
Procter & Gamble Company - Water Security 2021

W0. Introduction

W0.1

(W0.1) Give a general description of and introduction to your organization.

P&G operates through six industry-based Sector Business Units or SBUs: Fabric and Home Care, Baby and Feminine Care, Family Care and P&G Ventures, Beauty,
Grooming, and Health Care. We manage our 10 product categories within these SBUs.  Our 10 product categories are:  Fabric Care,  Home Care,  Baby Care,  Feminine
Care,  Family Care , Grooming,  Oral Care,  Personal Health Care,  Hair Care , and Skin & Personal Care

The SBUs have sales, profit, cash and value creation responsibility for our largest and most profitable markets, called Focus Markets—accounting for about 80% of Company
sales and 90% of after-tax profit.  In each Focus Market, Market Operations works across the six SBUs on scaled market services and capabilities, including customer teams,
transportation, warehousing, logistics and representing P&G externally.  The rest of the world is organized into Enterprise Markets—a separate unit with sales, profit and value
creation responsibility. The SBUs provide innovation plans, supply plans and operating frameworks for the Enterprise Markets to deliver these mutually agreed business
goals. Enterprise Markets are important to the future of P&G because of their attractive market growth rates, and the intent is to accelerate this growth and value creation.
 Supporting the SBUs, Market Operations and Enterprise Markets are key corporate resources focused on scaled services, governance, stewardship and areas requiring high
mastery.  This structure enables a more empowered, agile and accountable organization to accelerate growth and value creation.

Additional details on our corporate structure are publicly available at https://us.pg.com/structure-and-governance/corporate-structure/  

W0.2

(W0.2) State the start and end date of the year for which you are reporting data.

Start date End date

Reporting year July 1 2019 June 30 2020

W0.3
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(W0.3) Select the countries/areas for which you will be supplying data.
Argentina
Belgium
Brazil
Canada
Chile
China
Colombia
Czechia
Egypt
France
Germany
Hungary
India
Indonesia
Italy
Japan
Malaysia
Mexico
Morocco
Nigeria
Pakistan
Peru
Philippines
Poland
Republic of Korea
Romania
Russian Federation
Saudi Arabia
Singapore
South Africa
Spain
Switzerland
Thailand
Turkey
Ukraine
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland
United States of America
Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)
Viet Nam

W0.4

(W0.4) Select the currency used for all financial information disclosed throughout your response.
USD

W0.5

(W0.5) Select the option that best describes the reporting boundary for companies, entities, or groups for which water impacts on your business are being
reported.
Companies, entities or groups over which operational control is exercised

W0.6

(W0.6) Within this boundary, are there any geographies, facilities, water aspects, or other exclusions from your disclosure?
Yes

W0.6a

(W0.6a) Please report the exclusions.

Exclusion Please explain

Distribution
Centers

A very minimal amount of sanitary water is used in the bathrooms and drinking fountains of our distribution centers. We have excluded the water used by these centers due to the very small
volumes.

W1. Current state
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W1.1

(W1.1) Rate the importance (current and future) of water quality and water quantity to the success of your business.

Direct use
importance
rating

Indirect
use
importance
rating

Please explain

Sufficient amounts of
good quality freshwater
available for use

Vital Vital While not all of our direct operations require large amounts of good quality freshwater (e.g. diaper making operations), the majority of our facilities do require
consistent access to good quality freshwater in order to produce products. Good quality freshwater is also required for 70% of our products to be used properly.
In addition, many of our large suppliers also depend on the consistent availability of good quality freshwater for the making of ingredients and goods they
provide us.

Sufficient amounts of
recycled, brackish and/or
produced water available
for use

Not very
important

Not very
important

While P&G strives to recycle water into our utilities and processes when possible, it is not a requirement for the successful production of our products, nor is
brackish or produced water. Recycled, brackish and/or produced water are also not very important for the use of our products or the production of ingredients
and goods provided by most of our Tier 1 suppliers. We do have a goal to increase our use of recycled water, though doing so is not vital in terms of current
business continuity.

W1.2

(W1.2) Across all your operations, what proportion of the following water aspects are regularly measured and monitored?

% of
sites/facilities/operations

Please explain

Water withdrawals – total volumes 100% P&G had a goal to reduce our production adjusted water use by 20% by 2020 vs. a 2010 baseline. We exceeded this goal by reducing our
use by 27%. Total volumes of all facilities are locally measured and monitored or obtained from vendor invoices. Facilities report data to
corporate for compilation on a monthly, quarterly, or annual basis depending on parameter.

Water withdrawals – volumes by source 100% Total volumes, by source, of all facilities are locally measured and monitored or obtained from vendor invoices. Facilities report data to
corporate for compilation on a monthly, quarterly, or annual basis depending on parameter.

Entrained water associated with your
metals & mining sector activities - total
volumes [only metals and mining sector]

<Not Applicable> <Not Applicable>

Produced water associated with your oil &
gas sector activities - total volumes [only
oil and gas sector]

<Not Applicable> <Not Applicable>

Water withdrawals quality 76-99 Water is essential for the production (formulation and utilities) of our products, therefore our plants monitor the quality of influent water used
within their facilities. Testing methods and frequency are determined by the quality parameters needed at each site.

