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The three landscape legacies of 
Frank Ebenezer Buck: the record 

and personal encounters

Frank Ebenezer Buck (1875 - 1970) was born in Colchester, England.  
He was one of  10 children and was educated at a private school.  He 
later studied journalism and became a general manager of  a publishing 
firm.  It is reputed that failing eyesight prompted him to switch to agri-
culture.  He moved to New York State in 1902.  He studied horticulture 
briefly with Liberty Hyde Bailey at Cornell, then moved to Macdonald 
College, Montreal, where he received a BS degree in 1911, majoring in 
Horticulture.  He became Assistant Dominion Horticulturist in charge 
of  “landscape architecture and floriculture work” at the Dominion De-
partment of  Agriculture in 1912.  

J. H. Grisdale, the new Director who had replaced the founder Wil-
liam Saunders in 1886, was the first director of  the Canada-wide system 
of  experimental farms and stations.  In 1912 there were five experi-
mental farms: Ottawa, Ontario (the Dominion Experimental Farm 
- DEF); Nippan, Nova Scotia; Brandon, Manitoba; Indian Head, Sas-
katchewan; and Agassiz, British Columbia.  There were eight research 
stations: Charlottetown, Prince Edward Island; Kentville, Nova Scotia; 
Ste. Anne de la Pocatière, Quebec; Cap Rouge, Quebec; Rosthern, Sas-
katchewan; Scott, Saskatchewan; Lethbridge, Alberta; and Lacombe, Al-
berta.  Buck was stationed in Ottawa, but it seems unlikely that he ever 
visited any of  the prairie experimental farms or stations during his short 
tenure with the department.1 

The prairie homestead and the town garden
In 1912, Buck, a former editor, produced Beautiful Homes and How 

the Farmer may Make Them, a four-page booklet, which was revised in 
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1916.  It was directed to European, particularly United Kingdom, immi-
grants and settlers who had homesteaded railway and Dominion land in 
the three prairie provinces but who had little or no experience of  farm-
ing in the harsh climate of  the windswept and treeless prairies. 

The front of  the booklet showed a scale drawing of  “A Well Ar-
ranged Farm Home”.  The 400 x 500 ft. (roughly five acres) site was div-
ided into the various farm activities.  The central one acre included tool, 
stock and storage sheds, and the main barn building arranged around 
the ‘Barn Yard’.  The shelterbelts on the north and east sides reflected 
his recommendation to place the ‘Yard’ in the northwest or southwest 
portion of  the  640 acre (1 sq. mile) parcel.  The entrance drive was 
from a main north-south road running along the west border.  The 
‘Farm Home’ was on the south side of  the drive and set in a little under 
an acre of  lawn with scattered plantings of  shrubs and trees.  The hedge 
along its south side continued west to protect the vegetable garden be-
tween house and barnyard.

The ornamental garden around the farm home had a very simple, 
straight line layout, the main feature being a 10 x 150 ft. flower border to 
the north of  the hedge.  There was space for a one-acre orchard on the 
north side of  the drive, but its full use was delayed for the several dec-
ades that were required to breed prairie-hardy apple varieties.  Few con-
temporary horticulturists, including Buck, knew that the available apple 
varieties, which were the mainstay of  the settled farms and orchards of  
the eastern USA, and Atlantic and Central Canada, could not survive 
the cold of  a prairie winter.  Apples had been grown successfully since 
the late 18th century in New England, Upper Canada’s Niagara  penin-
sula, and the Annapolis Valley in Nova Scotia.  During the early and mid 
19th century the Kootenay Lake, Columbia River, Saanich Peninsula and 
Gulf  Island areas of  BC had thriving apple orchards, but none of  the 
varieties grown in these regions could survive the prairie winters.2  

Buck’s suggested plan placed the orchard, poultry houses and bee-
hives on the east side of  the ‘Yard’.  The home grounds and orchard 
each had about 150 ft. of  frontage on each side of  the farm entry road.  
Buck’s main objective was to create a garden that was also a memory. 
Buck’s opening paragraph begins: 
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“A nice lawn and a few flowers around your farm home will make 
the old place a loveable spot rooted deeply in the affection of  your 
children.  They will think of  it with delight in after years even though 
they be scattered over the face of  the earth.  Don’t think, Mr. Farmer, 
that flowers and nature’s beautiful things like green sward and trees are 
luxuries for people who have more leisure than you have.  Flowers, trees, 
shrubs and green grass are things of  beauty that will repay you for any 
trifling initial cost in manifold ways.”

Buck continues with a paragraph with some value-added specifics: 
“Use them [plants] and in one or at most three years your home will 

look worth much more in actual cash value.  Your attachment to the 
place and your pride in it will be greatly increased.  The mental effect 
on members of  your household will be distinct.  You may gain a hobby 
which you may have to thank for inducing you to quit regular work ear-
lier occasionally in order to indulge in a bit of  joyous work which will 
give rich rewards.

Figure 1. Frank Buck's design for a well-arranged farm-home. 

Im
age: Clive Justice



82

“Mr. Farmer you need a little reminder that your home can be made 
to look even more attractive than your cousin’s Mr. Townsman can, if  
you will give this question of  ‘more beautiful Farm homes’ a little of  
your careful attention, and the few hints given in this circular are such 
a reminder.”

The simple message of  the plan was that the ornamental garden 
on the farm helped to maintain family values, increase monetary value, 
create recreational values and bring pride with beauty to the prairie 
farmstead.  It was a tall order! 

The pamphlet posed a series of  simple questions to help the farmer 
create a farm ornamental garden that could be planned over a few winter 
evenings, change the farmstead to save him time, and would please his 
wife.  Several questions of  basic utility and beauty were directly ad-
dressed to the farmer.

“…and have you nice shade trees near the house and buildings under 
which the men can rest at noon hour and your family and friends enjoy 
at other time?  Have you a nice lawn?  What about flower seeds?…What 
about Trees and Shrubs?” 

Buck set out the essential elements of  the English plant garden: trees 
for shade, grass for a lawn, shrubs (both foliage and flowering) and 
flowers (both annuals and perennials), but he fell short when it came to 
the specific design and placement of  the elements, relying perhaps on 
the overall plan to show what he had in mind.  He wrote that the lawn 
should be in the front between house and road, “locate hedges, trees 
and shrubs in the right place when planting as moving them after a few 
years [will] not be successful.”  This was more horticultural than design 
but short on the specifics of  what varieties of  trees and shrubs to plant.  
“…aim for combining convenience and beauty and…a good arrange-
ment seldom costs more than a poor one,” he concluded.  These two 
edicts assumed that the farmer and or his wife had some horticultural 
knowledge and understanding of  the artistic taste of  the day and could 
judge between a good and poor arrangement.

In 1915, Buck turned to the town lot garden, in his four-page pamph-
let, Planning the Home Lot.  He provided a sketch plan layout for an 
east-west oriented 87 x 122 ft. ‘Town lot of  Medium Size’.  As with the 
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prairie farmyard garden, Buck showed the elements of  the ornamental 
garden.

