
(rlt .l ino of t.hr rlnncii.nn Poni .tion on the Garrinon Diversion Unit

airinS the course of recent testimony before the Subco^ruittee

on Pablic 1•!orks of the House of Represent atives . Cosrsttee on

Appropriations, it was stated that the issue 1•rith Canada over the

Garrison Diversion Unit relates only to the return flows from the

Souris Loop division. Tt i-.-as also suggested that alternatives to the

Garrison project are bcinS discussed with Canada.

In this contest, it seems desirable to reiterate Canada's

concnrns albout the Fotenti.at adverse effects of the Garrison Diversion

U-!it, as cnrrcntly envi sa`^cd, on waters crossin,r, the bo•andzz^j into

Ca_^3da . The ^•ovcrn^ent of Canada has concluded, on the basis o f

^tlic? ic^ conducted in the United States and Canada, and on the basis

of i^fo-raation provided by the United States in response to claestions

rai scO in Canada, that the Garrison Diversion Unit, as cur.-(*-ntlv

er. ;-is<zZed, rro. :?.d have adverse effects on the Souris, Assiniboine and

?nd i?-iv^rs, and ultimatel,• Lake WinnipeS, which would cause injury

to health and property in Canada.

The rovernnent of Canada, therefore, is pleased to learn

that consdrr-tion is beinS ^ivcn to alternatives to the current

Gnrri son ?ri -rsion Unit whi.ch would not advPrsel,y affect r :, iada. The


