlme Because there was a- lack of social networks in that: -

‘ early rural 5001ety that the unfortunate and homeless could

"rely upon, infractions of the law resulted in. belng placed

1n the penltentlary
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The diversity of inmatés did. not -allow for any

_ bohesimeimalliances ?;o ufohm*'fah " the epurpoSe‘;of any
“'rebeilious actlon - Man& _of those - placed in the

'penltentiary were not Well versed with, the ways in prison

llfe,‘therefore, they belleved they had to tolerate Iife in

ithe prleon, as it was. defined by’ the 3001ety For others,

4

acts of overt rebelllon was 1mp0551ble because they were..
_Aunaware of such actlons and if they were, 'feared what

'reprlsals>wopld fqllow such an outbreak. -

3

~Inmates in 1the_ penitentiary were very:. much the*

products ‘of their .time. When Kingston Pehitentiary was

built in 1835,.cértain aseumptions were 'interent . in that,

'3001ety that prevalled among the 1nmates themselves The

--8ociety held. bellefs in how 1nmates should be treated..

Inmates, belng of that society, often acted as they were
expected to. ‘That is_ not to say that they were model
inmateés. Oftenhthey were not. uYet‘from ﬁhe reports of the:
Wardens, there was 'lithle reheilious 1behaviour. | The
exception to this were the outbreaks of impulsive, acts
against'prisonhetaff.. Such‘individual acts of hqetility
were puniehed,,etili:it wae considered a normal pehb of the
prison;.eethihg ‘and of the interactive process . between

inméﬁes'ehd'etaff 'Inmates, therefore{ reacted to their

B 31tuation in what was. con31dered to be an acceptable manner

to them, based upon what the society as a whole con51dered

to be’ acceptable behav1our
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The éariy years of tﬁeiteriodl18fé'and-1920 waélau
time< ‘when Ontario twa ﬂ‘dstili predominantly : rurél;
_Increasinglf, however, the growing eopulation was having an
effect-upoq the nature of the societyr.-By 1920 "the totalv
-Cenadiag population; waé to riee tdf approximately ten .’
mil;ion lpeople;-‘ﬁaqing ugrown ffrdm* a 1838 total of four:_”
- ‘hundred thousand (Brown‘andebek; P. 50 ?31976: Lowen, P.

82: 1966: Steniey;lP. 62; 1971).

‘Prior ‘to tﬁe 1880's Ontario was still -rural and_
agricuitura} Howefer,.ln the period 1873 to 1920 Ontario
was. to underéo a continuous shlft towards urban growth
This- was a trend that was lncreased by a newly developlng
industrializatlon that was. Well under way in" the United
States and Great Bt;ta;n, . It was to-be-suehdindustpial
growth  and develdpmedt that was- to ihitiate some of'the
greatest changes in Canedienjsqeiety; g(Feeqn; P. 40; 1973:
Careiess and Craig; P. 62 63; 197f).__,Idciuded‘ in tdese '

changes were urbanlzatlon, labdur unionism and-immigbatibn;

all. of whlch cemented into the Canadian context at the time h

- of the First,World War:  "The First-World ‘War had supplled
the needed‘“stimulue to “begin td change Canada frém a
: predominantly agricultural natlon to an industrial one.“‘

" (Lower; P. 193,.1966).

-
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Durlng the perlod of . industrialization in Canada,

'there were major shlfts in the immigration pattern that was

initlated in the 1850'3. Many of the immigrants that came

to Canada between 1873 .and - 1920 were from the.

flndustriallzed ‘areas- of Europe; - Iéss often were the
:1mm1grants predominantly farmers who had succe331vely lost
“their crops, or who were dlsplaced off of their land.

”IncreaSingly,‘1mm1grants coming to Canada were products of

thevlndustrlal revolutlon Perlods of economlc,hardship

for European ‘mills -and factorles ~resulted in greater

'numbers of these unemployed w0rkers immigratlng to Canada

The major concerns of* these immlgrants wasr findlng'

employment. lee many others of the industrlalized world

.o\f-

Canadlans were becomlng less preoccupied w1th the notions

of. land than w1th the realitles of factory employment or

\unemployment. The growing empha31s upon industrlallzation

by .newly"arrived. immigrants’ changed the ‘pattern"of

existence for these new Canadians. - Increasingly, those

'arriving'in Canada during this'perlod remained‘primarlly in

- the urban centres and in the developlng 1ndustr1al areas,

ThlS pattern of immigratlon was to become a 1ast1ng one,

.with the exception of the perlod during the movement of

immigrants to Western Canada prlor to World War One

"Migration from the rural areas to the:urban centres

played an important role in affecting the nature'of the

- . e
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gociety. The ° ladvent. of industrialization had,

revolutionized the nature of farming. More. sophisticated

machines made it ‘possible for fewer people to do more Q]
Wwork. ' As labour intensive tasks were being done away with'

the flow increased from the rural areas as people. went

‘searching for work.

With the steady flow of people into;Canada‘s'orhan
areas, both from within and outside.of the country, a pooi
of labour was growing. Until World War—Oneythere}grew a
pcol of labour for which there 'was not a'oonstant supply of
employment. These workers came to be affected by the
constant swings .of a global market; As the'precariousness
of “the industrial market continued during the i880fa anh
1900'5 an aotlvism began to ‘emerge which was to- have a
profound 1nfluence-upon‘the nature of the society- Many of
jthe new immigrants to Canada during these years had been
exposed to the teachings of -unionism. _Prior\to 1914,
philosophy of labour unionism-was spreading;'reanming'in‘
intensity at the end of WOrld War One. During the yar
years, a continuous flow of people took place from the
rural to the urban areas " of the country Among these'
' people unionism took root. .As the soldiers returned from‘i
" the front, and those in" the factorles refused to peturn to
‘the rural areas, a large labour pool developed.. What took'

placevwas that the tenets of unionism were eagerly adopted
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byla*érowing unemplofed work torce whichhhad returned }rdﬁ -
a war believed to have been fought for the sake of Canada

“People expected 1ndustrial growth to provide them -with
employment.{ Labour unionism .was presented as a means of
getting: it ‘for; them ~ Thus .arose té% by product ‘ofo
industrlalization whlch was to have a profound effect uponn

thé’ nature of the Canadian society

: The»-changes occurring between 1873 and 1920'

affected the .way Canadians came %to view themsélves w1thin.
4

the soc1ety, and “how they viewed- their. country in relation-'

to- the rest of the worl : This was a' process 'of

development that was solldified by the years of the _war.

By the 1920'3, some of the elements of the ‘old soclety were

still to _be found among those of the newv. Dévelopments of
jthe 1900'3, however, were qulckly dimlnishing ‘the effects
'-lthe old society was having upon the new. Canadians entered
upon - the world pace of growth that, by 1920 saw a_newd
society ‘rising which had 1ittle; in common- w1tn :the‘.old'

society.

As the society underwent .change, the 'priorities“aj
were shifting drastically from those of a rural society to
those of ‘an urban one. ° One society was ‘ending -whileV':
another took form. Growth of an urban society brought‘

about social econcerns which did not exist previously.,_The'

e



phases of construction..-
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‘-_'war between 1914 and 1918 represents the turning point of a
‘_process of change that upset the precarious balance which f

©to that time, ex1sted between the rural and urban society

.w'c(Lower,,1966) -__;_”1 f‘lfrn:.‘r'vfj7 a '"3

As the society was grow1ng, s0 too was Kingston'

“ﬂPenitentiary _ Inmates in the - prison between 1873 and 1920

'@were the builders as well as the captives 'A A growing
'_population placed increasing demands upon the prison to
_house moref 1nmates Expansion of the prison put more
_ inmates 1n the quarries and on the walls as plans were
: under way. to expand the capacity of the prison. Numerous
fopportunities for escape aroseb Any opportunity for escape

'by inmates was taken advantage of causﬁﬁf’prison officials

to become harsher with .and suspicious of " the inmates

(Edmison; 192i},Norman;l1979:r Scott; 1982{‘n8hoom; 1&79}:

. Increasing . dumbers of escapes‘ and ,attempted escapes

-;1n1tiated attempts by off101als to galn more control over

the inmates. These ‘attempts at -control were'.often

inwalidated by the oppOrtnnities'presentedrduring,varicus

1
P AN

N y .

' ’\ Inmates of Kingston Penitentiary between 1873 and

1920 were no longer compOSed prlmarily of indiv1duals from
thef rural setting of a rustic 'community. Inoreases

~in 1mmigratlon increased the percentage of inmates who were



uthose-1mmigrants..'1 Slnce many of these 1“;melgrants were

ftcomlng from the ﬁ?ghn and lndustrlalized areas of Europe,

“smallness of the rural communlty was dplckly glven way to

_the multltude of people between 1873 and 1920, o x\

&)

v

i:fthey were often more-sophlsticated than ind1v1duals'from\

>H'ajmore rural settlngsti.They were less willlng to tolerateA
‘:'the harshness of llfe 1n\the penitentlary. As a result

”Hfthese types of people weﬁe mgre llkely to attempt escapes
_ e

Urban growth affected all “aspects“ of Canadian-

l3001ety in’ different ways CA prlson 1n a rural settlng has

markedly dlfferent pncblems from one 1n an urban settlngr .

Growing urbanizat'on and an 'expanding populatlon Lent'-

1tself to the./phenomenon of inmate escapes. - fAs the

\
v -communltles grew eand changed around the urban and rural

Fa

areas of Ontarlo, so too_ dld the numbers and types of

tnmates 1n the penitentiary Urbanlzatlon had a masZ&ve

1mpact upon the tradltlonal Canadlan communlty Changes '

_occurred to _the rtradltlonal bellefs" and : activ1t1es cf'

-~

. communltles and people whlch had - prevalled for decades.

»

'Often the values %nd norms were reshaped or abcllshed to

-

: allow for change A read3ustment of community staﬁ%ards

and the ways of llfe was. taklng place as a host of cultures'

and 1nfluences were taklng root 1n Canadlan soclety :T'

o

'Unlike people of _the‘_eariy 1800's, those of the
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1870' - and onwards were of a different type. " These
1nd1v1duals were less llkely to ﬁadhere toﬂ notione “of
criminality as sin prlmoral decay in need of confinement.
Incarceration.of-these-individuals changed the make-uprcf
the prisogj .affecting tte mahner of interaction' between

inmates and staff. . Inmates became increasingly less

r . . . : » )
conformist, more apt to break the rules and regulatiops

than was the case with inmates froﬁ the rural settings.
These were ‘the individuais who were more likely to attempt
to escape.

