
U.S. BOARD ON GEOGRAPHIC NAMES 
DOMESTIC NAMES COMMITTEE 
Eight Hundred and Fifteenth Meeting 

Department of the Interior, Kiowa Room 
July 11, 2019 – 9:30 a.m. 

 
Members and Deputy Members in Attendance 
Wendi-Starr Brown  Department of the Interior (Bureau of Indian Affairs) 
Thad Ellerbe   Department of Commerce (Office of Coast Survey) 
Brenda-Anne C. Forrest  Government Publishing Office 
Kate James   Library of Congress 
Elizabeth Kanalley  Department of Agriculture (U.S. Forest Service) 
Michael Karau   Department of Homeland Security 
Sean Killen   Department of the Interior (U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service)  

   (by teleconference) 
Susan Lyon   Department of Defense (U.S. Army Corps of Engineers) 
Deborah Nordeen  Department of the Interior (National Park Service) 
Jeremy Smith    Department of the Interior (Bureau of Ocean and Energy Management) 
Timothy St. Onge  Library of Congress 
Mike Tischler   Department of the Interior (U.S. Geological Survey) 
 
Ex-Officio 
Trent Palmer, Executive Secretary, U.S. Board on Geographic Names/Foreign Names Committee 
    (by teleconference) 
 
Staff 
Julie-Ann Danfora, U.S. Geological Survey 
Maria McCormick, U.S. Geological Survey (by teleconference) 
Matthew O’Donnell, U.S. Geological Survey 
Jennifer Runyon, U.S. Geological Survey 
 
Guests 
Josefa Baker, Department of the Interior (U.S. Geological Survey) 
Ryan Nichols, Department of the Interior 
Kathleen Payne, Department of Defense (U.S. Army Corps of Engineers) 
 
1.  Opening  
 
In the absence of Chair Flora, Vice Chair James opened the meeting at 9:35 a.m. and invited members, staff, 
and guests to introduce themselves.  
 
2.  Minutes of the 814th Meeting 
 
The minutes of the 814th meeting, held June 13, 2019, were approved as submitted. 
 
3.  Reports 
 
3.1  BGN Chairman (Dillon) 
 
There was no report.  
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3.2  BGN Executive Secretary (Runyon and Palmer) 
 
Runyon gave a report on behalf of the DNC Executive Secretary position, which remains vacant. 
 
The next quarterly meeting of the Full Board will take place on Tuesday, July 16, at 1:30 p.m. at the 
Department of the Interior, Kiowa Room.  Quarterly reports and minutes of the April meeting will be 
distributed shortly. 
 
Because of a conflict with the annual meeting of the North American Cartographic Information Society 
(NACIS), Dillon has requested that the fall quarterly meeting of the Full Board be rescheduled to October 8.  
 
Palmer reminded members about the upcoming 33rd joint meeting between the BGN and the Permanent 
Committee on Geographical Names for British Official Use (PCGN), which will take place in London, 
November 18-22.  The meeting will celebrate the PCGN’s centennial.  He encouraged DNC members and 
staff to attend and present papers. 
 
Palmer has been invited to attend the 25th International Seminar on Sea Names, which is being hosted by 
the Society for the East Sea from South Korea.  The seminar will be held in Alexandria, Virginia and will 
address the Virginia Board of Education’s decision a few years ago to use the name “East Sea” in 
conjunction with Sea of Japan in state-approved textbooks.  The BGN typically does not attend these 
seminars, but Palmer feels that it will be a good opportunity to present the BGN’s position on the issue. 
 
There are ongoing issues with group emails sent from the U.S. Geological Survey to members and staff at 
the National Geospatial-Intelligence Agency (NGA).  Individual emails are received with no problem.  It is 
hoped that NGA and USGS IT support can resolve the issue. 
 
The BGN’s Advisory Committee on Undersea Features (ACUF) met on Thursday, June 27 at the U.S. 
Geological Survey.  ACUF voted to recommend approval of 44 names for undersea features in the Bering 
Sea.  Sixteen of the names required coordination with the DNC and will be considered during this meeting’s 
docket.  The next ACUF meeting is expected to take place sometime in September or October.  
 
The next meeting of the Foreign Names Committee will take place on Tuesday, September 10, at NGA. 
 
3.3  Special Committee on Communications (Forrest) 
 
Forrest reported on several items pending before the Special Committee on Communications (SCC).  The 
BGN trifold brochures need to be updated.  It has been suggested that the BGN needs to develop a mission 
statement and some material that could be provided to the media and others when they request information 
on the Federal naming process.  
 
Forrest is preparing a template for the Fiscal Year 2018 Annual Report.  The status of the report will be 
discussed at the upcoming Full Board meeting. 
 
