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A

nafter be referled to as the. Commlsswn Wﬂ,s created under andy Hi
by.ithe: authorlty of Substltute House’ 13111 No.. 15 (Ohapter 37),", &

of the Regular, Sessmn of the ighth Leg1s1ature approved March'
, 1927, ‘‘for the purpose. of encouraging, and promoting. the de-‘r”
velopment of .the Colorado RlV(‘I‘, and of protectmq the rlghts and‘i
nterests of the.State of ‘Arizona in said river, and its tributaries.”’”
No time was flxed by law for ‘the submission’of reports to- the’
Legislature, - but inorder that the Legislature may be fully ad-'“

'sed “of the activities of the Commission, and’ pdrttcularly In- view
ot'the fact that ‘important ‘events,’ bearlnn' “‘upon the purpose- for
which ‘the Commission was created have transpired, and other

-md still ‘more important ‘events are likely -soon to occur, 1t Agi
1eemed adv1sab1e to present a report at th1s tlme e

TIID COMMISSION

: The Act crea.tm" the Commlssmn prov1ded that it should be(;;
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g ~:jcomposed of elght members the Governor and three members toif
. be appointed by him; the. Presxdent of the Senate and one mem- -
~_ber to-be appointed by him from among the membership of the/
" Senate, and the Speaker of the House and. one ‘membér to be ap-
‘- pointed by him from among: the memberslnp of the House. . Pur-
. ‘suant to the requ1rements of this “provision :the Gevernor the
. President of the Senate and the Speaker of ‘the House met in the’

‘Govenors oftlce on Wednesday, April . 6, 1927, and : proeeededr?
to the orwamzatlon of the Comm1ss1on ,

~ov 0 The: Governor announced the - appomtment of .- 8. Mc-‘,‘
it Cluqkey and Thomas "Maddock, of Phoenlx, and’ Senator T. S.
- Kimball of Thatcher. The President of the Senate announced the
‘" appointment of Senator A. II. Favour,. of Prescott. The Speaker
" ofthe House announced the appointment’ of Repre%ntatlve M. B
- Murphy, of. Globe. Organization of the . Commission ‘was com-
pleted by the unanimousselection ‘of Governor Geo W. P. Hunt
as” chalrman and Mulford Winsor, President of the Senate, as.
. secretary. = Offices were established in the offices and committee
- ‘rooms of the Senate and placed under the eharge of the seeretary :

GENERAL ACTIVITIDS :

B Some twenty odd formal meetmgs of the. Commmswn havef
been held ; conferences have been had with representatives of- all
' of the States of the Colorado River Basin; visits have  been paldjf
by the Commlssmners to the capitals of the several States and to:
: 1~'0ther cities in’ ‘pursuance of the purposes for which’ the Commls{: ‘
sion was’ ereated, trips “have been made to dlffexent pomts of"

interest on the Colorado River; investigation by teehmeal experts
”'yhave ‘been: authom/ed and ‘reports secured, and suxveys examina--

tlons ‘and - -engineering 1nvest1gdt10ns have been and are belng“?
" 'made, to' the end that Arizona may have all mnecessary informa-
o tion Wlth which to" support the:policy of the" comprehenswe and' .

eeonomledl development of the Colorado rlver

ATTlTUDL OI‘ THE COMMISSION

, The attltude of the Commlsmonels towald the respons1b1hty o

e "'by them assumed was . expre&sed in a public statement which ‘the
: seeretary was. autho117ed at the first meeting of th e Commlssxon

to glve to: the press, as iollows :

A prehmunary d1scussmn of general pohcles and methodsf ES
.. of procedure was mdulged in; The members. of the Commis- = .
1 sion found themselves in.satisfactory accord, and united. upon - .
- the policy of working in unison for the welfare of the Statel
L of Amzona : : :

- “Essentlal facts will be agreed upon as the bams for dlS- :




‘

cussmns, and dlfferences of oplmon arlsmg from thelr con51d-
- .eration will.be froned out in the meetings’of the’ Commlssmn,",]
~in order ‘that the Commission, acting as:a unit-and presenting '
o~ “a’solid front for'the protection of ‘the State’s interest and the - -
E V'pr-on?otlon of the Colorados development ‘may: typlfy a umted"; S
peop e ,

ARIZONA PLATI‘ORM T
As a prelnnlnary enunelatlon “of . fundamental pl‘ln(':lplesr;’ .

