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Bank of Alsska

Mpls, Minn, 7/§/3..

Hon,., A, Dimond,
Del=gzte from Alasks,

"

‘. chingbon, D. C.
Dear Mr, Dimonds

Some time lest fell, when discussing the future tourist
possibilities for Alaske and improvauents around Skagway with the
ebove in view, with Gov rnor Troy, he suggssted to me the valwe to all
S.E, Alaske snd Skagwey in partitular, to have ret agide as a Natlonal
Park or Honument, the region around Skagwey to the boundary line north
. of that town, includihg the old town of Dyea and the old Ghildﬁﬁk-tmefl.

The malter wes teken up at e regular mesting of. our,Shssmqy,
Chamber of Coume ce snd I, together with Fe¥fler Gellant and W, C,
Blanchard wore eppointed a Comnitteé to work \for this object, I have
discussed the matter with ochers and in was we have nothigflof
the kind in S, E, Alaske, where mnore the touristas to Alasks
go, we believe it is feasible :nd e a worth while project.
Naturally we must have, and expec full sscistence in bringing
the project ebout.

A\l a¥e esuthzotic meps, on a large
ve @ nt included. Roughly it
of the town of Skagray, running
f0}lowing this North end Weset and
itory North of Skegwey ond Dyees and also,
the Dyea Inlet. Of c rugh Skagwey w uld be sitilin this aves,
the tovm ae such rould B excluded; slso the White Pcos R, H., There
are very few privaie holdings within this ::.a, hence n> conflicting
clai s,

The first thing
scale, which would show the \
should begin at & poin
thence East to the hoj
S-outh, taking in =l

I shall appreciate very much if you can get and Forward
to me at Skagwgy, Aleska, gny and a2ll meps which would cleerly show on
28 large scuile &# possible the bourdery line betwe.n us and Canade, &s
fer s this matter concerns so thui. we then czn pick out znd return to
you, vlainly masrked, the arves we desire heving sot eside co thet ¢« bill
for purpose czn be introduced in Congiress.

Thenking you for your eseistence in tais metter end wel-
coming any suggestims you asey offer re seue, I am,

Sineersly yours,

E. A. Besmuson



CHAMBER OF COMMET.CE
Skegwey, Alaske.

Nov, 20, 1934.

Hon, Antheny J. Dimond,
Alasksa Delegate,

House of Be$eaentat:.ves,
Washington, .°.

Desr ¥r, Dimond;

On July 5th last Mf. E. A, Rasmuson of Skegway wrote you from
Mimmeapolis in regsrd to the proposeﬂ setting cside of the region in this
vicinity es a Nationel Park, and you sékniowledged his lett:r under the dete

of July 12th.

The Committee of tii. Chamber which wes sppointed to investigete
the whole subject held a me:i.ng on Noveuber 1 t.h, and the writer was asked
. to commhicate with you vith & view to securinl) informetion on certain points

which we heve discussed.

If it-is possible to obtain deneral \foraation on the subject—
how to proceed, bc. we shall be veryg £lsd/to have it.

We would like to kmow jE-preNKp townsite (Skayway), mining clsims,

homesteads, railrosd right-of—7,>0. Wuld be disturbed in any wey what-
8oever, . .

Is fishing perpfesible Under the rules and regulati ns of National

Perks? . !

Is hunting sbsoYuiery prohibited, or & e there verying rules on this
point at different Parks? Incre is svme local oppuwsition to the project on
this ground, end we would psrticui:rly ap recx.ate &g tull informeti-m zs it
mey be possible to obtain,

: In generzl, any information beoering on the subjeet would be wost
welcome te the Committec.

With thanks for your kind assistence, I am
Yours very truly,
#. C. Blanch:rd,

P.o. Inaamueh &8-Iy e:cpect to be away from Skegw:y et the Lime your reply
will 1:Lke1y be rece;vad, will you kindly write Lo Mr. E. A. Resmuson,



IN ANSWERING REFER TO

UNITED STATES Bt

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE V=4 e«
WASHINGTON DEC 77 1
Hon. Amtheny J, Dimond, F) "
Delegate from Alagka, !
House of Respresentatives, ,-}4,.‘ WC/

My dear Nir, Dimond:

I have received your letter of December 8, enclosing copies of letters
from Mr, E, A, Rasmson and lMr, W, C, Blanchard of Skagway, Alaska, pro-
posing the establishment of a national psrk or monmurment betweem that town
and the international boundary line.

