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! - Abstract .
\
Frederick Law Oimsted’s Mount \
L ' : Royal Park, Montreal:

“Design and Context

Jgnléo Selihe
N .
o ‘

This thesis is an historical examination .of Frederick

. Law Olmsted’s design of Mount Royal Park, Montréal (1874-

1877>. The park plan is considered as a pybduct of ideas

current in urban development and aesthetics of the period,

social and healib requirements .wof the citizens of

Montréal, ar}istic and 1iterary interpretations of the

~

park site, and the architect’s experience. The design is

analyzed "and its genesis tracea'through three phases -
4 v
pre—design, dgsién production and post-design - which span
t i - .

N \
fhe latter half of the nineteenth century. Both planning

and construction acfiuity are consldeneq/' as ’welL\ as

~,
-

critical and public respo;se to the ‘park.
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,Introductiqﬁ

The large' urban park was a broduct of the public-'
spirited aspect of nineteenih century western culture. (It
was &i example of measures taken to remedy the widespﬁead
ill—effects 'of'ind&strializatiﬁf and rapid' urbanization.

Linked to ‘the aesthetic ideas of the period, the Bnrk

‘reflected the _ideal that somehow art, and especially »

publig art, couldfact~as an uplifting, ' positive force in
the daily life of ordinary.people. The park was conside;ed
by many as much a workﬂof art as a functional space for
recreation. Could the public park f;f+il the idealistic
expectatioﬁs' which were its foundation? This question
under[ies.thekfollowing account o{_;>¥derlck Law OImsted’s
design for Mount Roral ParI;, Montréal (1874-1877), one of’
two large parks to be established in the city in the
1870°s, some five hundred acres of pastoral and wild;rness
scenery overlooKing the city developing rapidly around its
hilly site. Olmsted’s work reflects the artisti&
and functional duality of the nineteenth cgntury public
parkK. The foflowing thesis links his design to the socio=

economic, cultural and aesthetic factors which shaped it.

These factors are uiewéd‘as changing and extended rather

-

-
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than a specific set of conditions dq: to the Jlength of
this  early period of the park’s dévolopmcnt and

realization, roughly sixty rears. 3
\

The structure “chosen for this exercise is loosely.

chronological - each chapter covers one of three phases of

th; genesis of the Olmsted plan. The first 64 these is the
pre—design period (to 1874)., Land use, urban development,
artistic and literary interpretations of the eventual
"site, local, and international ﬁovomonts su&porting the
establishment of large urban parks and the architect’s
bacKground are examined as the coptext in which the. park
;;an was developed. The second phase considered /: the
‘design phase (1874-1877) during which the architect

"~
created the Mount Royal Park plih, a time when he was mo;t

}ntensily' involved with the municipal officials. The

design iﬁsolf and the factors which shaped its outfomo are
analyzed. The final chapter of the theﬁis covers ého third
period of Dimsted’s direct influence on the‘form which the
park was to take. The post—design phase covers the years
from 1878 to approximately 1908, when the work of new
plahners was ad;pted. The extent fo which the OImsted plaﬁ
was executed i traced and the park as it appoaged through
the 1880‘'s and 1890’9 is examined tirough the opinions of
"

its critics.

The thesis specifically tguches égﬁy ideas current in

urban development and landScape aesthetics in the latter

half of the nineteenth century. An attempt has been made

4
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to integrate little used documo,p‘arw sources suA as the

‘v ‘n . architect’s 'drjawlhgs’ and letters with the mll—known.

% S publjished source“mater ifa} on the éark. Use o-ﬁj’inaps an/d

,’ | . topographical views of the chty, as well , a8 newspaper ’
N accounts, petitions and eritical wri'tings has ‘also béen

§

S made. The intention of this thesis, finally;, Is to link

the - functional char.acte‘r Dof the park design with the R

4

assthetic aspoct',‘ thereby complem‘onting the existing’®

.- v N
R historical accounts of the subject. .
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: * Chapter 1 . 4

‘The ‘Park Idea in Montréal: - .

Development io:le74.

»

In a€tempting to undefstand how Mount Royal Park,
Hoqtréal; was‘createq, itis ;ot ;nough to simply credit
the city councils of the 1840’s with admirable fo;esight
in acquiring the parkAlada;Nor {8 pass off the I}rge urban
parK as an idea imported from Europe into New York, taking
on -the chaéacter of a f!eeting fashion among the highly
competitive cities of nineteenth century North Aﬁerica. An
understandjng of the development of the park idea “in
Montréal ebtrses £ om alconsideratiOn of both loc*l ‘and
interﬁation;l conditions in which these conditions ctTo to
exist. The lo?al conditions include such factors as the
evolution of the idea of open space. in Montréal’s drb;n
landscape, land‘use on the site itself, as well as social,
,cultural .and aesthetic ideas prevalent in the community
during th; decades prec(ﬁ?ﬁg the park‘’s creatioh. Th;
ideology of other park movements should be Eonsidereq)as_a

Baékground* to both the 1local conhditions and the

architect’s ideas. Montréal made the fortunate choice of

) e
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“the American, Frederick Law Olmsted as landscape architect

L

et

of igs firgt large urban park. Oimsted was a ‘Ieading
fﬁnovato: and practitioner in the egtablishment of public

parks in North America. His experience and creative power

were important factors in the realization of the Mount

Royal park project. He was; in fact, an essential link
between Ehe lbcal movement and its internationaf context.
Oimsted himself insistedy that his parks were
conceived as works of art and that they should be
conserved as such. Here, the conditions surr?unding the
park’s creation - artistic,’local and international - will
be 'approached as art history, in a re-creation of' the

context of the work which wi/ll in turn serve to enrich an

understanding of the park’s eventual design.

Early Urban Dovolopmeﬁt Patterns
' A\

The word Montréal is derived from the name that the

as
’

French explorer Jacques Cartier gave to - the island’s
principal landmark, Mont Royal. This low hill, called the

Monteregian hills, rising in steep cliffs oﬁvits eastern

sides is one of several that dot the fertile plain of the'

St; Lawrence valley. Cartier, on his second exploratory
voyage to the New World in 1535, named thonmountain af ter
Monreale, Sicily, the see of Cardinal Hippo!yto . de
Medici, one'ﬁf the patrons of his expidition.l Mont Royal,

Mount Roral has since remained a symbol of communal

o

>
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;spiéation and the main laqdmark o% the city bear}ng its
name .

. The geography of the island of Montréal plars an
important role in determining the euofut}on of the city’s
landscape. Jean-Claude AMarsaﬁ traces the boginnlﬁgs of
Montréal‘s urban development from the settiement patterns
of the colonial villages ang fortifications of the French
régime built up in the decadés foliowing Champlain’s
initial attempts at colonization early in the seventeenth
‘\teétury. The island and the shores of the St. Lawrence
Riv;r surrounding it formed the nﬁcleus of the western
communi ties of ‘New France, the f;rms lgid out in long
strips leading back from the hous;s of those'wﬁé cleared
and worked them, grouped in villages that hugged tke
riverbanks; the water.prouiding access aﬁd some measure of
protection. The first roads followed the shores of the
river, linking the villages, more farms opening off these
roads as land clearance proé?essod. The shores of the
i;land w;rg pioneered first -and settlem;nt moved inward
toward the mountain center. The fortifications at Pointe-
. aux—Trembles. (f675), Riviére-dos—aniries (1688),
Senneville (1692) and Ville-Marie (1642), and the 1large
seigneurial land grants fof agricul tural purposes, such as
Verdun, Lachine, Belle-vue, ringed the island by the end
of ‘the seventeenth century. Grants of land in the interior

Al

of the island and roads traversing it 1linking the
. 2 .
communities followed quickly.

4



7

v

4 Marsan develops the definition of the concept

"chte" as the basic unit of land organization in the early

. settlement patterns of New France. The 'c&te'; a rural
unit, was adapted to urban neighbourhbod organization, the

urban street patterns 2ﬁktbwing the patterns set by the

old rural roads and the layout of the fields. The word
> ¥
‘cBte’ can be applied to a hillside rpad, like Cote-des~

Neiges or C8te-Ste-Catherine, but in the broader context

of _GQuebec settlement patterns, its meaning more closely

\

approaphes “riverside" (coast), abplied to the parcels of

farmland leading

\
subﬁiquent settlements developed behind the riverside
groups would constitute a second céte, linked to the
riverside by roads called 'montées'r Thus, relatively flat
areas of the island of Montréal, 1iKe C&te—de—Li;sse or
Cote-Vertu are also called *c8te”, and the peculi’ar manner
of giving directions in Québec, "up® or "down‘,' makes
perfect sense }f(one retains a consciousness of one’s
position in relation to the river.3 The cote is as “such
the basic unit of urban organization in Moﬁtr‘al, "17uni teé
la plus ¢élémentaire et la plus homogeéne du systéme
territoriale Montréalais... @ ell; consti tue la base d:

l‘organisation territoriale de la communauté humaine...*

The concept of 'c&te' aids an understanding of the urban

development pattern around Mount Royal, ams leaves one

with an idea of fhe relative distance of the mountain from

the harbour settlement of Ville-Marie, the fortified town

intand from the river’s edge. The
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that formed the nucleus of the cifi o \JMQgtrfal. The
farming cannuniti;§ of Cblte de—Notr(?Lame—dos-Noigos,
C6éte-Ste-Catherine, ‘Cbte—St—ﬁntoihe, and so on surrounded
the mountain with sgttlod farmland. }he roads ring{ng the
mountain wer e Cote—des-Neiges an& Cdte-Ste-Catherine,
utiliiari;n highways linking the farms with tﬁe barbour.-
The dbowtht of Montrtal‘in'}he nineteenth cpnfury would

result in the development of suburbs into the farm}ands up

. the mountain’s lower slopes above the city, and the
1

\

exbansion of the Jillages into suburbs., The pressure of
this spreading urbanization led to changes in land use on
the mouﬁtain and eventually begged the question of what
should be done with the remaining arable ‘and forested
tracts of the mountain plateau. The‘deuelopmont of ;uburbs
around Mount Royral points to its isolation from the city

centre - the site would remain, in the min of the

-nineteenth century Montrealer, a place outside the city.

‘ ' Early Open Spaces in Montréal

By the beginning of the nineteenth century, the

city of Mon tréal possessed several categorjes of open

space - market squares, military parade grounds,

cemeteries and open ;paces adjacent to churich buildiﬁgs,
<

and pfiuatt,. walled gardens attached to iz&titutions such

as convents, seminaries and hospitalg; These open spaces

'

T, {
were primarily utilitarian, but they. also had secondary
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1 social and aesthetic &unctiona. The Dhamp-do—Hars, for

exambfe, a long military parade ground,; was described by
/

John M. Duncan as "a favourite praﬁen;de in the summer
. N 5 R °
evenings", and the gardens Kept by the religious orders

were described as beautiful by the Finnish traveler Peter
P .

Kalm, refuges, no doubt, fér cbntemp?ation, in addition

to préuiding fresh produce and herbs to the institutions.
The -second. quarter of the n{netoenth ceﬁtury‘was a

period of rapid eco#omic development and urban expansion,

in which the cultural influence .ofqa'tho English
administration was manifested, in terms -of urban

A\
ok

development and in the prolifération of publ jc " squares.

Dalhousie Square was the first of these to appear,.created

after the destruction of obsolete eastern fortifications
. - 7 ' )
of /ﬁhe city in 1819. Place d’Armes was converted intq a

square in the true sense of the term with the demolition
of the old parish church of Montréad upon the caﬁpletion
of Notre—bamo-de—Montréal. The site of the new church had
been planned withulhTS eventuality in mind in the 1820’5;8
Place d’Armes was plante& with trees, furnished with a

9
fence and fountain by 1848. The conversion of other

formerly wutilitarian spaces into squares was carried out

concuérohtly = the Hay Market became Victoria Square and
‘ 10
Viger Market became Viger Square during the 18207s,

Later, in 1873, the Roman Cathol}c-cemetery-would boudug
. 11
up and converted to Dominioh Square. These urban

squares, green spaces with a primarily .social and

A
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aedthetic purpose, formed one type of direct predecessar’
4

to Montréal’s first large urban park. ’

\ Ce s " Changes in Land Use on Mount Royal

i _— . While the number of squares " increased in the

T established urban centre, changes were taKing place on

v

' ;\' Mount Royal. The uses to which the land was put multiplied'

as the city limits drew clogser - the mountain was no

v

longer simply arable and forested 1and, océupied by the,
Ne

Bt small “farms and orqhards depicted by Joseph Bouchette . in
his view dated 1831 (Illus. 1). The wealthy bourgecisie

3' had begun to acquire large tracts 6f land on the mountain.

L

\ They built villas — spacious, elegant couptry .rosfdonces

\\ _located not too far from the business of the city,

; fa;hionablo uand necessary to a com@ortablg life in the

\\ city. The large urban household depended on thi produce of

b d ’/'\ the count;y estate for a steady food ‘supply, especially

\ . 12
\ during the winter months, °when markets were unreliable. {

.t ;‘vv, ' . ' ]
' The wvilla was also a place of refuge from the heat, 5

-

crowding and uasanitary conditions of the city in summer.

In 1847, when the city was planning the acquidition of the
t . « »
Mount Royal land, there were §ovornl large estntes on the

©

m&bntain, for example, those of H B Smi th, Stanloy Bagg,
Jogh Redpath, Hugh Taylor, Bonjamln Hall, Sir Hugh Allan,

J. \irothingham and the landq of tho Sisters of the Hotel
- 13

']’
Dieu.: . ' '

s
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The vi[l' estates on the mountain contributed to

[

L ORI s, -
the geneﬁiiihesth,tlc appreciation of the mountain | site.
\ .

1
t

The siting\ o the villa was often planned to’ t;K;

14 . \
« advantage of views, and the treatment of the landscape

around it as a private park ‘or garden’ demonstrated in
"tangible form the.pleASures of outdoor recreation on the
mountain. Sir Hugh Allan’s Uilﬁa, Ravenscrag, built in

1860, with it terraced grounds overlooking the city,

provides an excéllent example of the visual quality of the

mountain locatipn. A panorama of anonymous origin (Illus.
3) Tecords thel view from the entrance terrace and shows

the formal garidening sty]e'of the Allan villa grounds, a

\ '
style that Olinsted considered inapprbpriate for the

mountain site i his eventual park design.

*

The farm and the villa on the mountain came to co-

exist, by the 1B50‘s with a public form of land use, the
cemetery. Two (large cemeteries were laid out: the
‘Protestant Mount| Roral Cemetery, established in 1830 on
the north-east .4lope and the Catholic“ Notre-Dame-des-—
established in i853 on the land of Dr.

15
Pierre Beaubien, fronting on Cote-des—Neiges. Cemeteries

Neiges Cemetery,
in Montréal had iformerly been located beside churches
within the city limits, but the need for more space, and
the belief that the |location of burial grounds in crowded
urban areas increase

/

rgﬁbval of cemeteri

the chances of contagion, led to the
s outside the city limits. Following

the necent styles |in cemetery design, (Mount Auburn

-
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- Cemetery, Cambridge, Mass. (1831) furnished an excellent

16 ~ . . o
prototype) the new cemeteries were spaciouéﬁfléndscaped,

and regarded as "parks for the dead". A visit toﬁ the
. RIS
cemetery was both. a duty and an outing. An 185§ tourist
guidebook to Montréal mentions both cemeteries as worthy
‘ 17

of a visit for their picturesque qualities, while a plan'

drawn for Mount‘hoyal'CemetePy in 18352 by Sidngy and Neff

confirms this character (Illus. 4). In this |plan, the

drives are arranged to reflect the topography of the site,

follow the

(N

he English

the wvaried routes as well as the footpaths
rise and fall of the land in accordance with
landscape style of J.C. Loudon, Known for his cemetery
designs. In a similar vein, small ponds and tream; arg
preserved, created or enhaﬁced. AssociafTéf, evocative
names are given to the drives and paths. apd to the
topographical fgatures of the landscape, fo
Mount Hope, Primrose Path. Other drives Qere n
trees associated with death, like larch, linden, ihawthorn,
cypress and laurel. It is possible that the plapting of

such trees was planned, to add to the contrived symbolism

of the landscape. That some ;ffort at landscape gardening

was in fact made in the cemeteries of Mount Royral along‘
the general 1lines of the Sidney and Neff plan, r  one
similar to it, is shown in a guidebook description from
1875. The grounds are described as possessin many

inviting nooks,; garden seats, prospects from which views

are to be enjoyed, and the few existing lakes and streams
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*are made available in every possible way to add beauty to

18
the scene...” Such attention to views and local planting

in the cémeteries provided both a rival to an additional
ﬁ;ototypo for the park on the mountain.
—

The International Parks Movements

By the mid-nineteenth century, the social changes
wrought by booming industrialization and population growth
had beset Montréal. While the conditions in Montréal bhad
their own specific ch;racter, tﬁoy cannot be considered
unique., WorkKing-class neighbourhoods grew too fast -~
overcrowding, inadequate water, sanitation, badly b:ﬁlt
housing, threats of fire and epidemics coloured the grim

picture of workers’ lives in Montréal as in other <cities.

~The bourgeoﬁs classes, on the other hand, flourished,

their ne i ghbourhoods expanding, their social life
demanding new institutions and places where they could
congreqgate in styrle.

The idea of the large public park was new in the
first half of the ninetoenth.century in Europe, and its
popularity spread quickly to North America. It held a
strong - appeal for both the bourgeois and working class
sectors of the population, prbg}sing improvements in the
living stangards of both groups. However, in cities with

. ’

elected governments, large sectors of the working class

were often di senfranchised, since property owners
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gdnorally formed the eleEtorate; therefore the needs’ of‘

the disenfranchised were often championed by philanthropic
reform groups. The views of these reformers were coloured
by a moral or ;eligibus 6r political stance, more often
motivated by sentiment than self-interested necessity.
For the bourgecisie, the large urban park provided
aesthetic enhancement of the urban environment and a mlace
of social interchange; as well, it proved materially

desirabl%V‘in terms of increasing property values of the

. land adjacent to the parks. The first large urban parks in

London and Paris, for eX}mple, Regent’s Park (completed
c.1830)!9 and the Bois de Boulogne (begun 1853)20 were
converted roral hunting preserves. Landscape desigﬁ of the
private park had attained the status of a fine art in
eighteenth century Europe. The nineteenth coﬂtury saw
this art drawn into public seru}ce, especially in the
liberalized societies of England and France, where the
bourgeoisie was the ascendant social class. Lanéscapo
architecture, in its new public role, became a profession.
Ao;thetic values formerly associated with the aristocracy
were adapted 5®: the bourggoisio to its own uses. In
England, the principles of Jlandscape aesthetics were
popularly summarized by the modes of the Sublime, the
Beautiful f&nd the Picturesque in the widely publ i shed
writings of aesthetic theoreticians 1ikKe Edmund Burke,
A

William Gilpin, Richard Payne Knight, Uvedale Price, and\

later, John Ruskin. These modes were applied to park

a

!
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design, as they were to landscape painting and romantic

literature, which often extolled the beauties of nature.
As travel became easier, with better roads and

railways, athe bourgeois tourist, whose predecessor had

been the aristocratic "grand tourist", could pursue the

aesthetic pleasure of landscape . céntemplation. A

proliferation of guidebooks like Black’s Picturesque
21
Tourist of England (1848) . directed the tourist to the

choicest views., The urban landscape'park could provide the

‘Pourgeoisn city dweller ?ith similar pleasures at his
leisure. ) > ©o-

Parks sometimes had historiéal, as well as natural,
aesfhet?c dimensions. A park whic; incorporated an old
much-used  site, such as a royal hunting gréund or a
battlefield, commemorated the past. Mdndments to Qven£s or
famous people we;e considered an important, evocative
aspect of landscape. Historical subjects still occupied an
elevated position in art and 1literature - nineteeéenth
century monuments often encompassed mythicel and biblical
!&mbols suggesting the significan&e o4uhistor}.’Thoso,‘;ot
within nature’s beauty, were a source of uTﬁual, awq

intellectual pleasure, as well as educational and

1
[ 4

patriotic, excel-lont reflections of bourgeois cﬁlturq\l
values.

The urban pérk became the setting for” a fashfpnabl
social activity, the promenade. One walked or drove

through the park to see and be seen. "North Americans

-

!
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énvied thit) polite form of socializing; which was
p . =,

widespread in European cities. Driving and walking for

. ’ /,__&_L‘
pleasure had been the  practice previously of the

aristocracy in their private grounds, and the fashion in

nineteenth * century urban bourgeois life was simply 'a

continuation of the old customs. The limited spaces iL
which one could “promenade® iﬁ North American cities
became a major.point in the argument for tﬁo creation of
parks; the desire for such a setting was strongly voiced

22 .
in New York and in most other forward-looking cities,

“including Montréal. The promenade in the park could be

considered the high note in a medley of ufrban enhancements
demanded by an increasingly well—estabiished bourgeois
class., Other city improvemenf- projects inclu&ed épe
pltanting of trees, E the creation of city squares,
boulevards, sports and exhibition facilities‘and public
gardens. . |

Beyond the intrinsic aesthetic. and recreational
values of such improvements, there were, as well, proven
material benefits. Property values and taxation potential
of the land adjpcent to such projects rose as improvements

were effected; ’fashionable ne€ighbourhoods occupied

exclusively by high-income grbups were a common result of

Acite beautification. This polarization, undertining the

already rigid stratifigftionng nineteenth century.Western
\.'%
society, was regarded by some bourgeois proponents of

parké as a desirable effect. . - .
-~ J '

’
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While many parks were the result of conversion of
lprioatg estaﬁeé to public open space, new parks were also
created. Some new parks, like Victoria Park in East Léndon

. 3 .
were set in slum areas where the need for them was

8 schemes - BirKkenhead Park near Liverpool (1843) is an
:‘ﬁ N example of such a new park created in a workihg-class
o
f suburb. The roasonind behind the creation of new parks
i Aincorporatod th; ‘bourgecis values and financial motives
described above,  but it also acquired bro;der dtmepsions .
-~ nourished by tAe social theorists of the nineteenth
. century. A number qf social and political mévements of
\ - varying degrees of \radicalism were con;erned wi th
environmental impro;oﬁent as a solution to the social ills
g aéﬁompanying prban poverty. An example of an¥,efgectiue
movement of th}s trpe wis the ltiberal Reform movement |n
Britainl in the 1830’s, whic? aimed at large-scale
) improvement of the 'livi;;\conditions of the Qonking—
> cltasses. The Reformers waged \a campaign for parks‘ in
| London’s poverty-stricken East .End as part of their
’ program. Victoria ;ark was. a ancroto rosul} of their
- - effort, and this park becaﬁq a model of environmental
improvement associated with social reform.24“. .
s The Reforme}s atgemptgd improuements :within the

. J
existing social fabric. Experiments with the founding of

new communities were attempted by such utopiah soqialjst

N

1

# ' " [

49‘ . .

upﬁfitios undertaﬁjgg construction of new
o

ods begin to include parks in their qpvtlopmont
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groups as those founded by Robert Owen or Charles Fourier.
Both these movements insisted that environmental

[improvement was essential to social well-being, and th;ir

successes were used as fuel for the arguments for *the

establishment of largi’urban parks.

Robert . Owen, a wealthy Manchester industrialist, °

set out to prove that misery and depravity were not the
necessary results of industrialization, He and his

supporters created a controversial industrial community,

. New Lanark, where workers were provided with a planned

community, well-built housing, green spaces, schools and

company -stores carrying low—-priced goods of reasonable -

4
quality. Briefly, in the post-Napoleonic War era, Owen

mustered . the support of several high-placed government

officials for the application of his social theories in

the public sphere. Through an attempt to establish< an

Owenite » communi ty at New Harmony, Indiana in 1823, the
Oweni tes al;o had an influence in North America.

0f the North American utopian demonstrations, those
of Charles\Fourier were porhugs the most influential. The
writings of Four‘ie:b were widely reaq and several

Fourierist commupities were founded, of which the New

Jersey “"phalanx® (founded 1842) and that in Wisconsin

[y

(founded 1844) were the most 1long-lived. As well as:.

alteration ‘of ffmily structure and the value attacheh -to
work, Fourier’s theories embraced the provision bf an

ideal planned environment which would help sustain social
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American intellectuals became imbued with these new

{

social theories and it was through them that many of the

ideas cpncenning.enui}onmental improvement were brought to
Y

campaigns for the establishment of large urban parks in

the late 1840°s and 1830“s. An influential group developed

. in New York city and included William Cullen Bryant and

Horace Greeley, newspapen editors;‘ Parke Godwin,

Journalist; Horace Bushnelly, minister; Charles Ldring

Brace, founder of the Children’s Aid Society; and
25

Frederick Law Olmsted, "then a published social critic.

A

These loosely affiliated individuals had the common goal

of adapting utopian socialist ideas, mainly Fourierist,

ana hradical theology, to the ideals of Jeffersonian

¥

demogpacy. They tested their thought through a variety of

practical applications‘involving ihprovement of the living
28
environment, often on a large scale. . The group was

eventually influential throughout the United States .in
~
both intellectual and political circles. Their concerns

Al

embraced educational rgforms, with the foundation of
colleges and the planning of new campus;forms as bart of
the program. Olmsted, for example, was interested )n~the
idea of founding a -national network 'of agricultur?l
cblleges, wi th the goal of improving th? standard of rural
life. The campuses of these colleges would provide a modef
of home-like comfort and |andscaped su;roundings for the

4

student occupants. The group’s educational concept

’
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included an emphasis on recreation; not only colleges, but
cities should p;ouide public space where both "active®, or
phygical, recreation ‘and "passive®, or contemplative,
recreation could be enjoyed by all citizens.29 Olmsfed
‘woild "uphold his belief in the benefits of recreation tq
the general well-being of people foﬁ the rest of his life,
Central Park in New York City,bwés one of the groyp’s mos t

illustrious projects, the fruit of their idea]ign‘in urban

impﬁovemont. Frederick Law Olmsted, ‘cdllaborating wfth the

English landscape architect Calvert Vaux, began to build

his reputation as a landscape architect.

A _less visionary, but perhaps more commonly
understood arqument for parks was that which earned them
the 1abel "lungs of the city". Open space, cleaner air and
sunshine were regarded as essential to gdod health and as
such i preventive measure against the epidemics feared by
all city dwellers, The "sanative® benefit of parks was
seldom questioned, and was widely expressed in most
nineteenth century park campaigns, including th; New York

. 30
campaign for Central Park.

The Park Idea in Montréal
These aesthetic, economic, idealist and sanative
arguments appealed, in varying degrees, to both the
working class and the bourgeois sectors of the cities”
populations.. In cities where large portions of land could

. \\ -

o e ——
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be made available at a cost which would not be considered
prahibitive, groups of citizens banded tos;ther to
petition for parks. In Montréal, the arguments for a park
on Mount Royal developed over several decades; the seeds
of the idea to be rediscovered in the local con@itions are
related to aesthetic, economic, -idealist and sanative
issues current in;-European and North Ameri;an urban
Eentres. A picture of the ciﬁy’s requirements was
increasingly perceived by both voter and city council. The
.results were three large parks established between 1874
and the end of the 1880‘s, Mount Royal Park being the
firet and most developed, followed closely by’ Ile Ste-
Héldne (1854) and later by Parc Lafontaine (c.1888).
Aesthetic  appreciation of the mountain site
appea}ed in the works of artists and writers from early‘in
the nineteenth ceﬁtury. Their works furnish indications ;f
the meaning which the mountain site held for Montrealers
and as such deserve detailed analysis.

Mount Royal was a landscape subject popular among

topographical artists working in Canada. The topographical

view formed, in the early nineteenth century, a laﬁga

- ¢

pr0porfi6n of the visual art produced in Canada, rivalled

only by religious pain;ing and portraiture:' Artists

devoted much effort to recording the appoir;nco of the'Now

World, both as a confirmation of its beauty and as proof

of its civilization‘for those who had not seen it. The
31

artists” depictions -of the mountain are as varied as

[ -y
1]
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their individual styles ‘and the purposes for which the

views were intended. This variety invites interpretation
of the meaning of the subject beyond -the simple
descriptive content of the pictures. The folloyuing works

illustrate several types of interpretation.

te

Thomas Davies’ Montréal (I1llus. 5) of 1812, a view

taken from‘ the mountain, was probably composed from

. sKetches, since it is unlikely that the arti.«.:»t was in

. ~ 3z .
Montréal that year. The picture shows a conscious

selection of elements, as if the art'ist weore reassembling

the scene from memory. He éoncentratos on the wilderness )

flora arranged around the rocks and trees of the ample
foreground; the farms of ‘the midd;e plangs‘ are denoted by
disproportionately large cattle; in the city beyond, non-—
descript, block-tike buildings surround th; selected
landmarks of 'the churches, against a backdro’p of ‘the
;iu‘r, the villages of the soutr\r shore, the, forest’s ed?e
and the' Monteregian hills. Davies’ cr'x'stalline vision
communicates the transition of the u‘i,owed landscape from
wildernegs to civilization to wilderness, giving a clear
sense of the geographical location of the city within the
wilderness. Here', " Davies shows a wilderness tr;at is not
without beauty or interest, demonstrated 'by the care which
he lavishes on the drawing of the flora.

The mountain interpreted as wilderness returned in
the work of others. E. Walsh, in AView of .the City of
Montréal and thog“mvor St.ﬁ Lawrence from the Mountain,
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. €¢Ilus. &), shows a tamed wilderness marked by the

‘moﬁumfnt Eo fur—-trader Simon McTavish, one of the +first
uilla-b?ildors on the mountain (died 1804).33 Again the
forested foreground is a substantial feature of the
picture; the cif& appears dis;ant while the river and its
farther shore are iimp!y streaks, shrouded in atmospheric
d}stance. This composition conforms tﬁ the pi;turésque
sfyle, wi th i@s gentie reminders of tpe city’s past, the
people who built it and the 6rimevalrforqst out‘bf which
it was hewn. . oo

William H. Bartlett’s Montréal from the Mpuntain

|
{Illus. 7> shows a substantial mountain foreground in a
more robust picturesque style, incorporating elements of

the sublime, such as a large lightening-blasted tree trunk

and a bleak, windswept tree clinging to a rock. One of the

P

staffage fii?res appears t6 be Kkneeling before the.

scenery, while disproportibnately tall steeples and a few
larger building;, among them thre—pamo—de;Montrtal,
dominate an otherwise murky city far below the viewer, and
the 6ouﬁtains on the far shore of the  river sweep
dramatically across the horizon. The distortion of the
elements of the vieh, which was l1iKely destined fér a
fozeign market, combine here t9 play on the viewer’s sense
of the spoctacular; lending an aura of the exotic to the
scenery.

