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Jesse Martus - February 5, 2026 

1.0 Ethanol and Nutrients  
Hello IJC, It is still up for debate whether ethanol creates more energy than it uses. The Renewable Fuels Standard was passed in 2005 and there's still mixed evidence 
about whether or not ethanol is a net postive for energy production. It seems to me leaders are dragging their feet to find the answer. Perhaps they won't find the answer 
that suits their objectives. Net energy aside, one negative factor not included in the calculation is the water quality fallout from the high demand it places on our 
landscape to produce corn and beans. The scale of the BMPs funded to reduce nutrient loads through state and federal grants is minor in terms of the benefit Lake Erie 
would receive from revoking the ethanol man‐ date. Ethanol must be a direct driver of nitrogen and phosphorus loading to the Great Lakes. The entire economic super‐ 
structure of Great Lakes farming is propped up by the ethanol mandate. The mandate has increased land prices and forced feed prices up, which results in higher food 
prices. Another point is that, personally speaking, I get twenty percent worse mileage on E15 in my vehicle. Going after the ethanol mandate may seem politically 
formidable at first glace, but it's unthinkable to do otherwise. Every leader I speak to about this does not take what I'm saying seriously. I suspect they feel it is a battle 
they cannot win. Now ethanol advocates are pushing a year-round mandate. There's no telling where this will go. Please take a stand against ethanol subsidies. Fund 
research to model the stressors it places on our waters and the reductions in loads if it were eliminated. Best Regards, Jesse Martus 

 1.0 Ethanol and 
Nutrients (Jesse 
Martus)  

B Huberty - February 5, 2026 
2.0 Geospatial Technology Adoption Problem 

For many decades, there have been numerous demonstration projects such as the binational Great Lakes Alliance for Remote Sensing (glars.org) to show how one can 
map and monitor the entire Great Lakes Basin using remote sensing technologies at a very high spatial and temporal resolution. One needs to know when and where 
changes are occuring and why such as with invasive plants. It is useless to 'treat' one parcel and not treat the entire system to mitigate invasive plants for example. 
Water quality mapping at 30 meter resolution for example has been demonstrated for decades but is still an academic project. Adoption of new Geospatial technologies 
continues to be a challenge for both the U.S. and Canada to jointly implement a binational mapping and monitoring PROGRAM (not a project) for the entire Great Lakes 
Basin. 

 2.0 Geospatial 
Technology 
Adoption 
Problem (B 
Huberty)  

John Jackson - February 25, 2026 
3.1 IJC TAP extremely important document 

RE: February 4 and 5, 2026 Public Forum & IJC listening session 
From: Great Lakes Ecoregion Network 
 
Now that the Parties have released their 2025 Progress Report of the Parties and the State of the Great Lakes 2025 Report, your task of developing your Triennial 
Assessment of Progress (TAP) takes on new significance as a framing document for Great Lakes strategies—especially items (iii) and (v) as noted below. 
Under Article 7, Part 1 (k), the 2012 Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement defines this undertaking as: providing to the Parties, in consultation with the Boards 
established under Article 8, a triennial “Assessment of Progress Report” that includes: 

(i) a review of the Progress Report of the Parties; 
(ii) a summary of Public input on the Progress Report of the Parties; 

(iii)  an assessment of the extent to which programs and other measures are achieving the General and Specific Objectives of this Agreement; 
(iv) consideration of the most recent State of the Lakes Report; and(v) other advice and recommendations, as appropriate; 

3.1 IJC TAP 
extremely 
important 
document (John 
Jackson) 

https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/1.0%20Ethanol%20and%20Nutrients%20%28Jesse%20Martus%20-%20February%205%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/1.0%20Ethanol%20and%20Nutrients%20%28Jesse%20Martus%20-%20February%205%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/1.0%20Ethanol%20and%20Nutrients%20%28Jesse%20Martus%20-%20February%205%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/2.0%20Geospatial%20Technology%20Adoption%20Problem%20%28B%20Huberty%20-%20February%205%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/2.0%20Geospatial%20Technology%20Adoption%20Problem%20%28B%20Huberty%20-%20February%205%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/2.0%20Geospatial%20Technology%20Adoption%20Problem%20%28B%20Huberty%20-%20February%205%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/2.0%20Geospatial%20Technology%20Adoption%20Problem%20%28B%20Huberty%20-%20February%205%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/2.0%20Geospatial%20Technology%20Adoption%20Problem%20%28B%20Huberty%20-%20February%205%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/3.1%C2%A0IJC%20TAP%20extremely%20important%20document%20%28John%20Jackson%20-%20February%2025%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/3.1%C2%A0IJC%20TAP%20extremely%20important%20document%20%28John%20Jackson%20-%20February%2025%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/3.1%C2%A0IJC%20TAP%20extremely%20important%20document%20%28John%20Jackson%20-%20February%2025%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/3.1%C2%A0IJC%20TAP%20extremely%20important%20document%20%28John%20Jackson%20-%20February%2025%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/3.1%C2%A0IJC%20TAP%20extremely%20important%20document%20%28John%20Jackson%20-%20February%2025%2C%202026%29.pdf
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3.1 cont The recently released 2025 Progress Report of the Parties (PROP) is largely an assessment of staff and Annex Committee activities, including reports completed, or 

deadlines met or missed, but it lacks analysis of the quality of work and analysis of ecological outcomes and impacts related to those actions and Great Lakes Water 
Quality Agreement goals. Similarly, the State of the Great Lakes 2025 Report (SOGL), like its predecessors, uses metrics that have little actionable value for determining 
ongoing strategies. Averaging a range of conditions and concluding the lakes as a whole are “Fair” and the trend is “Unchanging” offers no guidance on specific threats 
or solutions. Do we want to remain “Fair?” Are we comfortable with “Unchanging” conditions? Attached is a letter that we sent to the Parties earlier today, which 
contains more detail on our concerns with these two reports from the Parties. 
 
Your TAP report under the GLWQA is a major opportunity for a needed independent evaluation of the link between the Parties’ actions as detailed in the PROP and the 
state of the Great Lakes. People throughout the Great Lakes Basin are counting on you to point out a direction with specific changes that will improve the health of the 
Great Lakes.In making your TAP recommendations, we urge you to focus on the “principles and approaches” [Article 2, 4] of the Agreement. These include items such as 
precaution, prevention, sustainability, virtual elimination, and zero discharge.” The Parties have been paying only minimal attention to these principles when making 
decisions. We urge you to use TAP to recommend that the Agreement’s principles and approaches be the prime basis – the determinant - upon which decisions are 
made, and around which precautionary, regulatory and restorative strategies are shaped.We are pleased to see your “listening sessions”, which start on Feb. 5 and 
continue over the next couple of months.  
 
This letter and the attached letter that we sent to the parties are the start of the Great Lakes Ecoregion Network’s submission. Many of our members will also be 
submitting their recommendations at the Forum and over the next two months.A small group of concerned and experienced leaders from around the Great Lakes 
formed the Great Lakes Ecoregion Network in 2022. Our aim is to encourage transboundary discourse and consultation among leaders and the concerned public about 
long-term strategies to safeguard and enhance the vitality and resilience of the Great Lakes and the many living systems, including human communities, which depend 
upon them. 
 
On September 27, 2022 we released “The Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement at Fifty,” our critique of the state of the Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement in its 
fiftieth year and our recommendations for the directions that we need to take in the future. We are attaching this document (and its “Highlights” summary) again as little 
has changed over the last three years in terms of the needs and directions we identified in the report. We urge you to include 3 these ideas and recommendations in that 
report when developing your TAP. We also would appreciate the opportunity to discuss with you our report and its relevance for your TAP report. 
 
For the fair Great Lakes to be truly great, Great Lakes, we need a strong transboundary partnership between governments at multiple levels, the public, and the private 
sector. The IJC can play a unique and critical role in shaping the aspirations and approaches through which those partnerships can act effectively. We submit these 
materials in this spirit for your consideration. 
 