"Whlch should ‘guide the efforts -of the Commxssmn, the followmg
"platform was adopted at an early meetlng ‘ LT

“fie The development of the Colorado Rlver should be :

" predicated upon a. comprehenswe plan by means of which the Lo

i river’s: destluctlve floods may-be curbed and which* ultlmately

will insure the utilization of all”of the river’ s flow for irriga-"

- tion or. domestic uses and every foot of the Tlver s fall for the"
creatlon of hydro electrlc power s , ~ ‘

“2 Such asplan; should contemplate and guarantee the

‘use of all of thé stored waters of the: Colorado River. on Unlted )

“States s0il or far the use and: benefit of' ‘American cities and“

- towns, and if any rights.to waters of the Colorado River’ shall -

<= hereafter be:accorded to the Repubhc of :Mexico, by treaty or . :
o otherwise; such rights - should relate only to the unregulated " v}

normal: flow of ‘the main stream, and in amount not in excess i

of that whlch has been applied to benef1c1a1 wuse in that country, ., '

: The rlght of the: Colorado Rlver States, a8’ of all of’
the 50~ called “approprlatlon” states rof .the arid west as enun-
“ciated in:their 'water laws’ and- recogmzed in the: Federal:Re-" .
‘ clamatlon Act and the Federal Water Power Act, to control:
‘the appropriation, use and- distribution: of ‘the waters within .
“their ‘respective bordexs, shculd.not. be. lmpalred nor modlfled;‘
except with the: consent and approval of such States s

g In whatever agreement may be reached respectmg a
. division"of ‘the .waters of.the.Colorado ‘River, or of:that por-
‘tion’ of such waters available to the States of the Lower, Basin,

.-Arizona should’ be assured: such amount as may bé necessary

to reclaim her arid lands which may.be ascartained and deter-.
- mined; by competent:investigation,-to be susceptlble of practl-
. ‘cal reclamation’ from the Colorado Rlver Ry S

7045 The States of the Lower Basin should have the rlght S
respectlvely, to- consume’ for - beneficial purposes, ‘such’of .the *
water in the tributary streams flowing in their several: States )
“as' can ‘be . put to use prior to:the wate1 entermg the mam
i channel of the Colowado Rlver AR o

46, The fall of the Oolorado Rlver w1thm Arlzonas:~p;‘j
“boundaries, susceptlble of . utlhzatlon for the' creation of vast

i " stores «of "hydro-electric' power,-is ‘a natural resource, and the: L

- .right of Arizona to. derive an . equltable revenue from thls‘ PR

A resoun‘ce should be recogmzed " ; o S

3
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BASIC POINTS TO RDGULATD NDGOTIATIONS

e d

: Antlclpatmg d1scuss1ons w1th representatlves of the Colorado
Rlver +Basin States looklng to an amicable understandlng with
respect to Colorado River~ problems seven -basic - points for the :

regulatlon of such negotlatlons .were afrreed upon:
: Dk

1.2 That Arlzonw w111 accept the' Colorado Rlver Compact :
as. agreed. upon at.‘Santa ‘Fe, New Mexico; if ‘and when the
same is amended or supplemented "to make definite and cer-'
».tain -the - provisionsessential to the protectlon of Arlzcnas e
s rlghts and requ«rements : e

LAy ‘That 1t is -imperative that before regulatlon of the

4 Colorado River is undertaken, Mexico be  notified that- this’

. 7“country reserves for use in’ the United States water" made’

%" available by storage ‘within the United States, and 1f possﬂole :
~an agreement should be had with that country :

. '3, That any compact d1v1d1ng' thew w‘aters of the Colorado SR
. Rlver andits tributaries shall not impair the rights of the '
States, under their respective water laws, to control the appro-:#
pmaﬁlon of water. W'xthm thelr boundarles whlch is allocated
to‘t em ¥

i 4 Th.at the waters of the trlbutaly streams ‘of” the Colo-‘
rado River:below Lee’s Ferry be reserved to the States in whlch'
they are lccated P et R B s

Eh 5 That the waters of the mam Colarado‘ Rlver over and S
~above the- allocation’ of. the 7,500, 000-dcre feet to the Upper: "

- Basin States ‘and ‘any unused partlon of ‘the-water. allocated
to.the Upper ‘Basin, shall be legally available " to the Lower,:

: 'Basin’ States'of ‘Arizona,’ C‘tllfornla and! Nevada on the follow-‘
lng‘baSIS of d1v1510n [ RAROE PR TN g : i

: A To Nevada 300 000 acre feet

YUB T The remamder, ‘After stuch deductions as may .
be. ‘made: to care for:Mexican lands. which: 'may:be "+
. made - by ‘treaty, shall. be 'divided. equally’ between -

1 'California~and’ Arizona; edech’ State " to “decide the '
17 for the storave and dlversmn of waters allocated’ A

to lt ; e e

g That the rlght of the States to secure revenue from . :
and to control'the development of hydro- electrlc _bower w1thm o
~.or upon their boundarles be: recognued B = R

= 7 That! encouragement will be glven, subJect ’oo thet
~above condltmns, to “either pmvate or” public’ development. of

‘. .the Colorado  River ‘at any site: or 51tcs harmonizing with a L
‘ comprehenswe plan - for - the maximum development of. the‘
rlvers 1rr1gat10nal and’ power resources ‘ 5

T fThc prmclples embodled in both of thc decldratlons agreedf '
upon as’ above have at: al 'mes been substantlally adhcred to by
Amzona s: representatlves I

3 "4;‘, ‘




.sults were galned

‘California and Neveda, together with their Colorado River. Com-
’conference i

: THE DDNVDR CONFDRENCD

Interstate Water Commissioners, and: various advisors of the re-
‘spective States. There were also present a number of United States
Senators and Representatives in Congress, including Senator Carl

ﬂtance

by the members of the Commlsswn

1Repubhc of Mexico . as to its ught to1.waters. of the Colorado

The Denver Coni'erenee of whwh the eomplete proceedmgs :
will later be avallable convened on August 22. Its purpose was i
tated in the call to be the bunglng about of an agreement which :
'would result in seven-state ratlfmatlon of the Colorado. Rlver
Compaet and “‘permit development of the Colorado River.””” The =
‘Governors of all of the States of the Colorado River Basin were =
in attendance, together with the Colorado River Commissioners, -

"Hayden of Arizona.” Gov. Geo. H. Dern:of Utah acted as presiding b
‘officer, with conspicuous ability and fairness. Except for a recess .~ =
durmg the first two weeks of September the Conference - was in
ession. from' August 22 to October 5. - It was fraught ‘with the
greatest moment and 1ts proeeedmﬂ‘s were of the utmost 1mpor-

; The main dlscussmns revolved about the questlons (l) of a
ivision between the State of: Arizona,: California and ‘Nevada of =~ .
the., waters of the Colorado- River: System available to the*States - Rr
‘of the Lower: Division; (2)" the limitation to be placed upon the = =

\Rlver, (3) the ownershlp of the Statesun andto' the: bed and ,

VIsITS TO OTIIDR STATDS
Dumng the month of Aprll membexs of the Commlsswnf‘f T
“'vlslted the Cahforma Legislature ‘and conferred with the Governorﬂ L
-of that State.” The visit was well mtentloned but no tan'nble re— o

e Later the Comm1ss10n v1s1ted the capltals of New Mex1e0 oy
j‘Colorauflo, Utah and Wyoming, and. conferred with the chief exeéu- . .
‘tives and numerous interested officials and citizens of such States. . -
‘During this visit the suggestion of a conference of the Colorado' ~
River Basin States was advanced by Arizona’s representatlves, Ee
with the result that a call for a conference, to convene in’ Denver,
Colorado, on August 22, was issued by the Governors of: Colorado -
Utah, New Mexico and Wyoming and the Governors of Arlzona,-

missioners and: members .of Congress were 1nv1ted to attend thew?f

[

e Full opportumty was afforded by the Conferenee for the
;presentatlon of Arizona’s position and claims, and” advantage of
“the opportumty ‘was ‘taken to ‘the extent of the ablhty possessed‘




i tion, d1str1but1on and, use of waters W1th1n their - borders, and to
o federal government pI‘OJOctS (4) the extent “of ithe beneflts to’
. acerue to the States in the case of power: development in the river
by the federal: government, and d1V1s1on of “such benef1t between’

w vel_opment

" ghould be for the beneflt of American lands- and interests; that

Department of ‘the United: States to aet promptly in the matter

“P1ttman ‘Resolutlon SO called from the elreumstance that it was
"throdueed and ably ehamp1oned by Senator Kev Plttman of