“The first consideration in most cases is a good lawn…It should not 
be cut into by walks,…and flowers are more easily tended and produce 
more far better effects when placed in borders at its boundaries, rather 
than in prominent beds in central places where they rob the lawn of  
much of  its charm.  A lawn broken up by flower beds generally looks 
smaller than it actually is…The second consideration is that of  perma-
nent features on the lawn, such as shrubs, trees.  Flowering shrubs 
cannot be too highly recommended…They are most effectively placed 
when planted in groups of  three or four, close to the house.  In such 
positions they help to make the house and grounds harmonious, whole 
and a pleasing picture.  Other good positions for shrubs are by bound-
ary fences and in the corners of  the lot.”

In 1916, Buck combined his horticultural writing and landscape 
design talents with R. B. Whyte and Dr. W. T. Macoun, the Dominion 
Horticulturist, to produce a larger booklet for the Ottawa Horticultural 
Society titled: Ottawa, City of Gardens.3  It contained a plea for urban 
beautification and included several garden layout plans for a range of  
house and lot sizes, homeowners, and income levels.  There were plans 
for use by special gardening and horticultural interests.  Each garden 
layout was accompanied by detailed lists of  annuals, perennials, shrubs 
and tree varieties, with suggested arrangement of  shrubs and placement 
of  trees.  The 26 acre arboretum of  trees shrubs and herbaceous ma-
terial at the DEF in Ottawa, which had been planted in 1889, contained 
a wide range of  ornamental varieties.  Over two and a half  decades, 
Ottawa winters had provided natural testing for winter hardiness and 
the survivors could now be performance rated and safely listed for land-
scaping of  Ottawa gardens.4

The move to the West: UBC and Point Grey
Dr. Leonard Klinck, who had been Dean of  Agriculture since 1914, 

became UBC President in 1919 after the death of  the university’s first 
President, Dr. Frank Wesbrook.  In 1916 Dean Klinck appointed Dr. 
F. M. Clements to lead the Department of  Horticulture.  Klinck and 
Clements had been classmates at Macdonald College (part of  McGill 
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University) and were close friends with Buck.  After World War 1 they 
began a search for someone to undertake the daunting task of  landscap-
ing the new campus, “a logged-off  area replete with stumps, boulders 
and blasted craters.”  Frank Buck was selected for the job and was ap-
pointed Assistant Professor of  Ornamental Horticulture in 1920. 

The first building on the Point Grey campus, the Science Building, 
was a concrete shell in a field of  stumps. It was completed with land-
scaping in time for the official campus opening in 1925.  It and the four 
storey building that became the University Library (later named main 
Library) were the only two campus buildings to be faced with local gran-
ite quarried from Haddington Island in the Johnstone Strait (Editor's 
note: UBC archives report that Nelson Island, near Pender Harbour 
was the source, see http://www.library.ubc.ca/archives/mainlib/library.
html).  This light grey, black flecked, extremely hard stone was selected 
by the architects, Sharp and Thompson and warmly approved in a 1913 
report by the three member oversight committee (engineering profes-
sors Laird from Pennsylvania and Darley from McGill, and English 
landscape architect and town planning consultant, Thomas Mawson).  It 
was Mawson who suggested the cheap method for getting the stone to 
the campus, by shipping it to a jetty at the base of  Point Grey, and then 
by cable railway up the 300 ft. high bluffs to the campus.  Before WWI, 
the use of  local stone would have been cheap and feasible, but after the 
war, the cost became impossible.  All campus buildings until after the 
end of  WWII, especially the so-called temporary buildings constructed 
in the 1920s and 30s, were clad with what was euphemistically called 
‘California Stucco’.

In 1912 the logged lands of  the Burrard Peninsula between the rail-
way line bordering the Canadian Pacific Railway (CPR) lands on the 
east and the University Endowment Lands including the campus land 
at Point Grey to the west, were part of  the Municipality of  Point Grey.  
Point Grey and South Vancouver were both amalgamated with Van-
couver in 1929.  When Buck arrived, Point Grey Municipality was also 
experiencing the renewed growth that had been stopped during WWI.  
New streets and houses began to appear in scattered subdivisions with 
fanciful old-country names that had been created between 1900 and 

http://www.library.ubc.ca/archives/mainlib/library.html
http://www.library.ubc.ca/archives/mainlib/library.html
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1914 to lure the influx of  UK immigrants to settle in Vancouver’s sub-
urbs.  Buck and his family found a home in Kerrisdale, the area from 
the CPR tracks between West 33rd and 57th Avenues west to Macdonald 
Street.  

The Point Grey Municipal Hall in Kerrisdale, built in 1912, was on 
the west side of  the CPR tracks and north of  the CPR nursery. The 
nursery grew and supplied trees for the beautification of  streets, medi-
ans and boulevards in the subdivisions, and also provided landscape ma-
terials for the gardens of  the posh prewar houses built in the company’s 
adjoining Shaughnessy Heights. The treed medians on Osler Street 
and Angus Drive radiated from a centrepiece park, the oval ‘round-
about’ called the Crescent.  The greenhouses supplied flowers for the 
downtown CPR hotel on Granville Street, the dining cars of  the trans-
continental trains, which departed Vancouver every day for Toronto 
and Montreal, and the Empress ships sailing monthly for Asian Pacific 
ports such as Yokohama and Shanghai.  The nursery site was sold to the 
Vancouver School Board in the mid 1920s for construction of  Point 
Grey Secondary School, designed in the Gothic Revival Collegiate style 
by architects, Townley and Matheson, and opened in 1929.  A row of  
very large trees remains on the nursery site, including several Ailanthus 
altissima (tree-of-heaven), Quercus rubra (northern red oak), Platanus  
× hispanica (London plane), and one the very few large Sequoia semper-
virens (California coast redwood) growing in the area. 

The elected officials enthusiastically promoted municipal growth and 
development in direct competition with Vancouver.  They developed 
effective zoning controls and guidance to ensure planned and orderly 
development and the continued exclusiveness of  the municipality as a 
place of  residence for white, middle class professional and semi pro-
fessional families preferably from the British Isles.  In 1925, the BC 
Town Planning Act gave cities and municipal councils the authority to 
prepare an official town plan, set up advisory town planning commis-
sions, and to guide the physical development of  a municipality.  In 1923, 
Point Grey had passed a local bylaw that said much the same thing and 
was the first municipality in the Dominion to have an appointed town 
planning commission.  Landscape architect Frank Buck and architect, 
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George Thornton Sharp both served on the commission from 1923 
until amalgamation with Vancouver in 1929.  Clearly, they had much to 
do with the orderly development of  their community.5

Large parts of  Buck’s legacy are the street tree plantings he initi-
ated in the 1920s: the avenue of  Ulmus americana (American elm–his 
favourite tree) down West 22nd Avenue from Dunbar Street; northern 
red oaks along 8th Avenue at the edge of  Point Grey Park and on Dis-
covery Street; the venerable London planes lining the diversion of  West 
8th Avenue into West 9th west of  Alma; and the ‘mile’ of  gold avenue 
of  tulip poplar (Liriodendron tulipifera) and catalpa (Figure 2) (primarily 
Catalpa speciosa mixed with C. bignonioides) east from Alma along West 
10th to Kitsilano High School, with their summer blossoms and striking 
yellow fall colour.  Clearly these trees were planted prior to the Kitsilano 
Diversion that linked Point Grey’s 10th Avenue into Vancouver’s West 
12th at Macdonald Street.  Other avenues of  elms and maples still flour-

Figure 2. Catalpa trees were frequently used as landscape trees in Frank Buck's time. 