On behalf of the Great Lakes Ecoregion Network,  
John Jackson, Canada, and Jane Elder, United States. 
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3.2 Government Papers Inadequate 

From: Great Lakes Ecoregion Network  
The Great Lakes Ecoregion Network (GLEN) wishes to express its regret that the Parties were unable to produce timelier, more thorough, and/or actionable reports on 
the status of Parties’ progress un‐ der the Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement (GLWQA) and the state of the health of the Great Lakes. We realize that U.S. federal 
agencies are under considerable strain from staffing cuts, budget cuts, and the cessation of many science programs., There also have been, and continue to be, losses 
of federal staff in Canada, although not to such a significant degree as in the United States. This situation places constraints on the capacity of public agencies. Still, it 
goes without saying (but it seems that it must be said) that meaningful public engagement on either report would have benefited from more than a few weeks 
opportunity to review and consider the reports prior to the triennial public forum. In December 2024, the Great Lakes Executive Committee promised to publish these 
reports in July of 2025. The Parties seem to have lost capacity for seriously engaging the wide and diverse Great Lakes community concerned about the health and future 
of the Great Lakes. 2 The recently released 2025 Progress Report of the Parties (PROP) is largely an assessment of staff and Annex Committee activities, including 
reports completed, or deadlines met or missed, but it lacks analysis of real-world ecological outcomes and impacts related to those actions and Great Lakes Water 
Quality Agreement goals. We can conclude from the report that staff were busy over the last three years, but there is almost no context or content describing what 
difference that activity made in terms of the health or vitality of the Great Lakes. Similarly, the State of the Great Lakes 2025 Report (SOGL), like its predecessors, uses 
metrics that have little actionable value for ongoing strategies. Averaging a range of conditions and concluding the lakes as a whole are “Fair” and the trend is 
“Unchanging” offers no guidance on specific threats or solutions. Do we want to remain “Fair?” Are we comfortable with “Unchanging” conditions? This generalized 
approach to assessing the lakes fails to identify specific areas where we need significant change, or where a particular trend (e.g., the crash of Great Lakes whitefish 
populations) is alarming and needs attention, science, and resources. The indicators are too broad, and averaging all five lakes and connecting channels provides a 
description that has little meaning for lake health, and doesn’t relate to any particular community’s lived experience or needs. It’s like doing a health assessment on five 
family members, one of whom has a chronic illness, one of whom has incurable cancer, one of whom is diabetic but managing with medications, and two who are 
relatively healthy but still have challenges and saying, “overall the family health is fair.” It isn’t helpful to the general or specific needs within that “family.” The 
subindicators do provide more insight. However, brief mentions on a concern as significant as PFAS don’t shed light on the lack of a comprehensive strategy to address 
those chemicals across the region, nor recent evidence that PFAS may be linked to immunosuppression in eaglets. While an indicator on treated drinking water quality 
is important, it is insufficient. It implies that water quality only needs to be as good as what comes out of the treatment plant and the quality of ambient waters and 
source waters hardly matters. Source water protection has been a long-standing priority for many lake advocates, and needs more attention. The lack of assessment on 
the extent and composition of coastal wetlands is a sorry statistic. The ecological value of healthy coastal wetlands has been widely known for decades, and yet, with 
the exception of some important localized wetland restoration projects, broader strategies for intentional wetland restoration and protection throughout the Great 
Lakes system never seem to get any traction. While the charge for both of these reports may be bound within current interpretations of the Parties’ obligations under the 
GLWQA, the Parties should consider an independent evaluation of what the PROP and SOGL can really accomplish to drive better protection and restoration for the 
Great Lakes. The current approach may not be producing the tools that are most needed in the Great Lakes protection “toolbox.” Both reports lack prescriptive 
strategies for what needs to be done in the chemical, physical 3 and biological Great Lakes environment, as well as the practical strategies for who should take action, , 
and by when. Does the burden for this analysis now fall on the IJC’s Triennial Assessment of Progress? Historic assessments, such as the 2005 “Prescription for Great 
Lakes Ecosystem Protection and Restoration,” provided an analysis of the ecological state of the Great Lakes and the stressors or drivers that posed the greatest threats 
to eco‐ logical stability. That report is one of the reasons the United States pursued the priorities within the Great Lakes Restoration Initiative. We need that level of 
analysis again, as the stressors identified 25 years ago remain, and new ones, especially those driven by warming waters and extreme weather, exacerbate ecological 
stresses in the system. One of the drivers behind the lingering “Fair but Unchanging” status is the impact from the extraordinary loss of regulatory, scientific, and   

 3.2 
Government 
Papers 
Inadequate 
(John Jackson) 

https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/3.2%20Goverment%20Papers%C2%A0Inadequate%20%28John%20Jackson%20-%20February%2025%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/3.2%20Goverment%20Papers%C2%A0Inadequate%20%28John%20Jackson%20-%20February%2025%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/3.2%20Goverment%20Papers%C2%A0Inadequate%20%28John%20Jackson%20-%20February%2025%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/3.2%20Goverment%20Papers%C2%A0Inadequate%20%28John%20Jackson%20-%20February%2025%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/3.2%20Goverment%20Papers%C2%A0Inadequate%20%28John%20Jackson%20-%20February%2025%2C%202026%29.pdf
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3.2 cont technical support staffing in both federal and state public agencies in the U.S. over the last decade (or more), including the impact on enforcement of essential statutes 

such as the U.S. Clean Water Act. As noted, there also have been losses of federal staff in Canada, and new cuts were announced last week. This cumulative impact 
needs deeper analysis. A small group of concerned leaders formed the Great Lakes Ecoregion Network following the 2022 PROP and SOGL reports. Our aim was to 
encourage transboundary discourse and consultation among leaders and the concerned public about long-term strategies to safeguard the vitality and resilience of the 
Great Lakes and the many living systems, including human communities, which depend upon them. On September 27, 2022 we released “The Great Lakes Water 
Quality Agreement at Fifty,” our critique of the state of the Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement in its fiftieth year and our recommendations for the directions that we 
need to take in the future. We are attaching this document (and its “Highlights” summary) again as little has changed over the last three years in terms of the needs and 
directions we identified in the report. We urge you to include 3 these ideas and recommendations in that report when developing your TAP. We also would appreciate the 
opportunity to discuss with you our report and its relevance for your TAP report. For the fair Great Lakes to be truly great, Great Lakes, we need a strong transboundary 
partnership between governments at multiple levels, the public, and the private sector. The IJC can play a unique and critical role in shaping the aspirations and 
approaches through which those partnerships can act effectively. We submit these materials in this spirit for your consideration. 
On behalf of the Great Lakes Ecoregion Network, John Jackson, Canada, and Jane Elder, United States. 

 

Ashwarey Sutharssan - March 11, 2026 
4.0 Important Concerns Regarding AI Data Centres, and AI Projects 

I am inquiring based off of Canada's Climate Change report from naturalresources.canada.ca. 
 
Based on the Climate Change Report (Natural Resource Canada), which shows the risks of CO2 absorption and expansion in our waters, I am raising a concern 
regarding the proposed gas data centres. 
I have also done research on IJC's 2025 reports regarding this concern: 
"Regarding withdrawals, diversions and consumptive uses in the next 10 years, several 
602 interviewees believe there is a risk for the growth of large-scale diversions outside the basin by 603 data centres which are both energy and water-intensive, and that 
the proposed demand for data 604 centres not only includes artificial intelligence (AI) and machine learning, but also crypto currency mining" 
My concern is due to the travelling nature of CO2 and other chemicles. While I recognize the value of digital sovereignty, and national security, I am concerned about the 
redundancy of building new, gas-powered data centres to create them, along with the travelling nature of CO2 and other chemicles. I have also noticed a conflict of 
interest with the public and the AI project in an environmental context as well. 
I feel that if we are able to make this project sustainable, such as being able to refine solar power or wind power to create this project, we will gain sovereignity, and 
national security as a sustainable nation. 
 