3.4  Executive Secretary (Runyon) 
 
Runyon provided an update on registration and scheduling details for the 2019 annual meeting of the 
Council of Geographic Names Authorities (COGNA), which will be held in Baton Rouge, Louisiana, 
August 5-9.   
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Runyon received a call from the producer of the Netflix show Patriot Act with Hasan Minhaj expressing an 
interest in doing a segment on the BGN.  He was familiar with the DNC’s Principles, Policies, and 
Procedures (2016) and was well-informed about the BGN.  They inquired about the possibility of naming 
an unnamed feature in the New York City area and following the process on the show; Runyon informed 
him that the BGN’s mission does not include finding names for unnamed features just to illustrate the 
naming process. 
 
3.5  Staff (Runyon) 
 
Quarterly Review List 436, comprising 38 new name and name change proposals, was completed and 
posted at the BGN website last week.  A notice will be sent shortly to all 573 federally recognized Tribes 
and to Tribal Historic Preservation Officers recognized by the National Park Service, as well as to BGN 
members, State names authorities, and other interested parties.  Staff will begin contacting local, State, and 
Federal partners for feedback on the proposals. 
 
Runyon received a call from a newspaper in Melbourne Beach, Florida, about the naming of a 45-mile-long 
barrier island in Brevard County.  The BGN has considered four names for this island since 2011:  Ponce de 
Leon Island, Coacoochee Island, Ais Island, and Brooks Island.  Citing a lack of local agreement, the BGN 
voted to disapprove the first three names at its November 2012 meeting and to disapprove the latter name at 
its March 2017 meeting.  Many residents of the island expressed a wish to leave the island unnamed.  The 
caller from the paper suggested it might be worth initiating a naming contest among all communities and 
incorporated municipalities on the island.  
 
Runyon received a call from Colorado Public Radio asking about a recent decision by the Governor of 
Colorado to designate a large boulder that fell on a State highway on Memorial Day 2019 as Memorial 
Rock.  The highway department determined it would be more cost effective to reroute the highway around 
the rock.  Runyon informed the caller about the seven pending cases in Colorado, for which staff has 
requested input from the Governor in lieu of an active State Names Authority in Colorado.   
 
Runyon also received inquiries about the pending Colorado cases from BusinessDen, a Denver business 
news website, and the magazine WestWord, which has already published a story on the ongoing efforts to 
rename Mount Evans.  The WestWord reporter will talk to the Governor’s office about the possibility of 
reforming the Colorado Board on Geographic Names.  The Governor’s staff has informed the BGN staff 
that the Governor is not in a position to make recommendations on geographic name proposals and that a 
“robust State review process” is needed. 
 
The proponent of the name To Kalon Creek (BGN 2017) continues to contact BGN staff for updates on the 
appeal and is soliciting letters of support for the name.  Runyon has reminded him that additional support is 
not typically considered new information and that he should address the specific concerns put forth by the 
DNC when it agreed in May to revisit the decision.  Some of the letters refer to “the unnamed stream,” so it 
appears there is confusion about the status of the proposal.   
 
The proponent of the name Betty Pond, which the BGN did not approve at its December 2018 meeting, has 
contacted the Massachusetts State Names Authority and O’Donnell asking for their assistance in having the 
BGN revisit its decision.  They will reiterate that the BGN made its decision in accordance with the 
Commemorative Names Policy; the proponent initially stated that the name was intended to honor his wife, 
who is living, before revising the proposal to refer to a historical spring in a neighboring town. 
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3.6  GNIS and Data Compilation Program (McCormick) 
 
In preparation for the 2020 Census, the Census Bureau has submitted a few thousand updates for inclusion 
in GNIS.  Some of these include spatial changes in addition to name changes, and McCormick has been 
working on the first submission of about 200 changes.   
 
Appendix G in the DNC’s Principles, Policies, and Procedures, which lists all diacritical marks allowed in 
geographic names, is regularly updated in response to requests from the Census Bureau.  The agency will be 
better able to handle diacritics in the 2020 Census.  
 
McCormick was able to establish “vanity URLs” for the BGN website and several sub-pages.  She has also 
updated the member page on the website. 
 
New downloadable files of all GNIS records have been posted on the website.  
 
Planning for the upcoming fiscal year will focus on having new GNIS tools operational by the end of 2020.  
All APEX applications, including GNIS, the proposal form, and data maintenance forms, will need to be 
replaced.  Some database downtime should be expected when the tools are switched. 
 
One member left the meeting. 
 
4.  Docket  
 
Please refer to the attached Docket for a description of each proposal.  For new names approved at this 
meeting, the newly assigned GNIS Feature ID (FID) has been noted following the name.   
 