Photo:  Clive Justice
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ish throughout the Dunbar, Point Grey, Arbutus and Kerrisdale dis-
tricts.  The elms escaped the devastation caused by Dutch elm disease 
elsewhere in North America, and the Discovery Street park viewpoint 
remains the best overlook view across English Bay to the downtown 
and Stanley Park.

Perhaps Frank Buck’s greatest legacy for Vancouver came from his 
1923 appointment by Point Grey Reeve, G. A. Walkem as chairman of  
the Advisory Town Planning Commission, the first in Canada.  One of  
the commission’s first concerns was the development, landscaping and 
beautification of  public parks and recreation places in the municipality.  
They sought ideas and expertise of  consultants, not from the ‘old coun-
try’ as had been the practice before the Great War, but from our neigh-
bours to the south.  Buck had probably read or heard about the ‘City 
Beautiful’ movement that originated in Chicago.  It was a good place to 
start, so the commissioners invited the Chicago firm of  Harland Bar-
tholomew and Associates to present their ideas to the commission.

Harland Bartholomew appeared before the Point Grey Town Plan-
ning Commission and members of  Council on Friday July 27th 1923.  
He spoke on the “Five principal kinds of  recreational facilities [that] 
should be provided in a district like Point Grey.”  ‘Children’s Play-
grounds’ were to be located on elementary school grounds, then ‘Play-
fields’ for older children were to be located within a one mile radius 
of  each other.  Recreational facilities (Neighbourhood Parks) should 
be one mile apart and designed for passive recreation with grass, trees, 
flowers and water (where possible).  The recording secretary added a 
note that “Unfortunately Mr. Bartholomew was not shown the Maple 
Grove Park” although, at the time, the only water at Maple Grove was a 
very large, shallow, rock-lined kiddies’ wading pool.

The fourth principal recreational facility was the ‘Large Natural Park 
of  50 acres or more’, which retained natural features with informal land-
scape design.  The fifth facility combined two elements: ‘Boulevards’, 
here referring to traditional tree lined streets, and ‘Pleasure Driveways’, 
a new concept that recognized the potential in the dawning  age of  the 
automobile.  Bartholomew saw these landscaped median-divided streets 
as “connecting the large parks (and of  themselves giving) a great recrea-
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tional advantage to the city.” In 1928 when Bartholomew was commis-
sioned by Vancouver to prepare plans to amalgamate Point Grey with 
the city, he enlarged and extended the concept of  pleasure driveways by 
incorporating these parkways as part of  the park and street system for 
Vancouver. 

In 1928, the year before the amalgamation of  Point Grey and Van-
couver, Buck summed up the role that Point Grey had taken in the town 
planning movement for the City of  Greater Vancouver.  He wrote in 
his self-effacing manner: “It can be inadequately performed in the few 
pages assigned for that purpose,” then went on to give a good account-
ing of  the contributions the Commission had made in planning the 
orderly development of  the municipality and street beautification and 
indicated what was in hand but not completed.  As an example, under 
the heading of  “Recreation,” he wrote:

“The recommendations of  the Commission relating to Parks and 
Recreation were presented to the Council (Point Grey) in November 
1928, and while as yet they have not been adopted in their entirety, a 
number of  the recommendations have been acted upon.”6

Buck’s planning commission appointment ended with the dissolu-
tion of  Point Grey, but in 1929 he was appointed to the newly consti-
tuted Advisory Town Planning Commission for the City of  Vancouver.  
He served until 1951 and was chairman for two terms during the war, 
in 1939 and 1941.  His volunteer service over some 30 years set a stan-
dard for the British Columbia Society of  Landscape Architects (he was 
the society’s first honorary member) to offer themselves for volunteer 
professional service.  The BCSLA code of  professional practice now 
obligates member landscape architects to serve on today’s equivalent 
of  advisory town planning commissions, the advisory design panels, 
that are now constituted in many of  BC’s cities and districts.  Buck’s 
legacy continues in the parkland landscape of  lawn and trees, par-
ticularly flowering trees that weave broad ribbons of  green landscape 
through our city, including West 16th Avenue, King Edward Boulevard, 
the Cambie Street Heritage Boulevard and the 100 Canada Centennial 
maples on Boundary Road. 

Although Frank Buck wouldn’t qualify in today’s world to use the 
title “Landscape Architect” after his name, he was one, nonetheless.  He 
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successfully combined professional garden design and plant arrange-
ment with his teaching of  courses in ornamental horticulture at UBC. 
His Ottawa experience and his knowledge of  plants lead to many calls 
from his UBC faculty colleagues to provide advice and planning of  their 
home gardens, which included President Klinck’s garden on Marine 
Drive in West Vancouver and the estate garden he designed for Dean of  
Agriculture Blythe Eagles and his wife Violet at Deer Lake in Burnaby, 
which included a large rockery and several pools.  The City of  Burnaby 
designated it as a Heritage Garden, and it is now being restored with the 
help of  the BC Land Conservancy.  Buck’s landscape legacy lives on in 
Burnaby as well as in Vancouver.  

The June 1939 issue of  the local magazine, The Garden Beautiful (it 
ceased publication in 1946), included an article by Buck, Potentialities of 
Our Coast Cities in which he wrote: 

“Today the House alone no longer constitutes a Home, a House 
must have a Garden…I attempt a brief  discussion on the opportunities 
offered by British Columbia cities on the Pacific Coast for building the 
ideal home of  all types…The director of  Kew Gardens said of  Vancou-
ver that this city had a climate which favoured,…the successful growth 
of  Nature’s beautiful garden flowers. …And is it not true that the two 
chief  cities of  this province are especially favoured in this respect?  Our 
Gardening friends may be found in their gardens for nine, sometimes 
ten months of  the year.  Where else in Canada is this possible?”

Sidebar: An immigrant’s story
My research on Frank Buck’s early life and legacy and remem-

brances come largely from my memory, the Vancouver Point Grey 
Town Planning Advisory Commission records held in the Vancouver 
City Archives and the 22 boxes that comprise the Frank Buck fonds 
held in the UBC Archives.  The first three boxes contain correspond-
ence, mostly hand written letters from people all over the Province 
with his typewritten carbon copy replies on yellow paper.  The cor-
respondence extends over three decades,  from his arrival at UBC in 
1920 up to 1951 when he retired.  He was meticulous, but he or maybe 
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his secretary ‘M’ filed his correspondence alphabetically, by the corres-
pondent’s last name, not as is more usual by subject, or by the date of  
receipt or reply.

Frank Buck lived on West 37th Avenue in Kerrisdale.  It was close 
to where he used to join us at our monthly BCSLA meetings in the last 
few years of  his life.  He didn’t drive, but in the late 60s and in the early 
70s he walked to join us at the Yorkshire Inn (now the Cheshire Cheese 
Inn).  He was nearly blind at the time. 