Chan§es ware also taking place in- the type ‘of
prison sEafP hired as well.  When the penitentiary was _
first buﬁ}t in the rural country 31de, .staff members were
chosen from among .the local population "who, due *%to the
economic instability and underdevelopment, were gratefulfi
for having steady embioyment. Fear of lceihgiempicyment

ften mede‘prisoh-staff less tolerant of inmate‘freedoms.
Ehd were less likely to a;igi\inmétes into.sitgations that

offered opportdnities for . escape. = At timeé they were
[

- abusive because of a fear that 1nmates were untrustworthy..

W

The developing soc1ety surroundlng the penitentiary began
to offer prison staff othér_oppcrtunities for‘emplcyment.
Less dependence'on limited avences for'employment created
sitcaticnS‘ﬁcere staff. members beoéme less concernedi@ith
the safeereﬁing of inmates,‘ More oppcrtunities arose for.

L
)
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escape .because .of the increasing problems .ﬁrison
autherities- faced due to staff carelessness, lack of
interest ' and dranenness as Qell as bribery. ‘Reﬁorts by
Wardens’often lamented of the growing difficulty in finding
staff who were chpetent and of better character than the
inmatgsf The problem with staffing was increased two-fold
by the growing and diverse populatidn. Increasingly §£aff
had to'be chosen from amonglthe growing . number of people
who immigrated. These were;individuals who took employment
‘in_the prison for the sake of a job, aiso they héd‘muéhf
‘less“of a stake in adhering to the ‘moral norms of the
"community in regards to how inmates should ‘be thegted

during incarceration.

“Prior to the 1873 period of‘devéloment, inmafes
often held the belief that their fate was sealed. The
dictafés of the community would have to be adhered tdtand'
the sentences of -incarceration satisfied. in the earlier
rural sddiety, puhishmént such as imprisonment was more
desirable,than.banishment or severe corporal puniéhment and
Qeath,' To not accept the sentence of incarcerétion the-
.~ inmate would have to totaliy_ leave the cohmunityl if The
escaped, ieaving beﬁind fpiehds, family and a known way_of
life. The rural natuée of the community made it impossible
for an escaped conviet to.hiqé within the éommUnity. An

increasingly urban society during the 1873 period- of
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develepment 'began 'te erode no@;ons tnat_ esc ping from.
'epriéon bequired an inmate_tg leave the communi y forever.'
.Groﬁing urban _areas .ﬁrgyideq, inmates with a rmeans ef
exiaience‘aftenjeaeaﬁing. For thelrepent immié?ants, £heir
aaaooiatione ‘with  any 'bne 7 communlty was ) tenuous,
1dentifying mlnlmally with the phy310a1 constraints ‘of any
one community For many inmates, then, urbanizatlon madeN
Vit possible to escape and hlde in ‘an urban area w1thoub
detectian. Ag‘areas grew mone4people escaplng frem the

penitentiary' could maintain a life Style they were

aceustomed to before 1ncarceratlon

The cnanges ‘opcurming__\hroughout ‘Ene'fsociety
inCreasingly Zlent themselves to"inmate escapes. -Ae"the
ksociety beeame more urban, .attracting more urban people
fnomilarger European and American ceptres,'escapes began.to
prevail 'as.'a, more aqgeptablel‘form oﬂ_‘rebellion ameng
inmateshianingston Peniﬁentiary. Popular hisﬁorians_had
noted the start of the 1920'3 aé a time when a‘new society
was ariaing.' This process of- change gained its’ momentum E
during the Second Wopld War, 1ncreasing as the economic
* " hardships of Jthe’ 1920' 'and- early 1930' -~ became -more
-pnonounceHL These hardshlps kept pace with the growth of
‘-labeur unionism, industriallzatlon and rapid urbanization

As well, ‘the populatlon 1nereaaed rapidly yhlle.m;gration

continued as.during the First World War. This ten year
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period noted én almpst evén‘éplit between ruqa1'ana‘urbaﬁhh
populatiohq, (Loﬁér; P.f716§; i966);' ‘:ﬁrbén areas Were;
surpassing } fufal ones in ‘511_  elements. of social
priorities. Ihdustrial 'prdductioh" sﬁrpassed rural
production .in teﬁmg of -ménebary, séciall anq cultural-
value. Food production was bf'leSS'importénqe‘tp people
since they wéré no' longer dependent on theméelves to
prodﬁce-food. Effecté upﬁn thé society were gréét{ ."The
point of all this is that~mésoqrées and pﬁiorities of the
society are  bent into .new shapes ' as the soclety's
population alters its basis composition."’.(Fearn; P. 48;
1973). As the socigty changes, little is left undisturbed.

After World War One -littlé was left untouched:

“The First World War'had_a powerfdl'impact_on'every aspect

‘of Canadian life.". (Cook; P. 179; 1963). People in the

1920's expreséed' a frustration which existed before the

war. There were ‘hopeless and unfounded dreams “of

uninterrupted economic ‘prosperity and -sogial ‘Sohesion,
brought about briefly BY the false condition created by the.
war. The early 1930's were to completely dash those myths

and. dreams of prosperity.. The'periog_of-the 1920's.and

'eaply 1930's was. seen -as a time "of transition from a

country in which chads was steadily reduceq to order to one
in which order was to iﬁdreasinglf disintegrate." (Morton;

P.'2o7;'197i).
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In the J920;s and 1930's Canada undérwent a @otal_

transition, from the society im which the ‘individual rural

resident, depending on his ownrresources; Qasareplaced by

. an urban society in which public means and * collective

‘action were séen as thé cure for social'and personal “ills.
As- Callwoods péintéd out: . "The country rumbled "with
. unrest." (Callwords P. 255; 1981),

Some of the mépe undesirable \elements of the new

-

Canadian-sociefy weré‘prevailing thbo ghout.thé 1920'3 and

‘193Q'sfj The néturé ofiﬁhe scclety was\one in hhiéh pebple:

vwere faced with social developments of a magnitude never

before seen by“manj'in that iifetime{'"Thg society as a

whole was Saﬂtempting "to ,bring_ ibs institutions into

conformity h;ﬁhwthe demands of'alnew, unfamiliar kind -of
society.">.(Brdwn and Cook; P. 2: 1976). |

The 1930's - was to. be an esgpecially dimportant

élement ubon the ﬂaturégof;the society, as the“hardshipé

faced by many.peoplefincreased:daily._“For many there was
hunger, unemplmeent,‘fdtiiity and'socia1 disloéationh ﬁt
was a fldid‘population‘that-travelled across the country,

_looking for a better situation than ﬁhé”one that was left

behind. (Lower; 1966). ' Many of the problems “of the -

"Depression ‘were shardest felt 1in “the inereasingly urban

areas, '?eople'called for relief.  Offering. a doctrine of
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hope for a number of people Wwere the Communists ‘'who ., cla1med»

that they had the best 1nterests of the grow1ng unemployed.”
~urban‘ pool of labour in mind (Bowles, Hanley, Hodgins,
Radlyck' P. 138 1972) The hUngry unemployed made for a
good audlence as a radiecalism- of llmited proport;on bubbled'
among the urban dwellers hardest - hlt by the Depres51on
. "Least:- of all can the statlstlcs portray ‘the bltterness of
newly pauperlzed classee forced tD fo;go ammenltie; and
even adequate food whlle the’ salarled and.rentier groups;
suffered littTe. " (McNaught P 2uo, f1971) ~The.
dlfflcultles of llfe in' the changlng soclety became more

.than many had ever bargalned for

E‘The Communiet elenent had 'somei effect wupon the

nature” of the'societj at the time. An‘example of their

- influences involved an incident with Tim Buck. Tim Buck
and ' his aasoolates‘ were spokesmen for Communists in
'Canada They were lncarcerated in- Klngston Penitentlary at
the "time of the 1932 rlots -Durlng-these rlots gun shots'
-Wwere fired 1nto Buck's. cell . Thle had heen percei#ed by
the publlc as an assassmnatlon attempt dupon‘ his 1life.
' Puhlic -fervorl:.was loud -'ahd- mWide—spread' - "Publie
1nd1fference to the draconlan style of the government’
Vsuppre351on of dlssent changed when there was ‘an attempt to
assassinate Tim Buck .in ,prlson. _ _.(Callwoods,' P. 272r,.
‘1981).' The impact 'of. the HCommunists upon' the Canadian

publie during the hard years of the Depreseion were  best:
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‘described by the 17,000 cheering people who. greeted Buck in

VToronto'upon'his release_from prisOn;(Callnoodsjl1§8d):
. .r“

In 1939 war .was declared upon Germany and Italy
: The outbreak :0f war had brought an end to the Depression.-
'Hostilities had reduoed the appeal of communism in Canada,
- 1ncreas1ng the economic ;prosperityi of ‘the ,country The -
;‘economic and social revitalization__took 'time; -.chevér,
:armanent production -and the need.;for ‘soldiers' ouickly
'reduced the 1ong llne of unemployedj, Toffill‘the nanpOWer;
irrequ1rements of the factories, rural migration resumed once'
.moreﬂ ”-hav1ng stopped | almostl -pompletely .during the

Depression _The waratime' years had been the. ‘start of'a'

zSOCial reVitalization which was to 1ast 1ong after the endﬁ

‘of hostilities o
4/%/' ' After _the war soc1al developments were unlike
fanfthlng prev1ously encountered A 5001ety was unfolding
which was demanding concessions in the form of increased
. growth and economlc‘ prosperity .This became a 3001ety
whlch had - decided to accept whole—heartedly the post-war
:boom, Generally,rtne concern of the people, for the'most'
part, centred around.attemptingpto ineure_that the economic
health COntinued,' The dreams of eCOnomic prosperity that
'arose,after_World'War One, which had been;dashed‘by the

Depression of the'1930'8, came alive in’ the societyr‘ For
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-pantionlar segments  of soeiety,' a truly’ golden age had
AR g’ L N _
arrived.

. At the end of the war in 1945, urbanization of

, Canadian society resumed once more, prompted by the

-Tlnenea31ng flow of post—war immigratlon which between 1945

and . 1970 accounted for two mllllon people (McNaught
‘1976) Associations between the United States and Canada
D_lncreased dnamatlcally durlng and after the war. By the
‘~end of,the,war, the tradltlonal Canadian avegsion and fear
of the ‘Uniteo aStates. gave‘TWay..to .an eager Americanism

within Canada that.tWas to',aecount 'fonh an increase of

o American lnvestment -in  the country. - . Such massive

1nvestment was to acdount- for . 75-:nercent' of foreién'
investment with- Brltlsh concerns decllning to 25 percent:
It .was a complete reversal fnom the pre-war perlod
. (Céllwoods; P. '290{ '1981);. Amerioanism was becoming
hnintegrated into Canadian society economieally, soeially and
chltunally.‘. This was a’ phase of development that would
- eontinue through to the 1980' A hunger for economic
development and stablllty made Canadians view any sort of
‘economic associatlon with .the Untied States as beneficlal

concernlng themselves w1th the short-term rewards It was
belleved that the golden era 1magined to have exlsted in
the n1neteenth century had come to stay. Few people

concerned themselves with the costs oﬁ'such growth. It was
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< a society short 31ghted in nature, unaware of the effects"

of Americanism upon the changing nature of the Canadian.

sooiety.