I. Staff-Processed New Names, and Name and Application Changes agreed to by all interested 
parties 
 
Ashishik Canyon, change Bering Canyon - in part to Bering Valley and change the application of Bering 
Canyon, Bogoslof Basin, Bogoslof Sill, change Bogoslof Canyon - in part to Bogoslof Valley, change 
Inanudak Canyon to Chagak Canyon, East Bogoslof Canyon, change Saint George Canyon to East 
Saint Paul Canyon, change Umnak Canyon - in part to Inanudak Canyon, change Okmuk Canyon to 
Okmok Canyon and change the application of Okmok Canyon, Seguam Basin, Seguam Sill, change 
Uliaga Canyon to Umnak Canyon and change the application of Umnak Canyon, Vostochnie Canyon, 
change Bogoslof Canyon - in part to West Bogoslof Canyon, and change Seguam Canyon - in part to 
West Seguam Canyon, Alaska (National Marine Fisheries Service Marine Protected Area) (Review List 
433) (FIDs 2804116, 2804118, 2804246, 2804242, 2804248, 2804249, 2804250, 2804251, 2804245*). 
 
*Note:  for those features located entirely beyond the jurisdiction of Alaska, the GNIS data entry tool does 
not allow a name to be entered as a State must be identified.  This issue will be addressed as resources 
permit. 
 
Members discussed the nature of the proposals, the Advisory Committee on Undersea Features review 
process, as well as the extent of Alaska jurisdiction and U.S. territorial waters, and how this determines 
which feature names are reviewed by the DNC and the full BGN.  Ellerbe described the work that went into 
these proposals and commended O’Donnell for his extensive research and analysis of the situation.  Palmer 
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added that these new names, along with improved bathymetric data, will greatly enhance analysis of the 
ocean floor in this area.  The DNC and ACUF staffs will coordinate how to record these in their respective 
geographic name databases.  
 
A motion was made and seconded to consider these proposals as a group. 
 
 Vote:   11  in favor 
                0  against 
                  0  abstentions 
 
A motion was made and seconded to approve the proposals. 
 
 Vote:   11  in favor 
                0  against 
                  0  abstentions 
 
II. Disagreement on Docketed Names  
 
Bluebonnet Valley, Alabama (Review List 434) 
 
A motion was made and seconded not to approve the name, citing the negative recommendation of the State 
Names Authority. 
 
 Vote:   10  in favor 
                0  against 
                  1  abstention 
 
III. New Commemorative Names and Changes agreed to by all interested parties 
 
Mihalik Creek, Ohio (Review List 434) (FID 2804124) 
 
A motion was made and seconded to approve the name. 
 
 Vote:   11  in favor 
                0  against 
                  0  abstentions 
 
Halsey Creek, South Carolina (Review List 435) (FID 2804126) 
 
A motion was made and seconded to approve the name. 
 
 Vote:   11  in favor 
                0  against 
                  0  abstentions 
 
IV. Revised Decisions - none 
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V.  New Names agreed to by all interested parties 
 
Mount Waldstein, Montana (Custer-Gallatin National Forest) (Review List 428) (FID 2804121) 
 
A motion was made and seconded to approve the name. 
 
 Vote:   11  in favor 
                0  against 
                  0  abstentions 
 
Jug Hollow Run, Pennsylvania (Valley Forge National Historical Park) (Review List 434) (FID 2804125) 
 
A motion was made and seconded to approve the name. 
 
 Vote:   11  in favor 
                0  against 
                  0  abstentions 
 
East Ham Branch and West Ham Branch, Texas (Review List 434) (FIDs 2804127, 2804128) 
 
A motion was made and seconded to approve the names. 
 
 Vote:   11  in favor 
                0  against 
                  0  abstentions 
 
5.  Other Business 
 
Runyon shared some thoughts and suggestions about modifying some of the DNC’s procedures and asked 
for input from members.  Currently, the DNC accepts all proposals it receives, including some that may be 
deemed frivolous or not well thought out.  This could be considered a positive approach and may be unique 
to the United States.  The only proposals that are rejected by the staff are those that include either of two 
offensive words noted in the Derogatory Names Policy, and commemorative names that are clearly intended 
to honor a living person(s).  Proposals for features in federally designated or proposed wilderness areas are 
not processed until the proponent provides a justification for waiving the Wilderness Geographic Names 
Policy.  It was noted that the DNC has stated in the past that it is not the staff’s role to decide what is a 
“valid” or “appropriate” proposal, and the staff does not necessarily want to be in the position of making 
such a judgement.  There was further discussion regarding what could be considered “frivolous” or “self-
serving” proposals.  The general sense is that the current procedures are working well enough.  
  
6.  Closing 
 
The meeting adjourned at 12:06 p.m.   
 