Water discharges – total volumes 76-99 Our focus has been on fresh water withdrawals. Reporting water discharges are voluntary within our internal systems. Therefore, information
in this report is a combination of facility data, vendor invoices, and estimations. Facilities report data to corporate for compilation on a
monthly, quarterly, or annual basis depending on parameter.

Water discharges – volumes by
destination

76-99 Our focus has been on fresh water withdrawals. Reporting water discharges is voluntary within our internal systems. Therefore, information in
this report is a combination of facility data, vendor invoices, and estimations. Facilities report data to corporate for compilation on a monthly,
quarterly, or annual basis depending on parameter.

Water discharges – volumes by treatment
method

76-99 Our focus has been on fresh water withdrawals. Reporting water discharges is voluntary within our internal systems. Therefore, information in
this report is a combination of facility data, vendor invoices, and estimations. Facilities report data to corporate for compilation on a monthly,
quarterly, or annual basis depending on parameter.

Water discharge quality – by standard
effluent parameters

100% Our facilities that are under permit, or where required by local regulations, test discharge effluents in accordance with those requirements.
Test methods and frequency follow requirements of country and specific permit.

Water discharge quality – temperature 100% Our facilities that are under permit, or where required by local regulations, test discharge effluents in accordance with those requirements.
Test methods and frequency follow requirements of country and specific permit.

Water consumption – total volume 51-75 Our focus has been on fresh water withdrawals. Reporting water discharges is voluntary within our internal systems. Therefore, information in
this report is a combination of facility data, vendor invoices, and estimations. Facilities report data to corporate for compilation on a monthly,
quarterly, or annual basis depending on parameter.

Water recycled/reused 26-50 Via our Ambition 2030 program P&G is committed to obtaining 5 billion liters of water from circular sources. In 2020, 2.6 billion liters of water
was sourced from circular sources. Circular water is measured by either a meter or estimated value

The provision of fully-functioning, safely
managed WASH services to all workers

76-99 P&G strives to meet the intent of providing sanitary WASH services to on-site employees including, but not limited to, providing clean potable
water sources or bottled water for drinking, cooking, and washing. In developing regions this includes additional on-site testing. However, in
regions where local jurisdictions have well developed governance mechanisms for potable water quality, we do not independently verify water
quality.

W1.2b

(W1.2b) What are the total volumes of water withdrawn, discharged, and consumed across all your operations, and how do these volumes compare to the
previous reporting year?

Volume
(megaliters/year)

Comparison with
previous
reporting year

Please explain

Total
withdrawals

67113 About the same Since 2010 P&G has reduced production adjusted water withdrawal by 27% by focusing on conservation and water reuse efforts. Total volumes of all facilities
are locally measured and monitored or obtained from vendor invoices. Facilities report data to corporate for compilation on a monthly, quarterly, or annual
basis depending on parameter.

Total
discharges

47777 About the same We define "about the same" as +/- 0 to 5% versus previous year. Discharge numbers reported for current reporting year are based on a combination of
measured and estimated values.

Total
consumption

19336 Higher Absolute consumption increased by 13% vs. previous year due to increased production. We define "higher" as +/- 5 to 20% versus previous year.
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W1.2d

(W1.2d) Indicate whether water is withdrawn from areas with water stress and provide the proportion.

Withdrawals are from areas
with water stress

% withdrawn from areas
with water stress

Comparison with
previous reporting year

Identification
tool

Please explain

Row
1

Yes 11-25 Lower WRI
Aqueduct

P&G partnered with WRI (Aqueduct), WWF, ERM, and others to take a data-based approach to
identify and rank facilities located in areas of highest water risk.

W1.2h

(W1.2h) Provide total water withdrawal data by source.

Relevance Volume
(megaliters/year)

Comparison
with
previous
reporting
year

Please explain

Fresh surface water,
including rainwater, water
from wetlands, rivers, and
lakes

Relevant 27601 About the
same

Fresh surface water is relevant due to its availability and proximity to the facilities and itd use in daily operations.

Brackish surface
water/Seawater

Not
relevant

<Not Applicable> <Not
Applicable>

No withdrawal of brackish surface water/seawater.

Groundwater – renewable Relevant 12298 Much higher Several detailed water studies were completed last year, resulting in changes to previously reported water withdrawal volumes. Based on
a comparison of this year's report data to the updated data from the previous year, the resulting comparison to the previous year meets
the definition of "much higher" increase in absolute withdrawal due to increase in production. We define "much higher" as +/- > 20%
versus previous year.

Groundwater – non-
renewable

Not
relevant

<Not Applicable> <Not
Applicable>

Fossil groundwater sources are not known to be used within our operations.

Produced/Entrained water Not
relevant

<Not Applicable> <Not
Applicable>

Not applicable, P&G does not source any of its water withdrawal from produced/ process water.

Third party sources Relevant 27214 About the
same

Water from 3rd party sources is relevant due to its availability and proximity to the facilities and its use in daily operations. Several detailed
water studies were completed last year, resulting in changes to previously reported water withdrawal volumes. Based on a comparison of
this year's report data to the updated data from the previous year, the resulting comparison to the previous year meets the definition of
"about the same"

W1.2i

(W1.2i) Provide total water discharge data by destination.

