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Agenda 


LEGISLATION COMMITTEE
February 1, 2010
9:00 – 10:30 A.M. 


651 Pine Street, Room 101, Martinez


Supervisor Susan A. Bonilla, District IV, Chair 
Supervisor Gayle B. Uilkema, District II, Vice Chair 


Agenda Items: Items may be taken out of order based on the business of the day and preference of the Committee


 
1. Introductions 
 
2. Public comment on any item under the jurisdiction of the Committee and not on this agenda. 


(Speakers may be limited to three minutes.) 
 
3. State Budget Update – Presenters:  Lara DeLaney, Cathy Christian 
 
4. ARRA Stimulus Funds Status Report – Presenter:  Lara DeLaney 
 
5. U.S. Board on Geographic Names Requested Name Change for Mt. Diablo (to Mt. Reagan)–


Presenter:  Lara DeLaney 
 
6. Request from CSAC to Send Our Congressional Delegation a Letter Re: S. 1703: Quick Carcieri 


Fix – Presenters:  Lara DeLaney, Cathy Christian 
 
7. Request from CSAC to Support H.R. 3332 Creating a National Commission on Intergovernmental 


Affairs – Presenter:  Lara DeLaney 
 
8. 2010 Federal Platform and Federal Legislative Issues Update– Presenter:  Lara DeLaney 
 
9. Adjourn to the next regular meeting scheduled for Monday, March 1, 2010 at 9:00 a.m. 
 
 
 
 
 
   
☺ The Legislation Committee will provide reasonable accommodations for persons with disabilities planning to attend Legislation Committee 


meetings. Contact the staff person listed below at least 72 hours before the meeting. Access a telecommunications device for the deaf by calling 
1-800-735-2929 and asking the relay service operator for (925) 335-1240. 


� Any disclosable public records related to an open session item on a regular meeting agenda and distributed by the County to a majority of 
members of the Legislation Committee less than 96 hours prior to that meeting are available for public inspection at 651 Pine Street, 11th 
floor, during normal business hours. 


� Public comment may be submitted via electronic mail on agenda items at least one full work day prior to the published meeting time. 


For Additional Information Contact:                       Lara DeLaney, Committee Staff
Phone (925) 335-1097 Fax (925) 335-1098


ldela@cao.cccounty.us







Glossary of Acronyms, Abbreviations, and other Terms (in alphabetical order): 
Contra Costa County has a policy of making limited use of acronyms, abbreviations, and industry-specific language in its 
Board of Supervisors meetings and written materials. Following is a list of commonly used language that may appear in 
oral presentations and written materials associated with Board meetings: 
 


 
AB Assembly Bill 
ABAG Association of Bay Area Governments 
ACA Assembly Constitutional Amendment 
ADA Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 
AFSCME American Federation of State County and Municipal 
 Employees 
AICP American Institute of Certified Planners 
AIDS Acquired Immunodeficiency Syndrome 
ALUC Airport Land Use Commission 
AOD Alcohol and Other Drugs 
ARRA American Recovery and Reinvestment Act 
BAAQMD Bay Area Air Quality Management District 
BART Bay Area Rapid Transit District 
BCDC  Bay Conservation & Development Commission 
BGO Better Government Ordinance 
BOS Board of Supervisors 
CALTRANS California Department of Transportation 
CalWIN California Works Information Network 
CalWORKS California Work Opportunity and Responsibility 
 to Kids 
CAER Community Awareness Emergency Response 
CAO County Administrative Officer or Office 
CCHP Contra Costa Health Plan 
CCTA Contra Costa Transportation Authority 
CDBG Community Development Block Grant 
CEQA California Environmental Quality Act 
CIO Chief Information Officer 
COLA Cost of living adjustment 
ConFire Contra Costa Consolidated Fire District 
CPA Certified Public Accountant 
CPI Consumer Price Index 
CSA County Service Area 
CSAC California State Association of Counties 
CTC California Transportation Commission 
dba doing business as 
EBMUD East Bay Municipal Utility District 
EIR Environmental Impact Report 
EIS Environmental Impact Statement 
EMCC Emergency Medical Care Committee 
EMS Emergency Medical Services 
EPSDT State Early Periodic Screening, Diagnosis and  
 treatment Program (Mental Health) 
et al. et ali (and others) 
FAA Federal Aviation Administration 
FEMA Federal Emergency Management Agency 
F&HS Family and Human Services Committee 
First 5 First Five Children and Families Commission  
 (Proposition 10) 
FTE Full Time Equivalent 
FY Fiscal Year 
GHAD Geologic Hazard Abatement District 
GIS Geographic Information System 
HCD (State Dept of) Housing & Community Development 
HHS Department of Health and Human Services 


HIPAA Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act 
HIV Human Immunodeficiency Syndrome 
HOV High Occupancy Vehicle 
HR Human Resources 
HUD United States Department of Housing and Urban  
 Development 
Inc. Incorporated 
IOC Internal Operations Committee 
ISO Industrial Safety Ordinance 
JPA Joint (exercise of) Powers Authority or Agreement 
Lamorinda Lafayette-Moraga-Orinda Area 
LAFCo Local Agency Formation Commission 
LLC Limited Liability Company 
LLP Limited Liability Partnership 
Local 1 Public Employees Union Local 1 
LVN Licensed Vocational Nurse 
MAC Municipal Advisory Council 
MBE Minority Business Enterprise  
M.D. Medical Doctor 
M.F.T. Marriage and Family Therapist 
MIS Management Information System 
MOE Maintenance of Effort 
MOU Memorandum of Understanding 
MTC Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
NACo National Association of Counties 
OB-GYN Obstetrics and Gynecology 
O.D. Doctor of Optometry 
OES-EOC Office of Emergency Services-Emergency  
 Operations Center 
OSHA Occupational Safety and Health Administration 
Psy.D. Doctor of Psychology 
RDA Redevelopment Agency 
RFI Request For Information 
RFP Request For Proposal 
RFQ Request For Qualifications 
RN Registered Nurse 
SB Senate Bill 
SBE Small Business Enterprise 
SWAT Southwest Area Transportation Committee 
TRANSPAC Transportation Partnership & Cooperation (Central) 
TRANSPLAN  Transportation Planning Committee (East County) 
TRE or TTE Trustee 
TWIC Transportation, Water and Infrastructure Committee 
UCC Urban Counties Caucus  
VA Department of Veterans Affairs 
vs. versus (against) 
WAN Wide Area Network 
WBE Women Business Enterprise 
WCCTAC West Contra Costa Transportation Advisory  
 Committee 
 
 
 


____________________________________________________________________________________________________ 


Schedule of Upcoming BOS Meetings 
Feb. 09, 2010 
Feb. 23, 2010 
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JOHN CHIANG 
California State Controller 


 
January 22, 2010 


 
The Honorable Arnold Schwarzenegger 
Governor of California 
State Capitol Building 
Sacramento, CA  95814 
 
The Honorable Darrell Steinberg  The Honorable Karen Bass 
President Pro Tempore   Speaker of the Assembly 
State Capitol, Room 205   State Capitol, Room 219 
Sacramento, CA  95814   Sacramento, CA  95814 
 
The Honorable Dennis Hollingsworth The Honorable Sam Blakeslee 
California State Senate   California State Assembly 
State Capitol, Room 305   State Capitol, Room 3104 
Sacramento, CA  95814   Sacramento, CA  95814 
 
 
Dear Governor and Legislative Leaders: 
 


As State Controller, it is my responsibility to keep you informed of California’s cash 
condition and the threats that can prevent the State from meeting its payment obligations in a timely 
manner.  While our current cash condition is marginally better than it was one year ago, it is still 
precarious.  I respectfully urge you to swiftly address the State’s projected budget and cash 
shortfalls for the remainder of the current fiscal year and the next in order to protect California’s 
economic recovery, continue the financing of public works projects, and prevent Californians hurt 
by the recession from experiencing even greater financial hardship. 
 


My analysis of the Governor’s recently released revenue and expenditure estimates shows 
that the State’s cash position for the remainder of the current fiscal year will be weak from 
approximately March 30 through April 21.  This upcoming shortfall is shallower in depth and 
shorter in duration than the State’s cash problems in the spring of 2009, when the problem started 
earlier in the year and grew progressively worse with each passing month.  According to my 
projections, California will drop below its $2.5 billion prudent minimum cash balance on March 30 
by $1.3 billion.  On April 1, the State will be in the red by $197 million, and our resources to pay 
bills are not expected to return to safe levels until April 21. 


 
Barring any unforeseen circumstances, such as a spike in expenditures or precipitous decline 


in revenues, $2.7 billion in cash solutions are necessary to avoid a cash shortage in the current fiscal 
year. 
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The Governor’s spending plan proposes a variety of budget solutions to be enacted during 
the current Proposition 58 special session.  If fully adopted, these solutions have a cash value of 
$1.3 billion that will be realized during the remaining months of the current fiscal year.  The blue 
line in the attached chart demonstrates that even with the adoption of the Governor’s proposed 
solutions, the State’s cash position drops below the $2.5 billion prudent minimum by nearly $700 
million on March 31.  The next day, it drops to $541 million and remains below safe levels until 
April 16. 
 


Even with the passage of the Governor’s proposed budget solutions during the current 
special session, at least another $2 billion in cash solutions are required to protect our cash balance 
in the current fiscal year alone. 
 


Should you fail to make any progress on the combined $19.9 billion two-year budget 
problem during the current special session and allow a stalemate to continue into the new fiscal 
year, you will once again face the difficult task of averting a cash crisis beginning in July.  The 
State’s cash position will drop below the $2.5 billion prudent cushion during the middle of July, and 
starting July 29, our cash deficit will reach a negative $1.1 billion.  As the red line in the attached 
chart shows, from that date forward, the State’s inability to meet all of its payment obligations in a 
timely fashion and the severity of its cash problems will amplify with each passing week and 
month. 
 


There is limited time for you to act.  Some may suggest that you wait because California’s 
economy is turning around and the May Revision will contain more reliable revenue and 
expenditure forecasts for these two fiscal years.  While I agree California’s economy does show 
very modest signs of recovery, I strongly disagree that the General Fund’s cash problem can wait 
another four months or more before action is required.   
 


While reasonable minds may disagree about the solutions, there is no room for debate about 
the folly of doing nothing.  Inaction ignores the projected cash shortfall which we face in less than 
70 days, squanders valuable time needed to align State spending with its revenues, and fails to take 
into account the following: 
 


• Cash solutions need time in order to be realized.  For example, reductions in payments that 
are scheduled for later in the year cannot help the cash shortage we face in the near term;   


• Inaction compromises the ability to implement the necessary programmatic changes in time 
to achieve the full year benefit of your 2010-11 solutions;  


• The monthly cash balances displayed on the accompanying chart already include the 
approximately $20 billion in special funds that are available for internal borrowing.  These 
are the special funds established to address issues that include preventing oil spills, stopping 
lead poisoning in children, and controlling air pollution.  These loans cannot interfere with 
the operations of the special funds and must be repaid upon demand.  In addition, the cash 
balances of these special funds can drop precipitously and without notice; and 


• If I am forced to implement emergency cash management measures, I must act before the 
State’s treasury is depleted.  Depending on numerous factors, including how much cash 
needs to be conserved or the market conditions for borrowing, I may have to act weeks in 
advance of the projected depletion date.   
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Late last week, I mailed notices to 89,000 individuals and businesses that unfortunately still 
have not cashed their registered warrants, or IOUs, from last summer’s cash crisis.  I remain 
hopeful that once the outstanding IOUs are redeemed, we can close this shameful chapter in our 
State’s history.  Only you can prevent history from repeating this year. If solutions are slow to 
emerge and if they are neither credible nor sustainable, California will once again be unable to 
timely meet all of its payment obligations and my office will be forced to seek costly emergency 
financing, or conserve cash by delaying payments or issuing IOUs.  With the window narrowing to 
address the State’s budget and cash challenges, I respectfully request your prompt action.  My 
office is at your service for any help we can provide.  
 


Sincerely, 
 
Original signed by 
 
JOHN CHIANG 
California State Controller   


 
Attachment 
 
cc:  The Honorable Bill Lockyer, State Treasurer 


Members of the California State Legislature 
Ana Matosantos, Department of Finance Director 


 Mac Taylor, Legislative Analyst 
  


 


 
  
 
 
 








American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009
Contra Costa County Participation


Department Expected Amount


 Amount 
Applied/Applying 


For  Amount Received Use of Funds Program How Allocated Jobs Impact Economic Impact Social Impact
Consolidated Fire unknown  Awaiting 


development of 
Guidelines.  May 
apply for Station 86. 


$15,000,000 maximum grant available for Firehouse Construction AFG Department of Homeland Security has $210 M (nationwide) 
for firefighter AFG grants for firehouse construction. 
Competitive grants.


Department of Child Support Services unknown To Local Support Agencies to hire additional child support specialists $18.7 statewide.


Department of Conservation and 
Development/ Redevelopment Division


929,719$                     929,719$                   $                 909,554 Infrastructure projects that provide basic services to residents or activities that 
promote energy efficiency and conservation through the rehabilitation/retrofitting of 
existing buildings. Activities are required to create or retain jobs or promote economic 
opportunity for lower income persons/households; or promote energy conservation, 
smarth growth, green buidling technology, or reduce pollution emissions.


CDBG (Community Development 
Block Grant)


Formula grant to County. County funds will be allocated 
through an RFP process. 


Unknown at this time Will finance at least 
$900,000 in 
constructon activity


Prevailing wage jobs will be created; small 
business/microenterprse assistance; envergy 
efficiency or conservation


unknown  N/A.  Developers will 
apply directly to a 
Credit Allocation 
Committee in State 
Treasurer's office. 


Low Income Housing Tax Credit Program. May support current projects in County 
seeking tax credits.


HOME
Tax Credit Assistance Program 
(TCAP)


$2.25 B nationwide, 100% to States. Funding to state housing 
credit agencies per formula based on percentage of HOME 
funds apportioned to the state. State agencies then distribute 
competitively to project owners per a qualified allocation plan 
to owners who receive low income tax credits.


Unknown at this time


1,421,551$                   $1,421,551 
(application due to 
HUD by May 18, 
2009) 


 $              1,405,921 Homeless Prevention and Rapid Re-Housing activities.  To rapidly re-house families 
who fall into homelessness, or prevent them from becoming homeless in the first 
place. The funding is provided to help persons and families facing a sudden financial 
crisis that could lead to homelessness. 


ESG (Emergency Shelter Grants) County funds will be allocated through an RFP process that is 
expected to begin in August 2009 with services beginning by 
September 30, 2009.  


None Program will help 
reduce the incidence 
of homelessness 
and the impact that 
has on the social 
service network, and 
help homeless 
families move to 
permanent housing 


Individuals and families who are at risk of 
becoming homeless will be provided 
assistance so they can stay in their homes, 
and individuals and families who are homeless 
will be able to access permanent housing in a 
more timely manner


 $              6,019,051  $              6,019,051 Purchase and rehabilitate vacant foreclosed homes. Sell rehabilitated homes to owner 
occupants or special needs housing.


Neighborhood Stabilization 
Program (NSP I)
(HERA funds)


Formula grants based on foreclosure impact in community.  
Reimbursed on basis of completion of purchase.


20 per year Will finance at least 
$5 million in 
construction related 
activity.


Prevailing wage jobs will be created. Energy 
efficiency and green building will be 
incorporated


 Unknown, potential 
minimum of $5 million 


 Application just 
released. 


 Funds not yet 
received. Application 
submitted in July 
2009. 


Purchase and rehabilitate vacant foreclosed homes. Sell rehabilitated homes to owner 
occupants or special needs housing.


Neighborhood Stabilization 
Program (NSP II)
ARRA funds)


$2 B nationwide.  Allocated competitively. 
Threshold criteria includes need, as determined by HUD, and 
organizational capacity


100 per year Will finance at least 
$5 million in 
construction related 
activity.


Prevailing wage jobs will be created. Energy 
efficiency and green building will be 
incorporated


Department of Conservation & Development 3,574,300$                  3,574,300$                50% expected by 
Fall 09, remainder 


likely to be received 
in 2010-11. Awarded 


11/03/09. 


The County has proposed to fund the following activities under this grant program:
1. Lighting Improvements for County Buildings
2. Streetlight Upgrades
3. County Building Retrofits
4. Renewable Power for County Buildings
5. Employee Commute Program
6. Employee Energy Conservation Campaign
7. Grants to Retrofit Non-Profit Facilities
8. Revolving Loan Program for Low Income Household Retrofits
9.  Supplemental Retrofit Program for Weatherization Assistance Households
10. Energy Efficiency Assessments & Recommendations for Private Sector Buildings
11. Permit Fee Rebates for Residential/Commercial Solar Projects
12. Voluntary Rating Program for New & Existing Homes
13. Energy Efficiency & Conservation Toolkit
14. Update Zoning Code & Standards to Reduce Vehicle Miles Traveled


Energy Efficiency and 
Conservation Block Grants


$3.2 billion for the Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block 
Grant (EECBG) Program as authorized under Subtitle E of 
Title V of the Energy Independence and Security Act .  Contra 
Costa County and other large population cities/counties are 
eligible for direct formula grants from the DOE.  This $3.2 
billion will fund these direct formula grants through the DOE, 
as well as funding for smaller cities/counties which are to be 
allocated through the State and the remaining $455 million 
will be made available through competitive grants to be 
solicited through the DOE.


36 Jobs Retained/ Created (estimated based upon 
established methodology of $92K = 1 job)


TBD TBD


Employment and Human Services See second Worksheet tab


General Services 198,000$                  $0.  Did not get 
approved. 


Subsidy toward alternative fuel vehicle purchases. BAAQMD (CEC - DOE) $2,000 per alternative fuel vehicle purchased over two years. Unknown at this time Saves the County 
$198,000.


Less emissions.


Health Services  Net increase of 
approximately $4.6 
million. While we have 
not been provided a 
formal State estimate 
of the increase, we 
believe our projection 
will be close to the final 
amount. 


Directly related to the provision of existing health care and mental health services. This amount is related to the 
increase in the Federal Medical 
Assistance Percentage for Medi-
Cal services and an increase in the 
hospital disproportionate funding 
cap.
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009
Contra Costa County Participation


Department Expected Amount


 Amount 
Applied/Applying 


For  Amount Received Use of Funds Program How Allocated Jobs Impact Economic Impact Social Impact
 Approximately $2 M Healthcare Information Technology This is a targeted amount and cannot be used for other 


purposes. 
12,000,000$             To relocate and rebuild Richmond Health Center.


683,020$                  Capital Improvement Program for Health Care for Homeless program Administered through HRSA
223,841$                  Increased Demand for Services grant for the Health Care for Homeless program Administered through HRSA


 Potential $700,000 Capital renovation for ambulatory care clinics
Housing Authority 1,200,000$                  Public Housing Capital Fund $3.0 billion to public housing authorities per formula for the 


Public Housing Capital Fund for capital improvements related 
to public housing. Money will become available to public 
housing agencies within 30 days of signing the bill. In 
addition, there is another $1 billion for public housing 
authorities in competitive grants to public housing authorities 
for priority capital improvements and rehabilitation.Funding 
remains available until September 30, 2009.


Public Works 10,000,000$                11,279,083$             Vasco Road Safety Improvements Project Local Streets and Roads (LS&R) 
System Preservation (Surface 
Transportation Program (STP))


Metropolitan Transportation Commission ARRA provides funding that would 
otherwise not be available to construct this 
improvement.  The development and 
construction of this project will allow the 
employment of local administrative staff, 
engineers, technicians, inspectors, 
construction contractors, carpenters, 
material providers, equipment providers, 
equipment operators, etc. as expected of a 
typical capital improvement project.  These 
jobs would not otherwise have benefited if 
not for this additional funding.


ARRA funding 
provides the 
creation or security 
of jobs that would 
otherwise not have 
been available.  The 
influx of funding has 
a positive impact on 
the economy 
through the 
employment of 
workers.


This project will provide improvements to 
address safety concerns due to cross median 
collisions.  The connection of a southbound 
passing lane aims to reduce the number of 
merges that drivers need to consider.  The 
motoring public will benefit from these 
improvements on this heavily traveled 
commute corridor.  The project hopes to 
reduce travel delays caused by accidents, 
allowing reduced travel times for the daily 
commuter.  Less time on the road can 
translate to a positive social impact as well as 
a positive environmental impact, such as the 
reduction of greenhouse emissions.


2,762,000$                  1,945,770$               Vasco Road Overlay Local Streets and Roads (LS&R) 
System Preservation (Surface 
Transportation Program (STP))


Metropolitan Transportation Commission ARRA provides funding that would 
otherwise not be available to construct this 
improvement.  The development and 
construction of this project will allow the 
employment of local administrative staff, 
engineers, technicians, inspectors, 
construction contractors, carpenters, 
material providers, equipment providers, 
equipment operators, etc. as expected of a 
typical capital improvement project.  These 
jobs would not otherwise have benefited if 
not for this additional funding.


ARRA funding 
provides the 
creation or security 
of jobs that would 
otherwise not have 
been available.  The 
influx of funding has 
a positive impact on 
the economy 
through the 
employment of 
workers.


This project will provide improvements to 
address safety concerns due to cross median 
collisions.  The connection of a southbound 
passing lane aims to reduce the number of 
merges that drivers need to consider.  The 
motoring public will benefit from these 
improvements on this heavily traveled 
commute corridor.  The project hopes to 
reduce travel delays caused by accidents, 
allowing reduced travel times for the daily 
commuter.  Less time on the road can 
translate to a positive social impact as well as 
a positive environmental impact, such as the 
reduction of greenhouse emissions.


5,030,000$                  5,030,000$               No funds received. To construct the Upper Sand Creek Detention Basin.  The project will restore several 
hundred feet of Sand Creek, create several acres of wetlands, and provide critical 
flood protection to the communities in southern Antioch, northern Brentwood, and 
Oakley. 


US EPA Expanded Use CWSRF 
Loan


State Water Resource Control Board ARRA provides funding that would 
otherwise not be available to construct this 
improvement.  The development and 
construction of this project will allow the 
employment of local administrative staff, 
engineers, technicians, inspectors, 
construction contracttors, carpenters, 
material providers, equipment providers, 
equipment operators, etc. as expected of a 
typical capital improvement project.  These 
jobs would not otherwise have benefited if 
not for this additional funding.


ARRA funding 
provides the 
creation or security 
of jobs that would 
otherwise not have 
been available.  The 
influx of funding has 
a positive impact on 
the economy 
through the 
employment of 
workers.


The Upper Sand Creek Detention Basin 
project will restore approximately 2000' of 
Sand Creek in eastern Contra Costa County 
which, is devoid of riparian vegetation, has 
unstable banks, sedimentation and algae 
problems indicative of a cattle impacted creek. 
The restored creek will support a willow/valley 
oak community. The section of restored creek 
will be part of a regional detention basin, which 
will reduce peak flows downstream, providing 
regional flood protection for the communities 
of Antioch, Brentwood, and Oakley. It will also 
capture sediment from the upper half of the 
watershed. Most of the upstream watershed is 
actively grazed by cattle. Once constructed, 
th d t ti b i ill ll f dditi lSheriff's Office  If fully funded,would 


provide approximately 
$24 million over 3 


years, requiring a local 
match of about $4 


million and requiring 
the County to sustain 


the funding in the fourth 
year. 


 $0.  Application in 
"pending" status 


subject to the release 
of future funds. 


To fund 56 Deputy Sheriff positions COPS (Community Oriented 
Policing Services)


$1 B nationwide.  Allocated competitively.  Two kinds of 
grants:  Sponsored/Targeted Grants consist of
Methamphetamine, Safe Schools Initiative and Technology 
programs. Discretionary/Non-Targeted Grants consist of Cops 
In Schools, Homeland Security Overtime Program, MORE, 
Interoperability, Secure Our Schools, Tribal and Universal 
Hiring programs.  Apply directly to DOJ, COPS Office for 
grants.
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009
Contra Costa County Participation


Department Expected Amount


 Amount 
Applied/Applying 


For  Amount Received Use of Funds Program How Allocated Jobs Impact Economic Impact Social Impact
299,535$                     299,535$                  Grantees may utilize Recovery JAG funds for state and local initiatives, technical 


assistance, training, personnel, equipment, supplies, contractual support, and 
information systems for criminal justice, as well as research and evaluation activities.  
To be split with the District Attorney.


Edward Byrne Memorial Justice 
Assistance Grant Program


Once the state funding is calculated, 60 percent of the 
allocation is awarded to the state and 40 percent to eligible 
units of local government. States also have a variable 
percentage of the allocation that is required to “pass through” 
to units of local government. This amount, also calculated by 
BJS, is based on each state’s crime expenditures. 
Additionally, the formula calculates direct allocations for local 
governments within each state, based on their share of the 
total violent crime reported within the state.


Partial funding of 1 deputy sheriff for 1 
year, and partial funding of 1 deputy DA for 
2 years.


