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Synthesized Expert Panel Discussion Points
Water Use:
· Water is not equally distributed over the planet, within nations, or within regions – including states.  The need is to understand how much is available on a local scale.
· Specific high volume water uses attract attention and are hard to put into, or view in, the perspective of overall Great Lakes Basin significance.
· Our traditional water use governance and management practices have been long standing.  These are now being evaluated in relation to concerns regarding whether or not allocation strategies match current knowledge regarding ecosystem and watershed management needs or principles.
· How best to relate regional water use practices to global needs or concerns is a particularly important question for the Great Lakes Basin.  The carbon model has served as one reference point for addressing water use concerns.  However, there is an important difference.  As global carbon emissions concerns have highlighted local emissions, global water use concerns may direct attention to local water use practices.  Unlike carbon, local water uses relate predominantly to local impacts.  Therefore a water use assessment tool, developed within global concern perspectives, may not be suitable for addressing local water use impacts.  

Characterization of water use:
· Water accounting – how much is being used now is important information.  Not having a good understanding of water use in all sectors, for all purposes, everywhere creates concerns and impairs planning.
· However, it is not the use of water that is the issue – it is the impact of that use.
· Water is inherently reusable.  How water is reused/recycled must be included as part of the characterization.  How can withdrawers be “credited” for these efficiencies?  
· Focusing only on quantity of water withdrawn can mean that key trade-offs are not properly evaluated.  For example return flows vs. consumptive uses, increased energy use to achieve lower water discharges, etc. all need to be part of the picture.
· Policies established to address non-water issues, for example air pollution control, can impact water use.  Air pollution control scrubbers require large volumes of water.  Understanding when trade-offs are necessary is an important matter.
· Water use accounting is an important element in water management schemes.  Not only does it serve as a basis for tracking management activities, it enhances management – “what gets measured gets managed.” 
· All water footprinting protocols and assessment tools discussed during the workshop and being developed globally seem to be designed for application to a single withdrawer or possibly a sector of industrial withdrawers.  How could the footprint process or other tools be applied to aggregate industrial withdrawals with other withdrawal categories?
· In some locales, there seems to be a growing trend towards businesses/industries obtaining their water from public water suppliers.  As a result, the industrial use component is lost within the larger municipal withdrawal context – even though it may very likely be the great majority of the total withdrawal/consumptive use.  Should an aggregate footprint then be developed for incrementally broader spatial scales (i.e., local watershed, Lake, Basin, etc)?
· Water use discussions need to include the full range of users.  Agriculture, electric utilities, beverage manufacturers, including the bottled water industry, were not present for this discussion.  However, these withdrawers may have to be addressed through separate but nearly identical processes.  Combining them could result in too many varying points of view that would made progress challenging.  Perhaps an industry effort can become the model for a footprinting process that can be applied to all Great Lakes water use categories.

Planning for and achieving sustainable water use:
· All protocols have some sort of water accounting provision – but only for the specific entity or locale being tested by the protocol.
· Return flows and discharges are important factors.  The quality of water in these flows can have impacts.
· Water use accounting and management systems need to facilitate determination of water use “norms” for industry.  Benchmarking of sustainable water use practices for Great Lakes industries would be very useful. These “norms” could be of assistance in determining “reasonableness” of the amount of water proposed to be withdrawn for a specific type of application.
· Industry’s water use needs vary between sectors and between facilities within sectors.  Factors that influence water use include process and technology specifics as well as equipment age.  Water use management regimes could provide incentives for investment in water use efficiency.  These regimes may also need to be able to identify disincentives for investment in water use efficiency.
· Water use assessment protocols that include third party certification provisions have appeal to the public and outside observers.  Industry needs to have comfort with certification process details and be assured of objectivity of the certifying organizations and personnel.
· Industry water use needs can change as conditions change.  Market driven production levels, product mix, etc. as well as external factors such as climate change, local drought or excess precipitation and others are examples.  Allowances for these variables are needed (i.e. adaptive management).

Utilization of water resources for the benefit of the Great Lakes basin:
· The Great Lakes Region must be able to utilize its water-related advantages as an incentive for industrial development.
· The benefit derived from use of the water should be included in the analysis.  It is necessary to understand the value of the withdrawal to the community, the watershed/basin, and possibly even the nation in terms of the three sustainability parameters – environmental, economic, and social benefits.
· Water use analysis must demonstrate incentives to industry for efficient water use.
· A Regional water use management regime that provides incentives for industry but maintains needed controls can also foster sustainability both within industry and the Region.
· Industry “buy-in” of the Regional water use management regime is needed.  To obtain this, the public and governments will have to provide assurance that access to water will be granted.
· Industry can use access assurance to create a competitive advantage for the Region. 
· When water use policy is developed, science, social, and political factors must all be brought together in a spirit of support for sustainable economic development.  The water management/use assessment protocol must support this need.  This said, it must be recognized that adverse public opinions will always occur – regardless of the simplest and most obvious of issues/actions.
· Determining how to tell the story of water use economic contribution to the Region, the value of specific water uses, and support for sustainable development is a communications matter.  This project should address this need.
· Decision making processes regarding water withdrawal approvals within the Great Lakes Basin, in and of themselves, must not be overly burdensome on the applicants such that the water supply advantage held by the region is not negated.   
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