I would also like to note, that according to Section 4 of the Water Treaty, it states the following: 
 
"4(1). Any interference with or diversion from their natural channel of any waters in Canada, which in their natural channels would flow across the boundary between 
Canada and the United States or into boundary waters, as defined in the treaty, resulting in any injury on the United States side of the boundary, gives the same rights 
and entitles the injured par‐ ties to the same legal remedies as if the injury took place in that part of Canada where the interference or diversion occurs." 
 
My concern from the proposed gas data centres in Canada, is the CO2 releases cumulative effect as we were already impacted by a solar attack recently, along with a  

 4.0 Important 
Concerns 
Regarding AI 
Data Centres, 
and AI Projects 
(Ashwarey 
Sutharssan) 

https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/4.0%C2%A0Important%20Concerns%20Regarding%20AI%20Data%20Centres%2C%20and%20AI%20Projects%20%28Ashwarey%20Sutharssan%20-%20March%2011%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/4.0%C2%A0Important%20Concerns%20Regarding%20AI%20Data%20Centres%2C%20and%20AI%20Projects%20%28Ashwarey%20Sutharssan%20-%20March%2011%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/4.0%C2%A0Important%20Concerns%20Regarding%20AI%20Data%20Centres%2C%20and%20AI%20Projects%20%28Ashwarey%20Sutharssan%20-%20March%2011%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/4.0%C2%A0Important%20Concerns%20Regarding%20AI%20Data%20Centres%2C%20and%20AI%20Projects%20%28Ashwarey%20Sutharssan%20-%20March%2011%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/4.0%C2%A0Important%20Concerns%20Regarding%20AI%20Data%20Centres%2C%20and%20AI%20Projects%20%28Ashwarey%20Sutharssan%20-%20March%2011%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/4.0%C2%A0Important%20Concerns%20Regarding%20AI%20Data%20Centres%2C%20and%20AI%20Projects%20%28Ashwarey%20Sutharssan%20-%20March%2011%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/4.0%C2%A0Important%20Concerns%20Regarding%20AI%20Data%20Centres%2C%20and%20AI%20Projects%20%28Ashwarey%20Sutharssan%20-%20March%2011%2C%202026%29.pdf
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4.0 cont yellow pollution warning in the GTA regions in early March, while resolved, it is a concern as we have a weak Ozone layer, and with NASA's recent MAVEN research which 

showed us that sputtering on Mars was actually occuring 4x faster than previously thought. Mars sputtering occured due to a weak magnetic field, hence the Aurora 
Universalis occured. In Mars,the Aurora Universalis is a sign of the solar wind attacking the planet. In Canada, we know that the magnetic field in Northern Canada has 
been weakening significantly, and the Aurora Borealis frequently occurs in places like Northern Canada. NASA's research showed us that in Mars the main cause of 
sputtering was CO2. Chemical releases such as CO2, NOx, and PFAS (some of the chemicles that data centres release according to several websites such as the 
RESET.org, news.cornell.edu, and lincolnist.edu) is a concern because of their travelling nature. I feel that the atmosphere should be considered part of a nation's 
territory under the precautionary principle, and Air Quality Treaty, due to NASA's research on Mars' destruction. 
 
While Earth as a whole still has a magnetic field, so it may take millions or billions of years to take on a sputtering effect, I am still cocerned regarding the cumulation 
and potential complications given the strains that the magnetic field is facing. My suggestion for this would potentially to measure the Aurora Borealis zones to see if we 
can find the Atmospheric Life Expectancy of Earth, so we can monitor them and help mitigate pollution from occuring under the Air Quality Treaty, and Trail Smelter 
Arbitriation Law.  
 
I am also concerned is if AI is necessary to implement, there are many articles about generation z disliking, or feeling anxiety about AI, Generation X and generation baby 
boomers also seem to dislike it. I feel that should be something else added within the Water Treaty, that if it affects the mental health of people, along with the great 
lakes, then it could be considered for a breach of the Water Treaties agreement which acknowledges "the vital importance of the Great Lakes to the social and economic 
well-being of both countries, the close connection between quality of the Waters of the Great Lakes and the environment and human health, as well as the need to 
address the risks to human health posed by environmental degradation." 
 
If possible, I would suggest collaborating with Vatican City regarding the solar energy and wind energy as they are in the process of switching to it, because based on 
research it appears they are switching to 100% renewable energy sources such as solar energy.  
 
I have contacted IJC regarding if there was a reference, regarding any of the AI infrastructures for Canada's project, however I have recieved an email stating there was 
none which is concerning due to the Water Treaty.  
 
I have connected these dots through geographical, space, chemistry, and treaties, and international laws which are publically available through science websites or 
government websites to provide information for the public interest. I feel that many should be looking at these different topics together to formulate one conclusion that 
reaches the answer we require. 
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Dsweetnam - March 11, 2026 

5.0 Coastal webinar 
"Good and unchanging" 
Indicators always need context - for example historical stories from the elders tell a very different story about the Lakes. For example in the current state of the lakes 
report, coastal wetland plants indicator doesn't take into account the effort and investments being expended and that are required to achieve/maintain that status. 
i.e. Georgian Bay Forever has a coastal wetland management program in place in Eastern Georgian Bay where we now have over 1200+ sites under our management 
program. Each summer we map a coastal distance equal to the distance between Toronto and Mexico City. Our objective in coastal wetlands is 100% eradication of 
invasive Phragmites in these precious globally important habitats, but there is not enough investment being made for us to officially call the program an eradication 
program because we are not resourced enough to be able to get to all of these threatened sites each year - so our approach has been staged and ongoing for the past 
decade - we've got it half eradicated at this point. Without this on the ground work however, the coastal wetlands would be overtaken by this plant as they were on the 
Lake Erie and Lake Huron coastlines before their eradication programs got started. There are similar research parameters such as "catch per unit effort" in fish survey 
work, but not "cost per unit protected" measurements indicated for coastal wetland protection efforts. An opportunity for better understanding and making these efforts 
more visible. They also relate to available community capacity measures. 

 5.0 Coastal 
webinar 
(Dsweetnam) 

Ashwarey Sutharssan - March 12, 2026 
6.0 Regarding my previous concern on AI data centres and AI projects 

In my previous concern, I mentioned how data centres could pose a risk to the country's magnetic sphere based on geographical, space, and chemistry data, and how 
that falls under the Water Treaty, Air Quality Treaty, and Trail Smelter. I have done further research to find that Canada's magnetic sphere has been noted to shrunk to 
about 0.65% at the surface area, while in the U.S. it has shrunk about, 3.5%. while we are making projects, we are not looking at those projects potential impacts on the 
stability of the planet. This is a risk that should be looked at immediately, as Canada's magnetic sphere is already shrunk to about 0.65%. Regardless of current news 
articles, I feel that under the precautionary principle and well being of citizens, this should be looked into. It is also important to note that in many Northern Canada 
regions, Northern Canada is prone to certain sicknesses, we should look into it as there is potential for it to be an effect of the weakening magnetic sphere. As a human 
resources student in Ontario, I believe it is best to mitigate risks as early as possible rather than putting the risk on hold based on research I've done using NASA's Mars 
MAVEN data. I feel that the law is something that should not be considered as optional. This is also why I believe it is important to look at the atmospheric life 
expectancy of the zones where the Aurora Borealis is most frequent, along with zones that the Aurora Borealis is not most frequent in to potentially mitigate the 
acceleration risk. If we look at the available findings of nasa's space research, chemistry, physics, geographical, and health data, and existing laws, it is how I was able 
to come to this conclusion that we are in a very slow process. Pattern recognition is also something I used to reach this conclusion.  

 6.0 Regarding 
my previous 
concern on AI 
data centres 
and AI projects 
(Ashwarey 
Sutharssan) 

Commissioner at Metropolitan Water Reclamation District of Greater Chicago - March 16, 2026 
7.0 I want to thank the International Joint Commission ... 

