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National Parks 

Yellowstone National Park, established March 1, 1872, marks the be­
ginning of the National Park System and was the first National Park. 
Yellowstone National Park was the first full and unfettered embodiment 
of the National Park idea. It was the world's first example of larre 
scale wilderness preservation. The idea of a national park proved 
to be remarkably successful and in the years between 187 2 and the 
establishment of the National Park System in 1915 an additional 14 
national parks were created. 

The current index to the National Park System defines a national park 
in the following manner. "It contains a variety of resources and 
encompasses sufficient land or water to ensure adequate protection 
of the resources. John Ise in his book on the National Park System 
offers a more clearly defined concept of a national park. According 
to Ise "...all the national parks are areas of outstanding grandeur 
or of outstanding merit in some other respect...'0 Historically, 
Ise's definition is accurate. Interior Secretary Franklin K. Lane in a 
policy statement of May 1918, addressed to Director Stephen T. Mather 
stated the following: "In studying new park projects you should seek to 
find scenery of supreme and distinct quality, or some natural feature 
so extraordinary or unique, as to be of national interest and impor­
tance. You should seek examples of typical forms of world architec­
ture. ***The National Park System as now constituted should not be 
lowered in standard, dignity and prestige by the inclusion of areas 
which express in less that the highest terms the particular class 
or kind of exhibit they represent."° This concept was reaffirmed 
by Interior Secretary Hubert Work in a letter to Senator Duncan Fletcher 
of Florida in 1925.' In December 1925 Secretary of Commerce Herbert 
Hoover restated this philosophy when he said that" "Tne movement to 
foster public parks for human outdoor life and conservation of wildlife 
is one of our most beneficient public endeavors, and in it we need more 
action by the individual states. We need also a distinction between the 
province and responsibilities of the States and the Federal Govern­
ment. My own thought is that the national parks-the parks within 
the responsibilities of the Federal Government-should be those of 
outstanding scientific and spiritual appeal, those that are unique in 
their stimulation and inspiration." 

Today there are 39 national parks in the System and the concept of a 
national park includes both natural and cultural resources. 

National Military Park 

The first national military park, Chickamauga-Chattanooga, was estab­
lished August 19, 1890, under the administration of the War Department. 
Other military parks were slowly added to the system. In 1894 Shiloh 



was established; in 1895, Gettysburg was created; and Vicksburg came into 
being in 1899. Antletam was established in 1890 as a national battle­
field site and will be discussed below. 

As the years passed, more and more military parks were proposed for 
the System. Since many of these parks represented small and unimpor­
tant battles the Congress attempted to develop a rational method 
of determining the relative importance of future military parks. 
Congress asked the Secretary of War to study the problem and recommend 
a method of classification of military sites. Such a classifica­
tion was made by the historical section of the Army War College in 
1925, approved by the War Department June 16, 1925, and published 
as House of Representatives Report No. 1071, Sixty-ninth Congress, 
first session. In this report the War Department defined a national 
military park in specific terms: "It is the view of the war depart­
ment that National Military Parks should as a general thing cover a 
comparatively large area of ground, probably some thousands of acres, 
and so marked and improved as to make them into real parks available 
for detailed study by military authorities, the battle lines and 
operations being clearly indicated on the ground. The expense of 
maintaining such a park is so great as to indicate that the number 
should be kept fairly low." In discussing the establishment of the 
first three national military parks the report continues: "It will 
be seen from the above that these three military parks were designed 
by Congress not only to preserve for historical and professional study 
the battlefields themselves, but also to serve as lasting memorials 
to tne great armies or the war.'- The report concludes with a survey 
of the most important engagement to be fought on American soil and 
divides these battles into three classes. Class 1 battles are defined 
as "Battles worthy of commemoration by the establishment of national 
military parks. These should be battles of exceptional political and 
military importance and interest, whose effects were far-reaching, whose 
fields are worthy of preservation for detailed military study, and 
which are suitable to serve as memorials to the armies engaged. 
The report listed four Civil War 3attles in Class 1. These were, 
Vicksburg, Gettysburg, Shiloh and Chickamauga and Chattanooga. The 
battle of Antietam was considered sufficiently important enough to 
warrant the establishment of a National Military Park but since it 
had already been established as a National Battlefield Site in 1890 
it was not formally listed in the Class 1 category. 

In the enabling legislation for two of the above parks, Gettysburg 
and Chickamauga and Chattanooga, the term national park is used. This 
term was soon dropped In favor of the national military park. At 
the present time there are 11 national military parks in the System. 

