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POLLUTION OF BOUNDARY WATERS
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ROF. EARLE BERNARD PHELPS, consulting
sanitary engineer to the International Joint Com-
mission,* has made a report, consisting of 159 large

the pages and 67 plates, upon remedial measures for
twegresent conditions of pollution of boundary waters be-

n Canada and the United States.
Pro After extensive field work, .the. Cqmmission issued a
andg{)ess report, early in 1914, indicating to what extent
Wate y what ‘causes and in what localities the boundary
Ealtlif have been polluted so as to be injurious 10 public
e % board of three Canadian and three .Ur}lteq
w};; e]: Sanitany engineers then compiled fourteen p.rm.mpl?.s
its F , in their opinion, should guide the commission 1n
S turther studies.
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at es and Great Britain, in which. it is agree
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prevent the pollution of these waters, on either side, to
the injury of health or property on the other?

The answer just made is not final. Public hearings
will be held at Buffalo June 21st, 1916, and at Detroit ]u:e
26th, 1916, at which all interested authorities will have op-
portunity to present evidence and criticisms. The final con-
clusions of the commission will probably be based upon its
engineers’ reports and the evidence produced at the hear-
ings. The following abstracts have been taken from the
advance proofs of Prof. Phelps’ report:i—

Advisability of Remedial Measures.
Satisfactory recommendations upon the advisability
of remedial measures must be based on the one hand, upob
the results of a thorough examination of existing condi-
tions of pollution; upon the feasibility and cost of remedy-
ing these conditions wholly or in part; and upon a careful:
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arison of the relative value and cost of the benefits
derived thereby. On the other hand, such an inquiry
uided in the present reference by the terms of
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understood that the advisability of this require-
question and that it would be without

ent reference to consider the merits of
alternative proj cts, such as new sources of water supply
for the lower communities, which would not accomplish
this specific requirement.

It will be necessary, therefore, in this discussion of
the advisability of remedies, to review the results already
obtained and reported upon by the commission, relative
to existing pollution of these waters, and to examine these
results with special reference to the nature and extent of
any injury to health or property which may be attributed

ossing the boundary.
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