I want to thank the International Joint Commission for always standing sentry for the Great Lakes. When I think back to my time coordinating 11 federal departments 
under the U.S. Great Lakes Restoration Initiative, it’s even clearer in the rear view mirror that the federal government has an enormous amount of constraints on it that 
the IJC doesn’t have. For example, much of the federal government’s attention is focused on program delivering and meeting the measures of progress that have been 
blessed by Congress. There is not a lot of time for the agencies to step back and look into the telescope at what risks might be coming. 
 

7.0 I want to 
thank the 
International 
Joint 
Commission 
(Commissioner 
at MWRD) 

https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/5.0%C2%A0Coastal%20webinar%20%28Dsweetnam%20-%20March%2011%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/5.0%C2%A0Coastal%20webinar%20%28Dsweetnam%20-%20March%2011%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/5.0%C2%A0Coastal%20webinar%20%28Dsweetnam%20-%20March%2011%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/6.0%20Regarding%20my%20previous%20concern%20on%20AI%20data%20centres%20and%20AI%20projects%20%28Ashwarey%20Sutharssan%20-%20March%2012%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/6.0%20Regarding%20my%20previous%20concern%20on%20AI%20data%20centres%20and%20AI%20projects%20%28Ashwarey%20Sutharssan%20-%20March%2012%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/6.0%20Regarding%20my%20previous%20concern%20on%20AI%20data%20centres%20and%20AI%20projects%20%28Ashwarey%20Sutharssan%20-%20March%2012%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/6.0%20Regarding%20my%20previous%20concern%20on%20AI%20data%20centres%20and%20AI%20projects%20%28Ashwarey%20Sutharssan%20-%20March%2012%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/6.0%20Regarding%20my%20previous%20concern%20on%20AI%20data%20centres%20and%20AI%20projects%20%28Ashwarey%20Sutharssan%20-%20March%2012%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/6.0%20Regarding%20my%20previous%20concern%20on%20AI%20data%20centres%20and%20AI%20projects%20%28Ashwarey%20Sutharssan%20-%20March%2012%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/6.0%20Regarding%20my%20previous%20concern%20on%20AI%20data%20centres%20and%20AI%20projects%20%28Ashwarey%20Sutharssan%20-%20March%2012%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/7.0%20I%20want%20to%20thank%20the%20International%20Joint%20Commission%20...%20%28Commissioner%20at%20MWRD%20-%20March%2016%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/7.0%20I%20want%20to%20thank%20the%20International%20Joint%20Commission%20...%20%28Commissioner%20at%20MWRD%20-%20March%2016%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/7.0%20I%20want%20to%20thank%20the%20International%20Joint%20Commission%20...%20%28Commissioner%20at%20MWRD%20-%20March%2016%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/7.0%20I%20want%20to%20thank%20the%20International%20Joint%20Commission%20...%20%28Commissioner%20at%20MWRD%20-%20March%2016%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/7.0%20I%20want%20to%20thank%20the%20International%20Joint%20Commission%20...%20%28Commissioner%20at%20MWRD%20-%20March%2016%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/7.0%20I%20want%20to%20thank%20the%20International%20Joint%20Commission%20...%20%28Commissioner%20at%20MWRD%20-%20March%2016%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/7.0%20I%20want%20to%20thank%20the%20International%20Joint%20Commission%20...%20%28Commissioner%20at%20MWRD%20-%20March%2016%2C%202026%29.pdf
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7.0 cont That’s why I really appreciate the IJC’s dedication to, for example, the Great Lakes Early Warning System (or GLEWS), which is designed to look forward to the future 

threats facing our Great Lakes. This is critical because, too many times, our generation (not to mention our federal, state, municipal, and tribal governments) have a 
difficult time anticipating and addressing problems ahead of time, when they are less expensive and more effective to resolve, then when we fight rear-guard battles, 
fixing the problems of the past after they’ve already caused damage and become more expensive to tackle. 
 
I also appreciate IJC’s dedication to public outreach. Because of the same restraints mentioned above, the federal governments don’t always have the capability to 
listen to the public. After all, citizens often see changes to their local eco‐ systems before they manifest themselves at a regional scale, when they can be brought to 
agencies’ attention. Much of the IJC’s power comes from the federal governments knowing that the IJC listens to the public, too. 
 
Thank you for your dedication. Our two countries’ love of the Great Lakes is part of what has helped binational relations endure and believe the same will be true going 
forward, as well. 

  

Donald Ciparis - March 16, 2026 
8.0 2025 Project Report of the Parties (TAP) Public Comment 

Good afternoon to you all, 
Having reviewed the document, I am pleased to offer these thoughts on the Progress Report: 
pg. x, Introduction Should the General Objectives of the GLWQA not state an eventual transition to compliance with the UN's stated Right to Safe, Clean, Healthy Water 
and Sanitation. 
pg. 21 the TMU technology for PFAS removal within the wastewater stream is great news. Is dredgeate material dumping in the Great Lakes still being phased out. 
pg. 24 What is the current strategy in addressing the problems with legacy P in the Maumee River basin and elsewhere in the Great Lakes. 
pg. 26 The Cedar Point Causeway Wetland Complex does require maintaining a high and low water level to ensure a healthy and vibrant wetland. One of the ways to 
control phragmites in Long Point, Ontario appears to have water levels raised to a certain point to kill the invasive. Is there any consideration being given to releasing 
more water through the Soo Locks to help address these two problems that appear to have the same solution? 
pg. 44 Great to see a reference to Legacy P and an Assessment Project. 
pg. 48 No mention is made on progress in separating municipal CSO waste streams.  
pg. 55 Wetland need a defined high and low level to function normally. This could be a problem for Great Lakes wetland designers. Is there any consideration being given 
to releasing more water from the Soo Locks that regulate water levels on Lake Superior.  
pg. 77 The update of aquatic invasive species and their control in the Great Lakes was much better than expected. Very thorough.  
pg. 102 Though it was not stated directly, but somewhat implied - do the waters of the Great Lakes still moderate the climate of the Great Lakes basin? A defining 
response to this question could help the public in understanding what the effect of having the Great Lakes in the basin does to the climate of the basin.  
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this report, 
Don Ciparis, Rodney, Ontario 
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https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/8.0%202025%20Project%20Report%20of%20the%20Parties%C2%A0%28TAP%29%20Public%20Comment%20%28Donald%20Ciparis%20-%20March%2016%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/8.0%202025%20Project%20Report%20of%20the%20Parties%C2%A0%28TAP%29%20Public%20Comment%20%28Donald%20Ciparis%20-%20March%2016%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/8.0%202025%20Project%20Report%20of%20the%20Parties%C2%A0%28TAP%29%20Public%20Comment%20%28Donald%20Ciparis%20-%20March%2016%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/8.0%202025%20Project%20Report%20of%20the%20Parties%C2%A0%28TAP%29%20Public%20Comment%20%28Donald%20Ciparis%20-%20March%2016%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/8.0%202025%20Project%20Report%20of%20the%20Parties%C2%A0%28TAP%29%20Public%20Comment%20%28Donald%20Ciparis%20-%20March%2016%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/8.0%202025%20Project%20Report%20of%20the%20Parties%C2%A0%28TAP%29%20Public%20Comment%20%28Donald%20Ciparis%20-%20March%2016%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/8.0%202025%20Project%20Report%20of%20the%20Parties%C2%A0%28TAP%29%20Public%20Comment%20%28Donald%20Ciparis%20-%20March%2016%2C%202026%29.pdf


Summary of Written Comments Received on the 2025 Progress Report of the Parties  
 

Page 8 of 18 
 

Number Comment  Link 
Joy Mulinex - March 25, 2026 

9.0 Re: Comments on the Progress Report under the Great Lakes Water 
Dear IJC Commissioners:  
On behalf of the Ohio Lake Erie Commission (OLEC), I am writing to provide comments on the latest Progress Report and State of the Lake Report under the Great Lakes 
Water Quality Agreement. OLEC appreciates the oversight efforts provided by the International Joint Commission (IJC) and the opportunities given to provide input. The 
Great Lakes are a unique resource shared and enjoyed by millions of people and governed by two countries, multiple first nations, states and provinces, and 
municipalities. 
 