• National Battlefield Site 

When the first military parks were established, four were established 
as national military parks and one-Antietam-was established in 1390 
as a National Battlefield Site. The distinction between the two 
categories was only a management distinction according to the War 
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Department. According to Lieutenant Colonel C.A. Bach who was Chief 
of the historical Section of the Any War College, Antietam was esta­
blished as a national battlefield site in an attempt to set up the 
park at less cost than would be the case had a national military park 
been established. In his report Colonel Bach states, "Under this and 
subsequent legislation of like character the lines of the battlefield 
of Antietam have been very satisfactorily marked without the establish­
ment of a national military park. The lines consist of 5 miles of 
improved avenues along which are (as a rule) placed the monuments and 
markers of the different organizations that took part in the battle." 
Colonel Bach continues: "In this method of marking battlefields there 
is less latitude for locating monuments and markers than if greater 
areas are acquired, but it gives very satisfactory results for histori­
cal and professional military study at a much smaller expense of money 
for the purchase of land and a much smaller expenditure for mainte­
nance. " 4 Class 1 battles were considered eligible for both national 
military park and national battlefield site designations. The dis­
tinction between the two titles was not a qualitative distinction but 
an operational distinction. National battlefield sites were less expensive 
to establish and maintain. While the battlefield site concept saved 
money in the initial establishment of Antietam and other parks of this 
type the concept did not assure the preservation or protection of the 
battlefield that was guaranteed in the establishment of a military park. 

At the present time there is only one national battlefield site (Brices 
Cross Roads) in the National Park System. 

National Battlefield Park 

The term national battlefield park came into use in 1933 after the 
National Park Service gained control of the military parks from the War 
Department. According to Dr. Verne Chatelain, who was chief historian 
of the National Park Service at the time, the term originated during his 
survey and visits to the military parks in 1932 prior to their 
acquisition by the National Park Service. Dr. Chatelain discussed 
the problem of nomenclature with the superintendents of the military 
parks and read the 1925 study by the Army War College that recommended 
a classification system for all proposed military parks. At the time 
only two titles, national military park and national battlefield site 
were use. Dr. Chatelain believed that the National Park Service, needed 
its own distinct title to reflect its special mission and purpose. This 
did not imply that the old titles were to be abandoned or changed but that 
in the future, new military parks added to the System would be called 
national battlefield parks. The first three parks added to the System 
after 1933, Kennesaw Mountain, Richmond and Manassas, all were designated 
national battlefield parks. The title was descriptive according to 
Dr. Chatelain because the term "battlefield" described the historical 
importance of the area and the term park implied a greater use by the 
public than had occurred under the War Department. This public use was 
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s t r i c t l y defined. In answer to c r i t i c i s m from a congressman during 
hearings held i n 1929 to determined if the National Park Service 
should acquire control of the mi l i t a ry parks the fear surfaced that 
the National Park Service would tu rn the mi l i t a ry parks in to play­
grounds. ° Mr. Albright answered t h i s and other questions of th i s 
type by s t a t i n g , " . . . do not think that we a re primari ly r ec rea t iona l , 
we a re t ry ing to draw the l i n e on the campers and we a r e very jealous 
about keeping the scenic and h i s t o r i c spots absolutely i n v i o l a t e . " 

The purposes and uses of the newly acquired h i s t o r i c Si tes was fur ther 
explained in a report by the National Resources 3oard wr i t t en in 1933. 
In discussing the r e l a t ionsh ip of these h i s t o r i c resources to rec rea ­
t i on the report s t a t e s : 

In the National Park Service a c lose re la t ionsh ip exis ts 
and must cont inue to exis t between rec rea t iona l and educa-
t i n a l fea tures . While an h i s t o r i c a l park i s r igh t ly regarded 
as hallowed ground, and while a digni ty in keeping with i t s 
nature w i l l continue to be maintained, the v i s i t o r i s not 
actuated by a des i r e to weep for departed heroes, he wishes 
pr imari ly to enjoy his v i s i t , and i t i s ce r t a in ly to that 
extent a r ec rea t iona l v i s i t . The National Park Service i s 
not subservient in h i s t o r i c a l a reas , to supe r f i c i a l 
r ec rea t iona l demands such as f i sh ing , swimming, e t c . , i t 
avoids the c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s of the conventional playground 
or the municipal park, but i t furnishes , in the l a s t 
ana ly s i s , an educational f ea tu re which, because of i t s 
d ivers ional nature, i s a l so p a r t i a l l y r ec r ea t i ona l . 
The g r a t i f i c a t i o n of a heal thy, i n t e l l e c t u a l cu r ios i ty 
in the manner provided by a well-preserved h i s t o r i c a l 
area , i s , i n the s t r i c t meaning of the term, a form of 
r ec rea t ion , and the h i s t o r i c s i t e i s , to that extent , 
r e c r ea t i ona l area. 

