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June 12, 1936

The Board of Park Cormissioners
Druid Hill Park
Baltimore, Muds

Gentlemen:

On the advice of uayor Jackson and following the conversation with
Mrs Hichols yastoﬂa{ K would hereby req est that the two cannon which
are now stored at pPa hraon Park, be given to the Society of the War of
1812 in Marylani.

these will be displayed at rort MoHenry in addition to ths other ex-
hivits belonging to this Sonietys :

Thanking you for your courtesy, 1 anm,
Very traly yours,

p L v s SioRin T TR e b i B SIS i Lol
SR - 3



Hone 3 . Gambrill,
House of Ré; tsmtativu..
¥ozhington, 3. Ca ;

Dear Siys-

Generas Ciintou i Nigge hes oaﬁﬂdxﬂm
our Wwtter of Jumuayy 1&th, and 1 would raspee : 2 ti:‘ 2
n?nprwwm httar. g;u .;;va. 1957, wnioh cmtnd on =
& Bill to chauge the "Fort ¥oHerry Natioval Perk™ to
art Hollonyy Gatlonel konwmeaity

Yo supplemsnty this, i would aiso remind you that For
M&nri was mede & National Shl:l-nt by et of longrass, lHren !
29256, and although 16s admlunistration was transfered from m
}bam tment to the Dopartment of the Iuterier, by &‘zaonﬁu Ord 9
in iugust we doudt that this owier ehsnm naAnG m
Congross hnd. von 1%, to "Port Medanyy Kational Park’e

We do0 not meen to bs wnegessarily om timm. tut the
Society of the Yiar of 181% wws primarily responsible Zor the pw >
gervasice of this ol12 Harylexd fort and we ars nfrfamly futer-ate

in ite setiin Fort Meilenry was wov anz hae
nftmrtﬁmlmg,htnmamthoim umzm a
S An e that vins ently garvisomed hy federal tmnm e
_acd ig th fort that hes sorved a tary moﬂ in nary gy
m Qf ot T e e e st k-

Yo our mind, Forid Meilens zm wmmmw
m s mm Monunent”, tut a distinetl; Matorioa.: plege where

m o 2:2‘:,‘3;%:‘;%5“? %ma ar.“m e

The Soodety of the Variof 1812 in Mkryland opel
tothamumatmmmm m&ntieasp e

3y £UC 1m0

\‘.g tmly yma,



Mr. James E. Hancock
521 W, Lombard Street
Baltimore, Maryland

B e e

I am enclosing herewith copy of letter
which Mr. Charles West, Acting Secretary of the Interior,
has forwarded to me in regard to the exhibits at Fort
McHenry National Park.

With best wishes and kind regards, I am

Sincerely yours,

e,




March 25, 1937

Hon, Stephen Wi Gambrill
g::'h;.n g;:pgfagtathu
Dear Mr, Gambrill:

On behalf of the Society of the War of 1812 in Maryland,

1 want to thank you for opposing the proposed change of name for
Fort MeHenry, which was purposely made a National Shrine by Congress
becauss its stubborn defense inepired FPrancis Scott Key to write the
Star Spangled Banner.

Incidentally, Key's original name for his famous ode was
“"The Defense of r'ort MoHenry" and the unique Star Fort was placed in
the custody of the War Department as a military relie.

The unsympathetic buregueratic attituds of its present
sustodian - The Department of the Interior = and the recent irmovations
of some of its school boy historians are rapidly changing the tradi- :
tional velue of Fort loHenry to the nation and we hope for the eredit
of Maryland, that you will be able to retain the appellation that
Gongress first gave it, and if possible have Fort MoHenry returned to
the War Department for proper historiecal protection.

Very truly yours,

JEHIAC



STEPHEN W. GAMBRILL MEMBER OF
5TH DISTRICT MARYLAND COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS

Congress of the HUnited States
Bouse of Representatives
Washington, B. €. March 30, 1937.

Mr. James E. Hancock, President,
Society of the War of 1812,

521 W. Lombard Street,
Baltimore, Maryland.

My dear Mr. Hancock:

I thank you for your letter of the 25th instant, in re-
gard to the bill which was introduced in the House and reported
by the Public Lands Committee, to change the name of Fort McHenry
National Park to Fort McHenry National Monument, and to make a
similar change in what is known as the Abraham Lincoln National Park.

I have just written General Riggs and I enclose copy of
my letter to him which I hope you will accept as an effort on my
part to prevent a duplication of work.

I hope you will be good enough to confer with General
Riggs and let me know whether the designation "Fort McHenry National
Shrine"™ would be acceptable, provided it becomes necessary to make
some concessions.

With very best wishes,




|l

March 30, 1937.