The role of the Ohio Lake Erie Commission is to preserve Lake Erie's natural resources, to protect the quality of its waters and ecosystem, and to promote economic 
development of the region by ensuring the coordination of policies and programs of state government pertaining to water quality, toxic substances, and coastal resource 
management.  To coordinate state efforts and to speak with a unified voice, the Lake Erie Commission works with and is comprised of Ohio EPA, the Ohio Department of 
Natural Resources, Department of Agriculture, Department of Health, Department of Transportation, and Department of Development. As part of our coordinating 
responsibilities, we represent the State of Ohio on various boards of regional and international Great Lakes management organizations of Great Lakes Restoration 
Initiative funding to improve coordination of Lake Erie programs and priorities with federal, state and local entities. In this capacity, the Commission respectfully 
provides the following comments on the Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement Progress Report and State of the Great Lakes (SOGL) Report. 
 
Lakewide Action and Management Plans (LAMPs)  
As stated on U.S. EPA's website, LAMPs are plans of action to assess, restore, protect and monitor the ecosystem health of each Great Lake and its connecting river 
system. It coordinates the work of all the government and non-government partners working to improve the lake's ecosystem. The many of the ecosystem challenges 
facing the Great Lakes are not new, LAMPs are a valuable management and planning tool designed to be updated every five years. The process of updating individual 
lake LAMPs involves scientific scrutiny as well as public engagement. As programs such as the Great Lakes Restoration Initiative (GLRI) require alignment between GLRI 
project funding and LAMPs, the Commission encourages the parties to maintain the five-year schedule for updating LAMPs. 
 
Communication 
A variety of agency staff members in different state agencies participate in working groups for the ten annexes, and after discussions with Ohio's annex members, the 
Commission heard about a wide range of experiences. For example, participants in Annex 4 appreciate the regular discussions, follow-up communications, and overall 
support provided by the federal governments. However, on the other end, some annexes rarely meet or share any updates with the state teams. While some annexes 
may not have any immediate work or need to convene regularly, the Commission recommends that the annex leads communicate at least an annual update on the 
status of the annex working groups. Along the lines of improving communication, the Commission encourages the parties to keep the binational.net website updated. 
For example, the website could provide a list of federal annex leads, the status of annex working groups and other work structures outside of the annexes such that 
interested citizens can contact the Parties to follow along. In today's online landscape, websites are unique informational spaces allowing you to reach a broad 
audience. The constant availability of websites provides an opportunity for the parties to provide information and outreach and may be the only way people access 
information about implementation of the Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement.  
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https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/9.0%20Re%20Comments%20on%20the%20Progress%20Report%20under%20the%20Great%20Lakes%20Water%20%28Joy%20Mulinex%20-%20March%2025%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/9.0%20Re%20Comments%20on%20the%20Progress%20Report%20under%20the%20Great%20Lakes%20Water%20%28Joy%20Mulinex%20-%20March%2025%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/9.0%20Re%20Comments%20on%20the%20Progress%20Report%20under%20the%20Great%20Lakes%20Water%20%28Joy%20Mulinex%20-%20March%2025%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/9.0%20Re%20Comments%20on%20the%20Progress%20Report%20under%20the%20Great%20Lakes%20Water%20%28Joy%20Mulinex%20-%20March%2025%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/9.0%20Re%20Comments%20on%20the%20Progress%20Report%20under%20the%20Great%20Lakes%20Water%20%28Joy%20Mulinex%20-%20March%2025%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/9.0%20Re%20Comments%20on%20the%20Progress%20Report%20under%20the%20Great%20Lakes%20Water%20%28Joy%20Mulinex%20-%20March%2025%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/9.0%20Re%20Comments%20on%20the%20Progress%20Report%20under%20the%20Great%20Lakes%20Water%20%28Joy%20Mulinex%20-%20March%2025%2C%202026%29.pdf


Summary of Written Comments Received on the 2025 Progress Report of the Parties  
 

Page 9 of 18 
 

Number Comment  Link 
9.0 cont Refining SOGL Metrics 

Ohio appreciates the opportunity to participate alongside U.S. EPA in the management of the Great Lakes as Lake Erie is a critical resource for our communities. The 
Commission finds the ability to coordinate extremely valuable and hopes that the Parties find state and provincial assistance useful. From Ohio's perspective, the 
regional view of the SOGL loses some of the important detail and nuance that is available for each of the lakes individually. States could help refine the report further by 
providing to the SOGL co-authors a team of state scientists on staff, coordination of datasets within and between states, and participation in efforts to update and revise 
the SOGL metrics. These additional efforts would help the Parties ensure that the report is better aligned with results and efforts that are closer to where citizens live and 
align better with more localized understanding of the resource.  
 
In closing, on behalf of the agencies working with the Commission and for Lake Erie, thank you for the latest triennial Progress Report of the Parties and the opportunity 
to provide comments. Protecting and restoring the Great Lakes for today and future generations is a shared responsibility. Lake Erie continues to be a draw for 
recreational tourism, representing the Walleye Capital of the world, provides drinking water for 2.8 million people in Ohio, and serves as an affordable transportation 
link for commodities and products. Moving forward on the goals of the Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement is important to Ohio, and the Commission looks forward to 
our continued work together through the Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement. 
 
Sincerely, Joy Mulinex, Executive Director  

 

Jacob D Wynn - March 27, 2026 
10.0 Progress Report on the Parties 2025 

Dear IJC Commissioners,  
On behalf of the Saint Regis Mohawk Tribe Environment Division, I am writing to provide comments on the latest Progress Report of the Parties. The Saint Regis Mohawk 
Tribe is located on the terminal end of the Great Lake designation on the St. Lawrence River and is already confronted with jurisdictional issues stemming from the 
border that runs through the community. Additionally, a portion of the territory is within the context of the province of Quebec causing funding issues for local 
assessments and work. 
 
In response to the prompts: 
 
How have changes to water quality impacted the way you live, work, play and engage with the Great Lakes? 
Bacterial Loading into tributaries causing excesses beyond human health thresholds limits recreational activities within great lake tributaries. Fish consumption 
advisories limit not only human consumption of fish but the safety of all creatures to be able to safely consume. The seaway not only has disrupted fish passage and 
migration but altered the hydrology on nearshore wetlands and contributes to erosion of shorelines. Concerns of upward trending water temperatures in all the Great 
Lakes and connecting tributaries (i.e. St. Lawrence River) and the consequences to water quality and fisheries health.  
 
If you had a magic wand, what would you change to achieve progress on Great Lakes water quality?  
More support to the farmers would improve run-off conditions that currently impact water quality. I would build an appropriate passage for migrating fish that would 
allow upstream and downstream access over the power dams for eel and salmon. I would remove all contamination from sediment and other sources and allow the  
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https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/10.0%20Progress%20Report%20on%20the%20Parties%202025%20%28Jacob%20D%20Wynn%20-%20March%2027%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/10.0%20Progress%20Report%20on%20the%20Parties%202025%20%28Jacob%20D%20Wynn%20-%20March%2027%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/10.0%20Progress%20Report%20on%20the%20Parties%202025%20%28Jacob%20D%20Wynn%20-%20March%2027%2C%202026%29.pdf
https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/10.0%20Progress%20Report%20on%20the%20Parties%202025%20%28Jacob%20D%20Wynn%20-%20March%2027%2C%202026%29.pdf
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10.0 
cont 

environment to merely exist without the burden of industrial contamination. I would prevent water temperatures from rising. 
 
Three years from now, how do you hope changes to Great Lakes water quality will have changed the way you live, work, and play in the Great Lakes?  
There are no swim advisories, or they are greatly reduced due to effective land management and awareness of the land-use water quality paradigm. Additionally, 
sources of contamination are known and slated to be addressed. A commitment to fish passage and transparency on decision making from NYPA and OPG. Reasonable 
steps towards addressing water temperature increases including land-use, industry inputs, point non-point sources of temperature.  
 