The pePlOd after WOrld War Two was’ one of drastic
ohangéain Canada: '“there can be. no questioning that far
reaching changeé have been taking place in ‘the Canadian
soclety since the Second World wér" (Clark"P. 15;. 1976)
Urban grown continued on a course of rapid ascent .as the-
population rose’ from a 19&5 high of - 'mlllion to 22 -
_million-in the iaﬁe,i970's. "By 1966, thohubban populationi
outhdmbered: the rural populace _b&_ more ,than‘ TS_ porcent”

(Ossenberg; Pi47;‘1971).'-A continued growth in the urbah

population increased the size  of - cities in-‘Canada,n :

Problems inherent ~in. urban centres also -became . an-
increasing feature 'of the' Canadian 1andacape (hower; PLA

211; 1966).

'“Aften .i945,' economic,' sociai-:and heohnological
developments : abounded. . Many of_ these - developments
l 1ntensified old problems as fhe 1960'a wore 1on: i urban
slums were spreading; povérty beoame anrinoreaaingly reai
‘probiem;-iife generaily’waa beoomihg ‘more complex. The
"Welfare‘State" grew in prominance throughout this entire

period. of development Thus, the period leading ‘up to the

1970's was one which developed oVer.a.pariod—of more than
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100 years. It was to be in the 1970‘3 that many of the
problems of urban life and of the industrialized global

economy were to be strongly felt by ‘a large number of

Canadiansr

The period from ']§21 to 1970 is best understood
;mhen‘ lelded into “two _subperiodsl . The 'first -period
consists of the years 1921 to 1932. . Shortly after World
“VWar One;.their first period witnessed an increase in trade
unionism which was to have an instrumental 1mpact upon the
growth of a eolleotive attitude’ among many Canadian to
problems w1thin_ the ‘society, Inevitably this' turn lof
:events'would-have some'impaot upon the behayior of‘inmates

in Kingston Penitentiary This period ‘had 'noted an

1noreasingly demonstrative attitude among 1nmates in the .

penitentiary. . Escapes were still’ occurring, however,
demonstrations -and 'rebelliouSJubehaviour “presented even
}greater problems for prison off101als "'As lthe people
’ w1thin the soc1ety generally became more disgruntled with
the.inoon51stenc1es around them, so too did- 1nmates react
»emotionally to Situations they felt to be unJust "The
labour riots of 1918 ‘and 1919,.sueh as the Winnipeg-General
'Strike, had shown peOple that they had some oontrol over
: their destinies . This was a lesson that was to filter into.
;the penitentiary: Inmates oame to realize that for prisons h

to function the co-operation of " the inmates was required
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(Norman: 1979) . ”in‘ ;he"eanlier penibd Aef Canadian
;»denelonment people generally and "inmates specifically had
-little: understanding of the power they as a collective
‘neld, _both inside anq .qupeide of the phisonl Prison

officials, on the‘ehher_hand; were well aware of the power
innates held unknowingly ) Like-the workers in ‘the society.
itseif- inmates during the 1920's and early 1930's came to-
‘realize ‘the potential power they could unleash as. a group.

The period had ‘become the developmental time for inmates
towards a 'more rebelliou3' phase and ‘more ‘rebellious
hehaviour. Inmates realized thag in onden'fer them to have
any impact upoQ their lives.within the,phison they wou?d
heve' to-.perfect their .denonstrative abilities; ,ﬁthe
convicts heving learnen.-that unless. they  were well
' orgenized-hand. worked 1in unity, they would. be unable. to-
‘attain  their fdesined-‘object;ves." (Report of-ithe

_.Superintendent{'1932). N

_As all Pf the reelities- ef urban growth end
econemie changes- began- tb anise in' Canad;en .socliety,
‘cenfusion began to infuse itself in the penitentiary mnch
like it had ‘within the society itself. . Throughout phe
1920's the p}ogression of Depression ‘increésingly made

itself felt. Economic hardship and social Xislocation were
‘the _results. The economic end social realities of'_a
fluctuating world economy . came to prevail. The-economiel

-
]
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stability during World War One disappeared shortly after

the war ended. People who:contributed-to the'war.effort__f S

fcame to believe that their saerlflces would be" rewarded
Such beliefs were not lost upon the inmate population, many;
‘of whom had fought in the war or. worked in the factorles
The doctrines of the labour unions were not lost‘epon these:
_'individual when the war had ended. People»'were‘_less_m
tolerant ‘of - the sacrifices they were ewpected* to make

without questionlng life in the changing socLety that was

to have some impact upon the changing nature of inmate. -

rioting during this period of development Inmates werers‘
more willing to protest and demonstrate against the demands
imposed upon them by prison, offic1als, _ 1nmates were_:
qulcker to confront offlcials with demands for change in
the prison.-" Yet _like the society itself 7 1nmate s;
nebelliousness iwas not overly radical durlng this time.
There was still some‘ apprehension has to.'the extent"such«
rebellious 'aotion could be taken | Protest w1th1n the
society ‘was reflected w1th1n the prison, hav1ng been actloni
on the part of the people which was limlted 1n scope and
limlted in. terms of effects upon the governlng agen01es.

against whioh such action was directed.

Duri¥¥ the first sub. period from 1920 ‘to- 1932 the
most predoemihant feature of the prison; riots was their

'growing demonstrative ‘elements; For 'the most part .no
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Aviolenceﬁ was associated with the incidents during this__

iperiod.' In these incidents inmates attempted to unite in

e

'AghOpes of expressing their grievances towards -situations

_'-they wanted changed

;arose' during this time.” It was “a period when society‘.
' f:welcomed the doctrines ,of labour unions which grew in
‘fpopularity after the First World War. Within the sOCiety'
&:generally, people increasingly realized that to effect some'

?change their voices would have to be heard . A spirit of

unrest of limited scope existed in Canada to the extent

that people became more willlng to demonstrate their anger
“and- frustration o As. Canada entered into  the post-war
-period :changes_ Were evident ' marking this period of‘

BN Canadian history as being different from previous periods

- | As the 1920's progressed ‘more people began-to find

.fthemselves Vlctlm to the economic. hardships which fell upon.
qmany of the 1ess fortunate in the’ society " Many of the
'promises of a golden age, which were in circulation after
'the' war, were empty like many other such, promises. of
.previous‘ years.;‘Many of Lthe hardships‘:themseives were
7Qunknown to Canadians, yet many problems remained the same
-_'as those which existed during the 1880'3.' Changes within

‘the society were making new problems whife exasperating

This period was 'a product of the society which
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-"h'after 1918 continued on its path of . urbanlzatlon, ga;nlng
:'1n 1mportance as- the rural concerns were delegated a. less

‘)”promlnant place s The"5001ety became more progress1ve

S,

an 1noreasin§xt§:eat of economic hardshlp, manifesting in

- ' /—.
S PR B o
The 1ncidents_ th “broke  ;out '~in Kingston

Penltentlary between .1920 and 1932 reflected the 1nc1dents

'created . soclety by v1rtue of the nature of 'that

@of -'1nc1dents1-‘caused;: gPOWlng ~ concern - for " prison

‘ : . VoL T . .
administrators' -Throughout this flrst sub ‘period, the

‘ nature of 1nmate unrest reflected the same unrest which was

ih the 3001ety Whether it was the food they were served

uor the condltlons theyL were forced to 1live in, inmates

51ncreaslugly adopted the process of demonstration ‘and a

-

'Qsort of actmv1sm to dlsplay their dlscontent This was a

process of dlsruptlon 1n1t1ated in the prlson which was

51mllar to the nature of the unrest whlch Was 1n1t1ated by

“the labour unrest of the post war years

Y

The discontent w1th1n the prlson durlng this perlod

‘Wwas 31m11ar 1n nature to that w1th1n ‘the soc1ety 1tself

e

<

wamany of the old ones. For the most part Canadian sociéty '

HWlth thls perlod of growth and development houever,'eameb

-

the Depression o the;1930's{}" f> I - - -

.u'soclety Durlng these twelve years, rlots and.othen sorts

For although there was unrest it was a.sort of disruption -

-
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'which'_seldom involvg: vaolence,, especlally w1thiﬁ'-the

:penitentiary COmparatively,'Canada did not undergo the

'_sort of soolal unrest whlch may have been found in other

1ndustr1alizing natlons. . However, there was ‘a stream of

disoonteht which existed, manlfestlng itself in the growth'
"of labour unions and- an 1norease in the number of outspoken,;
crltlcs agalnst ‘the manner Ein which the soc1ety was -
developlng.(~ ‘There were heajtfﬁﬂs agaihst Cthe social.

.developments of the tlme and 1t was thls sort of response_

-

which came'to preva;l.wlthlh the penitentiary.

e

from withi

new de@elopments that took place 1n the world The call to

arms between 1914 and 1918 ‘witnessed a large 'number_ of

Canadians shipped'overseas. At the same time,'the large .

Ilnflux of rural people 1nto the factorles 1ncreased the

rate of rural decllne whlch was ‘in effect since the late

- 1800's.. Thus, the end of the war had brought with 1t the
~return of se&ﬁlers to a -less than“efavourable economlc

@

future, as well as an 1ncrea31ng closure of faotorles due

to decreased post—war 1ndustr1al needs. The flnal result -

was a 5001ety 1n whloh 1ts people r8sorted to the processf

of demonstratlon to attain what they felt they had - been

flghtlng for. It was this attltude that brought forward

the gbowing popularity of unionism and demonstratlon.

Iéﬁritably, the penitentiary ‘would - house‘ peoplei

the 5001ety who had partlclpated 1n many of the .