Other intorpretofs of "Montréal from the Mountain®

emphasize the- mountain’s pgstoral chaqacter, showing

0 "
[

a

[}
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farm&, cattle or orchards in the foreground. Jése«ph
Bouchette’s View of the City of Montréal, Taken from the

ﬁountain CIllus. 1) s includes the city in the -distant

-background, while the <fruit harvest taking place in a

4

rich, broad, rural setting occupies a large portion of the

picture space. In James. Duncan‘s Montréal C(from the
mountain) (Illus. 8, | the orchards are exchange‘d for
pasture and a farm house. |
‘ The topographical view focused on the city and the
progress gf its grm"th constitutes a third i’ntorprotation.}
In //these, the mountain itself is of littllo interest,
tre;te,d merely as a uan~tade point from which one coq\d
cast a satisfied gl ance over the city’s development. G.H.
:Qndrews’ View of the City from the Royal. Mount (I1lus. 9_)
(1840) includes the city’s latest improvomonts: \tho
McTavish Street reservoir in the 4orogr~oun'd, H‘chill
U;\iuersity, the Victoria Bridge, Christ Church Cathedral
ar;d Notre-Dame-de—Montréal. The city i‘s, depicted as
orderly, god-fearing and progressive. This third
perception is also present in the illustrative insets of
F.N. Boxer’s map of Montréal of 1859 (I11us. 11) aimed, no
doubt, at visitors or potential investors. |

The topographers inte_rpréted the moun)tain generally
"as a wilderness spot where nature in its prime‘ual ‘state
could . be app;eciated, as a wilderness which reminded one

of the country’s pioneering past, as a pastoral setting

bordering- the activity of the.city, or a vantage point

¢ 24
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from which the city’s jprogress coqld be surveyed. They
prouic}g evidence of the pisuval traditions associated with
the mountain site, traditions whicl; the park dosigri would
eventually incorporate.

~ While the h_istorical significance of the mountain

is suggested in a spmewhat general manner in the

topographrical views, the historian Fransois-Xavier Garneau

articulated its speci-‘fic meaning. In his acclaimed

1]

Histoire du Canada depuis sa découverte jusqu‘a }\os‘ Jours

.€1845-1848), he attributed the first European appreciation

of the inotmtain view to none other than Jacques Cartier.

Descrfribing Cartier’s discovery of Hochelaga during the

- second voyrage of 1335, Garneau pays :

Cartier se fit conduire sur la cime d‘une
montagne qui é&tait & un quart de lieue de
distance. 11 découvrit de cet endroit un pays
sans bornes. Enchanté de la vue magnifique qu’il
avait devant lui, il donna a cette montagne le
nom de Mont—-Royal, nom qu‘elle a conservé et qui
s‘est étendu a Ja ville qui est maintenant au

pied.34

Garneau’s fixation on this moment as an inspirational
. S

climax in Cartier‘s voyage of discovery and his emphasis

" on the magnificence of the view arne a romantic’s

projections of what was most 1likely a minor event.
Cgpt-ier‘,‘ according 'to documentary sources did use the word

“belle” to describe the land he saw - he said, “"Entre

lesquelles montagnes est la terre, la plus belle qu‘il.

35
soit possible de veoyr, labourable, unye et plaine..."

The beauty of the land seems to be interpreted in a sober
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.spirit of appraisal of its agrarian potential. However,
_the association of the mountain w‘ith the origins of New

France remains popular and lends to the mountain site a

- specific hi§torical significance, Once Garneau pad

sanctified the view with history, every citizen could look

out over the limitless landscape and re-experience

‘ Cartier’s discovery. Garneau himsel+f, a pioneer of

. Canadian history, bemoaned the dearth of historical

monuments in C\a\nada, pointing to the European landscape
with its many such remin&ers of the past,’ as an example
which - Canadians should emulate. In his Voyage en
Angleterre et en France dans les années 1831, 1832 et
1833; Garneau. revealed the extent to which the landscape

inspired in him historical associations, both in Europe

“ .

and upon his return to North America, as he travelled

from Boston up through New YorkK and Upper Canada toward
36
his patiue country. Given the popularity of Garneau’s

Wbitings, it is not surprising to find letters in the
newspapers pointing out the historical importance of the
proposed park site :

The question now is, where is the proper
spot for a monument to Jacques Cartier?
According to my mind, and I hope you will agree
with me, that place is pointed out by history;
Jacques Cartier has marked it himself. On the
20th October, 13535, Jacques Cartier ascended the
Mountain, and when on top of it contemplated the
extent and beauty of the surrounding countries,
and he said : "] name this mountain M;nt Royal."

There is no contestati‘on (sic) about it
he was the first civilized man who put his foot
g on the top of that mountain, and I think- there

¢z




27

is not a more fitting place for historical
recollection to erect a monument to that
chivalrous seaman than: the very one on which he
was standing when he solemnly named our city. It
will probably be at the head of the new
projected ParK of the Mountain sic ...37

The aesthetic and historical appreciation of -the
mountain site was placed in a more practical and popufar
context by the groups of petitioners to the city ‘council
for the construction of a road or boul;uard on the
mountain.. One such ﬁ%tition was made in 1844 and restated
in more elaborate form in }851. The texts of these
petitions articulati the idea of the mountain as a place
of public rectoatfon, and they show the beginnings of the
basic arguments for public parks,. arguments which would be
repeated and developed over thirty years leading up to the
eventual design of the park. As such, the boulevard idea
perhaps constitutes, more directly than the mountain
cemeteries or the city ;guare, the main pre&eaent for
Maunt Royal Park.

fhe' petition of December 4, 1844 carriosJ the

signatures of eleveh citizens, among them one H. Taylor,
apparently one of the major landholders on the mounta{ﬁ.
The petition requested a road,vbut unlike ordinary demands

for wutilitarian routes, the citizens described their

proposed'road as an enhancement of Montréal, tﬁen the seat

’of government for the Canadas :

...It is desirable that nothing tending to
advance its prosperity, to increase its:
attractions as a place for residence, or to
promote the health of-its Citizens should be
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Teft undone...

They requested “
o S
«..the establishment of wide streets or
boulevards, on the French principle, (to) form
at once aplace for healthful foot or carriage
exercise and amusement, and add to the
embellishment of the City berond almost anything
that could be devised.
That no City in Amerita, nay in the world,
_presents such a fair field for the display and
establishment of such boulevards as Montréal;
Your Petitioners would most respectfully point
out as a fit line for such improvements the base
of the Mountain as overlooking the City and
commanding from every point such lovely views of
the surrounding country. ,

The cost of building the road, they pointed out, should be

.- «regarded as nothing when it is
considered that the assessments which will be -
leviable on the lands on the line of the
boulevard will hereafter become large, and will
almost immediately pay for all the costs of the
undertaking.

They added

.« «that many of the Proprietors of land. in
that direction are willing to give gratis
sufficient land for the purpose.38

Here the elements of the case for improvement of
~

the mountain‘ are seen schematically, ‘but publicly,

articulated: healthful exercise and l'n:re_atit':m;~ a place

for pleasure driving; the beauty of the view; the
by .

enhancement of property values. The city council did not
act on this petition, but the idea was not forgotten.
On April 10, 1851, the petition was restated, this

time by a group of five citizens, Sir James Edward

‘Alexander, John Day, Georges Desbarats, J. McCord and G.

de Beaujeu, calling themselves the Montréal Boulevard

e A
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Committee. Their resolution to build a boulevard on the
mountain, as outlined in the petition, was sanctioned by a
public meeting. Theu city surveyor ‘had been consultea as to
the location and cost of that part of the road which would

pass through city limits

-

...the part that the City Authorities
should undertake will cost but 1458 pounds in Q@
Cy: -~ a mere bagatelle, whether considered with
reference to the aggregate amount of the City
assgsaments annually levied, or to the magni tude
and growing importance of Montréal .39

The remai nder of the "Boulevard arm‘md the

Mountain® would be financed and built by "Subscription or
. 40
by the Formation of a Joint Stock Company" Landowners on

the mountain were still willing to donate the 1land for the
road. [t should be noted that this petition was presented
a year after the land for the Protestant cemetery on Mount
" . Royal had been purchased, which may account for the
renewed interest in the project.

"Aside from the increase in property va]ueié, which
t\r:e botlevard would bBring, the petitioners described
further advantages:

...the immense incalculable benefit the
Citizens of all classes would derive from the
Boulevard, in respect of the health and
recreation of themselves and their families -
the character and importance it would impart to
our City, in the eyes of Strangers, and visitors
from the neighbouring States - creating
attractions and inducements for them to prolong
their astay in Montréal, and to expeénd more money
amongst us... A Boulevard, once made on the
ridge of the Mountain, in front of the City,
omnibuses would be immediately established, to
convey every five or ten minutes, for the
trifling sum of a penny, at all hours of  the

J T
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day, from sun-rise to sun-set during the summer
months, persons desiring or requiring the fresh
air and beautiful Scenery of the Mountain, to
recruit their Spirits — The wives and children
and particularly the infants of our Citizens of
all Classes, not possessing the advantages of a
Summer Country Residence, at present shut out
from all access to the Mountain, and who often
now pine away and die from their inability to
respire the Salubrious air of that elevation in
the Summer Season, could then lawfully share its
full beneéfits - would then have free access to

the Boulevar and there reclining under the
Sade of the Mountain Foliage, . healthfully
expend an hour or two inhaling a . -new

existence .41

N

To the briefly stated aduantaqes outlined in the

1844 boulevard petition is added a sentimental and

—

paternalistic appoa!ﬂ f‘or the well-being of "all Classes".

However transparent this appeal may appear in:

.iu;(tqposition to the-financial benefits of the schome,’

such arguments would be repeated many times to come, in

_ more serious terms. Again, no immediate action was taken

*

by the roads committee of the city council, but evidence

of the continued existence of the boulevard’ committee’s

intents survives in the form of a map showing their

4

proposal, drawn in 1838 (I1lus., 10>,

The m'ap prepared by F.N. Boxer in 1859 (Illus. 11> -

presenting proposed city improvements, including the
mountain boulevard and the Uictoria.éridge opened in 1860,
is a more revealing document. It shows Montréal’s

attractions as ‘a~place to visit, to live and to do

business, It is de'é.c;rated with two views of the city inset

in'to the corner —— the prospects from St. Helen’s Island
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,and Mount ﬁoyal’s south side, both places soon destined to

become parkg, "and both viewpoints from which the growing

city could be surveyed with satisfaction. The views are

st

comparable in attitude to the interpretation of "Mon treal

H

. \ )
from the Mountain® by‘B.H. Andrews (Illus. %), Thn; show

e

the spread of the city, the major buildings rising above

the rest, presenting a strongly positive opinion of the

city’s bouﬁding graowth. The.map itself shows the projected

. bridge, boulevard, canal projects, harboupr improuementé,

4 ~

11 evidences of industrial prosperity and progress.

‘Girdons and squares, like the Sulpician grounds on

Sherbrooke Street ;nd the Guilbault Gardens between Bleury
and St. Urbain,Stregts nearer the river, are prominently
indicated. The improvements prﬁjectod for the mountain are
more elaborately réﬁ;esented th;n those shown on the
boulevard’s committee’s map of the previous vear. The

mountain appears as nearly virgin territory; as Ravenscrag

was not built until 1860, nothing impeded the map-makKer’s

depicting ‘a grand entrance to thg boulevard from the top

N ‘
of. Pee)l Street. Such an entrance was véry much .in the

minds of the park commigsioners during the p\anning of
Mount Rqral“ParK; The route of the bpglevard around the
Westmount agide o; Mount Royal as well as its eastern
moqnt, indicates the ambitiﬁps of some of its supporters.

The boulevard£ as presented here, rests like a crown on

the crest of the mountain, overlooking the city, a vision

3

of progress and harmony which contrasted sharply with’ the

e et
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realities of nineteenth céntury city life.

The boulevard petitions repr;sent only a fracti&n
of the }eqﬁists'for services pressed upon‘the municipal
éouernmoﬂt by mid—centur;. The need for comprehensive city
planning in terms of the regulgrization of services was
becoming acuteiy evident. A cursory survey of Montréal
ne&ﬁpapers . shows many correspondents decrying the
miserable state of the ciﬁy’s roads, the dust, fhe SNOW,
the mud,' as well as-complaints about inadequate drainage,
sewerage, liéht and water. The city council, itself in an
early state of administrative development, had greqt‘
difficulty setting priorities. The prablem of water supply
emerqged as the most urgent. The cogsoliQation of the
responsfbility for water services in the hands of the
municipal qgministration was a major factor in
streﬁgthening the power of tpe city coUncilzéo ; point
where it could undertake ambitious projects. - The city’s
preoccupation with water focused some attention on the ’
mquntain site, which acquiFed a strategic positibq in
mpnic]pa] polftics as- an important source of fresh water.

*

The city took over the privately owned water works in
18435, ‘ah firm step in proving that elecgiuo governmen t
;(restéred in 1843 after a failed first att;mpt) coald take
“bn the responsibility of major services. jThe city built a
reservoir in the present Carré S;—Louis-'in 1849, then

another, the McTavish Street reservoir on the lower slopes

of Mount Royal, between 1852 and ;1856} the igttor
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43
designed by engineer Thomas C. Keefer. Water was

necessary tq public health, wvital as a protecﬁiue measure
aga;nst fire, ;nd impeq{tive to industrial érowth. The
council’s pressure  to build ;nothor, even larger,
reservoir on Mount Royal during t?e planning of the park

44
demonstrates that the importance both practical and

poli}ical, of the mountain as a water supply may have

indeed served as an inducemont/to the city to secure its
-~ -

rights to the mountain by building the park.

The argument at parks, or more specifically,

e

e " N .
public access to mountain air and scenery,. would be

conducive to improved public health, put forward in the

boulevard petitions, was part of the broader public health
debate heard all over North America during the nineteenth

century. In-‘Québec, public health also had a serious

- -

political dimension. During the Rebellions of 1837, the’

radical faction opposed immigration to Lower Canada on the
ground;\‘that the gvercrowded immigraqt ships brought
smallpox and cholera 'to the 'ﬁorts. Epidemics spread
rapidly and Québec experienced several devastating
g&tbreaks of disease in the course of the centur;.
A;sbciatod with immigration, a phenomenop encouraged by
the British colonial administration, public health became
a volatile and ;otentially dangerous political issue. Dr.
Wolfred Nelson, a radical 1eader duéing the Rebellions,

was a campaigner for broad measures tb control epidemics,

both at the time of the Rebellions and in qjs Qubsequoﬁt

\
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careers as doctor and politician. As mayor of Montréal
from 1834 to 1836, \ht included in his inaugural speeches

45
statemeénts on the necessity for improved public health.

After the cholera 'epidomic of 18359, he published a
. Y

pamphlet entitled 'Praﬁtical views on cholera, and on
: n '
measures to be adopted during an epidemic®. As mayor,

Nelsoh supported the idea of a boulevard on the mountain,

glthough he does not appear to have taken action to build:

44
it.

Once th; idea of a parkK captured the public
imagination, the health issue was easily attached to it. A
1ofter'apﬁearlqg in the Montreal Gazette in 18467, part of
an , exchange of views concerning'public heal th measures,

summarizes the current debate as well as any other

-document:

...The delicate lungs of a child are
extremely susceptible to malaria, and our city
abounds with reeking cesspools, manure or
garbage heaps, stinking piggeries and foul . -
basements. A trip through St. Ann‘s Ward during )

__the late three-hot days would explain the reason: 47
-for the great infant mortality thec;a’””\~_\\\\///»

: I mention the ward becau familiar s o
with it. }

‘ Filth abounds, and the . abundance of
epoisonous odours prevailing there is
astonishing. 1f an epidemic should occur, which

; God forbid, the death rate would be fearful. .

I+ any one doubts that the frightful
mortality amongst infants in our city arises
from its pestilent state, let him refer to the
admirable tables of mortality compiled by Dr.
Carpenter and published as a supplement in your
valuable journal. ’

oy
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We will find that the months of July and ~
August are the most trying months. From 1855 to
1865 this has been the case : For these twelve -
years the month of June averages 47 deaths, and
the month of July 74.

Now it is clear to any one acqudinted

with sanitary matters, that the hot July sun

- acting upon the masses of decaying wmatter and

the stagnant pools of our city produces this
result.

4 seel am continually. thankful that a Kind
Providence has enabled me to remove my child to
the country during the summer months. I can note
the Iimprovement in his health and spirits the
-first week after he has breathed the pure
. country airy,. P .

But the labouring man with 1imited means
must remain and fight +the battl with the
destroyer. Pass through the suburbs and you will
see many a weak 'puny little creature with
.sorrowful’ eyes and pale cheeks, whose little
form is gradually wasting away simply because it
is surrounded with a pestiferous a
Medicine will not cure this class of 'ailment.
There are only two sure means of relief . - pure
air and death. ' =

We have the remedy in our own - hands:
abolish the wooden box drains through every
street; oblige every owner of real estate to
connect his property with the street drain by a
tile draing adopt a thorough system  of
scavenging (garbage collection); prohibit

- pigstyes, . slaughter houses and distillery
dairies from being maintained within city
limits, and ‘above all give us a noble park -on
the top of Mount Rorval, from whose summit a°
succession .of the most beautiful landscapes can
‘be seen, and where the commons may go with their
families to breathe the fresh air.47- ‘

-

.- By the late 1840’s, arguments of this kind were
published, not only in favour of\a park on Mount‘bRoyal,

but paéks in the city’s east' end, on St. Helen’s Island
. ' 48 '
and in Pointe St..Charles.

- P

. The city council had been exploring the idgi‘of. a
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"park on the mouﬁtéjp since 1843, when the roads c&hmittee
had been directed td’rcport'oa the ways and means of doing
so.so Al though letters in the newspapers indicated public
acceptance of the idea, no cctién was taken. By 1847, with
calls multiplying'fbr not only one, but several parks, the
city council took another step. Patrick \Hacouisien, the
city surveyor, prept;ed a map of land to be aéquirod for

the park, based aon accurate surveys (lllus,. '2), and the

y
city council determined to apply for a loan of $400,000.

. )
from the provincial coffers in October, 1867. Although a

first loan of $350,000. was authorized by the Quebec

legislature in 1849, the actual acquisition of land begin
49.

only in 1872, By 1876, after a second provincial loan, &

total of $789,422.07 had been spent on expropriations -
most of the proposed acquisitions had been negotiated,
with the notable exce;tions of the John Redpath, Sir Hugh
Allan and J. Frothingham proportie; on the south side of
the park lands. : ..
- » .

In 1874 the city council sent a committee to tour
the 'larger parks in the "principal citiQs of the
ﬁoighb;uring republic'51 in search of a designer for the
new park. Frederick Law Olmsted, then already well-Known
for his'work on Central ParK in New YorK City was invited
in NoUember, 1874 to maKe a Qroliminary visit to the site.
The choice of Olmsted may have been influenced by the
reputation in Canada of his partner, Calvert Vaux, who in

1873 had created a plan for the grounds of the Parliament

- |
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52
Buildings, Ottawa. After submitting a lengthy report

outlinfng his impression of the site and a brief proposal
of how Pe would approach tho‘design, Olmsted was hired to
plan the park and to give advice on the implementation of
the plan. There is no evidence in the municipal records
that any other landscape’ architects were considered,
although there were a number practising in the United
States and Canaaa. Those resident in Canada were,

however, more properly landscape gardeners, 1ike Richard

Power, or architects, like John Howard. Mount Royal Park

being one of the first large landscape parkKs in Canada, it
wags natural that the city council should 100k to the

United States, where successful examples of the genre had

already been built. The number of practitioners of the

relatively new profession of landscape arcgitecture was
33
' small, and several of these men were Oimsted’s

collaborators, for example, Jacob Weidenmann and Calvert
Vaux, or his competitors, l1ike Horace W.S. Cleveland. That
the city council managed to acquire Olmsted’s services is

\
therefore not surprising. N

Frederick Law Olmsted - His Background .

Oimgted came to Montréal as a maiuro landscape
N L

architect. He had committed himself to this profession

relatively late in Tife, bringing to the North American

practice the varied background of social theorist, writer,

— Ll S A &
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publisher, world traveler, farmer and philanthropist. An
examination of his early experience seems to indicate, in
retrospect, his pLedisposition to landscape ‘architoéture

as his life work.

Andrew Jackson Downing had been the first

influential native—-born landscape gardener in Nor th
America but his style had remained closely tied to that¢:?\
the English landscape school through his associations with
the English designers 'J.C. Loudon and Ctlv;rt Ua&x.
Downing’s major contribution to landscape gardening in
America was his popular book, A Treatise on the Theory and
Practice of Landscape Gardening Adapted to North America
(184l)f While the design principles set down in the
treatise [ncorporate much of the style of J.C. Loudon’s
'gardonosgue' school, not notable for strength of design,
character or method,54'the treatise was of value in that
it served to popularize the idea that the North American
environment could and should 90 improved. Downing’s secon&
notable contribution was ‘is participation in the campaign

for Central Park, New York City, particularly. through his

periodical, The Horticulturist. This crusade, coupled wi th

‘William Cullen Bryant‘s:journalistic campaign in the New

YorKk Evening Post, begun in 1844, resulted in the First
' 35
Park Act in 1831.

[}
»

. e
Downing died in 1852 before the design of Central
Park came under discussion, but his proximity to the

project must have encouraged his English partner, Calvert

e e by Ao s kv bn R ¥
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Vaux, té take an interest in it. Vaux eventually went into
partnership with Olpfted, ‘who had long been involved with
the group 'of intclloctdals lending their ;;ppoht to the
Downing/Bryant tambaig&. " In 1858; Oimsted ‘and Vaux
submi tted th; winning dos;gn for Central Park. At that
time, Olmsted was working as s_uporintondontKof the

preliminary work on the) park site. His ‘"practical"

experience had included a period of scientific farming on

.. “Staten Island, from which he learned about agriculture,

\but Knew 1little success. His farming activity was the

practical facet of his intéllictual life as a social

theorist. The manual work and science of rural life were

'

enriched by his observations of social phenomena made

while traveling. He published these observations in

several books, including Walks and Talks of an American
Farmer in England (1852), A Journey in the Seaboard Slave
States, with Remarks on their qunomy (1854), and- A
Journey through Texas or a Saddle Trip on the Southwestern
Fro;ticr, with a Statistical Appendix (1857).56 In these
works, Olmsted described so;ial and environmental
conditions of the plac&s he wvisited, atttmﬁting to
understand the causes and structures underlying them. Tho
writings are solid éxamples of empirical thinking,
conclusions drawn from experience rather than pure reason,

a method in current use by social theorists of the period.

Though his main interest was then social, Oilmsted’s early

"appreciation of landscape can be observed, landscape:
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understood in relation to the people living in it. One of

his earliest impressions of barks is found in his account.

of a visit to Birkenhead Park in England. He appreciated
the democratic character of this public park . and the

extent to which the park contributed to the quality -of
57

Vife in the community.

Olmsted’s experience with the planning and
construction of Central Park and his continued involvement

with the project familiarized him with the issues arising

" from major park projects and enabled him to address the
‘practical politics and administrative aspects of the work.

"He never allowed the realities of municip£1 potitics to

dim his vision of the social advantages of the public

park. If his essay quiis of the Park, with a Few Leaves

from the Deep—Laden Note-books of "A Wholly Unpractical
58

Man®™ is a testimony of bitter experfeqco, it does not

diminish in the least the accomplishment of Olmsted and

- Vaux in Central Park. While the New York park is Olmsted’s

best Known work, and important to the Montré¢al project
beéibqg Oimsted often referred to it when instructing the
Montréal park engineers, some of his lesser—known works
should also be considered as precedents to Mount Royal
Park. .

Oimsted’s California sojogrn of 1864-1843 had
important consequences for the Montréal design. There he
worked with wilderness and igs‘prosorvation through the

. 9
establ i shment of parks or preserves, which he felt should
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make landscape of great natural beauty accessible to all

"people. ‘This was a new idea in North America, without

precedent in American natidna] or state policy. After a

. difficult period on the work on Central Park and a taxing

posi‘tion with the Sanitary Commission during the Civil
War, Olmsted went to California to work is‘superintendent

of the Mariposa Estate, a gold—mining- property. An
up;ooted and idealistic Easterner, unaccustomed to the
frontier ,life of the mining village or the seemingly
barren and vast wilderness landscape surrounding it, he
turned to his traveler’s habit ‘of observation and
criticism of the environment and gsociety in which he found
himself, in an attempt to understand them and to determine
his own role therein. The landscape and the inhabitants
did not impress him at first, and the lawlessness and
prejudices of frontier society seemed to him related to
the untamed wild character of the surroundings. On the
other hand, he appreciated the courage and independence
of the people, a hardiness that he had not known in the

. 4
east. He also came to love the grandeur of the scenery,

with its mountains and wvegetation so unlike the New
39

England greenery which inspi%ed his landscaping style.

He approached his new job as a social experiment, .Ioosoly

analogous to those of Owen or the Fourierists, setting his

‘mind on improving., social conditions in the mining

community and establishing it as a self-sufficient, long-

term enterprise not wholly dependent on the fluctuations
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of the gold economy, nor subject to the variation of the

climate. Olmsted planned to bring a steady water suppliy to

the estate, both for mining and agricul tural purposes,‘

thereby assuring its permanence as a community and hopiﬁg
to "transfigure a semiarid, barbarous principality into a
well-watered, fertile garden‘,60 with the related positive
social advantages,

Olmsted’'s determination to preserve the Mariposa
Big Tree Grove and Yosemite Valley as state parks arose
gut of the same democratic idealism, as well as out of his
enthusi{stic rap ture over the natural, primeval beauty of
these areas, lbcated not far from the Mariposa mining

61
concern. The ideal communi ty he envisaged for Mariposa

would have as its natural extension the best of the bgauty'
]

of its surroundings, protected ffan private exploitation
and accessible to all who might wish to enjoy it. Indeed
the citizens of California Bad'a duty to themselves and
the rest of the world to preserve this unique paradise,
much as the Swiss protected the scenery of their country.

While the mining community improvements failed with the

company, the idea of the wilderness preserves surviugd in’

the po\icy' Olmsted helped to draft for the state
legislature. The policy was not published at the time, but
its principles formed ihe basis for later legisiation by
which steps were taken to pregorue the sites. The ideas
that wilderness should and could be preserved within the

boundaries of a public park, and that primeval nature can
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be the source of profound aesthetic (pleasure were
thoroughly fixed in Olmsted’s mind !following his

California stay, and he brought these convicqions té his

j
design for Mount Royal ,Park, where he would boldly adapt

wilderness features to the desfgn of an urban park. Later,
he would incorporate similar features into Boston’s
Franklin Park and the forested tract of Lynn Woods, Lynn,
Mass.

Between the time of his return to the eastern

United States in 1845 and his acceptance of the Montréal

contract in 1874, Olmsted dedicated himself to the
practice of landscape architectur; and complieted some of
his major works, During ¢this time he renewed h{s
association with Calvert Uaux62 and began a fruitful
collaboration with the architect H.H. Richardson63 and the
landscape architect Jacob Ueidenmann,64 among many other
professional, social, intellectual and politic&l contacts.
Many of these works would show common characteristics with

the parK which he would create for Montréal - this period

was one of development, broadening, and concrete

realization of the ideas gathered in the architect’s Ipng'

l

period of formation.

!

The works related to the Montréal park fall into

I8
three categories — the large rural-strle park, the park
system and the planned suburb incorporating parks as part

of residential development. Prospect Park, Brooklyn, New

York was a single large rural-style park completed between

N

L

| N
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i866 and 18}3, faithfully built according to Olmsted and
Vaux’s design. It showed the forest-meadow-water elements
composed to produce the classic rural landscape effect
which is often held as the designers’ trademark. The park
visitor is led through a sequence of scenery by a system
of walks and %rives designed to prolong and intensify .the
experjence.és A similar combination of e]em;nts appears in
the Mount Royal design. However, the rural scenery at
Prospect Park, as in Central Park, was largely man-made.
While, Mount Royal Park includes égth man-made elements
and areas maintained as they existed before the advent of
the park, its more "park-like" areas do follow the classic
?principl;s of the Olmstedian ;ural park.66
By 1874 Oimsted had produced park systems, of which

the Buffalo work was a successful, %airly complege

Qxample. The Buffalo system was a series AiT}ark space;

designed for various uses, for example, a Driving Pirk, a

Parade Ground, areas characterized by water ana’ meadéw,

~
all joined by parkways and’;quares. The concept of the

park system is of some importance to the Mount Royal Plan’

as Olmsted insisted on an integration of the bark design
&7
with the city around it.

0

Developing this concept, Olmsted was also. to

. L o
include some elements of his suburban design experience in

his plan for Mount Royal Park. He had contributed to the
growing suburban planning movement of the 1860‘s and
1870’s with his pl§ns for the Riverside (Chicago) suburban

i
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‘dQQQI;pmont (begun 1868), Staten lsl;nq (report, 1870,
never executed; and Tarrytown Heights (1870; noar,wa‘Yo;k
aCitr. The- lots of varying stz;; and shapes molded Qr the
topography of the quy and int;rspersed wi th gréon spaces
or wide Ltree—!ined As;roets, proposed for Riverside
ros,mb]o the rosid;ntiaﬁpbordorfnﬁ\schomo proposed for
Méuﬁt Royal Park.68 éuch development planning also had
precedence in European plans, among them the Birkenhead
plan so admired by Oimsted. It was ﬁotivhtod, ﬁ&reovor, by
the financial suppb;t wh}ch,tﬁe'sare of 1and lent to - park
improuomdﬁf%, a scheme-o{ton proﬁosod by Oimsted and many
other park designers.

. aWlnlith this ox;erienco behind him, Frederick Law
Oimsted accepto&‘ the contragt for the design of Mqunt
Royal Park in &ovembor_1874. He would attempt to answer
th; city’s requirements in terms of evaluating proposals
4or"tho ;eruicos Lto be provided in the new park, and

respecting the mountain‘s traditional historical and

aesthetic importance. In addition to his grea€ sensitivity

' thplocal conditions, the mute *genius loci", Olhsted would

draw on his - considerable wealth &f design  and.

a&m(niitrative experience, and tenacity at seeing projects

tq’coﬁplotibn, even at difficult odds.
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47 Sanitas, “Infant Mortality®, Montreal Gazette,

XC1it, 181, | Aug. 1867, p. 2.

48 See, for typical opinions on the number of parks
the city might need, and the case for- a park in Pointe St.
Charles . : "Summary -~ this day", Montreal Gazette XCilil,
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periencing landscape.