Relevance Volume
(megaliters/year)

Comparison with
previous reporting year

Please explain

Fresh surface
water

Relevant 22497 About the same Discharge numbers reported for current reporting year are based on a combination of measured and estimated values.

Brackish surface
water/seawater

Not
relevant

<Not Applicable> <Not Applicable> Not applicable, P&G does not discharge to brackish surface water/seawater.

Groundwater Relevant 211 Lower Water is treated on-site using high performance technologies and then used to irrigate facility landscaping. Discharge numbers
reported for current reporting year are based on a combination of measured and estimated values.

Third-party
destinations

Relevant 25069 About the same Discharge numbers reported for current reporting year are based on a combination of measured and estimated values.

W1.2j

(W1.2j) Within your direct operations, indicate the highest level(s) to which you treat your discharge.

Relevance of
treatment level to
discharge

Volume
(megaliters/year)

Comparison of treated
volume with previous
reporting year

% of your
sites/facilities/operations
this volume applies to

Please explain

Tertiary treatment Relevant 1242 This is our first year of
measurement

1-10 This is our first year of measurement. Our facilities maintain compliance with all
local regulations and discharge permits.

Secondary treatment Relevant 4246 This is our first year of
measurement

1-10 This is our first year of measurement. Our facilities maintain compliance with all
local regulations and discharge permits.

Primary treatment only Relevant 29449 This is our first year of
measurement

61-70 This is our first year of measurement. Our facilities maintain compliance with all
local regulations and discharge permits.

Discharge to the natural
environment without
treatment

Not relevant <Not Applicable> <Not Applicable> <Not Applicable> Not applicable, P&G does not discharge untreated sanitary or process water to the
natural environment without treatment in accordance with local water quality
requirements.

Discharge to a third party
without treatment

Relevant 12840 This is our first year of
measurement

21-30 This is our first year of measurement. Our facilities maintain compliance with all
local regulations and discharge permits.

Other Not relevant <Not Applicable> <Not Applicable> <Not Applicable> Not applicable, P&G does not use the treatment methods described in the "Other"
category.
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W1.4

(W1.4) Do you engage with your value chain on water-related issues?
Yes, our suppliers
Yes, our customers or other value chain partners

W1.4a

(W1.4a) What proportion of suppliers do you request to report on their water use, risks and/or management information and what proportion of your procurement
spend does this represent?

Row 1

% of suppliers by number
1-25

% of total procurement spend
26-50

Rationale for this coverage
We send our supplier citizenship scorecard to roughly 760 of our top suppliers who represent at least 50% of our total supplier invoice spend. This represents a broad cross
section of all spend pools and focuses our efforts where we believe we can have the biggest impact (we have thousands of suppliers so engaging with them all in a quality
way would be resource prohibitive). Asking our top suppliers about their water use, risks, and management enables us to track and help suppliers progress on these
important issues. It also enables us to identify suppliers that could be open to partnering to address water issues across the supply chain. In addition, we hope that it
encourages suppliers to start or continue their focus on water management and stewardship.

Impact of the engagement and measures of success
Our citizenship scorecard tracks water withdrawal and water discharge on an annual basis and we work to inspire all external business partners to invest in improvement
over time. Scorecard results are provided directly back to the P&G Purchasing Organizational Unit (OU) owners, including comparisons of how each responding supplier
ranks against P&G's own environmental progress and against peers in the same category. The spend pool owner then incorporates this data along with other factors into
their ongoing discussion with suppliers. Besides asking for annual water withdrawal and discharge volumes, the scorecard also asks suppliers to report whether they have
set water goals for their organization and if they have sites in water-stressed regions based on the baseline water stress (BWS) indicator from WRI Aqueduct. We found
that almost half of the suppliers who received the questionnaire have water goals or targets, while 58% do not have sites in water-stressed regions. Supplier response rate
to the survey was 85%.

Comment
Our supplier scorecard will continue to be sent annually. Each year questions are reviewed and modified as needed.

W1.4b
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(W1.4b) Provide details of any other water-related supplier engagement activity.

Type of engagement
Incentivizing for improved water management and stewardship

Details of engagement
Water management and stewardship action is integrated into your supplier evaluation
Water management and stewardship is featured in supplier awards scheme

% of suppliers by number
1-25

% of total procurement spend
26-50

Rationale for the coverage of your engagement
We send our supplier citizenship scorecard to roughly 760 of our top suppliers who represent at least 50% of our total supplier invoice spend. This represents a broad cross
section of all spend pools and focuses our efforts where we believe we can have the biggest impact (we have thousands of suppliers so engaging with them all in a quality
way would be resource prohibitive). Asking our top suppliers about their water use, risks, and management enables us to track and help suppliers progress on these
important issues. It also enables us to identify suppliers that could be open to partnering to address water issues across the supply chain. In addition, we hope that it
encourages suppliers to start or continue their focus on water management and stewardship.

Impact of the engagement and measures of success
Our citizenship scorecard tracks water withdrawal and water discharge on an annual basis and we work to inspire all external business partners to invest in improvement
over time. Scorecard results are provided directly back to the P&G Purchasing Organizational Unit (OU) owners, including comparisons of how each responding supplier
ranks against P&G's own environmental progress and against peers in the same category. The spend pool owner then incorporates this data along with other factors into
their ongoing discussion with suppliers. Besides asking for annual water withdrawal and discharge volumes, the scorecard also asks suppliers to report whether they have
set water goals for their organization and if they have sites in water-stressed regions based on the baseline water stress (BWS) indicator from WRI Aqueduct. We found
that almost half of the suppliers who received the questionnaire have water goals or targets, while 58% do not have sites in water-stressed regions. Supplier response rate
to the survey was 85%.