'129.‘
People who Were 1nvolved 1n many aﬁ the act1v1t1es of thie
post—war aoelety lived in the urban areas often_belng the
hardest hltt In most cases it was this very same strata
‘which.»madé‘.up ~the majority of ‘Klngston Penitentiary-
-inmatea.. ‘Thus these ‘Were 1nd1v1duals who were famlliar
with the act1v1tles‘ that cccurred in the 'soc1ety,\

therefore; they were qulck to adopt them when eltuatlons

w1th1n the prlson warranted

‘ Inmates in the penltentlary were what the 5001ety

*had made them.. As the 1ess fortunate in the soclety, they
often Ffound themselves the hardest h1t by turns .in theh
economy-o; changes in soc1al pollcy whlch 1ncreased their
hardshlps. In turn, 1t was from thls group that ny
movement agalnst the etatus quo would  be based upon for

.. support. As the less fortunate, it would be this very same
;grOup1 whlch would flnd- itself inhabiting the prisons.
Inevitabiy, the atmosphere from whlch these ‘inmates- had
-come from would have an ampacg. upon the nature df: the

;;y incidentS‘whlch,broke out in the penitentiary.
It should be noted that the incidents which
oceurred in the society decredsed as the 1920's
progressed. However, those incidents which did occur did

50 durlng the earller years of that decade For the most

part the . incidents that occurred wére non-violent tn'
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;,nature.t The inoidents_uhiou\gook place “in the penitehtiarj
is

‘Were also non-violent, FH' imiiarity:pefsisted until the

early 193013;‘ at - which time ‘the. nature of the society
ud&erwent ohanges which'webe turbulent. But it Wwas to'be
at that time, with the changlng nature of the soc1ety, that

ohanges took place in the ohanglng nature of prison riots

towards a more v;olent nature

-

The second sub perlod spanned’ the years 1932 tog

19%0.' This - perlod was distlnguishable from the prev1ous'

loﬁé_ by virtue of tbe' inereasing violent nature of the.

prison riots. _’ )
o ‘.é

In a numbeq\of respects deVelopments  within the"
'sooiety had an effeog)upon the inecreasing violence that was °
.infused into the ‘nature of 1nmate outbreaks against their
keepers:__- Developments' of the last- several deoades had
created - a 31tuatlon 1n Canada where people living 1n the
. urban areas had v1rtually no control over ‘the;r. lives.
" Onde the rural way of life-‘was' giuen up,,oand as more
”immigrapts stayed in tﬁe urban centreS' ahd.fthe cities
‘themselves grew in 51ze and importanoe, the indiyidual had
less with which to bargaln with. Thus, people incﬁeasingiy—
found themselves~ip situations they had uo control over and

were at'a loss as to how they;wefe to avert the -changes

" which took control over their lives. _As the society grew,
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'Abecomgng moreggrban, people came to rely upon the gnow1ng

'1nst1tutions to solve many of the problems. However, as -

the Depre531on of the 1930's fell upon the WOrld people

were = totally" ‘w1thout a means of addne331ng " their
despenation.' When the economic 51tuatlon was healthier the
lahoer“unions provided an effective vehicle to.address the
problems. many ‘working people faced. But assthe econonmic
‘situation.plummetediznions-beoame ineffective - As mell
other soclal 1nst1tutlons found themselves equally helpless
to stop the hardshlps of the. Depne531on

P4
With the hopelessness there came a-+ growing - unrest

whlch was far from revolutionarp//however, it was- a force

of some consequenee.' Within "the society"incidents of
‘violence arose, 1ncneasmng as the Depression wore on, In
many 1nstances unemployed men and women fought thh ollce
as attempts - were made 'to demonstrate gainst the

helplessness of their smtuatlons As well, there was

violenoé in the rail yards,'ln “the food and unemployment

lines and at* the gates of 1ndustrial yards as thousands of -

WOrkers competed : for limlted prs. As the‘Dep ssion wore
on ‘a numben of riots broke out in the camps of nemployed

people whlch were springing up in the country.

A growing frustration was evident in the

penitentiary .as well.. JIt'.was this frustration which
S S

L8

-
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'iniﬁiaped' the - violent resbonse' during the:'1§32 rlots.
Incbeasingly, inmates in Kingston Penltentlary had adopted
the lessons whlch were being dev1sed within the soclety
' 1tselff As the frustratiqns of the times became too much,

people had demonstreted against that which ‘they did ‘not

understand. All too often'the response became violent.
The times were hardJ" For people 1n the urban areas who
—

were unemployed and w1th little hope of economic security,
reaetions against anythlng whleh seemed | the least
threetening were often violent. .As the societyl became
uncontrolleble‘ the f?éspohses of the people becaﬁe more
hostile end Ianfedicteble. It.was in the nature of the
~gociety itself that the elements ef change could be found.
| It_was in that SOCiety.that the mandate of a communist
pdﬁt§ cou1d grow in popularity as the desperatiqn beceme
uneeabable._ That . was e time during which the society
'edopted meaeuree;which'were different from those chosen in .
_peevious periods. _-But, a cldsef llook at the changing
nature‘ of:'the society would diselese _a. society that was
unlike.any otﬁer that ever existed in Canada.during any

‘previous period. T - A

Thus as the society.ehenged 80 'too would the manner
in whlch the people within that _society. reacted to any
‘ g;ven smtuatlon. The rlots of 1932’ marked a period in the

~history of the: penitentiary, .as well as a time in the
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eociety,’mhem theHEeactione of:the]1§30ﬁsfto'theiderdshipe
were - in vkeeoixé with the developments of that tlme.f
Pmeviously, the nature of.the early’ Canadlan socliety was
"strongly affected bfa the - people oomlng. from . other

. countries ‘ The 1930's marked a growing change in that the:

people were 1ncrea51ngly becomlng affected by ‘the SOClety

“which ‘they . had oreated . e _ e

Duoing the yeers of the Depression,,people in the
urban.areas, .as well as. those in the penltentlary, were
often part of the swelllng urban .ghettos. They were the
victims of economic hardshlp.‘and' unemployment A
radicaldsm ofu limited- ecope was becomlng evident emong
those people hardest hit by the Depre331on - many of who

'often found themselves in the‘prlson system.' Popularié&‘of”
tde Communiets in ¥£enada during the teh years of the
Depressiom pertrayed Lhis’brewing radioelism'of particuler
members of the.‘societies'_ uroeh pooulatiom;‘ ‘Unrest and.
discontent existed in Lheiyrison as well as in the urban

\areae.: Union;em had littie.chancevfor gfoweh doring thie
period ©because of' the ‘numerous factory‘ olosdnes and
economic stagnation generellyg Still, many urben dwellers
remembered the earlier'strehgth of labodr ioniemlwhich
was_dfsolayed_after World War One. Despiteﬁthe;increasing
heioleeeness peopde-nwere feellng througho t the "1930's,

.there was Stlll a feellng among the unemployed that they
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-were vietims of glpbali economic forces. The communists
provided answers for the unemployed workers who were. eager

'tp direet their concerns vpowards -Qhatever' the cause :of

_ their problems ‘may have been.

“During” the time of the DepresSion a ‘sehse'.of
‘community could not be  maintained.. The population was

”flhid;' people travelled expensively ih hopes. of finding

- work.  Social dislocation was prevalent. The disruptien'

. within the society was reflected in the protestations and

' demonstratlons that took -plahe “in Kingétpn ‘Penitent}ary'
prlor to World War Two (Callwoods, 255 ' deeh; 1966). Had

the Deppe531on‘lasted'much longer than it_did, lérge—scale'

1

reactibn may have -erupted throughqut the-societyL‘ It was

this grow1ng dlsillusionment .frhsfration -and énger' that
was - reflected durlng the rlotlng of 193M and 1935, during
which the damage was extensive and hostages were taken

War in 1939 had ended the short period of»prospenlty that

the communisfs enjoyed in Canada. - Gﬁowing econOmiC health

brought on by war turned the attentlon of people towards

‘more personal gconomig galns in attempts to av01d the
. , . » - y

‘hardship many faced in the i930‘s.‘

The two perlods between 1920 and 1970 was a phase
L

in the chaqging nature of the soclety- whlch had an impact.

upon the changing ‘nature of rioting = in Kingston
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' Penitentiéry. Although both of these perlods varied from'
one another, they were the result of growing 1ntegrat10n of
1nmates 1nto the society. Inearceratlon during the 1800's
and early 1900'5 was based.upon 1solat10n and hardshlp:
‘The basic premise of such treatment 'was that 1nmates were
. to "be removed from the 3001ety and placed 1n an institution
‘whlch received llttle social concern._ After WOrld War One
thls attltude was changlng Thls was a perlod which saw

3

greater links established between the society and the
cohcehns'ofginmates.

Beﬁween the years

1920 and 1932 Canadian s‘,oei.etye
uhderwant' a\_thah tienal period from ‘a pre-war Phral
society to"an ineheaeihgly urbanlzed post-war society'
Life for many. urban dwellers was less than ideal as the
_harshness of industhial and urban developments took their
toll. Many of the lees fortunate members of the‘community‘
ofﬁeh composed the greatestAmajority of inmates.. Thus the
more vocal ahd rebellious times of the 1920's developed
"into a greater willingness to dehonstrate' against those
discrepancies which arose after 1918 As 1nd1viduals

inmates became more w1111ng to concern themselves with the-
harshness of their lives .within the prrson._ Unlike-before,
inmates became increasfngly less removed from‘the'social
reality within which"they_exisﬁed end.from-which they had

previously been alienated from. Such a greater association
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with the cohcerns of the society becomés inbreasingly

‘evident by the responses adopted by'thé-iﬁmates,yhiCh were .

similar to.rgsponses under@akén'in the.sociepy generally.

‘In"kéeping with this notion of greater assimilation’

of inmates into _sbéieky, as the 1930's continued; w;th
increasing demonstfﬁtion» aqa: violence brought on by the
Depréssion;. thé 'natdre -pf inmate .incidents in kinééton
Penitentiary also " became incréasinély ‘violent. The

integration of inmates was a 'phenomendn 'which.fcontinued

throughout‘this second péﬁiod of inmate rioting. ,AS the '

1930' progressed inmatea in the.penitentiarylhad.initiated

" a number .of outbreaks which. were 'Qiolent-'and-luﬁlike‘

~anything which had ever -developed previously in Kingéﬁon

Penitentiary. = It was this violence which had separated

.fhis peﬁiod into the two sub'periods for the.purpdse of
this lstudy, 'hbwever; it was the' érowiné Jiﬁtégratiqﬁ néf“
inmates into'ﬁhe‘society at large thch had é-major impactf
betweén 1932 IAnd 1970 .upon. the,.associatiohs' befween ~the -

‘changing nature of society and the effects upon the hature_‘

of ' inmate rioting in Kingston Peﬁitentiarf.b This

integration of inmates 'continues to this day. .” It was.
during these two sub .periods 1920 to 1932 and 1932.to 1970
that this process of integration'wés underway, iqitiatihg a

_process of changes. from.which inmates and their actions -

could not escape unscathéd.