_ 47 Fein, op. cit., Figures 50-55. Oilmsted’s Sketch Map
of Buffalo, 1876 showing the whole park system 1inked,
three detailed plans = Delaware Park and Approaches, Buf~
falo (1848), The Front, Buffalo (1868) and The Parade,
Buffalo (1868) ' by Olmsted, Vaux and Co. and a fourth
detailed plan by Olmsted, Study Plan for the Improvement
of Niagara Square, Buffalo, October 1874 are illustrated.

Oimsted’s full discussidn of the genesis- of the
parkway as an alternative to the medievalism 'of narrow
traffic and waste-choked city streets, complete with - -re-
ferences to the health and social hazards of the old ways
of city planning appear in his "Report of the Landscape
Architects and Superintendents to the President of the
Board of Commissioners of Prospect Park, Brooklyn (1848)",
prepared in collaboration with Calvert Vaux, reprinted in
F.L. Olmsted, Landscapeinto Cityscape ..., op. cit., p.
129-1464. ’ o - -

48 Fein, op. cit., Figure 21. The General Plan of
Riverside, Illinois, 186% by Olmsted, Vaux and Co. is
illustrated. Fein discusses Dimsted and Vaux’s intérest in
Llewellyn Park, New Jersey, designed by Alexander Jackson
Davis, as a planned secular community. He describes
Olmsted and Vaux‘’s concept of the planned suburb as
characterized by good serviceable roads, lots laid out in
curved shapes, land designated for communal, aesthetic
purposes. RN o
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. " Chapter I1I

' Frederick Law Olmsted’s

Mount Royal Park B

The Design Phase, 1874-1877 -

The years preceding Frederick Law Olmsted’s hiring by
th‘o Mount Royal Park Coomission in November, 1874 bore
iuitneqs to the development of high public expectations for
the design of Mount Roral Park. - Olmsted’s standards for
park deﬁign did not fall short of these expectat_i ons, and
in' some respects, his ideas surpassed his Montreal
client’‘’s most grandiose visions. During the period from
his hiring, to the public presentation of the plan in
1877, Olms'ted both designed and participated in the
construction of the park. |

Frederick Law Oimsted assumed at the beginning of his
Nlationship‘with the Mount Royal Park Commission that the
normal development—design—construction sequence of any
large public works project would be followed, that the
plan he proposed for thg complotipn of the work would be

flexible enough to accommodate minor contingencies which

might arise. However, events were complicated by numorous'

- '
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setbacks, prolonging the design phase to a period of
almost three wyears. From 1874 to 1877, Oimsted was
involved not only in designing, but in researching,
drafting and negolti_ating approval of his ideas, overseeing
premature construction and reparatién of damages caused by
deviations from his instructions, As well, the «client
perceived unprecedented requirements for roads and water
which he was requested to consider while he was developing
and consolidating his plan. Difficult economic and
political circumstances arose to hamper the purchase of
the land on which the park was tohbo-bullt as well as the
financing of its construction. These realities had littl_e
to do with the ideals that inspired the park, e\ither in
the public mind or in terms of Olmsted’s own ideals, but
they had a great impact on the r‘esu.lting design. "The
compllete plan, répresentod by the Design Map of 1877
(l-l'lu's. 18) and explained in the pamphlet Mount Roval,

1
Montreal, published in 1881, was in effect an

ya
-

agglom.eration of groups of plans presented by the
architect in response to specific requirements arising
during this deuolopm:nt phase. Olmsted disliked such a
piecemeal approach to landscape architecture, and fought
to overcome its consequences in the overall design.
However, many aspects of the resulting plan can only be
fully understood through an examination of the conditions
which engendered them. This chapter wilﬁl consist of an
examinatjon‘ of the development of the design «through

|
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several groups of plans, thcﬂ»se’ concerning land assembly,

access to the park, water requirements, roads and walks,

park structures, planting and administration. The
di scussion of these, based on the architecps
2 ,

correspondence an_fi his descriptions in Houﬁt Royal,
Montreal, will clarify the practical necessities and
contingencies underlying the'18?? design. The discussion
should also bring to light some aspects of Oimsted’s
working method  and his ability to address the
practicalities of park-makKing, as well as his adherence to
the aesthetic and social ideals which systained his

artistic purpose.

Preliminary Agreements

il

. A general description of Oimsted’s intentions for the

Mount Royal Park design and a tentative time-table for its
. 3 .
completion are elaborated in his preliminary report and
4
his contract, both of November, 1874. The report was
’

based o'n a v°isij: to the site in November, 1874, and
discussions with the Mount Roral Park Commisgssion. The

commission was then composed of three <city councillors,

Horatio . Adnir“al Nelson, a harcdware dealer  and
3 .
manufacturer, who would be Oimsted’s t‘nin contact with

the commission and the city council which approved the
é

activities of the commission, George Ansley, and  J.W.

7 .

McGauura'n, whose Qiews were rarely exproind in writing
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t'o Olmsted. The ci ty suruoyor,% Patrick MacQuisten, the
e'n"gineer in charge of city r’oali“-building and associated
projects, engineer W.L. Pic‘tori“"gand William McGibbon, who
subsequently became park superintendent, were t\he salaried
mun;cipal employees directly involved in the project. The
personnel, 'taken from the ranks of the municipal
organization, appear to have had prior experience in road-
building and other public works projects. No one, it
seems, had had significant experience in carrying out a
major landscaping project. As well, the attentions of

MacQuisten and Picton were divided between park ‘work and

other municipal works at the beginning of . the project.

Olmsted had thus to depend upon an inexperienced group to

comnunicate his design ideas to the city council and to
carry out his plans.

The timetable to which both pa'r‘ties agreed, as
oytlined in Olmsted’s contract, was relatively simple,
consisting o‘f only a few main tasks and deadlines,
described in general terms. It is doubtful that the client
had a firm understanding of the demands of each task, in
the 1light of the c.-xplanationsA which Oln;sted would be
compelled to write in the subsequent correspondence. The
timetable included the following ta;ks and dates. Detailed
topoéraphical maps of the site and of the land immediately
surrounding it were to be supplied to Oimsted by February

1, 18795, Based on this survey, and the assumption that all

the parcels of land shown on the map of projected
N !
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purchases (1867) (I1l1us. 2) wot;ld be acquired, Olmsted
agreed to supply the commission, ’by May 18793, with a plan
of boundary revisions which would establish the shape of
the parK. This plan would be accompanied by a plan of
approach roads to the park, upon which road crews could
work during the summer of 1875, The commissioners had
expressed the necessi ty of emploring road-worKers during
the summer as a measure torel ieve high unemployment, and
Olmsted, in agru’i&’gwto supply these plan;, was doing )_155
best to comply with thi‘.-'.,r'equev.--,t.8

The general plan of the park proper was not scheduled
for completion until May 1876, in time for: the projected
publfc inauguration of the park. OImsted insisted that he
needed to study the site under summer conditions, to see
the trees in fol iage, - in order to "mature" the design. He
promised his services as "advisory landscape architect”
un‘til the delivery of the general plan., The completed
general plan would consist oﬂ a large scale drawing
C100°/71%) .0{ the whole property, with a more detailed plan
(50’/1"> for the ‘"proposed little park district® and
another for the parts of the property which ﬁshould be sold
for residential development of\\cer:tain Bordering areas,
showing building lots and streets. The last two plans
would be contingent on the council’s approval of any
recommendation for boundary changes. The drawings would be
accompanied by a written report 'oxplaining the plans and

) 14
giving advice pertinent to their execution. The contract

}8

~
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represents the agreement of both parties, satisfying the
working requirements of each as they were understood at
the time of Olmsted’s hiring.

The proposed paeKk plan outlined in the preliminary
report appe§r§ to have been equally satisfactory to all
concerned. The plan shows what could be understood as the
ideal version of Olmsted’s expectations 4orEl the site.
Olmsted here stated his %ntention to adapt hli style of
park design to the peculiarities of the Mount Royal
ﬂtopograpﬁy. He was mogl enthusiastic about the site‘s
potential +for providing the social benefits of the“'rirge
urban park: “the chief elements of value of i;ll
recreational grounds: a change of air:

3

i'the power... to counteract conditions which tend to
nervous depression or irritability':lo These advantages
could be provided thPOUQH the combination of landscape
elements which characterize most 1large Olmsted parks:
broad expanses of apen space, forested areas and water
orchestrated into pleasing vistas, b&th visually beautiful
and functional-aﬁ recreation area?. Mount Royal possessed

the additional advantage of height, providing spectacular

viewpoints extending the vistas far berond the borders of

" the park. Oimsted expressed his initial doubts about the

0 .
formidable craggy impression that the mountain gave when
viewed from below, but described how the 1and answered his
elemental requirements for a successful park site once the

heights were scaledrs ’

and scenery with /
% o
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My doubts ... were rapidly lessened after
I got above the craggy face of the mountain
toward the city and found myself upon a surface
but moderately broken and rugged and essentially
an undulating and wooded tableland, +from nearty
all points of which broad and delightful dlstant
landscapes are commanded.l1t .

Providing the park wvisitor with a t\:lel ightful
1 andscape experiencé within the park boundaries would
present few difficulties,” in Olmsted’s opinion. Roads and
walks would prou;de access to the b{s} that the site cou,lf:!

offer. At this early stage he recognized the site’s

.

potential -for a natural wilderness style of planting in
harmony ‘with the existing topography and vegetation and
re,éommended that a minimum of landscaping activity be

Undertaken in the beginning:
. Operations ... should not be ambitious,
and should be intended first, to relieve the
surface of the mountain of the accidental and
, transient conditions through which it has at
present an unnecessarily desolate and melancholy
aspect; next, without destroring the essential
picturesqueness of its natural features, to add
a Qreater beauty of foliage; next to hold
attention in directions whére the finest views
- Will be seen to best advantage and to furnish
them with more harmonious and better composed
foregr%unds; next, to subordinate and as far as
may be practicable obscure with suitable natural
‘objects - the construction necessary to the
convenient use of the ground (as these must, in
the end, be extensive and more or less too fine
for harmony with its general character), and
finally to avoid in these and all respects .an’
ordinary conventional gardening style of work,
as finical, unseemly and out of tharacter with
the genius of the place.12 :

[

4

Olmsted described in general terms the j'slﬁal-l park®,

preferring not to comment further until he had accurate

3
S
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topographical information. This was intended for the area

T

now popularly Known as Fletcher’s Field, &n the east side:

It is fortunately situated to serve as a
foil, through its natural amenity and the simple .
quiet, secluded and pastoral character which can
be given it, to:the grandly bold and rugged
heights and declivities of the main body.13

Changes in the borders of the park would be minor:

" some relatively unimportant areas could be sold, while

others should be acquired "with a view to keeping under
‘ 14

Qour control the best landscape effects". Some of the

1 and ‘ sold would vsimply go to neighbouring property
holdﬁrs, while bther areas ﬁmight *bo laid out in
residential 10ts. This form of speculation was standard
qFaFtlcn in the planning of ninetéenth centdrg parks. It
had& proved succos:ful socially, :;nancillly + and

aesthetlcally in New York and Birkenhead; initially the

idea seems to have aroused no objections in Montreal.

Access to the Park - QOlds; Walks, Transportation

P

’In the proliminary report, Olmsted idon&ifiod the

X}

dattor of approach roads 'as posing the most difficulty to

the soccessful creation of a park on Mount Roxal. The

- excessive stoopngss of the approaches on the south ‘side
. would be a major imbodimopt to ]Ight.ﬁ horse~drawn

vehicles, |f not‘simp!y dangerous. The south side was

closest to  the ‘\fcimonablo ‘residential. districts

developing botwnon th bmsin.;s soction and thn mountain.

kﬁ’ s 4
a .
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It was from the south, via Peel Street, that the city

-

c&bncil insisted the main ‘approach to the park be
osta?ljshod. There was 17 element of tgadition in their
insistence: some maps of proposed roads‘on the mountain

preceding the Olmsted plan had shown the main access to

the city from the south via Peel Street (Illus. (1), In

his preliminary report: however, Olmsted proposed
solutions to the access problem, which, he was to assume,
were agreed upon:ﬁin principle by the council. The

Cs 5}
solutions were complex and well-developed, dven at this

early stage. They reflected his desire to integrate the

 pAPK into the existing urban fabric both practically and

aosthgtica]lym He prodic%od the need for routessinto the
parkK from the east, west and south sides, in order that
the park be accessible to the dovolﬁping neighbourhoods
far ther away from the city core. Major entrances on the
east side via Bleury Street and University OStreet would
provide a;&oss to %opulatodlarpas and would be much less
difficult to ascond,kon fbot or in ; lighf hor se-dr awn
carriage than the formidably sioop upper reaches of Po;l
Street. ‘Olmltod cxprosso& his heartfelt antipi‘hy to Peel
étrott, prop?sing an alternative, more circuitous route

spiralling uﬁ the mountain-side via McTavish étroot,

. around the reservoir \towards the east, doubling back

towards the west past Bir Hugh Allan’s property into a

'sorios of turns on the park lane}bbtuoon ‘the Allan and

2

. Redpath o{:atos.. .

‘ ) L
\ - \
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All of the approaches would be 1longer than tﬁ:ﬁ
X

straight, direct Peel Street, but they would be safe and

comfortable ¥or slow, light traffic. There was an

aesthetic. dimension present here as well: the “"parkway"

idea which Oimsted had used, for example, in hig Buffalo

plan ‘(Illus. 16). In order that the park visitor’s

™~

experience .0f the park be pleasant and restorative, the

Jodrney to and from the park should be quiet and an easy

passage from the noise and annoyance of city traffic. The

longer routes proposed by Olmsted would serve as such

\
smooth transitions. As well, Oimsted, even at this stage,

—

Y

/“‘\,\‘P/

¥

considered the possibility of Street Tallway approaches —

and mechanical elevators, suggesting that the plan should

provide for these eventidal amenities. Entranees would

also provide ' foot approaches, including at least "one «

¥

broad easy walk to the ¢top of the mountain haviﬁg

attractions peculiar to itself and several minor footpaths
” 14 .
scaling the crags more directiy". As such the park would

be accessible by a variety of conveyances qatoring to the
B / i
particular needs of the users, including those of "feeble
1?7
persons and young children®. '

The realities of working witﬁ an inexperienced and

i

\P ‘ P
little-prepared municipal organization were felt *" by
r

—~

Dimsted in “the first stages of the Mount Roral Park

f <

project. The first major delay occurred in the production
of the ‘topographical survey uhicﬁ'ﬂlmsiod had requested in

ﬁis contract. Heavy snows impeded the surveying efforts

L
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during the winter of 1875. A partial survey of the south

and east sides adequate for the designing of the approach

" roads and\ lower -drive from the HOtel-Dieu ltands to

approximately the Allan property were supplied by
September 1873, seven months ouerduo.{e Meanwhile, the
park commissioners urged Olisted to sendehém the promised
plans for the approach roads. Olmsted refused, insisting
on.the necessity of the survey. The architect’s ?néistonce
was based upon his method of design. He could work oﬁly

from a thorough understanding of the topography of a park

site; the topographical survey would supply the primary

data required to identify viewpoints, ‘to establish sight
lines, to consolidate the spatial integration of the park
interior, to fix the location of safe, functional and
aesthetically satisfying roads and footpaths. ’
Oimsted’s use of topographical data was based .upon
the Idosign principles of the English landscape style. In
contrast 'to the older French and Italian 'styles, which
imposed qeometric, architectonic patterns upon the
landsc;po, the English ;tylo was insp*?od by what sdm;
critics disparagingly call the *wiggly* lind; of natu%o.l9
Landscapo’ desigﬁ. should reflect the irregularity and
.inffnite v;yiation of natural forms: one way to apprehend
the plethora of forms which nature offers was to study
those given by the site. A site rich in natural wvariety,

which required few additional, man-made features in ordgr

to furnish visitors with a concentrated oxporionco‘<of

L)
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"‘Design Map (Illus. 18), as follows:

&3

nature’s wonders, Iigo Mount Royal, lent itself to intense
study of its given forms. Olmsted, a relaiivo latecomer to
the English style, understood its pitfalls. He shpnned the
"petty sinuosities" which could result if the designer
allowed himself to be led by the galse idea that nature’s:
irregular forms lack an undeHlying structure or implicit
geometry. The abstraction of topographical dat; would

inform him of the broad features of the site as well as

~local coﬁditions, enabling him to understand its essential

features and to effect their integration into the park
design.

Oilmsted, in Mount Roral, Montreal, described how
existing -éﬁpography was used as a starting point in the
dgsigning of roads and walks on naturally picturesque’
terrain.“ He exﬁlained, by way of illustratioq, a section

of a road on the east side of the park, as shown on the

"

Here, for example, you observe that a
slightly darker shade upon the surface indicates
a little swell upon the gentle slope of the Cote
Placide. The road approaching it, if it "were
carried straight on, would either be made of
steeper grade than is desirable, or this would
be avoided at the expense of heavy cutting.” The :
road, as you see, bends slightly away, .
therefore, and winds around the swell to the
higher ground beyond it. Here, again, the road
avoids a rocky ledge..."2)

In order that such a sensitive response to given
conditions be achieved and successfully combined with a

purposeful, {hnctional,undorlying structure fo the design,

it is evident that accurate . topographical data was

4.

[ L




essential.

Once Olmsted was in possession of the topogn;phical
survey, the design process was carried through in several
steps, which can be reconstructed from existing sketches
and letters. The large scale topographical map produced by

W.J. Picton, of the City Surueyozis Office, who would

later oversee the execution of OMsteéd’s instructions, was

‘

photograpﬁica]ly reduced for easy handl}ng. MOlmstod
proceeded to draw studies on tracing paper, placing thé.
tracing paper over the reduced topographical map, using it
as a guide. The roads drawn in these first studies follow
closely the .contours of the topégraphical ‘map, - the

.archi tect seeking a unity of easy grades, and directness

of routes with enough "picturesque® crookedness to bring

the visitor’s attention to the intrinsic interest of the“

terrain. Olmsted’s method of study is illustrated by two
Gnlabeiled drawings on traéing paper'2l from a group of
drawings for roads on the upper mountain of similar scale.
The drawings show roads, walks and building locations,
marked with topographical data &elovation levels and
changes of grade). One drawing includes a complicated maze
‘of criss-cross, crooKed robtos; another shows a distinct
simplification and abstraction of the ideas begun in the
first.

| The most refined landscape effects would be the

result of further on-site study. By 1873, Olmsted bhad

established a close collaboration with the engineer, W.J.

H
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Pictoh.In June that year, at Oimsted’s insistence, Picton
wié assigned to devote all his working time to Mount Roral
Park matters, and to answer directly to Olmsted. Olmsted
sent him sketched studies for roads on the upper mountain,
asKing him to test the ideas by staking out the routes on
the land itself.z2 The stakes were numbered to correspond
with those marked on the draw}ngs. The results of: the
staking out of the roads were related by Picton to
Oimsted, " wi th further information about th; existing
vogeéation and topography. The route was then adjusted to
preserve and take advantaqge of the best features of these
local conditions, as illustrated in the following passage
from a l;tter in which Oimsted discusses adjustments to
the staked-out roads with Pictgn. References are made to a
dhawing accompanying the letter.
Points A to B altered to avoid cutting, C
to D to avoid large Pine trees, G to H to avoid
filling - I to J to avoid large trees - K to L
to avoid heavy rock cutting and large Pine - M
to N to avoid large fill on side hill.23
Olmsted used topographical data in the iqitial phases
of the generation of the design through to the +final
adjustment of his roads and walks to local topograﬁhical
conditions, the finishing touches. The maps served as the -
medium of communication between designer and engineer,

since Olmsted visited tfe site infrequently, and were

therefore essential to the process of planning.
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Consolidation of the Land Purchase -
A Necessary Step
Implicit in the reduirement for accurate

topographical information was Oimsted’s need to Know that
the 1and on ‘which he was to work was actually in the
possession of <(or within reach of) his client. His

contract stipulated that he would make recommendations for

the purchase and/or resale of certain tracts of land on

the borders of the park, and that his ideas for land
assembiy should be discussed and agreed upon befbre any

design could be produced.' As the production of the

topographical survey dragged on through 1873 and into

24

1876, ' it became evident to Olmsted that the survey ,was

impeded by uncertainties surrounding the acquisition of
certain large tracts of land which he had assumed would be
included in the park. ‘ <\
Tﬁ% major source of uncertainty was the refusal ) of
the Frothingham estgfe éo accept theo city’s purchase
offer. The Frothingham property consist?d to two large
adjacent tracts of land on the southeast side, bordered by
the properties of Hugh Taylor and Benjamin ﬂall, and
surrounding the smaller 10t belonging to J. Law (Illus.
2). It was a major purchase and the effects of its loss 06
Olmsted’s preliminary ideas for the park, and on work

already st‘rtod on the ' approach roads, would be

disastrous. The Taylor property, a relatively narrow tract

v
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of land, quite steep and densely ‘forested, would be
topographically isolated. The Law property would be
wcomqleted isolated, while the Hall and Bagg properties
would suffef fates similar to that of the Taylor Iand."Thé

loss of the Frothingham property affected Oimsted’s ideas

. for a major entrance to the park extending from University

Street through the area. The loss would diminish the
resale scheme for the residential development 94 the south
east side. Both concepts affected the transition of the
park into the g;bric of the city, the accessibility which
Olmsted recognized as crucial to the popular success o;
the desiagn. | e

Olmsted tried to’re;son wi th thercom;}ssion on these
grounds through the year 18746, as he contihued to labour
over his design despite the uncertainty.25 He delivered a
study for the complete design, which Jincluded
expropriation for the University Street entrance, in
October, 18746. The study sparked more debate. By the
winter of 1877, the City of Montreal was in severe
financial straits and the council was mot in - favour of
gpending money on either land acquisition or park
construction. The park'commisQionor, H.A.’Nelson, related
the mood of the council to Olmsted in the following
letter, indicating t;at tgo entire eas? side of the park

was threatened with extinction over the question:

cssthe most I have to tell you is there is
not the least liKkelyhood [sicl of the city
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council acquiring more land except it may be for
avenues, and we have the power to expropriate
[sicl for such, therefore you' had better not
expect us to acquire more, the fact is, I hardly
think one of the 27 aldermen would vote to
purchase more land, but on the contrary the
commissioners are requested to recommend the
sale of all east of the mountain, say the HOtel
Dieu, Bagg, Lamontagne, Dulbick I[sicl, W.0.
Smith, Hall property and as we shall soon
consicer - this matter, we should 1like your
suqgestions in reference to it. I think we might
sell all except that portion of the Hall
property that lays north or beyond the new road,
leading from Bleury Street to the mountain top,
Keeping the balance for park ground as well as
all the Hugh Taylor property if we can afford

/ it. Let me Kknow what you think aof it. The

Frothingham estate will make no exchange, nor
sell .28 x -

chh a radical doparYure from the original éoncept of
the park prompted a magnificent response from Olmsted. He
brought together, in the following effort to dissuade the
council from adopting the proposal, all the arguments for

the acquisition of the Frothingham property. The response
1 ] \ 3

summarizes, as wo{l; the rationale for the proposed land
use around ‘the south .east border of the park, the parkways
and ‘residential lots which appear on the Design. Map of
l-8y77 I I'us. 18).

You will remember that in 1874 1 suggested :
. to your Commission that it was not important
that all the land which you wished me to lay out
should be occupied solely for park purposes and
that, as a measure by which the burden of your
enterprise upon the taxparers of the city would
be materially lessened, 1 recommended the
adoption of a policy which would have in view
the sale of some parts of it. With reference to
the - particular district to which your present
inquiry relates, I advised you that it would be
best . to extend branch parks or parkways through
‘it in such a manner as to give the outer parts
the advantage of frontage upon . and direct

%.
|
§
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communication with the public ground.

You will also remember that I explained
that the development of local landscape beauty
and of a refined and finished character in any
public ground within or near a growing city,
{(not the mere construction of roads and the
giving of a place the name of a park) was
invariably followed by a large rise in the value
of the land, favorably arranged for building
sites, having a frontage upon it, and that the
method suggested of recovering a portion of the:
cost of improvement of such grounds had been
successfully followed in London, Paris,
Liverpool, Birkenhead, Sydenham and other places
in the old country as well as' in the United
States.

The  policy so proposed was unanimously
approved and I received your instructions to
prepare a plan adapted to it. I have accordingly
since been engaged as rapidly as the information

_furnished me would justify, in studyring and

restudrying questions of that plan and your
letter comes to me as I am for the Jast time
revising the outlines and subdivisions of the
land to be disposed of.

Al though, as the plan now stands, the
extent of land proposed to bevthrown out of the
scheme (or sold to reduce the cost) ' is
considerably more and the amount to be
appropricated for public use considerably less
than your Commission [illegiblel . This
[illegiblel or desired, I have steadfastly
adhered to the general line of policy ~agreed@
upon. -

Until this moment 1 had not heard th*t the
wisdom of this policy was questioned by any one.
It has often been referred to by your
Commissioners and others of the Council as if
universally approved. But now, wi thout
mentionjng by what arguments a reversal of it

. can be . recommended, you advise me that a

proposition is entertained to sell all of the
property in question in such a manner as to
deprive the <city of all of the advantages
designed to be secured by it and upon the
question thus arising you asK my opinion.

With no other information than I had two

years ago [ can have no other opinion that [

-4
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then had. The adoption of the proposition would
greatly injure the wvalue , of the property
proposed to be retained by the city; it would
place the entrances to the park at a much
greater distance from a large part of the people
for * whose use it is intended; it would throw
away valuable resources and in the long run
~greatly increase taxation.27

This refusal on Olmsted’s barx to ente;tain the
vascillations of the financially beleaguered city council
seems to have delayed any immediate action. A depressed

real estate market also worked in Dlms@ed’sl favour,

encouraging deferral of the threatened sale iw' g Olmsted

worked during the winter and spring of 1877 to finish his

" design. Me completed it before the council took any action

on ihe matter. The Design Map (Iilus. 18), presented by
Oilmsted at two public lectures in September 18779 included
all the proposed lands on the south east side of fhe park
except the Frothingham property, despite the gncertainty
of their retention in the scheme.

Land assembly questions in other areas of the park
were less contentious. Simple, minor exchanges of
territory with the Mount Roral Cemetery and the H.B. Smith

28.
estate in the north west sector, and minor

had

expropriations .from the Cross, Day, Redpath and Lomer
properties on the south sid029 were agreed upon by Hi;
18746, and it appeared that the commission would not have
difficulty in settling with the property holders. These

lands were required mainly to straighten the boundaries of -

the park or to include 1local desirable topographical




.71

features.
. . ~
Access Routes and Entrances -~

Fur ther Development

In tpe devélopﬁent of the de;ign, the aﬁanning of the
approaches to the park would be the first step, as the
preliminaﬁz report and the contract had indicated. Oimsted
had agreed to supply plans for these roads, upon which
road cﬁew; could be put to work in 1875, prior to 'the
completion.of the overall design. Plans for entrances'from
Bleury Street and the vicinity of Peel Street were

30
supplied in 18735 while the western entrances, the

completion. of the Bleury Streeé extension and the
University Street entrance were discussed through the
design “phase and presented as part of the completed plan
in 1877.

The Bleury Strget approach, as built during the
winter of 1875-1874 consisted of an extension of Bleury
Street into park land, a road turning easily up the .gentle
lo@er slopes under the eastern face of Mouﬁt Royral,
hugging the cliff base around the back of the Allan and
Redpath properties toward/COte—dos—Noigos and the park;

Also Known as the "lower mountain road®*, it was to be the

major carriage route into the park ‘from the east -

‘necessarily long, but wide and of barely perceptible

31
grade, and taking advantage, even at this lower level,
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of excellent vistas agd local pastoral and forest scenery.
The pllns for this roaa and for the en}rancé from the Peel
Streetwuarea, connecting with it through the park land
between the Redpath and Allan properties, were sent to the-
park commission in the fall of 1875, and recommended for
adopti'on by the city council on October 13, 1873. An
appropriation of $461,785. +from the parkK loan was approved
for the construction of these approaches.32

The design of the Peel Street connection was ﬂmore
controversial ‘than that of the Jlower mountain road.
Oimsted had made his disapproval oé the extension of Peel
Street up to the park clea; in his preliminary report,
proposing an alternate route ;ia McTavish Street} ringing
tﬁe McTaui;h Street reservoir, passing in front of the
Allan property and conne;ting with the park road between
the Allan and Redpath pro&ertfes. The advantages of the
McTavish Street alternative were greater safety, less wear

on horse _and harness, and a restful, picturesque ride up

to the park, albeit a longer one. Once again, ,the views

from this route would be spectacular and riders would

have ahple time for their contemplation. 1t woﬁ}d appoarl

that Oimsted’s solution to the Peel Street entrance
received little acceptance by the roads d!pargﬁont. A
decision was made to build Pine Avenue right through the
gsite of Olmsteg’s proposed  entrance: . Pine Avenue was
built, in part, during the winter of 1875-1876. The effect

of its 1location on Olmsted’s planned entrance was the

N
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A i ‘removal’ of the connaction.of the park ' entrance to the

approach road, nou Pine Avenue, from the south east corner

- \ of “thr pqui land (bordering on thc Allan property) to a
) ’ | polnt a fow undred yards mst of Peel Street, making of

‘ BE a"'”_‘ v the ongranco An - eiktremely chnf turn off Pine .Avonuo

L N (Ilus. 14). Peel Stroot was ox’tmdod to mot Pine Avenue

EERY

with the predicted angulari ty and steepness, a b"adlr
’. ‘ o . considorcd ex onﬂon of the prooailing grid pattern 04 tho
AIllus. 1%, Rokolvlng word that the .

L constructi of this unprocod.ntod highway had bogun,

' | Olmsted /wrote to Park Commissioner  H.A.  Nelson

rocm‘ding that he be allouqé to make suogo_stiénq on the

. : o X , . <y »
T desi of the road. He recelived the following response -
fr

®»
Nﬂ-son,. ‘which shmu tho c’onputt\dlsrqgvd for, or |

v
»

. ‘ m undorstanding of, lmtcd’mproﬁssjgnu rosponslbllity

. b; Hontroul city offi lplsx _— O
Wy T [ . a
’ ) Rcfarrlng 40 what rou say about the Peel® -

- Street entrm:t,/l think you are labouring under

. some .mistake about it and its connection with

-Pine Avenue. THat connection is made.by turning

into Pine Avenus at the head of ‘Peel Street and

- proceeding al 0 It for perhaps 500 ft. and then |

turning to ' the right and making the . winding

road. up to. the mountain of roxd. 8 mq tho nlwo,w .

by the very 't route you gave us, we. are.”" - .