National parks and monuments sre established te preserve in & natural
condition aress of outstending seenic, historic, or scientifiec walue to
the entire American publie, In gemeral, it may be said that national parks
are predeminantly scenio in character, while national monuments are of a
historie or seientific nabture,

Areas to be comsidered should not be similar in cheracter to aress
elready under the administration of the Service, As the region proposed
is not for from the Glasier Bay Retional MHonument, 1% is not probable that
there is a marked difference in the cheracter of the two areeas, However, we
shall be glad to study maps of this seetion if you feel that it is advisable
%o present them for our eonsiderationm,

While an aot of Cangress is nesessery for the establishment of a
national park, a national monument may be eetbablished by Presidemtiel Pro-
clamation, In either case, however, it would be necessary for the land te
be free from privete owmership as the Hational Park Service has ne funds
for its purechsse,

With referenee to Mr, Blanchard's question regarding property rights,
all acte of CGougress and Exeoutive Proclamations establishing national parks
and monuments are made subject to existing rights, thereby protecting piivate
.‘d 10.‘1 wr‘stﬂa

Angwering Jr, Blanchard's other question, fishing is allowed on areas
adninistered by this Service under regulations, but ne hunting is permitted
under any eondition,

Cordielly yours,

4 ; Arno B, Cesmerer,
JLBgBad ( Director.

HiWiejw
ce h—br%rmf

o



CLARK UNIVERSITY
WarcesTER. MASSACHUSETT

FICEOFTHE PRESIDENT

-

W

kr. Arno B. Cammsrer, Director
National Park Service
lashington, D. C.

Dear lir. Cammerer:

I have had this matter of the Chilcoot National Park
project on ry mind for sorme time, and I am willing to go ahead and
do all that I can that is appropriate providing there is any movement
started to carry through a bill, or to mske any preliminary steps
toward the selection of an area and the establishment of & park in
southeastern sflaskxa. I thinii T have called to your atiention one
of the very picturesgue parts of the country, another real wonder-
land, and this time one in Alaska that is accessible. T also think
that the international idea could be worked out, and that we should
have another fine bond oi sympathy with the Canadian people by the
establishment of adjoining areas on the two sides of Chilcoot PPass
as national reservations and a kind of internatienal pari,

Anvneny J. Dimond is the delegate from Alagka , who
should, oif course, taike zn active part in any such project. I sup-
pose with your help he could draw up & bill and introduce it. He
thinks the first wove should cone from the local residents, but I am
not ceonvinced of that. I thini: this project could originate in the
Nat ional Parik idvisory Board, or in the lational Tark Service. I
¥now 1ir. Ickes =so well that T heve taken the likterty of writing a
brief nots to him, sugresting the attractive possibility that lies
before him of doing something thot will be popular, and probably
mich itore pleasant than many of his duties. I have further told
him that I hesve token this netter up with you more in detail and
that L. Dimond is slso interested and will probably carry out
his p&‘[‘t.

Under separute cover I am sending you a map on which
I have sghown in outline %he aren which I should suggest Tfor the imeri-
can portion of this park. 'he exstern half is outlined in re=d and

that would be $the ninimmm crea., I have added, with a boundary line in




lr. Cammerer -2 - February 13, 1935

pencil, the western half which I think is & very desirable sec-
tion. OfF course the important towm sites would have to be
excluded, but I understand that virtually all of this land out-
side of the town sites is now government property. Perheps the
first move which you will want to make, and the only one that
you might meke this season, would te to provide for an examina-
tion of the proposed territory and a reasonably comprehensive
report upon the features of the region. You realize, however,
that in addition to the scenic and scientific values in this
bold, mountain region there is a very interesting chapter in
our frontier history recorded here.

I think the title Chilcoot National Park might
make gquite 2 strong appeal.

With kindest personal regards, I am

Coxdially yours




CLARK UNIVERSITY
WorceEsTER, MASSACHUSETTS

OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT

February 13, 1935 =
; INTTHRTOR DRP:
i by s

FEB 141935

vikrd o g

( 1HE SECHETARY. |

j
i

Hon. Harold 1. Ickes
Secretary of the Interior
Yiashington, D, C.