Crtiom: by the California’. representat1ves Wlth no dlssentmgv
.~ except of that State Jel (e ; v

banks of navwable streams thelr rlght to control the appropma-'

compensation ' for. the" use of their:land and water employed in

- States whose land and waters are Jomtly used in‘any; such de-

- Brlefly 1t may be sald that questmns 2 and -were resolved'
to, the extent that they mwht be resolved by the: Conference to
_the entire satls,faetmn of Arizona’s representatlves and in. complete'
: accord W1th the v1ews by them advaneed LA

‘ THD MDXICAN QUESTION

s A resolut1on was adopted by the Conference, deelarmn‘ ad-v
;herenee of ‘the seven States of.‘the Colorado River:Basin to the
~policy ‘that waters of the Colorado River stored ‘on American soil

Mexico should ‘acquire 1o rwht 1ega1 or:moral, -to  the use’
‘of “such stored waters ;- requestmw ‘the President and the State

i~ of effeetmfr a treaty .Vltll Mexwo whleh would‘ define’ and Limit:
: fthat country s rights in ‘and to the Waters of the. Colorado” Rwer

cand ‘asking ‘that in the formatlon ‘of ‘any commission for the pur-
. pose of ‘negotiating a’treaty the States of the Colorado Rlver
g .Basln be adequately represented i SR

o STATDS RIGIITS

Ine reeoenltlon of the prlnelples embodled 1n questlon 3 the

~Nevada, was - adopted, after many delays and: per51stent obstrue-
vote:

L 1The resolutmn 1s deemed of sueh 1mportanee that 1t 1s he)
'set forth in full s S e

; “WHEREAS, '1t is the settled law of th1s country that s

““the ownership ‘of "and " ‘dominion and’ sove\relg'nty over lands.
.covered’ by navigable waters within the limits of the several =
States: of- the Union belong to the respective  States’ within
which they are found, with the consequent’ right to use:or dis-:
“ pose.of any portion thereof when:ithat: can-be done: without
substantlal impairment; of the interests of ‘the public: in-the.
iwaters, ‘and - subject ‘always to- the’ paramount right,of Con-
\.gresstoicontrol their. nav1gat10n so far as ‘may be necessary«,
for ,thei regulation  of:y commerce w1th forelgn natlons and’
the, States, and whereas [ANE T T




et - YTt .is the settled law of.this country that subject to.the.. -

i T settlement of controversies between them by interstate com-
pact, or decision of the Supreme Court of the United States -

i'and“subject ‘always to the paramount right of Congwess to
control the navigation of navigable streams so far as may be
necessary . for. the regulation. of commerce with foreign na-:
tions ‘and “among the: States, the exclusive sovereignty over
all of the waters within the limits of the several States be- .

- longs-to.the respective  States within which they are found,
and the sovereignty over waters constituting thé boundary :
between two States:is equal in each of such Iespectlvc States,
and whereas: :

ATt s the gense’ of thls conference that the exesrclse by o
the United States Government of the delegated constitutional
-authority to control navigation for the regulation of interstate

"~ and foreign commerce does not confer upon such government
the'use of waters for any other purposes which are not plainly”
‘adapted to ‘that ¢nd, and does not divest the States of their-

= sovereignty over such waters for any other pubhc purpose

e that will not interfere WIth navigation.

“THDREFORD BE:IT RESOLVED, That it is the sense'

S of: this conference of governars “and the duly - authorized - and

Ve

-appointed- commissioners .of the States of Arizona, California, -

- Colorado, New Mexico, Nevada, Utah and Wyoming, constitut-
.~ "ing the Colorade River Basin States, assembled at Denver,,
ot I"Colorado, this 23rd day of September, 1927, that: S

'- “The rlghts of the States under such settled law shall be e
“ malntamed ) C o

. ““The States havc a legal r]ght to demnnd and receive
compensation for the use of their lands and waters except |
- from the United States for the use of .such: lands and . waters -
to regulate interstate and foreign ccmmerce, e
\ “The State or States i upon whose land a dam and reservoir
is bullt by the United States Government, or whose waters _are
‘used in: connection with a-dam built by the United States gov- "~
. .ernment to generate hydro-electric energy are. entitled to the
- prefenred .right to ‘acquire the hydro-electric energy sogen-
erated or.to acquire the use of such dam and reservoir for the .
generation of hydro-electric enorgy, upon undertaklng to pay
to the United States Government the' charges that may be
" made for such ‘hydro-electric_energy. or. for the. use- of’ such
dam and' reservoir ‘to- amortize the 'government Investment
. together with interest thereon, or in lieu thereof agree upon
: any other method of compensatlon f01 the use of their waters ”