Other 2,000,000$                  Army Corps funding for San Pablo Bay, Mare Island Strait, O&M
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The Board of Supervisors 
 
County Administration Building 
651 Pine Street, Room 106 
Martinez, California 94553 
 
John Gioia, 1st District 
Gayle B. Uilkema, 2nd District 
Mary N. Piepho, 3rd District 
Susan A. Bonilla, 4th District 
Federal D. Glover, 5th District 
 


John Cullen 
Clerk of the Board 


and 
County Administrator 


(925) 335-1900 


Contra 
Costa 
County 


 
 
January 27, 2010 
 
The Honorable Dianne Feinstein 
United States Senate 
331 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510 
 
The Honorable Barbara Boxer 
United States Senate 
112 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510 
 
 
 
 
 


 
 
The Honorable George Miller 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20510 
 
The Honorable John Garamendi 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20510 
 
The Honorable Gerald McNerney 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20510 
 


RE: Support for Second Stimulus Package 
 
Dear Senators Feinstein and Boxer and Representatives Miller, Garamendi, and 
McNerney: 
 
We understand that discussions are underway in Congress to develop a second stimulus 
package with an emphasis on infrastructure. Contra Costa County has evaluated our 
capacity to deliver projects suitable for such a package, and we have developed a list of 
projects totaling over $50 million. Many of these projects could be under contract within 3 
to 6 months and all within a year.  
 
Given the variety of project types, it is important to acknowledge that it will be difficult to 
meet the accelerated schedule of project delivery if we are required to follow current 
federal funding oversight processes. Contra Costa County is hopeful that formulation of 
this legislation will include some relief to the federal processes or provide additional 
resources to expedite necessary approvals.  
 
Some suggestions that would assist in delivery are: 
 


• Distribute funds directly to the jurisdictions with audits to be conducted after the 
contract award so that funds can be accessed quickly while holding agencies 
accountable to the processes we have been trained to execute.  


 







 


2 


• Many of our projects already have CEQA clearance; however, the federal funding 
would require we also comply with NEPA. Accepting CEQA clearance to satisfy 
NEPA or processing Categorical Exclusions under NEPA quickly for projects that 
have CEQA clearance would help to expedite project delivery.  


 
• Capital replacement projects are generally found to be exempt from CEQA and/or 


excluded from NEPA requirements as the work is conducted within the existing 
infrastructure footprint. Expediting this approval process for capital replacement 
projects would be critical to successful project delivery. 


 
In addition, the delivery of projects at the County level is dependent upon clear 
authorization of funds and should require no local match. 
 
We are very much interested in participating in a second stimulus package and believe 
that local agencies in California are in a good position to deliver projects quickly if the 
right processes are in place.  
 
We welcome the opportunity to invest in infrastructure that would not only benefit the 
public but would provide much needed economic stimulus.  
 
Please let us know if we can be of further assistance.   


 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
JOHN GIOIA 
Chair, Board of Supervisors 
 
cc:  Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors 


David Twa, County Administrative Officer 
Julia Bueren, Public Works Director 
Paul Schlesinger, Alcalde & Fay 








Quarterly Review List 401 
(52 Names) 


Released June 17, 2009 
 
 


UNITED STATES BOARD ON GEOGRAPHIC NAMES 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 


 
This Quarterly Review List presents names proposed for geographic features in the United States.  
The names are offered to (1) identify previously unnamed features, (2) provide official recognition to 
names in current local usage, (3) resolve conflicts in name spellings, applications, and local usage, or 
(4) change existing names.  Any organization, agency, or person may indicate to the U.S. Board on 
Geographic Names (BGN) their support or opposition to any name proposed herein by submitting 
written evidence documenting their position. 
 
The names herein are official for use in Federal publications and on maps upon approval by the BGN.  
Only one name is official per geographic feature; however, a shortened version of an official name 
may be authorized, and these are identified by underlining.  The use or omission of non-underlined 
words is optional. 
 
Variant names and spellings discovered in researching a name are listed following the word “Not.”  
These may include names and spellings that formerly were official, historical names known to have 
been previously associated with the feature, names that conflict with current policies of the BGN, 
misspellings, and names misapplied to the subject of the proposal. 
 
If a populated place is incorporated under the laws of its State, it is specified as such in parentheses 
after the feature designation.  Populated places without such designations are not incorporated. 
 
The information following each name indicates the submitting agency or person, the most recent base 
series map* for locating the feature, the reason for the proposal, and other pertinent background facts 
needed to assist the BGN in its decision process.  Each paragraph also includes a link to available 
maps services showing the location of the feature.  A copy of this Review List has also been posted to 
the BGN’s website at http://geonames.usgs.gov/domestic/quarterly_list.htm.  
 
Effective immediately, the horizontal datum used for geographic coordinates in all Domestic 
Geographic Names publications is the North American Datum of 1983.  The datum of some 
geographic coordinates from historical maps may still be the NAD27.   
 
Comments on the name proposals may be sent to:  Mr. Lou Yost, Executive Secretary, U.S. Board on 
Geographic Names/Domestic Names Committee, 523 National Center, Reston, VA  20192-0523; 
telephone (703) 648-4552; fax (703) 648-4549; e-mail BGNEXEC@usgs.gov . 
 
THE NAMES IN THIS REVIEW LIST MAY BE USED ONLY AFTER APPROVAL BY THE 
BGN 
 
*Standard map series published by the U.S. Geological Survey, USDA Forest Service, or Office of 
Coast Survey. 
 
 
 
 







ALASKA 
 


Fairweather Bay: bay; in Alaska Maritime National Wildlife Refuge/Simeonof Wilderness, on the 
W shore of Big Koniuji Island in the Shumagin Islands, 4.3 km (2.7 mi) NW of Flying Eagle Harbor; 
named for the NOAA Ship Fairweather, the first ship to survey the bay in 2007; Aleutians East 
Borough, Alaska; 55°10’06”N, 159°34’42”W; USGS map – Stepovak Bay (A-5) 1:63,360. 
http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=55.1683333333333&p_longi=-
159.578333333333 


Proposal:  new name for an unnamed feature 
Map:  USGS Stepovak Bay (A-5) 1:63,360 
Proponent:  CDR Doug Baird; Ketchikan, AK 
Administrative area:  Alaska Maritime National Wildlife Refuge/Simeonof Wilderness 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  None found 
Local Usage:  None found 
Published:  None found 


Case Summary:  The bay proposed to be named Fairweather Bay is located on the western shore of 
Big Koniuji Island, 4.3 km (2.7 mi) northwest of Flying Eagle Harbor, in the Shumagin Islands in 
Aleutians East Borough. It also lies within the Alaska Maritime National Wildlife Refuge/Simeonof 
Wilderness, the boundary of which extends one mile off the island’s mean low water line.  According 
to the proponent, who serves as the commanding officer of the NOAA Ship Fairweather, the bay is 
well protected from southerly, northerly, and easterly storms and “has a good holding bottom for 
anchoring at a depth of 25 fathoms.”  He claims the Fairweather is the first ship to have surveyed the 
bay in 2007 and they currently use it for anchorage while surveying the waters around the Shumagin 
Islands.  He further reports that no other vessels have been observed using the bay for anchoring 
during the Fairweather’s operations in the area.  There are five other features in Alaska known to be 
named “Fairweather”: a cape, a glacier, a bar, a range, and a summit. The closest is approximately 
800 miles distant. 
 
The Alaska State Names Authority recommends approval of this new name.  Although the bay lies 
within a wilderness, the State believes the proposal is warranted and the name is needed for safety 
reasons.  In researching the issue, the State contacted the Aleut Corporation, the Pauloff Harbor 
Village Council, the Qagan Tayagungin Tribe of Sand Point, the Sanak Corporation, the Shumagin 
Corporation, the Unga Corporation, and the Unga Tribe.  Of these, the Aleut Corporation and the 
Shumagin Corporation expressed support for the name; the lack of response from the remaining 
groups is presumed to indicate a lack of an opinion.  The Mayor of Aleutians East Borough also 
endorses the name, while the City of Sand Point did not respond.   


 
ARIZONA 


 
Veterans Mountain: summit; elevation 586 m (1,922 ft); in the Phoenix Mountains Preserve, N of 
State Route 51, 2.7 km (1.7 mi) NW of Piestewa Peak; named for all veterans of the United States 
military; Maricopa County, Arizona; Sec 27, T3N, R3E, Gila and Salt River Mer.; 33°34’08”N, 
112°02’06”W; USGS map – Sunnyslope 1:24,000. 
http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=33.568825&p_longi=-112.035034 


Proposal:  new name for an unnamed feature 
Map:  USGS Sunnyslope 1:24,000 
Proponent:  Lanny Brent; Sun City, AZ 
Administrative area:  Phoenix Mountains Preserve 
Previous BGN Action:  None 







Names associated with feature: 
GNIS:  No record 
Local Usage:  None found 
Published:  None found 


Case Summary:  The new name Veterans Mountain is proposed for a 586 m (1,922 ft) summit located 
within the Phoenix Mountains Preserve, approximately 2.7 km (1.7 mi) northwest of Piestewa Peak.  
It was proposed by a resident of Sun City, who wishes to remember all of the veterans of the United 
States military.  He initially suggested the name as a replacement for Squaw Peak, but the BGN voted 
to approve the name Piestewa Peak instead.  The Maricopa County Board of Supervisors recommends 
approval of the name Veterans Mountain.  The Phoenix Parks and Recreation Department, which has 
jurisdiction over the Phoenix Mountains Preserve, indicated it has long been department policy not to 
apply names to individual peaks within the preserve, but it “neither supports nor objects to the 
proposed name.”  The Unified Arizona Veterans does not support naming the summit, while opinions 
among the 15 member groups of the Northwest Valley Veterans’ Association were mixed (“some 
were strongly in favor, one group wanted to name the mountain for Ira Hayes, some were still upset 
with the way Piestewa Peak was handled, and some thought the mountain had nothing to do with 
veterans.”  Letters of support were received from the Gold Star Mothers of Arizona and the American 
Legion, Department of Arizona.  Also in support are U.S. Senator John Kyl and John McCain; State 
Representatives Phil Lopes, Mark Anderson, James Weiers, Jerry Weiers, Nancy Young Wright, and 
John Kavanagh; State Senators Linda Gray, Robert L. Burns, Carolyn Allen, Amanda Aguirre, John 
McComish, Manuel Alvarez, and Jack Harper; Arizona Secretary of State Janice K. Brewer; one of 
the representatives of the Arizona Corporation Commission; and the Arizona State Mine Inspector.  A 
copy of the proposal was sent to the Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation, the Salt River Pima-Maricopa 
Indian Community, the Ak-Chin Indian Community, the Gila River Indian Community, and the 
Tohona O’odham Nation.  Of these, only the Fort McDowell Yavapai responded, with support for the 
name. 
 


CALIFORNIA 
 
Alexander Mountain: summit; elevation 953 m (3,128 ft); overlooking Alexander Valley, 16 km (9 
mi) N of Healdsburg; named in association with nearby Alexander Valley; Sonoma County, 
California; 38°44’42”N, 122°48’26”W ; USGS map – Jimtown 1:24,000; Not: Black Mountain. 
http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglemap?p_lat=38.7449077&p_longi=-
122.8072155&fid=255362 


Proposal:  to change a name to a new commemorative name 
Map:  USGS Jimtown 1:24,000 
Proponent:  Pete Downs; Santa Rosa, CA 
Administrative area:  None 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  Black Mountain (FID 255362) 
Local Usage: Alexander Mountain (local wineries), Black Mountain (local wineries) 
Published:  Alexander Mountain (several winery websites), Black Mountain (USGS 1940, 
1955, 1974, 1990; Calflora, 2009; California Department of Natural Resources Geology of 
the Healdsburg Quadrangle, 1951; Benchmark Maps, 2004) 


Case Summary:  This proposal is to change officially the name of Black Mountain in Sonoma County 
to Alexander Mountain.  The proponent, a representative of one of the largest wineries in the area, 
believes the summit should be renamed to eliminate one of many duplicate names that occur 
throughout the county and nationwide.  The winery’s property comprises much of the summit’s 
eastern slope, but most of the area is comprised of individually owned parcels.  The proponent 
included with his application a list of 49 summits in California named Black Mountain, including four 







in Sonoma County, and noted also that there are 266 throughout the U.S. (excluding variant names 
and others containing the words “Black Mountain,” as well as a few communities and features other 
than summits).  Conversely, Alexander Mountain is a relatively uncommon name (only five in the 
nation), and according to the proponent, it is the name “already used locally” to refer to this summit.  
He says the name change would “eliminate confusion and perform a meaningful reference function.”  
He describes the feature as one of the more prominent peaks along the eastern side of Alexander 
Valley.   
 
The road that skirts the flanks of Black Mountain and which is approximately ¾ of a mile from its 
peak is named Alexander Mountain Road.  Many of the local wineries, including Stonestreet 
Vineyards, located on the 5,400-acre Alexander Mountain Estate, use the name in their published 
literature.   
 
Unlike many of the other summits named Black Mountain, evidence suggests this one may not be 
commemorative and is instead descriptive of the color of the feature (Gudde, 2004).  One online 
source states, “The entire south side of the mountain is covered in thick chaparral” (flickr.com, 2009).  
However, it has since been determined that there was at one time a family named Black that owned 
land in the area.  According to a 19th century atlas, George H. Black and L.S. Black owned 2,200 
acres, although their land was closer to Geyser Peak, which lies just to the northwest of Black 
Mountain.   
 
Alexander Valley was named for Cyrus Alexander, a native of Pennsylvania who settled in the area 
and managed a Mexican land grant in the 1840s.  As payment for his services, he received 9,000 acres 
on the eastern side of the valley, where he built a home, planted an orchard, constructed a tannery, 
and built the first grain mill in the area.  There are numerous online references to “Black Mountain,” 
in Sonoma County, but without geographic references, it is unclear whether they refer to this summit 
or one of the others in the county.   
 
In April 2005, the Sonoma County Supervisors passed a resolution “that proclaimed an area (also 
known as “Eastern Upland Area”) would be known locally and nationally as Alexander Mountain.  
The area in question contains the easterly face of Black Mountain but not the peak or any of the 
slopes or other faces of that mountain.”  The purpose of the county’s action was “to define a grape 
growing appellation.”  The county has not yet provided a recommendation on the current proposal.   
 
The Healdsburg City Council does not support the name change, citing the proponent’s motivations 
for proposing it, as well as longstanding use of and widespread support for the existing name.  The 
Cloverdale City Council and the Cloverdale Rancheria of Pomo Indians of California have expressed 
support for the proposal.  The BGN has received approximately 30 letters from local residents and 
longtime property owners who object to the name change.  The majority cite long term use and the 
historical significance of the existing name. 
 
In addition to Alexander Valley, GNIS lists several other features named “Alexander”: a school, a 
church, a historical post office, the Cyrus Alexander Family Cemetery, and the Alexander Valley 
Rancheria, the home of the Mishewal Wappo Tribe of Alexander Valley; this Tribe is no longer 
Federally-recognized.  
 
Ballard Mountain: summit; elevation 619 m (2,031 ft); located in the Santa Monica Mountains 
National Recreation Area, 1.6 km (1 mi) W of Seminole Hot Springs, 10 km (6 mi) N of Malibu; 
named in honor of John Ballard (d. c.1900), an early black pioneer in the area; Los Angeles County, 
California; Sec 6, T1S, R18W, San Bernardino Mer.; 34°06’35”N, 118°48’35”W; USGS map – Point 
Dume 1:24,000; Not: Negrohead Mountain, Niggerhead Mountain. 







http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglemap?p_lat=34.1097284&p_longi=-
118.8098136&fid=1669997 


 Proposal:  to change a name considered by some to be derogatory 
Map:  Point Dume 1:24,000 
Proponent:  Los County Board of Supervisors; Los Angeles, CA 
Administrative area:  Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  Negrohead Mountain (FID 1669997) 
Local Usage:  Negrohead Mountain (recent media coverage) 
Published:  Niggerhead Mountain (USGS 1932); Negrohead Mountain (National Interagency 
Fire Center map of southern California, 2005) 


Case Summary:  This proposal is to change the name of Negrohead Mountain, a 619 m (2,031 ft) 
summit in Los Angeles County, to Ballard Mountain.  The summit lies 1.6 km (1 mi) west of 
Seminole Hot Springs and 2.8 km (1.6 mi) northeast of Saddle Rock, and just inside the boundary of 
the Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area.  The summit was originally known by the 
pejorative form of “Negrohead,” but in 1964, when the BGN changed that term universally, the name 
became Negrohead Mountain.  The Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors believes the existing 
name has become derogatory and would like it changed to Ballard Mountain.  Most research seems to 
indicate the summit was named for the early black pioneer John Ballard (d. ca 1900), so changing the 
name to Ballard Mountain would retain its original intent.  According to one newspaper account, 
“Ballard was a former Kentucky slave who came West around 1860 and died in 1905.  He and his 
wife moved to Los Angeles, where he was a teamster and became prominent in the small but growing 
black community.  He was part of a small group that founded Los Angeles’ African Methodist 
Episcopal Church in 1869.  But in 1880, Ballard, who had remarried after the death of his first wife, 
decided to leave Los Angeles as newcomers poured in.  “Historians speculate that the Ballards may 
have been responding to growing segregationist policies and attitudes many thought they had safely 
left behind in the antebellum South,” [Supervisor] Yaroslavsky’s motion said.  The Ballard family 
moved about 50 miles west to a valley in the Santa Monica Mountains near what is now the 
community of Seminole Hot Springs.  By the turn of the century he and his daughter, one of his seven 
children, owned 320 acres obtained under the federal Homestead Act.  Ballard did some farming and 
ranching, worked as a blacksmith on a cattle ranch and cut and sold firewood. He lived in a shack and 
was well-known to other settlers.”   
 
Although the name Negrohead Mountain is not published on current USGS topographic maps, nor 
does it appear on most other Federal maps (with the exception of a fire planning map posted online by 
the National Interagency Fire Center), there are numerous references to it because of recent media 
coverage of this name proposal.  Letters of support for the name change have been received from the 
City of Calabasas, the City of Malibu, the City of Agoura Hills, State Senator Fran Pavley, and U.S. 
Senator Dianne Feinstein.  The National Park Service and the California Advisory Committee on 
Geographic Names also recommend approval of the proposal.  
 
Ironwood Canyon: valley; 5.5 km (3.4 mi) long; in Anza-Borrego Desert State Park, heads at 
33°00’15”N, 116°16’16”W, trends S to join Carrizo Valley 3.2 km (2 mi) ENE of Agua Caliente 
Springs; named for the desert ironwood trees that grow in the valley; San Diego County, California; 
Tps13&14S, R7E, San Bernardino Meridian; 32°57’31”N, 116°16’04”W; USGS map – Agua 
Caliente Springs 1:24,000. 
Mouth: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=32.9586111111111&p_longi=-
116.267777777778 
Source: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=33.0041666666667&p_longi=-
116.271111111111 







Proposal:  new name for an unnamed feature 
Map:  USGS Agua Caliente Springs 1:24,000 
Proponent:  Frank Colver; Newport Beach, CA 
Administrative area:  Anza-Borrego Desert State Park  
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  None found 
Local Usage:  None found 
Published:  None found 


Case Summary:  The 5.5 km (3.4 mi) long valley proposed to be named Ironwood Canyon is located 
in Anza-Borrego Desert State Park and trends south to join Carrizo Valley 3.2 km (2 mi) east-
northeast of Agua Caliente Springs.  The proposed name was suggested in association with that of the 
intermittent stream that originates in the valley and which is proposed to be named Ironwood Wash 
(q.v.).  According to the proponent, the name recognizes the “tough, hardy, and long lived desert 
ironwood trees” that are few in number in other valleys in this desert terrain but quite numerous along 
the length of the stream.  There are no other valleys in California named Ironwood Canyon. 
 
Ironwood Wash: stream; 8.4 km (5.2 mi) long; in Anza-Borrego Desert State Park, heads at 
33°00’17”N, 116°16’18”W, flows S to its confluence with Vallecito Creek in Carrizo Valley, 4 km 
(2.5 mi) SE of Agua Caliente Springs; named for the desert ironwood trees that grow along the 
stream; San Diego County, California; Tps13&14S, R7E, San Bernardino Meridian; 32°56’18”N, 
116°15’44”W; USGS map – Agua Caliente Springs 1:24,000. 
Mouth: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=32.938296&p_longi=-
116.262152 
Source: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=33.0047222222222&p_longi=-
116.271666666667 


Proposal:  new name for an unnamed feature 
Map:  USGS Agua Caliente Springs 1:24,000 
Proponent:  Frank Colver; Newport Beach, CA 
Administrative area:  Anza-Borrego Desert State Park 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  None found 
Local Usage:  None found 
Published:  None found 


Case Summary:  The unnamed stream proposed to be named Ironwood Wash heads in the valley 
proposed to be named Ironwood Canyon (q.v.), then flows south for 8.4 km (5.2 mi) to its confluence 
with Vallecito Creek.  The proponent notes that several other washes in the area have names and so 
“it would be appropriate to also have a wash named after the very tough, hardy, and long lived desert 
ironwood tree.”  These trees, which are relatively uncommon in this desert terrain, are frequent along 
the length of this stream.  The proposed name has the support of a local author, who has published a 
guide to the Anza-Borrego Desert State Park.  There is one other feature in California named 
Ironwood Wash; it is located in San Bernardino County. 
 
Mount Reagan: summit; elevation 1,171 m (3,849 ft); located in Mount Diablo State Park, 8 km (5 
mi) SSE of Clayton, 13 km (8 mi) E of Walnut Creek; named in honor of Ronald Reagan (1911- 
2005), United States President 1981-1989 and Governor of California 1967-1975; Contra Costa 
County, California; Sec 31, T1N, R1E, Sec 36, T1N, R1W, Sec 1, T1S, R1W and Sec 6, T1S, R1E, 
Mount Diablo Meridian; 37°52’54”N, 121°54’46”W; USGS map – Clayton 1:24,000; Not: Cerro 
Alto De Los Bolbones, Monte Del Diablo, Monte Diablo, Monte Diavolo, Mount Diabolo, Mount 
Diablo, ‘Oj-ompil-e, Sierra De Los Bolbones, Sukku Jaman, Supemenenu, Tuyshtak. 







http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=37.8816666666667&p_longi=-
121.913888888889 


Proposal:  to change a name considered by some to be derogatory 
Topographic Map: Clayton 1:24,000 
Proponent:  Arthur Mijares; Oakley, CA 
Administrative area:  Mount Diablo State Park 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  Mount Diablo (FID 222343) 
Local Usage:  Mount Diablo (local residents; California State Parks Department; Save Mount 
Diablo; Mount Diablo Astronomical Society; Mount Diablo Pilots Association; Mount 
Diablo Surveyors Historical Society, Mount Diablo Audubon Society) 
Published:  Mount Diablo (USGS 1896, 1898/12/22/47, 1953, 1962, 1982, 1991; California 
State Highway map, 2004; Mount Diablo State Park maps and brochures; Contra Costa 
County map, 1992; Writers’ Guide Series, 1939; Gudde, 1998; Marinacci, 1997; Benchmark 
Maps, 2004; Colton map, 1856; Mitchell map, 1865, 1866, 1881; Asher & Adams, 1874; 
Century Atlas, 1897) 


Case Summary:  This proposal is to change officially the name of Mount Diablo, a 1,171 m (3,849 ft) 
summit in east-central Contra Costa County, to Mount Reagan.  The new name is intended to honor 
Ronald Wilson Reagan (1911-2004), the 33rd governor of California (1967-1975) and 40th president 
of the United States (1981-1989).  According to the proponent, who provided a copy of the Wikipedia 
entry for President Reagan with his application, “The Commemorative Name (Mt. Reagan) speaks for 
itself.”   
 
The proponent, a resident of Oakley, believes the word “Diablo” is “derogatory and profane” and 
should be changed.  This is his second attempt to seek a new name for the summit; in 2005 the BGN 
did not approve his proposal to change it to Mount Yahweh (two other proposals, for Mount Miwok 
and Mount Ohlone, were considered and rejected at the same meeting.  An earlier proposal from the 
same proponent, for Mount Kawukum, was withdrawn in favor of Mount Yahweh).  In voting not to 
support those proposals, the BGN cited the negative recommendations of the Contra Costa County 
Supervisors, the California Advisory Committee on Geographic Names, and numerous other local 
organizations, as well as a reluctance to change a longstanding name in widespread verbal and 
published usage.  Many of the aforementioned organizations include “Mount Diablo” in their name.  
 
In his initial application to the BGN, the proponent suggested that the summit should be renamed 
either “Kawukum” (later amended to Mount Yahweh), or named in honor of President Reagan.  
However, he was told that because of the Commemorative Naming Policy, the latter name could not 
be considered until 2009 and so the BGN would proceed with the former name.  To this, the 
proponent responded that the Devil was “a living person”, so how could naming a feature “Diablo” be 
acceptable? 
 
Citing research conducted for the previous proposals, including an article entitled How Did Mount 
Diablo Get Its Name? (Mount Diablo State Park website), there are several theories regarding the 
origin of the summit’s current name, including one that suggests it was applied in the early nineteenth 
century, when members of a Spanish military expedition were involved in a search for some runaway 
Chupcan Indians.  The runaways escaped into the thick brush, which the Spanish soldiers referred to 
as Monte del Diablo (“thicket of the Devil”).  The Indians had in fact escaped across a local stream, 
“an act only possible with the help of the Devil.”  Over the years, the English-speaking settlers of the 
area mistakenly presumed the term “monte” referred to the summit, hence the name Mount Diablo for 
the feature.  Another story, provided in California’s Spanish Place-Names (Marinacci, 1997), 
suggests, “It took its name supposedly from the time when Spanish soldiers were treated to a 







diabolical dance by their Indian foes’ medicine man.”   Dr. William Bright, in his 1998 revision of 
Erwin Gudde’s California Place Names, reports that the earliest occurrence of the name Monte del 
Diablo was likely “on the Plano topográfico de la Misión de San José about 1824.”  Several sources 
indicate that other indigenous and Spanish names have been applied to the summit over the years, 
such as Cerro Alto De Los Bolbones, Monte Del Diablo, Monte Diablo, Monte Diavolo, Mount 
Diabolo, ‘Oj-ompil-e, Sierra De Los Bolbones, Sukku Jaman, Supemenenu, and Tuyshtak.   
 