- ith--Lt, and the {tﬂ u. itis m, '

for the metal, 50 we' expect 1o yse
Yo say * are

Ay

o

o
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u\ f’ind the arrlnguwnt quite r-ight. .
Olmgted’'s imdiato reaction to thou ovonts was to

uol( more . accurate Infor-natlon concerning the grade of
34 ‘
Pine :Avenue., On the basis of this information he

concluded  that ,the ©best had been made of the
- ' 35 r
circumstances. It was only upon viewing the results in

May, 1876 that he would efpress hearty diuppoinmm‘;:t
tﬁo manner ln,uhirch the work on the Peel Street Kontranco,
tfto road on park land connoc\ting this entrance with the
Ii;woq mountain road, and the lower mountain road itsol(f,

f
had - boon carrlod out under the suporvision of William
. 36 .
McBibbon, a former military man. The visual dovastatién
. @ a
of the area was great; this includod harsh cuts lnto the

I

mountainside :contrary ~"to the topographicnl sensitivity
which Oimsted had recommended, excessive str\aightonlng and

broadness of the routes, " in short, the cnatﬁn of park-

L 3?7
roads ~wirich *any competent farmer® might h‘avo built.

(Illus., 16, 17>. He dlscovorod dhat his advice had
remained on the park ccmni:sionors' desks and that no " one

dlrocﬂy ovorseoing ‘the work was aware  of_ the rofi‘nements
H

of the road-buildlng prﬁcon which he had - adotsod. To .

arond %ur-thor ﬂml mmtod ;ltorttlcms of th dgslgn,"

¥
.

he recommehded administimtive changes to ensuré that. his

instructions would not e buquonﬂy be 80’ mthlndlod., and
' .

insuiod that a cmttnﬁt dnclnnm bo M nﬂ:mﬁbtt for; ,‘h
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b

construction work. These recommendations gave Olmsted the

N,

power }to control  further éonstructign while he was
involved in the projett. The advice was adoptod,aei and
W.J. Picton, who had worked with McGibbon on the
construction of the first roads under the faulty direction
of \tho commissigners, was placdd.ih charge of the work.
The, working relationship between Oimsted and Picton was
close and their subsoqdcnt correspondence is rich in
detailed advice. “

The. Peel Street entrance and the lower mougtain road
appoar on the Design Map (Illus. 18) in more or less .the
form in which they were built. McTavish dtreet simply
Joins Pine - Avenue and squgstions for the McTavish
approach discussed above are left off the map. Unliko the
Peel Street entrance and lower mountain road, which were
Built during the design phase of the park "project, the
remaining proposed park ontr;ncos were discussed during
the dosidn phajé‘and appear resolved in thoADosigp“Map of
1877. The majority of ghqso plans wene‘ not executed

accorfding to Olmsted’s ideas, resulting in many of the

divergences ‘from the Design Map in the present existing

. pafR discussed in'tho thapttr following.

The - Uniuorsltr Strcot tntrancc proposed in ~'gho

‘“ﬂproliminary'rcport to bo oxtondod shrough the Frothlnghan

uuto was lnc!ud-d !n the October 1m plhh for

lower mountain road. The rqdm p!lmud to cm/wt enrm.,., I |
. Yup Frothinghem pwm mum m uim- BINN RN mgl
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f b 39
; near the <cliff base on the east side. As construction

| proceeded on the other routes planned in 1875, the

B e

University .Street proposal remained untouched. Olmsted

[‘ began to receive indications of the controversy over the
f acquisition of the Frothingham property in March 1876,
| .

r

; when he noted the absence ©f its survey on a topographical
¢ 40
map sent by Picton. He began to consider alternatives to

“ the original proposed entrante and residential bordering
scheme in the event that the property would not be

- 1
acquired. The expropriation of an entrance road through

N Il b § it ook, A

. the property seemed the most acceptable: compromise

i throughout the prolonged argument over the acquisition of
4

the pfoperty. The following excerpt from a letter to H.A.

Nol;on indicates the complicated compromises which even §
this simple solution would engender:

L
5 A carriage entrance through the Hugh
Taylor property [now the Royal Victoria Hospital
. . grounds) is out  of the question andL it is
g absolutely necessary that you should have the ;
upper part of the Frothingham property. A good
. public road through both properties and running
back of Mr. Law’s seems important. Such a road
could be made, I presume, without the purchase
of the large part of the Frothingham property.
Obtain the upper part of the Frothingham .
g proporty\u} ‘you do not obtain the lower part of o
‘ I

it also hall advise the sale of the:.Taylor
, property which is useless without it.41 .

This proposal formed the basis for the solution

2

- iipoariqg in the Design Map <(Itlus. 18): the Taylor .

property 1laid -out in Building lots with a road. running

[ 2

through, it to Join ‘the lm"u;uqnj'n road. .As his been
DU indicated, however, Olmsted 'continued to argus for ™ the

- 5 * - " ¢ -
- . - ‘ . T !




e S

. ' 77

acquisition of the Frothingham property right up to the
point of drafting the final design.
The area bordering on Bleury Street (which . was

A
eventually renamed Park Avenue from Sherbrooke Street

north through the park and beyond) was to have been -

treated in a manner similar to the University Street area.
The Design Map (Illus. 18) shows Bleury Street as a series
of gentle curves bordered with residential lots which in
turn border on extensions of park land. Bleury Street

would be the transitional parkway which would join the

Tower mountain road. The Bleury Street area could’

3

eventually be sorvicedlby a street railway, a form of
public tr;nsportat{on only beginning to appear in Moﬁgroal
which "would bon;fit visitors to the cemeteries to the
north, the residents of the area and the park "users. A
petition for such a railway had been publis;od in 1874
and Olimsted had requested to plan for it in the park
dosign.42 The railway appears on the Design Map, running
behind 'the building 1ots into the boulevard through the
park iurth;r nor th.

Access to the west side of the park was to be gained

through. two entrances off Cbto-dos—Noid@ﬁﬁg one from

(Y4
Shakespeare Road in the north west corner, which would-

Join the roads on the upper mountain, as shown on "’ the
. (3 N .

Design Map (Illus. 18). The other ubstorn cnmmlagi(
- entrance branched off coto-du-ungu Just above Codar
Avenue, & new road oxtoadlnﬁ ofi Pln. awonuo. Pyctan :nd

H
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Olmsted worked out the location of this entrance ' in
August, 1874, taking meticulous note of local

) . 43
topographical condi tions.

(. Water - Its Integration into the Design

The: mountain site did not possess a natural body of

’ water of any ;t;iutanti,al size. A large, 1ow peaty area .did
exist on the nc;rthwost side of the park land which may
have once been a shallow lake. Olmsted h‘ad. considq(ed
.excavating a small pond in this vicinity as a picturesque
element and as a collector for the park’s water needs.
This idea was overridden by a request to the Cit} Council
for a very large reservoir dosigncd.tlo meet the city’s
future negfls. The r:oq‘ucst was turned dcﬁn, viewed by Louis
Lesage, engineer, 'of the waﬁtor q‘onlnlttu%l as impractical,

and a reservoir of 8 _toi2 acres was agreed upon. Olmsted
I . ’ \ . -
was asked to plan the appearance of the reservoir as part
r 44
of the park plan. The practice of includimrig reservoirs

" in the design of lir‘go parks was Known to Oimsted; Central

. . )
Park boasted two large ones, which Olmsted and Vaux -had

z

. worked around with some difficulty in dwolépping the

Greensward Plan. Olimsted regarded them as *deductions”
. : . ' 43
rather than positive features of the plan.

‘Olmsted proposed two.aiternatives for the_form and

. ¢ 1 - '

- ” . i R
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finish of the reurvoir,'pasod on differing aesthetic

approaches.

reservoir in order to integrate it with the rest of

park, and presented the alternatives as follows:

the

One is to treat it as a natural Jake. In
this case I should [try]l to give it a good deal
more of variety of outline than is indicated on

‘Mr . Lesage’s sKetch, ¢to introduce islands,

points and bays. I should also wish to...plant
in some [illegible] about it apd to create a
margQin of turf, bushes, natural rock and sandy
beaches. Anything like a [illegiblel or a rigid
Ttone edge would be out of the. question. No gate
house or other construction should be made
conspicuous.

1€, therefore, any of the above
requirements would...be inadmissible I should at
once wholly abandon the idea of a natural form.
The al ternative would be a symmetrical

‘"geometrical figure as an ellipse or a circle or

something 1ike the encloged...lenclosed is a
sketch of a symmetrical trefoil shape 1ike that
appearing on the Design Map (Illus. 18)]...
which.-would fit the topography*very fairly. With
any such figure, the shore would be, .if not cut
masonry, a perfect clear linej; there would be no
trees ovorhanging\ the water and there might be,
if desired, a raiting and. any desirable
building. b -

I should propose in this case to plan ‘a
grand promenade of formal out)ine corresponding

‘to ‘that of the Reservoir and following it as

clopely as practif:ablo&é Y

hyﬁn this p'ropos‘}hl , progn;nt with impl !Eations

}

e 5
design to follq»,'t Olmsted tested his ideas with

water committee, ob;*inind ‘ their full approval of
4 . . " .

second alternative,

the formal symmetrical - shape,

I
|
|

s
uncluttered mirror-lnfo surface ringed by a carriage

pedestrian promenade.

! [

The Introduction| of 'such ‘a lLarge, architectonmic

; '

-
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He needed a decision on the appearance of the

the

for
the
the

an

“and

>
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element into the otherwise natural, wildcrhoss charac ter

“bf  the pro:itchd dosfgn might lead one to question the

consistency of Olmsted’s design principles. The
reservoir/promenade combination worked well in terms of

function;. the necessary container of the city’s water

would double as a large reflecting pool around which

visitors could walk, drive or ride in a sociable,
structured setiting, an agreeable contrast to the natural
beauties encountered on  the way. into tlho ’plrl( or on the
continuation of a visit into the up;;or me adows and
forests. Oimsted explained thxis feature in his plans for
the réads on the upper mountain."8 Preccdonts for the
inclusion of such formal ‘ﬂmonts in otherwise natural
park settings occuring in both Oimsted’s worK and in
continental landscape design tradi tions further illuminate
Olmsted’s reasoning, for example in Oilmsted and Vaux’s
Greensward Plan (18%8) for Central Rark.49 The Mall, a

straight, +formal promenade and the architectonic style

. adop ted for the "new" reservoir, with its high banks and

19

circuit drivo,'woro formal elements similar in function to
the reservoir/promenade idea prépoud for Mount Royal

Park. The rationale for the Mall given in the Greensward
LY

‘Plan  provides an - interesting Jjustification for its

£

inctusion. Thlo architects liken ijt to a mansion in a

private park. It is a place of meeting for the S owners® of

grandiose and obtrusive building which might otherwise. be

3 Lol ~ .

the park, the public, and as such a replacement for any

*
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desired. This place of meeting, open to the landscape,
encour ages the "idea of the park itself... Cto remainl...
ubpormost in the mind of the beholdor‘.so With the ‘“new"
rnfrvoir in Central Park, thé designers made the best
th;y could of .a situation which was otherwise difficult
for them to accept. The high embanKments surrounding this
body of water became a circuit drive from which the park

-

and city landscape could be surveyed, again maﬂintaining
the idoa of 'pu“l(".51 The democratic noti’on uof the
promen ade as the public’'s 'mansibn", an elegant,
architectonic feature which remains “landscape™  while
signifring *architecture’, is an idea which transposes
into public park design the design probiems of integrating
the architectonic into ixnatunl setting. In England,
Blenheim Palace, with Capability Brown’s turf growing up
to the walls of the Baroque buhilding, is a demonstration
of the unresolved classic m“c:n:lem.;."'2 Adoption of a
"rustic® style of ar-chitectur.o, adapting archltoctun}
design to the n'atufal. ntting,‘ as Andrew Jackson Downing
had 'proposo% wi th his cottage designs, was one solutio.n.53
The other alto‘rnatiu"o was the fl':ank inclusion of the
formal element, integrating it by soﬂsoning o;~ graduating
the transition .of‘\lts gianott;y into the jsurrounding

lindscape, bp of enhancing it by ,,;'ontrist. The older

vFrq’n_ch and Ital ian landscape’ traditions showed innumerable
precedents for such integration of * formal,. architectonic

» elements, ‘into rural settings,. By inc&p‘nritl'hd geametric
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form into his designs for Central ParkK and 1later Mount
Royal Park, Olmsted demonstrated his acceptance of

continental traditions generally regarded as opposed to

4

the English tradi tion.
Despi te this ol;gant and sophisticated solution to
the reservoir design problem put forward Uy Olmsted,

uncertainties as to whether the reservoir would be built
be c ame ovid;nt as the city’s financial condi tion
\ S4 ,

wor sened. Olmsted was given assurances “ that the

reservoir would be built as proposed fn the official
adoption of his reservoir plan by the city coi.mcll.ss He
was told to go ahead with the ’;;Iannihg of the rest of the
park u:ccw'::lingly.s‘s le\sion.cr Nelson, however, doubted
t‘hat it would be built in the near futuro,57 a jsituation
thch must have been disheartening for ‘tho architect.
Dlmitod inclludoc'i the accepted proposal in the Design Map
(ITlus. 18) but made littl; mention of this major feature
in  his published description of the plan, describing it
only briefly in the appondi‘x.se

- On the Design Ma;; (I1)us. 18), there appears a second
reservoir, the "high-level .ruorvoir', a small rectangular
body of water set beside the road at -tho top jof th'g Peel
Street entrance. ~ This reservoir was buiiif\t without
Olmsted’s advice in 1876 as a replacement for "_the l;rgt

reservoir which Dimsted had designed. It was badiy placed

in terms of the natural features of the. Ioc;tloﬁ_,‘

intruding on the forested a”:rfu beneath the dramatic érngs.

*
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" setting, and Oimsted deplored it.

83

its unimaginative go&notric form violating the wi lderness
S

-

The Design Developed - Park Scenery

Once the council had approved the design of the large

reservoir, Olmsted proceeded to develop the roads and

walks in the park proper. Olmsted considered roads and
walks m;taphorically as the "Kknives and forks® nocouar"i'
to the consumption of the "meat and drink of t‘ho
entertainment® which the |:‘nrk would provlde.éo The
entertainment consisted of two main elements: a rich
variety of local l;ural and wilderness scenery, and a
n:umbor of spectacular distant views which could be enjoyed
from wvarious elevations within the park aroa.l The beauty
of the local scenery could serve to enhance the wvisitor’s
experience of the distant views éhrough a careful planning
of the media of ,'thoir presentation - the roads and walks.
Olmsted outlined his concepts for this prumtatlon in

Mount Royal, Montreal. He insisted that to make anything

less than art of Mount Royal’s scenic beauty would be a

great waste, that i ts heal th-nstor.l\n'g and rocpoatlonaln

advantages would  lose nothing to the artful. design of
roads and walks. These routes were conceived to lead the

visitor through a sequence of landscape quorioncos which

“ should enfold gradually for maximum effect:

1
\ f
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eee 0N more unobtrusive, home-—1 i Ke
qualities of which the effects come to one less
in a torrent-like way than as the gentle,
pervasive dew falling so softly as to be
imperceptible and yet delightfully invigorating
in its results. Even this might be to some a
question; but let any man ask himself whether
the value of such views as the grandest the
mountain offers’ is greater when they are made
distinct spectacles or when they are enjoyed as
successive incidents of a sustained landscape
poem, to each of which the mind is gradually and
sweetly led up and from which it is gradually
and sweetly led away, so that they become a part
of a consistent experience...é1

)
Olmsted illustrated the effectiveness of this poetic

presentation through a description of a typical carriage

ride into Mount Royal Park, demonstrating the calming and

delightful effect of the succession of sensations. The

text itself has the effect of sgiritual renewal. ' The
visitor taking this ride, a "town-strained individual®,
moves from noisy urban streets into the suburban
boulevards leading into the park, th‘o driving becoming
easy, without obstruction or worry. As the ascent begins,
the scenery becomes more rural, broad pu't"ur'os edged wi‘\th
dark bands of forest, bushes,lwildﬂwcrs, "preluding the

mountain®. From slightly higher ground, a +first jvista
&

4

becomes apparent - the city berond the pasture and

-suburbs. The rider passes through a wqoded:istretch \to a

higher viewpoint from which distant hills are wvisible.

4

Then, with a change in direction, the rocky steepness of .

the mountain‘s cliffs rising above the road comes
apparent, the forest thlckpninﬁ, ~ perhaps affordi'ng

glimpses of distant views through the foliage. The forest

’”
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the site for the roumo!n!pqmnado.
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)

begins to thin as the rider moves toward a highland

)

valley, which, once reached, opens a broad view of the
river valley strjot‘chirpg to the horizon. Higher still, into
yet wilder forested tracts, the road more narrow and

turning more sharply, the rider arrives at i point above

the cliffs... 4
/

Looking Out over this deep foreground of
forest, we {(guld now have before us more
extended views. in all directions than we had had
before in any. \Diwd they offer for our enjoyment
but a rolling surface of grass or an endless
prospect of desert sand, with only sKky and
clouds to relieve its monotony of colour, the
effect would be irresistible. As it is, what
element of beauty could be added without
crowding? What new object of beauty without
disturbance? Yet, 'gradually led up to it from
the streets, as | have supposed our friend to
be, %0 that it comes in natural and consistent
sequence, the impression qould but e¢arry to a
still higher point the restful, soothing and
refreshing influence of the entire work.é2

The sequence of experiences preceding and follbwing a
visit t6 one part of the park was as important to Oimsted
as the treatment of each area or vim;oint itself. Such
sequences could be provided through the simple, artful
building of a road or’walk, once the main points of

interest were identified within the ?ark. "rh“e ubpor

plateau which had“so seduced Olmsted on his preliminary.

- 1
visit to tho.si}'to would be the main body of the park and

it is upon this area that he lavished his attentions. It
. £ '

consisted of a high valley, characterized by a broad

expanse of turf which was to furnish,;, in its lower end,

3

{.

-

'

¥

-

Hfts ‘upper meadows,.
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former farml ands, border on the forested slopo/s of the

mountain’s eastern crown. These forests, furrowed with'

minor wvalleys, are bounded on the south and east by steep
cliffs, which offered the architect a number. of choice
views, .with the Highest poin‘t of the crown as the most
‘spectacular of all of thi;s'o, sin;o vistas from there
oxtond;d in all directions. The road and walk system would
be d‘gigmd to offer the visitor access to the uiowpovints,

’ r

easy and pleasurable passage through the forosts,‘

proximity to the water of the reservoir and open ‘areas of

“{ ,
turf of wihich he could make ¥ree use.

The introduction of the rosorvoir/promonado aff_octod
th,:o design of the entire upper mountain _area, In his .
preséntation of the formal reservoir design, ’Dlnﬁstcd madol
;‘:nrtain that the council and commissioners were fully‘
aware of the impl ication of their docisior;'. " The park
commissioner; had requested that Oimsted inclut;o a_. )

ppon'nnado element in the park design, a place for slow

walkin§ and driving where people could meet and socialize.

/

' Olmsted’s. first i;:loa had been to make such a broad

63
boulevard to ring the crown of the mountain. Once the:

reservoir/promenade idea was approved, Olmsted modified
- . .> l‘

his concept for the design of the  upper mountain. The

reservoir/promenade, as hgs‘bnn in_dicttod, . would be’ a

_formal geometric element occurring between the ' forésted

Tower ' slopes. and the wilder heights of the mountain’s

oW

t

"crown. Olmsted d.'s'c,rlb‘ocf the effect which the iinclusion wl‘,:.,o :
. : f . L. .
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4. + the reservoir/promenade, or OGrand Promenade as it was

AN

scheme as follows: ./
)
Its adoption will involve a change in the
Qeneral” theory of design for laying out all. the
upper part of the mountain. The element which 1

have hitherto considered a very important one, .

4 //A’ of a piece of truly park-like ground, broad,
lsimple, quiet and of a rich sylvan and pastoral
character, forming « a harmonidus, natural

N foreground to the view over the western valley
’ and all in striking contrfdst to the ruggedness

of the mountain proper, must bé& abandoned. This
is mu to be regretted, but as it has been
ditermined upon, I shall turn the new conditions
to the best ,~account that I can, and in the
arrangements which I shall propose you will find
I trust much approach to compensation for what

j
First, as a place of ;social gathering, the

. locality will ,be a mile nearer the City than

* . that previously proposed tb be similarly used. )
Second,i it will b; a bafer'place for the

congregation < of large Quhbers of carriages and
‘hor semen. o

. / Third, . it will be available for its

_“\\\\» intended use with comfort earlier in the spring:

and later in the autumn, . being sheltered from
northerly winds. ’

b Fourth, horses having had a mile less of
uphill work to dd willbreach it iﬁ\\fresher
condition and visitors will find it a pleasant
relief to turn out upon its level course on
, « their way to the ‘Crown of the Mountain’.

Fifth, the material “excavated from -the
reservoir, and not required in the construction
of the promehade around it, will materially‘help

X

w ").

8?7

N

I

henceforth called, \woul%\hauo on grj\:‘design, citinﬂ' the

¢ . . ,
“\~,j§\E%Sth.tic, functional and short-term advantages of the/j ‘ -

to mend the defects of the road from Bleury A\

Street up the mountain.
Sixth, having proved a .much mor e

previously practicable, there Will be no need of

\\\V ’ .satisfactory course for horsemen than was
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. constructing one on the upper part of the &9
\ 7. mountain, which will 1leave the latter a much ~ ’
safer place £dr Kht .rambles of women “and
«. - children. ' . .
LY , e
Seventh, the addition at this point of a
- broad level %promenade drive, will justify a .
reduction of ‘width, and the use of steeper
grades and more frequent and rapid changes of:
; " course in the drive on the upper part of the
: - mountain, the natural features of which will
A . thus be less subject to injury, while road witl..
! v be more harmonious in ¥character w&th the
! scenery.é4 ' , i P
H ’ \' R T A
4 , A11 of the practical advantages thus cogﬁidered, the
.. “ . . * ,
main effect®of the reservoir/promenade element on the park
" design would be that referred to in, the seveg&h point. The
- ’ "_« y\
drive on the wupper mountain could ndw justifiably be
* treated in a moreJ'picturesque' manner, that is, a ménp@r
, . g
more responsive to the surface topography, upon Lhich the
- . 3 . L
rider would move more slowly, and would in turn be led to
[}
a more intimate revelation of the natural delights of the
' upper mountain. All of this would be rendered more /\
<
effective by the contrast with the formal civility of the :
‘ {” ., * OGrand Promenade. |
X
The upper mountain roads and walks were deuelbped in
two ,bhases. The first phase, from Olmsted’s receipt of
{Picton's\ photographically reduced topographical map in
éarl? March’ 1876 to the  approval of the
reservoir/promenade plan in July 1876, congisted of a
general development of the concepts. The s?cond, phase,
Qﬂ?marked by the’ decision on the reserdoih/promenado,
. - continued to the presentation of a study for Fhe full’
. i .
A | S o
) SR I
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design of tﬁo park in October 1876. 1In this second phase,

. . ~
3@; pldn for the upper mountain was refig;d to include the
-~ -~ . T \
aesthetic elements implied -in the reservoir decision.

-

Olmsted’s estabtishment of direct communicaiion wi(?

‘ Picton after the disastrous road-buiiding efforts of 1875-

74 was most fﬁuigful'iw this second phase'of the design.

period, in that the excel}ent topographical information
received from Picton enabled him ‘to :give precise
instructions. - . v . A

T

Five studies ow tracing paper in® the Aﬁchiges of the
Olmsted National Historic Site appear to date from the
first phase of this design development. T?ey.are labelled

March 1874, ‘but their content ard tentative matching with

[ -
the correspondence indicate‘that‘their dates.may be spread

65
over a few months following March 1876. Three of the

five stuQies are of similar small scalé, .probably fitting

icton’s reduced topographical map, while one other is of

larger scale,: the fifth shows only a fragment of a road.

4

Oimsted began to plan a spring visit to the site in April

1874. In order, that he be able to determine the'acqurécy

of his plans for the upper mountain road, he sent a’

tentative study to Pictoh in April 1874, explaining it as

follows: , 2

«»s I do not want to come [to Montreall

#-until after I have made a complete study QI the
boundaries and approach roads... :

. I send you herewith a tracing to fit your

printed map, uaon which you will find a series

of points indicated thus [possibly the map as



} ‘ :
s hd +

intended to be inierted here, . not indicated on

the letter ;draftl. Will you please have a-dtake

set .at eqé "of these points and notify me when

this has “bDeen done... the stakes should be
numbered and lettered as indicated.éé
*The locations of the roads thus staked out would

oo
g’

serve ;3 reference points through the remainder of the

designing of the upper mountain roads. Two of the-

.- 47 . :
aforementioned .studies, both unlabelled, seem to precede
o~

‘this first reqdest for stakes, Oné}.of large scale, lookKs
h . <.

7 yike a tracing, while the second is more free in style
. ré“\_n/\\ )

awd™ rich in detail, showing forked roads, some with
"islands®" set in them. In this second drawing, elevations
and the grades of the mai9 roads are indicated, Han; of
the ideas drawn here are eliminated in gubsequenl drawings

and the Design Map (Illus. 18, the _drawing thus

representing an exploration of possibilities, prior to the

[4 &

solidification of the plan in the request for the first. '

staking of’the road locations.

A th%&d study from the group shows the ~tentatiqe
placing of buildings and viewpoints in relation to the
main road.68 The road sKirts a ‘broad area which is
probably the meadow;“ forking up to a digwpoint, pogsibly
hear the location of the présent looKkout. Here there‘if a
loop for the stopping and turning of carriages. From!here,
a carriage would turn back to the fork, retracipg its
route. A left turn atfthe fork would take the rider back
to the mpadow and the road down; a right turn would take

’
«

him higher still, to two further main viewpoints on ‘the
. [ 4
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~south apdvnast sides of the crown of the mountain, then to

the ‘crown itsélf. At each viewpoint, turning space is

B
shown. This . plan would necessitate much doubling back of

carriage traffic on the routes. The grades of the roads,
indicated on the drawing, ‘range from 1 in 25 to 1 in 30,

planned to be fairly uniform and gentle. The two-way
) e
traffic would have necessitated a consistently pide road.
Following the abproual of the reservoirs plan,- the

»

- ¢
initial concept descriQed above was modified. blmsted had

‘visited the site in May 18748 for the publlc inauguration

-of tho park and Picton was most co—operatlve in supplying

spoc1f|c information for the refinement of the plan. A

fourth drawing, labelled Mount Royal/Plan Showing Road
\ 49 : .
Stakes/35, showing the trefoil-shaped Treservoir in

place, closely . resembies the ‘upper mountain design
configuration on the Des}gn Map (Illus. 18). The road now

Y

rings the crown of the mountain, with concourses or
stopping spaces at six main viewpoints.' There is little

noed for two-way traffic on this ring road and its route

folugus the line of the cliff edge fairly closely on ° the

gouth and east sideé, a change from the previous drawing,
where the road branched from a central axis to the several
viewpoints. Thi; modification represents the
tﬁansformation of the upper mountain concept éowards the
éreater ‘"picturesqueness” whicﬁ OImsted citea in his
description of the effects of “the inclusion of the

reservoir-grahd promenade. In a letter of instruction " to

+
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ﬁicton,, ho'dnséribod in-detail how the picturesque. effect

of th§| road should be achlovodx

-

-+« The broad_ Tevel drive ‘of ha]k‘a mile
in length around the reservoir will at all times"

. attract and hold a considerable number of
visitors to the mountain and the adjoining ride’
wili supply perfectly . what was before
imperfettly provided for in .the crooked , and
steep ride proposed for the ypper part.of _ the
mountain, a speeding course for horsemen. It
will therefore be feasible to do without the
bridle . road as heretofore proposed and to 1lay
out the drive on the more easy grade with less

width and with less regard to ease of curve and
grade. : In the study. of your worKing plans, you
will accordingly be able to keep much closer

than I should have before approved your doing to
the natural surface of the ground, both_by more
indirectness of courde and by steeper and more
- frequent changes of grade. A grade as sharp as
one in 18 would be adnissible, for 'a short
distance where, for example, within a

vards each way a change is practicable to one in «

‘R

hundred =~

..\\..

25 or' better. I have assumed on the map a width _

in genera)l of 22 feet. On all sfort turns the __ ;@
width should be fully maintain and where the
road can be laid out at very ljttle additional
cost,. either of the bed or In the slope ~on
either gside, its width may be lenlarged to as
much as & feet, care bei taken thadt any
increased -width is accomplished by a curve as
gradual as not to be readily noticeable. On th'&
other hand a gradual reduction from 22 ft. to 18
will be admi-ssible where anything importahnt As o
to be gained by it either in economy of i
construction or .avoidance of trees or other
objects desgirable to be retained.?0 ‘

The

1876 complete,
71

proceed.

July  of and Olmsted regarded it as:

informing Nelson that construction. could

. Toﬁporarx.roids on this route must have .been openied  in the

a

oY

summer of ~ 1874, since a road system closely resembling

that of the Design Map appears on a published map by C.F.

. ) 4
B

Goad in 1880 (Illus. 22).

»
i

- ﬁ.’

circuit drive thus described was staked bui in
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The elaborate walli system, as Dimsted conceived it at

Q

the outset of tho‘doslgn period, was designed for easy

ualklng and visual dolight.' The c,c;m‘:opts for the walks
bega'n to .appear with tht-’pl;h,s for th’ Peel Street
; ) ont}anco and | ower mountain drive, O‘ImstoJ requesting that
space be provided .46n‘ the walks 'in building of these
‘ . roads. Wide bdrdors were to be left on the lower side of
f N ® roads excavated into the hillside, to ‘Br'ou'do .space for a
’ ‘ walk soparatod‘from the wheelway by rocks and plants. The
w “‘kﬁ dosign . would be highly rtspohsi.ue " to local
/a‘pqgr{aphical cénditions, and .Olmsted ‘recommended
/uarnatn@; such as the following, as' natural features

T e cncv:t‘t!th" _ﬂ&_‘-____.@ e ;

]

The map thoreforg leaves the walk system
open _at all points for further study, but as
where a high retaining wall will be required for
the drive; no other course but that of the drive .
is practicable. for a walk suitable for persons -
in delicate health or those carrying young
children to the top of the mountain, the
proposition is here advanced to provide for this
requirement by a continuous platform dverhanging
the retaining wall like a balcony," to be -
supported by brackets and guarded by a strong
& railing of rustic' timber work designed to be
overhung with vines and creepers, which\*n\cmdor
to show a suitable method for its construction
are omitted in the sketches. The wall being
thrown in shadow and also more or le'ss
[obscured] by vines, mossessand rock plants,
will then mainly disappear together with the
timberwork and there wil)l be no more obtrusion
of " the artificial elements of the road upon the
natural scenery of the mountain than is -
absolutely necessary to its convenjent ascent.

