
'IBitter Fight Raged r
Over Building Dam

(EDITOR'S NOTE - With Boulder dam now one of the most
widely known wonders in the modern world and a "must" for
nearly 3,000,000 visitors annually, it seems unusual that only 30
years ago such a bitter fight raged over construction of the 'fore-
runner of all the world's present high' dams that Congress voted
down a bill to make it possible. The fight had raged for a decade
at that time. Today, with Glen Canyon dam under construction
and the Bridge Canyon- structure looming next on the program, ,
the !'ltates, including Nevada, are still fighting in the courts over
division of the Colorado's waters. Because so many here know so

, little of the early history of the dam; two abridged articles which
appeared in the December, 1927, Review of Reviews, one of the
most respected magazines of the day, will be re-printed here -
the first this Sunday and the other next Sunday. The old maga-
zine was furnished to us by Josephine Ellis, Las Vegas pioneer,
of 207 North Seventh st. The Initial article setting forth Mlzona's
stand follows. - DA). '

By DWIGHT B. HEARD Istates approve the Colorado Riv-
(Advisor, Arizona's Colorado er Compact, adopted at Santa

River Commission) Fe, New Mexico, on November
Twenty years azo, Theoilore 22, 1922. This Compact was wen

Roosevelt said that one of our described by, Herbert Hoover, who
greatest national duties was presided at the' meeting,~ a
changing the waste of the Colo- "forty-year vacation from litiga:-
rado River" into controlled use. II tion."
Ever since then far-seeing men, F' Y f i .
in increasing numbers, have I rve ears 0 D sagreement
been trying to put the vision of The Compact was never offi-
Roosevelt into action. 1 cially approved by A~izona, only
. The . sessions of the Colorado con~itiollallY approved by Cali-
River Conference, held in Denver i forma, and Utah has refused to
in August and September this accept the Compact unless all the
year, la:sting over a month, illus-: basin states ap~ro~e it. One of its
trate the new movement in the Ifundamental principles was pro-
[seven Colorado River basin states tection of the Upper Colorado Riv-
to unite on a plan of action for er Basin states, WhICh supply
promptly \larnes.sing the CO.lorado.lmos.t of the wate:-, from. the es-
Such a plan should be based on tablishment of prIorIty rights to
just cooperation among all basin I the use of water by the more
States and the federal Govern-] rapidly developing lower basin

I
ment and should remove the cot- IStates: It is this same principle
orad~ River .01' Boulder Dam con-: that Arizona ~as sto?d for in her
troversy from the twilight zone ef,forts t~ obt~m a tri-state treaty,
between State and federal rights,lwlth California .and Nevada (the

\
Tg succeed, the plan necessarily ,Iother l?wer ,basm states) to pro-
must admit the soverign rights tect, Arizona s fut~re development
'of the States to use their lands agamst the acquirement of ad'

I
and water and the rigI;..t of the; verse prior rig.hts by. ca~iforni~
federal Government to control in- or the Republic of MeXICO.

I terstate navigation on the stream,l This controversy over Colorado
While p.ublic attention has been IRiver development and the appro-

focused on the very important vat of the Compact has raged for
feature of flood control, the un- five years. Last March it result-
derlying reason for the fierce con-I ed in the defeat in Congress of
troversy that has waged around! the Swing-Johnson bill, now gen-
Boulder Canyon has been over t?elerally,regar?ed as an inv.asion.of

lmi1lion~ of horsepower, or "white IState sovereigntv, and a ,bIllw~:ch
coal," involved in the canyons oflincluded at least the possibIlIty
the Colorado, mostly in Arizona. of the federal Government enter-
At seven carefully studied P0wer\ (Continued on Page 29)
sites in Arizona, and at one part-I -
ly in Arizona and partly in Ne-
.vada, practically 4,000,000 firm I

Ihorsepower can be developed,
Iequal to 80 per cent of the hydro-
electric power used in the United
States last year, These figures
are obtained from recent publica-
cations of the Geological Survey.

IThese same reports show that in

Ithe last four years the use qf
power in the United States has
increased 40 per cent, and that
35 per cent. of the" power used
was hydro-electric, which is hold-
ing its own despite the tremend-
ous increase in the dfieiency of I

steam-generated power.
The Colorado River Confer-

ence is composed of the Gover-
nors of the seven Colorado Riv-
er basin States, the official
Colorado River Cemmissieners
and other advisers of the s e
States, a group of Senators and
Congressmen from that region.
To put a constructive develop-

ment plan into effect it is essen-
tial not only that the seven States I

I
and the federal oevernment agree I

on the plan, but that all the basin I



Bitt,er Fight Over Dam ,I

,
(Continued From Page 28) I ordination of State and Federal

Ing tje power business. rights. Senator Key Pittman of
Realizing that it was nothing Nevada introduced his resolu-