The existing name has appeared on USGS topographic maps since 1896, and also is on the official 
Contra Costa County highway map and numerous other maps dating back to the mid-nineteenth 
century.  A large number of local organizations dedicated to astronomy, aviation, surveying, and land 
preservation have been named for the summit.  The name Mount Diablo also applies to one of the 
three lines of meridian that pass through the State of California, and upon which the numbering of the 
township and range system is based.  The peak of the summit serves as the initial point for the base 
and meridian lines.  The proponent of the name change reports that when Contra Costa County was 
established and was to be named, the name “Mount Diablo County” was rejected in favor of 
something “less profane.”  Prior to submitting his original proposal to the BGN, he approached the 
management of the State Park with a request that the park be renamed, but the Department of Parks 
and Recreation denied that appeal, suggesting that the name was well established locally and 
regionally and that when the park was named in 1931, no objections to the name were received.  They 
suggested that the proponent contact the BGN regarding the renaming of the summit.   
 
According to GNIS, there are four administrative features in California, three buildings and a school, 
named in honor of Ronald Reagan. 
 


COLORADO 
 


Frontier Visions Peak: summit, elevation 4,153 m (13,626 ft); in San Isabel National Forest, 3.1 km 
(1.9 mi) W of Mount Princeton, 14 km (9 mi) SW of Buena Vista; the name recognizes and honors 
the artists and photographers of the American West; Chaffee County, Colorado; Sec 18, T15S, 
R79W, Sixth Principal Meridian; 38°45’12”N, 106°16’03”W; USGS map – Mount Yale 1:24,000. 
http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=38.753447&p_longi=-106.267576 


Proposal:  new name for an unnamed feature 
Map:  USGS Mount Yale 1:24,000 
Proponent:  Lowell Forbes; Arvada, CO 
Administrative area:  San Isabel National Forest 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  No record 
Local Usage:  None found 
Published:  None found 


Case Summary:  The new name Frontier Visions Peak is proposed for an unnamed 4,153 m (13,626 
ft) summit in west-central Chaffee County, 14 km (9 mi) southwest of the community of Buena Vista, 
and 3.1 km (1.9 mi) west of Mount Princeton.  The summit also lies within the San Isabel National 
Forest.  The name is intended to recognize the contributions of the artists and photographers of the 
American West, ranging from the more well-known Charles M. Russell, Frederic Remington, Albert 
Bierstadt, Thomas Moran, William H. Jackson, and Ansel Adams to the less recognized Samuel 
Seymour and Titian Peale.  The latter two individuals produced the first drawings of the Rocky 
Mountains in 1819, while the Missouri River paintings of another early artist, Karl Bodmar, were so 
accurate that for many years they were used by pioneers traveling west.  As the proponent reports, 
“his depictions of the Mandan Indian tribe recorded a way of life before they were decimated by a 
smallpox epidemic.”  Another early painter of Indian culture was Alfred Jacob Miller.  Also during 







the 1840’s, “Seth Eastman, a soldier/artist produced a monumental collection of 275 illustrations 
pertaining to Indian life on the plains.”  Numerous other artists and photographers are cited in the 
proposal as having made contributions to the early knowledge of the West, many of them having 
accompanied the early explorers and surveyors.  “[Their] photography… proved to be instrumental in 
capturing amazing images of that unspoiled land.”  William Jackson “amassed a collection that 
included images of railroads, mining camps, and the growth of boomtowns such as Leadville, 
Georgetown, and Denver.”  As the proponent notes, “These individuals headed west armed, not 
primarily with rifles and ammunition.  On the contrary they outfitted themselves with canvas, pencil, 
paintbrush, and cameras.  Their work was hard, at times quite dangerous, and very time consuming.  
But the results of their incredible efforts have endowed us with a priceless panorama of the old West.  
To honor their work with the naming of Frontier Visions Peak would be a most fitting gesture.”  The 
Chaffee County Board of Commissioners recommends approval of this proposal. 
 
Padre Peak: summit, elevation 3,727 m (12,228 ft); in San Isabel National Forest and Rio Grande 
National Forest, at the NE end of Sheep Mountain, 3.7 km (2.3 mi) WSW of Porphyry Peak; named 
in recognition of the priests during the early explorations of Colorado and the Southwest; Saguache 
County, Colorado; Sec 3, T47N, R7E, New Mexico Meridian; 38°20’55”N, 106°11’33”W; USGS 
map - Bonanza 1:24,000; Not: Sheep Mountain Northeast. 
http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=38.3486&p_longi=-106.1925 


Proposal:  new name for an unnamed feature 
Map:  USGS Bonanza 1:24,000 
Proponent:  Lowell Forbes; Arvada, CO 
Administrative area:  San Isabel National Forest / Rio Grande National Forest 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  No record 
Local Usage:  None found 
Published:  None found 


Case Summary:  The new name Padre Peak is proposed for a 3,727 m (12,228 ft) peak located along 
the boundary between San Isabel National Forest and Rio Grande National Forest.  It is intended to 
recognize the priests who accompanied Spanish explorers of early America, such as Francisco 
Coronado, Joao Cabrillo, and Juan Bautista de Anza.  Some of the individuals named in the proposal 
are Frey Marcos de Niza, “who explored the areas that would be Arizona and New Mexico as early as 
1539.  His inspiration encouraged Coronado to explore the Southwest for the fabled seven gold cities 
of Cebola.”  Friar Bartolome de Las Casas was the first priest ordained in the New World.  “For 
several decades he petitioned the Spanish crown to treat the native populations with kindness rather 
than hostility.  He earned the title Protector of the Indians.”  Others who contributed to the 
development of the west included Father Eusibio Francisco Kino, who brought cattle and seeds as a 
way to promote friendship with the O’odham tribe.  Father Salvatierro established a mission at Baja, 
California.  In 1769, Father Junipero Serra accompanied a journey known as the “Sacred Expedition” 
to found the missions of Alta California and San Diego de Alcala.  Many other priests are mentioned 
in the proposal, all of whom “endured numerous hardships in an unforgiving and uncharted land.  
Armed with simple faith and humility their efforts continue to shape our modern history.  The naming 
of Padre Peak would be a most appropriate gesture of thanks to them.”   
 
The proponent reports that the peak is sometimes known informally as Sheep Mountain Northeast (it 
lies at one end of Sheep Mountain, an approximately three mile long ridge), and that name does 
appear in one online listing of “Colorado Peak Statistics.”  The government of Saguache County 
responded that it does not support the proposal for Padre Peak, citing a lack of evidence the summit 
needs to be named.  The County also does not see a need to make official the name Sheep Mountain 
Northeast. 







 
CONNECTICUT 


 
Kifmire Pond: lake; 3.5 acres; in the City of Meriden, just S of the intersection of I-91 and State 
Route 15; New Haven County, Connecticut; 41°30’46”N, 72°46’34”W ; USGS map – Meriden 
1:24,000; Not: Ives Pond, Kifmyre Pond, Star Pond. 
http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=41.512691&p_longi=-72.776055 


Proposal:  to change the name and application of a name to recognize local use 
Map:  USGS Meriden 1:24,000 
Proponent:  Mary Jean Giannetti; Meriden, CT 
Administrative area:  None 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  Ives Pond (FID 1933990) 
Local Usage:  Kifmire Pond (property owner) 
Published:  Ives Pond (Google Maps), Kifmire Pond (Connecticut Place Names, 1976; 
CTLakeLiving.com)   


Case Summary:  This proposal is to change the application of the name Ives Pond, render that feature 
historical, and apply the name Kifmire Pond to the body of water that is currently identified as Ives 
Pond.  The lake in question is approximately 3.5 acres in size and lies within the boundaries of the 
City of Meriden.  The proponent of the changes reports that she owns the property that surrounds the 
lake that is labeled Ives Pond and that the name is incorrect.  Her proposal originated from an inquiry 
to the Connecticut State Names Authority regarding the listing of her privately-owned pond on 
various websites as a site for public recreation and fishing.  She expressed concern that this was 
inaccurate and misleading and that the pond was not even named Ives Pond.  She questioned the 
source of the websites’ information, and was told that the name and location originated from GNIS 
(but also that the USGS was not responsible for the pond being promoted as a site for public 
recreation.  It appears this is a consequence of third parties collecting and redistributing GNIS data 
with additional attributes).  Although Ives Pond is not labeled on USGS topographic maps, the GNIS 
entry was entered during Phase II compilation for Connecticut, the name having been found in 
Hughes and Allen’s 1976 volume Connecticut Place Names.  The entry for the name reads, “A mile 
W of Foster Pond, toward SE corner of town; 309’; (State Highway Commissioner), where it is much 
larger than on (US’55) --- unnamed.  On Ives farm.  Cf. Kifmyre Pond, i.e. Star Lake.”  (“US’55” 
refers to the 1955 USGS topographic map.)  A second entry in the same volume, for Kifmyre Pond 
[sic] reads, “A half mile NNE of Ives Pond; (SHC).  A Kifmyre girl married an Ives.”  This 
information would appear to corroborate the proponent’s claim, if Kifmyre (Kifmire) Pond was 
indeed located north-northeast of Ives Pond.  The 1955 USGS map also showed the elevation of the 
more southerly lake as 309’, which agrees with the aforementioned description.   
 
The presumption is that the Hughes and Allen description was sufficiently imprecise to cause the 
name to be applied to the wrong feature in GNIS, and thus the “error” was perpetuated in Google 
Maps and Yahoo Maps.  Another volume in the Geographic Names Office, entitled “A Listing of 
Brooks, Streams, Rivers, Ponds and Lakes prepared by the State Highway Commissioner and the 
State Board of Fisheries and Game, 1960,” lists both Ives Pond and Kifmire Pond in Meriden, but 
with no coordinates.  Two online listings of water bodies, one from the Connecticut Department of 
Environmental Protection and the other for real estate in Meriden, both include Kifmire Pond, but in 
neither case are there any locative details (Ives Pond is not shown on either list).  The second body of 
water that would appear to be the correct location of Ives Pond on the 1955 map has since been filled 
in and developed, and so the recommendation is to render this feature historical.  The final proposed 
change is to correct the feature type for the proposed Kifmire Pond from “reservoir” to “lake,” 







because according to the proponent it has always been s a natural spring fed feature.  The Connecticut 
State Names Authority recommends approval of the changes as proposed. 
 
Powers Brook: stream; 1.4 km (0.9 mi) long; in the Town of Montville, heads in Davis Pond at 
41°25’40”N, 072°12’28”W, flows W to enter Latimer Branch 0.6 km (0.4 mi) SW of Chesterfield; 
named for James M. Powers (b. 1874), who owned nearby Brookside Farm in the late 19th century; 
New London County, Connecticut; 41°25’31”N, 072°13’22”W; USGS map – Palmertown 1:24,000. 
Mouth: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=41.425368&p_longi=-
72.222866 
Source: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=41.427669&p_longi=-
72.207899 


Proposal:  new commemorative name for an unnamed feature 
Map:  USGS Palmertown 1:24,000 
Proponent:  Nancy Savin; Chesterfield, CT 
Administrative area:  None 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS: None found 
Local Usage:  None found 
Published:  None found 


Case Summary:  This is the first of two proposals submitted by the president of the New England 
Hebrew Farmers of Emanuel Society (NEHFES). The 1.4 km (0.9 mi) long stream proposed to be 
named Powers Brook is a tributary of Latimer Branch in the Town of Montville in New London 
County.  The proposed name would honor James M. Powers (b. 1874), who in the late 19th century 
owned the local Brookside Farm, and who was also a meat wagon driver and butcher wagoner.  He 
also worked as foreman at the New England Hebrew Farmers Creamery from 1892 to 1915, and using 
water power from this stream, he built a plant that generated electricity for his farm.  The stream also 
serviced the New England Hebrew Farmers Creamery, as well as a ritual bath house, which from the 
1890s until the 1920s was essential to Chesterfield’s Russian Jewish Community.  A second proposal 
is to make official the name Powers Ice Pond (q.v.) for a small lake located along the stream.  The 
proponent reports that the stream and pond were seminal in the decision to locate the NEHFES 
synagogue, creamery, and mikvah at its current site.  This proposal has the support of the New 
England Hebrew Farmers of Emanuel Society Synagogue and Creamery State Archeological 
Preserve.  There are two other features in New London County named Powers Lake and Powers Lake 
Dam; these were reportedly named for Joseph Powers who purchased the property in 1719.  It is not 
known if there is a family connection between Joseph Powers and James Powers.  The Connecticut 
State Archaeologist submitted a letter in support of the two proposals.  The State Names Authority 
recommends approval as well. 
 
Powers Ice Pond: lake; 0.4 acres; located in the Town of Montville, 0.2 km (0.1 mi) E of 
Chesterfield; named in honor of James M. Powers (b. 1874), who owned a local farm in the late 19th 
century; New London County, Connecticut; 41°25’40”N, 072°12’53”W; USGS map – Palmertown 
1:24,000. 
http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=41.42783&p_longi=-72.214701 


Proposal:  to make official a commemorative name in local use 
Map:  USGS Palmertown 1:24,000 
Proponent:  Nancy Savin; Chesterfield, CT 
Administrative area:  None 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS: None found 







Local Usage:  None found 
Published:  None found 


Case Summary:  This is the second proposal submitted by the president of the New England Hebrew 
Farmers of Emanuel Society.  The 0.4 acre lake proposed to be named Powers Ice Pond lies just east 
of the intersection of Routes 85 and 161 in the Chesterfield area of the Town of Montville in New 
London County.  According to the proponent, the small lake has been known as Powers Pond since 
the early 20th century, ever since James M. Powers (b. 1874), a local farmer and meat wagon driver, 
began work as a foreman at the New England Hebrew Farmers Creamery, located adjacent to the 
lake.  The proponent reports that her mother’s cousin recalls working at “Powers Pond,” where he 
would use a large stick to guide ice blocks that had been cut from the frozen pond.  He later produced 
an oil painting depicting “Powers Pond.”  This proposal has the support of the New England Hebrew 
Farmers of Emanuel Society Synagogue and Creamery State Archeological Preserve, as well as the 
Connecticut State Archaeologist.  The State Names Authority recommends approval as well. 
 


FLORIDA 
 
Copperhead Branch: stream; 0.7 km (0.4 mi) long; heads at 30°37’47”N, 84°53’21”W, flows 
generally ENE to join Crooked Creek 0.5 km (0.3 mi) SSW of its confluence with Flat Creek; 
Gadsden County, Florida; Sec 25, T3N, R7W, Tallahassee Meridian; 30°37’50”N, 84°52’26”W; 
USGS map – Sneads 1:24,000. 
Mouth: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=30.6305673&p_longi=-
84.8821436 
Source:  http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=30.6296524&p_longi=-
84.8892309 


Proposal:  new name for an unnamed feature 
Map:  USGS Sneads 1:24,000 
Proponent:  Allen Mosler; Havana, FL 
Administrative area:  None 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  None found 
Local Usage:  None found 
Published:  None found 


Case Summary:  This is one of two proposals submitted to name small streams in Gadsden County.  
The streams are situated in the area between the east and west bound lanes of I-10 at the rest stop at 
mile marker 294.  This 0.7 km (0.4 mi) long stream flows generally east-northeast to join Crooked 
Creek.  According to the proponent, a copperhead snake, which is rare to [northern] Florida, was once 
observed in the area.  According to GNIS, there are no geographic features in Florida named 
“Copperhead,” with the exception of Copperhead Golf and Country Club in Lee County in the 
southwestern part of the State.  The Florida Department of Environmental Protection and the 
Northwest Florida Water Management District support this proposal.  The Gadsden County 
government and the Florida State Names Authority have no objection. 
 
Earth Day Sinking Stream: stream; 0.3 km (0.2 mi) long; heads at 30°37’50”N, 84°53’23”W, flows 
SE then NE to sink belowground 0.7 km (0.4 mi) SW of the confluence of Flat Creek and Crooked 
Creek; Gadsden County, Florida; Sec 25, T3N, R7W, Tallahassee Meridian; 30°37’55”N, 
84°53’14”W; USGS map – Sneads 1:24,000. 
Mouth: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=30.6319444444444&p_longi=-
84.8872222222222 
Source: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=30.6305555555556&p_longi=-
84.8897222222222 







Proposal:  new name for an unnamed feature 
Map:  USGS Sneads 1:24,000 
Proponent:  Allen Mosler; Havana, FL 
Administrative area:  None 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  None found 
Local Usage:  None found 
Published:  None found 


Case Summary:  This is the second two proposals to name streams along Interstate 10 in Gadsden 
County. This 0.3 km (0.2 mi) long stream flows southeast then turns northeast to sink belowground 
0.7 km (0.4 mi) southwest of the confluence of Flat Creek and Crooked Creek. According to the 
proponent, the stream probably goes into Earth Day Cave (not listed in GNIS) and so the stream 
would be named for the cave.  There are no other features in Florida with the name “Earth Day”. The 
Florida Department of Environmental Protection and the Northwest Florida Water Management 
District support this name.  The Gadsden County government and the Florida State Names Authority 
have no objection. 
 
Lake Aura: reservoir; 675 acres; located 4.5 km (2.7 mi) NE of Astatula, 6.4 km (3.9 mi) SE of 
Tavaras; named in honor of Aura Bland (d. 1998), a philanthropist of the community; Lake County, 
Florida; 28°44’50”N, 81°43’01”W; USGS map - Astatula 1:24,000. 
http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=28.7471&p_longi=-81.7169 


Proposal:  new commemorative name for an unnamed feature 
Map:  USGS Astatula 1:24,000  
Proponent:  William J. Bland, Jr.; Mount Dora, FL 
Administrative area:  None 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  No record 
Local Usage:  None found 
Published:  None found 


Case Summary:  The new commemorative name Lake Aura is proposed for a 266 acre man-made 
lake in Lake County.  The proposed name is intended to honor Aura Bland, who owned the property 
and whose family contributed to Lake County with philanthropic contributions (the public library is 
named for her husband, William T. Bland Sr.).  The son of William and Aura Bland suggested the 
new name Lake Aura in memory of his mother.  The feature in question is currently 266 acres in size, 
but after the completion of mining and reclamation will encompass approximately 675 acres.  
According to a representative of the rock mining company that now leases the property, who 
submitted the proposal on behalf of Mr. Bland, the name Lake Aura has been used since 2006 in 
water reports to State and local agencies.  The Lake County Department of Environmental 
Utilities/Water Quality Services Division has expressed concern regarding the application of one 
collective name to what appears to be four (or five) separate bodies of water.  The proponents have 
been asked whether they might wish to amend the proposal.  There are no other geographic features 
in Florida known to be named “Aura.” 
 
Lake Jewel: lake; 8 acres; located 1 km (0.6 mi) S of Dilly Lake; one of a series of lakes in the Royal 
Highlands community; Lake County, Florida; Secs 12&13, T21S, R24E, Tallahassee Meridian; 
28°40’04”N, 081°51’51”W; USGS map – Howey In The Hills 1:24,000. 
http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=28.6678&p_longi=-81.8643 


Proposal:  to make official a name in local use 
Map:  USGS Howey In The Hills 1:24,000 







Proponent: Dina D. Brown; Leesburg, FL 
Administrative area:  None 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  None found 
Local Usage:  Lake Jewel (real estate listings; community residents) 
Published:  Lake Jewel (Lake County Board of County Commissioners, 1998; Royal 
Highlands Community Site Plan, 2003; Royal Highlands Property Owners Association) 


Case Summary:  This is the first of two names proposed to be made official for bodies of water in the 
Royal Highlands community in Lake County.  This 8-acre lake lies 1 km (0.6 mi) south of Dilly 
Lake; according to the proponent, the lake in question was once part of Dilly Lake, although USGS 
topographic maps dating from 1969 indicate they have been separate features for almost 40 years.  
The Royal Highlands Community Site Plan, published in 2003, labeled the lake with the proposed 
name.  Although there is another lake in the county named Jewel Lake, the Lake County Department 
of Environmental Utilities/Water Quality Services Division does not object to this new proposal, 
noting the two features are 48 km (30 mi) apart.  There are also lakes in Putnam County named Jewel 
Lake and in Orange County named Lake Jewel and Lake Jennie Jewel.   
 
Two additional names, Crown Lake and Royal Lake, were included with this proposal, but because 
they are listed in the Lake County Water Atlas, these were added directly to GNIS and do not require 
BGN review. 
 
Lake Monarch: lake; 15 acres; located in the Royal Highlands community, 1.3 km (0.8 mi) E of the 
Palatlakaha River; Lake County, Florida; Sec 13, T21S, R24E, Tallahassee Meridian; 28°39’31”N, 
081°51’50”W; USGS map – Howey In The Hills 1:24,000 
http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=28.6587&p_longi=-81.8638 


Proposal:  to make official a name in local use 
Map:  USGS Howey In The Hills 1:24,000 
Proponent: Dina D. Brown; Leesburg, FL 
Administrative area:  None 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  None found 
Local Usage:  Lake Monarch (real estate listings) 
Published:  Lake Monarch (Royal Highlands Community Site Plan, 2003) 


Case Summary:  The name Lake Monarch is proposed to be made official for a 15-acre lake in the 
Royal Highlands community of Lake County, adjacent to the Monarch Golf Course.  The proposed 
name continues the theme of royal names in the development. The Lake County Department of 
Environmental Utilities/Water Quality Services Division has no objection to this proposal.  A search 
of GNIS found no other lakes in Florida named Lake Monarch.   
 
Scout Key: island; 97 acres; located in the Florida Keys 7.7 km (4.8 mi) SW of Missouri Key, 2.6 km 
(1.6 mi) SE of Mangrove Key; named for the Girl Scouts and Boy Scouts of America, who own and 
use the island; Monroe County, Florida; Sec 33, T66S, R30E, Tallahassee Meridian; 24°39’01”N, 
81°18’34”W; USGS map – Big Pine Key 1:24,000; Not: West Summerland Key. 
http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=24.6503392594&p_longi=-
81.3094992938 


Proposal:  to change a name to recognize usage of the feature 
Map:  USGS Big Pine Key 1:24,000 
Proponent:  Matt Vercher; West Summerland Key, FL 
Administrative area:  None 







Previous BGN Action:  West Summerland Key (BGN 1973) 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  West Summerland Key (FID 293123) 
Local Usage:  West Summerland Key 
Published:  Spanish Harbor Keys (Google Maps, 2009), Summerland Key (Wikipedia, 2009), 
West Summerland Key (USGS 1986; Florida Beaches, 2006; multiple web pages) 


Case Summary:  This 97 acre island is located in the Florida Keys, at Overseas Highway Mile Marker 
34, between Bahia Honda Key and Big Pine Key.  In 1973, the BGN determined that the westernmost 
island of the three islands that are named collectively Spanish Harbor Keys should be named West 
Summerland Key, which left the remaining two unnamed.  However, more recent imagery indicates 
the three islands have merged together into one.  The proponent believes the name West Summerland 
Key should be changed to Scout Key to reflect the fact that the island is primarily owned and used by 
the Girl Scouts and Boy Scouts of America.  This is confirmed in a 2006 book entitled Moon Florida 
Beaches (Puterbaugh and Bisbort).  The proponent also wishes to change the name of this island to 
“prevent further mailing, delivery, and arrival errors” (although his address is West Summerland Key, 
neither the BGN nor the U.S. Postal Service recognize this as a valid community name).  He says 
there is also confusion because West Summerland Key lies to the east of Summerland Key.  
According to GNIS, there are three other features in Florida named “Scout” (one lake, one island, and 
one swamp), but none include the generic “Key” nor are they in or near Monroe County. 
 
Victory Lake: lake; 45 acres; located 12 km (7.6 mi) SW of Little Lake Harris, 14 km (9 mi) ENE of 
Center Hill; Lake County, Florida; Sec 13, T21S, R25E, Tallahassee Meridian; 28°39’36”N, 
81°51’39”W; USGS map – Howey in The Hills 1:24,000. 
http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=28.6561111111111&p_longi=-
81.8519444444444 


Proposal:  new name for an unnamed feature 
Map:  USGS Howey in The Hills 1:24,000 
Proponent:  Mary and Ed Javor; Leesburg, FL 
Administrative area:  None 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  None found 
Local Usage:  None found 
Published:  None found 


Case Summary:  This 42 acre lake, proposed to be named Victory Lake, is located 12 km (7.6 mi) 
southwest of Little Lake Harris and 14 km (9 mi) east-northeast of Center Hill in Lake County.  The 
proponent’s home lies along the north shore of the body of water.  She suggests the name would be an 
appropriate way to recognize that the majority of local property owners were able to retire from other 
States to Florida (“envisioning retirement as a major victory in their life’s journey”).  She also 
believes that it is a victory “for any citizen to be allowed to propose a name that could be recognized 
by the United States Government for a previously unnamed geographic feature.”  A search of GNIS 
revealed no features in Florida named Victory Lake although there are 44 features with the word 
“Victory” in their name, primarily administrative features (34 are churches).  Two of these churches 
are in Lake County. An online search revealed the possibility of a lake in the Jacksonville area called 
Victory Lake, although it is not listed in GNIS, nor could a specific location be determined. 