Comment
Our supplier scorecard will continue to be sent bi-annually. Each year questions are reviewed and modified as needed.

Type of engagement
Innovation & collaboration

Details of engagement
Educate suppliers about water stewardship and collaboration
Other, please specify (Partner to share good practices)

% of suppliers by number
Less than 1%

% of total procurement spend
Less than 1%

Rationale for the coverage of your engagement
We are continuously exploring ways to collaborate with suppliers, especially with those suppliers using water to produce essential ingredients. Pulp is an essential
ingredient for our tissue towel business, and water is essential to the production of pulp and the production of our paper towels and toilet paper products. Pulp production is
a water intense raw material sourced by our tissue towel business and in 2018 we decided to partner with one of our primary pulp suppliers to share knowledge across our
organizations around our respective water management practices, challenges and solutions. During this reporting year, we engaged with a different pulp supplier to
exchange knowledge and experience within the area of water stewardship. While these suppliers represent less than 1 percent of total procurement spend, if we limit the
scope to procurement coming from material suppliers only, this percentage increases to between 1-25%.

Impact of the engagement and measures of success
Water has always been an important focus at our tissue towel manufacturing plants, but over the past few years the business has begun to move from compliance and
efficiency to a more holistic water stewardship strategy. As part of this strategy the business explored a partnership opportunity with a key pulp supplier. Working with WWF
and the supplier, we determined that collecting and sharing our respective water management practices would help others in the industry and help us move from
compliance and efficiency to stewardship. The findings were distributed publicly at World Water Week during a live session and via digital/hard copy of an infographic. More
recently, P&G and a different pulp supplier have put together and presented insightful content in partnership with the World Resources Institute (WRI) to lower the barrier to
entry for small to medium sized companies by sharing our experiences along the water stewardship maturity curve. The webinar we collaborated on, which conveyed the
path to becoming a good water steward, had nearly 100 attendees from small to large companies and received positive feedback.

Comment

W1.4c
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(W1.4c) What is your organization’s rationale and strategy for prioritizing engagements with customers or other partners in its value chain?

P&G recognizes that the water challenges that our company faces are not felt by us alone. That is why we believe in taking a holistic and collaborative approach to
addressing water challenges. We also recognize that water is a local issue and challenges will likely differ between basins. With this understanding, we've completed a
detailed risk assessment process that has led us to identify priority basins for P&G. We have started to engage with others in our value chain who are located or have
strategic interest in our priority basins. Customers and other partners in these priority basins are likely facing the same water challenges that we are facing.

Our 2030 goal to protect water for people and nature in priority basins will guide our water-related engagements with customers and other partners, including retailers, NGOs,
other industries, government, academia and others into the next decade. We will focus our efforts in our priority basins via collective action initiatives to solve shared water
challenges that we and other partners in our value chain face. Since water is a local issue, we anticipate methods of engagement to vary based on the existing conditions and
circumstances of each basin. We will work to ensure relevant measures are used to track progress in each basin and across all basins where we engage. 

We've started our engagement with customers through our product innovations because consumer use is where the majority of our water footprint resides. Our 2020
sustainability goal to provide 1 billion people access to water efficient products by 2020 enables us to bring water-saving technologies into the homes of our customers. We
have successfully achieved this goal, providing access to over 1 billion people. Providing customers with access to products that help them save water in their home will be a
way that we continue to engage in priority basins. Engaging with customers allows us to amplify our impact across millions of people.

W2. Business impacts

W2.1

(W2.1) Has your organization experienced any detrimental water-related impacts?
No

W2.2

(W2.2) In the reporting year, was your organization subject to any fines, enforcement orders, and/or other penalties for water-related regulatory violations?
Yes, fines

W2.2a

(W2.2a) Provide the total number and financial value of all water-related fines.

Row 1

Total number of fines
2

Total value of fines
665

% of total facilities/operations associated
2

Number of fines compared to previous reporting year
Much lower

Comment

W2.2b

(W2.2b) Provide details for all significant fines, enforcement orders and/or other penalties for water-related regulatory violations in the reporting year, and your
plans for resolving them.

W3. Procedures

W3.3

(W3.3) Does your organization undertake a water-related risk assessment?
Yes, water-related risks are assessed

W3.3a
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(W3.3a) Select the options that best describe your procedures for identifying and assessing water-related risks.

Direct operations

Coverage
Full

Risk assessment procedure
Water risks are assessed as a standalone issue

Frequency of assessment
Every three years or more

How far into the future are risks considered?
More than 6 years

Type of tools and methods used
Tools on the market
International methodologies
Databases
Other

Tools and methods used
WRI Aqueduct
Life Cycle Assessment
Alliance for Water Stewardship Standard
Regional government databases
Internal company methods
External consultants
Other, please specify (World Bank Data, World Health Organization (WHO))

Comment
A robust, 3-tiered water risk assessment process was developed for our direct manufacturing facilities in partnership with experts at WRI, WWF and ERM. The approach
incorporates many different indicators to enable us to effectively and efficiently identify water risk exposure levels at each of our facility locations. We publish the process
description and results externally in our annual citizenship report. Frequency of assessment is every 5 years or when new data becomes available.

