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Bank of Alaska 

Mpls. Minn, 7/$/3A. 
•'•'-# 

Hon. A. Diraond, 
Delegate from Alaska, 
"k.ohington, D. C. 

Dear Mr, Dimonds 

Some time last fall, when discussing the future tourist 
possibilities for Alaska and improvements around Skagway with, the 
above in view, with Gov rhor Troy, he suggested to me the vasLue to a#l 
S.£. Alaska and Skagway in particular, to have set aside as a Rational 
Park or Monument, the region around Skagway to the boundary line north 
. of that town, including the old town of Dyea and the old GhildBdsfc •trail. 

The matter was taken up at a regular meeting of. our Skagway 
Chamber of Comae ce and I, together with Father Gallant and W, C, 
Blanchard wore appointed, a Committed to worm \for this object, I have 
discussed the matter -with o .hers and in 4J*tTi3tmhaas we have nothing of 
the kind in S. E. Alaska, where more jehen 755^^ the tourists te Alaska 
go, we believe it is feasible tnd W#a*)\e a worth white project. 
Naturally we must have, and expecfy/ypyr full assistance in bringing 
the project about. \?< 

The first thing we need, are authentic maps, on a large 
3cale, which would shov; theltWritMy we »•• nt included. Roughly it 
should begin at a poini>^stNs^ug^of the town of Skagray, running 
thence East to the boMtoEryJUne, following this North and West and 
South, taking in all fcne tnoitory North of Skagway and Dyea and also, 
the Dyea Inlet. Of c«^ss£^p/th :u6° Ssagway w aid be uitilin this area, 
the town as such would Ds~t5xcludedj also the White PEOS R. K. There 
are veiy few private holdings within this a:-, a, hence no conflicting 
clai .s. 

I shall appreciate very much if you can get and forward 
to me at Skagway, Alaska, any and all maps which would clearly show on 
as large scale as possible the boundary line between us and Canada, as 
far as this matter concerns so thai, we then can pick out end return to 
you, plainly marked, the area we desire having sot aside ;o that a bill 
for purpose cr-n be introduced in Congress. 

Thanking you for your assistance in this matter and 7/el-
coming any suggestions you may offer re same, I am, 

Sincerely yours, 

E. A. Raemuson 



CHAMBER OP COMMERCE 

Hov. ^0, 1934. 

Skagway, Alaska. 

Hon. Anthony J. Dimond, 
Alaska Delegate, 
House of Refresentatives, 
Washington, • . G. 

Bear Mr. Dimond; 

On Jnfcjr 5th l a s t Mr. E. A, Rasmuson of Sfcagviay- wrote yen from 
Minneapolis in regard to the proposed setting aside of the region in -this 
violnity as a Bationel Park, and yon acknowledged his l e t t e r under -the date 
of July 12th. 

The Committee of t t . i j Chamber which was appointed to investigate 
the ©bole subject held a meeting on November 15th, and the writer was asked 

. t© communicate with you vi^k a vie* to securing! information on ear ta ia points 
whieh we have .diseussed. < a ^ - j \ 

I f i / tr ls possible to obtain an^5tperaTs^aif^^ on the subjeet-'--
how to proceed, •. tc« we shall be vrjiwvglad/to have i t . 

We would l ike to kn iv i f - p r e \ n t tovmsite (Skagway), mining claims, 
homesteads, railroad r3^i^f-yfey7^>h. would b® disturbed, in any way «hat«-
soever. . i ( •} 

. I s fishing peraiiemble tinnier the ru les and regulat i >ns of National 
Parks? M f) 

I s bunting &bson*£ely prohibited, or |.*f there varying; .rules on t h i s 
point a t different Parks? 'lucre i s some local opposition to the projeet ©a 
th i s ground, and we would particul; r ly apprecie be as fu l l information as i t 
may be rnsslble t o obtain. 

In general, any information bet ring on the subject would be most 
welcome to the Committee. 

With thanks Jbr year kind aasiatanea, I am 

fours very •truly, 

W,. C. Blanch-.rd. 