In February 2007, I found his home was still there, complete with 
eastside entry gate, and a tall cedar hedge screening the house and 
garden from the street.  I looked through a hole in the hedge where 
stems of  a lilac allowed a view of  the garden’s west side.  The ground 
was covered with a carpet of  small mauve, starlike crocus blossoms, 
probably C. tommasinianus, from central Yugoslavia (Bosnia-Herzego-
vina) and long in cultivation.  Leaning out from the west property line 
was a Hamamelis mollis (Chinese witch hazel) in full flower with purp-
lish-red at the base of  the ribbon like bunches of  butter yellow petals.  
Behind the crocuses on the west side yard, I saw the trunk of  a Cornus 
nuttallii (Pacific dogwood), one of  the largest I have ever seen.

The diminutive Tommasini crocuses were scattered on both sides 
of  the brick walk leading to the front door.  A red-vein enkianthus 
(Enkianthus campanulatus), standing some 30 ft. high, grew along the 
treed east boundary border.  The lady who answered the door, a bit 
older than I, was Monica McGavin, Buck’s daughter.  She agreed to an 
interview, and what follows is derived from that interview and from 
my gleanings from the first three boxes of  Frank Buck’s fonds in the 
UBC Archives.

Monica remembers that her father talked very little, even to his 
family about his early life growing up in England before he emigrated 
at the age of  27.  He came from a family of  ten and was apprenticed 
to his family’s Colchester printing firm at an early age, but because of  
his poor eyesight he was encouraged to enter a trade or profession that 
kept him out-of-doors.  North America in the first few years of  the 
20th Century was the great outdoors.  Many in the English middle class 
had become fed up with coal burning industrial England and wanted to 
get away from the heavily polluted air and smells of  human and animal 
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wastes in cities like London and Manchester.  The call was to the pure 
air of  untouched nature in the great outdoors of  Australia, Canada and 
the United States.

Buck arrived in New York City in 1902. The crowded port city 
had just begun work on the cut-and-cover construction of  the New 
York underground rail line.  It was to be an electrical railway to avoid 
the smoke and soot of  steam trains, as in the tunnels of  the London 
underground.  He travelled by train to the mid-state city of  Ithaca, at 
the southern end of  Lake Cayuga, then one of  New York State’s major 
fruit growing areas.  An apple called ‘King of  Tompkins County’ was 
a winter variety developed there and shipped as a popular baking apple 
to the New York city markets.  It was also a favourite  2,500 miles to 
the west in early settlers’ orchards on the Gulf  Islands and south coast 
of  British Columbia.

Surrounded by farms raising products of  new world scientific 
horticulture, he enrolled at Cornell University, taking one of  the dip-
loma courses in horticulture that were open to the public at this leading 
agricultural university.  Years later he told me that he had studied there 
under Liberty Hyde Bailey, who was then an up-and-coming professor 
of  horticulture and would soon become America’s best known horti-
cultural writer and the compiler of  his great 3-volume, Bailey’s Stan-
dard Cyclopedia of Horticulture, published in 1914.  

From Ithaca Buck moved north to a job as editor of  a small town 
newspaper in southern Ontario.  By 1909 he had earned enough money 
to enroll in Macdonald Agricultural College, a part of  McGill Univer-
sity.  He graduated with a Bachelor of  Science in Agriculture in 1911 
and then moved to the Dominion Department of  Agriculture, where 
he worked under the Dominion Horticulturist, W. T. Macoun, son of  
John Macoun, the Dominion Botanist who had worked for the Geo-
logical Survey of  Canada.  John published the three-volume Catalogue 
of  Canadian Plants (Volume I in 1883, and volumes II and III in 1886).  
He also worked with Charles Saunders, one of  William Saunders’ sons, 
who developed ‘Marquis’, the famous early maturing, hardy wheat bred 
for the Canadian prairies.

Buck was also responsible for the extension program at the Do-
minion Arboretum, the ornamental landscape part of  the Central 
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Experimental Farm, and was active in local horticultural and floricul-
tural events in Ottawa.  It was probably at one of  these events that 
he met his future wife, Kathleen Faster Parlow.  Buck was an amateur 
photographer who took, developed and printed his own work; quite a 
common practice in those days.  Monica showed me a large black and 
white photo of  Buck with Kathleen posing against a large elm in the 
arboretum.  The picture is not a close-up: Kathleen is pictured in the 
middle distance, definitely a part of  the greater treed landscape show-
ing the scale of  the tree sizes in the arboretum which had been planted 
in 1889. (Figure 3)

Kathleen was a descendant of  a United Empire Loyalist family who 
had come to Canada from upper New York State in 1779.  Her father, 
Edwin was principal of  the Model School in Ottawa.  Frank and Kath-
leen married in November 1917 and Monica, their first child, was born 
in August 1918.  Their son Mack was born in June of  1920 and Paul in 
October 1922, almost two years after they had moved from Ottawa to 
Kerrisdale.  In 1946, when I was an undergraduate in Landscape Archi-
tecture at the University of  California, Berkeley, I met Paul Buck, who 
was a graduate student in food technology doing research on freezing 
vegetables (peas) for his PhD, but I did not realize the father-son con-
nection until some years later.  What mattered then was that we were 
both British Columbians from Canada enrolled at UC Berkeley and 
boarding at International House. We were encouraged to participate 
in social and national festive events appearing in our country’s national 
dress, dancing national dances or singing our national songs on festive 
and national holidays.  I remember Paul dressed up with red coat and 
Stetson hat as a Mountie while I wore my Canadian Scottish regimental 
kilt, Harris tweed jacket with red and black checkered Glengarry.  A 
photo taken to honour the events of  a ‘Christmas Canadian Dance’, 
shows our female partners between us and the fake cotton swab snow-
man centrepiece.  Paul’s partner was Torontonian, Jean McEwan from 
Botany.  My partner was Vancouverite, Edith Katznelson a graduate 
student in genetics.  

When Frank, Kathleen and the two young children boarded the 
train for the five day journey to Vancouver, they stopped at Morden, 
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Manitoba to visit the site of  the new Dominion/Provincial Research 
Station.  Buck was to prepare the landscape plan for the station and 
as always he insisted on such a visit before making any landscape plan.  
The practice of  a preliminary site visit is a prime obligation for any 
landscape architect.  A letter from W. T. Macoun, dated January 28, 
1921, thanked Buck for sending three copies of  the “blue prints of  
your plan for the ornamental grounds at the experimental station, 
Morden.”  Macoun commented further “…and [ I ] think it ought to 
work out well on the whole.  It should make an attractive place later on 
when we get all the things planted and they have a few seasons growth.  
I think it would be desirable to have a good picnicing [sic ] ground at 
the end of  the grounds, as shown in the plan, as there are so few trees 
at that end of  Morden.”

Photo:  Frank Buck courtesy of M
onica M

cG
avin

Figure 3.  Kathleen Faster Parlow Buck sits among the trees at Dominion Arboretum.