After 1940 the term nat ional b a t t l e f i e l d park f e l l into disuse. At 
the present time there a r e three nat ional b a t t l e f i e l d parks in the 
System. 

National B a t t l e f i e l d 

In the years a f te r 1940 the terms used to name mi l i t a ry parks became 
confused. All t h ree terms, nat ional mi l i ta ry park, nat ional b a t t l e ­
f i e ld s i t e and nat ional b a t t l e f i e l d park were s t i l l in use but new parks 
tended to be named as a r e su l t of congressional decisions or the 
inf luence of loca l pressure groups." 

In order to bring some order to the p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nat ional park names 
Director Wirth appointed a committee to study the problem of the c l a s s i ­
f i c a t i on of areas administered by the National Park Service. The-commit­
t ee , composed of Messrs. Eivend T. Scoyen, Ronald F. Lee, 3en Thompson, John 
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Doer and Herbert Kahler studied the problem and issued i t s report .to the 
Director which was accepted on March 1, 1953. In the report the committee 
recommended that the names of a l l the mi l i t a ry parks, b a t t l e f i e l d parks 
and b a t t l e f i e l d s i t e s be consolidated under one term. National B a t t l e ­
f i e l d , i s defined as a " b a t t l e f i e l d of na t ional s ign i f icance preserved in 
in park, or in i t s en t i re ty for the i n s p i r a t i o n and benefit of the 
people. " ~ The recommendations of the report were put in to p rac t i ce and 
over the years s ince 1958, nine nat ional b a t t l e f i e l d s have been created 
e i ther through a name change for an es tabl ished area or the new designa­
t i on for a new area . 

National Monuments 

National monuments der ive from the Act of June 8, 1906 (34 S ta t . L., 
225) e n t i t l e d "An act for t he p rese rva t ion of American A n t i q u i t i e s , " 
which gave the President d i sc re t ionary power to se t a s ide by proclama­
t i o n any lands control led or owned by the United Sta tes containing 
h i s t o r i c landmarks, h i s t o r i c or p r e h i s t o r i c s t ruc tu res and other objects 
of h i s t o r i c or s c i e n t i f i c i n t e r e s t as nat ional monuments. In order to 
qualify as a nat ional monument a p iece of land must possess something 
of archeologic, h i s t o r i c or s c i e n t i f i c value. The law does say that 
the area reserved must be no l a rge r than that needed to preserve the 
object of i n t e r e s t . Thus the purpose of a monument is the preservat ion 
of some object of s c i e n t i f i c , h i s t o r i c or archeological importance. 

The National Park Service Index s t a t e s tha t a nat ional monument i s 
Intended to preserve at l e a s t one na t ional ly s ign i f i can t resource. 
I t i s usually smaller than a na t ional Dark and lacks i t s d ive r s i ty of 

22 a t t r a c t i o n s . Many nat ional parks sucn as Grand Canyon and Zion were 
f i r s t brought in to the system as nat ional monuments. Horace Albright , 
the second Director of the National Park Service, declared that monuments 
and parks were p r a c t i c a l l y i d e n t i c a l . According to John I s e nearly 
a l l the nat ional parks a r e areas of outstanding grandeur or of out­
standing merit in some respect while nat ional monuments a r e areas which 
a re not su f f i c i en t l y outstanding to jus t i fy park s t a t u s , yet have some 
scenic or other value which ca l l s for government p ro tec t ion and c o n t r o l . " 4 

nat ional parks a r e establ ished by Congress and nat ional mgnuments a r e 
es tabl ished by Congress or by P r e s i d e n t i a l Proclamation. At the present 
time the re a r e 92 nat ional monuments in the National Park System. Of these, 
f o r ty - s ix were se t as ide to protect h i s t o r i c s i t e s and/or natural s i t e s 
which contain s ign i f i can t c u l t u r a l resources. 

National Hi s to r i c S i t e 

In January 1929, Dr. Clark WIssler of the American Museum of Natural 
History recommended in a report submitted to the Secretary of the I n t e r i o r : 

In view of the importance and the great opportunity for 
apprec ia t ion of the nature and meaning of his tory as 
represented in our National Parks and Monuments, i t i s 
recommended that the National Parks and Monuments contain­
ing, pr imar i ly , archeological and h i s t o r i c a l mater ia ls 
should be se lec ted to serve as indices of periods in the 
h i s t o r i c a l sequence of human l i f e in America. At each 
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such monument the p a r t i c u l a r event represented should be 
viewed in i t s immediate h i s t o r i c a l perspect ive , thus not 
only developing a spec i f ic na r r a t i ve but presenting the 
event in i t s h i s t o r i c a l background. 