The next Domestic Names Committee meeting will be held August 7, 2019, at 8:30 a.m., during the annual 
meeting of the Council of Geographic Names Authorities in Baton Rouge, Louisiana. 
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       (signed)    
    
       ____________________________ 
       [vacant] Executive Secretary 
 
APPROVED 
(signed) Andrew Flora 
 
_______________________ 
Andrew Flora, Chair 
Domestic Names Committee 
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U.S. BOARD ON GEOGRAPHIC NAMES 
DOMESTIC NAMES COMMITTEE 

DOCKET 
July 2019 

 
I. Staff-Processed New Names, and Name and Application Changes agreed to by all interested 

parties 
 

Sixteen names for undersea features in the Bering Sea, Alaska 
(National Marine Fisheries Service Marine Protected Area) 

(Review List 433) 
 
The following sixteen proposals were submitted by researchers at NOAA’s National Marine Fisheries 
Service at the Alaska Fisheries Science Center.  The proposals affect the names of undersea features in the 
East Bering Sea and result from a meta-analysis of bathymetric measurements.  These features are within 
the 12-nautical-mile territorial sea of the U.S., and as such are subject to review by the BGN’s Domestic 
Names Committee.  Eight of the proposals are to name newly-discovered features, while two are to change 
the generic term to better reflect the shape and structure of the feature.  The remaining six are to change 
existing names, either to better associate them with coastal features or in relation to a newly 
mapped/discovered feature.  The proponents published a revised bathymetric chart of the area in a report 
titled “Bathymetry and Canyons of the Eastern Bering Sea Slope.” 
 
Nine of the proposed names are for features that lie within three nautical miles of the coast and as such are 
under the jurisdiction of the State of Alaska.  All the features are on the sea floor under NOAA Marine 
Protected Areas; some are also under Alaska Department of Fish and Game Marine Protected Areas. 
 
The Alaska Board on Geographic Names recommends approval of the nine names within its jurisdiction.  
The Advisory Committee on Undersea Features and NOAA recommend approval of all sixteen names. 
 

Ashishik Canyon 
Mouth: https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=54.136667&p_longi=-168.248333 
Source: https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=53.641667&p_longi=-168.095 
 
The new name Ashishik Canyon is proposed for an unnamed 42-mile-long offshore valley north of Mount 
Okmok.  The valley trends from south to north and passes west of Bogoslof Island.  The proponents report 
that the U.S. Coast and Geodetic Survey bathymetric chart of the area shows a single canyon named Okmuk 
Canyon in this area, but that they discovered two parallel canyons here. 
 
According to A Dictionary of Alaska Place Names (Orth, 1967), “ashishik” is an Aleut word of unknown 
meaning.  The name Ashishik Point was recorded in 1852. 
 

https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=54.136667&p_longi=-168.248333
https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=53.641667&p_longi=-168.095
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Change Bering Canyon (in part) to Bering Valley and change the application of Bering Canyon 
Bering Valley 
Mouth: https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=54.641667&p_longi=-175.283333 
Source: https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=54.081667&p_longi=-167.948333 
 
This proposal would change the name of a part of Bering Canyon to Bering Valley.  New bathymetric 
analysis of the valley shows that is broader and shallower than a “canyon,” and as such the proponents 
believe the new name should be applied.  The name Bering Canyon would be restricted to the upper part of 
the feature, which would result in it being located entirely outside the 12-nautical-mile-territorial sea.  
Bering Valley is formed where Bering Canyon and Bogoslof Valley (q.v.) merge. 

 
Bogoslof Basin 

https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=53.723333&p_longi=-167.05 
 
The new name Bogoslof Basin is proposed for an unnamed basin offshore in Makushin Bay between Cape 
Starichkof and Makushin Point.  Although this basin is not close to Bogoslof Island, the name is proposed 
because it is at the head of the “Bogoslof complex” which also includes Bogoslof Sill, East Bogoslof 
Canyon, West Bogoslof Canyon, and Bogoslof Valley (q.v.).  This basin is located entirely within the 3 
nautical mile limit. 
 
According to Orth [ibid.], “bogoslof” is Russian for “theologian,” and the name was given to a nearby 
island because it formed from an eruption in 1796 on the feast day of St. John the Theologian (the Eastern 
Orthodox title for St. John the Apostle).  The word comes from the Russian words for “God” and “word.”  
The wilderness.net website reports that the name was given when Russian explorers “believed that they 
heard the ‘voice of God’ (bogoslof)” when the island was formed by a volcanic eruption. 
 

Bogoslof Sill 
https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=53.702538&p_longi=-167.188746 
 
The new name Bogoslof Sill is proposed for a 4-mile-wide newly mapped undersea gap at the edge of 
Bogoslof Basin (q.v.).  The gap lies partly within the three nautical mile limit. 
 

Change Bogoslof Canyon (in part) to Bogoslof Valley 
Mouth: https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=54.081667&p_longi=-167.948333 
Source: https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=53.933333&p_longi=-167.795 
 
This proposal is to change the name of Bogoslof Canyon to Bogoslof Valley, and to change the application 
to refer to a 13-mile-long offshore valley northeast of Bogoslof Island.  Bogoslof Canyon is currently 
recorded in the GEOnet Names Server and published on U.S. Coast and Geodetic Survey bathymetric 
charts.  New bathymetric measurements have revealed that the valley is much broader than originally 
thought, so proponents believe the generic should be changed from “canyon” to “valley.”  In addition, the 
upper section of the previously-mapped Bogoslof Canyon is actually two canyons (proposed East Bogoslof 
Canyon and West Bogoslof Canyon (q.v.)) that merge to form Bogoslof Valley.  
 