Throughout- ﬁhej.wan period inmate‘ unnest was
‘ insignlflcant. "The sociéty as a whole was involved with'
the onder‘ of war,. 1nstilllng people with feellngs of
patrlotlsm or with the- de31re to become economlcally sound
..aga;n. Inmates in the penltentlary, llke those in the .
society, dlrected thelr _energies and concerns outwards,

'away from life in the prison, “for the duratlon of the ‘war.

‘A lack of unrest continued at the end of the war. From ™

‘19H5 to 195M a period of" 1ndustr1a1 and' economic

' 'development took place as a result of the war which was to

have a: 1ast1ng impact upon the changing nature “of Canadlan

‘s001ety '.ThlS had - been a perlod of rapld urban growth id
Canada, 1mm1gratlon was resumed w1th vigor and people were
bw1111ng to undergo drastlc changes or accept what they had;
fio control over for the sake‘of,economic growth, |
By 195U there arose . an awareness that the post -war

“perlod of unprecedented growth was demandlng a prlce that

was high : Untll that tlme, dreams of Amerlcan procured‘i

development spread throughout the Canadlan urban centres
with lightnlng speed. Thls had been‘the result-of growing ,
American ‘involvement .i Canada s economic, soCial -and
cultural defelopment The perlod after World War Two to
I9SH reflected a tlme of tran31tlon for Canada, towards an

ancrea31ng cosmopolltan soclety. Thls perlod of hope for

success and: stability prevailed throughout the society.
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Inmates  themselves disp‘iay‘ed' little behaviour - that.

s"*expresSed discontent w1th the ”unfoiding’ of the goclety

‘which held them captlve. Undoubtedly‘many believed'that'

'they too could benefit from the changes around them The

mid 1950'3, however, represents ‘a time when the problems

inherent in a rapidly growing urban and industrial soc1ety.

began to show (MeNaught; 1976. Fearn; 1973).

As the 1950’5‘ progresses' prosperity for the
majority of the Canadian mlddle class was assured. The
_ soclety was developing in’ such a- manner that those who were
‘capable of taking advantage of the economlc beneflts and
‘social developments did so.“ .As in any -sooiety, the

beneflts of the 3001ety dld not touch all segments of the

5001ety. Thus the mld 195C's came to represent a time of,

realization for many people that the' hardshfﬁﬂ of t‘g

Depression, or'the-sacnifices of the -war period did not .

~entitle them to unlimited opportunitiesj for many . thene
were few if any real monet%ﬁy or socisl gains;‘ A period of
discontent‘nas rising which became verbalized during the
more expressive perioed of the'1960's »

: Grpwing discontent:within‘the Kingston Penitentiahy
was very much a part of the dis111u51onment growing in the
‘soc1ety. _.Exten51ve rioting in the penltehtlary in 1954

portrayed the feelings and attitudes of the inmates and of
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‘those less fortunate in the society at large. 'The:madnehjt_

in whieh the society was growing afteb 19&5-0réated'mahj.-f”‘

who were discontent . with their situatlons._ ' Untll thet
1960'3 there were few outlets available for people to veht
" their feellngs of hopelessness and anger - The prlce of
growth pursued in Canada after the war demanded that peoplef
accept what is labelled as theirs w1thout questlon withf

" little room for argument. This . lack = of sense of

[ 3

‘barticipation for many people in the swellidg'uhban;areae“~.

created a climate of discontent that’ took hold-during the
. . . . ' e - -.,. L
1960's '

The war years and .post—war. perlod wiﬁhessed' a
drastic decrease in the 1ncrea51ng Pebelllousness .andl-

" violence whlch arose durlng the v1930' : Thls[':as an

occurrence whlch took place w1th1n the- 3001ety as well as-ﬁ

in the penitentiary. ‘It was not -untll »the 1950‘s that
'there arose incheaeiné"violence within the. penltentiary.
The major ?iot of 1954 in Klngéton Penltentiary dld have
some 1mpetus from the socletal concerns :of. that tlme. That -

was a period 1n Canadian 3001ety when many of the promlses

of a 3001ety at war, and all of the lmmedlate beneflts from '

.post—war economic growth, ~did not. reach all segments of the

.

" society.” It is true that there was no v1olenee w1thin the,~'

~ society as such. However, there was grow1ng dlsconteht andi

dlslllus1onment among the less fortunate elements of the'_'
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.growing ' urban:'centree; : Inmates 1ncreasingly associated'

-

‘;their 31tuations with those of the growing urban, poor and

The riot of 195H saw much of the prison destroyed

‘This had . been na respcnse by inmates to bring to the

- attentlon of their keepers, and the 3001ety, that, they were :
fbeing neglected durlng a tlme when mgny of the promlsesh
_ held out by a developlng post-war Canadian soclety were not
ﬂ'attalnable.‘ lee many of the dlsadvantaged, 1nmate3-yere

V'angered by the inablllty to attaln manyvof-the social and.

' veconomlc galns whlch had been promlsed Sueh anger within

jthe prlson became 1ncreasingly expressed in issues of Hush

bf‘Free Press, a prison newspaper, in whlch were noted all of

'_the dlfflculaies faced w1th1n the prison as well as out31de
jof it. lee the 1nmates, those who were tnable to attain

"'thej prommsed achlevements ' became d13111u31oned and

emblttered.r The nature of the soelety was such, however,

;that the bltterness many’ people felt could not be expressed.
’v;olently. Post -war - Canadian soclety, unlike ‘during the

" Depression years,' allowed llttler room;-fbr'fany violent -

6utbreaks;-'Dur1ng the hardship of the 1930's the society

lwas more accommodatlng to outbursts of f‘rustr‘atlon.a But

 the 1950'3 ‘was a tlme when fewer people were di31llusioned

" than 1n;the 1930's, resulting in less acceptance for social

aetidn‘that is disruptive. For -the inmates, however, their
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:feelings of .negleot and frustration were expressed‘ by..

'*Lriotingh They expressed these feelings during the T95H_7

j’riot which was the worst riot to have occurred in Kingston

L Penltentlary to that time. : EJF 1nembers of soc1ety~ the_f'

1950' proved tO' be ‘a- time when;it e“ opportunity for,?f

PR

i expressing dlsoontent was less plau51b e because of the

"-h__.___/

prevalent beliefs that those vere timesn of growth ‘and‘"

'progress for everybody.‘ The 1nmates, however,-were not_

e ;j,subgeot to those same censtraints and expressed their anger

“'1n one of the few means open to them -- rioting

The 1954 rlot "had been the final 1n01dent¢of 1nmate

7unrest during the third period in the.- changing nature ofw

"rioting in- Kingston Penitentiary With the ‘end of the

1950‘3, and throughout the 1960's,fcame a period of soc1al

— &
' demonstration and» unrest among ’various éegments of “the-

;'populatlon : Wlthin the penitentiary 1tself there Were feW"

uﬂincidents note worthy _ As demonstration and protest became

more prevalent 1n the soeiety an ‘avenue was created so that

people could v01ce their feelings or anger 'It became a

means through which dlscontent dould be expressed As the

fsoc1ety beeame 1nvolved in what weire, for the,most”part,
' aoceptable..forms of protest 1nmates' w1th1n' Kingston
hPenitentiary adopted slmilar means of” expre331ng disoontent
‘Unlike im the 1930'3 and 1950!'s. .Inmate unrest took plaoe

.w1th1n the penitentiary, but there were no. maJor outbreaks

‘."
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'the»aociety to
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aof'rioting. .Inmates_seemed to have:believed,'like others

in. the s ety at large,_‘that group ‘demonstrations .and

gf some use in effectlng change. Sfﬁee'

ted demonstratlons, "inmates inevitably
PR \‘. " ~ B

- . dere ?aught 'up‘ in ‘the whole “pqocess of*. exﬁressing

d;_ggﬁtent which prevailed at -thelleime, and which was
con31dered in many 1nstances, to. have “been a legitimate
form of. draaing the attentlon of the community te belleved
1njust1ces - ‘Such ,an avenue was. coaalderedrﬁ;elevant and
effectlve up to the end of the 1960's and the start of the
1970‘3. Inmates,‘like others in the soc1ety, foﬁnd that

the effects of demonstratlng thelr anger in the manner

adhered to during the 1960's was liMited, and it became

outdated as the 1970's apphoaehed;w

o

The flnal perlod 1n the changlng nature of rlotlng
in Klngston Penltentlary spanned /a perlod of temn years,
Durrng this time there was one riob

* the worst .riot in the history o% the

- inmates and prison staff were taken hqstage and extensive

N\ damage was sustained.

- Of all the riots looked at this particular incident
. - E .
is+ the one most difficult to attribute to changes in the

. N
nature of society. This-riot had - occurred at the start of-

»

¢ - ' o = )

N Y
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the 1970's, —¢q§elopihg x1with a fury ':and vipiéncé
ur'ic.t'l'ar'aéter‘.istic___of‘. "c'hévtrim"e. Perhaps if the incident r_{ad.
occﬁrred‘as thel1970:s.camé to a close”moré‘asédciations
could be made. . However, this finélr incident defies
explanation in terms of aﬁy qonnéctibns‘which~c6uld be made
between the nature of Ehatr'riot and -the nature. of the

.changing society.
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The ‘riots examined‘in thds study_andfthe nature of -
'the society in ‘which _they- occurred were preced: on a-
continuum aeoordiné to specifiC' oeriods of time.  The
1ntent of thls study was to note, over’ tlme, outbreaks in
;Klngston Penltentlary which were seén by prison authorltles
. as belng threatening and dlsruptive to the operatlon of th\\
prlson It was found. that each perlod deflned 1n this
' study, and the‘ riots which ocourred in those periods,..
represents a developmental stage for the penltentlary as’
well as for the society. . In order to encompass 'all of
Athese changes which took place over ‘the time frame set out
in this study,. a 31ngle deflnltlon was used with' which to
define a riot.’ The nature of the study was such’ that to
alloe for an .examination of the subject stated; over the
period of time in-question,_an opeérational definition:of
riot .was "chosen upon which this study ‘was based. ‘ The.,
“hypothesis upon' which this study progressed undertook the
examlnatlon of the outbreaks noted within the “confines of
thls study and lts operatlonal definition, and determine
:whether such outbreaks changed' overA time and; if so,

'whether such changes reflected the changlng nature of the
«soolety.