DIVISION OF WA’I‘ER e

" No final determination was arrlved at with respeot to 'a’

- division, of . ‘water, but much- progress was made: in.,that direction -

“and there was a eloser approach to brmgmg the claims of Cah-f:

~f-~forma and ‘Arizona’ into accord than heretofore. . This questlon"
_was very much s1mphf1ed by concesslons, on_the part, of .the -
Governors and Commlssmners representln" the Upper D1v1s10n,

.




" the States of the Upper Basm This theory was regarded by

'of- the: States of the Lower Basin, and therefore no sohd founda-

e tive of each of the geven States and two representing the federal

. shown. California then offered the proposal that after first giving

E ’TLStateb, ‘ot the theory that all of the Water physmlally avallable in
‘the Lower Basin, whether allocated or not, ‘might be appropriated
“and used, in the Lower. Basin, Wlthout preJudlce to the rights of

. Arizona’s representatlves as of vital importance, since without it
* there would not be sufficient water' to supply -the obv1ous needs

""tlon upon whleh to predlcate an af*‘reement
TIID CALIFORNIA PROPOSAL , L R

o Callforma s representatlves flrst proposed that the lelSlOIl, .
_of water be left to a board of engineers composed of a representa-

government. - The futility of: this. plan of procedure was easﬂy

t0 each State an amount of water sufficient to take care of present -

" vested rights, and 800,000 acre-feet to Nevada, the main stream
chen ‘be divided. equally between California and ‘Arizona, and that:
" Arizona's tributaries, to the extent that they can be utilized by '
,dwelsmn from such tributaries before their waters snter the main

. channel, be given to Arizona. Discussion disclosed that a division
~of 'the waters of the main channel, after deducting present vested
rights, and partlcularly as such rlghtq are-claimed by California,"
“‘would be preponderantly in California’s favor. It also developed

- that Arizona’s. tributaries would be expected to bear the bulk of
the Mexican burden 1f any water is glven to that country by
treaty ‘ « o
ARIZONA'S PROPOSAL

Arlzona s representatlvos proposed an equal lelSlon of the
waters of the main channel, between the States of California and -
Arxzona, after the allocation of 300 000 acre-feet to: Novada, and :
the retention for Arizona’s use of the waters of her tmbutames,’f
theMex1can burden to be supplied out of the main stream if any
water is given' to that country by treaty :

Nevada, whose .rights’ were conceded both by Arizona and :
~California, - took httle or. no part 1n the dlscusmon of water;
~d1vxslon , ; « ‘

PROPOSAL OF UPPDR DIVISION GOVDRNORS

After hstemng to the presentatlon of the views' of" Amzona’s
and, dahfoxma S representatlves and a perlod ‘of negdtiation con-
aucted in’ executlve sessions, ‘the governors ‘of the TTpper D1V1s10n V




bmltted to the Conference a proposal to alloeate 1o Nevada iy
3 000 ,000 acre- fcet ‘all ‘other water flowmg in“the main ‘channel

nona’s trlbutarles to be given to Arizona. It was not alto«ether -
clcar, in-this proposal Where the Mexwan burden wou]d fall

After ear eful con51derat10n, not’ only of the question of water

proposal, qualifying it with languawe ‘which made ‘it' clear that

ing water to Mexico. California’s representatives rejected. the
Governors! proposal demandm" a - definite allocation of not less -

portron of 'the Mex1can burden upon ‘Arizona’s trlbutary waters

S AL the time the Conference recessed on October 5, this status
of the proceedmgs S0 far as 1t related to the lelSlOIl ot water,e '
was not altered ~ :