 
 

https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=54.641667&p_longi=-175.283333
https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=54.081667&p_longi=-167.948333
https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=53.723333&p_longi=-167.05
https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=53.702538&p_longi=-167.188746
https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=54.081667&p_longi=-167.948333
https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=53.933333&p_longi=-167.795
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Change Inanudak Canyon to Chagak Canyon 
Mouth: https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=54.19&p_longi=-168.948333 
Source: https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=53.561667&p_longi=-168.283333 
 
This proposal is to change the name of Inanudak Canyon to Chagak Canyon.  The valley begins near Cape 
Chagak, within the three-nautical-mile limit, while the name Inanudak Canyon (q.v.) is proposed to be 
applied instead to a newly mapped valley that begins in Inanudak Bay.  
 
According to Orth [ibid.], “chagak” may come from the Aleut words “cidaq,” meaning “young bird,” 
“cagaq,” meaning “trench,” or “chagaq” meaning “natural hole” or “chasm.”  The name Cape Chagak was 
published in 1952. 
 

East Bogoslof Canyon 
Mouth: https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=53.931667&p_longi=-167.795 
Source: https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=53.516667&p_longi=-167.213333 
 
The new name East Bogoslof Canyon is proposed for a 44-mile-long offshore valley northwest of Unalaska 
Island.  The valley, which heads within the three-nautical-mile limit, merges with another valley proposed 
to be named West Bogoslof Canyon (q.v.) to form Bogoslof Valley (q.v.). 
 

Change Saint George Canyon to East Saint Paul Canyon 
Mouth: https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=55.376667&p_longi=-173.058333 
Source: https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=57.3&p_longi=-170.608333 
 
This proposal is to change the name of Saint George Canyon to East Saint Paul Canyon.  The valley begins 
near Saint Paul Island rather than Saint George Island.  The proponents found two roughly parallel canyons 
where one was known before and are proposing the names East Saint Paul Canyon and West Saint Paul 
Canyon; the latter is outside the 12-nautical-mile territorial sea.  They are proposing the name Saint George 
Canyon for a newly mapped valley (also outside the 12-nautical-mile territorial sea) that begins near Saint 
George Island. 
 

Change Umnak Canyon (in part) to Inanudak Canyon 
Mouth: https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=53.745&p_longi=-169.773333 
Source: https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=53.3&p_longi=-168.471667 
 
This proposal is to change the application of the name Inanudak Canyon.  The BGN currently recognizes 
the name Inanudak Canyon for the valley proposed to be named instead Chagak Canyon (q.v.).  The 
changes are proposed to bring the names of the valleys in better agreement with the coastal features near 
where they begin.  ACUF recognizes this valley as part of Umnak Canyon; the proponents are proposing 
that Inanudak Canyon, which heads within the three-nautical mile limit, would merge with Umnak Canyon 
(q.v.), to form Umnak Valley, which is outside the 12-nautical-mile territorial sea.  According to Orth 
[ibid.], “inanudak” is an Aleut word of unknown meaning; the name was recorded in the area as early as 
1840. 
 
 
 
 
 

https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=54.19&p_longi=-168.948333
https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=53.561667&p_longi=-168.283333
https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=53.931667&p_longi=-167.795
https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=53.516667&p_longi=-167.213333
https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=55.376667&p_longi=-173.058333
https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=57.3&p_longi=-170.608333
https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=53.745&p_longi=-169.773333
https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=53.3&p_longi=-168.471667
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Change Okmuk Canyon to Okmok Canyon and change the application of Okmok Canyon 
Mouth: https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=54.181667&p_longi=-168.475 
Source: https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=53.593333&p_longi=-168.121667 
 
This proposal would change the name of Okmuk Canyon to Okmok Canyon and change the application of 
the name Okmok Canyon.  The BGN currently records the name as Okmuk Canyon at a location where 
there is no valley.  The proposed location refers to a valley that heads within the three-nautical-mile limit.  
A Coast and Geodetic Survey chart labels the valley Okmuk Canyon [sic].  Orth [ibid.] states that “okmok” 
was a local name recorded in 1946. The name is associated with Mount Okmok, a name that has been on 
Federal maps since at least 1951. 
 

Seguam Basin 
https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=52.566667&p_longi=-171.766667 
 
The new name Seguam Basin is proposed for a newly-mapped undersea basin between Seguam Island and 
Amukta Island.  According to Orth [ibid.], “seguam” is an Aleut name of unknown origin that was recorded 
in 1778 by Captain Cook. 
 
 

Seguam Sill 
https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=52.703808&p_longi=-171.88072 
 
The new name Seguam Sill is proposed for a newly-mapped undersea gap at the edge of Seguam Basin 
(q.v.).  
 