ahort of an economic crime for tion at the ,first session of the
one of the nation's greatest re- conference, protecting th~ States
sources, ,the Colorado River, to in their sovereign rights to the
remain Ion g e r undeveloped, use of the water of interstate
George H. Dern of Utah, after streams, subject only to the
•. careful personal study last sum- right of Congress to control nav-
mer of conditions in Arizona and Igation in the interest of inter-
California underlying the dispute f state commerce. This import-
between these states instituted a ant' resolution, early, in the see-
movement which resulted ... in ond session, was referred to a
the call for the Colorado River comn\ittee of .the : conference
conference. _ • • . . ',composed of representative
It became manifest in the dis- m~mbers fr?m all seven .States,

eussions of the Denver conference I ThIS committee, .on September
that to bring about Colorado Riv- 23, 1927, made ItS report en-
er development free from litiga- dorsing the report.)
'tion and controversy it was nee- .While this report was not sign-
essarv not only to secure coop- ed by California's representative
eration between the basin states nor voted upon by her represent-
and the federal government, and I' atives in the conference it was
the approval of the Colorado Riv-' otherwise unanimously adopted.
er Compact by all the ba sin On Oct. 22 (1927) Gov. George
states but it was equally essen- H. Dern o~ utah, in a conference
Hal td obtain an agreement, un- with President Coolidge, obtained
del' the provisions 'of the Colorado ~rom the Pl'es,ident his express-
River Compact, among Arizona, Ion of good will ,for the success
Cal!fgTni§.§.Pg -Ntly@At\.. ' . . It of the work under way. I
bec§.mll ~Yi~llnt m",t' such ~up- . -- I
pI!lmllnt~ry ~oJl'lP!l-etsMl.\lli <lflVIlI' (TIt~ artl"le nex~ w~ek §pqw§ J
not !lillY diVilil0l'! gftqll !tveql,g~ the f~d!)rlll !jtall~ n t/le proj-
amllYHf gl M00199Q3m i@llt 'f!f ejlt It lVa~ wrlttr!l. by F· fl·
wat@f tl1rrlep aawn J:ly the 11l3!l!lr NI!Well, f!!rmer £HI@f of t!t~
ba§i1l state§, but ~l§p siloulq l'l!'§' U. S. lteclam!!!I!1n Ser¥IIl~·)
viq@ f~r, a' gi§tr~pytion €If lltl\¥~r
bel'!@Htstg ~r.jzoI\1J.!!l1a NeV!l-d!J,
for th~ir @tlptriputifll'1,of ootyral
rell!!Yl'~es in the ~rodu!'\thm {If
pow~r! lal'~€llY to b~ u§~d in in@
devglfll\lmel'lt of Scmthern C!l-lifflf:
nia, .••

(Note":" C. P. ~quir~!iIlf Li\~
, V@ln~lrepre'§~llt@~ !h~ govern-
or of .l\lev~\!!1'1{It mlll!t Or tp@§@
'c!}nferences. Arizona battled
California for a larger propor-
tion of the water rights than
the latter was willing to con-
cede. The article continues with
.Arizona's stand.)
Ariz911!Lba§~s its posit1on on

definit@ principles and r~ghts in-
volved in §t!iti~ sovereignty; the
same principles upon which New
York insists in controlling the use
of the waters of the st. Lawrence
River for the benefit of its people,
These rights on which Arizona; ,
insists are: ,
A.' The constitutional right to the ,

use and disposal of, th~ Wll·ters
of the Colorado River as it flows
through Ari!lop'a'§ Qgr.ger§: ,-
B. The oWller~lilp of th~ s.trellm

bed of the Golorado IHver within
Arizona.
C. The right to a. revenue in

lieu of tqXl!-tion fer the u~e of.
the fall of the huge floW of the
Colorado, which fal1 within Ari-
zona amounts to 2,M~ feet.
D. The ·right that no q~!D or

dams wno,ly or partly tD Ari-
zona shall q~,!:gnstrygt~q withllllt
the consent qf tl1e Stllte. ,
Withoqt unfp.\rn8fjs to California

it may Qe here observed. that th~
official fllfllrdS Ilf ~trellm mea-
suremeqts s~ow t~t AFizpna cqn-
trlbutes oy~r 117ller c~9t. of tlje
tota,ICol9raqo River wlltt~r sJ.lP-
ply'anq Galifllrl]ill cgptriputes no
water except an iflsill'nific!}nt
amount p.t infrequent p~rillqS.

Arizpna £O!1tahl~ 45 !l'T cfl)t
of the c!rainage area of t\w Col-
orado, Cl}lifo~nia Ij!ss tl}ap 2
per cent. Of ~ri~0l!!!'S tllt/ll area
97 per cent is in- the drlli['ltge
basin of the Color{ldo, which
stream with its opportunmes' fill'
development Arizona regards all
her greatest natural re~ll"rce. •
(Note' - The bllttIe contj1med

with proba~ly, the, olltstandil)g
feature being the adopt/pn of
the Pittman reporl, Which out-
lined Stilt!! sovereilinty and co-