 
IDAHO 


 
Hunters Peak: summit; elevation 1,686 m (5,530 ft); located in St. Joe National Forest, 2.3 km (1.4 
mi) W of Slate Peak, 4.2 km (2.6 mi) SW of Mastodon Mountain; the name refers to the summit’s 







prominence as a landmark for hunters and outdoorsmen; Shoshone County, Idaho; Sec 20, T46N, 
R4E, Boise Meridian; 47°19’10”N, 115°58’58”W; USGS map – Mastodon Mountain 1:24,000. 
http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=47.3194444444&p_longi=-
115.9827777778 


Proposal:  to make official a name in local usage 
Map:  USGS Mastodon Mountain 1:24,000 
Proponent:  Kevin Bacon; Martinez, CA 
Administrative area:  St. Joe National Forest 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  None found 
Local Usage:  Hunters Peak (hiking and hunting community) 
Published:  None found 


Case Summary:  This proposal is to make official the name Hunters Peak for a 1,686 m (5,530 ft) 
high summit in St. Joe National Forest, 2.3 km (1.4 mi) west of Slate Peak and 4.2 km (2.6 mi) 
southwest of Mastodon Mountain.  According to the proponent, a resident of California, the name has 
been in local use since the 1950’s.  The summit is a prominent elevation above Prince Creek and the 
highest point on the ridge.  The proponent further states that it provides “superlative vantage points 
from positions on and around the summit,” and it is used as a reference in “bearing description” and 
as a recreational meeting location and destination.  He adds, “Most outdoorsmen rarely utilize the 
geodetic system of navigation, but rely more on memory of landmark location.  For practical, and also 
life-saving consideration, naming the highest summit east of Black Prince Creek would benefit 
tremendously if it would also finally appear, officially, in USGS map form.”  He included letters of 
support written by half a dozen area hunters who all confirm longtime usage of the proposed name.  A 
search of GNIS revealed another summit, named Hunter Peak, in Idaho County, approximately 180 
km (112 mi) from the summit in question. 
 
Mt’ mt’ o’ lmkhw: swamp; 70 acres; in the City of Saint Maries, just SW of Saint Maries Peak, at 
the mouth of the Saint Maries River; the name is of Salish origin, meaning “place of beginnings”; 
Benewah County, Idaho; Sec 23, T46N, R2W, Boise Meridian; 47°18’38”N, 116°33’16”W; USGS 
map – Saint Maries 1:24,000. 
http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=47.310809&p_longi=-116.554792 


Proposal:  new name for an unnamed feature 
Map:  USGS Saint Maries 1:24,000 
Proponent: Patricia Tyken-Collier; Saint Maries, ID 
Administrative area:  None 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  None found 
Local Usage:  None found 
Published:  mt’ mt’ o’ lmkhw (Saint Maries Gazette Record letter to the editor, 2007) 


Case Summary:  This proposal would make official the name Mt’ mt’ o’ lmkhw for a 70-acre area of 
wetlands located at the mouth of the Saint Maries River in the City of Saint Maries.  The proponent, 
who owns the property, reports that the name is Salish for “place of beginnings,” and that she has 
used the name in at least two recent land deeds.  The name was also mentioned in a letter she wrote in 
2007 to the editor of the local newspaper, in which she described mt’ mt’ o’ lmkhw as “a nature 
preserve-in-perpetuity functioning in concert with the river.”  She claims the proposal has the support 
of “a loosely knit [non profit] association of neighboring property owners” called Friends of the St. 
Maries River Wildlife Sanctuary. 
 







Parsell Point: summit; elevation 1,845 m (6,055 ft); in Nez Perce National Forest / Selway-Bitterroot 
Wilderness; 1.6 km (1 mi) W of Grizzley Saddle, just W of Puzzle Creek; named in honor of District 
Ranger Jack Parsell (d. c.1978); Idaho County, Idaho; Sec 20, T32N, R12E, Boise Mer.; 46°05’51”N, 
114°58’30”W; USGS map – Moose Ridge 1:24,000. 
http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglemap?p_lat=46.0974172&p_longi=-
114.9751129&fid=388938 


Proposal:  change name in commemoration 
Map:  USGS Moose Ridge 1:24,000 
Proponent:  Robert F. Schumaker; Hamilton, MT 
Administrative area:  Nez Perce National Forest / Selway-Bitterroot Wilderness 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  Puzzle Point (FID 388938) 
Local Usage:  none found 
Published:  Puzzle Point (USGS 1980, 1987)  


Case Summary:  This proposal is to change the name of Puzzle Point to Parsell Point, in an effort to 
commemorate Forest Service District Ranger Jack Parsell.  Puzzle Point has an elevation of 1,845 m 
(6,055 ft) and is located in the Nez Perce National Forest/Selway-Bitterroot Wilderness.  Although 
the origin of the existing name has not been determined, it was found to be in local use during USGS 
field compilation; according to the field notes, “A two story cupola used as a fire tower, built in 1929 
[and] destroyed in 1949, was named Puzzle Point Lookout.”  The proposed name Parsell Point is 
intended to honor District Ranger Jack Parsell (d. c.1978), who worked on the Nez Perce National 
Forest from 1920 to 1922, and 1945 to 1955.  During that time, he constructed a log cabin at the 
confluence of Moose Creek and the Selway River, which would serve as the Moose Creek Ranger 
Station (Uncle Sam’s Cabins; Joslin).  The cabin is still used today as the district’s cookhouse and 
administrative building and it is listed in the National Register of Historic Places.  It also served as a 
development center for backcountry aviation and one of the first smokejumper bases.  The proponent 
of the change from Puzzle Point to Parsell Point claims there are over 20 geographic features on the 
Ranger District named for pioneers of Parsell’s era, but none for Parsell himself.  He submitted a list 
of 83 names, primarily former Forest Service colleagues and other local citizens, all in support of the 
name change; these included retired Forest supervisors, game wardens, outfitters, and district 
engineers, as well as the Chief of the Forest Service from 2001 to 2007.  The proposal did not include 
any mention of Puzzle Creek, which flows along the east side of the summit.  There are no other 
geographic features in Idaho known to be named “Parsell.”   


 
MARYLAND 


 
Deep Creek: stream; 134 m (440 ft) long; heads in Jug Bay at 38°45’36”N, 76°41’45”W, flows S 
then SW to enter the Patuxent River just N of House Creek; Anne Arundel County, Maryland; 
38°45’21”N, 76°41’55”W; USGS map – Bristol 1:24,000. 
Mouth: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=38.7558333333333&p_longi=-
76.6986111111111 
Source: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=38.760000&p_longi=-
76.6958333333333 


Proposal:  to change the application of a name to recognize local usage 
Map:  USGS Bristol 1:24,000 
Proponent:  Dave Linthicum; Bristol, MD 
Administrative area:  None 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  Deep Creek (FID 584051) 







Local Usage:  Deep Creek (local residents) 
Published: Deep Creek – in part (USGS field investigation 1957) 


Case Summary:  This is the first of five proposals submitted by an Anne Arundel County resident, to 
correct the names and applications of various streams in the vicinity of Jug Bay and along the eastern 
shore of the Patuxent River.  Although the name Deep Creek is applied currently to a 4.5 km (2.8 mi) 
long tributary of the Patuxent River, the proposal states this stream is in fact known locally as 
Hardwick Branch (q.v.), while the name Deep Creek should be limited to another much smaller tidal 
stream, which is closer to the southern end of Jug Bay.  This stream is just 134 m (440 ft) long and 
flows south then southwest to enter the Patuxent River 260 m (855 ft) north of the mouth of House 
Creek.  At high tide, the stream is essentially submerged by Jug Bay and even at low tide is just 1 foot 
deep, yet it serves as a prominent reference for local fishermen and boaters.   
 
Although current topographic maps do not indicate it, field work conducted by the USGS in 1957 
applied the name to not only its current location, but also extended it southwestward to include the 
tidal portion.  The proponent reports that he has spoken with the son of the individual who was 
interviewed by the USGS field crew and although he assured them the name Deep Creek applied only 
to the tidal part, he was disappointed later to see the “misapplication” of the name to the longer 
stream.  The Director of the Jug Bay Wetlands Sanctuary has confirmed the name is limited to just the 
tidal portion, as proposed (according to their website, the Sanctuary is one of the estuarine sites 
within the Chesapeake Bay National Estuarine Research Reserve System, a research and education 
program administered by NOAA.  The Sanctuary is operated by the Anne Arundel County 
Department of Recreation and Parks).  There are 28 features in Maryland with names containing 
“Deep Creek,” of which seven (two streams, four bays, and an airport) are in Anne Arundel County. 
 
Galloway Creek: stream; 4.2 km (2.6 mi) long; heads at 38°48’15”N, 76°40’12”W, flows generally 
SW then WNW, into the Jug Bay Wetlands Sanctuary, to enter the Patuxent River 0.8 km (0.5 mi) 
SSE of the State Route 4 bridge; Anne Arundel County, Maryland; 38°48’19”N, 076°42’28”W; 
USGS map – Bristol 1:24,000; not Mill Creek – in part. 
Mouth: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=38.805286&p_longi=-
76.707637 
Source: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=38.8041&p_longi=-76.67 


Proposal:  to change the application of a name to recognize local usage 
Map:  USGS Bristol 1:24,000 
Proponent:  Dave Linthicum; Bristol, MD 
Administrative area:  None 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  Galloway Creek (FID 584545), Mill Creek – in part (FID 585853) 
Local Usage:  Galloway Creek (local residents; Maryland Board of Public Works, 2009) 
Published:  Galloway Creek (USGS 1944, 1957; Jug Bay Wetlands Sanctuary map, 2006; 
ADC Map of Anne Arundel County, 1995-2008), Mill Creek (USGS 1957) 


Case Summary:  This is another of the five proposals submitted in an effort to clarify the names and 
applications of various tributaries to the Patuxent River in southern Anne Arundel County, and in the 
vicinity of Waysons Corner.  This proposal would modify the application of Galloway Creek, to 
include much of what is currently named Mill Creek.  The source of the stream would also be 
amended.  Because the area is predominantly low-lying marshland, the streambeds are not clearly 
defined and several have changed course over the years.  In the case of Galloway Creek, the 
proponent reports that the mouth is now 0.6 km (0.4 mi) further up the Patuxent River than is 
currently depicted on the USGS topographic map.  The earliest USGS maps of the area (published 
and revised 1895 to 1942) appeared to show Galloway Creek flowing almost due west, but 
subsequent field work, done in 1944 and 1957 by the Coast and Geodetic Survey and USGS, 







relocated the mouth further to the south.  These maps also showed Mill Creek as a separate tributary 
flowing into the Patuxent River north of Galloway Creek.   
 
According to the proponent, Galloway Creek now turns slightly to the north and then to the south, to 
encompass what was once labeled Mill Creek, before entering the Patuxent River.  He notes also that 
over the past 75 years an earthen berm has been constructed that prevents Galloway Creek from 
following its original course.  The mouth of Galloway Creek now coincides with the former mouth of 
Mill Creek, thus making what remains of Mill Creek a tributary of Galloway Creek.  The downstream 
portion of the stream that was former labeled Galloway Creek is proposed to be renamed to Old 
Galloway Creek (q.v.), and indeed the proponent claims that name is already in local use (he has 
produced a map of the Jug Bay Wetlands Sanctuary, which appears at the park’s website, and on 
which the proposed names and applications are depicted). 
 
The second modification is to relocate the source of Galloway Creek to a more southerly tributary 
rather than the northern one that is labeled on current USGS maps.  As evidence, the proponent cites a 
Maryland Department of Transportation highway sign that is posted along Route 4, over the southern 
tributary.  Multiple editions of the ADC Map of Anne Arundel County also label this tributary 
Galloway Creek.  An online article noted that the Maryland Board of Public Works had awarded 
funds to restore parkland “at the headwaters of Galloway Creek”; the description appears to confirm 
the proponent’s claims. 
 
The Manager of Patuxent River Park and the Director of the Jug Bay Wetlands Sanctuary (Anne 
Arundel County Recreation and Parks Department) have both expressed support for proposal. 
 
Hardwick Branch: stream; 4.5 km (2.8 mi) long; located partially in Jug Bay Wetlands Sanctuary, 
heads at 38°47’18”N, 76°40’15”W, flows generally SW to enter Jug Bay 4 km (2.5 mi) SW of 
Bristol, 7.9 km (4.9 mi) SE of Upper Marlboro; Anne Arundel County, Maryland; 38°45’42”N, 
76°41’39”W; USGS map – Bristol 1:24,000; not Deep Creek. 
Mouth: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=38.761782&p_longi=-
76.694132 
Source: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=38.788333&p_longi=-
76.670833 


Proposal:  to change a name to recognize local usage 
Map:  USGS Bristol 1:24,000 
Proponent:  Dave Linthicum; Bristol, MD 
Administrative area:  None 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  Deep Creek (FID 584051)  
Local Usage:  Hardwick Branch (local residents) 
Published:  Deep Creek (USGS 1944, 1957), Hardwick Creek (Patuxent River 
Wildlife/Natural Resource Management Area map; ADC map of Anne Arundel County), 
Hardwick’s Branch (land deed, 1974) 


Case Summary:  This proposal is to make official the name Hardwick Branch for the majority of a 
stream that is currently named Deep Creek on Federal maps.  Although the existing name has 
appeared on USGS topographic maps since 1944, and was verified through USGS fieldwork in the 
1950s, the proponent believes the name should be limited to just a very short tidal section at the 
southern end of Jug Bay, which is distinct from the 4.5 km (2.8 mi) long flowing stream that is known 
locally as Hardwick Branch.  Although the origin of the name Hardwick has not been determined, the 
Director of the Jug Bay Wetlands Sanctuary also confirmed local usage of the proposed name.  At 







least one online map of the Sanctuary labeled the stream with the generic “Creek.”  The proponent 
provided a copy of a 1974 deed that referenced Hardwick’s Branch.   


 
Mill Creek: stream; 192 m (630 ft) long; located partially in Jug Bay Wetlands Sanctuary; heads at 
38°48’38”N, 076°42’36”W, flows S to its confluence with Galloway Creek (q. v.) 0.3 km (0.2 mi) SE 
of the Hills Bridge over the Patuxent River; Anne Arundel County, Maryland; 38°48’34”N, 
076°42’32”W; USGS map – Bristol 1:24,000; Not: Hills Creek, Old Hills Creek.  
Mouth: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=38.7558333333333&p_longi=-
76.6986111111111 
Source: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=38.8105555555556&p_longi=-
76.710000 


Proposal:  to change the application of a name to recognize local usage 
Map:  USGS Bristol 1:24,000 
Proponent:  Dave Linthicum; Bristol, MD 
Administrative area:  None 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  Mill Creek (FID 585853) 
Local Usage:  Mill Creek (local residents) 
Published:  Hills Creek (Mid-Patuxent Estuarine Ecosystem map, 2006), Mill Creek (USGS 
1942, 1957, 1979), Old Hills Creek (Jug Bay Wetlands Sanctuary map, 2006) 


Case Summary:  This proposal is to change the application of the name of Mill Creek in southern 
Anne Arundel County.  According to the proponent, the 192 m (630 ft) long stream flows south to 
join Galloway Creek and not directly into the Patuxent River as has been shown on USGS maps since 
the 1950’s.  Prior to 1957, this stream was shown as an unnamed tidal stream that flowed directly into 
the Patuxent River north of Galloway Creek, but field work done in that year uncovered the locally-
used name and it has been applied to USGS maps ever since.  According to the proponent, the name 
Mill Creek is not widely known locally, and on a map of Jug Bay Wetlands Sanctuary that he 
produced and which is posted on the park’s website, it is labeled Old Hills Creek.  A later edition 
labeled it simply Hills Creek, but the proponent has not submitted a proposal to change the name (the 
State Route 4 bridge over the Patuxent River at this point is named Hills Bridge).  Recent highway 
work has obliterated much of the northern portion of Mill Creek and the southern portion is now 
considered part of Galloway Creek (q.v.), so all that remains of Mill Creek is a 192 m (630 ft) long 
segment directly below the bridge.  The Director of the Jug Bay Wetlands Sanctuary (Anne Arundel 
County Recreation and Parks Department) has confirmed that the name Mill Creek is not used to refer 
to the stream that enters Patuxent River and that Galloway Creek is the name used by “scientists, 
researchers, and others at our facility.” 
 
Old Galloway Creek: stream; 1 km (0.6 mi) long; in Jug Bay Wetlands Sanctuary, heads at 
38°48’25”N, 76°42’17”W, flows generally S then WSW to enter the Patuxent River 1 km (0.6 mi) 
upstream of Bristol Landing, 1.1 km (0.7 mi) S of Hills Bridge; Anne Arundel County, Maryland; 
38°48’01”N, 76°42’34”W; USGS map – Bristol 1:24,000; not: Galloway Creek.   
Mouth: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=38.8002777777778&p_longi=-
76.70944444444 
Source: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=38.8069444444444&p_longi=-
76.7047222222222 


Proposal:  to make official a name in local use 
Map:  USGS Bristol 1:24,000 
Proponent:  Dave Linthicum; Bristol, MD 
Administrative area:  None 
Previous BGN Action:  None 







Names associated with feature: 
GNIS:  Galloway Creek – in part (FID 584545) 
Local Usage:  Old Galloway Creek (local residents; sanctuary management) 
Published:  Galloway Creek (USGS 1944, 1957); Old Galloway Creek (Mid-Patuxent 
Estuarine Ecosystem Map; Jug Bay Wetlands Sanctuary-Glendening Nature Preserve map, 
2006) 


Case Summary:  The name Old Galloway Creek is proposed to be applied to a 1 km (0.6 mi) long 
portion of what was formerly named Galloway Creek.  USGS maps published since the 1950’s have 
labeled this stream Galloway Creek; however, the proponent reports that is no longer accurate.  
Because the area is low-lying and marshy, the course of several streams has been altered and now 
Galloway Creek enters the Patuxent River further to the north.  He reports that the old stream course, 
which is no longer connected to the original Galloway Creek, has already become known locally as 
Old Galloway Creek.  The name is already applied to two maps that he has produced for the Jug Bay 
Wetlands Sanctuary and for the Mid-Patuxent Estuarine Ecosystem.   
 


MASSACHUSETTS 
 


Falconeiri Hill: summit, elevation 59 m (195 ft); located in the Town of Middleborough, 1.1 km (0.7 
mi) W of Woods Pond;  Plymouth County, Massachusetts; named for Dominic Falconeiri (d. 2004), 
lifetime area resident and Pearl Harbor survivor; 41°53’28”N, 70°51’53”W; USGS map – Plympton 
1:24,000. 
http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=41.8911498&p_longi=-70.8647767 


Proposal:  new commemorative name for an unnamed feature 
Map:  Plympton 1:24,000 
Proponent: Joseph Falconeiri; Boston, MA  
Administrative area:  None 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature:   


GNIS:  no record 
Local Usage:  none found 
Published:  none found 


Case Summary:  The new commemorative name Falconeiri Hill is proposed for a 59 m (195 ft) 
summit in the Town of Middleborough in Plymouth County.  This is the highest summit in the 
county.  The name is intended to honor the proponent’s great uncle, Dominic Falconeiri (d.2004), a 
lifetime area resident and World War II veteran who survived Pearl Harbor.  According to the 
proponent, Mr. Falconeiri had no direct association with the summit but he made “significant civic 
contributions to the area and deserves to be recognized.  It would be a lasting legacy to those who 
have served our country.”  There are no other features in Massachusetts known to be named 
“Falconeiri.”   


 
MINNESOTA 


 
Otis Creek: stream; 5.8 km (3.6 mi) long; heads in Grand Portage State Forest at 47°52’57”N, 
89°58’47”W, 1.9 km (1.2 mi) NE of the point where the Flute Reed River enters Chicago Bay of 
Lake Superior; named for Otis Anderson (1918-2004), who operated a sawmill on the stream; Cook 
County, Minnesota; T62N, R4E, Fourth Principal Meridian; 47°50’40”N, 89°55’15”W; USGS map – 
Hovland 1:24,000.  
Mouth: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=47.8444985971&p_longi=-
89.9422360143 
Source: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=47.8825000&p_longi=-
89.9797222222222 







Proposal:  new commemorative name for an unnamed feature 
Map:  USGS Hovland 1:24,000 
Proponent:  John Nekich: Grand Marais, MN 
Administrative area:  Grand Portage State Forest 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  None found 
Local Usage:  None found 
Published:  None found 


Case Summary:  This 5.8 km (3.6 mi) long stream, proposed to be named Otis Creek, heads within 
Grand Portage State Forest and flows generally south and southeast to enter Chicago Bay on Lake 
Superior, approximately 1.6 km (1 mi) east of the small community of Hovland in Cook County.  It is 
proposed to be named for Otis Anderson (1918-2004), who owned property at the head of the stream 
and operated a sawmill along it.  He was well-known to the citizens of the area and donated wood for 
the local firehouse and church.  After conducting a public hearing and receiving a petition signed by 
34 area residents (“a large number, for such a sparsely populated area,” according to the State Names 
Authority), Cook County Commissioners voted to support this proposal.  The State Names Authority 
also recommends approval.  There are no other features in Minnesota known to be named “Otis.” 
 
Willmert Lake: lake; 342 acres; located 10 km (6 mi) S of Fairmont, 13 km (8 mi) NE of Ceylon; 
named in honor of brothers John and August (1820-1885) Willmert, who settled and farmed the area 
in the 1850’s; Martin County, Minnesota; Secs 7&18, T101N, R30W, Fifth Principal Mer.; 
43°33’40”N, 94°28’47”W; USGS map – Wilmert Lake 1:24,000; Not: Forgotten Lake, Wilmert 
Lake, Wilmont Lake. 
http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglemap?p_lat=43.5610669&p_longi=-
94.4796962&fid=654211 


Proposal:  name change to recognize the correct spelling of a family name 
Map:  USGS Wilmert Lake 1:24,000  
Proponent:  Grant Willmert; Glenco, MN  
Administrative area:  None 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  Wilmert Lake (FID 654211) 
Local Usage:  None found 
Published:  Forgotten Lake (Martin County Historical Society), Willmont Lake (Upham’s 
Geology of Minnesota, 1884), Wilmert Lake (USGS 1967, 1977, 1980; AMS 1958; 
Minnesota Dept. of Natural Resources, 2001; Minnesota Public Waters Inventory, 1984; 
Inventory of Minnesota Lakes, 1968; Martin County Board of Commissioners meeting, 
2002; Martin County highway map, 1948; Silver Lake Township map, 1911; Fairmont 
Chamber of Commerce fishing brochure; Minnesota Geographic Names, 1920; Lake-
Link lake report, 2009), Wilmont Lake (Minnesota DNR Game and Fish map, 1966) 


Case Summary:  This proposal is to change the spelling of the name of Wilmert Lake, a 342-acre lake 
in Martin County, to Willmert Lake.  Although the existing name has appeared on township maps 
since 1911 and on Federal maps since at least 1958, the proponent, a member of the Willmert family, 
reports that it should be spelled “Willmert.”  He reports that the name came from that of two brothers, 
August and John Willmert, who settled with their families in the area around 1857 but left later that 
year, relocating to nearby Fairmont.  The proponent states, “While this appears to be the end of the 
Willmert family living in the vicinity of the lake, the name prevailed over the years with various 
spellings.”  He included with his application a photograph of a gravestone, showing the spelling as 
proposed.  The lake has also been labeled Wilmont Lake or Willmont Lake, primarily in the late 19th 
century.  A 1953 newspaper article referred to it as “Martin County’s “Forgotten Lake”; although it’s 







not clear whether this was a specific name or just a reference, a road on the lake’s east side is called 
Forgotten Lake Road.  Most local and State sources published in the 20th century favored the spelling 
“Wilmert” for the lake.  The road that leads to the west side of the lake is named Wilmert Lake Road, 
and two local residents did express some concern that if the change was approved the lake and road 
names would be inconsistent.  The Martin County Commissioners held a public hearing and voted to 
recommend approval of the change to Willmert Lake.  They noted that the road signs and county 
highway maps would be updated as part of the normal revision cycle.  The Minnesota Geographic 
Names Authority also supports the proposal. 
 


