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The Jepartment of External Affairs ânnounced today that the

i:onourable Jet r.r.r: Sauvé, Canada's ttinister of th .-_ Er.viron.--ient, opened

a r.teetinG of United States and Canadian offic i als in Ottawa on October

2 to reviev: the progress in implementing the Great Lakes Water Quality

Aôreenent si-n!:.,' by the two countries on April ? 5, 1972 . This was the

fourth such meeting for-the two countries and focused on the conclusions

and recomiler.iia tions of the second annual report of the International Joint

Cor. mission ( IJC) on urater quality in the Great Lakes . '

t'.ad -n :e Sauvé reminded those present that they had a duty not only

to the population around the La-,es but to many others in different countries

who were taatcl:in; t•rith interest the pro gress of the world's first naor

international pollution abatement agreement . In recalling the hiôh hopes

associated with the signature of the Agreement by the United States

President cr.d the Canadian Prime :linister, she e:crnressed her satisfaction

at the long t__-: cutlool: for water quality in the Great Lakes but warned

that the world thrust in the field of environmental protection would be

greatly affected by the future rate of progress of the programs under the

Agreement .

"Cleaning up the - reat Lakes is beconing the greatest enviror_mental

achievement in the history oi this continent," said r itzhugh Green, Associate

Administrator of the United States Environ .nental Protection Agency a- :: United

States delegatien chairman. "On the United States side alone, it w i i require

the efforts of thousands of dedicated environmentalists at the three '-evels

of government - federal, state and local - and billions of dollars . ussell

Train, Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency, asked m i to ex-

press his personal satisfaction at this stocktaking that both count :_e s

are on schedule and living up to the agreement signed by the heads o : our

two Governments . "

The Co-,n i -- sion's report stated that 93: of the sewered population

on the Canadian sic:- of the Lakes would have adequate treatment by the Agree-

ment's target date ~ f December 31, 1975 . Canadian and Cntario officials em-

phasized their inté-.tion to maintain this pace of construction and reported

that steps were unCen ;ay to expand the Canada-Ontario Agreement which vas

signed in August 1971 in anticipation of the Canada-United States .t ;;reer..ent .

This exp ansion entails the provision of substantiaiadditlonal funds by the

Canadian Govern.nent's Central ItortEage and :Ic::sir. ;, Corporation. a . :: bJ L::ta-io

to meet rising costs of constructing municipal sevaâe treatment plants .
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The Co:7--iission estimated that 6 07. of the sewercd population
. in the United States portion of the Basin would have adequate treatment
by the end of 197 5 , and called upon the United Stated Administration to
release currently impounded United States federal grant funds for sesraôe
treatment plant construction to avoid possible delays in future construction .
The United States side expressed doubt that impoundment would lead to future
delays and expressed confidence that if it appeared that such delays were
likely to occur, sufficient funds would be released .

United States officials reported substantial progress in the United
States municipal waste treatment construction program since the I•fay 2, meeting
of the goverr.ments in SJashington, D .C . At that time, $495 million had been
granted to 156 projects in the Great Lakes system since signing the Agreement .
Total costs for these projects, including federal, state and local funds was
$776 million. During the period May 22 to September 20, additional federal
grants totalling $245 million were awarded to 73 Great Lakes Basin projects,
which involves a total expenditure of $323 million . Since the signing of the
Agreement, $740 million in federal funds have been awarded to 221 projects in
the Great Lakes system reprer.anting a total cost of over $1 .1 billion .

Particularly notes,-,rthy is the fact that during the May to :'eptember
period, 51% of the $4E0 milli-on awarded for projects throughout the G ::Iat Lakes
states went to projects in the Great Lakes Basin . This rate is consic-rably
above the historical rate of 31%. To date, about 38% of the total Fei. ral
fur.ds awarded in the Great Lakes states under the 1972 Water Pollution :ontrol
Act have been in the Great Lakes Basin .

Since the previous stocktaking meeting, Ontario reported thr'

-
seven

projects have been corQleted bringing the levél of adequate sewage trer ._~ent
facilities to 857. for the population served with sewers . Eighty-two per cent
of the sewered population are now served with secondary treatment or equivalent
facilities .

Both sidcs took satisfaction from the Commission's conclusion that
the rate of increase in the historical degradation of the Lower LEkes, par-
ticularly Lake Erie, r.pPeared to have been halted and that the phosphorus
loading reductions callcd for in the Agreement were so for being net or. both
sides of the Basin .