94

University of British Columbia
When Buck arrived in Vancouver, in late summer of  1920, he found 

that the campus was a logged over wasteland, potholed with blown 
stumps and downed logs and slash, and the shells of  two half  finished 
buildings that were to be the Library and a science building, that eventu-
ally became the Chemistry building.  There was little else, but there had 
been some agricultural/horticultural improvements at the southwest 
area, designated ‘The Farm’.  The change in the Provincial Government 
in 1916 had led to John Davidson, the Provincial Botanist, losing the 
patronage of  the new government.  He eventually moved his botanical 
garden nursery plants from the Riverview Colony Farm in Coquitlam to 
a section of  the Point Grey farm.  Davidson, who had come to Canada 
in 1911 from the University of  Aberdeen in Scotland did not hold an 
academic appointment, so the horticultural section of  the UBC Farm 
where he planted the Riverview ornamental plants probably came under 
the purview of  Frank Buck.  Buck actually used a plot adjacent to the 
West Mall botanical gardens as a horticultural area, where he grew irises.  
Buck’s archived papers include six legal size pages of  typewritten lists of  
plants with the overall title, “Inventory of  Trees and Shrubs Available 
for Distribution for the Year Ending March 1921.” (page lists of  “Trees 
and Shrubs”; “Deciduous Shrubs and Small Trees”; “Evergreen Trees 
and Shrubs”; and “Herbaceous Perennials”).  Davidson may well have 
moved many of  these plants from Riverview in 1916, but there is no 
mention of  a source. 7 

The lists reflect Buck’s editing skills and familiarity with botanical 
Latin and Greek, for there was not one spelling mistake in the list of  
Latin botanical names and their English common names.  Someone 
‘higher up’ must have made the decision to dispose of  the ornament-
al stock.  Perhaps it was the Dean of  Agriculture, who by that time 
had become the UBC President, who saw the potential to raise some 
ready money.  Many of  the larger trees, were listed in the ‘Height Now’ 
column, as “6 ft. in ht. and over”, and some of  the poplars and weeping 
willows had a ‘Height Now’ of  10 ft. and more.  There were 28 decidu-
ous species and three evergreen tree species listed.  Each of  the plants 
listed was modestly priced, even for those days at  $1 - $2 for large 
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trees, and 50¢ - $1.50 for small growing trees and shrubs. Evergreen 
trees were $2.00 and herbaceous perennials all for 15¢ - $1.00 each, 
depending on size.  The list contained some surprising quantities of  
individual species.  There were 500 Iris ×germanica (tall bearded iris), 
720 peonies, 1,492 plants of  the deciduous shrub Weigela (in 17 named 
varieties, probably most were selections of  W. florida), 300 Pinus sylves-
tris (Scots pine), 540 Quercus rubra (northern red oak), 1120 Fraxinus 
americana (white ash), 300 Fagus sylvatica (European beech), 500 Juglans 
regia (English walnut), and 113 Paulownia imperialis [now P. tomentosa] 
(royal paulownia or empress tree) from Asia. 

The most astonishing trees in the collection were the 2,860 speci-
mens of  Catalpa speciosa, (northern catalpa or bean-tree).  It seems that 
these trees, listed as 6 to 8 ft. in height and ‘available for distribution’, 
were the source of  the many plantings that still flourish in Vancouver.  
The catalpas lining Memorial Road between the UBC Main Library and 
the Buchanan Building were planted in remembrance of  UBC graduates 
who were killed in WWI.   Others still thrive on West 10th Avenue cross-
ing Macdonald Street, along the north and west side of  Kitsilano High 
School, along West 12th Avenue bordering Connaught Park, and one in 
the row of  trees lining the Coal Harbor side of  the esplanade into Stan-
ley Park. The venerable old Stanley Park specimen having weathered 
the hurricane of  1962, finally succumbed to the storm and winds that 
devastated the park in the winter of  2006.  Its age, size and ring count 
link its origin to the trees on the UBC Campus and on pre-1929 street 
plantings in Vancouver.

One of  the reasons for the large numbers of  catalpas may have 
been concerns with establishing plantations of  economic forest trees in 
BC.  This was an active fashion in many parts of  the British Empire at 
the time.  In the 1930s Davidson wrote a BC Department of  Agricul-
ture pamphlet outlining methods to establish plantations of  the native 
Rhamnus purshiana (cascara) in the Fraser Valley and on Vancouver 
Island.  The bark, when stripped and dried, was widely used as a laxa-
tive.  At the turn of  the 20th century C. speciosa was being promoted as 
the tree to grow in the US plain states and territories for production of  
railroad ties.  William L. Hall published a paper in the US Department 
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of  Agriculture Yearbook for 1900 entitled, “Forest Extension in the Middle 
West” and noted that “…hardy catalpas and locust [Gleditsia] can be 
grown to the proper size for [railway] cross ties in fifteen years under 
favorable conditions of  soil and management.”  However, he also wrote 
that “…in no case does the Division furnish seeds or trees.”  It is still 
a mystery where the catalpa seed came from to raise the thousands of  
plants that were so widely planted in Vancouver.

J. H. Crossley’s 1977 Agriculture Canada Publication #1623, An 
Evaluation of  Generally Recommended Trees and Shrubs Planted at the Research 
Station, Sidney, BC 1913-1973, refers to the presence in 1973 of  several 
79 year old Catalpa speciosa on the grounds of  the Saanichton Agricul-
tural Research Station. These catalpas were the right age to have come 
from UBC or earlier from Riverview. 

On the 1921 list there were also 113 Paulownia imperialis [now P. 
tomentosa].  Whereas catalpa has a terminal cluster of  creamy white 
flowers, paulownia, with more-or-less look-a-like leaves, has lilac to blue 
tubular flower clusters in early spring, somewhat like the subtropical 
jacaranda (Jacaranda mimosifolia).  A group of  three paulownias still 
grace the southeast corner of  the grounds of  the BC Provincial Parlia-
ment buildings in Victoria.  One has to wonder whether these also came 
from the 1921 UBC stock.

In 1920, Buck purchased a building lot in the Kerrisdale area of  
Point Grey Municipality, just three blocks west of  the CPR Arbutus rail 
line, the western boundary at the time of  the Municipality of  Point Grey 
and the CPR’s Shaughnessy Heights.  The architect George Thornton 
Sharp was building a house next door, so Frank asked him to design 
a home for the Buck family.  Seven years earlier Sharp with partner 
Thompson (later the company became Sharp, Thompson, Berwick and 
Pratt, then Thompson Berwick and Pratt [TB&P]) had produced the 
winning entry in the Point Grey Campus Master Plan.  I do not think it 
had escaped their notice that Buck, the campus landscape planner could 
assist in the implementation of  their master plan for the campus that 
had been languishing since 1913.

I had met George Thorton Sharp in 1937 when I was an eleven year 
old member of  the 1st Crofton (Vancouver Island) Boy Scout troop.  



Davidsonia 18:3 97

Mr. Sharp gave talks on reading maps, observing and interpreting, and 
how to distinguish a WWI artillery shell hole from an oak tree by the 
position of  the shadow cast by a hole in the ground from the shadow 
of  the rounded crown of  a tree in leaf.  