Iy dear Mr. Ickes:

I know of a wonderland within our national
dom2in which is, for the most part, public land, which should
be set aside as a national park. It is the region surround-
ing Skagway in Alaska, and I should suggest the title "Chil-
coot Nationsl Park." TFrom the scenic and scientific stand-
points this region measures up to the high standards of our
system of national parks, and in addition it has associated
with it a very interesting chapter of the frontier history
of Morth America. This is one of the few scenic regions in
4laska that are accessible to the public. Fully ninety per
cent of the visitors to Alaska never go farther west than

Skagwvay.

e might persuade the Canadian people to set
aside a similar area on the other side of Chilcoot and White
Horse passes,and thus make another bond of interest and sym-
pathy with our friends to the north.

I have told Mr. Cammerer about this region. I
seem to be one of the few who know of it, and Mr. Cammerer
could take hold and put this matter into form. ith Mr.
Dimond, the delegate from Alaska I suppose a bill could be
introduced.

I think the establishment of Chilcoot National
Park would be a very popular move and undoubtedly a mmch
pleasanter task than meny that you now have,

Sincerely yours



) UNITED STATES /"’U :
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR U
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

WASHINGTON

February 18, 1935.

Memorandum for Director Cammerer:

If this territory is as described by Dr. Atwood, why
shouldn't we make a national park out of it before anyone els:
is particularly interested in it for other purposes? 1Is there
anyone in your department who lkmows anything about this par-

ticular territory? Please draft a reply for my signature.

ST
Seé{rﬁ't'é'r?.—‘

Enc: Letter of Feb. 13 from Pres. Wallace W. Atwood, Clark
University, Worcester, Mass., re park at Skagway, Alacka.



UNITED STATES W
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR iy

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE /Q)/'//

WASHINGTON
February 28, 1935.

Reference is made to Dre. Atwood's proposal for the establishment
of a Chilcoot National Park in Alaska.

Draft of letter for Secretary's signature

It is suggested that the word 'examined' in the second paragraph,
fourth line, be changed to 'considered!, since the reference is to the
word merits in the preceding line. The areas would be examined and
their comparative merits would then be considered.

Draft of letter for Acting Director's signature

It appears to me that this memorandum as now written would indicate
that the Chilcoot Park project meets with our approval, providing certain
boundary changes are madee I do not believe this to be the case. The - .
following draft is suggested for your consideration.

lemorandum for
THE SECRETARY:

Suggested for your signature is the attached draft of reply to
Dr. Atwood's letter of February 13, which proposes the establishment
of Chilcoot National Park in the vicinity of Skagwey, Alaska. Because
this proposal would involve the inclusion of one of the five principal
cities of Alaska, and of a reilroad, within the outside boundaries,
thus necessitating an exception to the principles governing the selection
of national parks, it is felt that you would not wish to give your ap-
proval except on the basis of the existence in this area of some extra=
ordinary values not to be duplicated elsewhere.

Further, this proposal must be considered in its relationship to
other national parks and monuments in Alaska, both existing and contem-
plated. The proposal to enlarge Glacier Bay National Monument to a
total area of approximately 1800 square miles as approved by you is now
before the Secretary of Agriculture, because of the National Forest lands
involved.A,yot more than 15 to 20 miles would separate the boundaries of

A C7iohG/ 2
Glacier Bax7 onument and the Chilcoot area.



The Mount Ste. Elias region not far to the northwest of Glacier
Bay National Monument includes some of the most spectacular and
beautiful scenery in southeast Alaska. Its merits should be consid-
ered before a decision is made on the Chilcoot proposal.

The whole problem of national parks in southeast Alaska will -be:
vlaced before the Educational Advisory Board when it meets March 18-19.

Wildlife Divisione

cc Wildlife Division, Berkeley
Wildlife Division, Washington



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
WASHINGTON

Mareh 1, 1935

Memorendum for
THE 34C1:PARY s

Suggested for your signature is the attashsd draft of
reply to Doator atwedt's leottar of Februsry 13, which proposea
the establishment of Chilcoot National Park in the vielnity of
Skagnay, Aleaka., Becansge this proposal would imvolve the in-
clusion of one of the five prineipal cities of ilaska, and of
a railroad, withia the outside boumdaries, thus nesessitating
an exeeption to the prineiples governing tbe selestion of
national parks, it is felt that you would not wish to give
your approval execsapl on the baels of the existence ia this
area of somse extracrdinary values BRot to be dupligsted olae-
uhera.

Further, this propesal must be eonsidered in its roletion-
ship to other national parks snd monuments in Alaskae, both
oxiosting and contemplasted, The propoaal $o enlerze Glacier
Bay National Monumsnt to a totel srea of approximately 1800
square miles as epproved by you is now defors the Sesretary
of Agriculture, because of the natiopal foreat lemds invelved.
Not more tham 19 te 20 miles would separate the boundaries of
Glaeier Bay Hational Monument and tho Ohilcoot area.