MISSOURI 
 
Seeley Creek: stream; 1.3 km (0.8 mi) long; heads at 38°39’13”N, 93°37’30”W, flows NW through a 
small unnamed lake to enter Bell Branch, 2.6 km (1.6 mi) SW of Burtville; named in honor of Robert 
M. Seeley (1923-1987), who owned property through which the stream flows; Johnson County, 
Missouri; Secs 25&36, T45N, R25W, Fifth Principal Meridian; 38°39’43”N, 93°38’09”W; USGS 
map - Cornelia 1:24,000. 
Mouth: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=38.66214&p_longi=-93.635867 
Source: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=38.653377&p_longi=-
93.625016 


Proposal: new commemorative name for an unnamed feature 
Map: USGS Cornelia 1:24,000  
Proponent: R. Kent Eisler; Grain Valley, MO 
Administrative area:  None 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: None 


GNIS:  No record 
Local Usage:  None found 
Published:  None found 


Case Summary:  The new commemorative name Seeley Creek is proposed for a 1.3 km (0.8 mi) long 
perennial tributary of Bell Branch in southeastern Johnson County.  The proponent, a resident of 
Grain Valley, believes the proposed name would be an appropriate way to honor Robert M. Seeley 
(1923-1987), who was the longtime owner of the property through which the stream flows.  The land 
is still owned by the Seeley family.  He adds, “[It would be] a fitting memorial to a good, 
conscientious landowner and neighbor.”  According to GNIS, there are no other geographic features 
in Missouri named “Seeley.”  
 


MONTANA 
 


Bollys Ridge: ridge; elevation 2,355 m (7,715 ft); located in Lolo National Forest between Blind 
Canyon Creek and Swamp Creek, 1.9 km (1.2 mi) NNE of Morrell Mountain; named in honor of 
Craig Carroll (“Bolly”) Young (1951-1982); Powell County, Montana; Secs 15&22, T17N, R14W, 
Principal Meridian; 47°13’19”N, 113°21’34”W; USGS map – Morrell Mountain 1:24,000. 
http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=47.2219444444444&p_longi=-
113.359444444444 


Proposal:  new commemorative name for an unnamed feature 
Map:  USGS Morrell Mountain 1:24,000 
Proponent:  Mark Young; Raymond, NH 
Administrative area:  Lolo National Forest 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  None found 







Local Usage:  None found 
Published:  None found 


Case Summary:  This 2,355 m (7,715 ft) high ridge, proposed to be named Bollys Ridge, is 
approximately 2 km (1.3 mi) long.  It lies between Blind Canyon Creek and Swamp Creek, 1.9 km 
(1.2 mi) north northeast of Morrell Mountain, and within Lolo National Forest in Powell County.  
The proposal is intended to honor Craig Carroll (“Bolly”) Young (1951–1982), who for 20 years 
hunted on the ridge with his father and brother, who is the proponent of this new name.   According to 
the proponent, “this ridge was our second home.”  There is reportedly a marker on the ridge 
commemorating Craig Carroll (Bolly) Young.  There are no other features in Montana known to be 
named “Bolly.” 
 
Invitation Island: island; 0.9 acres; located in Flathead Lake, 1.1 km (0.7 mi) SE of Somers, 11 km 
(7 mi) W of Bigfork; the name recalls a folk story of a gentleman who invited his female friend to the 
island where he proposed; Flathead County, Montana; Sec 25, T27N, R21W, Principal Meridian; 
48°04’14”N, 114°13’00”W; USGS map – Somers 1:24,000. 
http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=48.070654&p_longi=-114.2165664 


Proposal: new name for an unnamed feature 
Map:  USGS Somers 1:24,000 
Proponent: Calvin (Kim) Moss; Kalispell, MT 
Administrative area: None 
Previous BGN Action: None  
Names associated with feature:  


GNIS: None  
Local Usage:  None found 
Published:  None found 


Case Summary:  The new name Invitation Island is proposed for an unnamed island located within 
Flathead Lake, just offshore from the community of Somers in Flathead County.  According to the 
proposal, the name would recall a folktale involving “a young man who could not find the love of his 
life in his home town.  He leaves town to find his fortune and his love but returns with only his 
fortune.  Attending church service he finds his love and the courtship begins. However in the small 
community he is never alone with the new found love of his life.  Finally, after making numerous 
trips in a small rowboat to the small island to create a perfect setting, he rows her to the island where 
he proposes marriage and she says yes.”   Although no other details are known, the proponent is 
certain the incident took place approximately 100 years ago and that the story is familiar to other local 
residents.  He claims this is the only island in Flathead Lake that does not have a name, although 
BGN staff research disputes this.  There are no other geographic features in Montana known to be 
named “Invitation.”  
 
Two Moons Creek: stream; 3.2 km (2 mi) long; heads at 45°42’06”N, 105°40’55”W, flows NNW to 
join Spring Creek 7.6 km (4.7 mi) W of Coalwood, 7 km (4.4 mi) NE of Sandefer Butte; named in 
honor of Two Moons, Cheyenne leader in the 1870s; Powder River County, Montana; Secs 28&33, 
T1S, R49E, Principal Meridian; 45°43’41”N, 105°41’19”W; USGS map – Box Elder Creek 1:24,000; 
Not: Squaw Creek. 
http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglemap?p_lat=45.7280548&p_longi=-
105.6886034&fid=1689990 


Proposal:  to change a name considered by some to be derogatory 
Map:  USGS Box Elder Creek 1:24,000 
Proponent:  Leroy Spang; Northern Cheyenne Tribal Council, Lame Deer, MT 
Administrative area:  None 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 







GNIS:  Squaw Creek (FID 1689990) 
Local Usage:  None found 
Published:  Squaw Creek (Montana State Engineer’s Office/Water Resources Survey, 1961; 
Powder River County Listings and maps of streams lakes, reservoirs, dams, ditches canals, 
schools and churches) 


Case Summary:  This proposal, submitted by the Chair of the Montana House Bill 412 “Squaw Name 
Change” Committee on behalf of the Tribal Council of the Northern Cheyenne Tribe, would change 
the name of Squaw Creek to Two Moons Creek.  The stream in question is a 3.2 km (2 mi) long 
tributary of Spring Creek in Powder River County.  The name Squaw Creek does not appear on any 
USGS topographic maps but is listed in GNIS, having been compiled from a 1961 Montana State 
Engineer’s Office Water Resources Survey.  The proposed new name would honor the nineteenth 
century Cheyenne leader Two Moons.  According to the Tribal Council’s resolution, “During the 
1870s the Cheyenne nation was a major player in the shaping of the west and U.S. Indian Policy 
through battles of historic proportion…. and the traumatic and incredible journey from Oklahoma 
back to Montana.  “Two Moons” managed to remain in our northern homeland while many of our 
Northern Cheyenne were sent to Oklahoma during the late 1870s.”    
 
This proposal has the support of the American Indian Caucus of the Montana State Legislature, as 
well as Senator Sharon Stewart Peregoy, and State Representatives Shannon Augare, David 
Roundstone, Carolyn Pease-Lopez, Frosty Calf Boss Ribs, and Tony Belcourt.  The president of 
Chief Dull Knife College also submitted a letter of support.  An online search for Two Moons Creek 
yielded one reference to the name; the Northern Cheyenne Tribe, in its List of Tribal Waters, includes 
the name, noting it or its watershed is “either partially or wholly on tribal lands.”  The stream in 
question actually lies approximately 30 miles east of the eastern edge of the Northern Cheyenne 
Reservation, so it is presumed that the reference is to the larger watershed. 
 


NEW YORK 
 
Carson Peak: summit; elevation 1,242 m (4,075 ft); located in the Adirondack Park/High Peaks 
Wilderness Area, in the Town of North Hudson, 2.7 km (1.7 mi) SSE of Dix Mountain; named for 
Russell Mark Little Carson (1884-1961), the noted mountain climber, author, trail guide, and 
president of the Adirondack Mountain Club in its earliest years; Essex County, New York; 
44°03’36”N, 73°46’27”W ; USGS map – Dix Mountain 1:24,000; Not: South Dix, South Dix 
Mountain. 
http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglemap?p_lat=44.060054&p_longi=-
73.7743014&fid=965737 


Proposal:  to change a name and apply a new commemorative name 
Map:  USGS Dix Mountain 1:24,000 
Proponent:  Doug Arnold; Phoenix, NY 
Administrative area:  Adirondack Park/High Peaks Wilderness Area 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  South Dix (FID 965737) 
Local Usage:  South Dix (mountain climbing and hiking community, area residents) 
Published:  South Dix (USGS 1953, 1979, 1981; www.peakbagger.com, summitpost.org; 
www.HikeADKs.com), South Dix Mountain (www.backpacker.com) 


Case Summary:  This is the first of two proposals submitted by an organization named The Forty 
Sixers, Inc., to change the names of two summits in the Adirondack Mountains.  This one would 
change the name of South Dix to Carson Peak, in honor of Russell Mark Little Carson (1884-1961), 
the noted mountain climber, author, trail guide, and president of the Adirondack Mountain Club in its 
earliest years.  During his climbing career, he recorded 46 peaks in the Adirondacks over 4,000 feet, 







hence the establishment of The Forty Sixers Club.  A longtime friend and climbing companion of 
Robert (Bob) and George Marshall, the early conservation and wilderness champions, the three 
individuals became the first to climb and document all 46 peaks.  Carson’s 1927 pamphlet entitled 
Peaks and People of the Adirondacks is still regarded as “the preeminent source of the history and 
lore of the high peaks” (BGN proposal, 2009).   
 
According to the proponent, Carson’s many publications, his dedication to the history and geography 
of the Adirondacks, and the establishment of a trail marker system “changed the Adirondack 
experience forever.  Formerly, only those affluent enough to afford to hire a guide were able to fully 
enjoy the mountains’ pleasures.  Now any reasonably fit person with a guidebook and the desire can 
find solace in the wild Adirondacks.”  Copies of his extensive writings were included with the 
proposal.  Carson was also editor of High Spots, the Adirondack Mountain Club’s magazine, and for 
over twenty years, a trustee for the Association for the Protection of the Adirondacks.  In 1935, he 
served as a member of the executive committee of the New York State Commission on Fifty Years of 
Conservation. A lifetime resident of Glens Falls, he operated an insurance company, and was active 
in many of new York’s financial and insurance organizations.  He was a member and president (1941-
42) of the New York State School Board Association, serving also on the New York State Board of 
Regents and the Executive Committee of the National Council of State School Board Associations.  
He was an infantry captain in the New York National Guard. 
 
The January 1928 edition of Mountain Magazine, in an article entitled “How The Peaks Were 
Named,” reported that Carson was instrumental in the effort to have the peak formerly named Middle 
Dix (or Little Dix) renamed Mount Marshall for the Marshall brothers (the latter name is listed in 
GNIS, albeit as a 1972 BGN decision, having been renamed from Clinton Mountain.  It appears any 
earlier “name change” was informal and only locally.  GNIS does not list Middle Dix or Little Dix as 
variant names).   
 
Although the name South Dix has appeared on USGS topographic maps since 1953, the proponent 
claims the name was applied “informally” until such time as a “better” name could be applied (the 
same was said of nearby East Dix, which is proposed to be changed to Grace Peak (q.v.)).  In his 
1927 pamphlet, Carson stated, “These two subordinate peaks of the Dix range [sic] have almost no 
history… Partly because they are lesser peaks of a very prominent mountain [and] partly because they 
do not have distinction appellations, they have never had so much notice.  If [Bob] Marshall had not 
called them South Dix and East Dix in his booklet, in order to identify them, they would still be 
nameless mountains.  The most interesting fact about these two mountains is that their names are not 
important enough to be retained and that they can be given distinctive titles, when the right occasion 
comes without violation of old established names.”  The Forty Sixers believe that changing the names 
to Carson Peak and Grace Peak would be an appropriate way to honor these two individuals.  The 
extensive packet of material submitted by the proponent included letters of support from the Board of 
Directors of the Adirondack Mountain Club (which has 35,000 members), as well as nine of its 26 
regional chapters; the City of Plattsburgh Historian; the Catskill 3500 Club; the Rotary Club of Glens 
Falls; the North Hudson/Schroon Lake Historical Society; and the Executive Director of the New 
York State Folklore Society.  The proponent also reports that 6,000 active and former members of the 
Forty Sixers are in support of the proposals, and the packet also included 46 letters written by 
individuals who endorse the proposed names.  The Executive Director of the Adirondack Trail 
Improvement Committee has no objection to the name changes.  The only evidence of any opposition 
to the renaming effort has been found online, in which The Adirondack Daily Enterprise reports that 
there is some reluctance among the residents and government of the Town of North Hudson to change 
the existing names.  The Town has not yet provided a formal opinion to the BGN.  
 







Grace Peak: summit; elevation 1,223 m (4,012 ft); located in the Adirondack Park/High Peaks 
Wilderness Area, in the Town of North Hudson, 3.2 km (2 mi) SE of Dix Mountain; named for Grace 
Leach Hudowalski (1906-2004), the noted Adirondacks mountain climber and longtime historian of 
the Adirondack 46ers; Essex County, New York; 44°03’55”N, 73°45’26”W; USGS map – Dix 
Mountain 1:24,000; Not: East Dix. 
http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglemap?p_lat=44.0653314&p_longi=-
73.7573564&fid=949060 


Proposal:  to change a name and apply a new commemorative name 
Map:  USGS Dix Mountain 1:24,000 
Proponent:  Doug Arnold; Phoenix, NY 
Administrative area:  Adirondack Park/High Peaks Wilderness Area 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  East Dix (FID 949060) 
Local Usage:  East Dix (mountain climbing and hiking community, area residents) 
Published:  East Dix (USGS 1953, 1979, 1981; www.peakbagger.com, summitpost.org; 
www.HikeADKs.com; www.backpacker.com) 


Case Summary:  This is the second proposal submitted by The Forty Sixers, Inc., to change the names 
of two summits in the Adirondack Mountains.  This one would change the name of East Dix to Grace 
Peak, in honor of Grace Leach Hudowalski (1906-2004), the noted mountain climber, and longtime 
historian of the Adirondack Mountain Club.  During her lifetime, Ms. Hudowalski climbed all 46 of 
the highest peaks in the Adirondacks, becoming the ninth member of The Forty Sixers and the first 
woman to do so.  As one letter of support noted, “As a supervisor [and promotional writer] for the 
state Commerce Department and a 46er founder, Grace helped in developing the Adirondack High 
Peaks as a recreational outlet and tourist attraction.”  She chaired the club’s Publications Committee 
and edited the newsletter of its Albany Chapter.  She was a popular storyteller and radio talk show 
host, and served as President of the New York State Folklore Society.  She “encouraged and advised 
thousands of hikers climbing the 46 high peaks through the writing of 50,000 personal letters.”  She 
created an archive within the New York State Library to house all 46er climbing records; a small 
sample of her letters was included with the proposal.  In 1986, both houses of the New York State 
Assembly issued a commendation in recognition of her accomplishments.  Upon her death in 2004, 
her life savings were endowed to establish the Adirondack 46er Conservation Trust.   
 
The name East Dix has appeared on USGS topographic maps since 1953, but the proponent believes 
that name was always an “informal” reference and that it was understood that it would be changed 
when a “better” name was found.  The Forty Sixers believe that changing the name to Grace Peak 
would be an appropriate way to honor Ms. Hudowalski and recognize her contributions to the 
Adirondack Mountains.  In the fall of 2002, The Forty Sixers established the Grace Peak Committee, 
in an effort to have the names of East Dix and South Dix changed officially to Grace Peak and Carson 
Peak, respectively.  After learning that the BGN would not consider a commemorative name until the 
intended honoree had been deceased for five years, the proposal was held until March 2009, when it 
was submitted to the BGN (although Carson passed away in 1961, the Committee decided to wait and 
submit both proposals together).  During the course of those seven years, the proponent made 
numerous presentations on the topic to local and regional groups, primarily those with an interest and 
connection to the Adirondacks.  In 2005, the Executive Committee of The Forty Sixers passed a 
resolution endorsing the name changes.   
 
The proposal included letters of support from the Board of Directors of the Adirondack Mountain 
Club (which has 35,000 members), as well as nine of its 26 regional chapters; the City of Plattsburgh 
Historian; the Catskill 3500 Club; the Rotary Club of Glens Falls; the North Hudson/Schroon Lake 
Historical Society; and the Executive Director of the New York State Folklore Society.  The proposal 







also included 46 letters written by individuals who endorse the proposed names.  Each of these 
included anecdotes and enthusiastic recollections of having communicated with Grace Hudowalski 
over the years, always receiving her support for their climbing endeavors.  The Executive Director of 
the Adirondack Trail Improvement Committee has no objection to the name changes.  The only 
evidence of any opposition to the renaming effort has been found online, in which The Adirondack 
Daily Enterprise reports that there is some reluctance among the residents and government of the 
Town of North Hudson to change the existing names.  The Town has not yet provided a formal 
opinion to the BGN.  
 


OHIO 
 


Creek Chub Run: stream; 3 km (1.9 mi) long; heads at 41°30’44”N, 81°22’39”W in Chester 
Township, flows SW then S under Cedar Road, then into Russell Township, turning W to enter the 
Chagrin River in the Village of Hunting Valley; the name recognizes the numerous creek chubs that 
live in the stream; Cuyahoga County and Geauga County, Ohio; 41°29’47”N, 81°23’50”W; USGS 
map – Chagrin Falls 1:24,000 (mouth of feature) 
Mouth: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=41.496364&p_longi=-
81.397276 
Source: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=41.512337&p_longi=-
81.377578 


Proposal:  new name for an unnamed feature 
Map:  USGS Chagrin Falls 1:24,000 (mouth of feature) 
Proponent:  Robert Petronzio; Chesterland, OH 
Administrative area:  None 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  None found 
Local Usage:  None found 
Published:  None found 


Case Summary:  The new name Creek Chub Run is proposed for a 3 km (1.9 mi) long tributary of the 
Chagrin River.  The stream heads in Chester Township in Geauga County, flows southwest and south 
through Russell Township, before turning west to enter the Village of Hunting Valley in Cuyahoga 
County.  The proponent, who owns property along the upper reaches of the stream, reports that the 
proposed name would recognize the numerous creek chubs (fish) that live in the stream.  He and his 
family have spent considerable time exploring, cleaning, and restoring the stream and its numerous 
riffles, “all the while watching creek chubs dart in and out from our presence.”  He has informed the 
Chester Township zoning inspector of his desire to see the stream have a name, and was told that 
doing so “gives it character and preserves it for future generations.”  According to the Ohio 
Department of Natural Resources’ website, “Creek chub are one of the most common fish in 
Ohio…..and are most abundant in small streams….. just above or below a riffle.” 
 
Dove Run: stream; 0.7 km (0.4 mi) long; heads at 39°49’47”N, 82°48’08”W in the Village of Canal 
Winchester, flows N to join Walnut Creek; named in honor of Henry Dove and his sons Reuben and 
Jacob, who in 1811 were the first to settle the area; Franklin County, Ohio; 39°50’05”N, 
82°48’19”W; USGS map – Canal Winchester 1:24,000. 
Mouth: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=39.834756&p_longi=-82.8054 
Source: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=39.829764&p_longi=-
82.802410 


Proposal:  new commemorative name for an unnamed feature 
Map:  USGS Canal Winchester 1:24,000 
Proponent:  Richard Miller, Columbus, OH 







Administrative area:  None 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  None found 
Local Usage:  None found 
Published:  None found 


Case Summary:  This is the first of three proposals submitted by the Mid-Ohio Regional Planning 
Commission (MORPC), to apply new names to unnamed streams in the vicinity of Canal Winchester.  
The 0.7 km (0.4 mi) long stream proposed to be named Dove Run flows generally northward to enter 
Walnut Creek.  The proposed name is intended to recognize the fact that in 1811 Henry Dove became 
one of the first settlers of the area.  In 1828, his son Reuben, who later acquired the property with his 
brother Jacob, was instrumental in recording the community’s first plat.  Organizations which support 
this proposal include the MORPC Greenways Steering Committee, the Franklin County 
Commissioners, the Franklin Soil and Water Conservation District, and the Village of Canal 
Winchester.  According to GNIS, there are no other features in Franklin County named “Dove.”   
 
Kramer Run: stream; 0.6 km (0.4 mi) long; heads near Kramer Cemetery at 39°49’35”N, 
82°48’41”W in the Village of Canal Winchester, flows NW to join Walnut Creek; named in 
association with nearby Kramer Cemetery; Franklin County, Ohio; 39°49’48”N, 82°48’59”W; USGS 
map – Canal Winchester 1:24,000. 
Mouth: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=39.83&p_longi=-82.8164 
Source: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=39.826435&p_longi=-
82.811369 


Proposal:  new name for an unnamed feature 
Map:  USGS Canal Winchester 1:24,000 
Proponent:  Richard Miller, Columbus, OH 
Administrative area:  None 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  None found 
Local Usage:  None found 
Published:  None found 


Case Summary:  This proposal was also submitted by the Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission.  
The name Kramer Run is proposed for a 0.6 km (0.4 mi) long tributary of Walnut Creek.  The stream 
heads near Kramer Cemetery.  In addition to the cemetery, GNIS lists one other feature in Franklin 
County named “Kramer.”  Although the name does not appear on current Federal maps, a residential 
area in the Village of Canal Winchester was once known as Kramers Addition.  Organizations which 
support the proposal for Kramer Run include the MORPC Greenways Steering Committee, the 
Franklin County Engineer, the Franklin Soil and Water Conservation District, and the Village of 
Canal Winchester.   


 
Wild Violet Run: stream; 3.4 km (2.4 mi) long; heads at 39°50’01”N, 82°47’22”W in Violet 
Township, flows W then S to join Walnut Creek 6.6 km (4.1 mi) E of its confluence of Big Run, 0.6 
km (0.4 mi) SSE of Waterloo; named in reference to the wild violets found in the area; Fairfield 
County, Ohio; Sec 32, T15N, R20W, Ohio River Meridian; 39°51’05”N, 82°46’10”W; USGS map – 
Canal Winchester 1:24,000. 
Mouth: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=39.833611111111&p_longi=-
82.7894444444444 
Source: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=39.8513888888889&p_longi=-
82.7694444444444 


Proposal:  new name for an unnamed feature 







Map:  USGS Canal Winchester 1:24,000 
Proponent:  Richard Miller; Columbus, OH 
Administrative area:  None 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  None found 
Local Usage:  None found 
Published:  Wild Violet Run (The Columbia Dispatch, 2008; Greenways Steering Committee 
Meeting Minutes, 2008; Village of Canal Winchester minutes, 2008) 


Case Summary:  This 3.4 km (2.4 mi) long stream proposed to be named Wild Violet Run heads in 
Violet Township and flows into Walnut Creek in Violet Township in Fairfield County.  The proposed 
name refers to that of the township and to the wild violets that grow there.  There are no other features 
in Ohio known to be named Wild Violet.  A search of the Internet indicates the name has already 
been mentioned in The Columbia Dispatch (December 2008), as well as in the meeting minutes of the 
Greenways Steering Committee and the Village of Canal Winchester.  The Ohio Geographic Names 
Authority has “no concerns” with the name. 
 


OREGON 
 


Petes Mountain Creek: stream; 2.6 km (1.6 mi) long; heads on Petes Mountain at 45°20’15”N, 
122°41’15”W, flows SE to join the Willamette River 0.5 km (0.3 mi) N of Rock Island; so named 
because the stream flows from Petes Mountain; Clackamas County, Oregon; 45°19’26”N, 
122°39’57”W; USGS map – Canby 1:24,000. 
Mouth: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=45.323910&p_longi=-
122.665958 
Source: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=45.337426&p_longi=-
122.689219 


Proposal:  new associative name for an unnamed feature 
Map:  USGS Canby 1:24,000 
Proponent:  Elaine Newland; West Linn, OR 
Administrative area:  None 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  None found 
Local Usage:  None found 
Published:  None found 


Case Summary:  This proposal would apply the new associative name Petes Mountain Creek to an 
unnamed, 2.6 km (1.6 mi) long tributary of the Willamette River.  The stream flows off the east side 
of Petes Mountain, which was named for Peter Weiss who patented a 300-acre land donation claim on 
the slope of the summit in the 1860s.  The Clackamas County Commissioners, the Oregon 
Department of Fish and Wildlife, and the Petes Mountain Homeowners’ Association have all 
indicated they have no objection to the proposal, while the Metro Planning and 
Development/Regional Parks and Greenspaces Office and the Clackamas County Historical Society 
are in support.   The stream flows in part through the Oregon Golf Course; the general manager of the 
course also responded he had no objection to the name.  The Oregon Geographic Names Board 
recommends approval.  The summit is the only feature in Clackamas County known to be named 
“Petes.”   
 
Sam Brown Creek: stream; 4.7 km (2.9 mi) long; heads just E of the community of Gervais at 
45°06’29”N, 122°53’32”W, flows SE to join Farmers Creek, 1.2 km (0.8 mi) SW of its confluence 
with the Pudding River; named in honor of Samuel Brown, who received an 1850s donation land 







claim and helped found the community of Gervais; Marion County, Oregon; Sec 31, T5S, R12W and 
Sec 54, T5S, R2W, Willamette Meridian; 45°05’38”N, 122°50’49”W; USGS map – Silverton 
1:24,000. 
Mouth: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=45.093913&p_longi=-
122.846889 
Source: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=45.108090&p_longi=-
122.892337 


Proposal:  new commemorative name for an unnamed feature 
Map:  USGS Silverton 1:24,000 
Proponent:  John Gervais, Woodburn, OR 
Administrative area:  None 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  None found 
Local Usage:  None found 
Published:  None found 


Case Summary:  This is the first of three proposals submitted by a resident and news reporter in 
Woodburn, to apply new names to unnamed streams in the vicinity of the community of Gervais in 
north-central Marion County, approximately 16 km (10 mi) northeast of Salem.  The first proposed 
name, Sam Brown Creek, would be applied to a 4.7 km (2.9 mi) long tributary of Farmers Creek 
(BGN 2009), and is intended to commemorate an early pioneer, Samuel Brown, who received an 
1850s donation land claim near the source of the stream; he also helped found the community of 
Gervais.  According to a published history of Gervais, “Samuel Brown and his wife Elizabeth 
emigrated to California where they built a sawmill on Feather River.  When gold was discovered the 
mill closed and everyone went to the gold fields, including the Brown family.  In 1849 after their 
claim panned out, but with $20,000 in cash, proceeds of their mine, they disposed of their property 
and started by sea to Oregon.  Their ship was blown to sea and it took them three months to sail from 
San Francisco to Portland…. the family then were able to purchase [property]… [which] 
encompassed over 1,000 acres in the Gervais area.  For the first eight years they lived in a log cabin 
about 1 mile north of the present home site.  They soon began their plans for the home that was later 
to be known as the Sam Brown house. Legend has it that this was the first house in Oregon to be built 
from an architect’s plan.  After completion, the house, in addition to being a residence, served as a 
stage coach station.  Samuel ultimately founded the town of Gervais.”  The Samuel Brown House is 
now listed on the National Register of Historic Places.   
 