Those comments are in response to the prompts, more generally, the St. Lawrence River was lacking from the progress report with only two references to the 
Cornwall/Akwesasne AOC. I am not sure if this is because there was no reporting out on the work being done, or if the St. Lawrence is only considered part of the Great 
Lakes for the AOC purposes. While currently it is my understanding that the St. Lawrence River is a part of Lake Ontario, in reality, it is left out of the lake-wide studies. 
While, this is understandable from an ecosystem perspective, the St. Lawrence is its own distinct ecosystem, it identifies an oversight in planning and an inequity in 
funding distribution. This issue is clearly illustrated in the maps of the State of the Great Lakes report, in the CSMI studies performed for Lake Ontario, and its near 
complete absence from this report. It is really good to read about all the work going on in the lakes, all the progress being made, novel approaches to understanding 
conditions. However, it would be even better if the St. Lawrence River was included in this work. For example, a number of Lake Ontario lake-wide studies could provide 
critical information for management and remediation, if they were performed in the St. Lawrence River as well. As the hydrologic outlet, and commercial entrance to the 
Great Lakes, the St. Lawrence River's importance cannot be overstated on its influence on the basin. Please consider this comment in future planning and consider how 
management can be adapted to better incorporate the needs of the river. 
 
Nia:wen, 
Jacob Wynn 
Saint Regis Mohawk Tribe Environment Division 

  

Greg - March 30, 2026 
11.0 Great Lakes Water Quality 

If I had a magic wand… 
I would immediately shut down the single largest threat to the Great Lakes, Enbridge’s Line 5, which lays at the bottom of the Straits of Mackinac, threatening 700 miles 
of shore line. 
If a significant spill happened in the Straits it would be nearly impossible to clean up. Line 5 has already had 30 spills releasing over a million gallons of oil into the 
environment. So far, just luck has saved us from a spill in the lakes, but with the 72 year old pipeline, it’s not a matter of if, it’s a matter of when. 
 
Commercial shipping, commercial and sport fishing, recreation, tourism and thousands of jobs… all at risk. In short, Enbridge can move a pipeline. We cannot move the 
Great Lakes. 

 11.0 Great 
Lakes Water 
Quality (Greg) 

https://www.ijc.org/sites/default/files/11.0%20Great%20Lakes%20Water%20Quality%20%28Greg%20-%20March%2030%2C%202026%29.pdf
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Pat Marida - March 30, 2026 

12.0 Sharing Great Lakes Perspectives with the IJC 
 
In response to  
 
IJC: Sharing Great Lakes Perspectives with the International Joint Commission 
 
Comments due by 4-3-2026 
 
https://glperspectives.ijc.org/en/share-your-great-lakes-perspectives 
 
How have changes to Great Lakes water quality impacted the way you live, work, play and engage with the Great Lakes? 
 
My father and his father were both born and raised on South Bass Island in Lake Erie. The house built by my great grandparents is still there. The resort town of Put-in-Bay 
is located on the island. Throughout my 84 years I have spent a lot of my summertime on the island. 
 
The Clean Water Act made a big difference in bringing back walleye to the lake. As the shallowest of the lakes, Erie is the most sensitive to polluting runoff. My 
understanding is that the walleye population is starting to decrease now. 
 
When I was a child, the mayflies (we called them June bugs) were so thick we had to use windshield wipers to drive around the island.  They aggregated by the thousands 
on my grandmother’s screen door. Now this important species in the fish food cycle are few. This seems like a big loss. My understanding is that starvation is a big factor 
in the decline of bird migration, and the decline of central insect species and unspoiled habitat are two factors. The island is part of an island chain that is one of the 
main migratory bird flyways from South America into Canada. 
 
The island continues to develop, and their sewage treatment system is not able to handle the number of homes and businesses that are locating there. Pressure is 
increasing for more land development while laws governing discharges into the lake may or may not be being enforced. 
 
The zebra mussels have invaded the island and there is now a shell beach on the east side of the island. There is a threat of Asian Carp moving from the Mississippi 
watershed into the Great Lakes watershed at Chicago. Shipping interests are lobbying to prevent the strengthening of the barrier between these watersheds. 
 
If you had a magic wand, what would you change to achieve progress on Great Lakes water quality? 

• Issues in the section above would be addressed and corrected. 
• Radioactive discharges: My magic wand would put radioactive discharges into the lakes back under the purview of the International Joint Commission (IJC) as 

well as into other Great Lakes water quality boards including the Great Lakes Restoration Initiative (GLRI)) and the Great Lakes Commission (GLC). 
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12.0 
cont 

• Dredging: My magic want would make much stricter regulations on dredging in the Great Lakes. 
• Fiduciary responsibility:  My magic wand would make Great Lakes Authority, I and other agencies accountable for money spent and actions taken such as 

eminent domain 
• Promoting sustainable vs. unsustainable energy: Promoting unsustainable energy sources like oil, gas, and nuclear would be stopped. Renewable energy (by 

definition, once its infrastructure is build, the fuel is free) like wind, solar, hydro, tidal, an geothermal would be promoted, and encouraged. 
• Toxic cyanobacterial algae blooms would be curtailed. Laws would be made and enforced to stop CAFOs, large animal farms, and even some smaller farms 

from spreading manure on Ohio's farmland in the winter. Larger farms would also be regulated during other times of the year. Concentrated animal farm sizes 
would be reduced. This would happen statewide in Ohio as well as in the Great Lakes watershed. Cities would not be saddled with expensive equipment to 
remove toxins added to the lake by unregulated polluters. 

• Science, not politics: My magic wand would remove most elected and appointed officials from positions in Great Lakes water quality governance. More water 
quality experts would be in those positions representing science, not politics.  

• People would stick together and educate ourselves so that we are able to communicate with and elect officials at local, state and federal levels who will 
represent the needs of people and communities - rather than the fiduciary wishes of Corporate America. Everyone deserves to have clean air, clean water, and 
healthy food. This means getting/having access to our public airwaves to spread the voices and concerns of We The People on the ground.  
 

Three years from now, how do you hope changes to water quality will have changed the way you live, work, play and engage with the lakes? 
I hope to still be here to enjoy camping and swimming in cleaner water at Put-in-Bay with my children, grandchildren, and great-grandchildren. 

 

Olena - March 31, 2026 
13.0 Progress Report on the Parties 2025 

Dear IJC Commissioners: 
Severn Sound Environmental Association (SSEA) appreciates the opportunity to review the 2025 Progress Report of the Parties under the Great Lakes Water Quality 
Agreement. We commend the Parties for their comprehensive reporting, clear presentation of progress, and emphasis on collaboration across federal, state, provincial, 
and local agencies. 
 
We particularly value the synthesis of long-term monitoring data, the integration of multiple indicators, and the reporting of trends across all Annexes. The continued 
focus on nutrient management, habitat restoration, control of invasive species, chemical reduction, and climate adaptation demonstrates a strong commitment to 
protecting the ecological health of the Great Lakes. 
 
Annex 7: The SSEA strongly encourages additional financial investments in protecting habitat and species, and provision of funding to adequately resource and support 
organizations in planning and implementing on-the-ground habitat enhancement and restoration projects. 
 
A number of sub-indicator trends for habitat/species in Lake Huron are fair or poor and deteriorating or are fair and unchanging. The SSEA strongly encourages additional 
financial investments in protecting habitat, and provision of funding to adequately resource and support organizations in planning and implementing on-the-ground 
habitat enhancement and restoration projects, to support improving trends in habitat and species conditions for Lake Huron.  
Sincerely, Olena Volik, Water Scientist / Limnologist (on behalf of the SSEA Team) 
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Susan P Gateley -  March 31, 2026 

14.0 lake ontario non point pollution 
We have seen increases in toxic algae blooms, siltation and other issues associated with increased farmland acreage due to bio fuel subsidies. Hundreds of acres of 
second growth forest has been cleared primarily for corn and soy a large percentage of this going to biofuels. The clearing is on going as of 2026 and may also be related 
to "Plain clothes" (Mennonite and Amish) farmers who are attracted by relatively affordable land in the Lake Ontario watershed. Whatever the cause there is a lot more 
erosion now due to increased row crop acreage. 
Another issue is hardening of shorelines for residential development. This is changing sediment distribution patterns and increasing erosion of unprotected shoreline. 
Turbidity impacts sight feeding fish and birds and presumably impacts near shore benthic life. 