903 N. Charles Street,
Baltimore, Maryland.

My dear General Riggs:

Ihvophmrouukmddﬂ.ngyourlotterofthoz?thin—
stant, Wm.uumdbm:thomorthorm
HcHenry National Park to the Fort MeHenry Netional lonument.,

Itmwmmdtylhadhloonngomtho
Caleadar of bills reported by the Committees that I found out this bill
me,hmﬂumeofthamm&m
Park and the Fort McHenry Netionsl Park, No Member of the delegation
from Maryland in the House of Representativee wes apprised of this

bmandihmltm«moﬂykmmthrm@nylomw the
Calendar of reported bills.

I regret to learn that the management of the Park has not
been 80 pleasing to you and the members of the Society of the War of
1812 as was that of the sdminiptration under the War Department, and
of course I appreciate your reasons for wighing to have the administra-
tion again placed in the hands of the Far Department. I have mot given

can be made, as it appears appropriate the Interior Department should
have control over the National Parks.

I have registered my objection to the change of the name
with the Chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, which Committee

Director of the National Park Service on the subjects I have just
talked with the Director over and find out that he has en-
mmhthisnd,antofton,ﬂchvﬂlpuﬂndomhaﬁnga
eonfm,butlhanmn‘odtomhhthiamnﬁ. In the
meantime I am quite confident that thing will be done that will

prejudice our position.

I enclose a printed statement of the reasons of the Seeretary
ortholnhrierforﬁlhngtonkothouhnpinthnmoudthis
mtmutinmtawmmlnorrorufﬁm, but I am tempted
toukyouhletnkm..ifaehaphumduirabh, whether
1tmldboM.tothon-bmortholo¢iotymdyouﬂolrb
Muﬁomhucmtknnuthebrtlﬁmhuomm.



e

Hon. Clinton L. R:lggl, March ”’ 1937«

According to the best dictionaries, a shrine is "a thing
or spot made sacred by historic or other association" (Funk and Wagnalls
Standard Dictionary).

Pill you be good enough to let me know the mumber of acres
embraced within the Fort McHenry National Park?

1 am sending a copy of this letter to Mr. James E. Hancock,
President of the Society of the War of 1812,

With very best wishes, believe me

Very sincerely yours,

(8) STEPHEN W. GAMBRILL



April 3, 1937

Hon, Stephen W, Gambrill
S e e
Deayr lr, Gambrill:

I haye your letter, Maureh 30th, relative %Yo the bill
affecting the name of Tort McHenry.

A9 sugrested, I have talized with Cemeral Riggs and we agree
that Port lMedsnry Hationsl Shrine would be an agoeptable appellation
providing sueh gonesssion muat be made.

Thariking you for yonr afforts in this matter snd expressing
the appreciation of the Seeiety of the War of 1813, I anm,

Very truly yours,
JEHIAC
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Gentlemen: [

A
Reply to your commnication,iugust 26th has usﬂg\ohﬂd because
of the writer's absence from the city and being otherwise busy after his
o | {5

Yo\

Moyeover L would not eare to meke any comment on t
antil after it has beon submitted to the board of the mc mesting of
which will probably be held next weekjbut when it _h nn%uorol will expesct
to go to Washington to see yous T \

1
]

& ‘\
Very truly yours '




PRESIDENT
JAMES E. HANCOCK
821 W. LOMBARD ST.

SECRETARY
WM. H. PITCHER, Jr.
3 W. LOMBARD ST,

e e ey

Suociety of the War of 1812
in Margland

Oect. 25th, 1937.

BALTIMORE, MD.

Director, N. P. S.
Dept. of the Interior,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Sir:-

Referring to certain correspondence relative to the
"Bowie Arms Collection” whiech The Society of the War of 1812 in
Maryland had previously deposited as a permanent exhibit at Fort
McHenry, you will please be advised that The Society of the War of
1812 in Maryland, is presently disposed to give a qualified title
«. of the Bowie Arms Collection to the U, S. Government under the
following conditions:

I. = That the U, S. Government will keep the "Bowie Arms
Collection"in proper care and custody and will always hereafter
maintain the said Bowie Arms Collection in toto at Fort McHenry.

2 -~ That the said U. S. Government will mark this display
of the Bowie Arms Collection to show that it was a gift from the
Society of the War of 1812 in Maryland, in a way that is agreeable
to the Society of the War of 1812 in Maryland,

3¢ = That the U. S. Government will agres not to remove the
said Bowie Arms Collection, or any portion thersof from the preeinsts
of Fort McHenry, without the written permission of the Society of
the War of 1812 in Maryland and that in the event of any removal
in toto or in part, the U. S. Government will return the said
Bowie Arms Collection to the said Society and will re-invest The
Society of the War of 1812 in Maryland, with full and absolute
title to said Collection.