In 1949 Buck retired as Professor of  Ornamental Horticulture and 
Campus Landscape Architect.  For almost 30 years he had taught orna-
mental horticulture and overseen the landscape development of  the 
UBC Point Grey campus in accordance with the 1913 plan.  Sharp and 
Thompson had continued on as unpaid advisors with the unspoken 
agreement that they would get the design commissions for the new 
campus buildings as the campus developed.  Many of  the post WWII 
campus buildings were designed by TB&P before this unspoken agree-
ment between the university and this architectural firm was broken and 
other Vancouver architectural firms were allowed in.  However, most 
of  the Sharp and Thompson campus master plan remained intact until 
the 1990s.

There was little campus building development after the first spurt of  
growth in the 1920s and almost nothing during the depression years of  
the 1930s.  Frank Buck installed landscapes around most of  the build-
ings and lined most the roads, malls and pedestrian walks with trees and 
plantings that formed the campus system.  A long-standing example 
of  his handiwork is the avenue of  northern red oaks that line Main 
Mall and parts of  East Mall.  In 2007 some of  the East Mall oaks were 
removed to make way for expansion of  the Irving K. Barber Learning 
Centre. 

Frank Buck’s campus landscape extends south to University Boule-
vard, the main campus entrance from Point Grey.  It is a divided 
carriageway with a landscaped median from Alma Street through the 
golf  course, Endowment Lands, and the University Village into the 
campus.  Pedestrian walks on both sides are lined with Acer saccharinum 
(silver maple), and the grassed centre median is planted at regular inter-
vals with islands of  shrubs such as Hydrangea paniculata ‘Grandiflora’ 
(peegee hydrangea), Rosa rugosa (shrub rose), pink and mauve Catawba 
and Caucasus hybrid rhododendrons, with groups of  flowering haw-
thorn trees (Crataegus laevigata) between.



98

I went to see Frank Buck in the late spring of  1946, just before much 
of  his landscape work of  twenty years was to be overcome by the post 
war building and campus development boom that began in the 1950s.  
I was advised to consult him for advice on where I should go to study 
using my post-military service higher education entitlement credits (one 
month of  university for each month that I had served in the forces) 
to study landscape architecture, a choice that I made as a result of  my 
military leave visits to Cornwall, Somerset and Devon. 

Professor Buck suggested that, since there was no university in 
Canada with courses in Landscape Architecture, Veteran’s Affairs would 
have to allow me to attend a university outside Canada, if  I could gain 
admission to a university in the USA.  My meeting with him that day led 
me to the University of  California at Berkeley and to a lifetime career 
and a partner of  fifty plus years; both of  which I am still passionately 
fond.

In the 1920s there was little campus building activity, which enabled 
Buck to establish links to the small but developing seed and bulb grow-
ing industries on Vancouver Island and in the lower Fraser Valley.  Many 
of  these growers wrote to the new professor about diseases on their 
crops and received prompt replies with a diagnosis and instructions for 
treatment.  Buck was also interested in new local varieties of  fruits, 
vegetables, bulbs and flowers, growing them on campus with a view to 
rating and registering any superior or promising new varieties, different 
from those in the trade.  He requested seed from the sweet pea growers 
on Vancouver Island,7 and bought copious quantities of  vegetable and 
flower seeds from two Vancouver seed companies, James Brand & Co., 
and A. J. Woodward & Sons.  A. J. Woodward, who was the sole agent 
for Sutton’s (UK) Seeds, had stores in Victoria and Vancouver, with 
greenhouses at Ross Bay, in Victoria, and Kerrisdale.  Buck ordered seed 
of  more than sixty annual and perennial flower species as well as thirty 
varieties of  garden peas and several vegetable varieties.   

He also searched for locally produced plants for the campus.  In 
1921, he asked George Fraser, a nurseryman in Ucluelet on Vancouver 
Island, a community only accessible by water at the time, for a specimen 
of  a hybrid tea rose (‘Richmond’ × Rosa nutkana), which was described 
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and illustrated in the BC Agricultural Journal.  This request from a uni-
versity academic may have spurred George Fraser (the rose developer) 
to publish his first and only catalogue in 1925.  Fraser wrote in his intro-
duction to the list:  

“The plants in the following list were raised here in Eucluelet [sic ] at 
intervals beginning in 1911 and are with exception of  No. 3 Hybrids, 
or in some instances perhaps cross-breeds between British Columbian 
or Canadian species, and well known garden plants of  European origin.  
They are sold for their botanic interest as well as for their decorative 
value in the garden.  Only those priced [5] are in condition for present 
distribution.”  In those days the only market was local and once-a-week 
sales to day trippers who travelled on the S.S. Princess Maquinna from 
Victoria.  There was no easy overland access to Ucluelet/Tofino until 
the winding gravel logging road from Sproat Lake was paved in 1970.  

The five of  his creations listed and priced for sale in the catalogue 
were: 

“Geum ‘Mrs. J. Maitland Dougall’, a semi-double orange 
cross between Geum ‘Mrs. Bradshaw’ and G. ×heldreichi  
‘Splendens’, 75¢ each.

Lonicera ‘Dr. C. T. Hilton’, a strong growing fragrant honey-
suckle (raised in 1912). A hybrid between L. periclymenum and 
the native orange L. ciliosa,  $1.00 each.

Myosotis ‘Joseph K. Henry’, a perpetual flowering blue 
forget-me-not hybrid of  the rare M. laxa, collected in Alberni 
by Professor Henry, and M. palustris,  50¢  each. 

British Columbia Hybrid Rhododendrons.  Our beautiful 
native species, R. californicum [R. macrophyllum], crossed in 
1914 with the finest named hardy varieties in cultivation [pri-
marily Waterer hybrids],  seedlings of  the cross in flower bud,  
$2.00 each.

Rhododendron ‘Fraseri’, a lilac-flowered hardy deciduous 
azalea raised in 1912 by crossing Rhodora canadensis [Rhodo-
dendron canadensis] with Azalea japonica [R. molle subsp. japon-
icum], plants in flower bud,  $5.00 each.”
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Rhododendron ‘Fraseri’ proved to be the only one of  George Fraser’s 
creations that made it into commerce.  It was listed in the Henry Eddie 
and Sons Nursery Catalogue for many years starting in the 1940s.  Henry 
Eddie may have had propagation rights after George Fraser died in 1944, 
but the records and correspondence from Fraser were lost when Eddie’s 
Sardis property was flooded in the 1948 Fraser River flood.  Rhododen-
dron ‘Fraseri’ was first described in the Gardeners’ Chronicle in the early 
1920s.  Evidently R. ‘Fraseri’ found its way into Arboretum Mustila in 
southern Finland before 1940 and was still growing there when I visited 
the arboretum more than 50 years later in the summer of  1996.  George 
Fraser’s comment about his rose ‘Nootka’ read:  

“It, like most other roses, has its faults, but visitors to Ucluelet, often 
unaware of  its origins, admire it both for the beauty and fragrance of  
its flowers. It was briefly described and illustrated in the BC Agricultural 
Journal when it first flowered in the open ground here.”

Frank Buck was asked to judge at local flower shows soon after his 
arrival in Vancouver.  He continued this activity throughout his career at 
UBC as well as maintaining active correspondence with seed and bulb 
growers.  He seems to have had a special love for tulips.  By 1925 he was 
the chairman of  the Spring Flower Festival and Tulip Show, which was 
held on May 8th of  that year.  Had a tulip festival been scheduled for May 
8, 2007, it would have been, thanks to our warming climate, seven to ten 
days after the tulips had finished blooming.

