
\SEEKS DISM!SSAL " I
:1 OF ARIZONi4. SUIT '

N: BOULDER ,AM
: ISta tends B~i1di of Dam i

1\ Deprive Her of All I

Water R~~~t~. ,

I Washington, March '9. (A'l-SOliCi-1
" tor General 'I'hacheu a d tile attor-
. Ineys general of tlrree states arg;
"\ today before the supreme co' lat
Arizona's attack n. H> ' am and
the Colorado river c act should be
dismissed. I
'States' rights furnisbed the legal I
background, but the/ stn;ggle. over
water from the Colorado rrver IS the
issue. Arizona contends that it' the i
clam is built and the compact carried I
out she will be deprived of water

I
which belongs to her. 1
The solicitor ge-nerAI, arguing in ,

support of the goverI1:~e!lt's motion to I
dismiss the case, said Arizona had no
I suit unless she establ~hed there was

Isome injury, real or' t1l1~atened, to !IeI'
property OJ: citizens. He insisted the
Istate had not done this.
I Won1l1 Leane Case Open
I Congress, the solicitP'!' general said,
"' had the power to er~!tt Hoover dam

I in the interests of ""navigation arid
. flood control. He said that although

"

Arizona was unable 'to show any
damage which would l'1'lsult from the
',bUilding of the dam, he thought the
. state had attempted t.q" prevent possi-
ble future injury. He'TSllggested that
l the court could protec't the right ofIthe state by dismissing' the suit with-

l
out prejudice, leaving jthe way open
for future action if necessary.
California's attorney. U. S. Webb,

Iwho followed Thacher" went into the
Colorado river compact in detail.

I
TJ1is was an agreement between

California, Colorado,,,,, New Mexico,
Utah, Wyoming, and ,.Nevada for ap-

I
port.ionment of the ah.~1l1al supply of
Colorado rivar w~\fr, Arizona re-
Iu sed to sign, altnough.she had a rep-

!rcsentative pr-esent a,t, the conf erences.
Tile act which author-ized the buil d-I ing of Hoover dam, <;iil the Colorado

I river provided for approval of the
I compact after six states had ratified i

I
it. SfllS Suit, "T"i!t;;ololls" :
Arizona's suit was'c),(al'acterized by i

I 'I'hornas H, Gibson, attorn ev general,
'I of Colorado as "frivolo~{s," He said it
was a question of Ariz,9.,na's sovereig n-
ty as opposed to tlU!,t,,pf the United
States. ' f.)

Geor ge P. Parker, lIt\orney general
of Utah, said if th~l act authorized
the impounding of water within Art-
zona's borders and i);~ diversion to
another stale, he believed Arizona had
a grou nd [or complaint.

E., Berry Peterson, .Arizona's attor-i
ney gener-al. will present his state's
I opposition to the moti<].rito dismtssto
'j mOITOW,