Further , a s e l e c t i o n should be made of a number of ex is t ing 
monuments which in t h e i r t o t a l i t y may, as points of r e f e r ­
ence, define the general ou t l i ne of man's career on t h i s 
cont inent . 

The idea lay dormant for a few years u n t i l the reorganizat ion of the 
National Park Service in 1933 and the passage of the His to r ic Si tes 
Act of 1935. 3y 1935 the National Park Service was in control of 
many h i s t o r i c a l parks and had a spec i f i c mandate from the Congress i n 
the area of h i s t o r i c preserva t ion . The 1935 Act declared " tha t i t 
i s a nat ional policy to preserve for public use h i s t o r i c s i t e s , 
bui ldings and objects of nat ional s ign i f icance for the i n s p i r a t i o n 
and benefi t of the people of the United S t a t e s . " 

Dr. Wiss le r ' s concept was adopted by the Advisory 3oard on National 
provisions of the Act. This thematic approach has been refined and 
developed in any attempt to see tha t a l l major facets or themes in 
American History a re adequately covered by un i t s in the National Park 
System. 2 9 

National h i s t o r i c s i t e s derive d i r ec t ly from the His to r i c S i tes Act 
of 1935 and usual ly contain a d i rec t quote from the 1935 l e g i s l a t i o n 
i n t h e i r own authorizing l e g i s l a t i o n . Over the years s ince 1935, the 
nat ional h i s t o r i c s i t e has be. n the most common term used by Congress 
i n author iz ing new h i s t o r i c areas in the National Park System. At the 
present time the re a r e 59 na t ional h i s t o r i c s i t e s . 

National H i s t o r i c a l Park 

The term nat ional h i s t o r i c a l park i s defined by the Index as a n " . . . 
area of g rea te r physical extent and complexity than nat ional h i s t o r i c a l 
s i t e . " 3 0 

The o r ig in of the term i s clouded. As early as the Seventieth Congress 
in 1928 a b i l l was introduced oy the Secre ta r ies of War and I n t e r i o r to 
have the nat ional mi l i t a ry parks renamed nat ional h i s t o r i c a l parks and 
t r ans fe r red to the Department of the I n t e r i o r . This move was not 
successful . 

At th i s same time, Robert S t e r l i ng Yard, Secretary of the National Parks 
Associat ion recommended that only archeologic, geologic and w i l d l i f e 
reserva t ions be re ta ined as na t ional monuments and tha t a l l h i s t o r i c a l 
areas in Federal land having to do with the white man's occupation of 
America should be grouped as nat ional h i s t o r i c a l parks. 

The idea of the nat ional h i s t o r i c a l park as opposed to the nat ional 
park with i t s superb natural rea cures and the nat ional mi l i ta ry park 
of the War Department was in v.se by 1928. 
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In 1929 Director Horace M. Albright was contacted by Mr. William £. 
Carson, Chairman of the Virginia S t a t e Commission on Conservation 
and Development and others to discuss the p o s s i b i l i t y of es tab l i sh ing 
a park at Yorktovn. In a l e t t e r dated March 27, 1929 to Kenneth 
Chorley, Mr. Albright discussed his reac t ion to Mr. Carson's proposal . 
"I am so en thus ias t i c over t h i s proposed h i s t o r i c park that I can 
hardly r e s t r a i n my imagination." The Carson l e t t e r to Director 
Albright se t up a chain r eac t ion that was to lead to the founding 
of Colonial National Monument in 1930. The problem was how to 
es tab l i sh the park. The amount of land needed was l a rge and the 
resources were varied and complicated. In addi t ion there was some 
loca l opposi t ion. Several previous attempts to es tab l i sh a na t ional 
mi l i t a ry park a t York town had f a i l ed . The supporters of the park 
favored i t s c rea t ion through an Act of Congress. Accordingly 
Congressman Louis C. Crampton of Michigan was persuaded to sponsor 
a b i l l for the c rea t ion of the Colonial National Monument in the 
S t a t e of Virginia which was passed on July 30, 1930. President Hoover, 
in accordance with the terms of the law proclaimed the Monument on 
December 30, 1930, making Colonial National Monument one of the f i r s t 
important h i s t o r i c a l areas to be brought in to the newly es tabl ished 
National Park Service. The use of the term monument for Colonial 
National Monument was discussed by Superintendent William M. Robinson 
i n an a r t i c l e w r i t t e n in 1932. 