Change Uliaga Canyon to Umnak Canyon and change the application of Umnak Canyon 
Mouth: https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=53.745&p_longi=-169.771667 
Source: https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=53.188333&p_longi=-168.841667 
 
This proposal is to change the application of the name Umnak Canyon.  The BGN currently recognizes 
Umnak Canyon as a long valley that begins northwest of Umnak Island and which includes the valley 
proposed to be named Inanudak Canyon (q.v.).  New bathymetry by the proponents shows that the lower 
portion of Umnak Canyon is wider and should be called Umnak Valley instead (this portion is outside the 
12-nautical-mile territorial sea), while the valley labeled as Uliaga Canyon on a Coast and Geodetic 
bathymetric chart should in fact be the main stem of Umnak Canyon.  The valley heads within the three-
nautical-mile limit.  Orth [ibid.] states that “umnak” comes from an Aleut word “umnaq” which means 
“fishing line.” 
 

Vostochnie Canyon 
Mouth: https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=55.276667&p_longi=-172.261667 
Source: https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=57.253333&p_longi=-170.015 
 
The new name Vostochnie Canyon is proposed for a 194-mile-long newly mapped undersea valley which 
begins near Northeast Point on Saint Paul Island; it heads within the three-nautical-mile limit.  GNIS 
includes entries for a locale named Vostochnie and an area named Vostochnie Rookery on Northeast Point 
on Saint Paul Island; Northeast Point has a variant name of Vostochnie Point.  In Russian, vostochnie means 
“eastern.”  Orth [ibid.] states that “vostochnie” was recorded in the area in 1898. 
 

https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=54.181667&p_longi=-168.475
https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=53.593333&p_longi=-168.121667
https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=52.566667&p_longi=-171.766667
https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=52.703808&p_longi=-171.88072
https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=53.745&p_longi=-169.771667
https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=53.188333&p_longi=-168.841667
https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=55.276667&p_longi=-172.261667
https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=57.253333&p_longi=-170.015
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Change Bogoslof Canyon (in part) to West Bogoslof Canyon 
Mouth: https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=53.931667&p_longi=-167.795 
Source: https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=53.351667&p_longi=-167.808333 
 
This proposal is to change the name of a part of Bogoslof Canyon to West Bogoslof Canyon.  The valley, 
which heads within the three-nautical-mile limit, merges with East Bogoslof Canyon (q.v.) to form 
Bogoslof Valley (q.v.). 
 

Change Seguam Canyon (in part) West Seguam Canyon 
Mouth: https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=53.043333&p_longi=-172.496667 
Source: https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=52.446667&p_longi=-172.405 
 
This proposal is to change the name of a part of Seguam Canyon to West Seguam Canyon.  The proponents 
discovered two parallel valleys in the location of Seguam Canyon; the proposed East Seguam Canyon is 
outside the 12-nautical-mile territorial sea.  The lower part of Seguam Canyon is proposed to be renamed 
Seguam Valley and is also outside the 12-nautical-mile territorial sea. 
 
II. Disagreement on Docketed Names 
 

Bluebonnet Valley, Alabama 
(Review List 434) 

Mouth: https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=34.340662&p_longi=-86.574979 
Source: https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=34.338253&p_longi=-86.570344 
 
The new name Bluebonnet Valley is proposed for a 0.4-mile-long valley northwest of the City of Arab in 
Marshall County.  The name would apply to the valley that contains the section of Hog Jaw Creek that 
flows underground before it joins with Mill Pond Creek to form Cotaco Creek.  The name refers to Texas 
bluebonnets (Lupinus texensis) that grow in the valley.  The proponent believes that a native Texan brought 
the flowers to the area, although he added that he “[does] not know when they were introduced or how long 
they may have been blooming there.” 
 
The Marshall County Commission was asked to comment on the proposal, but no response was received, 
which is presumed to indicate a lack of opinion.  The Alabama State Names Authority does not recommend 
approval of the name, citing a lack of evidence that bluebonnets grow in the valley.  The SNA noted, “We 
discussed the possibility of Texas bluebonnets in that area with plant and wildlife experts at the Alabama 
Department of Conservation and Natural Resources and the Alabama Scenic River Trails Director who is a 
naturalist and a resident in the Hog Jaw vicinity.  All were unaware of any Texas bluebonnet flowers in the 
area.  Additionally, according to the Alabama Plant Atlas of the Alabama Herbarium Consortium and the 
University of West Alabama, there are four documented species of Lupinus (the same genus as Texas 
bluebonnets, Lupinus texensis) in Alabama; however, those species do not share the common name 
‘bluebonnet.’”  It is possible that since many species of Lupine look similar, the flowers in the Hog Jaw 
area may have been mistaken for Texas bluebonnets, but are actually a different Lupine species.” 
 