P*3. fnasmu©h/&S;lr enpect to be away from Skcgw^y a t the iiiie yfur reply 
will l ikely be received, will you kindly write to Mr. I . A. Rasmuson. 



IN ANSWERING REFER TO 

UNITED STATES fi^~ *\ 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE F-' M 

WASHINGTON Q[T, 1 7 I ' ^ 

Arno B. Cwmaerer, 
Director. d3U3,f»d j . / 

BhW â> Vf ^ - ^ 

> 1 ^ 
Hon, Anthony J, Diaond, fy *"" 

Itelegate from Alaska, , 
House of Respressntetives, ^ -^^I^AJ--^-^ 

My door Mr. Dlnoodt 

I have received your lettor of Dooombor t , enclosing ooploa of letters 
from Mr* S« A* Raamuaon and Mr, W, C, Blanehard of Skagway, Alaska, pre-
poeinf the establishment of a national pork or monraemt between that town 
•aid the international boundary l ine. 

national parka and nu»nu*enrt$ are eetabliahed te preserve in a natural 
eendltlen areae of outstanding eoenio, historic, er aeientifie value to 
the entire American publie* In general* i t nay be raid that national parks 
are predominantly 1001110 in ehareoter, while national monuments are of a 
hlsterie er eeAentifio nature* 

Areae te be eoneidered should net be similar in obaraoter to areae 
already under the administration of the aerviee* As the region proposed 
la net Its* from the Glacier Bey national Monument, It i s not probable that 
there i s a marked difference in the eheraeter of the two areae* Bhwever, we 
Skill be glad te study nape of tola seetlon i f yea feel that i t i s advisable 
te areeent them for our eonaideration* 

while an net of Cengreae la neeeeaary for the establishment of a 
national peat:, e national mnrdraent mey be eetablished by Presidentiel Pro-
olamation, la either esse, however, i t would be neoseeary for the lend to 
bo free from private ownership as the Batienal fork Service has no funds 
for i t s purchase* 

Hth reference to Mr* Blenehard's question regarding property rights* 
e l l sets of Congress and executive Proclamations eeteblishisg national parka 
and monument* ore mods subisot to existing rights, thereby protecting private 
and local interests. 

Answering Mr, Blenehard's other question* fishing i s allowed en areas 
administered by this Service under regulations* but no bunting i s permitted 
under any condition. 

Cordially yours. 



flLEFICEOFTHE P R E S I D E N T 

Mr. Arno B. Cammerer, Director 
National Park Service 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Fir. Carniaerer: 

I have had t h i s matter of the Chilcoot Nat ional park 
project on ray mind for some time, and I am wi l l i ng t o go ahead and 
do a l l tha t I can t h a t i s appropriate providing there i s any movement 
s t a r t ed to carry through a b i l l , ©r to make any preliminary steps 
toward the se l ec t ion of an area and the establishment of a park in 
southeastern Alaska. I think I have ca l l ed t o your a t t e n t i o n one 
of the very picturesque pa r t s of the country, another r e a l wonder
land, and t h i s time one in Alaska tha t i s access ib le . I a l so th ink 
that the i n t e rna t i ona l idea could be worked out, and t h a t we should 
have another fine bond of sympathy with the Canadian people by the 
establishment of adjoining areas on the •two s ides of Chilcoot pass 
as na t iona l reservat ions and a kind of i n t e rna t i ona l park. 

Anthony J . Diraond i s the delegate from Alaska , who 
should, of course, take an ac t ive part in any such p ro jec t . I sup
pose with your help he could draw up a b i l l and introduce i t . He 
thinks the f i r s t move should come from the l o c a l r e s iden t s , but I am 
not convinced of t h a t . I th ink t h i s project could o r ig ina te in the 
National Park Advisory Board, or in the National park Service . I 
know Mr. Ickes so well tha t "I have taken the l i b e r t y of wri t ing a 
br ief note t o him, suggesting the a t t r a c t i v e p o s s i b i l i t y t ha t l i e s 
before him of doing something that w i l l be popular, and probably 
much more pleasant than many of h i s d u t i e s . I have fur ther to ld 
him tha t I have taken t h i s matter up with you more in d e t a i l and 
tha t Fa?. Dinond i s a l so in teres ted and w i l l probably carry out 
h i s p a r t . 