He judged at school garden fairs in Chilliwack, Langley and Clov-
erdale in the Fraser Valley, which were part of  a program sponsored 
by the BC Departments of  Agriculture and Education to teach school 
children the rudiments of  growing vegetables and flower gardens.  The 
school fair judging continued from 1921 until the economic depression 
of  the 1930s, when the Federal funding through the provincial Agricul-
ture Department was stopped.

Frank was also invited to speak and judge closer to home, at meet-
ings of  agricultural and horticultural groups, flower societies and garden 
clubs, in Vancouver, North Vancouver and the municipal districts of  
South Vancouver, West Vancouver and Point Grey.  He was appointed 
Director in Charge of  the Garden Vegetable Section for the 1925 Van-
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couver Exhibition, after serving as a judge of  the fruit exhibits for the 
1923 and 1924 Exhibition at Hastings Park.

In the late 1920s Iris Ashwell, a local student in Horticulture at UBC, 
applied to take a full course in Landscape Architecture.  UBC had only a 
single (fourth year) course in landscape art, so she was advised by Frank 
Buck and Professor Barrs, the Chair in Horticulture, to go to the USA.  
She enrolled in the Landscape program at Iowa State College in Ames, 
Iowa under the chairmanship of  Professor Elwood, and was employed 
for most of  her life as a landscape architect with the Chicago Federal 
Housing Authority.  She returned to Vancouver to a nursing home when 
she was unable to live on her own in Chicago.  After she died, I arranged 
for her landscape and horticultural books to be donated in her name to 
the UBC School of  Landscape Architecture, then part of  the Faculty of  
Agricultural Sciences, now in the Faculty of  Applied Sciences. 

Buck had some disappointments in his career.  William Macoun 
the Dominion Horticulturist had asked Frank to join his group to rate 
and register Canadian developed plant varieties, particularly vegetables.  
Soon after his arrival in BC, Buck had approached many of  the seed 
growers asking them to submit their seed for testing or rating.  Seed 
growing was a nascent export industry led by the popularity of  sweet 
peas.  Buck had to decline Macoun’s invitation, because the university 
was unwilling to allow expenses for travel to Ottawa.  The university’s 
lame excuse was offered in a letter to Macoun from an Agricultural 
faculty member, stating that Professor Buck wasn’t really interested in 
vegetables anyway!

The 1958 history of  the University, Tuum Est, written by Harry T. 
Logan gives a description of  the Point Grey Campus during the De-
pression, in particular for the years 1933-34:

“…Fire inspection contracts were not renewed in 1933 and for one 
year the appropriation for the maintenance [of] grounds were so low 
that a luxuriant hay field grew on the Main Mall.  In fact the magnificent 
work of  Professor Buck and his assistants in realizing the landscape 
garden potentialities of  the site was now partly abandoned.  Buildings 
became dirty, plantings became choked with weeds and the existing fa-
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cilities depreciated at an accelerated rate for want of  proper mainten-
ance.” 

That was not all.  The financial crisis resulted in Buck, who was the 
most recently appointed member of  the faculty, and his grounds staff  
being terminated.  His daughter, Monica, remembers that the family fell 
on hard times and relied on the kindness of  neighbours and the help of  
horticultural associates like the Murray family who had a nursery on the 
nearby Blenheim Flats.  Buck was reinstated sometime in the late 1930s 
but when he retired in 1949, it was without a pension. When University 
President, Norman MacKenzie learned of  this, he provided a pension 
from the university that Buck had served so loyally for 30 years.

Aside from the campus street tree legacy, Frank Buck left the Me-
morial Road catalpas and the red oaks on Main Mall.  How the oaks 
immediately west of  the Main Library were saved when the Sedgewick 
Library was built under the Mall is another story, but three of  the six 
that were root pruned and enclosed in brick casements survive today.  
The silver maples and median plantings along University Boulevard 
were saved by the efforts of  University Endowment Land resident and 
rhododendron authority, Lillian ‘Lil’ Hodgson and others.  Much of  
Buck’s campus grounds-landscape and garden legacy has disappeared 
under the densification and development of  the campus.  However, 
there is a jewel that remains in the gardens on the north and south 
sides of  the formal Tribute Pool immediately in front of  the origin-
al library building.  This dimunitive Versaillesian model with quarter 
circle inset corners, seems to have been ‘plunked’ into a granite curbed 
square, penned in by the surrounding planting.  A frame of  variegated, 
mostly prickly-leaved plants, Euonymus fortunei, Ilex aquifolium ‘Aure-
ovariegata’ and Berberis thunbergi ‘Atropurpurea’ in rectangular planters 
surround a plaque erected by the Agricultural Undergraduate Society 
as a tribute to Frank’s work as Campus Landscape Architect from 1920 
to 1949.  Frank Buck was no axial formalist and his creation was his 
very personal style of  landscape.  The stroll gardens to the north and 
south of  the Tribute are arranged primarily for the individual student to 
wander through and discover and identify the range of  trees, shrubs and 
groundcovers, but also to see a symphony of  colours, shapes and tex-
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tures of  the plant combinations and arrangements to view and reflect 
on them as in a painting. The plant collection and arrangement were in 
a Japanese garden-like matrix using gravel pathways over, around, and 
beside a series of  large and small interconnected pools with large boul-
ders in rows, groups and individuals, lining pool edges, spotted among 
paths and along planting bed edges. (Figure 4, Front Cover)

The very shallow topsoil overlaying the glacial till of  the Point Grey 
campus when excavated for the few campus buildings built in the 1930s 
and 40s, unearthed many erratics in the form of  large rounded granite 
boulders.  It was too expensive then to break or crush them up as is 
done today, so Buck found a use for them in his campus garden that 
reflected to some extent the Japanese use of  rocks.  Frank’s use of  
rocks, however, was not the mythical islands and turtles of  the Japanese 
garden,9 but a series of  practical physical barriers to vehicles that might 
trespass into the plantings.

Frank’s landscape garden may have looked like a Botanical Garden 
but it was far from it.  The list of  plants reflected his wide interest and 
knowledge of  what could be grown year round in poor coastal soils 
in combinations of  the as yet undiscovered exotic (most from Japan 
and China) and native BC, Pacific Northwestern and Californian plants.  
One of  Professor Buck’s aims was to create a garden on the campus to 
show and teach his students in horticulture the extreme richness and 
range of  varieties of  temperate ornamental plants that could be grown 
here and in gardens around the Georgia Basin.

I have looked at these two small gardens many times, first in 1951 
when I was a student in Community and Regional Planning, and again 
in the 1960s and 70s when my company was commissioned to improve 
and enhance the campus walkways and the landscape of  the site sur-
rounding the Aquatic Centre (with Carlberg & Jackson Architects) and 
the Buchanan Tower (with Toby Russell Buckwell Architects).  I have 
much trepidation in my attempt to criticize Frank’s landscape work, be-
cause landscape architects have not yet developed a body of  critical 
analytical tools or an aesthetic philosophy by which to judge a living 
landscape as others have for evaluating buildings. 
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When the plant material on the campus was catalogued in detail and 
recorded on the campus plans in the summer of  1961, Buck’s gardens, 
including the Tribute Formal Pool, were clearly identified within the 
botanical garden, which, at the time was the entire campus. 