 14.0 lake 
ontario non 
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Emily B. - April 2, 2026 
15.0 IJC Progress Report of the Parties 2025/Great Lakes Perspectives 

To: Allison Vogelsang Zenatti, Pierre Baril, Robert Gioia, Gerald Acker et al., International Joint Commission Dear Sirs, Madams et al: 
 
Thank you very much for holding these perspective sessions and giving the chance to comment. I apologize in advance for anything my attempt at land and water 
acknowledgment that I fumbled or missed: I acknowledge living on and near territory of the Three Fires Confederacy (Ojibwe/Anishinabe, Odawa and Bodawadomi), 
Miami and other tribes, largely unceded (though I am not fully familiar with the ceding status in my area) primarily in the watershed area of Gichi-Wiikwedong and other 
parts of Ininwewi-Gichigami (thank you for providing the names for the lakes and bays on the maps in your webinars, by the way). 
 
My name is Emily Baker. I am not writing on behalf of any one organization, but there are many which I will draw atten‐ tion to in this comment, and I hope you will 
consider contacting the people connected to them. 
 
I listened to the recordings and browsed through the Progress Report of the Parties since the webinars were held. Largely it looks pretty good. In answering the questions 
posed to the people commenting, I will point out particular successes I appreciate, and ways things could improve or change. 
 
In my opinion, the authors of the reports could stand to acknowledge any current national, industrial and/or geopolitical situations that threaten to hinder or outright 
undo progress on Great Lakes protections and care, but I do appreciate see‐ ing good news on many fronts even in the face of all that. With that, I will proceed to 
address the questions: 
 
1. How have changes in water quality impacted you? 
 
By and large we have been lucky where we live. As the State of the Great Lakes report (shown in one of the webinars) delivers in its “Fair” verdict of Lake Michigan, there 
are definitely still problems there related to invasive species and their impact on various parts of Lake Michigan's food web. 
 
Through the past several years, I definitely observed goby die-offs as large as the prior alewife die-offs along the shores, and some shorebird deaths here and there, and 
plenty of dreissenid mussel shells on the shore, and mus‐ sels on rocks in the water while swimming, and the periods between high clarity and Cladophora/other algal 
blooms. We also lost some ash trees, in no small part to ash borers (mentioned in the 2025 Progress Report of the Parties, pp. 87-8), and since I enjoy eating fish, I  
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would feel concerned about the losses of whitefish and walleye especially, and I know that the mussels (ibid. 25-6) and ensuing loss of prey (p. 104 talks about the 
increase of mysids in whitefish diet with the loss of Diporeia) are a big part of that, as well as for the clarity and ensuing periphyton growth mentioned in the last Great 
Lakes Perspectives lecture (IJC, 26 March 2026, 35:00-35:50) 
 
I also observed plenty of erosion on the dunes heading towards Frankfort, which one could attribute to the recent intense weather patterns, and more people had built 
metal walls (we had tried building up a wooden wall) to try and combat that and any erosion from lake levels from some years back. I appreciate the interest in citizen 
observations (Ibid., 17:42), and it would be helpful if both countries could coordinate and share data from such efforts going on (Ibid., 1:100:14). 
 
I imagine any chemical situations, including PFAS and Mercury, could easily be cause for concern in the years to come. I was encouraged to hear about the different 
efforts; I am familiar with the Eat Safe Fish guides (ProtP, 2025, 13, 20-21), and I appreciate the MPART mention (p. 34). 
 
2. What would you change to achieve progress on Great Lakes water quality? 
 
Given a “magic wand”, as you put it in the webinars, where would I even begin? If I were to list it on the grand scale, they would include many things: 
 
Repealing the part of a 1977 treaty that supposedly grants impunity to Canadian oil and gas companies to transport their products through the boundary watersheds, or 
making it more watertight when it comes to the public trust. 
 
Instantly having economically viable and widely marketed and subsidized alternatives to petroleum-based prod‐ ucts, including fuels, plastics, cosmetics, topical 
lotions and creams, fertilizers, herbicides, pesticides, and so on, that would not require extracting from or transporting through sensitive areas, deforestation or filling in 
wetlands, under-compensated and unprotected labor, harmful by-products in communities, etc., and use more practices that reclaim discarded materials, give more to 
the land and water than they take, and so on, or at least listing feasible ways for everyone to reduce usage of the usual products in their lives until alternatives are 
available in their areas and price ranges, and enough trust was inspired, as per Fast Company's recent article and Christine Taylor's post on it (Taylor 2026). 
Having leaders who would listen to your recommendations and see the value in them, more than they do industrial leaders who believe they and their businesses can 
only thrive if pollution permissions were returned to before any organizations meant to regulate them existed at all, and if people don't know or care what harm their 
products and what produces them could cause, or would at least allow states to maintain stricter standards than they them‐ selves want on behalf of the companies 
lobbying for them, and ways to engineer paradigm shifts in people whose lives were inextricably tied to the works of those industries thus far. 
 
However, if you only speak of things that are actually in my power and ability to change, or only focusing on a local scope, I would like more attention drawn to, and more 
collaboration with, local efforts to make the kind of progress you hope for despite what the larger-scale rollbacks might throw in their way. I will happily name a few 
groups operating in my part of Michigan and wider areas: 

• Groundwork Center for Resilient Communities (groundworkcenter.org) 
• FLOW Water Advocates (the two above are connected to many other programs) 
• Grand Traverse Watershed Center (gtbay.org) 
• The Discovery Pier (discoverypier.org), and their planned Freshwater Research and Innovation Center (freshwatercenter.org) 
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• Grand Traverse Regional Land Conservancy 
• Benzie Conservation District 

 
I would also recommend talking to the binational Freshwater Future organization; they recently held a “Freshwater Heroes Awards” summit at the start of April. They no 
longer record their sessions for safety reasons, but I highly sug‐ gest you ask the people on it to share the stories about the people and groups they nominated, who 
would be good to network with on different issues. For instance, Dr. Sandy Greer (IJC, 2026 March 25, 37:37) would enjoy connecting with Northwatch and Michigan 
Against Atomic Waste. 
 
3. Looking ahead three years, how do you imagine water quality changes will impact how you live, work, play and engage with the Great Lakes? 
It largely depends on factors that would not be entirely in my control. Would Michigan be able to hold to or expand the MI Healthy Climate Plan (PRotP, 2025, 100-101) 
or protect public lands from being harvested or sold like they are out west (Pattiz, 2026, March 31), in the face of current demands from larger federal sectors and the 
businesses connected to them, many members of whom seem to underestimate the interconnection of watersheds and terrestrial ecosystems, assuming they care 
about them at all, and who certainly have a lot of money to burn to convince others to go along with it? Along with the oil companies, the demand for massive data 
centers in the area and building or reopening gas, coal and/or nuclear plants are cause for concern. Planet Detroit (planetdetroit.org) covers any number of those 
issues. 
 
To lean into a more hopeful trajectory, I should hope to see more expansion and coordination between different organizations, whether in advocacy, citizen science, or 
other situations. Fostering further connection between other groups around the Great Lakes would be invaluable, and could expand further into this, even in the face of 
push‐ back. If you wanted to add information in your next report about the quality of, say, the Boardman or Betsie River, contacting the Watershed Center and the Benzie 
Conservation District would help. 
 