In accordance with the BGN’s Policy X:  Tribal Geographic Names, a link to the Quarterly Review List 
containing this proposal was sent to all federally recognized Tribes, and to Tribal Historic Preservation 
Officers for which an email address was available.  The Tribal authorities were given 60 days to comment 
on any proposal on the review list.  No responses were received regarding this proposal, which is presumed 
to indicate a lack of opinion. 

https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=53.931667&p_longi=-167.795
https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=53.351667&p_longi=-167.808333
https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=53.043333&p_longi=-172.496667
https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=52.446667&p_longi=-172.405
https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=34.340662&p_longi=-86.574979
https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=34.338253&p_longi=-86.570344
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III.   New Commemorative Names and Changes agreed to by all interested parties  
 

Mihalik Creek, Ohio 
(Review List 434) 

Mouth: https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=41.732652&p_longi=-81.122738 
Source: https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=41.71861&p_longi=-81.10799 
 
The new name Mihalik Creek is proposed for an unnamed 1.7-mile-long tributary of the Grand River in 
LeRoy Township in Lake County.  The name would commemorate John Mihalik (1881-1973), Tony 
Mihalik (1913-2001), and John Mihalik (1917-1977), the proponent’s grandfather, father, and uncle, 
respectively.  The Mihalik family resided in Cleveland, approximately 30 miles from the stream in question, 
but also owned property through which part of the unnamed stream flows; they built by hand two bridges 
over it.  One of these bridges has been in place since 1940 and has the names of the three men inscribed in 
the arch keystone.   
 
The proponent has confirmed that the family never lived in LeRoy Township and that they acquired the 
property in 1939 as a “family getaway”; however, he believes the name is warranted because it “[would] 
keep [a] sense of the spirit of the place to my many surviving cousins and the future public visitors.”  Lake 
County Metroparks acquired the family’s property in 2011 and now administers it as Baker Road Park. 
 
The LeRoy Township Trustees have no objection to the name, while the Lake County Board of 
Commissioners and Lake Metroparks have no opinion.  The Ohio Department of Natural Resources was 
asked to comment due to the stream’s proximity to the Grand State Wild and Scenic River, but no response 
was received, which is presumed to indicate a lack of opinion.  The Ohio State Names Authority supports 
the proposal. 
 
In accordance with the BGN’s Policy X:  Tribal Geographic Names, a link to the Quarterly Review List 
containing this proposal was sent to all federally recognized Tribes, and to Tribal Historic Preservation 
Officers for which an email address was available.  The Tribal authorities were given 60 days to comment 
on any proposal on the review list.  No responses were received regarding this proposal, which is presumed 
to indicate a lack of opinion. 
 

Halsey Creek, South Carolina 
(Review List 435) 

Mouth: https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=32.804494&p_longi=-79.966308 
Source: https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=32.804963&p_longi=-79.959227 
 
The new name Halsey Creek is proposed for a 0.7-mile-long tributary of the Ashley River in the City of 
Charleston in Charleston County.  The name would commemorate Alfred O. Halsey (1872-1967), a lumber 
company executive, Charleston alderman, and historian.  In 1949, he produced Historic Charleston on a 
Map, which shows the development of Charleston by plotting historic buildings and events in the city 
superimposed on a city engineers’ map.  Halsey also published maps showing the amount of land in the city 
that had sunk below sea level since 1680.  In 1938, he published a manuscript entitled “The Trials of an Old 
City,” and also wrote extensively about natural disasters in Charleston and various aspects of the city’s 
history. 
 

https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=41.732652&p_longi=-81.122738
https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=41.71861&p_longi=-81.10799
https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=32.804494&p_longi=-79.966308
https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=32.804963&p_longi=-79.959227
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A portion of the stream flows through a parcel of land named Longborough Park; the City of Charleston 
voted in 2015 to take the parcel by eminent domain but local residents consider it to be for their private use 
only.  
 
The Charleston City Council and the Charleston County Council were asked to comment on the proposal, 
but no replies were received, which is presumed to indicate a lack of opinion.  The South Carolina State 
Names Authority supports the name and the National Oceanographic and Atmospheric Administration has 
no opinion on the matter. 
 
In accordance with the BGN’s Policy X:  Tribal Geographic Names, a link to the Quarterly Review List 
containing this proposal was sent to all federally recognized Tribes, and to Tribal Historic Preservation 
Officers for which an email address was available.  The Tribal authorities were given 60 days to comment 
on any proposal on the review list.  No responses were received regarding this proposal, which is presumed 
to indicate a lack of opinion. 
 
IV. Revised Decisions - none 
 
V. New Names agreed to by all interested parties 
 

Mount Waldstein, Montana 
(Custer-Gallatin National Forest) 

(Review List 428) 
https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=45.38765&p_longi=-109.8291 
 
The new name Mount Waldstein is proposed for an 8,574-foot summit in Custer National Forest in 
Stillwater County.  The proponent reports that the name has been used for 40 years by his parents, who built 
a cabin at the base of the summit on a road that they named Waldstein Lane.  When asked about the origin 
of “Waldstein,” the proponent responded that his father “has always been a classical music devotee, with 
Beethoven being one of his favorites.  He has always enjoyed Beethoven’s ‘Waldstein’ Sonata, which 
basically translates to ‘stone forest,’ which seemed very appropriate for a peak in the Beartooth Mountains 
and Custer Gallatin National Forest.”  Further research indicates that the sonata was named for a member of 
the Bohemian Waldstein family who was a patron of Beethoven.  The Waldstein is a mountain range in the 
northern part of Bavaria. 
 
The Stillwater County Commissioners have no opinion about the proposal.  Due to budget cuts, the 
Montana State Names Adviser has been unable to review any pending proposals and has asked that the 
BGN render its decision without State input.  The U.S. Forest Service supports the name. 
 
A copy of the proposal was forwarded to the Crow Tribe of Montana, a federally recognized tribe with an 
interest in Stillwater County.  No reply was received, which is presumed to indicate a lack of opinion. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=45.38765&p_longi=-109.8291
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Jug Hollow Run, Pennsylvania 
(Valley Forge National Historical Park) 

(Review List 434) 
Mouth: https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=40.10445&p_longi=-75.46597 
Source: https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=40.09286&p_longi=-75.48752 
 
The new name Jug Hollow Run is proposed for a 1.5-mile-long tributary of the Schuylkill River in 
Schuylkill Township in Chester County.  The stream flows through Jug Hollow into Valley Forge National 
Historical Park. 
 
The name was proposed by the Vice-Chair of the Schuylkill Township Environmental Advisory Council, 
which worked with the Schuylkill Township Historical Commission to propose names for a number of 
unnamed local streams.  Other names submitted by the same proponent were approved by the BGN; the 
name Potters Run in September 2018, and the names Anderson Brook, Buckwalter Run, Funk Run, Lenape 
Run, Wersler Run, and Wheatley Mine Run in May 2019.  Three additional proposals were recently added 
to Review List 436. 
 
According to local history, a brew house was located in the valley through which the stream flows.  The 
valley was originally known as Welsh Hollow after the Welsh families that settled there before the 
Revolutionary War.  According to Edward Pinkowski’s 1962 volume Chester County Place Names, the 
valley became known as Jug Hollow around 1850 because farmers would fill stone jugs at the brew house.  
Although the brew house was removed in 1870, the name continued to be used.  The location of the brew 
house is unknown, although an 1873 Chester County map depicts a “Machine Shop, Foundry & Cider Mill” 
along the stream, which roughly parallels present-day Jug Hollow Road. 
 
Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection Historic Stream legacy data, dated 2004, uses the 
name Jug Hollow for the stream.  FEMA maps published in 2017 use the name Tributary No. 1.   
 
The Schuylkill Township Board of Supervisors and the Chester County Board of Commissioners 
recommend approval of the name.  The Pennsylvania State Names Authority has no objection.  The 
National Park Service recommends approval. 
 
In accordance with the BGN’s Policy X:  Tribal Geographic Names, a link to the Quarterly Review List 
containing this proposal was sent to all federally recognized Tribes, and to Tribal Historic Preservation 
Officers for which an email address was available.  The Tribal authorities were given 60 days to comment 
on any proposal on the review list.  No responses were received regarding this proposal, which is presumed 
to indicate a lack of opinion. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=40.10445&p_longi=-75.46597
https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=40.09286&p_longi=-75.48752
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East Ham Branch and West Ham Branch, Texas 
(Review List 434) 

East Ham Branch: 
Mouth: https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=30.66005&p_longi=-97.00468 
Source: https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=30.663581&p_longi=-97.000871 
West Ham Branch: 
Mouth: https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=30.653891&p_longi=-97.004841 
Source: https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=30.66072&p_longi=-97.026342 
 
The new names East Ham Branch and West Ham Branch are proposed for two tributaries of Ham Branch in 
Rockdale in Milam County.  The names were proposed by the City Manager of Rockdale.   
 
The Milam County Judge supports the proposal, as does the Texas Geographic Names Committee. 
 
In accordance with the BGN’s Policy X:  Tribal Geographic Names, a link to the Quarterly Review List 
containing this proposal was sent to all federally recognized Tribes, and to Tribal Historic Preservation 
Officers for which an email address was available.  The Tribal authorities were given 60 days to comment 
on any proposal on the review list.  No responses were received regarding this proposal, which is presumed 
to indicate a lack of opinion. 
 

https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=30.66005&p_longi=-97.00468
https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=30.663581&p_longi=-97.000871
https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=30.653891&p_longi=-97.004841
https://geonames.usgs.gov/apex/gazvector.getesricoor?p_lat=30.66072&p_longi=-97.026342
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