Supply chain

Coverage
Partial

Risk assessment procedure
Water risks are assessed as a standalone issue

Frequency of assessment
Every three years or more

How far into the future are risks considered?
More than 6 years

Type of tools and methods used
Tools on the market
International methodologies
Databases
Other

Tools and methods used
WRI Aqueduct
Life Cycle Assessment
FAO/AQUASTAT
Internal company methods
Other, please specify (World Health Organization, World Bank)

Comment
All tier 1 material supplier locations were overlaid with the baseline water stress map from WRI Aqueduct to understand current water stress at each location. In addition, we
developed a robust risk assessment approach and internal tool to assess water risk in some of the most water intensive areas of our supply chain. The two businesses with
the largest water footprint in the production of raw materials were assessed using the tool to determine suppliers at highest risk. Results influenced discussions and direct
action with relevant suppliers. Frequency of baseline water stress assessment of material supplier locations is every 5 years or when new data becomes available.
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Other stages of the value chain

Coverage
Partial

Risk assessment procedure
Water risks are assessed as a standalone issue

Frequency of assessment
Every three years or more

How far into the future are risks considered?
More than 6 years

Type of tools and methods used
Tools on the market
International methodologies
Databases
Other

Tools and methods used
WRI Aqueduct
Life Cycle Assessment
FAO/AQUASTAT
Regional government databases
Internal company methods
Other, please specify (Natural Earth)

Comment
In the lifecycle of our products, the highest freshwater use occurs during consumer use of products. It is therefore important that we understand any potential water risks
that could be facing our strategic consumer markets. An in-depth water risk assessment was completed in partnership with WRI examining exposure to water risks in 18
priority consumer markets. The frequency of the baseline water stress assessment is every 5 years or when new data becomes available. Freshwater usage outside of our
direct operations, suppliers and consumers is negligible vs. these three phases and therefore has not been assessed.

W3.3b

(W3.3b) Which of the following contextual issues are considered in your organization’s water-related risk assessments?

Relevance
&
inclusion

Please explain

Water
availability at a
basin/catchment
level

Relevant,
always
included

We use the WRI Aqueduct Baseline Water Stress (BWS) indicator to understand water withdrawal vs. water availability at the basin/catchment level. Since water is often an essential
input in product manufacturing, raw material production and the use of our products, it is important for us to understand the current and future status of water availability at the basin
level. The BWS indicator also helps us understand relative competition for the water that is available in the basin. Understanding water availability both now and in the future will
enable us to ensure we have effective business continuity plans. It also enables us to prioritize basins for mitigation efforts that will help to ensure water availability for our operations,
suppliers, customers and other stakeholders in the basin (including the environment).

Water quality at
a
basin/catchment
level

Relevant,
always
included

We include water quality at the basin level in our water risk assessment process for our direct operations (internal company method). Facilities in basins exposed to high water risk
receive detailed questionnaires that include, among many other topics, questions around water quality at and around their facility. It is important for our facilities to understand both the
quality of the water coming into the site as well as the water quality of the water bodies (e.g. rivers, lakes, aquifers) in their community. Knowing the water quality of the incoming water
and the source water for their facility enables effective incoming treatment based on the needs of the unique processes at the plant. It also can identify a potential problem or need for
additional treatment if the quality is changing over time. Understanding the water quality of the surrounding water bodies enables the site to be aware of the issues facing the local
community and ensures we continue monitor any potential reputational risks to the site. While the tool is an internal company method, it uses metrics from WRI Aqueduct, the World
Bank, AWS, the World Health Organization and regional government databases.

Stakeholder
conflicts
concerning
water resources
at a
basin/catchment
level

Relevant,
always
included

We include stakeholder conflicts concerning water resources at the basin level in our water risk assessment process for our direct operations (internal company method). Facilities in
basins exposed to high water risk receive detailed questionnaires that include, among many other topics, questions focused on understanding existing or potential for future
stakeholder conflicts concerning water resources at a basin level. While the tool is an internal company method, it uses metrics from WRI Aqueduct, the World Bank, AWS, the World
Health Organization and regional government databases.

Implications of
water on your
key
commodities/raw
materials

Relevant,
always
included

Implications of water on some of our key commodities/raw materials is included in our supply chain water risk assessment process/tool (internal company method). We assessed the
water footprint of the raw material production of our businesses using Life Cycle Assessment to find two businesses with large water footprints. This enabled us to focus our
assessment process on suppliers that supplied those businesses and identify specific suppliers/raw materials at higher water risk than others. While the tool is an internal company
method, it uses metrics from WRI Aqueduct, FAO/ Aquastat, the World Bank and the World Health Organization.

Water-related
regulatory
frameworks

Relevant,
always
included

We include water-related regulatory frameworks in our water risk assessment process for our direct operations (internal company method). Facilities in basins exposed to high water
risk receive detailed questionnaires that include, among many other topics, questions focused on understanding existing or potential future water-related regulatory frameworks. It is
important that our facilities in high water stressed regions understand existing and potential regulatory frameworks and how they could impact the site's operations. While the tool is
an internal company method, it uses metrics from WRI Aqueduct, the World Bank, AWS, the World Health Organization and regional government databases.