]POWER'BENEFITS ,

No determmatlon was arrwcd at regardm" nuestlon 4, in-

ciudmg the extent of the benei‘ltb to acerue to the States in the '
case of power development on the river by the federal government

and d1v1s1on of such beneflts bctWeen States -whose lands and
waters  are - ;]omtly used in. any such development. Substantml
accord was reached between the States of Arizona and ‘Nevada, -
but Cahforma 1e3ected the “theory. of the rlght of States to a

revenue from power developed within their borders by the federal -
government One  California representative. offered a' proposal -
that, althoun'h the principle ‘could not: be recognwed California :
would agree to the payment of four-tenths of ‘a mill per kilowatt °
hour, to be divided between Arizona and Nevada in the event of a
power development on the boundary of these two States;, and to

representatlves

R
ey

Commmlsswn presented the following statement for the‘reccrd

gL

0,000- acre- feet to Cahforma 4,200,000 “acre-feet; to Arizona

to be divided equally between Arizona and Cahfotnla, and Ari-

division but as well of all phases of the practical situation, Ari-
zona’s Iepresentatwes ‘presented an acceptance of ‘the CGovernor’s = .

Arizona’s tributaries Would be immune ‘from the burden of supply- =

than 4,600,000, acre- feet of water and-in’ effect placing the major (e

“gontinue until »completion: of amortization payments to -the gov- -

ernment, after which. the benefits from the' creation of power -
should be divided equally between Arizona, Nevada and California.”
This suggestion was not concurred in by the other-. Cahfornm -

Before.the Conference recessed on October 5, the Arlzona‘f ey




L "‘To the Governors of. the 5 . L
Shy States of the Upper D1v151on, S
P 'Colorado Rlver Basin: i

: “Gentlemen

P “The lawful representatlves of the State of Arlzona,
- “members - of ;the Colorado River: Commission. of  said State, i
~and .their’ advisors;"in attendance upon’thé conference’ called i7"

by you, and: convened: at | the City:: of, Denver, Colorado, "on:

L July 22,1927, deeply wegret that the full purpose of the:con- g

RN ference, to brlng ‘about-an agreement which - would-result’in . "¢
"complete ratification by seven’ States  of the Colorado River. .
.Compact, and solutlon of the Colorado Rlver problem, has not__*

; ‘been effected e : co .

“Such agreement not havmg been reached we desl.re at.

‘ +this time to“state: concretely Arizona’s. p0s1t10n, ag-taken: by o
Lol her representatlves at this conference 'and . disclosed :by. the .. .
i record, ind a slncere and earnest effart to accomphsh the pur-' T
‘ poses thereof . ;

: “We hold . that Arlzona possesses the land and the natural' S
facilities: to . economically. utilize” within  her . borders . a. very . .~
- large’ proportion, -if ‘not all, of “the _waters' of " the Colorado
River System:available for :irrigational “use  in: the - Lower
~Basin; thatas a matter of Justlce, right and’equity, if .the law: .
of prior appropriation is to be superseded.by: a.compact, she: -
is " entitled to"the undisturbed,: undisputed ~and unlimited use;
;. to the extent that such use is feasible, of the waters .of her .
5 tributary streams, just as the’ State-of:California is’ enfitled -\ =
-to and has the use of the water.of her streams,.and that she. ..
~is equally entitled to at least one-half of .the flow of the main
stream . of ‘the Colorado River available for: use in’the: Stdtes .-
of. the Lower ‘Division,. after due allowance is made for the  : -
practical irrigational Arequlrements of the State of Nevada., "'
. Nevertheless,  for the purpose of :effecting ‘an agreement. at:
.. this:time, and-out of consideration for'the untiring efforts of .-

1.7 the Governors” of the:States’ of ‘the! Upper- Division to bring
foyui-about such an: agreement and-in ‘deference to:their judgment:
. as to.what under the circumstances would be fair and reason-: .. .-

"able, . we' have accepted with {certain'‘interpretations ‘of “lan-
‘“'guage  relating.t6 *thé’ immunization of- ‘Arizona’s “tributayies
L ysie against- depletion: for the benefit:of {Mexico,” the proposaliof | .

#howpio the Governors. of .the: States of :the Upper: D1v1sxon submitted. ;.2 ¢

©W0 ‘on, September (19, 1927, -which- said proposal, so 1nterpreted"

W £ yyould “allocate to the State of California’ 4,200,000 acre-feet of : -~
Jegtowl 30T watersper annum;to!Arizona 8,000,000 acre: foet and the right =
Lo ven e tog the userof; such of the waters of her tributaries’ as may: .