Colonial National Monument i s one of the newest addi t ions 
to the family of nat ional parks and nat ional monuments. 
Br ie f ly , i t i s an area set as ide because of i t s h i s t o r i c 
i n t e r e s t for the benefi t and enjoyment of the people. I t 
i s administered by the National Park Service which is a 
bureau in the Department of the I n t e r i o r . Although the 
t i t l e of t h i s r e se rva t ion i s l i t e r a l l y and suggestively 
co r r ec t , t he re i s a common tendency to confuse the meaning. 
Many people assume that the use of the term monument 
s i gn i f i e s a s t a t u e of marble or bronze. Such i s not the 
case by any means. Monument i s cor rec t ly used to signify 
something serving as a memorial of what i s pas t . This i s 
p a r t i c u l a r l y what Colonial National Monument i s . I t i s 
a memorial to a period of nat ional h i s to ry and to the 
people and events of that period. I t i s not a s t a t u e of 
s tone or metal, but an area in which the h is tory of the 
S t a t e of Virginia and the other s t a t e s of the Union has 
i t s background. To make perpetual the memory of t h i s 
past h i s t o ry , the area has been embraced in Colonial 
National Monument. 

Colonial National Monument i s primari ly h i s t o r i c in 
i n t e r e s t . This does not mean that i t does not have 
fea tures of beauty and of economic value. The York 
and the James a r e unexcelled for beauty among the r ivers 
In the East , and the establishment of the reservat ion 
w i l l conserve many species of plant and animal l i f e 
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nat ive to the region. However, what centers a t t e n t i o n 
on Colonial National Monument i s the s tory of the past— 
the founding of a colony, i t s development, and the 
culminating s t rugg le for independence which was staged 
wi thin the narrow l imi t s of the James-York Peninsula. 

I t was in keeping with t h i s s p i r i t that the name of the monument was changed 
i n 1936 to Colonial National H i s t o r i c a l Park. 

In 1932 Director Albright appointed a committee to bring in a report on a 
policy for the development of a system of na t ional h i s t o r i c a l s i t e s . 
The coimnittee consis ted of C.L. Wirth, Chairman, and Roger W. Toll and 
Dr. Verne E. Chatelain. The report was given to Mr. Albright on December 
12, 1932 and advocated the following: 

The f i e ld of the National Park Service is in the c rea t ion , 
development, and operat ion of the na t ional parks and 
na t iona l monuments. The Act of Congress of June 8, 1906, 
author izes the President "to dec la re by public proclama­
t ion , h i s t o r i c landmarks, h i s t o r i c and p r e h i s t o r i c s t r u c ­
tures and other objets of h i s t o r i c or a s c i e n t i f i c 
i n t e r e s t tha t a r e s i t ua t ed on the land owned or par t ly 
owned by the Government of the United S ta te s , to be 
na t iona l monuments." Fur ther , the above must be construed 
as meaning that Congress bel ieves that a policy of acquir ing 
important h i s t o r i c s i t e s i s highly des i r ab le . 

The National Park Service i s the bureau of the Government 
tha t has been set up and equipped to handle such a system, 
and i t i s believed tha t if we do not ac t ive ly advocate, 
i n v e s t i g a t e and promote a proper National H i s t o r i c a l pol icy , 
we a r e not fu l ly complying with the desi res of Congress. 
Such a policy cannot be es tabl ished in a h e l t e r -
s k e l t e r fashion, but must be based on a complete 
and comprehensive study of the e n t i r e system. 

His to r i c s i t e s include areas of mi l i t a ry s i g n i ­
f icance. In addi t ion , a system of acquir ing 
h i s t o r i c s i t e s should include a l l types of areas 
that a re h i s t o r i c a l l y important in our nat ional 
development. This e n t i r e subject i s of grea ter 
importance a t the present time due to the 
recommendations in the P r e s i d e n t ' s plan of 
t r ans fe r r ing to the National Park Service the 
mi l i t a ry h i s t o r i c a l areas from the War Department. 
An examination of the mi l i ta ry h i s t o r i c a l areas tha t 
have been se t a s ide as nat ional mi l i t a ry parks, b a t t l e ­
f i e ld s i t e s and nat ional monuments administered by the 
War Department, ind ica tes that the s e l ec t i on has not 
been the r e su l t of a plan or policy determined in 
advance, but ra ther the acceptance of areas that have 
been advocated from time to time by various proponents. 
Some of these areas a r e undoubtedly of the highest 
importance, but others may not be. Certainly the l i s t 
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does not represent a l l of the most important h i s t o r i c a l 
shr ines of American h i s to ry , even in the f i e ld of mi l i t a ry 
endeavor. The pressure that has been brought i n the past 
to bear on the War Department in the establishment of 
these nat ional mi l i t a ry areas w i l l be t ransfer red to the 
National Park. Service along with the s i t e s themselves. 