Status of
ecosystems and
habitats

Relevant,
always
included

We include status of ecosystems and habitats in our water risk assessment process for our direct operations (internal company method). Facilities in basins exposed to high water risk
will fully understand the status of the local ecosystems and habitats around their sites by completing the Alliance for Water Stewardship (AWS) Standard 2.0 steps 1 - 2. By
understanding the status of the ecosystems and habitats in their region they will be able to develop holistic water stewardship plans for their site that take the health of the
surrounding ecosystems into consideration.

Access to fully-
functioning,
safely managed
WASH services
for all employees

Relevant,
always
included

We include access to fully-functioning, safely managed WASH services for all employees in our water risk assessment process for our direct operations (internal company method).
Facilities in basins exposed to high water risk receive detailed questionnaires that include, among many other topics, questions asking if all site employees have access to adequate
WASH services. It is important for our sites to ensure they are providing adequate WASH services to all employees. While the tool is an internal company method, it uses metrics
from WRI Aqueduct, the World Bank, AWS, the World Health Organization and regional government databases.

Other contextual
issues, please
specify

Relevant,
always
included

We include the World Health Organization's Access to Water indicator in both our direct operations and supply chain assessments. We believe it is important for our sites and supplier
locations to understand the percent of people with access to improved water sources in the country in which they operate. In our direct operations assessment we also include
additional questions about the local community's access to improved water sources so the site can understand the circumstances of the surrounding community (vs. only at the
country level).

W3.3c
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(W3.3c) Which of the following stakeholders are considered in your organization’s water-related risk assessments?

Relevance
&
inclusion

Please explain

Customers Relevant,
always
included

We include customers (consumers) in our consumer water risk assessment. It is essential for us to understand how consumers are using the products we sell that require water to be
used and the status of water in key markets where we sell them. Understanding the water risks (e.g. water stress) our consumers face has enabled us to better prioritize our actions on
water.

Employees Relevant,
always
included

We include employees in our water risk assessment process for our direct operations. Facilities in basins exposed to high water risk receive detailed questionnaires that include, among
many other topics, questions focused on understanding the water risks facing employees. We not only ask about adequate WASH services for all employees at the facility, but we also
ask if employees have access to clean, reliable water in their homes. In addition, we ask if employees are living in areas where water quality has been degraded in lakes, rivers or
other water bodies in the community. It is important for us to understand how our employees are interacting with water both at work and at home.

Investors Relevant,
always
included

While investors are not directly referenced in our risk assessment tools, we do share information on our water risk assessment process and outcomes with investors and other
stakeholders through publications like our annual Citizenship Report. While investors do not impact water risk conditions on the ground, we do consider them a customer for the
information from our risk assessments and therefore take their needs into account. It is important for us to share risk assessment results with investors because impacts of water-
related risks are relevant for our company and our investors.

Local
communities

Relevant,
always
included

We include local communities in our water risk assessment process for our direct operations. Facilities in basins exposed to high water risk receive detailed questionnaires that include,
among many other topics, questions focused on understanding the water risks facing the local communities where we operate. We ask if the local communities have reliable access to
improved water sources and WASH services both now and in the future. We also ask if the local community is experiencing or is anticipated to experience degraded water bodies. It is
important for us to understand the water situation in the communities where we operate so we can fully understand any potential reputational risks and also identify potential
interventions to have a positive impact in the area.

NGOs Relevant,
always
included

We include NGOs in our water risk assessment process for our direct operations. Facilities in basins exposed to high water risk receive detailed questionnaires that include, among
many other topics, questions focused on understanding existing NGOs and NGO activities in the basin where we operate. We ask each of the high risk facilities to identify key water-
relevant NGOs in their area and any interaction they have had with them in the past or present. In Tier 3 of our direct operations water risk assessment sites will collect even more
details about the NGOs active in the area and their current water-related activities. This will enable sites to develop a holistic water stewardship plan that may include future
interaction/collaboration with relevant NGOs working to solve shared challenges in the basin. It also helps the site stay aware of any NGO actions that may impact their facility.
Besides being considered in our risk assessment process, several NGOs also influenced and guided the creation of our water risk assessment process. We consider these NGOs as
collaborative partners that help guide our water-related decisions. We anticipate further partnerships with NGOs in priority basins in the future.

Other water
users at a
basin/catchment
level

Relevant,
always
included

We include other water users at the basin level in our water risk assessment process for our direct operations. Facilities in basins exposed to high water risk receive detailed
questionnaires that include, among many other topics, questions focused on helping the sites understand who the other water users are in their basin. We ask each of the high risk
facilities to identify the other key water users in their area. This helps us gauge our relative water use vs. others while also identifying potential partnership opportunities in the basin.
We also include other water users at a basin level in our supply chain water risk assessment. By knowing the location of our Tier 1 suppliers we are able to map them with our facility
locations to see where we have suppliers and direct operations in the same high stressed basins. This enables us to understand where we may have suppliers who would be
interested in working with us to address water challenges at the basin level.