G i pe diverted therefromi for ‘beneficial -use, and. would divide the. .~ .
fona it o unalloeated  flow of the river, available.for 'the. use ‘of . the i
‘ “Lower D1v1s1on States, ‘equally between Amzona and Call- Ui

ke rfornla L . ; S RO T

[ We hold with the Nevada resolution presented ’co thlS con-
‘ ference by United States Senator Key Pittman, and concurred
~in: by the Governors and. representatives: of 'all ‘of the States -
“of "the Colorado” River Basin- except” Gahforma,. that . “the”
States have a legal right to demand and rece1ve compensatlon[

- for the use of their lands and waters - * '* _used in conpec- i
# Ction  with: & dam “built “by - the’ Unlted Statés Government ‘to: .
chnl i penarate, hydroy-‘elecktr;lc energy. ¥ # In pursuance of that PRy
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".rlght we respectfully ms1st that Arlzona is entltled to compen-
"sation for such’ of her lands and waters as may be.used in any.:'o .
‘development by the: United Statés Government for the genera-: VAT
"'tion of hydro-electric power at any point on-the Colorado River -
. within“Arizona or:on the boundary.between-Arizona and.an- ..
. ;,rother State.  We. have agreed—mdeed . proposed—that such :oonti
i\ compénsation or'revenue should be limited to the amount the -
.77 State would derive were the. development taxable, by the usual ’
processes, under State law : At .

In the spcclflc case ‘of 2 development in whlch the waters
and the ‘lands of ‘the States of Arizona and Nevada would be
“involved, but”a: much: greater. propoftion: of -the fall of. the
s rlver, necessary for. the generation: of  hydro-electric power,

" lies in the formér State, we believe that an equitable and fair
. method of division of revenue would be-upon:the. basis of fall:
inthe respective. States. “We realize, however, the importance
“of ‘a method which ‘'would be’ uniform in all of the States “of
- the; Colorado River Basin, ‘and have agreed upon the recom-
" “mendation of the Governors of ‘the States of. the Upper: Divi-
sion-and .upon the ‘condition - that this. method shall be-ac- :
“'cepted by the other States whose borders: join Arizona; to .an =
:“equal division of the benefits to be derived from any hydro-
electric: development between the States™ of ~Arizona ~and
““Nevada.' . Also, we.have repeated the suggestion and. again
“propose, that the. compensation: or revenue to the States from"
such - development: should ‘be: at least the equivalent -of the
"amount the States would derive in taxation levied undesxr the au-
thority of ‘their own laws. ~As a measure of arriving at'such .~
revenue ‘We: have proposed: that. the payment:to the States .-
““shall ‘be a minimum of one ‘mill per-kilowatt hour of power.or.
- iipower privileges sold or.leased, : Tor, the details of:this pro-
o posal reference - is.‘made  to the “Memoranda of - Arizona’s -
~views: with respect to an agreement between the States of .
+ Arizona; California and-Nevada,” which is appended hereto
+iand made a part hereof.. One mill per kilowatt hour divided
" .as-above is the equlvalent of $3 28 per annual horse power to
each: btate : : ;

“The representatlves of Amzona came to this' conference
earnestly: desiring an equitable  agreement’between the States
- and “committed - to the policy of exerting every reasonable:ef-

~~fort” to that end. ' Whatever ‘disappointment  we may have
suffered by reason of ‘the attitude of the representatives of the -
, State oi' California, such stlll is our deswe and our pohcy ”

RDODSS O NOVDMBER 7

On October 5 a recess Was taken to November 7. At the

plesent time," however ‘8 movement is on foot for conferences om - ,
power between representatlves ‘of the States of California, Nevada " .

and ‘Arizona, and a short postponement of the general conference o
15 cons1dered likely.. R ‘

The Comm1ss1on hopes that throun’h the medmm of earnest
negotlatlons an awreement may be reached: Whlch will fully protect
the rlghts of Arizona and of all the States of the Colorado Rwer
Basm, and result in- the development of the r1ver '
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o Iﬁ?f{he‘e\'réllt"’t}'rat‘ésuch fainjagr'e“ement'; cannot'be reached at

‘this time, all the power the Commission can exert will beé brought

-+ 30 bear to secure recognition of this. State’s.rights in any legisla- 71~
: ecu tate’s  rig

. tion bearing upon the subject which may. be enacted by Congress:
- Failing ‘that, and as a' last ‘resort only, recourse will be had to,

the -eourts,

- Respectfully submitted, . v’{x - i";,‘j'**q;?

~ COLORADO RIVER COMMISSION OF ARIZONA.
. @EO. W.P. HUNT, Chairman
. MULFORD WINSOR, Secretary -




"APPENDIX A" "% .