-

There were four periods whlch had been defined out
of the riots that took place in the penitentiary between

1835 and 1980. During each perlod dlfferent{%types of

RN
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rioting tbbk blaée which seriously disruﬁted theroperation57 
of the institution. 'Each period defined was different from
all those which bgmé before andfafter.it.' Of'the féur
periods,-only‘the riots in three of tﬁg periods wgre’fouﬁa
to have ‘reflected the changing nature of ﬁhersociéty at
those particularﬂ points in 'time, The"fou}th ’periodl Qas-
suchvthgt no significant associatipné could be made Setween
the nature ofaih& riot that. took plaée-aﬁd tﬁe nature of
the society in which iﬁ occurred.l | |
The _flrst of the four periods was from 1835 to
1873, THe outbreaks .which took placé at this time, as
defined within this lstudy, were - .in the Forﬁ of inma£e 
éssaults uggi\prison‘gtaff. It was this sort 5? disruptiﬁe‘:
behavior which P vailed in the institution and creaped'the
‘most . threatening” and di;rhptive‘ crisié' for the:
irstitution. . These outbreaks were classified -as riots-
within this study. because they were the typé of outbreaks
which prevailéd_and were the prime cohéérn{of‘b icials.
As well, these outrbreaks - reflected ‘the natir "of Ythe
.sociéty at that'ﬁime which was rural; Eustic and colonial,
'8till in a pre-developmental stage. Some of £he literature
reviewed in Chapter One eof thié study, Shoom (1966),3Fox
(1956) and Garson (1972) ma&elpfeliﬁinéry linﬁs bepkeen'ﬁhé
nature of inmate _respohses to. their environment ‘and ‘the

nature of the soéiety --— inmate assaults against staff were
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‘1n keeplng w1th the nature'oﬁf;he soclety at ‘the; tlme 1n

:\whlch such assaults were very eal and threatenlng Foﬁ R
‘tﬁe .most part hOWever, the llterature provides féw'
.explanaltons for 1nmate reactlons ang w1th fewer links as .
‘to those reacplons and the nature of the society. Since

: thélisdéiety itself rwaé"far._from belng compléi.;and
.sophq@tlcated so too were the ways inmates chose to react
“to lthelr enylronment,;.reSp%Plng in 1nmate iattacks Aupon

LI

. staff.

The second perlod deflned Wwithin thlS study spanned
« from 1873 te 1920. The nature of riocting  -in this period
‘was in the form.of constant inmateﬂesdapes and attempted

" .escapes during which numerous serious cases. of violence

"took place, cau51ng prison offlclals anrea51ng concern for"
the ‘continued safe’pperatlon of the institution.  Some of
~the’general literature bn.rioting_pouchgs;upon the péture.
of inmate reactiéns in this period, such as.Shoom (1966)
~and Garson (1§72); but there is no‘@nQde;£h oE‘aeécriptiye‘
:work'.available on. the natﬁre of such outbreaks. ’fFew
'attemﬁts have‘Lbeen- made in"the available literature to
bring into bersﬁectivg the:sort.of outbeaks which. occurred -
\Jr;n the
.')' ' thlS perlod falls within the def‘lnltlon of rlot in, this

study because of the prevalence w1th which such a reaction

pehitentiary 'The nature: of inmate outbreaks in

by 1nmates was noted by officials of the peplod. The

B
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_bf‘suéh reactions by inmates posed seribus.problems for an

institution .which was finding itself in -an increasingly

moréﬂcomplex éoqiety. ' This second period-is noted in this

studj aétbeing a time of increasing social, economie  and

cultural changes. It was the time of tﬁe'agricultural‘qﬁd

industrial revolution” which was to ﬁéye a great impact upon .

-éanadian_éociety at large. With.a growt5 in immigbation
frph Europe and the’ increasing lurbanizatioh in Ontari§
specifically and Canada generally, inmate reactionsr'ﬁo
their environmenf”became mdre sophisticated. ' The resﬁlt of

such broad changes in the society 'Pegiected' the changes

which were taking place in the manner of rioting for this’

period of time.

A third period was definédvbetweenfthe years 1921
to- 1970; during"which a tﬁird chanée was noted in the
"népuné of inmate rioting in the penitentiary. This was. a
;ﬁeriodswhich witnessed some -of the lé;ge scale outbreaks
wﬁich 'becamé more - prevalent gin an increasingly moderh
world. - Such .a change In.rioting was noted in the'work-of

Bdﬁes (1936) who wrote of the transformation of society "and
how that was éffecting the nature of the prisoﬁs. Similar
observations were noted by Fox'(j956), Garson . (11972) and

LY

Flynn (1980) yet these writers offered little in the way of

_an overall view of the changes ';akiﬁg place in prison\

riots. Like the bther per;ods before this one there were

»

N\
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associations' made 'betneen the changlng nabure of 1nmateu!
rioting andkthe‘natnre of  the soclety. Thls had been a -
peplod. in  which inmate ;rictiné hecame increasxngly:
ldemcnetrative, yiclent and- large in proportlon unllke anyri
hcf the:preceeding‘periods. .: Such a development reflected"’>ﬁ
the- society in .whlch"thoee outbreaks took nlace The e
fperlod in questlon had been a, tlme of 1nprea31ng socialﬂ

change and dlscontent : Economlcally,- s001ally and evenﬁ

A

-

polltlcally thlS perlod w1tnessed a tlme cf urban unrest

and peolitical acthlsm - fuelled by depre331on and laboun

-~

unionism -- which ,was unllke any other time in Canadlan"’

730c1a1 hlstory ~ Changes taking place 1n soclety durlngJJE

this period had become the gatalyst of the modern-soclety

The nature of 1nmate rlotlng durlng thls perlod was w1tnessf,

to the changes occurring within the 5001ety at large

Unlike-the three periods WhiCh‘haa.éonerbefchenit;

the fourth Pericd in the . nature of- lnmateh'ricting_‘wae E |
diSti“CtiQElY dlffEPent C Of "the genenal ;litenatunejlhﬁ
reviewed in Chapter One the work' of Desroches (1983) and_i

Scott (1982) was- dlrected spe01f1cally to the rlot of 1971

whlch represents the only PlOt to have been noted 1n thls

study for the perlod from 1970 to* 1980 o ‘Thls 31ngle

outbreak was to represent the most devastatlng, grueecme

and violent riot in Canadlanv penal ° history from: whlch ;

.Kinston Penltentlary was to never ccmpletely recover ThlSA"
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‘outbreak represented the worst rlot of the period and onex

-

'_ﬂwhich caused prlson officlals more _concern than any ‘other

)

if’ type of 1nc1dent-which-developed~dur1ng that,period' it wasz
-this outbreak which ser ously threatened ‘the operation of |

JEthe instltution. Unllke the three periods noted prior to

thls .one there vere no associatlons p0331ble between the

'fnature of the rlotlng and the nature of the soc1ety 1n

iwhich 1t occurred ‘ There was nothing ‘noted within the

-

";;general OVerall developments of the soclety whlch reflected
o the v1olence and madness whlch prevallled in the - rloting of

'_fthls perlod in Klngston Penltentlary. ) ; N

. l . . ,5 - L . . , (

Théklitéfétﬁre reviewed ‘in this study had provided

-

few links'%etween the changing nature of rioting in prisons

'iandr whether'ﬁsuchllchanges- reflected the natureﬁ;of ‘the.
'soCiety..h, Most 'attention ‘in. the literatnre‘ has_‘béen

d,dlrected towards 1solated evenbs,vooncentrating primarily
lslthln the 1nstxtutlons Unlike the'popular literature,
‘however,‘thls study has dealt with a general examination of
.rlotlng 1n Klngston Penltentiary ovey a 145 year period.

‘waurlng thls tlme outbreaks took place which-do not flt more

"'fcontemporary deflnltlons of rlotlng put whieh did fit under
' 'the operatlonal deflnltlon used An this study. The result
. of such an approach has been & better general understanding

"of the nature of prison rlotlng -over a long perlod of time

R -

'_fas it unfolded 1n Klngston Penltentlary _An observation of .
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the phenomenon over tlme has allowed for a contlnuum

~ ’.,:«,f; j ; develdbed showlng where riotlng started from,'where lt

and where it now 13 Such .a contlnuum,‘when placed thhln

—
e

the nature of the 5001ety in whloh such rloting ocourred

has shown rlotlng 1n Klngston Penltentlary “to- have been

ny. heterogeneous._in' nature 'yet not always' reflectlng ~the

1, nature of the 3001ety in Whlch such rioting arose f Such a

contlnuum ‘also shows that 1nc1dents occur at dlfferent

points 1n tlme and what takes place 1n one perlod 'although

‘;":- l;-_"not con3ldered & Fiot by contemporary terms, lS 81gnifioant

k h_ enough to warrant 1ts study as a rlot by v1rtue of the »\f

-

disruptlon 1t brlngs to the 1nst1tu and the threats 1t

: poses to the operatlon of an 1nst1tut10n

2

-

The parameters set ‘for thls study were such that

only Klngston Penltentlary was. examlned Despfte the scope'

' of the study some a33001atlons oould be dra'n between the

N ,Q.' i

81m11ar ;nstltutlogg may have been.- H wever, ,no-'two_
institutions are alike in every respect, thereforeyfoautionl'
- T must “be.-, used‘ when . trylng to 1mpose the hlstorical and

. 3001a1 realltles of one 1nst1tutlon upon another.' Provided'

’ withln this study 1s,' however, a general frahe_ork upon

‘whlch other studles could bUlld in order to ga;n ‘a clearer

VA

understandx&g of rlotlng in Canadlan prisons 1n an ever..

' I

iohanglng social landscape MPre work 1s-requ1red to_place-
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outbreaks ir ‘prisons into .ca _D?,-ational' perapective,
contributing to a more wholistic pigture of rioting’ as the’ '

heterogeneous phenomenon it_is~which oceurs - ‘inga society
S . N - . o

__thgt is liﬁcopsta}%ﬁ.y- ;n a state ofﬁa‘nsition. j\r\

-

-
-

— o
L



'

ERRERTRRERSSNR

" BIBLIOGRAPHY '

CREREREREE XN NNE




158.

American Correctional Association Committee. Riocts and
Disturbances in Correction .Institutions. American
Lorrectional Association 1970.

American- Prison  Association Committee on -Riots,
Prison Disturbances and Riots. Report._ May, 1953.

Atkins, B., H. Glick(eds).: Prisons, Protests, and
Politics. Prentice-Hall. N.J. 1972 :

Assistant Warden To Superlntendent of Penitentiaries. Re:
Unrest of Inmates October 20, 1932. Vol. 187 U-15-5-

(1). Public Archives. Ottawa Co

‘Avery, D.  "The Immigrant Industriai Worker in. Canada
1896-1919: The Vertical Mosaic as an Historical
Reality." Identities: The. Impact Of Ethnicity On

Canadian Society. TIsajiw {ed). Peter Martin ASsociates
Ltd. 1977.