Jo guard wheels from the walk "an irregular
barrier of rocks is to be placed between the two 0
and, in pocﬁets of+ s0il between the rocks, shrubs
and vines are to be planted.?2

/

1

B N i
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The walk system following the lower mountain drive.

N

ippoars, as recommended, on the Design Map(Ilius. 18).

‘This walk shows no stairs, a continuous, 'easy ascent for
: Vs
4

woiker’peop,lo or baby carriages and whulchairj;. Mor.p

¢

direct routes via stairs.branch off this ‘access rout;,’L;
1 " ?

’sc/hling the crags at three Hoints, or leading up ‘through
the forest in the south west area’
These directed access walks give u;ay, on the upper

mountain, to a sy;t:em of rambles through the woods and

AN

skirt{pg the meadows which would be qi.:ito independent of

" - ]
the road system, meeting it only at its most picturesque
‘outlookt, ;nd giving access to t'hev same main viewpoints.
The -Design Map (IMlus. 18> shows a system of walks

contained 'wit,hin the circuit drive radiating from two,

triple forks .vagué%esembling the road system first

'dr;awn in the spring of 1874, taking advantage, possibly,

of its easy grades. As well, a path is included which:
closely’ follows the cliff-edge outside the ring of the
circuit drive. At several points the inner system of walks
.Joﬁins that outside the circuit drit.;e via underpasses, such

that pedestrians would not have to venture onto the drive

itsolf.

Buildings and Minor Structures

¢

‘:Tho roads and walks were the main functional elements

< in -‘the design of the park. Otﬁer necessities were the

[}

. -
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various buildings which would house services to the park
and its visitors, and the minor structures of railings,

bridges and platforms which would be necessary amenities

in the road and walk system. Olimsted advised the park

commission that all such structures should be fairly
unobtrusive elements in a landscape which would be
dominated by its nmatural character. While he emphasized
um;btrusiueness, he also advised a picturesque, "rustic*”
element in all of his ideas for such structures. "Rustic®,
for " ail tl:n word’s s,u’oﬁg'estiuonoss of country~style
simplicity, had been developed by Olmsted and Calvert Vaux

into a highly complex decorative style in, for example,

Central and Profpoct Parks. Due, probably, to these

archi tects wide-spread use of it, _"rustic"_ bec ame

\natur'alized as the "Adirondack" stlee in the Uniéed
States. 'It was similarly popular in Canada, manifesting

itsel f ir}*such varied items as parkK furniture, Tettering
“~

" and- coats of arms. However, "rustic* did have European

beginnf/ings as the appropriate decor of the hermi tages of
18th / century pleasure grounds. Olimsted felt ¢that W.J.

Picton should observe the rustic work adorning the New

- YorK parks at first hand, and arringed for him to visit

73
New York in July 1876, On this occasion, Picton would

.have seen pdrkK structures ranging from el aborate shelters

"and benches constructed of rough hewn wood in most

fanci ful forms, to relatively simple railings in similar

materials placed in secluded wdqdlahd —spots. There is

e s i
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little doubt that OImsted was suggesting that a simjlar

|
J

style would be appropriate to t'r,n forested areas of - Mount
Ro‘nl, that the adoption of the 'N..:sticy style would be -a
logic)al complement to the picturesquf/crookodnui of the
roads on the u;apor t;uountafn.

| The gallery walk pro;;osed for tl"vo lower mountain road
in. 1875 showed the first indi'q‘ation of Olmsted’s
intentions for “"rustic" styl,e ' structures. (See quote,

footnote 72.> The plans for the gallery walk were

misplaced in June 1876, and Picton requested a second set,

which was sent, a drawing accompanied by a more . detailed

description of how it was to be built than the first set
contained. Materials suggested were cedar, Jlarch or iron
wood., The visual effect of the timber structures
depends on the size and proportions of the
parts. There is no objection to somewhat larger
timber but if any one piece above the floor 1ine
is larger all the other should be so the
proportions being [sic)l preserved.?4
Trimming below the floor line was to be rough, while

above the floor line "stubs should be reduced to smooth

faces so as to leave no suggestion of'danger that dresses
73

may be caught and torn in passing them". Reinforcing the ,

earlier advice, Olmsted insisted on the planting 6f vines,

Creepers and shrubs to grow over™ the artificial-‘

structures,

The “rustic® style was extended, to the several timber

2

bridges proposed - somé to allow,a road to cross a ravine,

some to allow a walkK or bridle path to cross under a’

> e

v 4 -
s ‘\
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. carriageway. The following description of one of the
br idges planned gives an indication of the desired effect:

It shoulébbe a span of at least 14 feet
and no part of it should be (more]l conspicuous
than néecessary. Very bold rock faced stone will
be best for the abutments and a simple but very
strong t imber construction abbve. The |,
{illegiblel walls and slopes should be so
managed that the passage of the walk will seem
either to be through a natural gap (if this is
practicable) or to have been forced by a sharp :
cut through®the natural ridge. The top of the -
[illegible]l should be hidden and the bridge
killegiblel half hidden eventually by trees and
shrubs planted in the slopes.?é

The rustic style would also decoﬂkf:‘tho ro?octory
planned for the eastern crown of the mountain. The Park
Commissioners asked Olmsted to provide plans for a café
and rest house early in the spring of 1876. He referred
the architectural\ggsign to a New York architect, Thomas
Uiéedell, and a stddy was sent to the commissioners for
approval in April 1876 with the following letter that

described the style in which it was to be built:

The house is to be designed to be built of
wood in a common and inexpensive way, its effect
depending on the form and general stﬁﬂe adopted,
which is not essentially different from that of
the best old French farm houses of the Dominion. .1
It is to be covered chiefly with shingles,
except the canopy of the tower, which is
"designed to appear at a distance like a crown,
and to be overlaid with tin, or.if you can
afford it, gilded copper. The architect has not
qui te met my intention in the tower, but you
will recognize the general idea.

I mean the tower to be high enough to be
seen from and to command a view over the nearer
.part of the city, and I have arranged a large
open Belvedere over the main body of the house

-~ at a height at which it is expected that more
distant views will be obtained over and through
the tops of the trees. It is intended that this

¢
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place shall also' be used for the refectory
business.?7

The design was approyed, but never built, lost in the

same financial restrictions and political wrangling that

. obscured the reservoir and grand proﬁenade.

Oimsted also inquired of ‘his acquaintance Waring, who
once ‘joKingly referred to his profession as that of "Privy

Councillor®", about the feasibility of installing Waring’s

inventioﬁy the eco]ogfcal "earth toilet™ in Mount Royal

Park. Hi recomwghdatkons have an(hir of experimentalism
gbout them; He was not certain of the equipment’s ability
to function in cold weather,78 and Olmsted never brought
the matt?r to the commissioners’ attention.

Some “rustic work® was built in the park 'in 1876,
including parts of the walk along the loyer mountain drive
(I1lus. 20> and a platform for a viewpoint, probably that
near the sité of the present look—-out (Illus, 21). The
railings Qere solid  constructions in ‘round 1logs that
recall illustrations for colleéti s published tales of
the Canadian backwoods or folksongs ' de in the heyday of

the Group of Seven, when the wilderness'-reached its zenith

as a Canadian national symbol.
Planting in the Park . .

Olmsted, in his preliminary report, made very 'few

suggestions concerning planting in the park. He simply

/
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advised that existing vegetation be mainigined and that ‘

: .t R

some minor planting would be necessary to obscure man-made ;
» 4 ’ ' Ky

structures, or‘to create pleasing foregrounds for views.

This lack of emphasisﬁbn planting in the preliminary
report and the prolonged planning discussion and

construction of the road system may have left the

commissioners with the ;mpression that there ‘would be
Tittle 'gardoniﬁg' to do on the site. Even today many park
visitors mistake the natural wilderness appearance of much
of the park as the work of nature alone, when, in fact, it | | 1
haﬁ been much refore;ted and reduiresﬁtonsiderable care.
Oimsted’s. talent as a tandscape architect was perhaps
strongest in’his work with plants and trees. His advice
concern%ng the wuse of ;egetation is most stronély
articulated iﬁ Mount Royal, Montreal. Here he demonstrated”
that $he design of the park depended heavily upon th;

arrangement of-the vegetation; the _planned and existing

plant 'life in each area dictated to a b?rge extent its

‘usage and character. The concebt of “topography" was shown

pero to be closely linked to what‘would be grown in a

7 :
specific area, expressing its geological form and F §

A

elouation; rather than the geological form per g;. The ]

-t

%
*mountainness® of Mount Royal woukp be expressed through - !
its vegetation rather than its rocks and height, which‘arp %

|

»

not, in fact, spectacular. o

. ry &'
{ Oilmsted analyzed the  topography in ' .terms of

’ vegetation from ‘two points of view -.-firest, as three

1 4

-

" Y
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ievels of elebgtion and secand, \hsﬂ eight topogr}phical
v R i s - -
divisions. with .ppetific local characteristics which
determined plantin§ and unge. From this dual q?’lysis, /

3

the impértance of Olmsted’s ideas on planting for the 7

e appearance and usage of the park became fully apparent.

The analysis of the three levels of elevation

reflects the changes'intehded“in the visitor’s perception

of the mountain as he ascends. The contrast of each level I
would bé made through chang;s in the pla@ting. Theseﬂ
ieuels'are de<cribed as follows: the lower, more fertile”
elevation, the upper, hore exposed "Arctic" elevation and

% the middle,lforested level., In the lowep'elebations, :

‘e the predominating trees should be
such as attain their most perfect character only
under conditions stil11 lower, more fertile, ahd
softer; the elms being the most characteristic
of -~those available to you. These parks should =~ -
also be planted (where screens or windbreaks are
not required) 'in more bpen groups, and every
fair opportubity taken to leave cleapy unbroken .
surfaces of r¥ between the groupd.?? ‘

. 1
The uppermost levels should be maintained, to enhance

-

a ‘strong contrast with that which would grow ,Jower, with
trees ' . o

... ~Which are found to occur naturally in’
even more trying situations, tain scrubby
pines (for instange, the Bank:EEDa which grows
near Ottawa) akd firs, -with th esser birches,

. hornbeams and thorns.80

The .middle regions should be forested with a variety

of trees, ' ’ N
'ees white and req~pines and hemlock, the N
. canoe and red birches, the rock, mountain,
Norway and moose maples, with underwood and

I -
- 9
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thickKets of rowans, wych—-hazel, the native
honeysuckles,~ wild currant, fragrant bramblef
the Canadian rollbut, sumacs, clethra, rhodora
and other thoroughly hardy and strong-growing
shrubs. Then, lower still, oaks, bass-wood,
butternut, ash, cherry, red maple ‘and such
variety of low trees, bushes, prostrate shrubs
and vines “as will be found necessary to obscure
all ‘places where the soil is too thin and poor
for turf and the rock flat, scaly, and
qninteresting.sl

While Keeping in mind the eésenﬁial unity and
contr;st which the changes in ;levation wouid Ienq‘to“thé
mbuntain,'Olméfed, in his second analysis, broke down the
site into eight regions, e;ch characterizgd by a specific
ltopogrhph&, ‘ingicaging how the intrinsic interest of each

should. be developed through planting and suggesting how

each should be used By-the public. The planting, to a,

large &xtent, dictated the appropriate usage.
The areas designated "crags" consists of the steep,

rocky cliff faces along the south and east sides of the

‘mountain. These areas would not be put to public use. They

"interest could be heightened bﬁ leaving the bolder rocks

&

- above.

were me;nt to be uig@ed mainiy from below, qUt their

uncovered and hiding the more cﬁumbly, feeble suyrfaces by

planting 1low shrubs, wvines, sumacs and yews. Planting

should check erosion,' but be Kept 1ow as tall trees would

hide the bolder features and obscure the uiéws from

82 / - : .

The upperfell, the rocky, relativeliy flat area above

the crgbs ‘with its superb views would be an excellent

picnic area which would need lTittle restriction of public

-
3
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,aécess. Planting would be of the *Arctic" type, therefore

hardy and relatively sparse and little endange}ed by the
4 83 i
movqg:nts of people,

»

The area immediately below the crags,- caffed the
Underfell, ‘and the Brackenfell farther west along the
lower mountain road shéuld remain as richly forested
middl; zone areas, with low skirting- foliage encouraged

émong the groves of taller trees and the occasional ferny
84

open ‘space. Roads and walks would pass. through these

areas and a few facilities for picnics or other group

-
N

outings prbuided on weeKends and holidays, but the

fragility of the vegetation would call for' redtricted
. 85
public access. /

The Glades consist of the broad area leading up to

the western slopes of the mountain‘’s crown, relling,

fertilg; where Beaver Lake is now situated and where the
reservoir ahd grand promenade were planned. Olmsted, - in

the main text of Mount Royal, Montreal does not mention

+

the scheme for the grand promenade. Here, instea, he

N

returns to his original conception of this area:
...the ground is smooth, little ' wooded,
and the soil generally alluvial and peaty,
moister than any other on the mountain. In fact
it is a mountain meadow of severe exposure. The |
old bhouse, now occupied by the superintendent,
stands in the midst of it (destroying its most
marked quality, and interrupting lovely distant’
-views) .. It is important -that its simple
attractive character should, as soon as you can
afford it, be regained and made the most of. It
needs no planting, . except to restore a natural
face to the bordering woods, where -they have
been ill-used. It can easily be made the finest




. spread of turf on the conéin;nt. But it w{ll be '
best kept, when once well-formed, with. sheep and

not with lawn-like smoothness.B8é6 ;o

The' alternative treatment of this area, the grand
promenhade and reservoir, which ‘O{msted hoped would
eventually be built, are included in the b!;ign Map
(Illus. 18) and briefly described in the appenqlx to Mount
Royal, Montreal, the ‘Exp{;nation' of the plan.

Broad areas of turfl like the Glades are
characteristic features of many large urban parks designed
b? Olmsted, including Central and Prospect Parks inn New
" York and Franklin Park in Bostpn. In Franklin Park a

viewpoint on a low rise opens out over an expanse of open

space. The open space, through the artful arrangement o¥

the treed foreground, \the.variation of the forest border.

and the distant view of the Blue Mountains, appears .very
broad and gives an impression of great distance <(Illus.
28). The Franklin Park turf reminds one of the topograph;
0% the Mount Roryal Glades, which wou}d work in similar

fashion. .were it not spbtted with +the still standing

superintendent’s house (now the Centre d’Art Mont Royal),

large-scale sculpture, Beaver Lake, a restaurant, a sKi
lift, a recently-built mound of rockz planted with trees,

and parking lots. The simple turf was proposed as an

.economical Aalternative to the grand promenade, a feature .

which would have been consistent with the style of the
park.

f;e Cragsfoot is the area giving.onto Pine Avenue

_ 103
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be tween the Redpafh Qnd Allan properties, characterized by

the clumsy entrance to the park built in 1874, the,

"unfortunate zigzag road....by which its natural character
is destroyed". Oimsted recommended that the harsh
defacement of the rocks b?\hﬁdden by dense forest growth
close to the roadsides, to "induce a simple, calm forest
87 ! .
effect". .
{u‘

The last two topographical areas described makKe wup
the east side of the.park. The slopes leading up to the
Underfell and €Crags, which Olmsted named the Piedmont,
included 1ledges and rocks interspersed with stretches of
B . \
relatively fertile. soil. An orc¢hard grew there. He
recommenrded the planting of groups of lowland, trees, with
some low shrubs to hide the more formless rocks, leaving
broad areas of turf between them.

In forming the groups, species shoﬁld be
dssociated which are inclined to form soft and
harmonious outlines together, and most, if not °
all,  the trees of each group should be of one
Kind, and the adjoining groups not of trees of
strong contrasting qualities, the object here
being not local picturesqueness, but a softer
charm enhancing the characteristic quality of
the fells and crags.88
The Cote Placide area, the gentle sloping area below

the more broken ground of the Piedmont <(pow popularly
Khown as Fletcher’s‘Field), would form a transitional
element between the wnlder areas of the park and the town.
It would be an area of tranquil rural bpauty, the "~name
chosen to recall 'the Parish PIacnde on the Red Rluer ‘of

89
quisiana and poor Evangeline”. Olmsted described its
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role in the design as the establishmzﬁigﬁ?iproportipn and
distance in the landscape views:

...it must be well understood that it is only by
comparison with the adjoining mountain-land that
it has the charagter indicated. Its value s
great, if properly used; as, with reference to
your :possible scale of scenery, it | will
represent the opposite note to the "necessary
sternness of the Upperfells. Also, if properly
¢ used, it will add greatly to the effect of the
views down the great valley from the northern
heights, for, with lofty trees along its border,
it will give greater distance and obscurity to
the buildings in the adjoining quarter of the
town, and form a rich and consistent foreground,
"which, under certain atmospheric conditions, 'is

hardly - surpassed among all those of its class
upon which the world has fixed the highest

value .90
The *Cote Placide would serve as a transitién between,
the wurban and rural enuifonmenﬁ; some parts of it were

-

designated to bé sold as residential lots,. moderately’

"extending the city into the borders of the,park,.softening

the passage from busy cobbled streets to the

of the park thtough quiet boulevards lined wijth trees and

-

tranguility

houses. Movemen t through this area ouud become”’
progressively slower and easier\, dp the gentle grades of

the Jlower mountain road entered off Bieur Street. The

area would, as well,"

’

. provide a measurably complete sylvan
experjence in itself for visitors who have not
the time, or, in the inclement part of the year,

physical - endurance for the ascent of the
mountain.?t

Planting in this area would be of ﬁhe type suited to

 lower elevations. The , soil would need improvement and

maintenance and clusters of elm, white ash and whito.oak

/
! /
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help to maintain the mountain‘s natural vegetation. ~

The corresponh;nce preceding t;e presentation of the
Design Map only hinted -at the extent of Olmsted’s
intention; for planting in fhe park Qithout‘elaQoratidh.o§
his plaﬁs. This ;dggce was centered mainlonn the creation
of a nursery for startiné young ;rees, the gathéring of
cuttings apd seedlings, and ideas concerning maiﬁte?ante
and‘repair of exis:ing vegetation during the construction
period. This activity would be preparatory for the
gardening actiJity which wbuld‘ensue, dictated in 1logose

and general terms by the design itself. Olmsted understood

gardening activity as an on—-going pfactice, one requiring

-

4
patience and foresight, since the.results of the landscape

gardener‘s efforts would probably not be fully apparent
during his lifetime. He attempted ¢to instill an an

attitude of patience and forethought in the Mount Royal

v

\ParK,Commissioners, with only partial success.
\'\

\ | .
aqiised,. during a visit to the site in Aggust 1875, the

: ' [, -
In terms of initial preparation for planting, Olmstoq

creation of a nursery for parkK trees, with the hiring of a

.

'nur\eryman to oversee it, recommending a site on park land

east\ of Bleury neam‘RacheltStreet. The land should be
) - ?5

well-fertilizeq and deeply ploughed. He warned that the

\ .

'retuﬁn\ on this investment would probabiy not be apparent
for years to come, but tpat ;Qe effort and expense would
,be wortgkhile in the long run. ’

Dimsted’s dislike of current La;tes for exotic and

1
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,expensiue‘ghorticultdve did not prevent his supporting the

| .
introduétion of a great variety of trees and shrubs which

were not|necessarily native to the area. For Mount.quaL// "

P;rk, he | recommended three sources for young plants -
exchanges f'cuttings with other }arks (he negotiated such
an exchange between Méunx Royal Park and <Central Park),
nurse}igs in Glasgow, Scotland and New YorKk State, and
collection o{'geodlings and cuttings\growing wild on the
mountain itself. -

The 1list of ‘cuttings received from Central Park

indicates the ektent of variety of flowering shrubs which

v 4

Oimsted saw fit for the park. Few such shgubs exiat within
the park today, although private garLens bordering it do
contain flourishing examples of spirea, forsythia and

honeyrsuckle. The cuttings received were as follows:

1700 Spireas of & ssecies

500 lLonicera fragrantissima (honeysuckle)
500 Lonicera tartarica (honeysuckle)

500 Weigelia hybrida

S00 Forsythia viridissima

300 Forsythia suspensa

300 Philadelphus coronarius (mock orange)
300 Philadelphus grandiflorus

500 BPeutzia scabra

500 . Deutzia gracilis

500 Salix laurifolia (willow) 97

In September 1875, OImsted sent a list of trees to be

planted in the spring; which further indicates the variety
he intended to introduce:
- 480 Hickory 1-2° high
2070 Hard maple 4" high
7200 /E\ﬁ é* high
240 Horse chestnut 1-2
1750 Horse chestnut 4-10"

108
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200 >\\Butternut 1’

244 Dak 4" ,
380 “ Sweet chestnut 1~ ?8

In addition he requested in April 1874 that 1000 each

of Scotch, Austrian and American white pines'be ordered
' ??
from a New YorK nursery. White birch and sugar maple

were as plentiful on the mountaingin Olmsted’s time : as

they are now, and he recommended that little be done to
100 :

increase their numbers.

The correspondence contains few directives concerning
the arrangement of the planting; but those few given are

consistent with the irregular, natural and picfuresque
!
&

effect which Olmsted desired in the planting re%yired to
mask artificial constructions such as the gallery walk and
the bridges, already describeé, anh the general natural
effect which Oimsted desired be maintained in each of the
designated topographical areas. An exchange between Nelson
and Olmsted in 1877 contains Olmsted’s recommendations for
ptanting bordering the lower mountain, in order fo repair
fhe disfigurements caused by careless construction and
landslides in the *spring of i876=

As to your inquiring about planting, a
little reflection will show you that if trees
could be made to grow in rows at regular
intervals on each side of the presént wheelway
of the half-built road up the mountain, they
would simply call attention to and. make more
marked the present prominent, rude, artificial
character of the cuttings and embankments
between which it is carried. These have been
made with such misunderstanding of the -purpose
with which the road was laid out that I believe
that it would be true economy to tear out the
whole work up and build it over again. But if it

s s s s A S 8 e
¢
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is out of the question as | suppose it is just
now, there is little-to be done until you begin
the excavation of the Reservoir. Every spade
full that comes from that should be used with
the greatest possible care and judgement to hide
and make less conspicuous the unnatural
character of the embanKment on which the road
rests. When this has been done but not before it
will be desirable to plant trees and bushes near
it, not by any means in rows and at regqular
intervals, but naturally, in groups and clusters
and thickets, with 4requent glades and openings
where distant views can .be best commanded (under
favarable circumstances).

-

What you chiefly need at present is to be
getting the proper assortment of trees and
shrubs in proper permanent nurseries,
particularly the Siberian trees and others which
I recommended you to get as seedlings from
Scotland. Planting such as you did last vyear
wi thout system or design is a waste of money.108

Closely related to the natural appearance of neyg

growth was OImsted’s insistence on respect for existing

growth. He firmly advised against the félling of trees to

open temporary roads. Dead or decayed trees should be

. removed before the winter to encourage\ healthy growth.

Liv{ng ‘trees which had to be removed should have their
roots uncovered. The freezing of the ground would Kill the

tree, which could be cut at the roots in spring, leaving

¢

only a small‘ stump hole. Pulling stumps was too
102
destructive of the desirable forest growth.

In designing the upper mountain road, Oimsted
considered targe old trees as important picturesque

landscape elements and took care to avoid cutting them.

HiSf'instructions to Picton for 'the staking out of the

‘upper mountain. road indicated that several such treeg'

o st

-
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should be avoided, the cours@ of the road adjusted to save
103 . "

\

Evidently the Park Rules Olmsted suggested for public

conduct in Mount Royal Park included admonitions  ‘against

~

destruction of plants. Even without extensive planting and

improueménf, the existing vegetation was abundant and
enjoyed by the first users of the park.104 Oilmsted
understood the fragility of the mountain‘s ecology and the
rules, somsvmat hopefully, were made to warn agatnst any
misguided belief that the wild plants would continpally

renew themselves even when a large number of people would

roam at large amongst them.

Adninistrative Advice
In addition to his design work, Olmsted gave the Park
Commission advice -on administrative matters, ranging {rfm

rules for public conduct, long—term policies regarding

monuments and recreation facilities to management of park

éantruction, maintenance and personnei. Some of this
advice was solicié@ﬂ%by the Paqk Commissién, but Olmsted
gave freely of his opinions stemming from his pr{or
experience - with municipal administration as well, in

order, often,'to facilitate his working relationship with

the Commission and in consideration of the best interests

of the park.

The Park Commission requested from Oimsted a copy of

e

e
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tﬁe.rules‘fbr“public conduct‘of Central Park for use as a
104

model for the rules governing Mont Royal Park. They

asked him-to advise them on the .placement of monuments and

recreational facilities, such as a cricket field, these’

put before council in the form of petitions by groups of

[ ‘ . 1035
citizens for privileges in the park. Oimsted responded

-to ,theée requests with his policy on such matters, fully

describing the reasons for it. He was not oppdsed to the

inclusion of a site for a cricKet field or a toboggan

"slide in the park plan: ,however  he cautioned the

Commission against concessions to any one group in

particylar, to the exclusion of the geﬁeral public. He

“-

pointed out that the granting of one such request would

spawn many more and refusals would become necessary,
) 106 '

causing unnecessary animosity. A simifar reasoning lay

behind Olmsted’s cautioning against the erection oﬁg

monuments, howeuer,ﬂthese objections also had an aesthetic

. basis:

‘* «+« The character of the monument, and the
object of commemoration not being stated, 1 can
only briefly indicate a few general rules which
I think should govern. the city in determining
questions of this class.

The chance of getting a monument that will
not in any position which would be selected for
it be in some way out of place is a small one. A
monument, that would appear appropriate and
dignified in a public place of moderate extent
Lhemmed]l in by buildings, will appear meaniy and
.diacordantliy in the midst of natural scenery of 1
Jarge .scale. The essential ohject of monuments
is much better served if they are placed in the
midst of the people in their daily lives, rather
than in positions where [they are viewed as]:

e v peme dee o ses e
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hol iday sgghts and seen incidentally to any
‘different form of amusement. Regarded as
ornaments it must always be remembered that the

mountain is a mountain and all finished : -

artificial . ornaments upon it will be more or
less incongruous. Any artificjal object upon it
_should be placed there only and obviously to

. serve in some practical way the main purpose of

enjbyment of natural scenery, and the less
conspicuous it is.the better.
- »

All  funeral monuments and all with which
would be sad associations, all monuments  tending
to Kindle or Keep alive difference of creed, of,
race,  of politics .or which would be provocative
of antagonism of any Kind should be excluded.

Finally, no monuments should be admitted which
are not works of art of a high and dignified
type, such as may rarely occur.

:.. I am aware that what I have said would
exclude all monuments and I must admit the
possibility of public interests "which would
[illegiblel this position, I 'can only say
therefore that on general principle monuments
should be admitted if at all with "extreme
caution ahd careful cirtumspection.10? -

Evidently the commission approved of this; policy,

since Nelson asked Olmsted to repeat it in the public
A .
lectures he ogave at the presentation of the design in

108

ézptember 1877. s

The completed .Desigq Map (IlWQs. 18) réprespﬂf:;
Olmsted’s effort‘to make an integrafed whole of the steps,
some falteriﬁb, sohe self-assured, the compromises and the
contingencieipof three years o@ planning and construcFion

ih Mount Royal Park. Olmsted’s plan illustrates the park

~ - / ]
defined by boundaries which heArecommende,° rather than
('-t ' ’ / e NG

those of the packages ot\land purchased. The large 'tracts

 J
» .
of land which the city beusgd to acquire were rounded ‘and

dovetailed into the topography of the park land, requiring
- 4 t
> * "i )




e ——— e

.
Y o
' ‘ ‘ﬁ
.
< ;u 1 N
L

114
- .

of the city only minor purchases of bordering land. These
purchases would be offset by the sale of residential lots,
an aspect of the preliminary recommendations carried
through to. the prgsented plan. Olmsted’s projected
reservoir design, added to meet the city’s water
requirements, Qas showﬁ, as w;; the smaller alternative
reservoir, drawn as built. Th;‘roads and walks appearing
on the Desigﬂﬁﬁhap include those built during the design,
phase and thpse which would complete the network.of public
acééssQé to thp'specﬁacle of the Park’s viewpoints and the
Sreas where naturefcould be enjoyed, exbrcisg taken and

-
the fresh mountain air freely breathed. OlImsted’s design

i

reflects his acceptance of given condi tions and

necessities as.well as é\final attempt to integrate . all
the efements of the fragments of plans supplied bver .the

designh period. His attention over these three ypars, his

wil'lingness +to accommodate new requirements and to teach

his methods to those who would be responsjible for carrying
: : =~ . : ‘
out his plan, and his resistance to incursions. on the
LY
basic principles of the design all bespeak a monumental

effort on the part of one man working in a field as vet

Iargely unfamiliar to municipal politiciadg, It was the.
effort of one able to ma}ntain his social and aesthetic
ideals in therfaceﬁof trying gondit{ons.“ The presentation
;f the design og Mount:ROyal Park 'in Sepéember 1877 marked
thi end of the dosfbn phase and ﬁlmst;d’s ‘direct

CNPAN .

invBlvement in the park‘s planning and construction.
r
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Olmstedfi publication of Mount Royal, Montreal four years"
later was the final act among his efforts to assure the . :
. -4 - h
. N N R . - ‘
implementation of the plan, an act which marked the post-
design history of the park, to which our attention® should )
now be directed. . g
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Notes, to Chapter II

1 FLO, Mount Royal,. Montreal, (New York,N.Y.: G.P.
Putnam’s Sons,; . 1881).

2 The manuscript material, correspondence and draw-
ings related to Oimsted’s work on the Mount Royal Park
project are located in three places: The Library of
Congress, Washington D.C., the Archives of the City of
Montreal and the Frederick Law Olmsted'National Historic
Site, Brookline, Mass. @

The Washington material is described in a pamphiet
entitled Frederick Law Olmsted A Register of His Papers In
the Library of Congress (Washington, D.C.: ‘Library of
Congress, Manuscript Division, 1977>. The Papers have been

.microfilmed. Reels 30 and 56 contain material pertaining

to Mount Roral Park, and ‘are hereafter referred to as LC30
and LCSé4. The papers’ in each microfilmed file are
photographed in chronological sequence, therefore
references to indivVidual letters are given by date and the
names oﬁ,the correspondents in the notes that follow.