The Marion County Commissioners, the Marion County Historical Society, the City of Gervais, and 
local landowners all have indicated they have no objection to the proposal, while the Oregon 
Geographic Names Board recommends approval.  There are 21 streams in Oregon named “Brown” or 
“Browns,” but none are in Marion County.  The closest is in Benton County, 106 km (66 mi) from the 
stream in question. 
 
South Fork Sam Brown Creek: stream; 1.1 km (0.7 mi) long; heads just S of Gervais at 
45°06’05”N, 122°53’54”W, flows E to join an unnamed stream proposed to be named Sam Brown 
Creek (q.v.); Marion County, Oregon; Sec 54, T5S, R2W, Willamette Meridian; 45°05’38”N, 
122°50’49”W; USGS map – Silverton 1:24,000. 
Mouth: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=45.101335&p_longi=-
122.884011 
Source: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=45.101396&p_longi=-
122.898345 


Proposal:  new commemorative name for an unnamed feature 
Map:  USGS Silverton 1:24,000 







Proponent:  John Gervais; Woodburn, OR 
Administrative area:  None 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  None found 
Local Usage:  None found 
Published:  None found 


Case Summary:  This proposal would apply the new name South Fork Sam Brown Creek to an 
unnamed, 1.1 km (0.7 mi) long, tributary of the stream proposed to be named Sam Brown Creek 
(q.v.).  This proposal also has no objection from the Marion County Commissioners, the Marion 
County Historical Society, the City of Gervais, or local landowners, while the Oregon Geographic 
Names Board recommends approval.  
 
Withrow Creek: stream; 5.1 km (3.2 mi) long; heads just NE of the community of Gervais at 
45°06’57”N, 122°53’23”W, flows SE to join Farmers Creek (BGN 2009), 0.3 km (0.2 mi) SW of its 
the confluence with the Pudding River; named in honor of John Withrow, who received an 1850s 
donation land claim at the mouth of the stream; Marion County, Oregon; T5S, Rgs1&2W, Willamette 
Meridian; 45°05’55”N, 122°50’15”W; USGS map – Silverton 1:24,000. 
Mouth: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=45.098639&p_longi=-
122.837362 
Source: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=45.115904&p_longi=-
122.889719 


Proposal:  new commemorative name for an unnamed feature 
Map:  USGS Silverton 1:24,000 
Proponent:  John Gervais; Woodburn, OR 
Administrative area:  None 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  None found 
Local Usage:  None found 
Published:  None found 


Case Summary:  This proposal would apply the new name Withrow Creek to an unnamed, 5.1 km 
(3.2 mi) long tributary of Farmers Creek (BGN 2009).  The stream heads just northeast of the 
community of Gervais in Marion County.  The proposed name is intended to commemorate an early 
pioneer, John Withrow, who received an 1850s donation land claim of 169 acres at the mouth of the 
stream.  The Marion County Commissioners, the Marion County Historical Society, the City of 
Gervais, and local landowners have all indicated they have no objection to the proposal, while the 
Oregon Geographic Names Board recommends approval.  There is one stream in the State named 
Withrow Creek; it is located in Douglas County, 219 km (136 mi) from the stream in question. 
 


PENNSYLVANIA 
 


Lenni Lenape Run: stream; 1.4 km (0.9 mi) long; in New Garden Township, heads at 39°48’51”N, 
75°46’11”W, flows SW into East Branch White Clay Creek, 6.9 km (4.3 mi) SW of Five Points; 
Chester County, Pennsylvania; 39°48’29”N, 75°46’54”W; named for the bands of Indians who 
frequented the banks of the stream before and during the Colonial period; USGS map – West Grove 
1:24,000. 
Mouth: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=39.807974&p_longi=-
75.781787 
Source: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=39.814227&p_longi=-
75.769652 







Proposal:  new name for an unnamed feature 
Map:  USGS West Grove 1:24,000 
Proponent:  New Garden Historical Commission; Landenberg, PA 
Administrative area:  None 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  No record 
Local Usage:  None found 
Published:  None found 


Case Summary:  This is the first of several proposals submitted by the New Garden Historical 
Commission, in an effort to apply new names to unnamed streams in New Garden Township.  The 1.4 
km (0.9 mi) long stream proposed to be named Lenni Lenape Run flows southwest into East Branch 
White Clay Creek 6.9 km (4.3 mi) southwest of Five Points.  The name would recognize the bands of 
Indians who frequented the banks of the stream before and during the Colonial period.  According to 
GNIS, there are 19 features in Pennsylvania containing “Lenape” in their name, none of which are in 
Chester County. 
 
Miller Run: stream; 1 km (0.6 mi) long; in New Garden Township, heads at 39°49’29”N, 
75°44’51”W, flows NW into an unnamed stream proposed to be named Scarlett Run (q.v.) 3.7 km 
(2.3 mi) W of Five Points; Chester County, Pennsylvania; 39°49’57”N, 75°45’01”W; named for John 
Miller who received a Penn Patent for 1,013 acres in 1714; USGS map – West Grove 1:24,000. 
Mouth: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=39.8325521&p_longi=-
75.7502712 
Source: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=39.8247361&p_longi=-
75.7473629 


Proposal:  new commemorative name for an unnamed feature 
Map:  USGS West Grove 1:24,000 
Proponent:  New Garden Historical Commission; Landenberg, PA 
Administrative area:  None 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  No record 
Local Usage:  None found 
Published:  None found 


Case Summary:  This is another of the proposals submitted by the New Garden Historical 
Commission, in an effort to apply new names to unnamed streams in New Garden Township.  This 1 
km (0.6 mi) long stream is a tributary of another unnamed stream that is proposed to be named 
Scarlett Run (q.v).  According to the proponent, the name Miller Run was chosen because John Miller 
received a Penn [land] Patent for 1,013 acres in 1714.  The New Garden Township Supervisors are in 
support of this new name.  According to GNIS, there are 18 other streams in Pennsylvania named 
Miller Run.  The closest is in Union County, more than 151 km (94 mi) distant. 
 
Mushroom Run: stream; 1.3 km (0.8 mi) long; in New Garden Township, heads at 39°49’22”N, 
75°46’30”W, flows SW into East Branch White Clay Creek 7.2 km (4.5 mi) SW of Five Points; 
Chester County, Pennsylvania; 39°48’28”N, 75°46’08”W; stream flows through the heart of New 
Garden Township’s mushroom farms; USGS map – West Grove 1:24,000. 
Mouth: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=39.8077777777778&p_longi=-
75.7688888888889 
Source: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=39.8061111111111&p_longi=-
75.7750000 


Proposal:  new name for an unnamed feature 







Map:  USGS West Grove 1:24,000 
Proponent:  New Garden Historical Commission; Landenberg, PA 
Administrative area:  None 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  No record 
Local Usage:  None found 
Published:  None found 


Case Summary:  This is another of the names proposed by the New Garden Historical Commission, 
for unnamed streams in New Garden Township.  This 1.3 km (0.8 mi) long stream flows southwest 
into East Branch White Clay Creek 7.2 km (4.5 mi) southwest of Five Points.  The stream flows 
through the heart of New Garden Township’s mushroom farms, so the name would reflect that local 
industry.  According to GNIS, there are two features in Pennsylvania containing “Mushroom” in their 
name, neither of which is a stream.  The Pennsylvania Geographic Names Board has no objection to 
the proposed name. 
 
Richards Run: stream; 2.3 km (1.4 mi) long; heads in New Garden Township at 39°50’50”N, 
75°45’39”W, flows SE into an unnamed stream proposed to be named Scarlett Run (q.v.), 1.3 km (0.8 
mi) ENE of Toughkenamon, 3.1 km (1.9 mi) WNW of Five Points; named in honor of Mary Rowland 
Richards, an early 18th century landowner; Chester County, Pennsylvania; 39°50’06”N, 75°44’35”W; 
USGS map – Kennett Square 1:24,000. 
Mouth: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=39.8350000&p_longi=-
75.7430555555556 
Source: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=39.8472222222222&p_longi=-
75.7608333333333 


Proposal:  new commemorative name for an unnamed feature 
Map:  USGS Kennett Square 1:24,000 
Proponent:  New Garden Historical Commission; Landenberg, PA 
Administrative area:  None 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  None found  
Local Usage:  None found 
Published:  None found 


Case Summary:  This proposal was also submitted by the New Garden Historical Commission, and 
would apply the new name Richards Run to a 2.3 km (1.4 mi) long tributary of another stream 
proposed to be named Scarlett Run (q.v.).  This new name is intended to honor of Mary Rowland 
Richards, who in 1708 was granted a land patent by William Penn.  The New Garden Township 
Supervisors are in support of this new name, while the Pennsylvania Geographic Names Board has no 
objection.  According to GNIS, there is one other stream in Pennsylvania named Richards Run, in 
Indiana County. 


 
Scarlett Run: stream; 3.1 km (1.9 mi) long; heads in New Garden Township at 39°49’49”N, 
75°45’22”W in the community of Toughkenamon, flows NE then SE into Kennett Township, to enter 
West Branch Red Clay Creek 1.4 km (0.9 mi) NW of Five Points; named in honor of John and Mary 
Dixon Scarlett, who in 1765 acquired the property through which the stream; Chester County, 
Pennsylvania; 39°49’59”N, 75°43’27”W; USGS map – Kennett Square 1:24,000. 
Mouth: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=39.8330555555556&p_longi=-
75.7241666666667 
Source: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=39.8302777777778&p_longi=-
75.7561111111111 







Proposal:  new commemorative name for an unnamed feature 
Map:  USGS Kennett Square 1:24,000 
Proponent:  New Garden Historical Commission; Landenberg, PA 
Administrative area:  None 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  None found  
Local Usage:  None found 
Published:  None found 


Case Summary:  This proposal was also submitted by the New Garden Historical Commission.  This 
3.1 km (1.9 mi) long unnamed stream proposed to be named Scarlett Run heads in New Garden 
Township just south of the community of Toughkenamon and flows northeast, then southeast into 
Kennett Township, to join West Branch Red Clay Creek 1.4 km (0.9 mi) northwest of Five Points.  
The new commemorative name would honor John Scarlett (1737-1814) and his wife Mary Dixon 
Scarlett (ca.1738-1803), who in 1765 acquired 160 acres of land through which the stream flows. The 
New Garden Township Supervisors are in support of this new name, while the Pennsylvania 
Geographic Names Board has no objection.    According to GNIS, there are no other streams in 
Pennsylvania named Scarlett Run. 
 
Tannery Run: stream; 1.8 km (1.1 mi) long; heads in New Castle County, Delaware at 39°46’53”N, 
75°43’29”W, flows W to its confluence with Broad Run 2.6 km (1.6 mi) SW of Kaolin, and 0.5 km 
(0.3 mi) SSW of Somerset Lake; this stream was the source of water for a tannery built in 1765; 
Chester County, Pennsylvania and New Castle County, Delaware; 39°46’47”N, 75°44’36”W; USGS 
map – Kennett Square 1:24,000. 
Mouth: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=39.7797222222222&p_longi=-
75.7433333333333 
Source: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=39.7813888888889&p_longi=-
75.7247222222222 


Proposal:  new name for an unnamed feature 
Map:  USGS Kennett Square 1:24,000 
Proponent:  New Garden Historical Commission; Landenberg, PA 
Administrative area:  None 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  None found  
Local Usage:  None found 
Published:  None found 


Case Summary:  This proposal was also submitted by the New Garden Historical Commission, for an 
unnamed stream in New Garden Township.  This 1.8 km (1.1 mi) long stream heads in New Castle 
County, Delaware and flows west into Chester County, Pennsylvania, to its confluence with Broad 
Run 2.6 km (1.6 mi) southwest of Kaolin.  The proponent reports that this stream was the source of 
water for a tannery built in 1765 by Isaac Allen and which operated until 1863. The New Garden 
Township Supervisors are in support of this new name, while the Pennsylvania Geographic Names 
Board has no objection.  There is one other stream in the Commonwealth named Tannery Run, in 
Centre County (BGN 2006), and another named Tannery Hollow Run in Cameron County. 


 
UTAH 


 
Mortensen Ridge: ridge; elevation 2,626 m (8,614 ft); located in Fishlake National Forest, 1 km (0.6 
mi) W of Forsyth Reservoir, 5.8 km (3.6 mi) NW of Geyser Peak; named in honor of World War II 
veteran Lovell Mortensen and his wife Rhea who died in boating accident in nearby Forsyth 







Reservoir in 1949; Sevier County, Utah; Sec 23, T26S, R3E, Salt Lake Meridian; 38°31’53”N, 
111°32’52”W; USGS map – Forsyth Reservoir 1:24,000. 
http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglecoor?p_lat=38.531495&p_longi=-111.547808 


Proposal:  new commemorative name for an unnamed feature 
Map:  USGS Forsyth Reservoir 1:24,000 
Proponent:  Shaun Delliskave; Murray, UT 
Administrative area:  Fishlake National Forest 
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  None found 
Local Usage:  None found 
Published:  None found 


Case Summary:  This 2,626 m (8,614 ft) high ridge, proposed to be named Mortensen Ridge, is 
located in Fishlake National Forest in Sevier County, 1 km (0.6 mi) west of Forsyth Reservoir.  The 
name would honor Edward Lovell Mortensen (1923-1949) and his wife Rhea Maxfield Mortensen 
(1924-1949), who died when their fishing boat capsized during a sudden squall on Forsyth Reservoir.  
The couple was married in 1942 shortly before Mr. Mortensen shipped out on the battleship USS 
Nevada.  During World War II, he saw action at D-Day, Iwo Jima, and Okinawa, returning home a 
decorated veteran.  There are four other geographic features in Utah named “Mortensen,” including a 
stream, 58 km (36 mi) away and also in Sevier County. 
 


VERMONT 
 


Bristol Pond: lake; 220 acres; in the Town of Bristol, 4 km (2.5 mi) SSE of East Monkton, 4.2 km 
(2.6 mi) N of the community of Bristol; Addison County, Vermont; 44°10’23”N, 73°05’13”W ; 
USGS map – Bristol 1:24,000; Not: Lake Winona, Winona Lake (BGN 1965). 
http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/gazpublic/getgooglemap?p_lat=44.1731125&p_longi=-
73.0870642&fid=1461627 


Proposal:  to change a name to recognize local use 
Map:  USGS Bristol 1:24,000 
Proponent:  Peter Grant; Bristol, VT 
Administrative area:   
Previous BGN Action:  None 
Names associated with feature: 


GNIS:  Winona Lake (FID 1461627) 
Local Usage:  Bristol Pond (local residents) 
Published:  Bristol Pond (USGS 1905, 1958; A History and Description of New England, 
General and Local, 1859; USGS Water-supply paper, 1916; USGS Bulletin, 1928; Federal 
Writers’ Guide, 1937; Vermont History, 1967; The original Vermonters: native inhabitants, 
past and present, 1981; Reading the mountains of home, 1998; Lewis Creek Lost and Found, 
2001), Winona Lake (USGS 1981, 1983; Vermont State Legislation, 1931; Vermont State 
Highway map, 1964) 


Case Summary:  This proposal is to change the name of Winona Lake in the Town of Bristol to 
Bristol Pond.  Although the current name was the subject of a BGN decision in 1965, the proponent, a 
local resident, reports that it never came into widespread use.  According to the BGN’s decision file, a 
Public Act approved in 1931 by the General Assembly of the State of Vermont stated, “The pond 
situated in the town of Bristol, commonly called Bristol Pond, is hereby named and designated as 
Winona Lake.”  It is not clear why the BGN did not consider the issue until 34 years later, but at the 
request of the U.S. Geological Survey, which was updating its maps of the area, the change was 
approved for Federal use.  It was noted in the 1965 decision file that “a large majority of the 
inhabitants of the area still use the name Bristol Pond.”  A recent letter from State Representative 







Dave Sharpe to the Vermont Board of Libraries, which serves as the State Names Authority, 
suggested the change had been made “to favor a legislator who wanted the pond renamed after his 
niece Winona.”  Rep. Sharpe recalls moving to Bristol in 1968 and being told that Bristol Pond was a 
good place for fishing; however, upon searching local maps he found no evidence of such a name.  
He confirms that local residents have always favored Bristol Pond and he supports the proposal.  He 
notes also that State Fish and Wildlife signs also refer to the lake as Bristol Pond.  A USGS Bulletin, 
published in 1922 and entitled The Occurrence and Uses of Peat in the United States includes several 
references to and photos of “Bristol Pond.”  A volume entitled Reading the mountains of home (Elder, 
1998) states, Bristol Pond was one of the earliest and most consistent sites for Abenaki settlement.”  
One fishing website refers to “Bristol Pond (a.k.a. Winona Lake),” while a local history provides a 
detailed account of “Lake Winona, better known to local residents as Bristol Pond.”  This account 
indicates the change to “Winona” was done to honor the legislator’s granddaughter, whom he and his 
wife had raised.  The proponent included with his application a petition signed by 32 residents who 
support the change. 

















 
 
 
December 1, 2009   
 


 
The Honorable Dianne Feinstein 
United States Senate 
331 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20510 


 
Dear Senator Feinstein: 
 
On behalf of the California State Association of Counties (CSAC), I am writing to urge you to seek 
a  full  debate  on  –  and modifications  to  –  Senate  Indian  Affairs  Committee  Chairman  Byron 
Dorgan’s  (D‐ND)  legislation  (S 1703)  that would  clarify  the Secretary of  Interior’s authority  to 
take  land  into  trust  for  Indian  tribes.   The bill,  introduced  in response  to  the Supreme Court’s 
Carcieri v. Salazar decision, would extend the Secretary’s trust‐land acquisition authority to all 
tribes, regardless of whether they were under federal jurisdiction at the time of the passage of 
the Indian Reorganization Act of 1934. 
 
As you know, S 1703  is expected to be considered by the Indian Affairs Committee  in the near 
future.   With a  limited number of days  remaining  in  the current  session of Congress,  it  is our 
understanding that S 1703 could be attached to another vehicle on the floor of the Senate as a 
means  to  facilitate  the bill’s passage.   We  strongly urge you  to oppose  this maneuver and  to 
work with your colleagues to seek a full Senate debate not only on the merits of S 1703, but on 
the broader policy implications arising from the Carcieri decision. 
 
In  the wake  of  the  Supreme  Court’s  recent  action,  CSAC  believes  that  Congress  has  a  rare 
opportunity to thoughtfully reexamine the fee‐to‐trust process to ensure that program flaws – 
as well as the needs of tribes and local governments – are addressed.  While S 1703 would level 
the playing field for tribes seeking to have land taken into trust, it would not address the type of 
programmatic reforms that we believe are long overdue. 
 
As you know, the current fee‐to‐trust process has a number of systemic flaws, including a lack of 
clearly  defined  standards  for  trust  land  acquisitions.    In  addition,  there  are  no  notification 
requirements, meaning local governments are often forced to resort to Freedom of Information 
Act  requests  to determine  if petitions  for  Indian  land determinations have been  filed  in  their 
jurisdictions.   Accordingly,  legislative and  regulatory changes need  to be made  to ensure  that 
affected governments  receive  timely notice of  fee‐to‐trust applications  for  tribal development 
projects and have adequate opportunity to provide meaningful  input.   CSAC also believes that 
intergovernmental  agreements  should  be  required  between  tribes  and  local  governments  to 
require mitigation  for adverse  impacts of development projects,  including environmental and 
economic impacts from the transfer of the land into trust. 
 
CSAC urges you to work with your Senate colleagues and other stakeholders to advance not just 
a simple fix of the Carcieri holding, but a broader solution that fairly balances the roles of local 
and  tribal  governments.    Such  a  solution  should  establish  clear  and  specific  congressional 







standards and processes to guide future trust  land decisions, and should define the respective 
roles  of  Congress  and  the  executive  branch  in  the  fee‐to‐trust  process.    The  enclosed  CSAC 
testimony,  which  was  submitted  to  the  Senate  Indian  Affairs  Committee  earlier  this  year, 
provides a roadmap for such an approach. 
 
Thank you for your continued support of California’s counties.   Should you have any questions 
regarding  our  position  or  need  any  additional  information,  please  contact  Joe  Krahn,  CSAC 
Federal  Representative, Waterman  and Associates  at  (202)  898‐1444,  or DeAnn  Baker,  CSAC 
Legislative Representative at (916) 327‐7500 ext. 509. 
 
Sincerely,  
 


 
 


Paul McIntosh 
Executive Director 
California State Association of Counties 
 
cc:  Members, Senate Committee on Indian Affairs 
   
Enclosure 
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111TH CONGRESS 
1ST SESSION H. R. 3332 


To establish the National Commission on Intergovernmental Relations to 


facilitate the fullest cooperation and coordination between all levels of 


government. 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


JULY 24, 2009 


Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia (for himself and Mr. LANCE) introduced the fol-


lowing bill; which was referred to the Committee on Oversight and Gov-


ernment Reform 


A BILL 
To establish the National Commission on Intergovernmental 


Relations to facilitate the fullest cooperation and coordi-


nation between all levels of government. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa-1


tives of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 2


SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 3


This act may be cited as the ‘‘Restore the Partner-4


ship Act of 2009’’. 5


SEC. 2. ESTABLISHMENT. 6


There is established a permanent bipartisan commis-7


sion to be known as the ‘‘National Commission on Inter-8
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•HR 3332 IH


governmental Relations’’ (in this Act referred to as the 1


‘‘Commission’’). 2


SEC. 3. DECLARATION OF PURPOSE. 3


In order to facilitate the fullest cooperation and co-4


ordination between all levels of government in an increas-5


ingly complex society, it is essential that a commission be 6


established to give continuing attention to intergovern-7


mental issues. It is intended that the Commission, in the 8


performance of its duties, will— 9


(1) bring together representatives of Federal, 10


State, and local governments for the consideration of 11


common problems; 12


(2) provide a forum for discussing the adminis-13


tration and coordination of Federal aid and other 14


programs requiring intergovernmental cooperation; 15


(3) give critical attention to the conditions, con-16


trols, and oversight involved in the administration of 17


such Federal programs; and 18


(4) encourage discussion and study during the 19


early stages of emerging public challenges that are 20


likely to require intergovernmental cooperation. 21


SEC. 4. MEMBERSHIP. 22


(a) NUMBER AND APPOINTMENT.—The Commission 23


shall be composed of 30 members, as follows: 24
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(1) 6 appointed by the President of the United 1


States, 3 of whom shall be officers of the executive 2


branch of the government, and 3 private citizens, 3


each of whom shall have experience or familiarity 4


with relations between the levels of government. 5


(2) 3 appointed by the President of the Senate, 6


who shall be Members of the Senate. 7


(3) 3 appointed by the Speaker of the House of 8


Representatives, who shall be Members of the 9


House. 10


(4) 4 appointed by the President from a panel 11


of at least 8 Governors submitted by the National 12


Governors’ Association. 13


(5) 4 appointed by the President from a panel 14


of at least 8 members of State legislative bodies sub-15


mitted by the National Conference of State Legisla-16


tures. 17


(6) 4 appointed by the President from a panel 18


of at least 8 mayors submitted jointly by the Na-19


tional League of Cities and the United States Con-20


ference of Mayors. 21


(7) 4 appointed by the President from a panel 22


of at least 8 elected county officers submitted by the 23


National Association of Counties. 24
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(8) 2 tribal officials appointed by the Secretary 1


of the Interior from a panel of at least 4 submitted 2


by the National Congress of American Indians. 3


(b) POLITICAL AND GEOGRAPHICAL COMPOSITION.— 4


(1) The members appointed from private life 5


under paragraph (1) of subsection (a) shall be ap-6


pointed without regard to political affiliation. 7


(2) Of each class of members enumerated in 8


paragraphs (2) and (3) of subsection (a), 2 shall be 9


from the majority party of the respective houses. 10


(3) Of each class of members enumerated in 11


paragraphs (4), (5), (6), and (7) of subsection (a), 12


not more than 2 shall be from any 1 political party. 13


(4) Of each class of members enumerated in 14


paragraphs (5), (6) and (7) of subsection (a), not 15


more than 1 shall be from any 1 State. 16


(5) At least 2 of the appointees under para-17


graph (6) of subsection (a) shall be from cities with 18


a population of less than 500,000. 19


(6) At least 2 of the appointees under para-20


graph (7) of subsection (a) shall be from counties 21


with a population of less than 50,000. 22


(7) 1 of the appointees under paragraph (8) of 23


subsection (a) shall be from a gaming tribe and 1 24


shall be from a non-gaming tribe. 25
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(c) TERMS.— 1