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
FORT McHENRY NATIONAL PARK
BALTIMORE, MARYLAND

November 19, 1957,

Mr. James E. Hancock,
521 W. Lombard Street,
Baltimore, Maryland.

Dear Mr., Hancock:

I wish to take this opportunity to acquaint you
with the fact that Mr. Herschel C. Landru will re-
place me as Superintendent of Fort McHenry National
Park Saturday, November 20. Mr. Landru has been with
the Naticnal Park Service since 1933 and has proved
himself a very efficient member of our organization
in the southern military parks. After having spent
a week with Mr. Landru I can assure you that you will
find your associations with him very pleasant.

If in the future I can be of any assigtance to
you or your orgenization, I shall be very glad to

have you write me at the Statue of Liberty National
Monument, New York Citye.

Very truly yours,

George A. Pzlmer,
Superintendent.,

GAP:P




Nov. 20th,

Mre Goorge O, Palmexr
Status Libverty 5&1@31 Nonument,
Few York, . Yo

Dear 3ir:=

' 1 have your letter of Nov, 19th advising
mé that you are returzing to your old post at the

Statue of Iiberty National NMonument and that Mr. Horschel
Cs Iandru has been agpointed suparintendent of Forg
Mellenry Nationdl Park.

: At some convonient time I will expact to
gat over to rart Helenry end meet Mr, Tandeus Thank youe

Yary truly yours,

Prosidents

1937



¥r. Jemes B. Bancock
2122 St. Paul Btroot
l:y dnr tre ﬁanmi ¥ : - SRR
You may recall tlnt, some years since, 1 mmh-
ted my rooble o!'fbru to the good cause of uving rort. Im
rrm the el.at.ehu of the would-be dumnn. < aES ol
I am trying to clear up aeeumlaﬁm et um M

ny office and 115 has occurred to me there may be

thﬁ Jﬂitih!‘ﬁh ‘would fill a vacaney in yours. If you m il'

mc a look th& dwouring rlnu un be re;mmod.

Yours very truly,
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UNITED STATES Vg
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR _ ; JV
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE (;L,}U"f %
WASHINGTON / ¢

ADDRESS ONLY
THE DIRECTOR, NATIONAL PARK SERVICE

January 4, 1938,

Memorandum for Mr. Demarsy and Mr. Moskey:

As you know, Congressman Creal of Kentucky and Congressman CGembrill
of Maryland called last spring regarding the proposed bill to change the
names of the Abreham Lincoln National Park and Fort McHenry National Park
to national monuments respectively. They pointed out that they had not
been consulted in the preparation of this legislation and would have to
oppose it until they had received further information from their consti-
tuents regarding it. We agreed at that time that the measure had better
be deferred until further information could be secured by the Congress-
“n.

Several weeks ago Congressman Creal was in this office and upon my
inquiry informed me that he would not be willing to support the change
from the Abrahem LincolnnNational Park to national monument, but that
he would have no objection to calling it the "Abrahem Lincoln National
Historical Park". I believe that the extent and topography of the area
and its availability for recreational purposes, aside from the memorial
feature, would justify our ineluding it in the national historiecal park

category.

This morning I went to see Congressman Gambrill, who stated that he
had talked with several of his influential constituents and while they
had no objection to the change of the name from Fort McHenry National
Park to something else, they didn't want that something else to be "na-
tional monument™. They suggested "national shrine™ and "national memo-
rial park". I pointed out that these appellations would not fit in our
existing categories and the only "national memorial park" that I knew
of was a cemetery just outside of Falls Church, Virginia. I went all
over the history of the national monuments with him, pointing out that
it would fit in best in that category with such other places as Fort
Pulaski, Fort Matanzas, Fort Merion, and the like., I told him that I
believed it would fit in much better in the national monument class,
and not in the national historical park class as Abraham Linecoln would
because of its recreational facilities. One point that I made that
seemed to impress him greatly was that persons who come to Abraham
Lincoln and the Fort MeHemry National Park ereas inevitably are disap-
pointed because these two do not measure up to the Grand Canyon, or the
Yellowstone and other national parks that they have visited and as a
result suffer by comparison. I again urged him o approve the measure
giving Fort McHenry a national monument status and he said he would
think it over a little bit further and let me know.

4 (sim’d) A. Bo co
Director.
ec: Mr. Moskey - Mr. Spalding.



PRESIDENT
JAMES E. HANCOCK
B21 W. LOMBARD BT,

SECRETARY
WM. H. PITCHER, Jr.
3 W. LOMBARD ST,

Suciety of the War of 1812

in Margland

BALTIMORE, Mp. Jan, 19th, 1938

Hon, Stephen W, Gambrill,
House of Representatives,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Sir:-

: General Clinton L. Riggs has called my attention to
your letter of January 13th, aml I would respectfully refer you
to my previous letter, April 5rdh 1937, which commented on the
pending bill to change the name "Fort McHenry National Park" to
"Port McHenry National Monument", y

To supplement this, I would also remind you that Fort
MeHenry was made a National Shrine by Act of Congress, Mareh 3rd,
1925, and although its administration was transfered from the War
Department to the Department of the Interior, by Bxecutive Order,
in August 1933, we doubt that this order changed the name that
Congress had given it, to "Fort McHenry National Park".

We do not mean to be unnecessarily captious, but the
Society of the War of 1812 was primarily responsible for the pre-
servation of this old Maryland fort and we are extremely interested
in its proper setting. PFort McHenry was not only the birthplace
of the National Anthem, but it was also the first fortification
in the country that was permanently garrisoned by federal troops,
and is the only fort that has served a military purpose in every
war of the nation,

To our mind, FPort McHenry is neither a "National Park"
nor a "National Monument", but a distinetly historical place whers
people.can go to review and renew those patriotic impulses that had
much to do in making the national character. ;

The Society of the War of 1812 in Maryland is opposed
to the use of any other name than "Fort McHenry - A National Shrine",

. Very truly yours,

President,.




Jan, 19th, 193¢

Hon, Stephen W, Cambrill,
Houge of Reprasentatives,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Jlrie=

Genorsl Clinteon I, Riges hee celled my attention to
your lettsr of January 13th, and I wonld respectfully refer you
to my previous letter, Aprdl Sra, 1937, vhich eommonted on the
pending bill to ghenge the reme "Fort Melenry National Park" to
"Port MeHenry Natiowal Mervmeni”,

To supplement this, 1 wovld 2120 romind you that Fort
MeXenry was mede s National Shrine by Aet of Congresa, Wareh 3pd,
1926, ard although 1to edminigtretion was tranafered from the Way
Department to fiie Department of the Interier, Eg Sxecative Ordsr,
in Avgust 19%%, we doukt that this order shanged . the name that
Uongress h=d giver it, to "Fort McHenry lietional Fark",

We do not maan to be unneces:zarily captious, but ths
Soclety of the War of 1812 was primarily rospoxsible Ter the pre=
goervation of thic ¢ld Maryland fort and we are exztremely interssted
in ite proper sstting, Fort MeHenry was not cnly ths birthplage
of the Hational Anthem, dut it was also the firet fortification
in the country that was permamently garrisoned by federal tyoops,
and 18 the orly fort that hes served a military purpose in svery
war of the nation, :
Rgashis Te our mind, Port McHenry ig neither o "Natiornal Park"
nor & "National Monument", but a distinetly historical place where
people can go to review and renew those patriotic irpulses that had
mgg_ to do in meking the national character,

Tho Soolaty of the War of 1812 in Maryland ie ed
to the use of any other name than "Fort loHeary = 4 l_htlomlm:m".

oo e oo Vezy, tmly yours,

SENIATIAL

President,
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January 24, 1938,

Hon, Stephen W, Gambrill,
House of Hepresentatives,
wulhlngton, De Co

Dear 81ir:

As you are aware, there is a bill pending to change the
name "Fort lMcienry National Park" to "Fort ucienry Hational
Monument". Fort Me“enry was made a National Shrine by an Aet
of Congress on Mareh 3, 1925, and as you are doubtlessly aware
the Soclety of the War of IBiB of Meryland had been agitating
the setting aside of the Fort as & National Shrine for many years.
Fort dclienry 1s nelther a National Park nor a Natlonal Monument
and !t was not the intention of Congress to so designate. It

was set aslde as a Hational Shrine in order to preserve the birthe

place of the Star 8 Banner, our Hational Anthem, and to
preserve as well the p where the British were forced to re-
tires I wish therefore, to go on record not only es a citizen

of the City of Baltimore but as a Vice President of the Soclety
of the War of 1812 of Marylend as being opposed to the use of any
other name than the name of "Fort Melenry - A Natlional Shrine" and
trust you will use your endeavors to defeat this bill,

Very truly yours,

Riechard W, Worthington.

78

e A

~ o —

——



Jene25th, 1938

Cole dolin R. White,
Cocmos Club,
Wazhington, D, Ce

Dear Golonalis

Firat I would tell you that General Ripges hes
returned home and is reating eusily and then 1 would inglude in
tkis ooplon of two letiors » one o Mre Janes R, MoCorsghie, of
Jana 4tn&‘1934 aud Lhe ouber o osnator Lyddugs, of Februaxy 8th,
198%. The one to r. Jemes K, MeConaghls pugepesie cortein plans
for the proper Gevelapmeut of ¥Yort usisnyy and the other %o
Sanator Tydings, gives a list of grievances apainst the aduinise
tration of the Depairtment of the loterior. If you will kindly
rosd these letters, you will ase the situation at Fort Heilenry.

1 viould say further thut yort lolenry was made
a Satlonal Shrine by acl of dongreus Mayeh Spd, 14<56 and placed
under the dirsctlon of the wur Department, wiose anginssrs re=
gtorad 1t as 1t wae in 1618, Ia iugust 1935, this administration
wad transfered to the Tepartment of the Interior, by sxecutive
Order, but 1 doubt that this order changed the name from "Fort
MoHenry lational Shrine" to "Fort iiollenry Hetional Park”. Hores
vover, we are pleased with the appellation that Uongress gave it =
A lnhml Shrine = where people counld go and think of those

' patriotic principles and actions that were fundamental to our

“national development and to American characters

; Weather permitting, I hope to te in Weshington
Thursday, and will oall at the Departuent of the Interior to take
the matter about the Bowie Arms Collection and if so, I h
t I may have the pleasure of seeing you, In any event, I

to soe you in the near future. _
2t 7'17 truly yours,




January &6, 19¢8.

donorable Stephen W. Gambrill,
1132 House Office Building,
Washington, D. C.

Dear &Stephen:

Some of my friends have spoken to me regarding
@ bill pending in Congress to change the name from Fort
Mcidenry National Park to Fort McHenry National Monument.

.Just why anyone should be interested in maging
thls change I do not know, but I can see no possible
reason for it and, although I know the name @as been
“gﬁaq_gg, onnection with q?a or two otier places owned by
‘the gove nt dnd set asfue¢ for public use, I frankly
think the word monument is not deseriptive and is, in &
sense, misleading. On the other hand,National Park at
once suggests a place that people can visit.

_ “hile tunose most interested think it should be
referred to as "Fort McHenry - & Hational S8hrine¥, and
if the name can be changed to that I am with tuem on i,
but otherwise I think tne nume should remain as it was
described in the bill originully creating it, to wit,

a Natiomal Park. - R

Very truly youmﬁ,

Washington Bowie, Jr.




STEPHEN W. GAMBRILL MEMBER OF
5TH DISTRICT MARYLAND

Congress of the nited States
BHouse of Representatives
Washington, B. €.  Jan. 26, 1938,

Mr. Richard W. Worthington,
209 Fidelity Building,
Baltimore, Maryland.
iy dear Worthington:

I have your letter of the 24th instant, regarding
the Fort McHenry National Park, and I am glad to have your
comments in connection therewith.

With kindest regards, I am

Sincerely,

\',—f’/%/ ie / /é’/

//'r/%



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE

WASHINGTON

ADDRESS ONLY
THE DIRECTOR, NATIONAL PARK SERVICE

January 27, 1938,

Hesorandum for the Director:

:
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Generel Riggs seemed particulerly interested in four matters:
1, The restoration of the name "National Shrine®

smh&mun in changing this name but cer-
tainly neme Nationsl un&mww
than that of National Park, and it belonged to Fort

|
g
-Eg
-
iF
A7
24
ig
78
Ig

i
e,
:
i
H

?
;

sesmed to feel that there was some danger
: ection of aras, so laboriously collected
by its friends, t be transferred to another
broken up. Certainly this collection means
people of Baltimore and should be kept intact.

rained the day before I went to the Fort and
the WPA project had not been finished, I

t muddy and wet in order to see the warious
st. I suggested to the Superintendent thet

te easy to take a wheel barrow and a little

- that is availeble and cover over the wet places.
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I Superintendent alert and well informed but he is a
Western man, I bellieve trained in Oregon, and I do not think that the
Hational Park uniform with a Stetson hat and breeches and fleld boots
is 1n any way appropriate for Fort dcHenry., I think it looks a little
absurd under such surroundings. And I say this withott any feeling
that the National Park uniform should be reserved for a speclal class
or national parks in the Best. Uniforms, like the national clothes of
a pedple, are usually of gradusl growth and appro te for local con-
ditions. But the Stetson hat and field boots in Port McHenry grated
on me elmost as much as if they had been holding & wild west rodeo show
on the grassy lawns around the Fort. Why cannot the uniform there be
trousers and a cap?

-



man man he was) kept
his hends in his pockets all the time, which alweys looks bad with

g

I hope that the sbove observations msy be of some use the
certeinly very much appreciated the opportunity to
visit Fort McHenry under the guidence of Gemersl Riggs snd Mr, Hancock.

I am attaching of letters written by Mr, Janes E, Hancock
to Senator mzm end to Mr, James R, McConaghie, Federal
Pirector, National Military Parks., Although the latter letter wes
written on June 5, 1984, and the one to Senator Tydings, on February

8, 1987, Mr., Hancocks's remarks are still pertinent to the present

situation. I think 1% likely that the Director hes not had these let-

}91:; , to his attention and from ay cursory observation of the

ort ‘ : 1t seens to 1t what Cenerel Riggs end M»,
Hancock want is exactly what the Nationsl Park Service wants

feel sure that the Director will very quickly be able not only
satisfy the very proper wishes of these gentlemen but also to
effect the Nationel Service polley.

gk

I
into

3

John Re. mu’
Superintenden
Sequoia Mational .

Enclosure 1740017
cet General Riggs
m'. H‘n“ck



STEPHEN W.GAMBRILL
5TH DISTRICT MARYLAND

Congress of the Wnited States
Bouse of Representatives
Washington, B. €.  Jan. 27, 1938,

General Washington Bowie, Jr.,
Fidelity and Deposit Company of Maryland,
Baltimore, Maryland.

Dear Wash:

Thanks for your letter of the 26th instant, regarding the
proposed change in the name of the Fort McHenry National Park.
I am opposed to this change and have been leading the fight against
the passage of a bill now pending in Congress to change the name

from Fort lcHenry National Park to the Fort McHenry National Monu-
ment.

The whole situation was prompted by the desire of the Sec-
retary of the Interior or the Interior Department to have some dis-
tinction made in the name between what is known in the West as
national parks and what we know as a national monument. The Interior
Department has the idea in mind that no place should be called a
park unless it stands on an equality, in point of acreage, with
Yellowstone National Park, Yosemite National Park and the other
large parks in the West. They have overlooked, of course, the im-
portant fact that Fort McHenry hes en acreage of seventeen acres
and it would be almost ridiculous to call it a national monument,
as it has none of the attributes of a monument.

I am very glad you wrote me.
With kindest regards, I am

Sincerely,

MEMBER OF
COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS




UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
WASHINGTON

ADDRESS ONLY
THE DIRECTOR, NATIONAL PARK SERVICE

January 28, 1938.

Col. John R. White,
Sequoia National Park,
California.

Dear Mr. White:

Reference is made to our telephonic conversation of to
day concerning the statutory authority for the establishment
of the Fort McHenry National Park. This park was established
by the Act of Congress of March 3, 1935 (43 Stat. 1109),
authorizing and directing the Secretary of Waer to restore Fort
McHenry as a national park and perpetual netional shrine as the
birthplace of the "Star-Spangled Banner"., The second paragraph
of the Act of March 3, 1935, is as follows:

"That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby,
authorized and directed so soon as it may no
longer be needed for uses and needs growing out
of the late war, to begin the restoration of
Fort McHenry, in the State of Marylend, now oc-
cupied and used as a military reservation, in-
eluding the restoration of the old Fort McHenry
proper to such & condition as would meke it suit-
eble for preservation permanently as a national
park and perpetual national memorial shrine as
the birthplace of the immortel ¥Star-Spangled
Banner,' written by Francis Scott Key, and that
the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby,
further authorized and directed, as are his
successors, to hold the said Fort McHenry in per-
petuity as a military reservation, national park,
and memorial, and to maintain it as such, except
that part mentioned in section 3 hereof, and that
part now in use by the Department of Commerce for
a light and fog-signal station under revocable
license from the War Department with the mainten-
ence of the electric lines thereto and such por-
tion of the reservation, including improvement,
as may be reserved by the Secretary of War for
the use of the Chief of Engineers, the said
reservation to be maintained as a national public
park, subject to such regulations as mey from
time to time be issued by the Secretary of War,"



I trust this will give you the informetion desired
but if not please let me know.

Sincerely yours,

Special Assistant to the
Asgistant Director.




CLINTON L .RIGGS,
903 NORTH CHARLES STREET,
BALTIMORE,MD.

January 30, 1938.

Hon. Stephen ¥, Cembrill,
House of Represemtatives,
“ashiangton, D. C.

My dear Mr. Cambrill:

Referring to my letter to you, dated Jamery
19th, 1938, in reply to your ecommunication, ssking for my opiniom
as to the change im the name of the Fort MeHenpy National Park,

"I have consulted, again, with lr. James E, Hanecoek, the President
of the Soclety of the Yar of 1812 im Marylamd, which Soclety has
a particular iaterest in this matter; and offer the following
suggestion: -

In the Bill H. R. 4070, 76%h Congress, lst.

Session, change the lamguage by the following amendment:- after the
words "Lineoln National Vonument™ on the 8th. line, insert the

following - "and The Fort MeHenry National Monument and Perpetual
Hetional liemorial Shrine”, respectively, ete.

I understand that this m will meet
with the amml of Mr, Cammerer, and if the wording is changed
as suggested, that it will meet with the approval of those of us
in Baltimere who have beem vitally interestéd in the future of

Yort MeHeary.
Very sincerely yours,

OR.4 ) fpm

Copy for information, Mr. Hancéek.




September 27th, 1938,

lire Amo B. Camaerer,
Director, Bureau lat, Parks,
Demrtment of the Interior,
Waskington, D. C.

Dear lir. Cammerer:=

1 am inclosing in this a letter that I
have recoived this morning and which will explain itself,

: Any enc yment that you could give
to The Thomas Johngsor Society, Childrsn of The American
Revolution in their patriotic desires to plant a Constitution
tree at Fort Meldernry, would be spyre¢izted by them and I will
advise lMrs, Seott that I have forwarded her letter for your
porsonal attantion,.

- Regretting that 1 aid not gee yon when
I ealled at your of fice last Priday, I anm,

Very tmly yours,



mmen BRI Aenifed Sfafes Denate

FRANCIS T. MALONEY, CONN. COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE

December 1, 1938

Mr. James E. Hancock
521 W. Lombard Street
Baltimore, Maryland

Dear Jim:

Enclosed is & letter which I have just received
from Congressman Gembrill with enclosures. I have not made
copies but ask you to return the originals to me with your
comuents. You are certainly the outstanding suthority on
Fort McHenry and I would like to know what you think about
this matter. '

Sincerely yours,

v of

George L. Radcliffe
R/b




Dec, 2nd, 1938,

Hon, George L, Radeliffe
Jenats etgm ke,
washington, . C.

Dear Coorpguse

ackncouledging your letter, Degember 1lst, which
enclosed & copy of latter from @ eaman Stepher ¥e Gambrill
dated Hov. &0yd, with momeraeninm ve Be Jaoaa to change
the sppsllatior of Fert Moclanyy from & Hetlaol Shyine to a
National Monmment, I would inelude ixm thic = copy of & letter,
Janmary 16th, 1938, %o jr. Gembrill, on the mettar,

i might plso say thel I reeently heé & ponferenge
with ire sxue B, Camnseyer, Diregtor of Matlonasl rarus, on the
subjoet and w1l report therson to the Board of the Soci
of the way of 1612 in Naryland, 4%t 1%s noxt meoting, at that
tine, we to coma to s nmtua agrasabls wudoretaniing
and ‘ﬁ.h you sl Mre Gumbrill Ikmow the rosalt s soon ae

- Do I walevotand that the Semate las slrvsly pasged
bill, sathoridng the change from a National Shidne o &
Rational Mopument, or will the next session requirs sn entire-
1y now W1l for passage? ‘

Very tmly yowrs,



Dece hl. 1938 |

Hone Stephen ¥, Cambrill,
Houna of Repr%mtativos.
0ffige Bldz,,
wuam.ngtqn. Da Ua

dear Lire Ganbrill:-

inglosed in thip 1l find copy of
o Eiln]ﬂtu(h that wus roosivaed gﬂ Senstor Raﬁolif:o“

n;

comr will explain L{tself and I h&
to be able to report to tha ﬁuls aff Dogember %
we havo mmuttually Commerar on a :ntu:fuatu‘y

title for rorg r.!naom.

Very truly yowrs,



Dec. “; 1938,

lire Arno B, Oammerer, :
Diregtor, nNational Park Serviece,
Dopartment of the Interior,
Washington, ., C.

Dear Jirs vammerer:=

Inglosed in th:i.s.{ou vill Zind copy of my
reply to a letter from “onator Radeliffe this A. M.

In the mesntime, I would like to have your
glant on the title "Fort noﬂmr{ a National Monument and
Historieel fhrine”, I believe that 1 could resdily get the
consent of my Board to that,

Very Sincerely,



B ——_

STEPHEN W. GAMBRILL MEMBER OF
5TH DISTRICT MARYLAND

Congress of the Hnited States
BHouse of Representatives
Washington, B, €. Dec. 5, 1938.

Mr. James E. Hancock, President,
Society of the War of 1812,

521 W. Lombard Street,
Baltimore, Maryland.

My dear Mr. Hancock:

I have before me your letter of the 2nd instant, en-
closing copy of your communication of the same date to Senator
Radcliffe. I am just a little bit surprised at the efforts which
are being made by you to bring about a compromise with the Interior
Department in the matter of a change in the name of the historieal
Fort MecHenry National Park.

