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TOPIC 2.4  OUTCOME TEMPLATE


Topic 2.4 - Multiple Use and Functions of Water Services
Short summary which will cover questions such as: What discussions have actually taken place? What issues were emphasized on? Did any new ideas/issues emerge? (max 200 words)

Multiple-use services constitute a feasible integrated service delivery approach. It is recognized that multiple uses and functions of water are present at all levels of scale.
The two first sessions of the topic have looked into an analysis of what multiple-use services and functions (MUSF) of water are about, what opportunity they offer and how they can be governed. The third session took these findings to the political level, by looking at what is needed at policy and programme level to adopt a multiple-use approach and how this can be scaled up. The main foundings were:
· Multiple use and functions of water services is a fact of life in rural and urban contexts and is here to stay. Sessions have illustrated how it happens at various scale and various contexts:

· Multiple uses at homestead level

· Community level planning for multiple uses

· Multiple uses and functions of water in interactions between irrigated agricultural and wetlands
· Multiple functions of water in irrigated paddy agriculture

· Multi-purpose infrastructure
· Building on the benefits of multiple use and functions of water services is a cost effective way to accelerate the reaching of several MDGs.

· The critical (or problematic) level for developing and financing projects on multiple use and functions of water services is the intermediate level of water distribution systems development, between local and top-of-the-State levels.

· Both ends of the spectrum are usually well addressed: the basin level through IWRM, and / or multi-purpose large projects, and the community level through livelihood and poverty reduction programs.

· The initial additional funding required for a specific MUSF project (compared to a single use project) usually represents less of a problem than the issues around covering management and operation costs.

· Implementers of MUSF systems should be aware that governance and operation of successful MUSF systems require appropriate facilitation, for example through multi-users multi-stakeholders platforms.
Recommendations
Acknowledge the wide spread practice and the benefits of multiple uses in water systems. It is recommended that water sector stakeholders acknowledge and recognize that multiple uses and functions is a reality that should be mainstreamed in services delivery.
Retain the involvement of users and communities in the design and implementation of MUSF in order to maintain MUSF core characteristic of being adapted to the demand.
Recognize the high value of multiple low cost services for the most vulnerable users. MUSF cost-benefits analysis should be further established.
Recognise the interrelationship between multiple uses and functions of water services and integrated water resources management. Recognize MUSF systems as a critical element of the water sharing process, and of the sustainability of water management operation and maintenance by sharing cost among many users.
Look into strengthening institutions rather than creating new ones.
A comprehensive monitoring of the potential of MUSF with respects to MDGS should be carried out.

Proposals

It is proposed that a further assessment or mapping is done on the market for new and upgraded multiple-use services, so that these become visible in official statistics, and provide a basis for planning of investments.
Develop country visions and promote local strategies. Country strategies for MUSF should be proposed and financially encouraged by external support in case of the developing world.
Commitments
The consortium which has been constituted for the preparatory works of the Forum which link several existing network and international organisation is committed to further promote the topic at international and national levels, and to raise the awareness of project decision makers about this management option.
Initiatives
The members of the consortium set for the WWF5 have agreed to strengthen the MUS Group Network in order to address more effectively the objectives set for the MUSF in terms of assessment and advocacy.
A MUSF document should be edited and widely circulated early 2010 as one major water technical document of the UN FAO to disseminate the outcomes of the WWF5 on multiple uses of water.