The Mount 3t, Elias rogion not far to the northwest of
Glacier Bay National Momueent ineludeées some of the most
spactacular and bezutiful seenery in southeast Alaske. Its
morita should be ¢onaidered befoare a desclaion is made on the
Chilaocot proposal.

The whole problem of national parks in southeast Alaska
w11l be plased hefore the Zducaticnal Advisory Board whem 1%
meots Maroh 18-1%.

40T - - i
Wiy A o T s glaY

Aeting Direstor,




THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR
WASHINGTON

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE OFFICE COPY

MAR 5 = 183

Br. walleoa 4. Atweed,
Presideat, Clark Uaiversity,
ioreester, Messachuasetia.

iy daar Deotor Atuood:

I heve recaived your letter of Febrnary 13, recome
mending that the Chileoot regiem in Aleska be set aside
as a natiomal park. :

' This propesal is reeceiving study by the Mational
Park 3ervice of this Jopartment. Meny factows ars in-
volved and ccmparative msrite eof oiker arees =muot bg
examined before a decision is roaechsd.

A meeting of theo Hducational 4sdvisory Board is to
be called for Mersh 18-1% end 1 am smgzeoting that your
groposal be discussed at that time,

Sinsersly yours,

(Sgd) Harol

Seeretary of the Interior.

L. cket

JLE~-fmd
MFS
HCB:LW

CC Mr. Wirth
Mr. Brown




UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
WASHINGTON

Aot M PARK

S{RWC'f

}EL‘B April 3, 1935,

vbh" WY
Memorandum for Y) J,gﬁg

MR. CAMMERLR:

Reference is made to your memorandum of March 30, attached.
I can answer your first question by explaining that the Chilcoot
National Park, proposed by Dre. Atwood, takes in the country im-
mediately around Skagway to the east and north of Glacier Bay
National Monument, whereas the Mount St. Elias range is on the
ceast of the Gulf of Alasks, some distance to the west of Glacier
Bay National Monument. Therefore, they are altogether separate
and distinct areas.

From the personal knowledge that I have of this region, I
incline to look with disfavor upon the Chilcoot National Park
projecte. Involved in the park would be such develonments as the
Alaska-Yukon Railroad and the tovm of Skagwaye. Other areas in
southeastern Alaska, the Mount St. Elias range, for example, are
wilder and more spectacular. However, Dr. Bryant tells me that
at the recent Advisory Board meeting Dr. Atwood, Dr. Oastler and
myself were appointed on a special committee to investigate the
merits of the Chilcoot project.

It is noted with interest that the St. Elias range could be
set aside as a national monument without special investigation from
this office, as was done in the case of Xatmai National Monument.

If lire Vint goes to lMount lcKinley National Park this summer,
might give special attention to the Mount St. Elias proposition.
0f course, Joe Dixon, of the Wildlife Diwvision, has seen the range
many' times, though I do not recall off-hand whether or not he ever
spent any considerable time on land in that immediate vicinity.

For some time [ have thought we should tale advantage of the
first opportunity to investipeate the Territory of Alaska as a whole,
in order to have the proper background for considnring the projects
which are proposed for this Territory from time to time. e should
not be oven to inferences of lack of proper bvackground and in-
vestigation, as have recently been made by the Forest Service in
nogirfgayour recomnendation for Glacier Bay National lonument.

find out once ,and for all wNat areas in Alaska could

/

YOV TP




B

-

in the National Park system.
should be included in the personnel of such a party.

PeSe

D

be considersd as either acceptable or desirable for incorporation
Both a biologist and a geologist

Mr. Darling is very anxious to discuss problems of mutual

interest in Alaska, and I am meeting with him this week for this
DUrPOSe.

o ra

George . Tright,
o

TWildlife Division.

Tugwell's 'thumbs down' on Glacier Bay extension is

attached hereto. What reply would you like to make?

w‘f{ W ‘,,
/

ec Wildlife Division, Berkeley
Wildlife Division, Washington

: 2 ’wl@éig p

Has any action taken at the
meeting on March 18-19, 1935
by the Educational Advisory

Board? There seems to be
no record of any., ;;5,€f
){f;Q/ o, L}’

Is there need for any further
action on this area?

WEL )/)(j:



