
HOOVER DAM,AGAIN' # .'ts: Tjmes is 1)1 r§lceipt of ~ letter
from ISecr~y of ,th&'lnterior ICkes in
regarot6 the Hoover-Boulder- Dam con-
trov~rs ,i wlUcJ;iMr 1 ,es betrays the
,.fact. t SO~WIJE. as ,iv ,him a lot
of i ormation. Mr. ~s says, in i
[ustlflc tion of hi dropping the name
"Hoov r Dam,", 'that Congress, when
given opportunity to enact formal leg-
islation accepting Hoover Dam as the
name of the structure; "refused" to do
so. This is not the fact. Such a bill was
introduced, but never came before Con-
gress and was, not even considered in
committee, because of the custom of
ha ving dam names bestowed by the
Secretary of the Interior. .
Mr. Ickes also says' that the name

Coolidge Dam was specifically author-
ize~by Congress. The fact is the Gila
River project was named Coolidge Dam
by. the ~ecr:etal'Y of the Interior before
Congress legislated on the subject.
As for Congressional confirmation of

the name Hoover Dam, which Mr. Ickes
says does not exist, he may find it en-j

lightening -to consult the Interior De-
partment appropriation bill for the year I
.ending .June :3.0, 1933, which on Page 30 I
,"carries' this -language: "Boulder Canyon
Project: Fprthe continuation of con-
struction of Hoover Dam and incidental
works in the main stream of the 'Co10'"
rado River at Black Canyon," etc.
Neither Roosevelt Dam nor Wilson

Dam was named by Congress, Mr. Ickes
admits. He says, however, that Wilson
Dam was never known by any other
name, in which he is mistaken, since it
has been known as Muscle Shoals Dam.
both before and since. , .
Mr, Ickes, 'concludes 'With the" decla-.

ration tha t Senator Johnson had noth-
ing to do 'with the attempted change
from Hoover to Boulder Dam. If he is
no more accurate in this than in most
other assertions in his letter, most peo-
ple will corrtinue todebit Johnson with.
this. typically Johnsonian performance.