It is true that a bill passed the Senate in the 75th
Congress for a change in the name to be made, but so far as I can
ascertain this was done without the knowledge or approval of
either Senator Tydings or Senator Radcliffe. So far as the House
is concerned, I do not think it is necessary that there should be
any compromise with the Interior Department, as I believe it is a
serious mistake to try to change the name of the park to that of
a "Monument", end I flatter myself on the belief that I have suf-
ficient influence in the House to prevent the change in the name,
especially since it would be a misnomer to ecall the park a monument.

I wrote Mr. Cammerer, Director of the National Park Ser-
vice, on November 23rd, 1938, in part, as follows:

"Regardless of how Mr. Hancock may feel, I find
I am still very earnestly opposed to the change contem-
plated by the bill introduced in the last Congress. If a
new bill is introduced in the new Congress, I shall feel
impelled to object to its passage, but I will do so, of
course, without any feeling whatsoever regarding your at-
titude in the matter.”

This quotation from my letter to Mr. Cammerer explains my attitude
although in order that there may be no ill feeling you will probably
be diplomatic in any expression you make to Mr. Cammerer regarding
my attitude in the matter.

Very sincerely yours,

” Pt et A ¢
W AL % Jz/f/ﬁb A/M/é,//

%

COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE

WASHINGTON
OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR

December 6, 1938,

Mr. Jemes E. Hancock,
Pres., Society of the Wier of 1812 of Md.,
521 W. Lombard %-,
Baltimore, Maryland.
Dear Mr. Hancock:
Your letter of December 2nd, has been
received in Mr. Cammerer's sbsence from the

city. He is expected back the end of the week,

at which time I will bring your letter to his

attention.

Sincerely yours,

Secretery to the Director.




Doge 12th, 1936,

H Stephen W, Gambrill,
x:'u of Rmo;mtaum'ornoo Bldge,
Washington,

De Co

Dear Siri-

PR vl oo poogra e o R Ay Rl m'-‘i'grmf 56, in
rospec er you or

vhioh I expressed \L dubtwd the §uhty of the War of 1812

in Maryland, that the Lxzecutive Order transferred the super-
vision of rort Hellenry from the War D t to the v

of the Interior, also sutomati changed the name that Congress
had given Fort licHenry = A National Shrine = to Fort ielenry
Hational Park,

Therefor, when 1 called to sees Mr, Cammerer about a
month ago to thank him for exteniing the courtesy of Fort Meilenry
to the South Baltimore Business Men's Assooiation so that it
might hold its Armistice Day Celebration at rort lﬂ!.-iz. the
question arose about the r eclassification of rort oNrye
lire Cammerer sald that he d4d not regard Fort Mellenry as a
Hatienal Park am this offered an opportunity $6 arrive at o
better mmmu&s this vexoed tione 1 ed to
bring the matter to attention ny Soclety 1 woulad
u:.’ﬂ.{maa that neither ur, Cammerer mor I had any idea of

e sing anybody or anything,

Very truly yours,



Degember 12th, 1938,

Miers Busch, 2E8qe,

President Soclety of War of 1812 in Penn.
1006 Spruce St.,

mu‘, R‘

Dear lir, Buschi:=-

Since receiving your letter Degember 5th, I have
been trying to obtain a fitting picture of Fort MeHenry for the
purpose intended.

There are many posteards that picture the rort
from different positions, but I have not been able to obtain
the one that shows the Star Fort in its entirety. I looked
up some plates that I had but none of these sesmed suitable
aué I am now inclosing a booklet on Fort MecHenry that I wrote
some years ago, the inside frontispiece of which may be blocked
off for your purpose.

However, 1 am hopeful of pgetting a better picture
for you and if you do not immediately need it, am sure that I
can goet it for you before long.

Hoping that you are well and that we may meet
again soon, I am,

Very truly yours,



OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
WASHINGTON

December 13, 1938,

Mr, James E, Hancock,
Pres,, Society of the War of 1812 of Md,,
521 W, Lombard Street,
Baltimore, Maryland,

Dear Mr. Hancocks

I have your letter of December 2, but have delayed
until I could ascertain the present status of the matter
on which you write,

We have prepared a bill to present to the Depart-
ment for its consideration and submittal to Congress
which would change the name to "Fort McHenry National
Mormment and memorial shrine", which, as to the latter
wording, followed the wording in the original Act of
March 3, 1925, which refers to the area as a "national
park and perpetual memorial shrine", Whether the name
of the area is changed to "Fort McHenry National Monu-
ment and Historical Shrine" or "Fort lMcHenry National
Monument ,and Memorial Shrine" would seem to be unim-
porbmt,butitocmedtomethatgollnwingthaorig-
inal wording in the organic act was adhering more closely
to the original idea of the sponsors behind the project.

I have heard from Congressman Gambrill who said he
still is not in favor of the change,

Sincerely, and with warm regards,
s

e

W

Direct-or.



