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• Better understand the uncertainties in 
thermoelectric withdrawal data



• Better understand the uncertainties in 
thermoelectric withdrawal data

• Improve the usefulness of thermoelectric 
water-use information
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COEFFICIENTS COMPARISON
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2015 – VERY BRIEFLY
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Considerations
• Withdrawal data vary widely among the datasets

– Many plants have three different values 
– Federal and State data vary widely at individual plants

• What next? What changes might be made?
– Best practices for measuring and reporting?
– Consensus definitions, methods across agencies?

• Easy to identify, hard to realize
• Thoughts on improving data quality



Questions?
mharris@usgs.gov
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