The s e t t i n g up of standards for nat ional h i s t o r i c a l 
s i t e s and the l i s t i n g and c l a s s i f i c a t i o n of areas 
per t inen t to the development of the Nation seems 
to be of utmost importance. The committee believes 
tha t i t i s unsound, uneconomical and detr imental 
to a h i s t o r i c a l system and policy to study each 
individual area when presented and without 
reference to the e n t i r e scheme of th ings . 

The National Park Service now administers the 
Colonial National Monument and the George Washing­
ton 3 i r t hp l ace National Monument. A number of 
other h i s t o r i c a l areas have been proposed. If 
the National Park Service is to make fur ther 
progress in th i s f i e ld , i t seems essen t ia l 
tha t a comprehensive l i s t of des i r ab le nat ional 
h i s t o r i c s i t e s be worked out and adopted before 
o ther h i s t o r i c a l areas a re accepted. 

During th i s same period of time the National Park Service was approached 
concerning the c rea t ion of a h i s t o r i c a l park a t Morristown to honor 
Washington and his so ld ie r s of the Continental Army. Albright was 
e n t h i a s t i c and rep l ied in his report to the Secretary of the I n t e r i o r : 

We have been s trongly impressed by the deeply 
p a t r i o t i c feel ing and the absence of pecuniary or 
commercial considerat ions which c l ea r ly ac tua te those 
who have taken the steps i n acquiring the e s sen t i a l 
lands and property and in suggesting the nat ional park 
idea. The Morristown National H i s t o r i c a l Park, if 
created, offers a very r e a l opportunity. Using th i s 
area as a base, the re wi l l be poss ib le the i n t e r p r e t a t i o n 
for the v i s i t o r of much of the s tory and the great lessons 
of the American Revolution, as well as other problems 
connected with the o r ig in and growth of th i s country. No 
f iner plan could be conceived for the development of a 
p a t r i o t i c and v i g i l a n t American c i t i z ensh ip . 

Leg i s la t ion crea t ing Morristown National H i s to r i ca l Park was enacted in to 
law on March 2, 1933. Morristown became the f i r s t National H i s t o r i c a l 
Park in the National Park System. 

In summary, we can see that the nat ional h i s t o r i c a l park grew out of 
the Ant iqui t ies Act of 1906 which charged the National Park Service 
and other government agencies to proclaim h i s t o r i c landmarks and other 
objects of i n t e r e s t as nat ional monuments. Although Colonial National 
Monument was authorized by Congress, the i n s p i r a t i o n for the monument 

9 
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was the Act of 1906. The National Park Service was created in 1916 
and also charged to es tab l i sh parks, monuments and reservat ions to 
pro tec t the natura l and h i s t o r i c scenery. The nat ional h i s t o r i c a l 
park was the attempt by the National Park Service to answer i t s respon­
s i b i l i t i e s in the area of h i s t o r i c preservat ion. The Army had i t s 

na t ional mi l i t a ry parks and the Park Service had i t s nat ional parks 
devoted to the conservation of the natura l world. The nat ional h i s t o r i c a l 
park was to be the equivalent of the nat ional park and the nat ional 
mi l i t a ry park and attempt the preserva t ion of various s i t e s r e l a t i ng 
to the na t ion ' s pas t . Unlike monuments which proved to be cumbersome 
to declare and fund the nat ional h i s t o r i c a l park had the blessing of 
Congress and would preserve outstanding h i s t o r i c a l remains. Many 
subsequent nat ional monuments such as Sitka National Monument were 
changed to h i s t o r i c parks. As a management category the na t ional 
h i s t o r i c a l park has evolved onto a uni t that administers an outstanding 
h i s t o r i c resource of g rea te r physical extent and complexity than a 
National Hi s to r i c S i t e . I t i s es tabl ished by Congress, and a t the 
present time the re a r e 11 of these uni t s in the System. 

National Memorial 

National memorials have a long background that predates the founding 
of the National Park Service. 

The f i r s t memorials in our h i s to ry were authorized by the Continental 
Congress during the Revolutionary War. The very f i r s t memorial was 
authorized by the Continental Congress on January 25, 1776 to honor 
General Richard Montgomery who was k i l l e d during an assau l t on the 
heights of Quebec during an a t tack on the night of December 31, 1775. 
The Montgomery memorial was eventually placed beneath the por t ico of 
St . Pau l ' s chapel i n New York City. Although St. Paul ' s Chapel i s 
not par t of the National Park System today, i t i s a nat ional h i s t o r i c 
landmark. The Continental Congress and subsequent Congress of the 
United States continued to au thor ize memorials to many other important 
Americans and foreigners important in American h i s to ry . 