EIGHTH LEGISLATURE ‘
- FOURTH, SPECIAL SESSION
‘ w”fSTATE oF ARIZONA.

- Adopted m Senate November 1 1927
Adopted 1n House November 2 1927 and
flled m the offlce of the Secretary of State

S Introduced 'by‘ Mr. Donneiiy_of kPima ‘Counkt:y. el

ey WHEREAS the Colorado Rlver Commlsswn of Arlzonw P
~-~was  created by -Act of ‘the :Eighth Legislature (C}npter 37,57

-'Session ' Laws; - Regular Session), approved  March . 7,7.1927,

ffor the purpose: of. encouraging ‘and promoting .the develop'” :

ment “of "the: Colorado  River, ‘and- of protectmg the ' rights -

“and  intercsts. of the State: of Arlzorn 1n sald 11ver and 1ts. :

: ‘tnbuta.nes ; and, : . )

~\'W'HEREAS on Aprll 6 1927 the sald Commiss 1onkmet“ e
‘and’ duly - orgamzed and from and after said ‘date has fune-
‘tloned 1n accordance with: law and : :

WHEREAS ‘the task a551gned to said- Commlssmn 151‘ o
vxtal Importance to the State of Arlzona and

; WHEREAS ‘the dlfflcultles by which the sald Comm1s—~ ‘
s1on is confronted in 'the ‘performance of .the-duties assigned =
it, . are ‘extremely . difficult if" not:indeed - almost 1mposs1ble,,
jby reason of the great political'power and influence exercised -
~by the State - of Callfornla, and “the: facilities possessed by .
“said - State ‘for the ‘dissemination "of plopaganda and the ex- -
*treme ’activity ‘with -which, during the past. several years: it
has " disseminated ’ propaganda in-favor of “.legislation  “in::.::
"“Congress :inimjcal ‘to Arizona’s interests and -violative of the ..
- sacred rlghts of ‘the States Of the Amerlcan Unlon, and ;

g . WHEREAS, it s the behef of . this Leglslature that the:
';members of " sald 'Commission :have labored “loyally;: faxth-

- fully “and--untiringly “in’the inferest. ofl Arizona, and ‘in'
- the face of theo great obstacles and difficulties referred to have -

 achieved . remarkable  success,-if not as yet in the bringing-

2 about of-an agreement which: willfacilitate the development:
. of ‘the Colorado River,:at least in the correction’of much of”
~.“.the misunderstanding - which . has  prevailed with:respect . to»

“ Arizona’s’ attitude, ;in’'the ' enlistment " of - powerful - support: .
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SLENATE“CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NO.1

i of the ‘greatest proportions and’ its fulfillment f.raught w1tht' g
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Df,:;sympathy for Arlzona s Just clalms now therefore R

BE IT RESOLVED by the Senate of. the Elghth Leg‘ls-iﬂ« S

‘zfor Arlzonas contentlons and in’ the creatlon of W1despread :

- 1ature, the House concurring, that it is the sense of this body
i..that the ' Colorado: River Cormmssmn of 'Arizona, "and “its™

' “several ‘members, are entitled “to 'the ‘warmest . congratulas .

~tions and:commendation: for: the ‘ability, the energy, and the

~-loyalty “they - have. dlsplayed in, the perform‘ance of uheu' S

dutles and be 1t fun'ther

{ 5

: RESOLVED that the Leglslature of Arlzona herebyi.-' N

heartlly ‘endorses the work which thus far has been. performed: =
" by the said: Commission, and- expresses the utmost faith and*..

confidence ‘that® the . Commission’s - further: labors “:will = “be

"mamked by. similar courage; fidelity/and sklll and that. AI‘I-

“zona's rights ‘and interests, and the rights of all’of the' States '
“of the Union as they:are affected by ‘the questions invelved

~'in"the developmént: of the Colorado River,. w111 be effectually
L defended ‘and’ protected and be 1t further ‘

RESOLVED that the Leglslature of Arlzona hereby%
~-calls upon. all loyal citizens of. Arizona to.shrongly support::

~and-second the efforts of the said Colorado River C-ommlssmn
of Arizona;.to the end that the’ world may be shown that in: /"
.+ * . this conflict, in: which .rights most  sacred: to: the Ame.rlcangg S
e people are at stake, they are a umted people : b ’

s
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