To anyone from east of  the Lower Fraser Valley there was no place 
climatically like it anywhere else in Canada.  It is no surprise that new 
UBC employees who had come or been recruited from east of  the Rocky 
Mountains, like Ontarian, WWII veteran and horticultural editor John 
Neill–who became UBC Superintendent of  Buildings and Grounds in 
the late 1960s–would want to designate Frank Buck’s campus creation a 
Botanical Garden.  It was well intentioned and perhaps at the time the 
only way it could have had some protection. 

Frank’s familiarity with plants enabled him to create a year round 
picture.  He used broad-leaved evergreens such as rhododendrons, 
camellias and viburnums in association with deciduous rhododendrons 
(azaleas) and other deciduous shrubs to provide two seasons of  colour: 
flowers in spring, leaves in autumn.  Many of  the plants he used were not 
marketed by local nurseries.  In the 1930s and 40s, many plant nurseries 
were part time projects started in back yards by gardeners who had lost 
their jobs in the Depression years when Buck began his campus garden.  
Many of  the shrubs, trees and herbaceous materials used to plant the 
garden probably originated from seeds or cuttings in the campus horti-
culture greenhouses.  There was little or no importation of  ornamental 
plant material from either USA or UK during the two decades of  the 
Depression and the pre- and post-war years the University had other 
priorities for both funds and manpower.10

The garden that Frank Buck helped to create for Dean Blythe Eagles 
and his wife Dr. Violet Evelyn Eagles overlooking Deer Lake in Bur-
naby is now in the hands of  the Nature Conservancy, which is under-
taking restoration.  I hope that this restoration will give students and 
the public some sense of  the vision of  Frank’s work.  Coupled with his 
UBC Library Garden, future generations will surely appreciate his crea-
tivity and his rich and intimate garden landscape legacy.11



Davidsonia 18:3 105

Notes
1. The Dominion of  Canada Department of  Agriculture publica-

tions, The Dominion Experimental Farms, 1924 and The Dominion 
Experimental Stations operated by the Federal Government Publica-
tion #480, 1925, explain the overall role across Canada of  these Farms 
and Stations.  Ornamental horticulture was practically non-existent in 
the first 20 years of  the Experimental Farm system.  There was little or 
no plant breeding or selection for varieties to meet the special climatic 
conditions of  the Canadian prairies for flower gardens and ornamental 
horticultural purposes.  From the outset Ornamental Gardening was 
one of  the four main subdivisions of  the Horticultural Division in the 
DEF system, along with Fruit Growing, Vegetable Gardening and Plant 
Breeding.  In plant breeding the priorities of  food crops took preced-
ence over ornamentals, so that it was not until 1920 that there was any 
regularized attempt at breeding ornamentals for prairie farm gardens at 
any of  the experimental farms or stations.  In the newly settled areas of  
the Canadian Prairies breeding for grain, in particular wheat, was a con-
scious government policy to make Canada, particularly the prairies, the 
‘Breadbasket’ for the British Empire; so wheat breeding was a priority.

2. Apples have symbolized and contributed to a settled productive 
landscape.  In the eyes of  a European, fruit trees were part and parcel 
of  a sweet landscape, along with clean water, tillable land and black 
soil.  Dr. C. F. Patterson, Head of  Horticulture Science at the University 
of  Saskatchewan is best known for his lifelong research in developing 
prairie-hardy dessert apples. He introduced 20 varieties in 1959-60; the 
‘Patterson’ apple is named for him.  Varieties of  potatoes, carrots, other 
fruits notably cherry-plums and green vegetables: snap beans, asparagus 
were developed by the department under Dr. Patterson’s term as head.  
As landscape architects for the Saskatoon Campus, we had the expertise 
of  the Grounds Superintendent, Dieter Martin, to move many of  the 
remaining crabapples from Dr. Patterson’s decommissioned campus re-
search orchard  for use as ornamentals in the borders of  several Campus 
buildings. The remaining trees went into the fire place woodpile.    

3. Whyte, R. B. 1916.  Ottawa, A City of  Gardens. Ottawa Cultural 
Society.   http://www.ottawahort.org/ohscityofgardens.htm  

4. Agriculture Canada, Central Experimental Farm, Catalogue of  the 
Trees and Shrubs in the Arboretum of  the Central Experimental Farm, 
Ottawa, Ontario, Canada, Government Printing Bureau, Ottawa, 1899.  

http://www.ottawahort.org/ohscityofgardens.htm
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Some of  the woody  plants growing in the Arboretum like Syringa villosa 
and S. josikae, and Malus neidwetskiana crosses were used by Isabella 
Preston to produce her Prairie Hardy (CanAgZone 2); Prestonae Lilacs 
and  Rosybloom Crabapples during the period from 1921 to 1941.

5. The amalgamation of  Point Grey and South Vancouver with 
the City of  Vancouver is somewhat obscure.  Some of  this history is 
recorded in:  City of  Vancouver Archives, Vancouver town Planning 
Commission Fonds 1913-1970; predominantly 1925-1955:

Point Grey (BC) Town Planning Commission Minute Book. 
1926-1928: 6-C-14

Harland Bartholomew. 1926: 61-B-5 file 5:61-B-5 file 6 and 61-
B-5 file8

A Plan for the City of  Vancouver, including Point Grey and 
South Vancouver.  Harland Bartholomew and Associates. 1929: 
120-D-4 file 250 

6. Frank Buck’s service on both the Advisory Town Planning Com-
missions in Point Grey and the City of  Vancouver. UBC Archives, Frank 
Buck Fonds: Vancouver Town Planning Commission, BOX:8 files 8∙1-
15: BOX:9 files 9∙1-7; and BOX 10: files 10∙1-5.  Point Grey Town plan-
ning Commission, BOX:11  files 11∙5-12 

7. Derived from a conversation, in 2006, with David Brownstein, 
Biographer of  John Davidson.

8. The correspondence–hand written and typed queries with typed 
copies of  replies–is only a small selection thought pertinent to Frank 
Buck’s wide horticultural interests and landscape expertise.  These are 
selected from those in General Correspondence (1921-1949), housed in 
BOXES:1, 2, 3 and 4 of  the Frank Buck Fonds, UBC Archives.

9. The mythology of  rocks in Japanese gardens is explored in: Justice, 
Clive L., The Chinese Roots of  Japanese Gardens, Edited by George 
Waters, Pacific Horticulture, Vol. 50: #1 Spring 1989, Pacific Horticul-
ture Foundation, San Francisco, California. 

10. Frank Buck Fonds, File: UBC Correspondence, BOX:2 file 2∙18. 
Correspondence regarding photographs with captions, given to UBC 
in 1965.

11. City of  Burnaby History and Heritage, Eagles Estate 1929-1993  
http://www.burnaby.ca/residents/about/hstryh/hstryh_eglsst/
hstryh_eglsst_eglses/hstryh_eglsst_eglses_eglses.html 
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