(1) IN GENERAL.—The term of office of each 2


member of the Commission shall be 2 years. Mem-3


bers shall be eligible for reappointment. Except as 4


provided in paragraph (2), members shall serve until 5


their successors are appointed. 6


(2) TERMINATION OF SERVICE IN OFFICIAL PO-7


SITION FROM WHICH ORIGINALLY APPOINTED.— 8


Where any member ceases to serve in the official po-9


sition from which originally appointed under section 10


3(a), his or her place on the Commission shall be 11


deemed to be vacant. 12


(3) VACANCIES IN MEMBERSHIP.—Any vacancy 13


in the membership of the Commission shall be filled 14


in the same manner in which the original appoint-15


ment was made; except that where the number of 16


vacancies is fewer than the number of members 17


specified in paragraphs (4), (5), (6), and (7) of sec-18


tion 3(a), each panel of names submitted in accord-19


ance with the aforementioned paragraphs shall con-20


tain at least 2 names for each vacancy. 21


SEC. 5. ORGANIZATION OF COMMISSION. 22


(a) INITIAL MEETING.—The President shall convene 23


the Commission not later than 90 days after the date of 24
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enactment of this Act at such time and place as the Presi-1


dent may designate. 2


(b) CHAIRMAN AND VICE CHAIRMAN.—The Commis-3


sion shall designate a Chairman and a Vice Chairman 4


from among members of the Commission. 5


(c) QUORUM.—13 members of the Commission shall 6


constitute a quorum, but 2 or more members, representing 7


more than 1 of the class of members enumerated in sec-8


tion 4(a), shall constitute a quorum for the purpose of 9


conducting hearings. 10


SEC. 6. DUTIES OF COMMISSION. 11


The Commission shall— 12


(1) engage in such activities and make such 13


studies and investigations as are necessary or desir-14


able in the accomplishment of the purposes set forth 15


in section 2; 16


(2) consider, on its own initiative, mechanisms 17


for fostering better relations between the levels of 18


government; 19


(3) make available technical assistance to the 20


executive and legislative branches of the Federal 21


Government in the review of proposed legislation to 22


determine its overall effect on all levels of govern-23


ment; 24
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(4) recommend, within the framework of the 1


Constitution, the most desirable allocation of govern-2


mental functions, responsibilities, and revenues 3


among the levels of government; 4


(5) recommend methods of coordinating and 5


simplifying tax laws and administrative policies and 6


practices to achieve a more orderly and less competi-7


tive fiscal relationship between the levels of govern-8


ment and to reduce the burden of compliance for 9


taxpayers; and 10


(6) submit an annual report to the President and the 11


Congress on or before January 31 of each year. 12


The Commission may also submit such additional reports 13


to the President, to Congress or any committee of Con-14


gress, and to any unit of government or organization as 15


the Commission may deem appropriate. 16


SEC. 7. POWERS AND ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS. 17


(a) HEARINGS AND SESSIONS.—The Commission or, 18


on the authorization of the Commission, any subcommittee 19


or members thereof, may, for the purpose of carrying out 20


the provisions of this Act, hold such hearings, take such 21


testimony, and sit and act at such times and places as 22


the Commission deems advisable. Any member authorized 23


by the Commission may administer oaths or affirmations 24
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to witnesses appearing before the Commission or any sub-1


committee or members thereof. 2


(b) COOPERATION BY FEDERAL AGENCIES.—Each 3


department, agency, and instrumentality of the executive 4


branch of the government, including independent agencies, 5


is authorized and directed to furnish to the Commission, 6


upon request made by the Chairman or Vice Chairman, 7


such information as the Commission deems necessary to 8


carry out its functions under this Act. 9


(c) EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR.—The Commission shall 10


have power to appoint and remove an Executive Director. 11


The Executive Director shall be paid at the rate of basic 12


pay for level III of the Executive Schedule. Such appoint-13


ment shall be made solely on the basis of fitness to per-14


form the duties of the position and without regard to polit-15


ical affiliation. 16


(d) STAFF.—Subject to such rules and regulations as 17


may be adopted by the Commission, the Executive Direc-18


tor shall have the power— 19


(1) to appoint, fix the compensation of, and re-20


move such other personnel as he deems necessary; 21


and 22


(2) to procure temporary and intermittent serv-23


ices to the same extent as is authorized by law. 24
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(e) APPLICABILITY OF OTHER LAWS TO EMPLOY-1


EES.—Except as otherwise provided in this Act, persons 2


in the employ of the Commission under subsections (c) 3


and (d)(1) shall be considered Federal employees for all 4


purposes. 5


(f) MAXIMUM COMPENSATION OF EMPLOYEES.—No 6


individual in the employ of the Commission under sub-7


section (d)(1) shall be paid compensation for such employ-8


ment at a rate in excess of the highest rate provided for 9


under the General Schedule. 10


SEC. 8. REIMBURSEMENT. 11


Members of the Commission shall be entitled to reim-12


bursement for travel, subsistence, and other necessary ex-13


penses incurred by them in the performance of their duties 14


as members of the Commission. 15


SEC. 9. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 16


There are authorized to be appropriated such sums 17


as may be necessary to carry out the provisions of this 18


Act. 19


SEC. 10. RECEIPT OF FUNDS; CONSIDERATION BY CON-20


GRESS. 21


The Commission is authorized to receive funds 22


through grants, contracts, and contributions from State 23


and local governments and organizations thereof, and 24


from nonprofit organizations. Such funds may be received 25
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and expended by the Commission only for purposes of this 1


Act. In making appropriations to the Commission, Con-2


gress shall consider the amount of any funds received by 3


the Commission in addition to those funds appropriated 4


to it by Congress. 5


Æ 
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MEMORANDUM 


 
 
TO:   Delta Counties Coalition 
 
FROM:  DCC Federal Lobbyists 
 
DATE:  January 25, 2009 
 
SUBJECT:  FY 2011 Appropriations Requests 


 
   
Recommendation #1(a) (Technical Assistance) 
 
EPA, Environmental Programs and Management, Other Geographic Activities.-- 
 
The bill provides $2,000,000 for the five delta counties that make up the Sacramento-San Joaquin 
Delta (Sacramento, Yolo, Solano, San Joaquin and Contra Costa Counties), to carry out the following 
objectives:  initiate, further, and complete habitat restoration projects with measurable results, 
including habitat restoration on agricultural lands; carry out technical analysis of ecosystem 
restoration and habitat protection proposals; protect surface and ground water resources; and protect 
and improve water quality.  The Agency is directed to exercise maximum flexibility to minimize 
non-Federal match requirements in recognition of the exceptional economic circumstances of the 
region and the significant ongoing investments being made by the five delta counties in such 
activities.  Cost-Share:  95 percent federal.   
 
Recommendation #1(b) (Construction Assistance; Must have Specific Project(s)) 
 
EPA, State and Tribal Assistance Grants, Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta Counties, 
California.-- 
 
The bill provides $2,000,000 to advance the following objectives within the five delta counties that 
make up the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta (Sacramento, Yolo, Solano, San Joaquin and Contra 
Costa Counties):  initiate, further, and complete habitat restoration projects with measurable results, 
including habitat restoration on agricultural lands; protect surface and ground water resources; and 
protect and improve water quality.  Cost-Share:  55 percent federal.   
 
Recommendation #2 (Construction Assistance; Must have Specific Project(s)) 
 
Corps of Engineers, Construction General, Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta Counties, 
California.-- 
 
The bill provides, pursuant to Section 5039 of Public Law 110-114, $5,000,000 for design and 
construction assistance for water-related environmental infrastructure and resource protection 
and development projects to be carried out by the five delta counties that make up the 
Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta (Sacramento, Yolo, Solano, San Joaquin and Contra Costa 
Counties).  Cost-Share:  75 percent federal.   
 


1 
 







2 
 


Recommendation #3 
 
Corps of Engineers, General Investigations, Flood Plain Management Services.— 
 
The bill provides $500,000 for the Corps of Engineers to support the five Sacramento-San 
Joaquin Delta counties in carrying out levee condition analysis, geotechnical studies, and 
hydraulic analysis to support effective flood plain management.  Cost-Share:  100 percent 
federal. 
 
Recommendation #4 (Increase in nationwide account that will benefit HCPs in 5 Delta 
Counties) 
 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Resource Management, Cooperative Endangered Species 
Conservation Fund (“Fund”)  
 
Support increased funding for the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s Cooperative Endangered 
Species Conservation Fund (“Fund”) from $85 million in FY 2010 to $125 million in FY 2011.  
The increase will restore the Fund to approximately its FY01 level, adjusted for inflation, and 
provide needed support to regional Habitat Conservation Plans (HCPs) nationally, including 
those in the 5 Delta counties.  
 
 





		MEMORANDUM






OFFICE OF THE COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
CONTRA COSTA COUNTY 


 
TO:  Legislation Committee 
       Supervisor Susan A. Bonilla, Chair 
       Supervisor Gayle B. Uilkema, Vice Chair 
    
FROM: Lara DeLaney, Legislative Coordinator 
   
DATE:  January 25, 2010 
 
SUBJECT: Agenda Item #3:  State Budget Update 
             
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
ACCEPT report on the State Budget and related matters and provide direction, as 
necessary. 


 
REPORT 


 
State Cash Situation 
 
Last week the State Controller sent a letter to the Governor and Legislative Leadership 
alerting them that the State’s cash situation is still precarious and urged them to 
address the projected cash shortfall as soon as possible.  In his analysis, the Controller 
indicated that the State will drop below the prudent minimum cash balance on March 
30, 2010 and that $2.7 billion in cash solutions are necessary to avoid delayed 
payments. 
 
A copy of the Controller’s letter is Attachment A.  
 
LAO Assesses Governor’s Budget Proposal and Releases Reports 
 
Joining a chorus of criticism after the release of the proposed state budget, State 
Legislative Analyst Mac Taylor told the Legislature that the chances of California 
receiving the revenue and flexibility the Governor is seeking from the federal 
government to help address the state’s near-$20 billion deficit are “almost non-
existent.”  In presentations to the Assembly and Senate Budget Committees in mid-
January, the Legislative Analyst also urged the Legislature to respond quickly to the 
current budget crisis and to make efforts to reprioritize state services with an eye 
towards longer-term, as opposed to one-time, reductions. 
  
And so, state budget discussions have begun in earnest in Sacramento. 
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The Senate Budget and Fiscal Review Committee, chaired by Senator Denise Ducheny, 
has scheduled twice-weekly meetings of the committee to discuss the Governor’s 
proposals with the goal of preparing budget reductions to consider in the Eighth 
Extraordinary Session, the emergency special session on the budget. Committee 
hearings began the week of January 18 with a focus on education on January 19, and 
transportation and resources on January 21. Health proposals were scheduled for 
discussion on January 26, and corrections and employee compensation scheduled for 
January 28.  During the first week in February, the committee is scheduled to hear 
human services issues (Tuesday, February 2), and alternatives to the Governor’s 
Budget Proposals, including revenues, is scheduled for discussion on Thursday, 
February 4.  We anticipate the Assembly to follow suit with a forthcoming schedule of 
hearings. 
 
In the mean time, the LAO has released a series of reports on proposals in the 
Governor’s Budget, and it is expected to continue to release these reports by issue 
areas over the next couple of weeks. 
 


• IHSS Report:  The LAO provides an analysis of the state costs and benefits of 
the IHSS program. 


• Health:  Reviews the Governor’s Budget proposals in the health area and 
provides recommendations for the Legislature. 


• Corrections:  The LAO reviews the Governor’s Prison Population Reduction 
Proposal in the Proposed Budget and notes some shortcomings including the 
fact that it places pressure on local governments. 


• Prisons vs. Universities:  In his January budget, the Governor proposed a 
constitutional amendment that would require reductions in spending on state 
corrections, with corresponding increases in spending for public universities. 
Beginning in 2014–15, the state would be required to dedicate no more than 7 
percent of state General Fund spending to corrections and no less than 10 
percent to public universities. The LAO contends the Governor’s proposal would 
“unwisely lock up budget flexibility.” 


• The Governor’s Employee Compensation Proposals:  The LAO report indicates 
that employee compensation reductions are necessary due to the magnitude of 
the budget problem. Nevertheless, some of the administration’s proposals would 
face legal challenges or otherwise may be difficult to implement. Consequently, 
the LAO recommends that the Legislature focus efforts to reduce compensation 
costs on pay reduction options. 


• Automated Speed Enforcement:  As part of the January 2010 special session 
related to the state’s budget shortfall, the administration proposes a new strategy 
to generate additional state revenues that would be used for the support of the 
trial courts from penalties imposed on drivers who are caught speeding through 
the use of automated speed enforcement (ASE) systems. In this brief, the LAO 
(1) outlines how ASE systems would work, (2) assesses the administration’s 
estimate of new state revenues from this approach, (3) comments on its merit, 
and (4) offers some strategies for improving upon this proposed budget solution. 
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These reports are available at:  www.lao.ca.gov 
 
CDCR Implements Public Safety Reforms   
 
On January 25, the CDCR launched public safety reforms as required under SBx3 18 
which was signed by the Governor.  These reforms include the following: 
 


• The creation of a system of summary or non-revocable parole for certain low-risk 
paroles.  These parolees will not be subject to traditional parole supervision upon 
their release from prison.     


 
• Allowing offenders to earn up to six weeks per year off their sentences by 


completing certain rehabilitation programs. 
 


• Increasing monetary limits of theft crimes. 
 


• Authorizing the state to annually allocate money into a State Corrections 
Performance Incentive Fund to be used to improve local probation supervision 
practices and capacities. 


 
For more information on these changes, see the CDCR’s website:  www.cdcr.ca.gov. 


B 



http://www.lao.ca.gov/

http://www.cdcr.ca.gov/






OFFICE OF THE COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
CONTRA COSTA COUNTY 


 
TO:  Legislation Committee 
       Supervisor Susan A. Bonilla, Chair 
       Supervisor Gayle B. Uilkema, Vice Chair 
    
FROM: Lara DeLaney, Legislative Coordinator 
   
DATE:  January 27, 2010 
 
SUBJECT: Agenda Item #4:  ARRA Stimulus Funds Status Report 
             
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
ACCEPT report on the State Budget and related matters and provide direction, as 
necessary. 


 
REPORT 


 
On February 17, 2009, President Obama signed into law the American Recovery and 
Reinvestment Act (ARRA) of 2009, P.L. 111-5. Section 1512 of the Recovery Act 
requires each organization to report on the use of Recovery Act funding. The Recovery 
Accountability and Transparency Board ("Recovery Board") has identified and deployed 
a nationwide data collection system at the website FederalReporting.gov that serves 
to collect data required by Section 1512.  
 
The CY 2009 4th quarter reporting period was from January 1 to January 15th, 2010. 
This reporting period covers work completed through December 31, 2009. Contra Costa 
County was in compliance with the 4th quarter reporting period.   
 
Status of ARRA Funds for Contra Costa County 
 
Staff has prepared this status report on the ARRA funds that Contra Costa County is 
either expecting to receive through formula grants or is applying for through competitive 
grants. Staff of the CAO and the Auditor-Controller are collaborating to ensure that all 
reporting requirements are met and all relevant information is captured. Supervisor 
Bonilla requested that the status report identify the impact of all ARRA funds in terms of 
job creation, economic impact, social impact, and cost avoidance. The chart identifying 
the County's participation in ARRA funding opportunities is attached; it is being 
continuously updated as information from Departments is provided. Staff anticipates 
returning to the Board on a regular basis with updates on Contra Costa County's 
experience with ARRA funding.  (See Attachment A.) 
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A couple of noteworthy observations: 
 
 
1.  On December 12, 2009, Contra Costa Health Services was awarded an 
unprecedented $12 million to relocate and rebuild the Richmond Health Center.  Funds 
were awarded through a competitive grant process for a one-time facility improvement 
opportunity to address significant and pressing capital improvement needs in health 
centers, including construction and renovation. 
 
2. Community Development Block Grant (CDBG-R): Six of the 13 projects have been 
completed; one project is under construction and will be completed by end of January; 
two are in the bidding process and construction is expected to begin by the end of 
January; one is expected to go to bid in February; and the remaining three projects are 
in the plan development stage. It is expected that all CDBG-R projects will be completed 
and funds drawn down by the end of this fiscal year --well before the September 30, 
2011 deadline required by the legislation.  
 
3. Homeless Prevention and Rapid Rehousing Program: Services have started and 
families are being served. To date, a total of 16 households (47 persons) have received 
homeless prevention assistance and 3 households (7 persons) have received rapid re-
housing assistance.  
 
4. Community Orientated Policing Services (COPS):  The Sheriff's Office was not 
awarded this grant in 2009, however, the application is in "pending" status subject to the 
release of future funding. 
 
5. Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grants (EECBG):  Staff met 
representatives from the Department of Energy before Christmas and found out that we 
have NEPA (National Environmental Policy Act) and SHPO (State Historic Preservation 
Office) approvals for our projects. Staff will be submitting them this month, but it takes at 
least 30 days for approval. In the meantime, we cannot perform actual construction or 
project work. The draw-down of funds on the 4th Quarter report is comprised of 
consultant and in-house labor. 
 
6.  The current amount of ARRA funds for the Vasco Road Safety Improvement Project 
is $11,279,083. This is up from the $10 million originally received. The additional 
amount of ARRA funds came from savings from the Vasco Road Overlay project, 
below, and from other cost savings realized from other jurisdictions in Contra Costa 
County. The project is advertised and is planned to go to construction in Spring 2010. 
 
7.  The amount of ARRA funds received for the Vasco Road Overlay Project was 
$2,762,000.  However, given the low bids received and additional savings to this project 
during construction, we have applied some of those savings to the Vasco Road Safety 
Improvement project as stated above. The remaining portion of ARRA funds applied to 
the Vasco Road Overlay project is $1,945,770. 
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8.  ARRA funds were applied for, for the Upper Sand Creek Detention Basin Project. 
However, no ARRA funds were received for this project. Paul Detjens of the Flood 
Control District has indicated that they have submitted another application for funds 
should there be another stimulus package in the future. 
 
9.  Health Care for the Homeless has received an ARRA award for "Increased Demand 
for Services" for $22,841 over a two year period, which has allowed an increase in 0.5 
FTE for a family physician to see an additional 800 patients over the two year period. 
We will exceed this goal, having already reported to the federal government an 
additional 756 new patients seen.  Contra Costa Health Services also has received a 
Capital Improvement Project grant for $683,020 for construction of a new modular unit 
for the Martinez family practice site. Funds have not yet been drawn down or expended. 
The Department is still meeting conditions of the award before construction can begin.  
 
Implementation Issues 
 
In January, the National Association of Counties (NACo) commissioned an online 
survey of implementation issues surrounding ARRA funds.  NACo inquired about 
whether requirements of the Recovery Act were affecting the selection or start of 
Recovery Act programs in our county.  These requirements included:  Davis-Bacon Act, 
Buy American, Local Matching Funds, and Administrative requirements.  County 
departments reported the following: 


• "The Davis-Bacon Act requirements have prevented potential partners or 
subcontractors from participating in the project." 


• "Local matching requirements, usually 20% cash match, affect our ability to 
implement the ARRA programs. Our agency does not have sufficient funds to 
cover the matching requirement. Hence, we have to collaborate with partners to 
provide the cash match. Collaboration with other entities is very challenging 
because it entails a lot of work within short period of time." 


• "Some ARRA programs do not provide adequate funding to cover the 
administration and reporting requirements imposed by the funders." 


• "State requirements of competitive bidding in the areas of procurement and 
contracts have created a big challenge in the implementation of the ARRA 
projects. There is an insufficient time to plan, prepare, and implement the 
program in order to comply with competitive bidding requirement, develop and 
design program services, and hire new staff." 


• "The Davis-Bacon prevailing wage requirements will increase program costs of 
our Department of Energy ARRA Weatherization Assistance program contract. 
Any contracts awarded by the County must include the Davis-Bacon Act labor 
clauses and applicable wage determinations for weatherization workers. We 
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require contractors covered by the Act to submit certified payroll report. This 
additional work will increase program cost for our sub-contractors." 


 
Jobs for Main Street Act 


lthough the stimulative effects of the ARRA are not yet fully realized in the economy, 


 
 


t this time, Senate Democrats have released only an outline of what they are 
package 


 


ut how 


 


 


 draft of a letter to our federal congressional delegation in support of second stimulus 


he provisions of the "Jobs for Main Street Act" bill are as follows: 


ighways, Transit and Other Infrastructure ($48 Billion)


 
A
there has been much discussion in Congress of a second stimulus bill.  On December 
16, 2009, by a vote of 217-212, the House of Representatives passed a $154 billion 
jobs bill (HR 2847). The Senate, however, will likely craft its own version after health 
care reform is settled. The House's "Jobs for Main Street Act" redirects $75 billion from
recovered Troubled Asset Relief Program (TARP) funds to transportation and education
programs, and extends several other programs aimed at creating jobs and helping 
those hit hardest by the recession.  
 
A
contemplating. The draft shows a sharp turn, though, from the type of stimulus 
Congress passed a year ago.  At $80 billion instead of $787 billion, the new package is 
much smaller. It also puts greater emphasis on tax cuts to encourage businesses to hire
more workers to bring the unemployment rate below 10 percent.  One of the largest 
components will likely be a job hiring tax credit, which a draft summary of the bill 
pegged at $20 billion. The tax credit discussion has spurred a lengthy debate abo
to design it so that employers do not abuse the system.  The push comes on the heels 
of President Barack Obama’s stated goal of a three-year freeze in domestic spending to
reduce the federal debt. Such an effort is likely to make competition for federal dollars 
even fiercer and is driving some of the push to have projects added to the jobs package
now under consideration. 
 
A
bill is attached.  (See Attachment B.) 
 
T
 
H  


• Highways & Transit –$35 billion is provided for highways and mass transit. 


• School Renovation – provides $4.1 billion to allow State, local, or tribal 
at would 


• Clean Water – Provides $2 billion to build facilities for clean and safe water, 
r 


ier 


governments to receive a federal grant equal to the cost of tax credits th
otherwise be payable on bonds issued to finance school construction, 
rehabilitation or repair. 


including $1 billion for the Clean Water State Revolving Fund and $1 billion fo
the Safe Drinking Water State Revolving Fund. Half of the funds will include 
additional subsidies, such as principal forgiveness and grants, to make it eas
for more communities to access the programs. 
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• Bureau of Reclamation – $100 million to provide clean, reliable drinking water to 
rural areas and to ensure adequate water supply to areas impacted by drought. 


• Housing – provides $2 billion to build, preserve, and rehabilitate affordable rental 
homes for very low-income households and for repairs and rehabilitation of public 
housing. 


• Hiring of Teachers, Police, Firefighters & Job Training ($27 Billion) 


• Education – Includes $23 billion for an Education Jobs Fund focused on paying 
salaries. It is estimated that this will save or create an estimated 250,000 
education jobs over the next two years. Funds can also be used to modernize, 
renovate, and repair public education facilities. 


• Police & Firefighters – Provides $1.8 billion to put over 5,000 law enforcement 
officers on the beat and invest in hiring and retaining firefighters, and $500 million 
to retain, rehire, and hire firefighters. 


• Training – Provides about $2 billion for other hiring and training programs, to 
support 25,000 more Americorps volunteers and 250,000 youth summer jobs; to 
expand college work study jobs for 250,000 students; and to support job training 
for 150,000 people in high growth industries, such as health care and clean 
energy jobs, at community colleges. 


Small Business 
 
The package extends several Recovery Act initiatives aimed at helping America’s small 
businesses create jobs: 


• Eliminates fees on Small Business Administration (SBA) loans to make them 
more affordable for small businesses, and 


• Encourages banks to lend to small businesses by raising to 90 percent (from 85 
percent) the portion of a loan that the Small Business Administration will 
guarantee. 


• Emergency Relief to Families Hit by the Recession ($79 billion) 


• Unemployment Benefits -- Extends emergency unemployment benefits through 
June of 2010. The program expires at the end of the year and without an 
extension, roughly one million Americans will lose their emergency benefits in 
January 2010. 


• Help with Health Insurance for Unemployed Workers (COBRA) -- Extends 
through June 30, 2010 the 65 percent subsidy to help the unemployed continue 
COBRA health coverage. (It makes these benefits available for people who were 
involuntarily separated from their jobs through June 30, 2010 and extends the 
months of help from 9 months to 15 months.) 


 - 5 - 







 - 6 - 


• Medicaid (FMAP) -- Extends the provisions in the Recovery Act that provide the 
states with additional federal matching funds for Medicaid for six months – from 
December 31, 2010 to June 30, 2011. 


• Child Tax Credit – Makes the Child Tax Credit available to all low-income 
working families with children in 2010. (Under the Recovery Act, families must 
earn at least $3,000 in order to begin to take advantage of the $1,000 Child Tax 
Credit.) 


Other Provisions 
• Energy Innovation Loans – provides $2 billion for the Department of Energy 


Innovative Technology Loan Guarantee Program, to promote the rapid 
deployment of renewable energy and electric transmission projects. 