Regulators Relevant,
always
included

We include regulators in our water risk assessment process for our direct operations. Facilities in basins exposed to high water risk receive detailed questionnaires that include, among
many other topics, questions focused on identifying local regulators, their level of interest in water-related topics, and the power/influence they have in the region. The site also
describes the relationship it has with the regulators and how often they talk to them about water-related topics. By understanding the interest and influence level of regulators in the
region, as well as how the site interacts with them, each site can assess whether the relationship should be maintained or change based on other risk factors. This knowledge will help
the highest risk sites develop effective water stewardship action plans.

River basin
management
authorities

Relevant,
always
included

We include river basin management authorities in our water risk assessment process for our direct operations. Facilities in basins of high water risk will complete Tier 3 of our
assessment process, which follows steps 1-2 of the Alliance for Water Stewardship Standard 2.0. Through this process the sites in scope will learn more about the river basin
management authorities that may be active in their basin. This will enable potential future conversations and collaborative actions in the basin. It will also help sites to find important
information about the basin, including shared challenges, that may have been generated by the river basin management authorities. This will help them create holistic and relevant
water stewardship action plans for their sites that takes into account the ongoing work of these authorities.

Statutory
special interest
groups at a
local level

Relevant,
always
included

We include statutory special interest groups at a local level in our water risk assessment process for our direct operations. Facilities in basins exposed to high water risk receive
detailed questionnaires that include, among many other topics, questions focused on collecting information about any special interest groups active around the site. Understanding the
groups that are active in the area will help facilities identify potential partners for future basin actions and also stay aware of any ongoing activities being undertaken by relevant special
interest groups that could impact the site.

Suppliers Relevant,
always
included

Suppliers are included in our supply chain water risk assessment. Based on their facility locations, we work to understand the water stress they may be experiencing. Importantly, we
overlay these results with the results from our own direct operations assessment to see where our suppliers and our facilities may both be facing water risks in the same basin. This
helps us to identify potential collaborative opportunities to address mutual basin water challenges.

Water utilities at
a local level

Relevant,
always
included

We include water utilities at a local level in our water risk assessment process for our direct operations. Facilities in basins exposed to high water risk receive detailed questionnaires
that include, among many other topics, questions focused on understanding the water utilities providing the site (and other stakeholders) with the water they use. The site not only lists
the name of the water utility, but also assesses the influence of the utility on the region, level of interest in water-related topics and the site's current relationship with them. Increased
knowledge of the water utilities in the region and the relationship to the site will help high risk sites develop effective water stewardship plans.

Other
stakeholder,
please specify

Relevant,
always
included

We are beginning to include our customers (organizations we sell product to - retailers) in our water risk assessment. We believe working 1:1 with key customers will enable us to
identify areas of mutual priority related to water risks, while also building the supplier/customer relationship. We are already working with one key customer to explore where our priority
water basins overlap and what we could do together there to make a positive impact at the basin level.

W3.3d

(W3.3d) Describe your organization’s process for identifying, assessing, and responding to water-related risks within your direct operations and other stages of
your value chain.

P&G undertook a robust, data-based process to identify, assess, and respond to water-related risks within our direct operations, supply chain and key consumer markets,
starting the process in 2012 and completing it in 2016. The risk assessment focused on these three areas of our value chain because a detailed Life Cycle Assessment
showed that our dependency on water resources occurs in these three stages. P&G scientists, in partnership with water experts at WRI, WWF and Environmental Resources
Management (ERM), developed assessment tools for each stage that incorporated the appropriate external indicators and data to effectively assess current and future (2020,
2030, 2040) exposure to water risk. 

While each tool used similar indicators (e.g. Baseline water stress), risks were classified differently in each stage. Direct operations followed a 3-tiered assessment approach
and sites were classified as low, medium or high risk within Tier 1 (screening tool) and Tier 2 (questionnaire). Supplier locations were also classified between low-high risk
using weightings based on internal and external expert opinion. Finally, consumer markets were ranked as Priority 1 or Priority 2 markets based on the risk exposure
associated with three metrics as determined by WRI and P&G (e.g. potential loss of sales). Throughout the risk ranking (classification) process P&G consulted with WRI,
WWF and ERM to ensure appropriate classification of risk. The results of each assessment and accompanying risk classification were reviewed by relevant internal and
external experts. 

The results of each risk assessment were overlaid on a map to identify basins where each life cycle stage faced high water risk. These 18 regions of overlapping risk are
considered priority basins for P&G and will guide the corporate level risk response over the next decade. Leaders who manage our direct operations, supply chain and
consumer markets are using each set of risk assessment results to outline and activate appropriate mitigation responses. Assessments will be updated with new available
data every five years.
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W4. Risks and opportunities

W4.1

(W4.1) Have you identified any inherent water-related risks with the potential to have a substantive financial or strategic impact on your business?
Yes, both in direct operations and the rest of our value chain

W4.1a

(W4.1a) How does your organization define substantive financial or strategic impact on your business?

We define substantive financial or strategic impact to our business as those events having an impact on net sales or earnings, on our operations or those of our key suppliers,
or on the ability of our customers to effectively use our products.

W4.1b

(W4.1b) What is the total number of facilities exposed to water risks with the potential to have a substantive financial or strategic impact on your business, and
what proportion of your company-wide facilities does this represent?