Under separate cover I am sending you a map on which 
I have shown in out l ine the area which I should suggest for the Ameri
can por t ion of t h i s park. .'he eastern hal f i s out l ined in red and 
that would be the minimum area . I have added, with a boundary l i n e i n 

C L A R K U N I V E R S I T Y 

WORCESTER. MASSACHUSETTS-



lir. Caramerer - 2 - February 13, 1935 

pencil, the western half which I think is a very desirable sec
tion. Of course the important town 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. Perhaps the 
first move which you will want to make, and the only one that 
you might make this season, would be 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 quite a strong appeal. 

With kindest personal regards, I am 

Cordially yours 



OFFICE O F T H E PRESIDENT 

C L A R K U N I V E R S I T Y 

WORCESTER, MASSACHUSETTS 

February 13, 1935 
. SNTBKTOB DUPi 
| u . . i--|\ - • 

i FEB 14 1935 
• i i-1- i , r 

i, juHJE _SECH£TAHV, j 

Hon. Harold L. Ickes 
Secretary of the I n t e r i o r 
Washington, D. C. 

My dear Mr. I ckes : 

I know of a wonderland within our national 
domain 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 National Park." From 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 North America. This is one of the few scenic regions in 
Alaska that are accessible to the public. Fully ninety per 
cent of the visitors to Alaska never go farther west than 
Skagway. 

We 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. With 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 much 
pleasanter task than many that you now have. 

Sincerely yovirs 



UNITED S T A T E S 

D E P A R T M E N T O F T H E I N T E R I O R 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 

WASHINGTON 

February IB, 1935. 

Memorandum for Director Cammerer: 

If t h i s t e r r i t o r y i s as descr ibed by Dr. Atwood, why 

shouldn ' t we make a na t ional park out of i t before anyone els< 

i s p a r t i c u l a r l y i n t e r e s t ed in i t for o the r purposes? I s t h e n 

anyone in your department who knows anything about t h i s pa r 

t i c u l a r t e r r i t o r y ? Please draf t a r ep ly for my s ignature . 

S e c r e t a r y . ' ^ 

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

fr* 



UNITED STATES 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 

WASHINGTON 

February 28, 1?35. 

Memorandum^for^T 

Reference is made to Dr. 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 made. I do not believe this to be the case. The • 
following draft is suggested for your consideration. 

Memorandum 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 Skagway, Alaska. Because 
this proposal would involve the inclusion of one of the five principal 
cities of Alaska, and of a railroad, 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 NationaQ. Forest lands 
involved, wNot more than 15 to 20 miles would separate the boundaries of 
Glacier Bay Monument and the Chilcoot area. 



The Mount St. 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 will̂ bai'j 
placed Before the Educational Advisory Board when it meets March 18-19« 

cc Wildlife Division, Berkeley 
Wildlife Division, Washington 

Georjge'M". Wright, 
//Chief, 
Wildlife Division. 



UNITED STATES 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 

WASHINGTON 

March 1, 1935 

Memorandum for 
THE asCHSJABYt 

Suggested for your signature is the attached draft of 
reply to Doctor Atwood18 letter of February 13, ehleh proposes 
the establishment ef Chileeot national Pars in the vicinity of 
Skagway, Alaska. Because this proposal would involve the in
clusion of one of the five principal cities of Alaska, and of 
a railroad, within the outside boundaries, thus necessitating 
an exoeptloa to the principles governing the selection of 
national parks, it is felt that you could not wish to give 
your approval except on the basis of the existence in this 
area of some extraordinary values not to be duplicated else
where. 