. . . /3
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Of the 46G municipal waste-water treatment facilities reqsirin3

phosphorus removal in the U .S . portion of the Great Lakes Basin, 218 are now

providing phosphorus removal . By the end of 1975, it is anticipated tha t

300 will be providing phosphorus removal in accordance with objectives of the

Agreement . During the same period, about 200 sewage treatment plants in Cr.tar :o

are expected to employ phosphorus removal .

In response to continued United States concerns over the use of ;:T.:

as a substitute for phosphorus, both sides exchanged results of recent researc_

in this area.

Both sides recognized that there was validity in the IJC's call for
improved analysis of water quality data and undertook, with the aid of the Boa__
structure established under the IJC, to increase the use of coca non procedures
among the jurisdictions concerned and to place additional emphasis on data
analysis . Both sides emphasized the importance of documenting the improvement
of the Lakes both from the standpoint of ensuring that each country meets its

co.caitments and in recognition that the Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement is
the first major international pollution abatement activity ever attempted
anywhere in the world .

United States EPA announced that its Chicago office has established
a Great Lakes Surveillance Branch to analyze and interpret Great Lakes water
quality data. The new branch is staffed by 8 professionals, and 7 additional

staff positions will be added by the end of the year . The branch will Fork
closely with the Chicago office's 33-man regional laboratory, which is prizari'_T
responsible for sample analysis and quality control. -

Both sides outlined steps they were taking to respond to the Cc .-: iss=:-'s

conclusions regarding water-borne viruses and persistent contaminants . They

expressed appreciation that the Co:-..mission in this area was drawing the

Government's attention to future requirements in order to ensure ms ::jmu.z protec-

tion for the public .

The two sides discussed at length the Co=ission's cozaer.ts on the r. :==

for compatible vessel waste regulations . The Canadi.-,n side emphasized the ir..7z:-

tance of having such regulations in place well be-ore the target dr :e i : the
Agreement and reported their readiness to promulgste existin3 draft Cznü_ :aZ

regulations calling for high quality treatment . United States officials w0:-te :
;. :out that the 1972 amendments to the Water Pollution Act require E :':. to

gate a regulation delineating procedures that vould result in no c :_sc : .ar,__

sewage into some or all of the waters of a state following certain statL :ory

actions by the state and EPA . In preliminary actions taken jointl•: vit; the

Coast CuaFd, EPA is recxamining the vessel waste managcment prograr. . ::ne. the

regulations that have been and must b 2 promulrated to respond to the Act .
Although no final decisions have been made, explorations are undervay to focus

on the co:npatability of standards betveen the two govern.-nents . The United States

ErA expe_ts to propose n r c^til . t ion on vessel v:r.ste roon .
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The meeting took particular note of a number of specific reco!a
-fro

m tnendationa arising out of the nizedithat theseiWOUld requireocareful ex~ ina-
land-use activity . It was recog

•tion by the various jurisdictions concerned .

United States officials also pointed out that EPA ' s Chicago office is

encouraging the development of sediment control legislation by conducting state
level sediment and erooion control conferences jointly with the National Associatio

n

Conservation Districts . This effort responds to the IJC recorn
.endatien that

the governments enact effective sediment control legislation with emphasis on

urban and suburban areas
. To date in the Great Lakes Basin, liichigan, Ohio,

and Pennsylvania have enacted such legislation
. Indiana, Illinois, Minnesota,

New York and Wisconsin are now drafting such legislation .

Also discussed at the meeting were current efforts to refine the
objective for radioactivity contained in the agreement, Canada-United States

agreed •consultations aimed at developing a n

the recent promulgation of
safety on the Great Lakes .

sidesAt the close of th e

with the long term outlook fo r
being undertaken by both countries under the agreement .

Robert Funscth, Counsellor for Political Affairs, United State
s na

l Embassy and Fitzhugh Green, Associate Ac'.ministratoe1s ofo
r nL'nitedrStateos cleiegû io n

Fhvirca ..^~atal Protection ~`0ncy; we.=e co-chairu~en â the 22-p

representing federal Fnd state agencies concerned with the iL^plementation of

the Agreement, includ : .• ; the United States Depart
.rent of State, Envirosraental

Protection Agency, Un'_t !d States Coast Guard, United States Army Corps of Engineers,

Minnesota Pollution C ►: :rol Agency, Great Lakes Basin Commission, Wisconsin

Department of Natural '. :sources
. The Canadian delegation included representatives

of the Departments of i
:xternal Affairs, Environnent, Transport, Health and Welfare

, serv
e and the Ontario Hinistry ef fhthénInternationalbJo ntrComaiesion also participated .

and United States bcction
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