The Montreal Olmsted manuscripts and correspondence
are not classified with the more recent material
“pertaining to the park. The Olmsted letters are Kept in
room S-9 of the City Archives. The Olmsted material- and
other material from the City Archives hereafter referred
to as AM, the reference completed, as above, with the
dates, and names of the correspondents, as well as the
appropriate dossier number.

The Brookline material used consists mainly of
d#mnings. These are referred to as OA, with the f?li title |
of\, the work, if one is given. Untitled works are’'referred
to\as "untitled", with a description added to distinguish .
thems—

3 AM,(dossier PT 3-01-1, ms., FLO to Mount Roral Park
Commi ssioners hereafter referred to as "Commissioners),
Nov. 23, ,1874, TContract. ' .

. 4 AM, dossier PT 3-01-1, ms., FLO to Commissioners,
Nov. 23, 1874. | ' v - v

.
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5 Robert Rumilly, Histoire de Montréal, 4 vols

- (Montréal: Fides, 19707, IIl, see index for several

references to the activitiee of this Montreal businessman
and municipal politician. He ran for mayor and lost to
Jean-Louis Beaudry in (881 (p. 135).

é George Ansley does not appear to have been involved
significantly in the Mount Royral Park project. He earned
no mention in Rumilly’s history of Montreal politics,
therefore his political career was probably of little
import, (Rumilly, op.cit.). ’

. . ;

7 Rumilly, op.cit., 1III, p- ?1. John Wait McGauvran
was active in municipal pOlItICS, but turned to the
provincial level by 1878. His involvement with Mount Royal
RarK was thus limited and shor t-1 ived.

8 AM, dossier PT 3—01—1, ms., FLO to Commissioners,
Nov. 21, 1874, preliminary report. (Appendix I)

9 &M, dossier PT 3-01-1, ms., FLO to Commissioners,
Nov. 21, 1874, contract. (Appendix I>

10 AM, dossier PT 3-01-1, ms., FLO to Commnssnoners,
Nov. 21, 1874, preliminary report. (Appendix I)

11 AM, dossier PT 3 01-1, ms., FLO to Commissioners,
Nov. 21, 18?4, preliminary report. (Appendix 1)

12 AM, dossier PT 3-01-1, ms., FLO to Commlssnoners,
Nov. 21, 1874, preliminary report. (Appendix I)

13 AM, dossier PT 3-01-1, FLO to Commissioners, Nov.
21, 1874, preliminary report. (Appendix I)

14 AM, dossier PT 3-01-1, ms., FLO to Commissioners,
Nov. 21, 18?4, preliminary report. (Appendix 1)

- 15 Norman T. Newton, Design on the Land: The
Development of Landscape Architecture. (Cambridge, Mass.:
The Belknap Press of Harvard University Press, 1971) p.
229-232.

(S

' 16 AM, dossier PT 3-01-1, ms., FLO to Commissioners,
Nov. 21, 1874, preliminary report. (Appendix I)

17 MM, dossier PT 3-01-1, ms. FLO to Commissioners,
Nov. 21, 1874, preliminary report. (Appendix 1)

18 LC30, ms., FLO to Patrick MacQuisten, Montreal City
Surueyoﬁ hereafter referred to as MacQuisten, Sept. 18,
1875 and LCSO ms., MacQuisten to FLO, Sept. 28, 1875.
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19'Newton, op. cit., p. 208-213.

A

20 FLO, Mount Royal, Montreal, p. 73-74.

21 0A, two untabelled drawings from the group of five
studies for drives on upper Mount Royal. The +first is ‘
freely drawn, with many forks, curves, islands in the
roads; changes in elevation are indicated. The second is
dated verso March, 1876. A building near.the reservoir
site is lettered Ay B is a curve where an alternate scenic
route branches into the main drive; C is the site of the
proposed refectory; D is a place where three roads meet; E
is possibly a viewpoint near the present look-out. It is
inscribed with the grades of the roads between these
points - A to B uniform grade of | in 303 B to C uniform
grade of 1 in 25; D to E uniform grade of 1 in 25. The
study of grades seems to be the principal purpose of the
two drawings.

22 LC30, ms., FLO to W.J. Picton, C(hereafter.- referred
to as Picton), April 24, 1876. '

23 LC30, ms,, Picton to FLO, Aug. 28, 1876.

r

24 LC36, ms., FLO to Nelson, March 28, 1874.

(Y

25 There are a number of letters referring to this:
argument, for example, LCS4, ms., FLO to Nelson, June 3,
1876; LCSé, ms., Nelson to FLO, Nov. 1, 1874; AM, dossie
PT 3-01-1, ms., FLO to Nelson, Nov. 3, 187¢; LCS&, ms. |
FLO to Nelson, Dec. 3, 1876.

26 LCS4, ms., Nelson to FLO, Feb. 22, 1877.

27 AM, dossier PT 3-01-1, ms., FLO to Nelson, Feb. 23,
1877. i '

[y

28 AM, dossier PT 3-01-1, ms., FLO to Picton, March
18, 1874. :

“

29 LC30, ms., Picton to FLO, June 1, 1876.

30 There are a number of drawings and profiles (a
measured sectional drawing-of a road) in O0A associated
with this plan: .

- Mount Roryal Park/Study of Roads and Lots in
Lower Part. Sept. 28, 1875, lead pencil on tracing paper.

- Sept. 1873/Road up mountain as sent/43/Mount
Royal ...and Entrance at Peel St., red and black ink, lead
pencil on tracing paper.
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— Untitled, ink and pencil on tracing paper,
possibly University Street entrance.

— Package labelled 47/Mount Royal/Profiles/Peel
and ... The contents of this package were not seen due to
the fragility of the paper.

- Profile of road up mountain, Sopt.'1875.
. "= Untitled profile. ‘\

- Mount Royal Park/MacQuisten’s Profile of Road
up Mountain No. 1{, red ink on tracing paper.m»

31 LC30, ms., FLO to Commissioners, Oct. 7, 1875.

32 AM; dossier PT 3-01-1, ms., Recommendation by Park
Commission to City Ceuncil, signed H.A. Nelson, J.W.
McGauvran, October 13, 1875. .

33 LC30, ms., Nelson to FLO, Jan. 17, 1876.
34 LC30, ms., FLO to Neison, Jan. 20, 1876.
35 LC30, ms., FLO to Nelson, Jan. 29, 1876.

36 Rumilly, op.cit., IIl, p.56, 74. William McGibbon
had been a soldier fighting the Fenian raiders before his
hiring as Mount Royal Park ranger in  1874. Rumilly
recounts several anecdotes about the harsh working
conditiong of the road building crews in the winter of
1875. McGibbon also used explosives so strong that
Ravenscrag was hit by flying rocks.® ¢

37 LC30, ms., FLO to Nelson, June 63 1876.
An abridged version of this letter was publlshed in
the Montreal Evening Star, June 10y 1874,

38 FLO, Letter, Montreal Evening Star, June 10, 1876.

39 LC30, ms., FLO to Nelson, Dec. 28, 1875. This
letter mentions. the University Street entrance in passing,,

'referring back to the plans sent in October, 18735.

40 LCSé, ms., FLO to Nelson, March 28, '1876.
41 LC3S6, ms., FLO to Nelson, April 8, 18764.

42 LCS6, ms., FLO to Nelson, June S5, 1876.

43 Three letters in which the location of this 1ower
Cote des Neiges entrance is discussed are : LC30, mns.,
Picton to FLO, Aug.{ 17, 1876; LC30, ms., FLD to Picton,

/; .
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Aug. 19, 1874; LC30, ms., Pictc;n to FLO, Aug. 28, 1876.

44 FLO brought up the question of the inclusion of a

body of water in the plard in LC30, ms., FLO to_ Picton,
March 18, 1876. It seems that a possible reservoir had

_already been discussed. To FLO”"s dismay, MNelson had

indicated that a very large (20 acre) reservoir was under

discussion’ (LGS, FLO to Nelson, April 11, 1876). Louis .

Lesage, water works engineer, decided that such a large
body would be impractical, and settled for 5 acres. LCSé,
Lesage to Nelson, April 15 1876. .

45 Newton, op.cit., p. 279. Newton regards(/\the two
feservoirs as a "challenge® given features of the ,site
which the designers had to work into their plan. 0Olmsted
expressed his attitude to the regervoirs in., Spoils, ..,
op.cit., p. 393. - .

446 LC30, ms., FLO to Picton, June 17, 1876.

47 LCSé, ms., Louis Lesage (water works engineer) to
FLO, July 1S5S, 18728. ,

ag AM, dossner PT 3-01-3, ms., FLO to Nelson, July 264,
18746.

49 FLO and Calvert Vaux, "Description of a plan for
the improvement of the Central Park, -"Greensward, 1858 (as
reprinted, 1868>", reprinted irm FLO, Jr. and Theodgra
Kimball, eds., Forty Years of Landscape Architecture:
Central Park,,(Cambridge, Mass: MIT Press, 19732, p. 214~
280. Br‘ucév Kelly discusses the formal element in the
naturalistic landscape as a general feature of a number of
Olmsted parkée in "Art of the L Olmsted Landscape", an
article~-in Art of the Olmsted Landscape, Bruce Kelly, Gail
Travis Guillet and Mary Ellen W. Hern, eds., (New York;*
New York City Landmarks Preservation Commission and The
Arts Fublisher, 1981), p. 50-52.

S50 FLO and.Calvert Uaux, op. cit.; p- 222. The Mall .was
initially called The Promenade.

51 FLO and Calvert Vaux, op.cit., P 229.

52 Newton, op.cit., p. 214.
»

Houses, (New York: D. Appleton and Co., 18350), rpt. Da
Capo Press, 1948. ~ \ -

54 LCS&, ms., Nelson to FLO, Sept. 27, 1876.

55 LC56; ms. A certified extract from the minutes of

53 Andrew JacKkson Downing, The Archi tecture “of Country -

<4
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‘{he meeting of ‘the Montreal City Council of June 23, 1874
“was.sent to FLO on Sept. 29, 1876 confirming the adoption
of the reservoir plan. .

55 LC36, ms., Nelson to FLO, Sept. 27, 1876. .

57 LC3%, ms., Nelson to FLO': Sept. 27, 1874.

59 Ibid., p. 48.
.60 Ibid., p. 80. ' °
61 Ibid-, pl 58-59-

62 Ibid., p. 3.

65 LCSO, ms., Nelson to FLO, Jan. 13, 1876. Nelson

~ ~/ye4ers to a verbal agreement with FLO on the nature of the

initial idea for the drive on the upper mountain.
"Referring to the Road on the top of the mountain, we
presume it is you intention to make a Broad drive with

Bridle road and a Foot walkK along side the drive for a
‘grand promenade and meeting or congregating place, I think
you so said.”. _

44 AM, dossier PT 3-01-3, ms., FLO to Nelson, July‘26,
1876,

45 The five studies marKed with March, 1876 dates in
the - Archives of the Olmsted National Historic Site,
Brookline, Mass., (formerly the offices of Olmsted
Asgsociates and originaliy the home and offices of FLO
during the Boston phase of his career; otherwise Known as
Fairsted) are identified as follows. ~The - identifications
and verbal - descriptions are necessary due to the works”
fragile and unphotographabl‘e state.

a) Mount Royal ParK/Stutg-of dr ives on mountain March
25, 1876. _
Medium: pencil on tracing paper:
scale: larger than the rest ,of thi's group.

b) Unlabel led study -
Medium: pencil on tracing paper
Description: Free, detailed drawing, showing more
. ideas than appear on final plan for upper mountain drives.
Changes in elevation and grade noted.

c) Unlabelled study, dated verso March 1876.
Medium: pencil on tracing paper
Description: Shows a road system for the upper

S8 FLO, Mount Royal, Montreal, op.cit., p. 79. .
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mountain which -does not include the reservoir/grand
promenade. - The system here shown resembles «closely in
concept the walk system contained within the wupper
mountain circuit road on the Design Map (Illus. 18), The
grades of the routes are indicated.

d) MOUNT ROYAL/PLAN. SHOWING ROAD STAKES/35
. Dated March 14, top centre.
Scale: 2007/1":
Medium: pencil on tracing paper
Deacription: Much of the road system within the

parkK i$ shown in place. The reservoir/grand promenade is
included, as is the refectory and south side look out.
Numbers indicating the location of stakes which Olmsted

requested be placed by Picton are present.

e) MOUNT ROYAL PARK/ROAD FROM RESERVOIR TO
SECOND CONCOURSE
Medium: pencil on tracing paper, numbered in ink
Description: Fragment of road with footpath or
bridle path running alongside it. Stake numbers included.

-

Vs 44 LC30, ms., FLO to Picton, April 24, 1876.

47 See note 65, drawin'gs (a> and (b>.
48 See note 65, drawing (c).
49 See note 85, drawing (d).

70 LC30, ms., FLO to Picton, July 2&, 1876.:
71 AM, dossier_: PT 3-01-1, ms., FLO to Nelson, July 2¢,
1876, .

72 LC30, ms., FLO to Commissioners, Oct. 7, 1875.-

73 LCS4, ms., Nelson to FLO, June 19, 18746. Nelson
informs FLO that the Commissioners have granted leaves of
absence to both Picton and McGibbon for their visit to New
York.,

For numerous illustrations of rustic style
constructions in Central Park, see Bruce Kelly, Gail
Travis Guillet 'and Mary Ellen W. Hern, weds., Art of the
Oimsted Landscape, (New York: New York City Landmarks
Preservation Commission and the Arts Publisher, 1981>. A
design for a rustic bird house by Oimsted and Vaux is
reproduced on page 131, a targe and intricate shel ter
shown on page 47 and a railing overlooKing a pond found. on
page 71. .

74 LC30, ms., FLO to Picton, June 10, 1876. ’
< ¢ .
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LC30, ms., FLO to Picton,-June 10, 1874.

LC30, ms., FLO to Picton, August, 1874,
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AM,. dossier PT 3-01-1, ms., FLO to Nelson, April 4,

LCS&, ms., Frederick Waring to FLO, March 28, 1876&.

FLO, Mount Royal, Montreal, op.cit., p. 43.

Ibid., p.
Ibid., p.
Ibid., p.
Ibid., p.
Ibid., p.
ibid., p.
Ibid., p.
Ibid., p.
Ibid., p.
Ibid., .p.
Ibid., p.
Ibid., p.
Ibid., p.
Ibid., p.

Ibid., p.

43—44 .

a4,

44-44,

36.
47 .

5?.

47-48.°

48.
48 .
4% .
49 .
49 .
49 .

S0.

52-93.

LC30 [ ms. "™ FLO

LC30, ms.,
LCSS, 'ms.},
LC30, ms.,
LCS46, ms.,

LC30, ms.,

FLO

FLO

FLO

FLO

FLO

to

to

.to

to

to

to

Commissioners, Aug. 30,
Nelému'Sept.lé, 1875.
Ne lson, April 13, 1876.
‘Ne 1son, Sept. 13, 1875.
Nelson, April 24, 18%6.

Commissioners, Aug. 30,

1875.

1875.

o




101 LCS4é, ms., FLO to Nelson, March 26, 1877,

102 LC30, rﬁs., FLO to Commissioners, Aug. 30, 1875,

103 LC30, ms., Picton to FLO, Aug. 28, 1876.

104 LC3é, ms., William Robb to FLO, May 26, 1877

105 Onidentified news clipping," reprinting a petition
presented to the Montreal City Council by a commi ttee of
members of the Montreal Cricket Club, april 24, 1874, in
LCS4 sent by Nelson to FLO. This request, among others is
mentioned also in AM, dossier PT 3-01-1, ms., Nelson to
FLO, Dec. 31, 1875,

106 LC56, ms., FLO to Nelson, April 29, 1874.

107 LCS4, ms., RO to Commissioners, April 28, 1877.

108 LCS4, ms., Nelson to FLO, July 20, 1877.
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Chapter III

Mount Royal Park:

The Post-Design Phase, 1878 to c. 19085.

' Because the Mount Royal Park design as Frederick Liw
Olmsted conceived it was never fully realized, the period
following the 1877 presentation of the plan to
approximately the turn of the century should be viewed as
a "post—design" phase, rather than an ‘"execution" or
“construction" phase of the project. Thejpassages of the
design realized and still recognizable in the existing
park date mainly from the design period. Subsequent
construction was piecemeal, interrupted by long periods of
inactivity. O!msted himself felt compelled to rise to the

defense of his plan; making an appearance in Montreal in

.1881. The post—-design decades were marked by c@anges in

cr}tical and public perception of the park; usage patterns
deveioped which would have rein%o;ced later construction
efforts. The result was an underused, justifiably
cﬁiticizeg park of unbalanced design which did not reflect
in t5e le;st the intentions of the architeét.

The “"post—design® phase can be deemed at an end with
»
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the advent of new planners. One of these was Frederick
Todd, = an associaté of the Olmsted family firm, who first
made apyappearance.in Mount Roya! Park planning in 1904,
with a design for a new Café and Lookout, <(plan completed
in .1905), an elaborate structure which was not built.1
Todd( had been workKing in Montreal on private contracts
from about 1899, emigrating to Canada and setting up his
own practise in Montreal by 191;. He contributed much to
the beautification of Montreal’s urban Iandscapﬁ and tﬁe
later history of Mount Roral ParK. Other planning activity
included a revision of the d;sign of the east side
Fletcher’s Field area of the park which O0Olmsted had
designated for resi&ential development. This plan,

-

produced in 1908 by the Province of Quebec Association of
Architects,2 was antithetical ta the unity of the park
design sought by Olmsted. The area in question today
closely resembles the 1908 plan, and is popularly
perceived as an aréq separate from Mount Ro;al Park,
called "Fletcher’s Field® or "Parc Jeanne Mance”. The
renewa of planning activity signals a new phase in the
life of Mgunt Royal Park which falls outsidé the sphere of
this discussion.

The post-design phase of the development of Mount

Royal.Park can be divided into two cdnuenient periods. The

first is relativelyx short, from the 1877 presentation of

the plan to 1881, when Olmsted judged it necessary to’

publish Mount Royal, Moniroal, Qis description and defense

H
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of the plan. These years were coloured by a serious’
ecaonomic depression which affected building activity "both
“locally and abroad. The next two decades, which constitute
the secoﬁd period of the post—design phase Qere more
prosperous; construction was taKen up again; deviating

significantly from the plan’s directions. '
! ,

-

The Egthusiasm of social reformers for the pgrk.
turned toxiriticism during the post—d;sién period.\ﬁTheip
disillusionment stemmed from the fact that the creation of
the park dia not seem to bring on the social improvements
so desired by those whg had fought for its ~creation. As
guch, the views of the critics did not deviate much 4r;m
the ambitions of the original Olmsted plan, and it was
precisely  those aspécts of the plan . which woﬁlq have
fur thered its social benefits which were accorded Ilow
priority during the post-design activity. The  aesthetic
improvement of the park was pursuea in .a superficial
manner, while important practical considerations of mass
acceséibility were pu} aside. These trends set up much’of
the work undertaken subsequently, when the Olmsied plan

would become obsolete and the idea;“o{ twentieth century ’
@&

planners would take precedence. *

Initial reception of the plan, 1876

v

»

In order to clarify the conditions surrounding the

2
>~

1877 presentation of the plan, . the park’s initial
: g




'a reception in 1876 should be . considered. The park was

. ‘publ icly iﬁaﬂguravged on the Queen Uict&ri’q's Birthday, May
24, 1874, well before Olmstodi“t“:’omplleted( his plan. D‘espite‘

¢ the few andnimper"Fect improvelmonts to the site which ?ad
. 4_\ ) beern carried out dur\i‘ng ) the Qinter of 1873-76, !tr;e
n ' ; journadistic l\accounts’ ofFV the inauguration showed an

( ° appreciation of the principles of t’b\e park design, insofuar

as these could be understood from the work in evidence.

ok . i

. . ) © The review in the Montreal Evening Star was especially,

1 lyiu‘ely. The Journalist appears to have under stood
. . ~ ,_ ’per‘fectly the aesthetic and social jntentions of the‘par‘k,
. these having, \of cdurse, been debated for decades in the
,\ ‘ ’ press. These intentions were rei‘terated in th{e
journalist’s commen tary a.r;d in the texts of the spéeches
At'hat "he chose to quote.:3 The par_k was viewed as a
- successful, answer to all the popul ar requirements
previ~ously voiced. The road system promised' to give, access
*“for the. multitude®. to "grandeurs of scenery her‘etofc;re

° - - RY

{ . Known perhaps oﬁly td an artistic few®". The ‘views were
!

aosu‘ibe\d in loving detail. The mountain site inspired

T
H
I

. . patriotic contemplation of the past and future of the,

/) Jthe park were sung. )
) “. ’

| . . .
i . ¥
| . :
1 v
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A ) sity. It provided a healthy and beautiful *"free breathing

space” to all classes of society. And so the praises r of
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Presentation and Council’s response to the plan,

- t 1877-1881 .

A

L

A

The eﬁthusiasm of the Jjournalists in 1876 contrasted
sharpiy wigh the discouraging atmosphere of the public
presentation of the'completed plan in September, 1877. The
bresentat{on took the form o% two lectures at which
Oimsted showed jarge;scale drawings of the park ‘plan,
fully expléining it and \hanﬂing out photographically-
reduced lithographed copies ‘of the main drawing/"?‘thv~
Design Map, 1llus. 18) to those attending. He also spoke
geﬁerally on the subject of parks, lheir Justification and
the aktitude which the public should adopt for their
maintenance.

Olmsted had requested that inu{tations to his
P;§sentation bey sent to a larg? number of .the city’:
cultural leaders and that the event be well=publicized.
Desﬁite the architect’s urging, the Qudience was small and
apparéntly di;interested. Olmsted suspected that political
mdtives. might have intervened to tone down the publicity

et 5
for the presentation, Thegse motives would have been

directly related to the difficulties which Olmsted had
experienced through the latter months of 1876 and 1877 in
higﬁrelations with the city Council, qifficulties gased in
the severe,,econbmic straits plaguing the municipality.
Municipal//policies called +foff severe curtailment of,

é

expenditure in 1877. 1In accordance with these policies,
. . ,
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beginning only by 187%9.

130

the design..as Olmsted presented it was fully approved by
> .
the Council, while. a request . for funds for the
. ’ 4 8
continuation of park construction was refused soon after,

and work on the park ground to a halt by the end of 1877.

This economic glooin enshrouded the park plan as ‘the

recession fell into full-scale depression, with ‘- recovery

N4

Park Construéiion to 1880

Until 1880, most of the oonstrugtion Nin Mount Royaf

Park had been concentrated upon the building of roads and
waiks within the park boundaries. These were 10ca{ed
mainly on the wupper mountain plateau where the most
spectacular views of “the city were to be had, to the
neglect of the bordering areas of the parkK and’ the
completion of the approach roads. A comparison of the map
of the park drawn by the Charles Goad Company in 1880
(Illus. 21> with the Design Hap (Illus. 18) clearly shows

v

a correspondence of the main roads existing on the upper
. i

mountain with those of the plan. These roads were most
likely built according to the Earefulfy' adjusted * routes
staked out by the engineer W.J. Picton under Ofﬁsted’s
guidance in 1876~-1877. Picton was laid off in December,
187% and did not return to work ¥;r the Mount Royal Park
commissioﬁ, an unfortunate | result of the city’s

?
curtailment of funding for park construction.

- '
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The ubper mountain circgit was, in 1é80, the qﬁly
;ccuraf;ly executed feature of the Oilmsted design. The
partially completed walk system, even in the upper plateau
area, only approximated that recommended. None of ‘the
buildings planned by Olmsted were built, not even the

- refectory for which plans had been purchased. he
bu;ldlngs shown on the Goad map were strﬁctures left
standing from the pre-park era, as evidenced by their lack
of relationship to the new road system. The Keeper‘’s
house, occupied for many ‘years io come by the park
superintendent, willfmﬁ McGibbon, remained standing,
aespﬁte Oimsted’s recbmmendation of its demolition.

It would appear, from the attenfion paid to the
building gnd subsequent maintenance and improvement of
roads and walks on the upp;r mountain, that tge park
commissioners regarded‘this area as a priority. The plans

« for the eastern and western peripheries, the creation of a
residential and "little park" area in the east énd the
buildingé of the grand promenade and reservoir in the west
were untouched. This attention to the development of

central heights encouraged unwittingly by Oimsted because

he had occupied himsel+f and_ Picton with the earlier

/iconstruction effort, there was the beginning of an

imbalance which would continue to develop in the decades

to come.

-- More serious, perhaps, was the park commissioners’

neglect of the constructibn of the multiple accesses to
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the park and the settiement of boundary questions, which
would have effected the integration df the park into the
urban fabric. The reticence of the city at this time was
probably due to the depressed state of thé real estate
market, but the delays seem to have lea to a forgetfulness
of the importance of these steps. ?

Olmsted had_ stressed ' from the beginning that the
boundaries of the park should be decided as the first step
in the park‘s creation; Ehe puilding of access routes
followed this step closely. An examination of the Goad map
shows that even the minor recommendations agréed upon by
the park commissioners in 1874 were un;esolved. These
included the disposal of the portion of land bounded by
the fork of Cedar and Pine Avenues, of virtually no use to
the park and not included in the Olfisted design. The
boundaries of the Cross, Day and Beard properties had not
been straightened, neither had the proposed adjustments.in
the northwest corner been carried out. The exchanges of
property wi'th the Mount Royal Cemetery in the northeast
had not been effected, these involving laréer tracts of

land.

(v 1

These wunconcluded boundary settlements were only

. N .
inor detriments to the design, compared to the

'complications surrounding the southeastern and eastern

3

areas, where the effectiuenesé“of the plan, functionally,
aesthetically and financially; was severely compromised.

The elegant suburban plan proposed by Olmsted for the

'

k4
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southeast corner was enﬁirely disregarded. No gently
curving roads had been laid out to soften the graceless
straight 1line of Bledry/Park Avenue,, or to join the dead
ends of Uniggrsity Street and Oxenden Avenue with the park
roads. Neither Bad the east/west street of the eastern
populated areas been egtended to mee£'the lower mountain
road. No road had been built through the Taylor property,-

the compromise alternative to the purchase of the

Frothingham land for the parR. .The effect of these
. .

unsettled questions of boundary and access lay mainly in

q

hindering the deuglopment of the essential access routes
to the park from the southern and eastern b;pular'
quarters. The several entrances proposed for the east
side, which would have extended welcoming arms into the
ne ighbourhoods, remained closed, while the main access to
the park became the steep Peel Street, which connec ted
directly to the fashionable residential areas and ,Hhe
business districts developing around Dominipn Square.10
The Bleury Street e:trance was accessib?e via Bleury
Strfet only, remainiég unconnected to Rachel and other
eastwgné streets and to the major University Street
access., As such the utility of the eastern lower mountain
road was minimal. In the west, there was limited access
off Cote—des—Neiges, but with so little development of the
interior of the west side of the park, COte—deé-Neiges

must have seemed far removed from the roads and walks of

the upper mountain, the park’s main area of interest.

/
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Finally, the financial benefits of the residential
develbpment project, conceived as a self-financing scheme
for park construc?ion, lay, zn 1880, untapped by the City.
This 1left the parK open to short-term criticism as a
burdensome expenditure, visibly adding nothing to‘the city
coffers. The unbalancing of the'design and frustration of
access were problems which would become more serious in
the ensuing decades, problems which complete execution of
fhe design would have overcome. Olmsted’s Mount Roral,
Montreal contains a strong eiement of economic arguéent.
This is due to the short—term conditions affecting the
execution of the design.

By 1881, Qery little headway had been made in the
execution of the plan, and it is at this juncture that
Olmsted returned to Montreal in an effort to reévive his
plan.

-

Oimsted’s Defense: Mount Roral, Montreal, 1881.

ke
i

It is doubtful that Olmsted’s pﬁ%& would have

received any attention at all, had he not published M;unt
Royal, Montreal. His contract had included ;n agreement
that he supply a written explanation of the plan, and it
was understood that the text of the presentation lectures
given in 1877 would fill this requirement. The lethargy of

the park commission through 1878, when no construction was

carried out, Jeft the publication of these texts in
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questioB. The commissioners requested the manuscripts,

offering to "reserve to themselves the right to publish

said lectures at some future date, if found advisable.'fl
Olmsted understood the underténes of city politics

well enough to ignores this request, foregoing until

several vyears later the balance of the sélary owing him

for this final step in the completion of the Montreal,

contract (Appendix 2)>. He let the matter lie, expending
little energy attempting to salvage ng unfo?tunate
circumstances of Mount Royal Park, turning ﬁ;; immediate
attention to other personal and business matters. These
were difficult years during which he ended his involvement
with the New York Parks Commission. The New York worK had
been ﬁlagued by an unfavourablie political‘ and economic
climate, not wunlike that in Montreal. e left on an
extended European tour in early 1878, ret rn{ng to‘ find
conditions 1little changed.12 Upon his return he began to
redirect his work. He took on more work in Buffalo,
renewed his professional re{ationship with the architect
Henry "Hobson Richardson and became deeply involved in the
planning of the capitol grounds in Washington by mid-
18?8.13 Major re§ponsibilitiés‘in Boston woulq follow soon
after, resulting in Olmsted’s moving his practise from New
York to Brookline, Mass.

The turning point in his career passed, his

confidence in his aesthetic and social ideals renewed and

the frﬁmework of hig business life somewhat

-~
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14
restructured, Olmsted invested new energy in the

‘ﬂontreal project, with the publication of Mount Roval,
Montreal, He initiated and distributed this pamphlet at
his own expense, acting both within and outside of his
vcontractual arrangement which called for his supplying of
; written explanation of the plan (Appendix 2)3 By

addressing his discourse to "The Owners of Mount Rdyal®

-~

rather than those charged with the construction of its
parkK, ™ he removed the publication of his text from the
mercy of the politics and/or ineptitude of Montreal
politicians and he chose to exerc{se a méasure of critical
freedom.

This political act, the publication | of the
description and justification of his park plan _to the
citizens of Montfreal, was nqt unusual for OIlmsted. He kKnew
the effectiveness of public;tion campaigns, and around the
time of the appearance of Moupt Royal, Montre;l was
involved in several such efforts, notably \the Niagara
Falls preservation campaign, and the battle for Central
Park, New York.15 LiKe these and other campaigns, the
Montreal publiéatign should be fnterpreted as an act
rather than a simple explanation. Olmsted’s indignation at
theb inaction and disregard for his plan by the city
officials is amply explained'in the first few pages of the
pamphlet, and he hoped that public awarenes; wéuld aid in
correcting the circumstances.