Further, this proposal oust be considered in its relation
ship to other national parka end monuments in Alaska, both 
existing and contemplated. The proposal to enlarge Glacier 
day 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. 
Not more than 15 to 80 miles would separate the boundaries ef 
Glacier Bay National Monument and the Ohilcoot area. 

The Mount St* Slias region not far to the northwest of 
Glacier Bay National Monument includes some of the most 
spectacular and beautiful Boeaery in southeast Alaska. Its 
merits should be considered before a decision is made on the 
Ohilcoot proposal. 

Toe whole problem of national parka in southeast Alaska 
will be placed before the Sducational Advisory Board when It 
meets March 18-19. 

\&d-.j A, d. Hi .v..'••,«'?£Y 

Acting Director. 
Jl£:-fmd V 
GMW:LW % 
CCHdrT-Wi4=*£ 

J 



THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR 

WASHINGTON 

MAR5-MI 

Dr. tiallaoe B. Atsood, 
President, Clark University, 

aoreaater, Massachusetts. 

Jiy dear Doctor Ataood: 

I have received your l e t t e r of February 13 , reeesi-
aeadiag that the Cbllcoot region in Alaska he set aside 
as a national park. 

This proposal i s receiving atony by the fictional 
Park .Service of t h i s Department. Many factors are i n 
volved sad comparative merits of other areas moot he 
examined before a decision I s reached. 

A meeting of the Educational Advisory Beard i s to 
be cal led for Starch 18-19 and 1 am suggesting that your 
proposal be discussed at that time. 

s loeers ly yours, 

CSgd.)H»^U*M 

secretary of the Interior. 

JLE-fmd 

HCB:LW 

CC Mr. Wirth 
Mr. Brown 

NATIONAL PARK SSRVICB OFFICE COPY 



UNITED STATES 

DEPARTMENT O F T H E INTERIOR 
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 

WASHINGTON 

Memorandum for 
MR. CAMMERER: 

April 3, 1935. 

Reference is made to your memorandum of March JO, attached. 
1 can answer your first question by explaining; that the Chilcoot 
National Park, proposed by Dr. 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 
coast of the Gulf of Alaska, some distance to the west of Glacier 
Bay National Monument. Therefore, they are altogether separate 
and distinct areas. 

Prom the personal knowledge that I have of this region, I 
incline to look with disfavor upon the Chilcoot National Park 
project. Involved in the park would be such developments as the 
Alaska-Yukon Railroad and the town of Skagway. 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 Advisor;/ Board meeting Dr. Atwood, Dr. Oastler and 
imyself 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 v/as done in tho case of Xatmai National Monument. 

f\ If Mr. Vint goes to Mount McKinley National Park this summer, 
hjr might give special attention to the Mount St. Elias proposition. 
Jof course, Joe Dixon, of the wildlife Division, 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 I have thought we should take advantage of the 
first opportunity to investigate the Territory of Alaska as a whole, 
in order to have the proper background for considering the projects 
which are proposed for this Territory from time to time. We should 
not be open to inferences of lack of proper background and in
vestigation, as have recently been made by tbe Forest Service in 
c^oaing-vour recommendation for Glacier Bay National Monument, 
mfe itonkt? find out fJTr/once ,and for all wftat areas in Alaska could 



be "considered as either acceptable or desirable for incorporation 
in the Rational Park system. Both a biologist and a geologist 
should be included in the personnel of such a party. 

Mr. Darling is very anxious to discuss problems of mutual 
interest in Alaska, and I am meeting with him this week for this 
ourpose. 

P.S. Tugwell's 'thumbs down' on Glacier Bay extension is 
\ attached hereto. 'What reply would you like to make? 

oc "Wildlife Division, Berkeley 
"Wildlife Division, 'Washington 

'Was any action taken at the 
meeting on March 18-19, 1935 
by the Educational Advisory 
Board? There seems to be, 
no record of any. ^ r£e>'̂ t 

Is there need for any further 
action on this area? 

-2-

George M. Tfright, 
/ C h i e f , 

"Wildlife Division. 

WEL 