The death of George Washington on December 14, 1799 inspired Representa­
t i v e John Marshall to int roduce a r e so lu t ion providing for a marble 
monument in the Capitol to commemorate the l i f e of Washington. After 
many f a l s e s t a r t s and delays the Washington Monument dedicated on 
February 21, 1885. 

During the Centennial years the people of France offered the Sta tue of 
Liberty to the people of the United S t a t e s . Congress and the President 
approved the g i f t on March 3 , 1877 and the Sta tue of Liberty was dedi ­
cated on October 28, 1886. 3oth the Statue of Liberty and the Washington 
Monument a re now part of the National Park System. Six nat ional memorials 
were authorized by Congress before the reorganizat ion of 1933. These 
memorials were the Lincoln Memorial, Per ry ' s Victory Memorial, Arlington 
Memorial 3ridge, Wright Brothers National Memorial, Mt. Rushmore National 
Memorial and the Theodore Roosevelt Memorial. 
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After 1933 the National Park Service was assigned custody of most of the 
na t iona l memorials. The na t ional memorial t i t l e i s most often used for 
areas that a re primari ly commemorative. Memorials need not be assoc ia ted 
with s i t e s or s t ruc tu re s h i s t o r i c a l l y associa ted with t he i r sub jec t s . For 
example the home of Abraham Lincoln in Spr ingf ie ld , I l l i n o i s , i s a na t ional 
h i s t o r i c s i t e , but the Lincoln Memorial in the D i s t r i c t of Columbia i s a 
nat ional memorial. At the present time the re a re 22 na t iona l memorials 
i n the National Park System. 

National Cemetery 

The na t ional cemeteries of the National Park System a re closely r e l a t ed 
to the National Mi l i ta ry parks. The o r ig in of the nat ional cemeteries 
can be seen in the development of Gettysburg National Cemetery. Ronald 
Lee describes t h i s development in his book, Family Tree of the National 
Park System. According to Lee: 

The b a t t l e of Gettysburg was scarcely over when Governor 
Andrew Y. Curtin hastened to the f i e ld to a s s i s t loca l 
res iden ts in caring for the dead or dying. More than 
6,000 so ld i e r s had been k i l l e d in ac t ion , and among 
21,000 wounded hundreds more died each day. Many of 
the dead were h a s t i l y i n t e r r ed in improvised graves on 
the b a t t l e f i e l d . Curt in at once approved plans for 
a S o l d i e r ' s National Cemetery, and requested Attorney 
David Wills of Gettysburg to purchase a plot in the 
name of Pennsylvania. Wills se lec ted seventeen acres 
on the gen t le northwest s lope of Cemetery Hi l l for 
the bur i a l ground and engaged William Saunders, 
eminent h o r t i c u l t u r i s t , to lay out the grounds prepa­
ra tory to re in terments . Fourteen northern s t a t e s 
provided the necessary funds. 

Saunders planned Gettysburg National Cemetery as we 
know i t today, enclosed by massive stone wal ls , the 
ample lawns framed by t r ees and shrubs, the grave 
s i t e s l a i d out i n a great semi -c i rc le , s t a t e by s t a t e , 
around the s i t e for a sculptured cen t ra l f ea tu re , 
a proposed So ld i e r ' s National Monument. The over -a l l 
effect Saunders sought was one of "simple grandeur." 
The So ld i e r ' s National Cemetery, as i t was then ca l led , 
was dedicated by President Abraham Lincoln on November 
19, 1863. The speaker ' s platform occupied the s i t e 
se t a s ide for the So ld i e r ' s National Monument, then 
awaiting fu ture design. The immortal words of 
Lincoln ' s Gettysburg Address endowed th i s spot 
with profound h i s t o r i c a l and p a t r i o t i c associa t ions 
for the American people. Gettysburg National Ceme­
tery became the honored property of the nat ion 
on May 1, 1872, now a century ago. 

The events that followed the b a t t l e of Gettysburg 
were pa ra l l e l ed on the other great b a t t l e f i e l d s 
of the Civ i l War, including Antietam, Chattanooga, 
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Fort Donelson, Fredericksburg, Petersburg, Sn.iloh, 
and Vicksburg. 