The actual recipients of the one hundred or so copies

.
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produced were %t in fact the general public. The list of
recipients drawn up by Olmsted w{th the aid of Bishop
Miles, his brother—in-1aw, De. T. Sterr} Hunt, an
acquaintance, and Samuel Dawson, Montreal \bookse!lep,
reéds iike a register of Montreal’s cultural elite.16
Oimsted is sometimes accused of elitism in his approach to
park planning, and the Montreal publication offers An

opportunity to address the problem. The readership sought

by OIlmsted was, . more specifically, composed of those who

.would lead, teach or influence the culture of the park’s

-

general usership. It is justifiable to say that the people
whose support he pursued were those whose tastes in

entertainment, ou tdoor amusement and environment
v

- corresponded fairly closely to his own. Olmsted’s class

affiliations have been thoroughly established by his
biographers and critics. He was born into, and lived his
life. among people whose social stratum could safely be
termed “patrician®, that is to sgy, a comfortable class of
cul tural intelligentsia. His moral anb social code seems
to have been most opposed to the "frontier®™ mentality, a
narrowness of mind which he perceived as endemic in
certain sectors of North American society, for eiamplg
nouveau-riche capitalists in the north, exploitative
plan;ation—owners in.the south, gold—févered miners in_ the
wes;; opportunistic urban ‘dwellers in the east. and so

on. The "frontier mentality” was thus an attitude

identifiable within all socio-economic sectors of society.
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A question often asked is whether Olmsted’s parks, and the
sociaf philosophy underlying them, ultimately served the
tastes and interests of Olmsted’s own socio-economic class
or wheth:: his ideas, and the works which were the}r

-

fruit, were, as he and his supporters claimed, broad
18

enough to serve "all classes®. The text of Mount Royal,

Montreal appeals most to the readership whose immediate

support Olmsted sought, that is to say, a certain cultural

elite, and educational leaders motivated by humanistic

rather than economic concerns. The support of this group'

would oppose the wvagiaries of ‘municipal politicians,
themselves often excellent examples of “frontier

mentality", opportunistically generous to the desires of

the cultured or the needs of the poor only when their

political needs required it. If Olmsted’s appeal to this
elite for the life of his project shows undue emphasis
placed on aesthetic‘considerations, this does not mean
that the design itself or the sympathies of the architect
catered solely to the interests of the cultured.19

A brief analysis of the text of Mount Royal, Montreal
demonstrates that in fact Dimsted did not lose sight of
his social responsibility to the disinfranchised‘ sectors
of Montrea{ society. The text begins with a discussion of
the role of the 1landscape architect as that‘ of a
professional serving society, somewhat like a doctor or a

lawyer. Landscape architecture was, in the nineteenth

century, an ill-defined profession. Olmsted plared an

o St o
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important role in establishing its reputation, through
writings such as this. Here, he dismissed several popular
misconceptions of 1andscape architecture: the association

of landscape architecture with simple backyard gardening,

requiringﬂlittle planning, transitory and changeable; the

idea that landscape architecture was an ’/:nnecessary

indu1gence of the rich; that the landscape architect
worked to serve land speculators; that it was in the
! .

landscape architect’s own interest to keep alive a “*park
20 ’
boom™ in times of economic hardship. Implied in this

argument and throughout the text that followed, was the

following more succinctly expressed definition of the
A - .

landscape architect’s role:

“"[toc makel the wholesome charm of simple
natural scenery ... a matter of business—1like
study, [to effect] the permanent reconciliation
of a certain practical degree of such charm,
with the necessary conveniences of rest and
movement of a vast multitude of people of all
classes of the population of a great city..."21

The purpose of ]andscapé architecture once defined,
Oimsted app;aled to his readers for unerring support and
maintenance of his plan. He pointed out that the plan

should be treated as a work of art, purchased‘ for the

publiic benefit. Once reafized as a park, it should be
Jealously guarded lagainst, incursions and changes in
fashion. He pointed to the European example . gf a park in

Dijon.by LeNotre and how the citizens had maintained it in
;he form of LeNotre’s plan over more than a century.

The recreative, social and sanative advantages of the

Sy
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large urban‘ park, so hotly defended| in the pre-park
campaign in Montreal as elsewhere, were treated as
fundamental to the general justificatioﬁ for the creation
OJ parks throughodt the text of Mount Roral, Montreal.
Similarly, the responsibilities of buiading the roads and
walks and the necessary connections of these with existing
city arteries according to the plan were regarded as

22
given,. and Olmsted:. seems to have trusted that the «city

>+ would have carried these out in due <course, once the

-

economy had recovered.

The main thrust of OIlmsted’s defense, expressed as he

explained the intricacies of the Mount Royal Park desiagn,

was two—-fold, involving the detailed description ,of

aspects of the plan ghich he felt were less obvious than
. AN

7

the previously debated issues and mundane practicalities
of parkK-making. He was most concerned with first, defining

the specific aesthetic basi%,of his plan and second, the

necessi ty and economy of this aesthetic basis. The result

was ’an effective and moving treatise on the wvalue of
public works of art, in forms which would become part of
ordinary daily life, alternatives to and of greater value
than "the museums and galleries, which are the pride ‘of
other cit{es, and which millions haye been thriftily
expended « to obtain'.23 The aesthetic aréument and its
economic justification were attached to a description o;

the final stages of the creation of the park and the

aspects of the park which would eventually require

'
-
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continued maintenance and public support. These included

consistent plénting and the resistance to incursions on

the park area by additional building or planting projects.

.OImsted provided the "owners" of the ‘'park with solid

arguments to be used in resisting such schemes.

The description of the plan turned acPund~ these
defensive arguments. Olmsted directed a large proportion
of his explanation to describing the planting appropriate

for wilderness and pastoral scenery and the transitions

between ' the two. The planting arrangements formed the

local beauty of the park. The distant views Olmsted:

regarded, as Mount Roryal’s greatest natural treasure, a

fefiture which few other cities could obtain even at great

"cost. The views should be treated wﬁth the greatest care,

presented to the visitor in variable sequences from the
xS
most advantageous viewpoints. He took great pains to

describe the psychologicij effects of a tour of a sequence

of wviews. The explanations of/ the planting and the

presentation of scenery were given in the most poetic

terms that Olmsted could muster. He apologized for his

inept poetic expression, and tried to compensate for this
. - T
by occasional reference to great landscape poets 1like

Longfellow and Burns. The result was a somewhat clumsy,
I

but heartfelt and sincere, description of his intentions,.

couched in an approximation of the flowery literary style

of his own times. » N

The effort at florid expréss[on only ‘partially

’ . \

B
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-obscured the practical vision which balanced Olmsted’s

-
« T aesthetic sensibilities. He made continual reference to

the economy with which the natural advantages of the site
could be enhanced and communicated, underlining the point
that to make anything less than art of the park would be

< * ¥

. inexcusabl® waste. The appendix to thg main text of the

- +

pamphlet, is a simple explanation of the design map,

2 dealing with the roads, walks and service structures which
would be the city’s responsibnl}ty. 'Theée hé treated as a

m;tter of course, repéating' much / of what had been
elaborated in the c;gfespondence of th!*d@gign phase., He

showed here his attention to the Aeeds of pedestrians,

weakKer persons, and‘those in wheel chairs, in the design

of easily ascended séairs and alternatives to these:in the

form of a long easy continuous walk which would allow the

weaker pedestrian to experience the highest wviews thé
mounta{n could offert24 Such atteptions to the needs of

the feeble did not ﬁreclude those of the able-bodied, who

would wuse the parkK naturally for more uiéorous forms of

. exercise. He addressed the problems oflcarriage ;ccesses,

. namiﬁg the specific points 64 the design'resedhding to.ghe

. ’ specific problems involved in "Hovetailing the city into
*ralthe pa;K', underlining the desiﬁabilitrlof ehsy grédes for

25 .
light traffic. The appendix is a broad summary of

could not be had without attention to these practical

matters. The ™ social advantages of the park would easily

\ [
Y . €

tey

1

)

previous arguments, warning that the aesthetic aduantagesﬁéﬁ
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issue from Olmsted’s detailed attention t? the mechanics

of access.

The success of Olmsted¥s defense strstegy in

‘ *
publishing Mount Royal, Montreal deserves to be evaluated,

) - )
since this document remaiive the most accessible record of

. the architect’s intentions. The pamphlet was acknowledged

by a number of recipients and read with ininest, but no
one, least of all the park commissioners, seems to have
used it directly as a guide for further construction
activity. As such, the aesthefic argdment and the general

priqcipﬂs of the park design have enjored an enduring
[

success, while the practicality of the plan 'fell into’
-

obscurity.

Short-run Effects

of Oimsted’s ‘Defense - Later Construction

In \terms of affecting the execution of the elements

of the design requiring outlarys of labour and construction

+

.materials, Oimsted’s publication strgiegy'was an \abJect

failure. A comparison of the map of the park by 6. de
Grandpré, published in 1905 (I1lufs. .29) sho@g thaé\\tﬁe
piecemeal pattern of improvements ‘effected to 1880
continued t%rough the 1880“s and 18908 Olmstga‘; plan

might well have not exihéed, considerfng the work done on

the roadé, walks and service structures over these final

I S

AN

‘decades of the nineteenth century. Access to tH;.park was y

A
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only somewhat improved, . and the imbalance in the -
development of the interior of the park-solidified.

The Grandpré map clearly shows that Oimsted’s.

recommended boundary settlements remained unnegotiatedw \

o
and that the changes which were effected ran contrary to

his advice. Developments in the southeastern énd eastern

4

Borders only obliterated opportunities féz suburban
building in those areas and the construction of approaches
to the park. Inv1888, the ci ty granted a perpetual lease
of the portion of land (the Taylor property) between the
Allan and Frothingham estates to the Roxral Victoria

Hospi tal, thereby< foregoing residential ‘development as
26
described in the Olmsted plan. The hospital itself was a

fortunate compromise, both socially and aestheticakly. It
can be safely assumed that Olmsted himself approved of the
hospital’; location, because the Olmsted firm, the

Dlhsted,‘.olmsted and éliot, supplied a plan for the
27~
grounds dated September 3, '18%4. The existing hospital

-~

grounds bear the signs of the advice of the younger

-

partners, then John C. Olmsted and Charies Eliot. Olmsted
‘ > :

was at the end of his working life, concerned with the

establishment of a scient}fic arboretum on . the Biltmorﬂ
- \

Estate project. He was also concerned that John and

L

Charles Eliot develop a strong Knowledge of arboriculture -

and bring this to the profession. Their collective

preoccupation with tree science was brought into the.
p .

hospitafﬁﬁnroundpiéns. Labelled trees are stilk found in
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Olmsted parks, . those of Oilmsted Sr. and of his sons and

their associates, notably the capitol grounds in

4

The Royal Victoria Hospital
grounds facing Pine Av€que boast an.unusual  variety of

trees.and'éhrubs, arrangéd somewhat 1ikKe botany samples,

1

many singly, as if ih demongtration of their particularity
and their ability to survive the climate of Mount Roral, a
Kind of living museum to Olmsted’s largely unheeded advice

for planting in the park. The hospi tal _grounds still
~ .

proyide hea}thy, .restful greenspace for patients apd

L 4

staff, an interesting and harmonious border for the park

above, and an accebtable, if less profitable alternative

to the resfdential devélopment scheme.~ Other bordering
properties did not'fare S0 wef?. .t

The Frothingham property.reémained in private hands,
given, finally, to McG}Jl Uniuersit; in 1911 by Sir
William MacDonald. University and Oxenden Avenue provide&
no connection for carriage traffic to. the lower T&untain
road from the southeast. These routes were cut off by she

new coqg elevator running behind the Frothingham property.

»
The elevator, christened the Funiculaire, built in 1884,

certainly accelerated the ascent from Bleury/Park Avenue
28

to the upper mountain. Its connection to the new

straight street railway running up Park Avenue increased
its efficieﬁcy, for those who cqu}d' afford the fare.

Whatever advantage was géfned by the ParKk Avenue railway

.
v

LRy
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was offset by the isolation of the easternmost park land

“ $rom the ' park proper. This area was thus doomed to

ineffectiveness in terms of its integration with the park
as )a whol;. The area suffered the incursion of the
provincial exhibition grounds, which included buildings
and a race-course as shown on the Grandpré map. It is
presently covered with well—-used athletic 4é;ilities, the
crowdedness of this area east of Park Auvenue contrasts
with the trangquility of the west side. The eight-lane
highway, which Park Avenue was wsll on the way “to becoming
by 1908 (It1lus. 22, is still as e(fective as the Berlin
wall in discouraging the ude of the “"Cbte Placide® area by
residents of the popular qu;rﬁiers east of Park Avenue.
These developments would ‘not  have deterWéd the
tourists and. bourgeois residents approaching the Park from
the south. The Grandpré ; map shows new park )séruices
concentrated in the areas closest tok the Funiculaire
ferminus and the southern accesses. Three service
structures were built alonglthe southern stretch of the
upp;r mountain road overlooking the <city, the Bellevue
Terrace near the site of t;e present Chalei, the Belvedere
or Noﬁthern ,Jerrace near the elevator terminus farther

-

east, and a restaurant between the two. Such a

s
[t

concentration of service structures on this side of the
plateau offered the visitor the opportunity of prolonged

views of the city, while less importance was accorded to

P i

the pastoral and wilderness views of the northern apd

1 -
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western prospects, which were marked by carriage stops

only. The Olmsted plan had emphasized the wvariation of

views in the placement of a rest house on the crown of the

"mountain and the provision of well-spaced stopping places,

appealing to a wider range of taste. The carriage tour of
the up;er mountain replaced thg grand promenade as the
place for gathering and socializing, but it lacked the
nicety of spacious walkway; safely separated +from the
carriage road. A winter toboggan run and' a feeble,
formless "horse-ride" shown on the Grandpré map occupied
the space designated for the promenade. This would have

given over the summer use 94 the west side of the park to

horse-back riders practically exclusively - access to the

T area does not appear to have been encouraged for

pedestrians by the creation of foot paths.

A further development contributed to the imbalance of
the design. Oimsted had forcefully . discouraged
connections, either u{éu§l or by road, with the cemeteries
‘to the north. During the 1880“s, several such connections
had been built — two direét paths cutting tﬁrough the road
system, one from the lower mountain road in the east,
another <cutting across the mountain from the Funiculaire;
and several adjoining ;aths; two roads, one a major
Farriage road leading past the ranger’s house to the north
border gave #ccess to both cemeteries, the other <forked
off the lower mountain road in the northeast, leading to

. 29
Mount Royal Cemetery. The effect of these connections
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would have been to encourage associations of the whole
north border of the park with the cemeteries. It is not
surprising, therefore, that the preferréd location for
restaurants was the south éide, where persons who could
afford to use them could.cast a satisfied glance over the

vastness of the city in comfort, without reminders of

illness and death passing before their eyes.
Critical Attitudes in the 1890‘s -

The lack of development of effective access routes to
the popular quarters of the ciéy, the concentration'of néw
developmeqt on the south side of the upper mountaiin
corroborates the perception of several leading soci al
critics of this later 'ﬁg§t~designi phase of the park as
serving'a mainly bourgeois clientele. This perception ran
counter to Dimsted”s fundamental intentions, but it set up
a chain of misinterpretation that lends support to the
opinion of those present-day <criticse who argue that
Olmsted’s designs catered to the tastes of his own social
class.SO |

The later critical perceptions seem to be rooted in a
questioning of the advantages of parks by progressive
reformers. Mayor William Hingstén,' one sqch reforme}, in
his inaugural address of 1875, hegalded this sobering of

utopian enthusiasm - parks were no longer ‘considered an

effective solution to the effects of urban poverty. In
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reality, they would bring only a minor amelioration of one

P

aspect of these problems. Hingston indicated that while
parks were certainly needed and could not be used enough,
the more pressing issues of poor housing, sanitatiqn,
' ‘ health care, working condi t.ions and education remained
sorely and t:\buiou*:'.lyv‘una\ttended.31

Such ideas expressed by Hingston and others would

become widely accepted by the late nineteenth century

ELER AL L L

among progressive journalists and social reformers in
Montreal . The new social criticism, associated directly
'- ! with nascent } abour movements fighting the poor working

conditions and reduced wages left after the recession,

- \

included support for workers’ needs through the
documen ting of soc i al conditions associated wi th
‘ \,’T\\ poverty .32 : This appeal was inspired by socialist ideclogy
\\}\ ; rather than the liberal reformism and utopianism which
&3} attached so much importance to urban embellishment| a

| social reform earlier in the century. These new critics no

1 ' 4 1onger gave thé creation of parkKs a high pr‘iority‘;

}‘ Jules Helbronner was a journalist writing for La

('\ Presse from 1884 to 1909, signing his pro-labo;g articles

‘ﬂfL} __w‘i th the pseudonym 'Jean—Baptiste' Gagnepeti t*®, In line

‘- with Hingston“s (and others) opinions concerning the need
for a pluralistic approach to social change, he addressed
a wide range of problems in his articles and participated

in numerous campaigns for the improvement of the worker’s

lot. Access to the city’s parks was one such campaign, but

sk
, -
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Hel bronner chose to focus his attention on St. Helen’s
Is1and Park, which he perceived as"]e parc des pefi—tes
gens, des travailleurs’. This perception.was juxtaposed
'witf‘\ the view that the mountain had become the preserve of
the bourgeois. These “heureux de la terre’ had been
provided with roads and bridges which permitted them to
ride in their carriages to the summit of the mount‘ain,
there to breathe the fresh air and to enjoy its “‘allées
nombreuses’. Helbronner added that the city had spent
approximately three times the amount spent on St. Helen’s
Is1 and P;rk for the improvement of “~the mountain, ‘qui
profite peu a la population’. In arguing ftf)r be tter access
to St. Helen’s in the form of a free ferry, Helbronner
indicated the inadequacy of access to the mountain for the
ordinary citizen .O‘F Montreal. He suggested much a'bout the
commonly held perceptions of Mount Royal ParkK in the
iB90‘s and the seeming exclugiuit; of its usage by the
pleasure-"’ﬂ%iving bourgeois clientele.34

A second im;;ortant social critic of this .'post-.
design® phage of the life of Mount Royal Park was gerbef't

B. Ames. Ames, 1iKe Helbronner, attacked the problems of

Mon treal’s poor and working classes in a pluralistic

manner. He went about his task by compiling statistics and
his activiam was .expressed through his politicai
act.ivities, rather than the jour’nalistic efforts of " his
con temporary Helbronner. His best-Known study was a

statistical analysis of housing conditions, demography and



¥~ 151

so on which led him to numerous conclusions about life in
the working class quartiers of Montreal. The title of this
worK, The City below the Hill (189?)3:5 implied a view of
Mount Roryal Park similar to that expressed by Helbronner,
that of the park as the central and principal 'Iandmark o+t
the lavish suburbs of the rich which had grown up around
it, far away from the working class distri;:ts "below the
hill®. Ames agreed that parks were a necessity, but. he
expended very 1little energr analyzing them, concentrating
rather on housing, 1abour relations, social problems such
as alcoholism, health and other pressing issues.

The generations of social reformers preceding Ames
and Helbronner, with their utopian views, had lent much
supgor_t to the campaigns for the establishment of parks.
ThHese reformers had based th’eir arguments on thebenefits
which urt‘)an green spaces would bring to those who‘\i needed
them most. They had\\assumed that, once established, the
parks would be easily accessible -to "all classes" via
public transportation or pede.str‘ian routes, but their

ideal i sm and their zeal in simply calling " for the

establ i shment of parKs proved their naiveté in trusting

that accessibility would easily follow. Olmsted, one of

the few landscape architects in North America with enough
experience to anticipate this problem, had proved his
sensitivity and socia-l responsibility in his Mount Royal
Park Plan, with its insistence upon easy and multiple

accesses and provisions for weaker users. If the park of

v
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the 1890‘s had acquired a reputation as "the mountain that
seemed so far away", this perception developed not out of
OImsted”’s plan but out of its neglect. As the evidence of

later construction efforts indicates, few of the most

important elements of Olmsted’'s plan were in fact -

executed.n. His aesthetic arguments were accepted in
principle - urban dwellers gained access to wilderness and
rural scenery and a succession of landscape views of a
most satisfying quality. But the urban dwel fer‘s who most
enjoyed the parkK, who developed a taste and affection for
itse charms and defended it vocifer‘]ously when necessary,
were those who could afford to go there. Economics and a
lack' of foresight on the part of those charged with the
responsibility were to blame for the fact that the park
was not more popular. Landscape beauty can easily be the
object of general human a-H‘ect.ion and wunderstanding,
especially when it is coupled with the real sensations of
{-r"esh air and the warmth of the sun. The capacity to enjoy
such beauty was certainly not confined in any way to the
refinements of taste of an educated nineteenth century
bourgeoisie. The precept was :Fully understood by Olmsted
in the planning of his par‘lks, as his attention to a
balance of aesthetics and ac'cegsibility in the Mo;mt Royal
Park plan clearly shows. That his plan was so neglected

was, as Oimsted would have said himself, a "scandalous

extravagance”.

i
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Long-term Effects

of OIlmsted’s Defense

Olmsted’s publication of Mount Royal, Montreal was a
most successful strategy, in terms of establishing a
lasting wunderstanding of the aesthetic principies of the
Mount Royal ParkK design, The thorough, étrohgly waorded
and defensive explanation of the rural/wilderness setting
which Olmsted had infended to enhance and preserve has]
served as the basis for numerous aesthetic appreciation
and histories of the parkK since Olmsted’s time.l
Samuel Dawson, the same bookseller who aided Olmsted
in the distribution of Mount Roral, Montreal, was one of
the first writers to appreciate the value of Olmsted text.
The following passage from a guidebooK to the city written
and published by Dawson in 1882 indicates the classic
“preservationist” argument which the text would be
subsequehtly used to support and inform. Dawson says:
*Under I[0OImsted’s] advice, the park has,
for the most part, Dbeen laid(out?v as far as it
has been laid out .at aill. In reality very little

has been done excepting the construction of the
roads, for the work of laying out such a park as

this is not one which can be hurried. .. lhdesd yommmmunann

any "laying out® in the strict sense of the word
is wvery earnestly to be deprecated, for the’
mountain already possesses so0 many natural
advantages that it is far easier to spoil it
than to- improve it by tavish expenditure of
money. In an admirable 1ittle book written by
Mr. Olmsted ([sicl wupon the subject of the
artistic development of the property, he shows
“that it is only by.following in the lines which
nature has already laid down and by bringing
these half—hidden, but characteristic beauties

J
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to light by the resources of art, that the most
can be made of the wonderful! possibilities o+
the place."36

-

The description of the park which follows this

passage was closely based upon Olmsted’s own explanation.
The posftive attitude towards the natural wilderness
environment of the mountain which was so establrshed was
strong enocugh to maintain the parK’s aesthetic concept

through several serious proposals for changes. These

ﬁroposals included an application in 1885 for the creation

of a botanical garden in the east end of the parkK which
would have taken over approximately 85 arpents of the park
area.37 The Mount Royal Park Commission went as far as to
approve the idea in prlnciHTE\but a public debate on the
issue led to OIlmsted’s being consul ted. Olmsted refusea to

&

entertain the idea and referred to Mount Royal, HMontreal
as a summary of his obJections.38

Wiltiam Robb, the city auditor and a sympathetic
supporter of the park, requested extra cop;eg“of Olmsted’s
publication for use in the defense of the plan,39 and the
botanical ggrdens were never realized. Other projects
which would have constituted serious aesthetic
encroachments on the park included a proposal to build a
model rural wvillage on the mountain in the~ 1930“s, an
extension of the rural nostalgia popularized”/Ey‘ the
painter Clarence Gagnon,40 and the plans for the

"development®” of the mountain as a recreation centre in

the early 1960°s. These plans and others were dropped due
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to public outcry defending the Oimsted wilderness/rural
aesthetic.
Writers likKe Edgar Andrew Collard, David Beliman,

Jean-Claude Marsan and A.L. Murray have made.use of Mount

Royal, Montreal as primary documentation in the more

recent historical publications on the park. The strength

&

of their under‘stand‘ing of the park is based upon the force
of the original: description. The continual  re-
interpretation of the argument seems to have aided in the

preser‘uation'o{- the aesthetic principles of Oimsted’s

plan. The most destructive encroachments on the park area
/ b

have  generally been assoc ated with improving
accessibility. Because inaccessibility has been a popular
criticism since the Oimsted plan, numerous well-meaning

at?em'pts by city planners to correct the problems have met

- |
%

with - general approval, but .none have prcwedzw’hodllyl_’/‘

satisfactory. These haueA included the building of
Camilien—Houde Road (begun in 1922) oue'r' the north side of
the bark, which necessitated the blasting of a deep canyon
and serious defacement of the topograph‘y; the building of
seueral‘ vast parking lots which waste space and ruin the
expanse of the glades when they are empty and prove

inadequate when they are full; the development of Park

Avenue as a main traffic artery, ending with the addition’

of the Park-Pine interchange designed to faciJditate

traffic f1ow, but resulting in the complete frustration of
Y : 39

pe'destrian approach to the south-east corner. Even the

~

©

e et e——



initial disregard for the Omsted plan.
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George—-Etienne Cartier monument, designed by George Hill
42 h
and erected in l?lb, seems, by its height and gigantism,

P/ 4
"to be. - designed to be viewed from a distance or from a

¢<" . - R ~
" speeding vkhicl'.v.lt signals the existence of the park,

. \ . ‘
but it is\ out of Keeping with the idea of seductive:-

intimacy oY $O¢mst;d's increasingly tranquil, leafy

\ . K o
boulevards l2ading the visitor easily and quietly into the

upper regiqns\gf tho‘park. One could enumerate many more

existing access inhibitors which have arisen from the

n

-
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By the fur of the century, Mount Royal Park was

barely a rough approximation of the design created by

. Frederick Law Oimsted a quarter-century earlier. This, as

we have seen, was largely the result of the wvacillations

of tocal politicians and the social and economic

r

conditions of the city./ Olmsted, as a practitloner in the

' midgf/;f these cBnditiﬁns, addres;od them on their terms.

. 3
His ideals, aesthetic and social, were somotlmos obscured

* ) by the language in whlch they were expressed. In spite of

the compromises, Olmstod managed to produce plans,u’and

parks, which met his high.standard of social utility and

aestﬁetiﬁ‘qualiky. /The park which would effectively serve

vits public wou!d bo‘gcsa?é tccossiblo to the mass of .

ordinary cltuxans. It w&h%d be a place of natural beauty

aepe—
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which would attract and hold these same people to take

their air and exercise, relieve their tensions, meet their
\ .

_friends.fﬂﬂoth the accessibility of the pﬁace and its

v

contfnueé attractiveness debendéd on more than easy and
numerous approaches. Olmsted urgéd a well-patroiled and
well-maintained enviroqment, for the peace of mind of the
weake; users and the survival of plant life. His concept
of the park was truly ecblogical in the sense that nature
ahd ghz\public, not often an easy mix, were meant to co-

exist within its boundaries. The "damn landscape', as some

pefiod politicians were to caldl it, could not have
/J

syrvived to our day without citizen support and co-
operation, excellent indicators of 'its popularity. Nafural
beauty, an object of genera1 human affection and
understaﬁding was maae physically ;nd economically
available to la;ge numbers of people through the. largg
urban parks and ;hrough pts sister, the wilderness park.
Art, in this case (ae;thetic enjoyment éf landscape, was
no longe( the exclusive\property of the monied clagses.
The Mount Royal Park plan de&onstrates that Olmsted did
not lose sight of these goals, while the lack of attention
t; its oxocutfop shgws how easily the aims could be
obscured. All was‘not lost, theuor.‘
The urban pa;Ks estabN\shed in Canadian cities in the
p? urban development in ;thor

1870’s set standards for

cities, such as Winnipeg, Calgary, Of?couuor and Victoria,

-in tholdocadot to follow. The Olmsted “style”, -tangibly,

s \ o
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demonstrated in Méntreal, was developed and continued'in

the "City Beautiful" plaﬁning efforts of Olmsted’s SONs,

-associates of their firm and in the work of numerous

practitioners of the newly established -profession,
landscape architecture. The large 9rpan park and, the
planned ‘sdburb were debated and accepted in most major
Canadian cities. The Ofmsted firm enjoyed an enviable
reputation in Canada through the first decades of the

twentieth century, and many of their works exist to  the

- '

present day, as yet largely unécknowledged as part of our
L
cdltural heritage. It is this vast production and its

impact on the North American landscape which must be
credited. to FredericKk Law Olmsted, Sr.’s example. Hig
contribution to landscape *architecture, as® well as to

forestry and agricultural education, did not lie simply ¥n

®

voicing their necessity and advantages. He worked towards

developing a theoretical basis for ' the profession, a

A

social and political recognifion of its potential through

w#iting and practice, a methodology for the work, a
<" /

variet of aesthetic approaches to design, as well as an

educational system to support it. The recurrence of the

N

word "practicable?: in the writings of this man, criticized

13

K
in his day for his "wholly unpractical® views, / is perhaps’

-

4 .

indicative of his contr{bution. He brought into 1living,
enduring form "the major progressive trends of thought in
nineteenth: century urban plaﬁning and landscape

architecture.

>
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Notes to Chapter 111l

1 OA. Blueprint plans for_ a "Café and Lookout - Mount
Royal Park for the Corporation of the City of Montreal®,
dated 1905, numbered - 40%9.fa through 40%.4a, signed
Frederick Todd. The rejection of the plan was discussed in
the Montreal Daily Witness, Nov. 1, 1904, p.3.°

2 Improvements to the Fletcher’s Field area of the
park in 1908 proposed by the Province of Ruebec
Association of Architects included provisions for a large
monument and. oUtdoor theatre near the base’ of the
Funiculaire, numerous athletic facilities for the
Jocations presently featuring such amenities, straight

- tree-lined boulevards, and minor suburban development

around the upper ends of University, Oxenden and Durocher
Streets, where the city had no control over 1land
development. Connections to the lower mountain rocad were
proposed from these streets. Road connections from Rachel
and Marie-Anne Streets tp‘Park Avenue were pedestrian
entrances only. ParKk Awvenue appears as a straight
boulevard divided into pleasure drive, car tracks and
traffic road, flanked on either side by pedestrian walks,
broken only by a 'ﬁoqQ' where "Confederation Boulevard®
(now Duluth Street) met Park Avenﬁé. The Fletcher’s Field
layout is geometric and formal ih style, in contrast to
the rural naturalism of the Oimsted plan. There had been
some discussion of retaining the original Olmsted plan.
Richard Quthet of the Province of Quebec Association of
Architects wanted to fight to support its retentiodn,
writing to the Olmsted Brothers firm abou the matter.
(LC, Manuscript Division, Oimsted Associates Papers, Job
number 409, Richard Outhet to Olmsted Bros., Jan. B8,
1907 . : \

. 3 *"s57 YIC. The Queen’s Birthday", Montreal Evening
Star, May 25, 1874, p.1. The journalist quotes speeches by
Mayor Witlliam Hingston, Alderman H.A. Nelson of the Mount
Royal Park Commission, Alderman F. David, also of the
Commission, Peter Mitchel, Frederick Law Olmsted, Thomas
White of the Montreal Gazette, in order of appearance.