• Surface Transportation Authorization Extension – Extends the authorization for 
the highway, transit, highway safety and motor carrier safety programs of the 
Department of Transportation until September 30, 2010. In addition, the bill 
includes language that provides 100% federal share for the transportation 
programs authorized in the bill, repeals the provision that prohibits Highway Trust 
Fund balances from earning interest, and restores $20 billion to the Highway 
Trust Fund. 


 
(Note:  Neither this bill nor the Department of Defense appropriations bill contains a 
provision to prevent the estate tax from expiring for a one year period beginning 
January 1, 2010. The House has passed a bill, HR 4154, that would prevent the 
expiration and set the estate tax exemption at $3.5 million and the top tax rate on larger 
estates at 45 percent. But the Senate has not taken action and attempts in December 
2009 to negotiate a deal failed.) 


 








OFFICE OF THE COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
CONTRA COSTA COUNTY 


 
TO:  Legislation Committee 
       Supervisor Susan A. Bonilla, Chair 
       Supervisor Gayle B. Uilkema, Member 
    
FROM: Lara DeLaney, Legislative Coordinator 
   
DATE:  January 25, 2010 
 
SUBJECT: Agenda Item #5:  Opinion on Name Change for Mount Diablo to 


Mount Reagan 
             
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 


1. REVIEW the proposal to change the name of Mount Diablo to Mount 
Reagan and make a recommendation to the Board of Supervisors on 
the proposal before March 31, 2010. 


 
 


BACKGROUND 
 


The U.S. Board on Geographic Names is responsible by law for adjudicating 
decisions regarding geographic names for use by the departments and agencies 
of the Federal government.  On June 18, 2009 and again on January 6, 2010, the 
County was contacted regarding the County’s opinion on a proposed name 
change for Mount Diablo.  The County is requested to respond to this matter 
before March 31, 2010.  If no response is received, the Board on Geographic 
Names will consider the County’s opinion to be neutral and will make a decision 
that might affect the name.  (See Attachment A.) 
 


EXCERPT FROM THE US BOARD ON GEOGRAPHIC NAMES “QUARTERLY REVIEW  LIST” 
SPONSPONSORED B 
Case Summary: This proposal is to change officially the name of Mount Diablo, a 
1,171 m (3,849 ft) summit in east-central Contra Costa County, to Mount 
Reagan.  
 
The new name is intended to honor Ronald Wilson Reagan (1911-2004), the 
33rd governor of California (1967-1975) and 40th president of the United States 
(1981-1989). According to the proponent, who provided a copy of the Wikipedia 
entry for President Reagan with his application, “The Commemorative Name (Mt. 
Reagan) speaks for itself.” 
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The proponent, a resident of Oakley, believes the word “Diablo” is “derogatory 
and profane” and should be changed. This is his second attempt to seek a new 
name for the summit; in 2005 the BGN did not approve his proposal to change it 
to Mount Yahweh (two other proposals, for Mount Miwok and Mount Ohlone, 
were considered and rejected at the same meeting. An earlier proposal from the 
same proponent, for Mount Kawukum, was withdrawn in favor of Mount 
Yahweh). In voting not to support those proposals, the BGN cited the negative 
recommendations of the Contra Costa County Supervisors, the California 
Advisory Committee on Geographic Names, and numerous other local 
organizations, as well as a reluctance to change a longstanding name in 
widespread verbal and published usage. Many of the aforementioned 
organizations include “Mount Diablo” in their name. 
 
In his initial application to the BGN, the proponent suggested that the summit 
should be renamed either “Kawukum” (later amended to Mount Yahweh), or 
named in honor of President Reagan. However, he was told that because of the 
Commemorative Naming Policy, the latter name could not be considered until 
2009 and so the BGN would proceed with the former name. To this, the 
proponent responded that the Devil was “a living person”, so how could naming a 
feature “Diablo” be acceptable? 
 
Citing research conducted for the previous proposals, including an article entitled 
How Did Mount Diablo Get Its Name? (Mount Diablo State Park website), there 
are several theories regarding the origin of the summit’s current name, including 
one that suggests it was applied in the early nineteenth century, when members 
of a Spanish military expedition were involved in a search for some runaway 
Chupcan Indians. The runaways escaped into the thick brush, which the Spanish 
soldiers referred to as Monte del Diablo (“thicket of the Devil”). The Indians had 
in fact escaped across a local stream, “an act only possible with the help of the 
Devil.” Over the years, the English-speaking settlers of the area mistakenly 
presumed the term “monte” referred to the summit, hence the name Mount 
Diablo for the feature. Another story, provided in California’s Spanish Place-
Names (Marinacci, 1997), suggests, “It took its name supposedly from the time 
when Spanish soldiers were treated to a diabolical dance by their Indian foes’ 
medicine man.” Dr. William Bright, in his 1998 revision of Erwin Gudde’s 
California Place Names, reports that the earliest occurrence of the name Monte 
del Diablo was likely “on the Plano topográfico de la Misión de San José about 
1824.” Several sources indicate that other indigenous and Spanish names have 
been applied to the summit over the years, such as Cerro Alto De Los Bolbones, 
Monte Del Diablo, Monte Diablo, Monte Diavolo, Mount Diabolo, ‘Oj-ompil-e, 
Sierra De Los Bolbones, Sukku Jaman, Supemenenu, and Tuyshtak. 
 
The existing name has appeared on USGS topographic maps since 1896, and 
also is on the official Contra Costa County highway map and numerous other 
maps dating back to the mid-nineteenth century. A large number of local 
organizations dedicated to astronomy, aviation, surveying, and land preservation 
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have been named for the summit. The name Mount Diablo also applies to one of 
the three lines of meridian that pass through the State of California, and upon 
which the numbering of the township and range system is based. The peak of the 
summit serves as the initial point for the base and meridian lines.  
 
The proponent of the name change reports that when Contra Costa County was 
established and was to be named, the name “Mount Diablo County” was rejected 
in favor of something “less profane.” Prior to submitting his original proposal to 
the BGN, he approached the management of the State Park with a request that 
the park be renamed, but the Department of Parks and Recreation denied that 
appeal, suggesting that the name was well established locally and regionally and 
that when the park was named in 1931, no objections to the name were received. 
They suggested that the proponent contact the BGN regarding the renaming of 
the summit. 
 
According to GNIS, there are four administrative features in California, three 
buildings and a school, named in honor of Ronald Reagan. 
 








OFFICE OF THE COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
CONTRA COSTA COUNTY 


 
TO:  Legislation Committee 
       Supervisor Susan A. Bonilla, Chair 
       Supervisor Gayle B. Uilkema, Vice Chair 
    
FROM: Lara DeLaney, Legislative Coordinator 
   
DATE:  January 25, 2010 
 
SUBJECT: Agenda Item #6:  Request from CSAC to Send Congressional 


Delegation a Letter re: S. 1703: Quick Carcieri Fix 
             
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
CONSIDER the request from CSAC to send our congressional delegation a letter 
regarding S. 1703:  Quick Carcieri Fix, in support of comprehensive reform to the fee-
land into trust process for tribes.  Such a letter would be consistent with the Board’s 
adopted 2010 Federal Platform. 


 
BACKGROUND 


 
On February 24, 2009, the U.S. Supreme Court issued its landmark decision on Indian 
trust lands in Carcieri v. Salazar (2009; No. 07‐526). The Court held that the authority of 
the Secretary of Interior to take land into trust for tribes extends only to those tribes 
under federal jurisdiction in 1934, when the Indian Reorganization Act (IRA) was 
passed.  However the phrase “under federal jurisdiction” is not defined and 
therefore has thrown into question the status of many tribal trust land 
acquisitions. 
 
Many tribal governments are calling for a quick “fix” to Carcieri which would simply 
provide a definition of “under federal jurisdiction” that would include all tribes the 
Secretary has acted on behalf of with respect to land trust applications.  
 
Within the last several months, there has been movement on a number of items related 
to the Carcieri decision and the fee-land into trust process. While most of the update 
below is informational in nature, CSAC is requesting that every Board take action on 
the Carcieri issue by sending a letter to our congressional delegation in 
opposition to a “quick fix” and in support of comprehensive reform to the fee-
land into trust process.  CSAC recommends using the attached CSAC letter to 
Senator Feinstein as a template for contacting our representatives.  Also attached is a 
copy of a letter that Supervisor Diane Jacob, San Diego County, sent to Senator 
Feinstein.  
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While CSAC has made some progress on the issue, this issue is considered to be an 
uphill battle, and individual county action is needed alongside CSAC action to be 
effective.  
  
Update: 
 


1.       CSAC’s Washington D.C. advocate Joe Krahn reports that Senate Indian 
Affairs (IA) Committee Chairman Dorgan’s Carcieri “fix” bill (S. 1703) was approved 
by the IA Committee on December 17, 2009.  During the committee’s markup of the 
legislation, the panel approved an amendment offered by Senator Tom Coburn (R-
OK) that would require the Department of Interior to publish a list of tribes affected 
by the Carcieri decision.  Under the amendment, the Interior Department would need 
to produce the list within one calendar year. 


  
According to IA Committee staff, they are working on writing the Committee’s Report 
on the legislation, which should be ready sometime in February 2010. Once the 
report is finalized, the bill would then be discharged from the committee and the 
chairman would try to “hotline” the bill (move the bill to the Senate floor under 
Unanimous Consent). 


  
Senator Feinstein’s staff has indicated to CSAC that they have conveyed to 
Dorgan’s staff that Senator Feinstein will be seeking modifications to the bill.  These 
changes are consistent with the trust land reforms sought by CSAC and as provided 
for in the association’s testimony to the IA Committee.   


  
2.       On the House side, staff has indicated that the Carcieri bill(s) are not on the 
Natural Resources Committee’s calendar at this point in time (other issues will be 
before the committee in the near term).  CSAC continues to keep in contact with our 
House Members on this issue. 


  
3.       CSAC has also retained additional counsel in Washington DC regarding 
efforts in Congress to “fix” the Carcieri decision with a contract with Guy Martin of 
Perkins Coie LLP.  


  
 
Carcieri Specifics 
 
• The Carcieri decision has provided a rare window of opportunity for Congress to 


address concerns related to the fee-land into trust process. 
 
• California’s counties urge that the full implications of the decision and all potential 


resolutions should be identified for consideration before legislative action is taken.  
 
• Further, we urge our congressional representatives to advance not just a simple fix 


of the Carcieri holding, but a broader solution that fairly balances the roles of local 
and tribal governments.   
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• Such a solution should establish clear and specific congressional standards and 


processes to guide future trust land decisions, and should define the respective roles 
of Congress and the executive branch in the fee-land into trust process.   


 
• Ultimately our goal is to improve the fee-land into trust process to be more 


transparent and one that provides due consideration to both tribes and non-tribal 
interests such as local governments and the citizens and communities we represent. 


 
• Counties share the following concerns related to the fee-land into trust process : 
 


o The current fee-land into trust process has a number of systemic flaws, 
including a lack of clearly defined standards for trust land acquisitions.   


 
o There is inadequate notification requirements, meaning local governments 


are often forced to resort to Freedom of Information Act requests to determine 
if petitions for Indian land determinations have been filed in their jurisdictions. 


 
o CSAC also believes that intergovernmental agreements should be required 


between tribes and local governments to require mitigation for adverse 
impacts of gaming, related businesses and other commercial activities, 
including environmental and economic impacts from the transfer of the fee-
land into trust. 


 
• Ultimately our goal is to improve the fee-land into trust process to be more 


transparent and one that provides due consideration to both tribes and non-tribal 
interests such as local governments and the citizens and communities we represent. 


 
Specifically, this includes: 
 
Notice and Transparency 
1. Require full disclosure from the tribes on trust land applications and other Indian 


land decisions, and fair notice and transparency from the Bureau of Indian Affairs 
(BIA).   


2. The BIA should define “tribal need” and require specific information in trust land 
applications about need from the tribes.   


3. Applications should require specific representations of intended uses.   
 
The Decision Process and Standards 
1. A new paradigm for working with counties and local governments is needed where 


counties are considered meaningful and constructive stakeholders in Indian land 
related determinations. 


2. Establish standards that require that tribal and non-tribal interests be balanced in 
considering the impacts of trust land decisions.   


3. Limit the use of trust land to the tribe’s declared purpose.   
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4. For calculating tax losses for local governments, the valuation should be based on 
the proposed use of the land.   


 
Federal Sovereign Immunity 
1. BIA argues that once title to land acquired in trust transfers to the United States, 


lawsuits challenging that action are barred under the Quiet Title Act because federal 
sovereign immunity has not been waived. This is one of the very few areas of federal 
law where the United States has not allowed itself to be sued. The rationale for 
sovereign immunity should not be extended to trust land decisions, which often are 
very controversial and used to promote reservation shopping that will enrich 
investors at the expense of local governments. Third parties should have the right to 
challenge harmful trust land decisions, and BIA should not be allowed to shield its 
actions behind the federal government's sovereign immunity. 


 
Intergovernmental Agreements and Tribal-County Partnerships 
1. CSAC has consistently advocated that Intergovernmental Agreements be required 


between a tribe and local government affected by fee-land into trust applications to 
require mitigation for all adverse impacts, including environmental and economic 
impacts from the transfer of the land into trust.  As stated above, if any legislative 
modifications are made, CSAC strongly supports amendments to IGRA that require 
a tribe, as a condition to approval of a trust application, to negotiate and sign an 
enforceable Intergovernmental Agreement with the local county government to 
address mitigation of the significant impacts of gaming, related businesses and other 
commercial activities on local infrastructure and services.   


 
 
Attachment A:  CSAC letter to Senator Feinstein 
 
Attachment B:  Letter from Supervisor Jacob to Senator Feinstein 








OFFICE OF THE COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
CONTRA COSTA COUNTY 


 
TO:  Legislation Committee 
       Supervisor Susan A. Bonilla, Chair 
       Supervisor Gayle B. Uilkema, Vice Chair 
    
FROM: Lara DeLaney, Legislative Coordinator 
   
DATE:  January 25, 2010 
 
SUBJECT: Agenda Item #7:  Request from CSAC to Support H.R. 3332 Creating 


a National Commission on Intergovernmental Affairs 
             
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
CONSIDER  recommending to the Board of Supervisors a position of “Support” on H.R. 
3332, The Restore the Partnership Act, which would create a National Commission on 
Intergovernmental Affairs. 


 
BACKGROUND 


 
A key policy platform for the National Association of Counties (NACo) for the past year 
has been to Restore the Partnership between the federal and local government.  A 
component of this restoration is the creation of the National Commission on 
Intergovernmental Affairs (NCIR).  U.S. Representative Gerry Connolly (D-Va.) has 
introduced H.R. 3332 – the Restore the Partnership Act – which would create such a 
commission. 


The goal of H.R. 3332 is to facilitate the fullest cooperation and coordination between all 
levels of government. Creating a National Commission on Intergovernmental Relations 
(NCIR) could establish a permanent, independent, bipartisan group to study and 
consider the federal government’s intergovernmental relationships and the nation’s 
intergovernmental machination. 


The 30-member commission would represent the interests of the federal system’s 
intergovernmental partners. The body would be the only established, freestanding part 
of the federal system in which the views of the federal government’s intergovernmental 
partners could be openly aired, and in which difficulties and inefficiencies in the federal 
system’s intergovernmental relationships could be examined. 


CSAC is urging each member of the California Congressional delegation to sign on to 
H.R. 3332 as co-sponsors.  CSAC is also urging all Boards of Supervisors to support 
H.R. 3332 as well through our legislative platform and contacts. To read the full text of 
the bill, please see Attachment A.SPONSPONSORED B 
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OFFICE OF THE COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
CONTRA COSTA COUNTY 


 
TO:  Legislation Committee 
       Supervisor Susan A. Bonilla, Chair 
       Supervisor Gayle B. Uilkema, Vice Chair 
    
FROM: Lara DeLaney, Legislative Coordinator 
   
DATE:  January 25, 2010 
 
SUBJECT: Agenda Item #8:  Federal Platform and Federal Issues Update 
             
 
RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
1.  RECOMMEND the Board of Supervisors take action on including a Delta Counties 
Coalition-sponsored project(s) in the list of FFY 2011 appropriations requests made to 
our federal congressional delegation, if the DCC requests co-sponsorship. 
 
2.  ACCEPT the report on federal legislative matters.   
 


 
Delta Counties Coalition Project(s) for Federal FY 2011 Appropriations 
 
As you know, on January 19, 2010, the Board of Supervisors adopted the 2010 Federal 
Platform which contained the County’s 13 appropriations request projects for Federal 
Fiscal Year 2011.  These appropriations requests are due to our congressional 
representatives beginning February 5 (for Senator Feinstein) and February 12, for all 
others.  During the oral report to the Board on the 2010 Federal Platform, staff had 
reported that the County may be requested to support or co-sponsor an as-yet-
undetermined project related to the Delta, in conjunction with our Delta Counties 
Coalition (DCC) efforts. 
 
During the past several weeks, the Supervisors who are designated as representatives 
to the Delta Counties Coalition and its Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) members, 
along with the federal lobbyists for the DCC counties, have been in discussions 
regarding a project or multiple projects to put forward for federal appropriations.  During 
their weekly calls (scheduled for Friday mornings at 8:00 a.m.), the Supervisors have 
endorsed the idea of submitting a request for federal appropriations, but they delegated 
the crafting of the request to the TAC.  In consultation with the federal lobbyists, the 
TAC has drafted four projects for consideration (see Attachment A).  The DCC 
Supervisors are scheduled to decide the matter of which project(s) would be submitted 
on their January 29, 2010 call.   
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You may also recall that Contra Costa County has, for many years, included projects on 
its federal appropriations request list that would be of regional benefit to the Delta.  
There are two specific projects, the Delta Long-Term Management Study (Delta LTMS) 
(#1 on our list) and the CalFed Levee Stability Improvement Program (#6 on our list) 
that Contra Costa County is urging that the DCC member counties either include in their 
individual request lists or support as a DCC-sponsored project.  Pending the outcome of 
the Supervisors’ call on Friday, January 29, staff may return to the Board of Supervisors 
on February 9 for authorization to support or co-sponsor an appropriations request as a 
member of the DCC. 


 
 


WASHINGTON, D.C. REPORT 
 


Following a brief break for the holidays, members of the House of Representatives 
returned to Washington the week of January 11 for the start of the second session of 
the 111th Congress. On the other side of the Capitol, the Senate reconvened the week 
of January 18 to begin the new session. 
  
Lawmakers will face a number of hot-button issues early in 2010, with legislation to 
reform the nation’s health care system still under consideration. Determining how to 
proceed on reform and what should be included in the bill became much more 
complicated when Republican Scott Brown of Massachusetts upset the Democratic 
candidate for the Senate seat that was held for decades by the late Senator Ted 
Kennedy. Now, the Democratic majority in the upper chamber has been reduced to 59, 
one vote short of the 60 needed to break a Republican filibuster.  
  
Still, several options are available to Democratic congressional leaders in order to move 
the health care reform legislation this session. One of the options being discussed 
would have Congress move pieces of the massive bill incrementally. Yet another option 
is for the House to approve the Senate-passed measure and follow it with separate 
legislation making changes that House and Senate leaders have negotiated since the 
upper chamber passed its package last month.  
  
The early signal from Capitol Hill, however, seems to be that there is no perfect option 
available at this time. For example, House Speaker Nancy Pelosi (D-CA) said late this 
week there are not enough votes in the House to send the Senate-passed bill to the 
president’s desk. Additionally, some Democrats question whether the Senate would 
actually approve the separate legislation that would amend portions of the Senate-
passed legislation. 
  
In addition to health care reform, lawmakers are expected to tackle a number of other 
legislative initiatives in the coming weeks, including a jobs package, immigration reform, 
and a supplemental appropriations measure for military operations in Afghanistan. Also 
on the horizon, President Obama’s Fiscal Year 2011 budget request is expected to be 
unveiled on Monday, February 1. 
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For more information, contact Joe Krahn, Waterman and Associates, 202/898-1444, or e-
mail jk@wafed.com. 


 
Poll: Most in state frown upon Congress' job performance 
rhotakainen@mcclatchydc.com  
Published Wednesday, Jan. 27, 2010 
 
WASHINGTON – Nearly seven in 10 Californians are dissatisfied with the way Congress has 
handled the issue of health care, and two-thirds of the state's voters say they disapprove of 
Congress' overall job performance, according to the latest Field Poll.  


The disapproval is widely bipartisan. Eighty-five percent of Republicans and 61 percent of 
Democrats say they disapprove of the way Congress has handled health care. Fifty-four percent 
of Democrats disapprove of Congress' overall job performance, compared to 83 percent of 
Republicans.  


The ratings are among the most negative assessments of Washington lawmakers since the Field 
Poll began tracking congressional job approval 18 years ago.  


State voters also have a more negative than positive view of Democratic House Speaker Nancy 
Pelosi of San Francisco. Forty-six percent of Californians disapprove of her job performance, 
while only 39 percent approve.  


"Voters are very dispirited," said Mark DiCamillo, director of the poll.  


Despite the low marks, the poll shows that California voters still lean Democratic, by a wide 
margin. Fifty percent of the poll respondents said they're inclined to support the Democrat in 
their own congressional district this fall, compared with 32 percent who said they're likely to 
favor the Republican candidate.  


Jeremiah Sasser, 31, of Modesto, one of the poll respondents, said he disapproved of both 
Congress and its handling of health care.  


"They're trying to bring in a new health care program vs. just fixing the problems that we have 
with the current system," Sasser said. "I think the majority of the people are actually happy with 
their health care. It's just that there are some problems that need to be fixed."  


Sasser, who is registered "decline to state," said he tried to pass along his concerns to members 
of Congress, only to receive form letters in response.  


"Overall, I don't think they really listen to us as people. … They just blow you off," he said.  


After watching health care top the agenda in Washington for the past six months, DiCamillo said 
the public is tired of the process.  


"It's like the viewing of the making of sausage," he said. "It's really not a pretty process because 
deals are being cut, interest groups are being catered to, and the public really recoils from that 
process when it takes a close look at it.  
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"Usually, it doesn't have that close a look at legislation," DiCamillo added, "but this particular 
piece of legislation is probably drawing more attention than just about any piece of legislation in 
recent memory."  


© Copyright The Sacramento Bee. All rights reserved.  
 
 


ECONOMY: BOXER PITCHES MULTIPLE BILL STRATEGY 
By Darren Goode and Peter Cohn 
CongressDaily, Jan. 27, 2009 
 
Senate Democrats are considering a plan to move an initial package of unemployment 
assistance and health benefits for laid-off workers, coupled with several infrastructure-
related measures and small-business tax incentives, before moving to a broader job-
creation bill, a key senator said today. 
 
"People understand it better than if you put 10 things in one bill," said Senate 
Environment and Public Works Chairwoman Barbara Boxer. "And I think it should help 
us get passage from our colleagues on the other side." 
 
Senate Majority Whip Durbin and Democratic Policy Committee Chairman Byron 
Dorgan of North Dakota are putting the finishing touches on an $80 billion-plus package 
of new spending on infrastructure, energy-efficiency and aid to states, as well as tax 
credits for companies that hire unemployed workers. 
 
That measure could be unveiled as early as Thursday (Jan. 28) after President Obama 
lays out his job-creation priorities in tonight's State of the Union address, but it might not 
see floor action until mid-February. At that point, the President's Day recess and GOP 
opposition to tapping unspent bank bailout funds to finance new spending could delay 
final approval. 
 
Meanwhile, unemployment insurance and COBRA health subsidies will be exhausted 
Feb. 28 if lawmakers do not act, which is partly driving discussion of an initial bill. 
 
Boxer said the measure may also include a short-term extension of Surface 
transportation programs, also expiring Feb. 28, and an expansion of Build America 
Bonds, which are taxable bonds to finance state and local infrastructure projects, with 
the interest payments partially subsidized by the federal government. 
 
The surface transportation fund spending would be paid for through interest it is owed 
from the Treasury's general fund, she said, and extended through the end of the year. 
Tax incentives for businesses could be included as well, Boxer said, and the package 
would not require dipping into Troubled Asset Relief Program funds. 
 
"Let's see how our Republican friends react," Boxer said. "I don't know what in that 
package they can find a problem with." 
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Some pieces could also be broken out into smaller bills, Boxer said, although she 
emphasized that strategies are still being discussed and the timing is unclear. 
 
"We're hoping to move very quickly," she said. 
 
Senate aides said final decisions have yet to be made and that various options are 
under consideration. 
 
The initial proposals described by Boxer are largely under the jurisdiction of Senate 
Finance Chairman Max Baucus, although her panel is working together with the 
Finance Committee to reauthorize highway and transit program financing. 
 
The surface transportation spending would be designed to tide state highway authorities 
over through the spring construction season, while Boxer's panel begins to look at a 
five-year reauthorization bill in March. 
 
Other initiatives under consideration by Baucus include an extension of the higher 
federal matching share for Medicaid payments authorized by last year's stimulus bill. 
The House's $154 billion jobs bill passed in December wrapped together that provision 
as well as unemployment insurance and COBRA extensions and various spending on 
infrastructure programs and aid to states. 
 
But there appears to be little appetite in the Senate for tackling one massive bill. When 
asked whether this is a lesson learned from the difficulty in passing healthcare reform, 
Boxer said, "I just think it's the pragmatics of getting it done." 
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