I was impressed with the respect that you showed all the speakers, not only the lecturers, but also the people who spoke during the comment section, including Joe in 
the last session (IJC, 2026 March 26, 54:53). It reflects what the progress report details of relations with Indigenous groups, for instance the mentions of CORA (PRotP, 
2025, 22) and expansion of Traditional Ecological Knowledge in the CSMI (Ibid., 105). I hope you can continue that momentum with them, and with other groups of 
people needing and giving strong advocacy for environmental justice. There is increasing need to go beyond treating them as stakeholders and rather treating them like 
partners and providing welcome spaces for them, as per a recent piece for the University of Minnesota's Institute on the Environment (Kufeyani 2026; see also Hellman 
(2026) and C. Anderson's response to it). 
 
All told, I would like to see myself taking a more active role to protecting this freshwater area that is too easy to take for granted. I had helped out in some of NOAA's 
Great Lakes-related programs years ago, including the GLANSIS database (PRotP, 2025, 76-77), and volunteered with some of the groups, including sampling benthic 
macroinvertebrates in streams with the Benzie Conservation District. I would welcome a chance to assist more in local efforts to protect the Great Lakes, whether as an 
employee or volunteer at one of those places, a citizen scientist, or simply raising my voice, perhaps even all of the above. hopefully I will find such opportunities that I 
could easily access, and I hope you will consider my previous suggestion to contact them and other organizations they know to coordinate shared efforts in research, 
protection, restoration, advocacy and change.  
Thank you again for this opportunity to share. Sincerely, Emily 
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Alejandra - April 3, 2026 
16.0  Comment - 2025 Progress Report of the Parties 

 
Prepared by: The Anji Inaashkawun team  
 
The Anji Inaashkawun team is a cross-cultural initiative based at Algoma University that places Indigenous partnerships, knowledge, and community voices at the heart 
of freshwater stewardship in Bawaating, the place of the rapids. Our goal is to strengthen intercultural relationships that support the collective care of water through 
community events, sharing resources, creative storytelling and education, cultural practices, and innovative regenerative economies. 
 
Comments 
 
After the revision of the Progress Report of the Parties, we highlight the following key topics that connect the IJC priorities to a holistic perspective of water eco-social 
health and community wellbeing. 
 
Indigenous engagement and governance 
From stakeholders to decision makers: The report alludes to engaging Indigenous Peoples in governance, but in implementation, Indigenous peoples are treated more  
as stakeholders rather than decision-makers or equal partners. We call for engaging Indigenous people as active decision makers and leaders to guide policy direction. 
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Important from ethical governance and eco-social health perspective. Indigenous peoples engaged in cultural resurgence and stewardship continue to lead effective 
environmental care and climate action globally, for the embetterment of planetary health. 
 
Integrating Indigenous ontologies: Indigenous ontologies are ecocentric and essential for comprehending the relationship between human and ecological health. 
Working towards health in the Great Lakes requires acknowledging Indigenous jurisdiction, leadership, and epistemologies to foster integrative and multigenerational 
actions. Many have engaged in the practices of their ancestors, who have been the original stewards of this land for millennia. 
 
Fish Populations and Quagga Mussels 
 
Efforts for Lake Trout and Sturgeon are visible. However, there is a critical need for more research on Lake Whitefish, given its profound ecological, cultural, and 
economic significance to the region. Those efforts should aim to understand human-induced impacts on fish health and the role the whitefish plays in the broader Great 
Lakes ecosystem (ecological, cultural, and economic). 
 
Connecting to the Great Lakes 
 
We would like to highlight the use of the expression "restoring beneficial uses". Understanding water as only a “resource” for human benefit undermines water's role in 
sustaining life for all species. This resource-based understanding of water leads to cultural and societal misuse of water, leading to the degradation of freshwater 
health. The degradation of water health intimately impacts all human, plant, and animal communities within the Great Lakes Basin. Learning from the leadership of the 
Anishnaabee and Métis in our region, it is important to understand water as a relationship rather than a resource. This understanding shifts individuals and communities 
to act respectfully and responsibly when making decisions regarding our shared waterways. The key to this cultural shift is connection. Fostering relationships to water 
through food, recreation, art, and ceremony is part of taking care of the water and fosters collective, intergenerational care for the ecosystem. Furthermore, it restores 
physical, emotional, and spiritual well-being in human communities across the Basin. 
 
We are grateful to the International Joint Commission for the opportunity to provide comments and for its ongoing efforts to engage with the communities connected to 
the Great Lakes. 

  

Sally Howard - April 3, 2026 
17.0 FMCE is calling for stronger implementation of GLWQA TAP 

 
Re: Canadian and US governments latest Progress Report under the Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement (GLWQA) (Sent April 3; Due April 3, 2026) 
 
As advocates for water quality and ecosystem integrity in the Great Lakes since 1988, the Federation of Monroe County Environmentalists from the Rochester, NY area 
endorses the accompanying letter from the Great Lakes Ecoregion Network (GLEN). 
 
We especially support these important and positive recommendations by the members of GLEN: 
• Provide more meaningful, robust public engagement opportunities. 
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• PFAS, and radionuclides, as well as the anticipated increase of population, development and energy production in the Great Lakes Basin, need much more in-
depth documentation and study of potential impacts, and more collaborative action. 

• Source water protection is the key to all sustainable use and benefits of the Great Lakes, and must be high priority and get more measurement, study and 
attention, even more so than the analysis and reporting on drinking water quality coming out of treatment plants. 

• Coastal wetlands provide key protection from flooding and vital balance to the Great Lakes ecosystem, and must be a high priority for more measurement, 
study and attention. 

 

To prevent expensive future problems, we call on you to take the lead on encouraging a strong, trans-boundary partnership to proactively assess and plan for resiliency 
and cooperation in the Great Lakes Basin. 
 
Respectfully, Sally Howard and Carol Hinkelman, On Behalf of the Federation of Monroe County Environmentalists (FMCE) 
 

FMCE is endorsing the letter from GLEN dated February 3, 2026, that begins with: RE: February 4 and 5 2026 Public Forum, comments on PROP and SOGL  
From: Great Lakes Ecoregion Network From: Great Lakes Ecoregion Network The Great Lakes Ecoregion Network (GLEN) wishes to express its regret that the Parties 
were unable to produce timelier, more thorough, and/or actionable reports on the status of Parties progress under the Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement (GLWQA) 
and the state of the health of the Great Lakes.  
 

We realize that U.S. federal agencies are under considerable strain from staffing cuts, budget cuts, and the cessation of many science programs, There also have been, 
and continue to be, losses of federal staff in Canada, although not to such a significant degree as in the United States. This situation places constraints on the capacity 
of public agencies.  
 

Still, it goes without saying (but it seems that it must be said) that meaningful public engagement on either report would have benefited from more than a few weeks 
opportunity to review and consider the reports prior to the triennial public forum. In December 2024, the Great Lakes Executive Committee promised to publish these 
reports in July of 2025. The Parties seem to have lost capacity for seriously engaging the wide and diverse Great Lakes community concerned about the health and future 
of the Great Lakes. 

 

Dave P - April 10, 2026 
18.0 great Lakes water Quality 

I have found that over the past twenty years or so the water clarity in Lake Huron has become so clear it is affecting some of the fish species, perch now stay deeper and 
are rarely caught from piers or shore. All fish seem to go deeper, are there enough nutrients and food in the food cycle for gamefish. I was actually shocked by the study 
done in lake Huron, Georgian Bay, Lake Michigan and presented in a documentary, All Too Clear. The amount of Quagga muscles covering the Lake was dramatic, and 
affecting spawning of many fish especially Whitefish, and others like perch. I would like to see some way of dealing with the muscles, I realize there are studies being 
conducted, so hopefully a strategy can be developed and used. Can the lake be too clear? I am a resident of Goderich Ontario on Lake Huron, some of the nicest 
Beaches on the lake are in our area, water quality seems very good and swimming in the water is very safe and enjoyable drawing in many visitors to the shore of Lake 
Huron. Much work is done which I was unaware of and hopefully in the future funding for research continues as it is very important for the future of Great Lakes Water 
quality. 
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