Congress recognized the importance of honoring and 
caring for the remains of the war dead by enacting 
general l e g i s l a t i o n in 1867 which provided the 
foundation for an extensive system of National Ceme­
t e r i e s subsequently developed by the War Department. 
Eleven of the National Cemeteries es tabl ished under 
tha t author i ty were added to the National Park System 
in 1933, each of them enclosed with stone walls and 
carefu l ly landscaped to achieve the kind of "simple 
grandeur" that charac te r ized Gettysburg. In every 
case they adjoined National Mi l i ta ry Parks which were 
added to the System a t the same time. The National 
Cemeteries, however, were the older reservat ions in 
every ins tance , and i n severa l cases , such as Get tys­
burg, Antietam, and Fort Donelson, provided the 
nucleus for the b a t t l e f i e l d park. The act of 1867 
also provided author i ty for preserving an important 
b a t t l e f i e l d of the Indian wars when, on January 29, 
1879, the Secretary of War designated "The National 
Cemetery of Custer ' s 3 a t t l e f i e l d Reservation." 
The National Cemeteries c o n s t i t u t e a small but unique 
par t of the National Park System. ^ 

At the present time, nat ional cemeteries a r e administered in conjunction 
with associa ted National Park System un i t s and a re not counted separa te ly . 
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NOTES 

T e c h n i c a l l y , a n o t h e r pa rk , Hot Spr ings N a t i o n a l Park was e s t a b l i s h e d 
a lmos t f o r t y y e a r s b e f o r e t h e c r e a t i o n of Yel lowstone (Act of A p r i l 20, 
1332; 4 S t a t . L. , 505) . Hot Spr ings was e s t a b l i s h e d as t h e Hot Spr ings 
R e s e r v a t i o n and was a d m i n i s t e r e d by t h e S e c r e t a r y of t h e I n t e r i o r not 
as a n a t i o n a l park i n t h e p r e s e n t meaning of t h e term. Hot Springs simply 
s i g n i f i e d t h a t a p o r t i o n of t h e p u b l i c domain had been withdrawn from 
s e t t l e m e n t or s a l e . The s p r i n g s were b e l i e v e d to possess c e r t a i n c u r a ­
t i v e powers and were withdrawn from p u b l i c s a l e t o p reven t t h e i r p r i v a t e 
e x p l o i t a t i o n . The law s t a t e d t h a t t h e s p r i n g s " s h a l l be r e se rved fo r t h e 
f u t u r e d i s p o s a l of t h e Uni ted S t a t e s , " and made no mention of t h e p r e s e r ­
v a t i o n of t h e n a t u r a l r e s o u r c e . 

^Ronald F. l e e , Family Tree of t h e N a t i o n a l Park System ( P h i l a d e l p h i a : 
E a s t e r n N a t i o n a l Park and Monument A s s o c i a t i o n , 1974) , p . 9. 

This number i n c l u d e s two parks t h a t were l a t e r removed rrom t h e 
sys tem: Mackinac I s l a n d which was ceded to t h e s t a t e of Michigan i n 1895 
and S u l l y ' s H i l l , North Dakota which was conver ted t o a game p r e s e r v e 
i n 1931 . 

Index 1979-Na t iona l Park System and Re la t ed Areas (Washington: 
Government P r i n t i n g Of f i ce , 1979) , p . 7. 

John I s e , Our N a t i o n a l Park Po l i cy ( B a l t i m o r e : John Hopkins P r e s s , 
1 9 6 1 , ) , p . 155. 

R e c r e a t i o n a l Resources of Fede ra l Lands (Washington: N a t i o n a l Conference 
on Outdoor R e c r e a t i o n , 1928) , p . 49"! 

7 I b i d . 

8 I b i d . 

a 
House of R e p r e s e n t a t i v e s , 69th Congress , 1 s t S e s s i o n , Study and 

I n v e s t i g a t i o n of B a t t l e f i e l d s i n t h e United S t a t e s fo r Commemorative Purposes , 

Report No. 1071, Washington, D.C. 1926) , p . 2 . 

1 0 I b i d . 

U I b i d . , 4 . 
12 

U . S . , Department of t h e I n t e r i o r , Laws R e l a t i n g to t h e N a t i o n a l Park 
S e r v i c e : Supplement I I , May 1944 t o January 1963, compiled by H i l l o r y A. 
Tolson (Washington: U.S. Government P r i n t i n g O f f i c e , 1963) . See pp. 254-
58 f o r t h e enab l ing a c t t o c r e a t e a n a t i o n a l m i l i t a r y park to be c a l l e d 
"Ge t tysburg N a t i o n a l P a r k , " and pp. 227-32 f o r s i m i l a r l e g i s l a t i o n fo r t h e 
"Chickamauga and Chat tanooga N a t i o n a l P a r k . " Such terms were used o f f i c i a l l y 
a t l e a s t as l a t e as 1910. 
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