Babeock, E. "The History of .Kingstonv Penitentiary.n®
. Historic Kingston. Mimeograph. Ottawa. _Solicitor
General-Library. 1965. . :

Banister, P., et al. "Psychologlcal Correlates of Long
Term Imprisonment™. British Journal of Criminology.
Volﬂj3(u),_0ct.i 1973. pp 312-330. H

Bates, " S. Prisons And Beyond. Books for Libraries Press
N.¥Y. 1936. ’ '

'Bééttie, J. Attitudes Towards Crime and Punishment 1In
- Upper - Canada, 1830-1850: A Documentary -~ Study.
‘Toronto. Centre of Criminology, University of

Toronto.  1977.° _ ' ‘

Bellomo, J. "prer Canadian -Attitudes Towards Crime

and . Punishment (1832-1851). Ontaric - History. Vol.

LX1V. 1972,

Berkowitz, L. "Frustrations, Compérisons;-and Other Sources”
of Emotion Arousal as Contributors to Social Unrest
Journal of Social Issueg, Vol. 28(1) 1972. pp 77-91.

Bolte, G. "Instltutlonal Discobedience In A Maximum- Security:
Prison" Offender Rehabilitation. Vol. 3(1). Fall 1978.-
pp 19-31. ‘

Bowles, R., J. Hanley, B. Hodgins, G. Rawlyck.

Protest, ' Viclence, and Social Change. Scarborough.
1972,




: ' . - .l : ) . ‘- - - :
Brody, S. "The Political Prisconer ‘Syndrome. - "Crime

Co. 1981.

Caporaso, J., Ross, L. (eds). " Quasi-Experimental
Approaches. Evanston. Northwestern University Press.
1973. : ’

Careless,  J., B. Craig _Aeds). Part One of The Canadians
1867-1967. Toronto. acmillan,. 1971. o
.Chan, J. R. Ericson. Decarceration And The Ec&nomy Oof
' Penal Reform. - Torento. Centre .of- Criminology,

University of Toronto. 1981, : oo

Clark, S. Canadian Society in- Historical Perspective.
Toronto, McGraw-pill. 71976, ‘ :

Clark, S.D. . Canadian Society in Historical Perspective. .

- Toronto. McGraw-HI1l Ryerson. 1976. 4

Clemmer, D. The Prison Community. Holt; Rinehart, Winston
Inc. N.Y. 7958, ' )

Cohen, - A, "Prison Violence: A Sociological
Perspective".Prison Violence. A. Cohen, G. Cole, R.

‘Callwocd, J. . -Portrait of Canada. New\York. Doqbleda}\ad&

159.

and Delinquency. Vol. 20(2).: April, 1974. pp-97-106.

Brown, R., R. Cook. . Canada 1896-1921: » A Nation
Transformed. Toronto. McClelland and Stewart. 1676.

Dayley {(eds). Lexington Books, Massachusetts. .1976. pp
3-21. .

Conrad, J. "The Beast Behind The Wall"., . Prison Violence.

A. Cohen, G. Cole, R. Daily (eds).  Lexington Books,
Massachusetts. 1976. pp 23-29. . oo .

‘Cook, R.” Canada: A Modern Study. .Toronto.’' Clarke, Irwin

-

and Co. ~ 1963.

Cook, R. The Maple Leaf Forever. poonto. ‘Maemillan of
Canada. 1971. ' '

Creighton; D.  "Troops Ready For Any Sign Of New Riot."
Telegram. August 16, 19504, - ' ‘

Cressey, D.. (ed). The Prison Studies. In Institutioﬁal
Crganization And Change. Holt, Rinehart and Winston
"Inc. N.Y. 1961. ' :

»



160.

Criminal Code of Canada, 19811

Culhane, C. Barred From Prison. ‘Pulp Press, Vancouver.
1979.. o . . .

.Dandurand,. Y. "The Report of the Sub-Committee. On The
Penitentiary -System -- Ancther Look."™: .Crime and
Justice. Aug., 1977. pp 103-109. ' '

Dauber, E., D. Shichor. "A Comparativé Exploration of
Prigson.Discipline.™ Journal of Criminal- Justiceé. Vol. 7

(1).1979' pp 22-35.

DeFord, M. Stone ‘Walls: Prisons From Letters to°
Furloughs. Chilton Co., N.Y. T79b62.

Desroches, F. (1). "Patterns in Prison Rioté."v,Canédian‘
Joeurnal of Criminology- and Corrections.  Vol.
Oct., 1974. pp 332-351.

- Desroches, F. (2). "Anomie:  Two Theories Of Prison
Riots"™ Canadian Journal. of Criminology. ~Vol. 25(2)},-
April, 1983. pp 173-190. . _

Desroches, F. {3). "The April 1671 Kingston Penitentlary
Riot." Canadian Journal of Crlmlnology and- Correctlons

Vol. 16 (a4) T974 PP 317 331 .
Durkheim, E. Suicide.‘ The Free Press New'Ydrkﬁ.'1951:

Eastman, ‘M. "Riot and Refqrm' at ' Sing Sing". - Prison
Reform. C. Bacon (ed). H.W. Wilson Co., N.Y. 1917. PP -

*

Editqriali "Call For Ventilatlon" ‘Thé Halifax Chronicle
Rugust 15, 1933. o ‘ T

Editorial. "Those Prison Riots." The Ottawa ‘Journalf |

October 20, 1932

Edmison, J- "Some Aspects of Nlneteenth Century Canadian
Prisons." Crime And Its Treatment in -.Canada.. W.T.
MeGrath (ed). Maemillan. T.O0. 1976 pp 279-301.

~

Ellis, D., Grasmick, H. Gilman, B. "Violence In Prisons: A‘
, Sociological Analysis."™ American Journal of Soclologi
Vol. 180 (1), July 1974. pp T6-43. o 3

Ellis, Db. (a). Disturbances  In Canadian Penitentiaries..

During The Years 1971-1980. York Unlver31tg ~La Marsh'
Research Programme, Report No. 4, July, 2.




161,

Ellis, D. (2). Size, Crowding And Violence: 'The Prison
As Behavioral Sink. York University. Hesearch-Paper.

Emison, J: ""The History of Kingston - Penitentiary.n®
Historic Kingston. No. 3. November, 1954, pp 26-35.
"Else, J., X. Stepheson."ﬁVicariOUS Expiation: A Theory of
- Prison and Social Reform." Crime and Delinquency. Vol.

20 (4} OQct., 197”;_ pp 359-372. - T
Farrington, D.,” C. Nuttal. M"Prison Size, onercrowd;ng,

Prison Violence, And Recidivism." Journal of ‘Criminal
Justice. Vol. 8 (3), 1980. pp‘221-237.

Feld; B. Néutralizing Inmate Violence. Ballinger Pub.,
Massachusetts 1977. i :

Fearn, G. Canadian Socidl Organization. Toronto. Holt,
. Rinehart and Winstonm. 1973, ‘ ’

Firestoﬁe, J.- "Theory. of the Riot Procéss." - American
Behavioral Scientist. Vol. 15 (6), July/Aug. 1972. pp
-8509-882.7 7 7 ‘ C : )

Flynn, E. "From Conflict Theory to Conflict Resolution.™
American Behavioral Scientist! Vol. 23 (5). May/June,
T980. pp 7E5-776. -

.'Fox, V. (1). 'J‘Violence Behind Bars. Greenwood Press.

) Connecticut. 1956. . - :

Fox, V. .(2). "Prison Riots In A Democratic ~Society."
Police. 16 Aug. 1972.. pp .35-41. _ ‘ ‘

-Galtung, 'J. "Prison: The Organization or Dilemma"™  D.
-Cressey. (ed). Prison Studies In Institutional
Organization And Change. 19671, Holt, Rinehart and
Winston. New York. 1961. .pp 107-145.

Garson, G. (1). "The Disruption of Prison Administration:
An  Investigation Of Alternative ' Theories Of The
Relationship Among Administrators, Reformers, And -.
quolunt%;y Social Service Clients." Law Society and ’
Review. "6. 1972. pp 531-651. : - ' '

Garsén, G. (2). "Force Versus~Restraipt'In'Prison Riots."

» €rime And Delinquency. Vol. 18 (&) 'Oet. 1972. .. PP
L1152, S . o .

Gaucher, B. - "On The Need For Speécificity In Marxist
Criminology: An -Illustration." Canadian Criminology

- Forum.. Vol. 6. ‘Fall. 1983. pp 35-47:

+



. 162.

~ .

Graff, H. "Crime and Punishment in the Nineteenth Century:

' The Experlence of Mlddlesex County, Ontario."™ Records of
The Past. - Toronto. ' Institute for Studies in Educatlon
Series 13. 1979 p 171-210.

Goffman,_I; "0n The Characteristlcs ‘0f Total. Instltutlons
The Inmate World." D. Cressey (ed) The Prison Stullies

In Institutional Organization And Change. - Holt, Rinehart
and Winston. New York. 19T, pp 68-106. -

Gosselin, L. Prisons 1In Canada. Black Rose Books.
Montreal. 1982. : o .

Hamilten, G. “Inmata‘s Story: Two Fires, Break
Plotted”., Globe and Mail.- August 6 1954 o

Handy, C., et al. "Interpersonal Dynamics In A Slmulated
Prison." International Journal of  Criminology and
Penology. Vol. 1 1973. pp 69-97.

.Hartung, F., M. Flock. "a 8001al Psychology Analysxs of

- Prison Riots: An Hypothesis.™ Journal of Criminal Law’

Criminology, and Police Secience. Vol. U47. 1956-57. pp
5T1-57. ' ' o .

Helmstadter, G... TResearch Concepts in- Human Behavior.
NewYork. Appleton-Century-Crofts. 1970. ]

House of Commons Debates. Vol, 1, 1955. .

House of Commons Debates. Vol. 111, 1855.

House of Commons Debates. Vol. V, 1971.

Huff, C. ' “Unionization Behind The Walls." Criminology.
Vol. 12 (2). Aug. 19T4. pp 175-194. . T

Hush Free Press. "Is Graft Rampant At Kingston Pen?" July

Z, 1919 P

Hush Free Press. "300 Prisoners. Sign Smuggled Statement."

~May 15, 1950.

Hyman, R. "Saved Keys Desplte Fire and Mob" “Globe and
Majil. August 16,,1954 : , 7

Jacobs, J. Statev1lle The Pen1tent1ary in Mass Soc1ety
University of Chicago.Press. 1977

)
\

\ e
./

. v



-

163.
Jayewardene, C.H.S. “The Nature of Homicide;  Canada
1961-1970." Crime in Canadian Society. R. Silverman, .
“J. .Teevan Jr. (eds7. Toronto. Butterworth and Co.
1975. pp 279-310. .
Jensen,. G. "Age And  Rule Breaking In Prison.™

Criminology. Vol. 14 (4). Feb., 1977. pp 555-568.