4 LCS&8, ms., FLO to Nelson, July 24, 1877,

o

S FLO, Mount Royal, Montreal, op.cit., p. 3-7
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4 The reécession had affected park work from the
beginning  of FLO’s involvement, with the hastened early
construction argued in terms of the city’s need to relieve
high unemployment. By 1877, the recession had deepened to
a full-scale depression, with recovery beginning by 1879.-
P.A. Linteau, René Durocher, J.- C. Robert, Frangois~Marc
Gagnon, Histoire du Québec contemporain de la
Cpnkédération a la crise 1847-192%. (Montreal: Boréal
Express, 1979) p. 89-21.

Indicative of the curtailment of expenditure during
this period, and the municipal commitment to deficit
reduction was Mayor Jean—Louis Beaudry’s inauqural address
of March, 1878. Beaudry criticiged the outgoing
administration’s expenditure on the lavish new city hall,
a project begun in more prosperous times. In the same
vein, Beaudry chastised the provincial government for
spending on school buildings, indicating little
distinction on his part between city embellishment and
social services. (AM, dossier 025.24-5, Jean-Louis
Beaudry,” Inauwfural address, March, 1878).

7 A, Parcs et traverses Commission, Dossier 33-01-1,
3, Recommendation of Mount Royal Park Commissioners to the
City of Montreal for adoption of General Plan, Oct. 16,
1877. )

8 LCS4%, ms, _ FLO to Nelson, Nov. 1, 1877, Olmsted
indicated his knowledge of the Council’s approval of the
plan and their decision not to continue construction. He
advised minor variations according to local topographical
conditions be made top the plan in the laying out of the
building lots to be sold on the east side.

Also LCS54é, ms, Extract from the minutes of the Mount
Royal Park Commissions’ Meeting, Dec. 24, 1877.

? LCS6, ms, Ansley to FLO, Dec. 29, 1877, The
Commission had ordered estimates for construction of roads
on the upper mountain (2 miles) and two walks (east end
and from Peel Street) from City Surveyor‘s Office. Ansley

informed FLO that he had no time for the park construction -

estimates and regrets the loss of Picton. A postscript

memor andum of the same date suggested that™ the
Commissioners’ request for the estimates had been rejected
by Council. -

LC34, ms, Nelson to FLO, Sept. 28, 1878. HNelson
reported that no work has been done on park construction,
one year after presentation of the plan, due to economic
recession. !

% AM, dossier PT 3-01-1. Listed in this file are the

if
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amounts wvoted by City Council for park improvements. In

1879, 4300 was accorded to road repairs and $100 to the

purchase of trees.

LY

A bill from Percival St-George, surveyor, was

submitted in 1881 for four years of services, which™

included the laying out of roads between the park and the
cemeteries, a design for the Ranger’s Lodge and survers.
The road-building does not appear on Goad’s 1880 map and
seems to have done after 1883, when money was voted for a
"new road”.

10 Robert Rumilly, Histoire de  Montréal, 4 vols.
(Montreal: Fidés, 1970), I1l, p.?1. Rumilly reveals that
Horatio Admiral MNelson <(also of the Mount Ro¥al PRark
Commission) was directly involved in the construction of
the luxurious Windsor Hotel, located on Dominion Square,
which opened in 1878, The commissioner, as such, may have

"had a vested interest in assuring the completion of a main

entrance to the park via Peel Street.

1t LCSé, ms., Extract o% the minutes of the Mount
Roral Park Commissioners, October 17, 1878. Copy of
extract sent to FLO, Dct. 21, 1878.

12 Roper, op.cit., p. 358-342.
13 Ibid., p. 347-378.

14 Albert Fein, Frederick Law Olmsted and the
American Environmental Tradition, (New York: George
Brazijlier, 1972), p. 41-52. Fein discusses the changing
ideological climate of the United States after the " Civil
War as a background to Oimsted’s social and architectural
ideas. He observes in OImsted’s later career, through the
1870’s and 1880’s, a reaction to social Darwinism, the
conservative ideology which stemmed from the idea that the
strongest of any species naturally and rightfylly survive.
Olmsted’s opposition to social Darwinism was expressed
forcefully . through his parks, which were built to serve
weak and strong, poor and rich aliKke. Fein points out that
even in botanical terms, Olmsted voiced his objections. He
equated the fashion for exotic, rare plants in gardens as
an equivalent of social Darwinism, rarity being viewed as
survival of the fittest (p.54). Olmsted remained committed
to a socially and environmentally functional form of
landscape architecture to the end of his career, his
ideals developing with those of his times.

15 FLO, Spoils of the Park: with a Few Leaves from
the Deep-Laden Notebooks of "A Wholly Unpractical Man"
(1882> is an excellent example of the architect’s effort
to publicize the point of view of the landscape archttoqg
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caught}in the fray of municipal politics. Similariy, the

“Special Report of New York State Survey on the

Preservation of the Scenery of Niagara Falls, James T.
Gardiner ed. (Albany: Charles Van Benthuysen & Sons, 1880)>
with a chapter, "Notes by Frederick Law Olmsted®, is
directed at the New York State Legislature and ‘deals with
local, specific issues. The publication of Spoils... was
an attempt by Olmsted to seek public support”for Central
Park outside the municipal political system, which was
fraught with economic difficulty and patronage, posing
grave danger to the existence of the park as Olmsted and
Vaux had planned it. (Albert Fein, ed., Landscape into
Cityscape, op.cit., p. 385-389). The Niagara Falls
pregservation project involved the seeking of political
support in state and Federal circles because local vested
interests were strongly opposed to park development of the
site. A publication strateqgy aided in the success of this
campaign. (Albert Fein, .Frederick Law OIlmsted and the
American Environmental Tradition, op.cit., p. 41-47).

16 AM, Parcs et Traverses Commission, Dossier 3-01-1,
3. FLO to S.G. Dawson, Aug. 2, 1881 and LC34, ms., FLO to
S$.6. Dawson, Aug. 15, 1881. The second letter 1lists
recipients of Olmsted’s Mount Royal, Montreal.

17 Robert Lewis, "Frontier and Civilization in thg
Thought of Frederick Law Olmsted", American Quarterly, 29,

18 Geoffrey Bliodgett, "Frederick Law Olmsted:
Landscape Architecture as Conservative Reform", The
Journal of American History, Vol. 42, no. 4, March, 1874,
p. 849-88%9. See also J. Meredith Neil, "Olmsted: A
Dubious Heritage", Journal of Popular Culture, Vol. .8,
no.i, 1974, p. 185-187. Lewis, op.cit. also presents an
effective argument.

19 David Bellman, "Frederick Law Olmsted and a plan
for Mount Royal Park", David Bellman ed., Mount Royral,
Montreal, supplement no. 1, racar, December, 1977.

A.L. Murray, "Frederick Law Olmsted and the Design of ~

Mount Royal Park", Journal of the Society of Architectural
Historians, XXV1:3, October, 1947, p. 163-171.

Both these recent histgries rely mainly dn the text
of FLO’s Mount Roval, Montreal for primary information’
concerning the design. Both writers give strong aesthetic
analyses of the parkK design, and the visual and spiritual
stimulation which the parkK. visitor would be lead to
experience. These bias are reflective of the emphasis of
Olmsted’s account of his own work, accepted by these
writers without adequate criticism or exploration of the
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in which Olmsted’s account appeared.

FLO, Mount Royal, Montreal, p. 7-8, p. 10.

FLO, The Spoils of the Park: With a Few Leaves

from the Deep-Laden Notebooks of "A - Wholly Unpractical
Man® (1882), rpt. in Albert Fein, ed., Landscape into
Cityscape, Frederick Law Omsted’s Plans for a Greater New
YorK (New York: Van Nostrand Reinhold Company, 1981), p.

437-438.

22
23
24
25

26

FLO, Mount Roval, Montreal; op.cit., p. 17.
Ibid., p. 43.
Ibid., p. 78.
Ilbid., p. 71.

AM, ts., Mount Royal, Parc, Dossier 1-A 1903. 1A

Historique Général.

27
Papers,

Lc, Manuscript Division, Oimsted Associates
Box B101, Job number 1777. The Olmsted firm at

this time was legally composed of Olmsted Sr., his stepson

John C.

Oimested and the talented Charles Eliot (who became

a full partner in 1893, and died in 1897, Newton, op.cit.,

p. 330.

Y Correspondence concerning the job commenced

February 18, 1895 and continued with sporadic advice after
the plan was supplied until April 13, 1912.
Correspondents were W.J. Robson and H.U. Meredith (of the
Bank of Montreal and the Art Association of Montreal,
whose persona) residences on the southwest corner of Peel
and Pine Avenue were laid out by the Olmsted firm betwee

Oc tober,

1895 and 1915. LC, Olmsted Associates Papers, Bo

B24, Job 231). -

¢

28 AM, Mount Royal, Parc, Dossier 1903.6-3. The idea
of a mechanized elevator on the mountain was proposed in
1875 by A.G. McNish and met with FLO‘s approval in

\\\:;)nciple. The elevator Known as the Funiculaire ‘was built

17 1884
Wright,
Remains

edge of

by Lefebvre, ship~builder, A.G. McNish and James
engineers, remaining in operation until 19105.
of its foundations can be found today near the

the eastern plateau above the crags, while the

depression excavated for its tracks remains in the

Piedmont

area behind the McGill University residences. A

replacement for the Funiculaire christened "Montmétro® was

proposed

<i73 scheme,

2%

in 1933 by L.J. Décary, a tunnel -and elevator
never realized <(AM, Dossier 1903.6-4).

"AM, Dossier PT 3-01-1. Report listing park

expendi tures voted shows $335 000 allotted to park

@ '
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improvements from 1883 to 1888. A large proportion of this
was spent on the "new road". ‘ :

30 Blodgett, op.cit., and Neil, op.cit.

31 AM, File 025.24-5. William Hingston, Mayvor of
Montreal, Inaugural address, March 8, 1875.

32 P.A. Linteau et al, op.cit., p. 214.

33 Jean de Bonville, Jean—Baptiste Gagnepetit: Les
travailleurs montréalais a la fin du XIXe sjiecle,
(Montreal: Les Editions de 1‘Aurore, 1975),

34 Jules Helbronner, La Presse, Dec. 4, 1893, as
cited in De Bonville, op.cit., p. 145,

35 Herbert B. Ames, The City Below the Hill, (1898,
rpt. Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 1972). -

346 Samuel Dawson, HandbookKk for the City of Montreal
and itg environs, with a plan of the City and a geological
map of the surrounding country, (Montreal: Dawson
Brothers, 1882), p. 47.

37 LC30, ms., Mount Roral Park Cauniss;;:%rs, report,
July 5, 1885. -

38 LC30, ms., FLO to D.P. Penhallow, July 20, 1884.
FLO referred Penhallow to his views on the subject
expressed on page 50 of Mount Royal, Montreal.

39 LC30, ms., William Robb to FLO, Feb. 26, 1883:

40 AM, Mount "Royal, Parc, Dossier i-A, 1903.5-2.

. Village Canadieh.

41 See press clippigbs in related dossiers in AM,
Mont Royal, Parc, Dossier 1-A 1903.46, Transport et
circulation. .

42 Alind Gubbay, Three Montreal Monuments: An
Expression of Nationalism, Diss. Concordia University,
1979. , .
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Appendix 1

Architect’s Preliminary Report

Mount Royal Park

'
Transcribed from manuscript material in the Archives of

/ the City of Montreal.

209 West 446th Street
New York
2ist November, 1874.
To the Honorable,
the Commissioners of
Mount Royal Park, Mpntreal.
¥ , ¥
Gentlemen,

I have the honor to comply with your request that 1
would repeat in writing the substance of certain
observations wverbally made to you last Monday, in regard
to your property of Mount Royral. !

As a general rule rugged and broKen Bround is the
last that should be chosen for a public recreation ground
in the immediate vicinity of a Jlarge city. It is
unnecessary that [ should show the objections to it: the
simple fact that your property differs so greatiy in its

tobographical characteristics from ground which wouid be

generally and properly described as 'park4}iko' raises a

E——
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sufficient presumption that it is unsuitable for a park.

The question whether it can by any means be
economically adapted for the purposes for which you }ntend
it is, therefore, Jjust in order, and as it involves a
consideration of the main features of a general design for
dealing with it, it will be the chief object of my present
communication to give you the conclusions of my judgement
upon this question, andg to indicate more or 'less
distinctly the processes by which they have been reached.

The chief elements of value of all recreation grounds
for the use of the general public of large towns are, 1st
the change of air afforded, 2nd the power of the scenery
ts couﬁ%eract conditions which tgnd to nervous depression
or irritability, 3rd the ease and pleasure with which
these advantages may be used.

0f the first two of these elements of value, Mount
Royral, in its present unimproved condition, offers a
larger measure than any other place equally near to so

large a population of which I have Knowledge, and by

jJudicious means, as I shall indicate further on, its
édoantages of scenery may be heightened and its
disadvantages lessened. The question, then, is, whether

its possible value in these respects can be made avajlable
with due care, comfort and econom}? My doubts on this

point were rapidly lessened after 1 got above the craggr

face of the mountain toward the city and found myself upon

a surface but moderately broken and rugged and essentially
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an undulating and wooded table-land, +from nearly all

points of which broad and delightful distant 1landscapes

e are commanded.

’

A survey of this district soon satisfied me that as

-~

far as roads, walks, seats and other conveniences of

exercise, rest and refreshment are concerned, there is no
: extraordinary difficulty in providing within it all that
is essential to your purpose except as it may arise from

) the necessity of unusual precautions against the bolting

D g e -t
14

; of horses and the slipping of heedless persons over the
! steep, declivities, and of establishing, not 'merely

security in this respect, but, a tranquilizing sense of

-

RRPREY

security in the minds of all classes of visitors,

Passing this point as one of detail, it is a more
important and difficult branch of the question whether,
these advantages being provided, the use of them can be
had by the people generally of the city, with moderate
ease, comfact and cheapness? The conditions necessary to
be considered before giving an answer will perhaps be
better recognized if the inquiry is made from. the point of

a physician considering the case of a poor patient,

o o SRR IY T

feeble, timid and nervous; or of a convalescent to whom
change of air\Jénd scene would be highly beneficial
provided it ceuld be had without too much fatigue,
discomfort or exciting anxiety. First,"then Ehe‘physician
has to reflect whether what is likely to be gained through

quiet, pleasurable recreation while moving or resting in

-
%
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the fresh air of the mountain is likely tg be neutralized

or worse, through the fatigue, worry and excitement that

"will be suffered in the Journey to and from iit° And,

second, he has to consider whether this patient can afford
the cost of the excursion? . The conclusions, which, in

course of *time, will be reached in thousands of such

1

cases, will be favorable or unfavorable to the chances of.

rec&uery, Qr of rapid, or prolonged and tedious
convalescence, of the patient, according to the
arrangements which you will determine to make. Considering

what is practicable, 1 find two possible routes for
ascénding the mountain without going to the rear of it.
One on the north and northwest side, the other on the
north east and east. The first is more inviting near the
base 'but in the upper half of it tolerable grades and
cuéues, for a road of desirable breadth, can: only be
obtained at great expense and, the ground being valuable

for another purpose, I am disposed to think, at least for

ryears to come, it will be better to have but a single main

app?oach;road and that on the east side.

Here, +from the top of the mountain as far down, at
least, as the McTavish monument there is no extraordinary
difficulty in the way of éreparﬁng a road, two rods wide,
by which a carriage may be driven up or down at a steady
moderate trot, moving smoothly ;nd quietly, while

beautiful distant views are opening to the south and west

through <frames of foliage that shut out any discordant

e
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nearer objects. A satisfactory connection might be made,
though Qith more difficulty, between the mountain road at
the monument and the nearest streets 6f the city now in
use. But the grades of these streets are so much steeper

than those of the roads above need to be, that, whether in

"

and in passing through them at those periods of the day

when the park would be most attractive and its influence
most beneficiai, all the annoyances and dangers of a
blocked street would often be experienced.(

Those who have given little consideration to thee
subject will probably think that Montreal will h;rdly ever
supply sugh a stream of travel to the mountain as I seem
to imagine. I will remark therefor'e, that no experience of
Montreal wunder existipg circumstances will much aid in
Jdagement of what will result froﬁ a perfection of proper
arrangements for plga;ure driving, as a few facts wil;
indicate. For instance sinc?‘the opening of the park
drives in New York the number of persons Keeping p;iuatb
carriages is estimated to have increased fully ten fold,
the number and value of public carriages adaptgs to
pleasure driving having also in the same periad incrbaged
at a rate far beyond that of population and wealth. Iﬁ
Brooklyn the number of private carriages was thought to

7

have doubléd in two years after the opening bf the park. A

similar though 1less marked experienée has been had in

Buffalo, Chicago and other American towns. The value of a

ascending or descending, horses would be brought to a walk -

.

- 3
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pleasure carciage is, in fact, found to have been unknown

as long as its use was limited to ordinary streets and

roads.. R . P

W

Montreal is a prosperous city ind rapidly enlarging

zits wbbrdors; §ho number of people able_to keep carriages -

2

'}ble to employ public carriag;snwill increase even more
ragidly. The ‘views' commanded froh . the mountain ° -

surpassing in expanse, btauty and variotr thoso of any of N
) p
the common tourist resorts on the contlnont - wilt, whon

they can bg onJoyed with such ease and cumfort as it will
.
be . practncablo for you to secure, add lango?y to the.

numbers of the visitors staying in thé' cnty who uall
3

supply anothop element in the. throng to bo(:ccomodatod. }

ﬁ\_u
A roasonab!o consi(eration bf theso ondi!ions and

w’ o
-probabilities will satis?y you that if the future travel
' m’/‘ " ( 4 . “ ¢ .
to- “the mountain is to be all or mainly directed Into ansk

]

one: of ‘the ‘existing streets by which the vicinity of the

HcTavish monument .is upproachcd fram the louor ground it /

{

w?uld be whblly . inadoquato to carry . it QICOpt in a .way’

which " would q; extremely t-aious, provoking and a#ttn ‘

. )@ \_‘0 h ] P l ’ I
darming. . W o T
. * ’ . "‘A o . e " . 3 1
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4
I . . “

@grgoly ;xqmoﬁﬂcd for, to ascend a grade lTko. tiat of
Y
Peel, or wo%se, of McTavish Street, two hérses would be

P

uired to move a load such as one would.take with equal

.

and the rate of wear an& tear not only of

horses, but of harnefs, carriage and roadway, would be
T
§ . «

Undérf such an arrangement the Tdividends to be «

fully doubled.

,obtained from the capital you shall invest in all your

e
parkK arrangements will be seriously less than they will be

if you make such other approaches as” I trust to be
o N

*

] ‘
\\3racticablo. What ought to be hoped for in respect, to the

e?st of a drive will be evident from @?at is accomplished

n

elsewhere. For instance, the ordinary charge for carriigo

hire in tﬁd‘stroets of NQJ York is nearly qouble what, it

Ry

ﬁs in Montreal but the Park Commissioners of New YorK have
had no difficulty if causing«a dozen or more carrif%es to
-Aea—. g L . ‘
be provided, comfortable low-hurig covered wvehicles '
suitable for weakly persons in which paﬂsongors are ‘taken

at a rate of faro of four cents a mile for a course of

five miles, \or of f;ye cents 3 mnle for a course of. 2-1/2
' LY

miles. In Brooklyn and Philadeliphia the Park Caﬂnissionors

have done still better than this and the difficulty of

.

doing better in yoJr case ‘is Idss in the topography of tho

»~

‘ mountain than in thc uny your clty has thus flrbb.on laid

q

.out and built up. : L. L | L

M

*

Hy pnunt obhu is nﬂwa to. ohdu nh;t ‘wm in
o tho HM o-f ttmbr ‘té be pumc;l ln gt”! h
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improvements than to offer you even a suggestion of a plan
4

for ‘thcm \put, to illustrate what I should hope to‘ be

2

practicable in respect (o the approaches below the

mountain, I will say that it might be something like this:

.To extend the road which | have suggested would be led

spirally ! down the mduntain-side from the southward with a
regular’ moderate descent along the rear of Sir Hugh
Allan’s grounds and aftorwa;ds by a more devious course
across the steep and broken slopes to the nbrthward,
until, in the rear of the Hotel Dieu, existing streets are
reached running with an easy grade, in one diroctiop, to
the heart of the city, in the ;thor, skirting its present

advanced buildiﬁg line parallel to and on the side

- opposite the river front. It mfbht then be further

extended in the latter direction in the form of a broad

boulievard or parK-way exclusively for the use of pleasure

4

c;rriages, crossing all the streets running. from the

river. ) s

'f

This being done, from whatever part of the City north

3

"of Victoria Square), caﬁriages should be started . to go to

“‘the mountain they would enter the park drive north.of the

steep .foot-slopes and, until thls drtvo was reached and

they were disengaged from all othor street traffi& they
’ w
would nowhere . be concentrated. or add matorially to - -the

.8 ordlnarr numbor of vohnclos in any street, uhtle the

‘average t‘hno roqutrod for mtorlng upon ,a ﬁpoth‘ . quut

. \a'

r%ubth no lentx to ltrnt mtrnetioﬁs m’lc&;

}
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. . . L R A S
I T e A4 e o 3

L S - . L. gt .‘;,

s

<




e

173

N

less than half as muqh as it would if the park drive wa;
first to be found south of tNe Reservoir. For the
accomodation of those living to the south of Victoria
Square, special branch'approachos would be required, one
of which should po to the north o the Reservoir, another
to the south of the McTavish monument. An additional sub-
route of approach still further south is practicable
throudh land not yet expensively improved, and two others
féom the CoOte-des—Neiges road. Foot apbroaches ‘should
closely follow the main carriage approath - and o its
laterals, but it is desirable that there should also be

one broad, easy walk to the.top of the mountain having

" attractions peculiar to itself, and several minor

footpaths scaling the crags more directly. Whenever street
;ailways shall be laid to the foot of the mouptain, an
inclined 1ift or elevator will likewise be désirable to
save feeble persons and young cﬁildren th# hara toil of

its ascent.

0 ¢

Reverting to the matter of the general aspect of the

scenery of the mountain, 1 would observe that the distant
prospects | in|_.-all direction qffer such controlting

! ' . )
attractions| that some of’

+

1 ]
all parts of the ground, the immediate local landscape

conditions are of much less cons&qu‘ncg thaﬁ they usually
) |

are in pleasure groynds and that it is not undegingblb

that they should be subdued.in charactsr, Operations = for

'

their inpro&cncnt should, th;tgiertg nofjbt ambitious, and

-
-~ ) g
B - w 'Y .
* - 5 v
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i »

hem being comhanded from nearly

vt st e e et eomsom.




. T A, Ty

B

<

justice to the subject without the
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[4
should be intended first, to relieve the surface of the

mountain of the accidental and transient conditions
through which it‘has at present an unnecessarily desolate
and melancholy af;ect; next, without destroring the
essential picturesqueness of its hatural features, to add
a greater beauty of foliage; Q:xt‘to hold attention in
directions wh’re the finest views will be seen to the
besf advantage and to furnish them with more parmonious
and better composed foregrounds; next to subordinate and
as far as may be practicable obicure with suitable natural
objects the constructions necessary to the convenient dso

of the ground (as these must in the end, be extensive and

more or less too fine for harmony with its deneral

. character), and finally to avoid in these and all respects

an ordinary kconuentional gardening style of work, as

finical, unseemly and odt of character with the genius of

»

the place.

1 omit the observations made to -you verbally in

regard to tholdesirableness of a small, park proper, in

Iy

distinction +from the larger mountafn and forest district
LS

of your ground .because of the impossibility of doing

L 3

SRR ) ’
.+ advantage of

s

demonstration on - the site or over a sufficient

¢

* topographical map. I will mere}y oBsocvo that you have, in

!

addition to the ground which I have here éoqt&dorcd, &

smxll area of. a di?f'rtnt“characﬁor and that it is

fortunately situated’ to serve as a foil, through its

-

*
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natural amenity and the simple qﬁiot, secluded and

pﬂstoral charastor which can be given it,‘ to the grandly

gold and rugged heights and declivities of the main body.
Surveying the whele property with due rebard for the

considerations I have indicaked, assuming that the

treatment of the mountain top shall be such as 1 have

advised, and thgt some such arrangements as 1 have also

suggested shall be provided by which access to and the
|

ascent of the mountain ghall be madé as rapid, cheap,
convenient and comfortable as is practicable, it QEIH be
seen that there is no reason to doubt that ia~ public
recreation ground can be formed within the limits of your
property wﬁich shall comp;re favorably as, a means of
‘health for the people who are to be invited to use i't with
that of any other city of the world.
Yoé are to be copgrétulated upon the good judgement
ﬂhhich’ has govyrned the selection ofe}he pafc%|s of land
which You have Had %o éﬁrchase and in the ébod for tune
which has allow;d you §P~¥ind s0 large an aggregate wPody
of land on the immediate border of the city which cou{d be
acquireé wi thout charge for costly improv;monts. Parts of
some .0of the propertiés which.yﬁu have obtained may I think
be rogard;d as relatively unimportant for'your pur}ose and
with a view to limit the cost of your undortaﬁing m;r be

otherwise disposed of. There are yet® also, on the

boundaries pf_yonr‘ﬁround, some small patches, of :NMlch

with a view to keepjng under your- control_ the QOf}

DI 4
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A
landscape effects, you should, if possible, obtain

possession. I can not at present accurately defina;-' Jtho
bounds of these fragments but have nc doubt that those
which 1 think may be dispensed with will exceed in market
value those which I should Fecommend to be acquired.

1 beg to express my obligations to Mr. chﬂuiston,
your city surveyor, Mr. Smith, his deputy, and Mr.
-McGibbon, your Suppri/ntondent, for their cheerful, zealous
and valutb‘ﬂt assis!;ance in my examination of the 'grour'\d,

I am, Gent!emen,
Your oﬁedinnt servant,

.« ' Fred. Lm Olmsted.

\
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arch jtect‘s Contract

Mount Royal Park

Transcribed from manuscript material in the ?rchivos of

the City of Montreal

’ 209 West 46th Street,
. ‘ New York, 23d Nov. 18?4.

B

'To the Honorable
the Commissioners of
Mount Royal Park, Montreal.
! 2 -~
Gentlemen,

1

1 herein transcribe the draft of a proposition _made
to you\last Monday, with modlficafions as desired by vou,
G
and as I undorstind, then provisionally accepted. . .

Forecasting your undertaking 1 judge ' that the

principal construction work for the next year should be

4

that of a road’and of one %r more walks by which the

\
-

. & .
mountain can be ascended, and as I much prefer before -

maturing .a design for “7‘4"»9 out the top of the mountain, , -

to have an opportunity of more. ' carefully s}udﬂng its

o
e TR

suamer conditions, 1 uu(‘o_ the Gol’iop;{,f‘ Q'W“i\‘tim;:/ LT :
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Ist. I will furnish you before the first day of My

next with a plan showing the changes ! shall recommend to

be made in the boundaries of your property, and a plan of *

»

approacp roads and such other matters as it will in my
judgement be 'foasible and desirable for you to operate
upon during the working season of 1873; together wjth such
qoneral indications of tt:te main featuyres of a plan for the

-

whole as will be necessary to an intelligent judgement

‘.upon the parts of the plan more fully matured “and

submitted for your adoption.

2d. I will subsequentiy furnish you with a general
plan ' for laying out your whole property on a scale of one
hundred feet to the inch; also, if any recoomendations as
to change of 'boundary are adopted, with a special plan for

the proposed little park district ,on a scale of fifty feet

to the inchj; and another for certain parts of the property -

which you will be recommended. to sell showing proposed
streets and lots.

3d. I will also give you a general report describing
, < ¢ ‘
and explaining the plans, giving the reasons for their

several imﬁ'ortant features and advice as to the method of .

carrying them out.

; ¥ ¥

4th. I will deliver all the above plans 3and, the

report be«'Foro thu: first of Mar Cor before. they ,sﬁall be
/roquind with reference to tho oponin.g of oporttlons in
the, Spring) of 1876, and untn'~x dmun them, . le Qive

you such uruicos s aduuorr Lu\dscawn Architoct gi 1
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deem to be necessary, without special charge.

Sth. On the presumption that the ground to be
covered does nojt materially exceed five hundred acres
(330) and that no change or addition to your scheme wil}

‘

be made adding essentially to my responsibility, I will

receive “as_ my full compensation for the above specified

services a sum‘ of money equivalent to Five Thousand
”

dolblars in Uni ted States currency, to be paid to me ;'n‘New

York, as follows: five hundred <:.10Hars on or be'{;ore the

tenth day of January 1875; five hundred dollars  within

thirty days a{t;er the delivery of the first plan and the

remaining sum of four thousand dollars at the completion

of this engagement (unless on evidence of progress in the

. mean time you shall on my application deem it just to pay

one a part of the same on account). I shall also require
that you reimburse  me, for all oytlays in necessary
travel ing expenses and other expenses incurred under your
special instruction, from time to time and that all
desirable aid and facilities shall be given me whereby my
work when on the ground shall be bot‘ttr advanced and
proceed more advantageously €or your interest.

It will of course be a condition of thris arrangement
that _you furnish me with a cépy of the topographical map
now in preparation, as you have agreed tb' do, in due time,

say‘bofor‘o the 1st of February next.

I am, Gentiemen,

Your obt. servant,-

. - - “Fred. Law Dipsted.

e oo e S g e



Bibliography

The bibliography is organized to reflect the main
subjects touched by the thesis. These include Canadia;m
urban history, the history of landscape architecture and
Frederick Law Olmsted’s 1ife and work. An attempt has been
made tq limit the content of the bibliography to the
specifici ty of the topic. A breakdown of the listing into
recgnf and period sources seemed app'ropriate(, except in
ti'u gsection pertaining to Olmsted, where much of the
primar}' material has been recently edi ted and . republished

in various anthologies, but where the unpublished material

is often equally of in(erest. Finally, the recent articles

were separated from the book-length works for the
convenience of the 1ibrary user. A s‘e;ction listing
bibliographic works was included due to the sheer volume
of the material available on the broader 'aspects of. the

subject areas.
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