Journal Of The Legislative Assembly Of The Prov1nce Of,

Canada. « Vol. 16, No. 4,  1858. .

Johnstone,. W., B. Henheffer. "History Of Treatment In
Canadian Penitentiaries." Social Problems: A Canadian’
Profile. ) Lasking. (ed). Toronto. McGraw-Hill. 1961
pp 54, .

Keyfits, N. "The Changing Canadian Populationuﬁ ‘Urbanism
And The Changing Canadian Society. Clark {(ed). Toronto,
University of Toronto Press. 1961.

Kidmad, J. The Canadian Prison. Ryerson Press. Toronto.
1947. )

Kirkpatrick, A. "The Prison Dilemma." Canadian Journal
of Criminology and Corrections. Vol. 16 (2).  April
1974, pp 282-290. " _

‘Leff, G. History and Social Theory. Alabama. dniversipy
of Alabama Press. 1969. - _ : ; F

- _ A

Letter to Department of Justice Re: Disturbances at

Kingston Penitentiary August 21, 1946. Vol. 107
TUa15-5(1) Publlc Archives. Ottawa. : o

Letter to Minister of ‘Justlce Guthrie, July 10, 1933ﬂ
Vol. 107 4-15-5 (1) Public Archives., Ottawa. "~

Letter To The Warden. July 10, 1933._\V91. 107 4-15-5. (1)
Public Archives, Ottawa/ o ) ]

Lower, J. “ Canada:  ‘An  Outline MHistory. Toronto.
MeGraw-Hill., 1900, .

MacCormick, ‘A.° "Behlnd//fhe Prison Riots. "American
Academlc of Political and Soclal S¢ience. Vol. 203, May,
1958, pp 17- 27

MacGuigan Report. The Sub—Cbmmittee on ‘the Penitentiary
System In Canada. Ottawa, 1977. :

i

at



A < )
- 164.
_ .
Mann, W.'(éd) Social and Cultural Change in Canada
Toronto. Copp.Clark. - 1970,
?¢MOC1eery, R. . "The Governmental Process and Informal Social.

Control." D. Cressey (ed). Prison Studies In
Institutional Organization And Change. Holt, H{n\nart

and Winston. New York. 19671. pp 149-188.

__McKaj; H., Krug-McKay, B. Jayewardene, C. H.S. 'Indicators
of Disturbances in Penal Instltutlons University of
Ottawa, Crlmlnology, 1977.. ) ‘

" wmNaught, K. The Pelican Hlstory of Canada Mankham.

- Penquin Books.  1976. i

‘McNeil, G.,'S. Vance. Cruel And Unusual. Deneau and
Greenburg. Canada 1978, '

Memorandum For The Honourable The Mlnlster Of Justloe,_
December - 5, 1932. Re: Kingston Penltentlarw , :
Disturkamces October, 1932, Vol. 107 4-15-5 (1). Public
Archives, Ottawa : - , ’ .

Memorandum For the Honourable The Minister Of Justice Re:
Kingston Penitentiary Disturbance or Insurrection.

‘October, 1932. Vol. 107 4-15—5 (1)-delic'Archives.
Ottawa ’ . ‘ )

Memorandum For The Deputy Mlnlster Of Justice, ‘8th January,
1933.. Re: Dorchester Revolt.’ \Yol. 107 4-15-5 (1)
Public Archives. - Ottawa. ,

Minor, W. MPolitical Crime, Political Justice; Ahd
Political Prisoners.". Criminology. V&l. 12 (4) Feb..
1975. pp 385-398. . '

) ’ . ot

Mohr, .J.W., Turner, R,, Jerry, M. Pedophllla

and Exhibitilonism. Toronto. “University of Toronto
Press. 1GbB7F. . .

Morris, G. "Irrational Beliefs of Prison Inmates."
Canadian Journal of Criminology and Corrections. Vol 16
(1), Jan. 1974. pp 53-59.

Monris; T. "The Parlous State of Prisons". .J. Freedman
" (ed). Prisons Past And Futuyre. ‘Heinemann, London.
1978. pp 81-971. E :

Morton, W. The Critical Yedrs. Toronto. .McCleliand and
Stewart. 1977. '




Report Of The Superintendent Of Penitentiaries.  Re!

165

wr

-

Norman, W. A Chapter Of Canadian Penal History: The Early
Years Of The Provinecial Penitentiary At Kingston And The
Commission JTnquiry Into . Its Management, 1835-1851.
Unpublished M.A. Thesis, Queen's University, 1979.

: Noﬁak; S.:. Methodology of Social Research. Hoilahd/USA.

D. Reidel Pub. 1977. -

Ossenberg, R. (ed). Canadian Society: Pluralism, Chaﬁge,
and Conflict. Secarborough. . Prentice~Hall. . 1971.

Pallas, J., ~B. .Barber.. ~ "From Riot to Revolutibp."_.
Issues .In Criminology. Vol. 7 (2), Fall, 1972. pp 1-19.

Rawls, - J. A Theory of Justice. Massachussetts. Harvard
Press. 1971. ) : '

'Royal Commission To . Investigate The Penal System Of
Canada. Archambault. Report. Ottawa, 1938.

— .
Report O0Of Investigation 1Inte Shooting. Into "D" Block

Kingston Penitentiary. October .20, 1932. Vol. 107
4-15-5 (1) Public Archives. Ottawa. :

-

Report Of The Superintendent of Penitentiaries. 1932.

Report - Of The Superintendent of Penitentiariesl. 1933.

Réport Of The Superintqﬁaent of Penitentiaries. 1935

Report Of /The Superintendent -of Penitentiaries. 1954-55.

Report Of The Supérintendent of Penitentiériea. 1955.

L

Kingston Penitentiary Disturbances. Ottawa. 1932.

Rusche, G. "Labor Market And Penal Sanction: Thoughts On
The  Sociology Of Criminal Justice." Crime and Sccial
Justice. Fall/Winter. 1978, :pp 2-8. /"

Seott, G. Inmate. ‘Opﬁimum Publishing. Montreal. 1982.
Scott,  G. Inmate. Toronto. Optimum Publishing. 1982.

Schrag, C. "The Socioldgy of Prison Riots:™" Proceedings
of the American 'Correctional Association. 1960. PP
136-146. ) ] e

-



166.

Sessional Papers. ‘Vol. XX1. 1863

Sessional Papers. Vol. 11. 1870.

Seéssional -Papers. Vol: 11. 1874. -

fSessiénal'Paper&. Vol. XV11. 1885.

‘Se351onal Papers. Vol. 11. 1890.

‘Se351onal Papers. Vol. X1V. 1906.

- Shafer, R.J. (ed) A Gulde To Hlstorical Method
Illinois. 'Dorsey Press 1980

ﬂShéom, 5. "Klngston Penltentlary The Early Decades.”
Canadian Journal of Corrections. Vol. 8. July 1966. pp
215=-220,

-

Shoom, S. "The Upper Canada Reformatory. Penetanguishene:
The -Dawn Of Prison Reform In Canada." Canadian Journal
of Criminology and Corrections. Vol. 14, Wo. 3 July,
1979. pp.260—267. ;

Smith, C., J. Hepburn. "Alienation in Prison

Organizations."” Criminology. Vol. 17 (2). Aug. 1979.
. PP~ 251—262. _ .
. .

Smith, J. "The Predlctlon of Prlson Riots. British
Journal of Mathematical and Statistical Psychology
Vol. 33 (2) Nov. 1980.7 pp 151-159,

Solicﬁ@or General., A Summany'And Anal&sis Of séme Major "’
Inq®ries On Corrections,'1938~1977. May, 1677. Ottawa.

Solicitor General. Historical Background of the Canadian
Penltentlary Service. Ottawa 1965.

%

Star Correspondent Star_Spe01al. The Star. October 18,

1932." = :
e

Stolz,-B. "Prisons As Political Instltutlons What Are
The Impllcatlons For Prison Ministry." Proceedings of
the One Hundred and Eighth ‘Annual Congress of the .
American Correctional Association. Aug. 1978. pp 13)£20.

Swackhammer Report. Report Of The Commission Of Inﬂulry
Into Certain Disturbances At Kingston Penltentlary During
Aprll 1871, Ottawa, 1973.

, : ' . I/



16((.“

"
'

Task Force On The Creatlon Of An Integrated Canadian“

* Corrections System. The Role 0f Fedepral~” Correctlons In
Canad Jan. 1977.

The Citizen. ~"Summon Troops Agaln to Halt Prlson-

Rioting™. October 21, 1932. . .ﬂ_u
Toch, H. "Social Climate and Prlson Violence 0 Fedebal

Probatlon i Vol. 42 (4). 1978 pp 21-25. N
Van Luven, D. "200 Rampaglng Prlsoners Create $1 000

000
Havoc" The Klngston Whig Standar-glL hugust 16, 195h

Veno, A., M. Dav1dson "Prison Vlolence . Some Différent

Perspectives." International Journal of Crlmlnology and -
‘Penology. Vol. 5. 1977. pp 399-8509. ,
o Whitehead, (1). "Violence in Institutichs.m - "

Internatlonal Journal of Offender Therapy and Comparatlve

v _,Crimlnology London Vol. 19 (1) 1975.  pp 87-89.
Whltehead, J. (2). "Violence in Mental Hospitals and >
Prisons." International Journal of Offender Therapy and

Comparatlve Criminology. VoI, 23 Ty 1979. pp 2T7-24.

[
EN

, Wightman, H. "Uprising At Klngston Worstvaer" Globe and
Mail. August 15, 1954.

Wilds, C. "Evaluation Of A Method Of Predlctlng Vlolence

In Offenders." Crlmlnolog . Vol. (3) Nov. 1973. pp
y27-435, . TE
Wllsnack R. T"Explaining Collectlve’VLOlence in Prisons:

Problems and Possibilities." Prisocrn Violence. JA. Cohen
{ed) 1976. pp 61-78. - .

Y

Wolf, P. "The Effect of Prison on Criminality." Past And
Future. J. Freeman (ed) 1978. pp 17-102. o
" Woolpert, S. "Prisoner's Unions, Inmate Militancy, and

Corretional Polioymaking." Federal Probation. Veol. 24
(2) June, 1978. pp 40-45. s

Zeeman, E., Hall, C. Harrison, P., Marriage, G., Shapland,
"A Model For Prison Disturbances.": British Journal
of /Criminology. Vol. 17 (3), July, 1977.  pp 25T-2863.

Ze)lfick, G. "The Hull Prison Riot". _British Journal of
iminology.  Vol. 18 (1), Jan. 1978, pp 75-79.

i