Total
number
of
facilities
exposed
to water
risk

%
company-
wide
facilities
this
represents

Comment

Row
1

24 1-25 After undertaking a robust water risk assessment process across all of our facility locations, we determined that 24 facilities are located in water basins categorized as being exposed
to high water risk. However, the loss of any of these 24 facilities would not necessarily cause a substantive financial or strategic impact on our business as our water risk assessment
process did not specifically consider if the decrease in production time or loss of the facility would have substantive financial or strategic impact on our business. These 24 facilities
represent less than 20% of our entire facility portfolio. These facilities are required to develop site water stewardship plans via the AWS International Water Stewardship Standard 2.0
steps 1-2 in an effort to mitigate risks identified in our assessment process.

W4.1c

(W4.1c) By river basin, what is the number and proportion of facilities exposed to water risks that could have a substantive financial or strategic impact on your
business, and what is the potential business impact associated with those facilities?

Country/Area & River basin

Mexico Other, please specify (Moctezuma)

Number of facilities exposed to water risk
4

% company-wide facilities this represents
1-25

Production value for the metals & mining activities associated with these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s annual electricity generation that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s global oil & gas production volume that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s total global revenue that could be affected
Unknown

Comment
According to our robust water risk assessment process for our direct operations, this basin is exposed to water risk due primarily to high water stress. However, given the
significant variability in how current and future policy vehicles could be constructed and the significant differences that exist between individual sites, it is very difficult to
provide an estimate of financial impact. We therefore have listed the % company's total global revenue that could be affected as "unknown".

Country/Area & River basin

Mexico Other, please specify (Lerma/Salamanca)

Number of facilities exposed to water risk
1
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% company-wide facilities this represents
Less than 1%

Production value for the metals & mining activities associated with these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s annual electricity generation that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s global oil & gas production volume that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s total global revenue that could be affected
Unknown

Comment
According to our robust water risk assessment process for our direct operations, this basin is exposed to water risk due primarily to high water stress. However, given the
significant variability in how current and future policy vehicles could be constructed and the significant differences that exist between individual sites, it is very difficult to
provide an estimate of financial impact. We therefore have listed the % company's total global revenue that could be affected as "unknown".

Country/Area & River basin

Mexico Other, please specify (Laja)

Number of facilities exposed to water risk
1

% company-wide facilities this represents
Less than 1%

Production value for the metals & mining activities associated with these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s annual electricity generation that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s global oil & gas production volume that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s total global revenue that could be affected
Unknown

Comment
According to our robust water risk assessment process for our direct operations, this basin is exposed to water risk due primarily to high water stress. However, given the
significant variability in how current and future policy vehicles could be constructed and the significant differences that exist between individual sites, it is very difficult to
provide an estimate of financial impact. We therefore have listed the % company's total global revenue that could be affected as "unknown".

Country/Area & River basin

China Other, please specify (Hai He Delta)

Number of facilities exposed to water risk
1

% company-wide facilities this represents
Less than 1%

Production value for the metals & mining activities associated with these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s annual electricity generation that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s global oil & gas production volume that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s total global revenue that could be affected
Unknown

Comment
According to our robust water risk assessment process for our direct operations, this basin is exposed to water risk due primarily to high water stress. However, given the
significant variability in how current and future policy vehicles could be constructed and the significant differences that exist between individual sites, it is very difficult to
provide an estimate of financial impact. We therefore have listed the % company's total global revenue that could be affected as "unknown".

Country/Area & River basin

China Other, please specify (Tuo Jiang)

Number of facilities exposed to water risk
1

% company-wide facilities this represents
Less than 1%
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Production value for the metals & mining activities associated with these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s annual electricity generation that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s global oil & gas production volume that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s total global revenue that could be affected
Unknown

Comment
According to our robust water risk assessment process for our direct operations, this basin is exposed to water risk due primarily to high water stress. However, given the
significant variability in how current and future policy vehicles could be constructed and the significant differences that exist between individual sites, it is very difficult to
provide an estimate of financial impact. We therefore have listed the % company's total global revenue that could be affected as "unknown".

Country/Area & River basin

China Other, please specify (Xuanhui He)

Number of facilities exposed to water risk
1

% company-wide facilities this represents
Less than 1%

Production value for the metals & mining activities associated with these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s annual electricity generation that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s global oil & gas production volume that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s total global revenue that could be affected
Unknown

Comment
According to our robust water risk assessment process for our direct operations, this basin is exposed to water risk due primarily to high water stress. However, given the
significant variability in how current and future policy vehicles could be constructed and the significant differences that exist between individual sites, it is very difficult to
provide an estimate of financial impact. We therefore have listed the % company's total global revenue that could be affected as "unknown".

Country/Area & River basin

United States of America Other, please specify (Lower Bear/Malad)

Number of facilities exposed to water risk
1

% company-wide facilities this represents
Less than 1%

Production value for the metals & mining activities associated with these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s annual electricity generation that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s global oil & gas production volume that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s total global revenue that could be affected
Unknown

Comment
According to our robust water risk assessment process for our direct operations, this basin is exposed to water risk due primarily to high water stress. However, given the
significant variability in how current and future policy vehicles could be constructed and the significant differences that exist between individual sites, it is very difficult to
provide an estimate of financial impact. We therefore have listed the % company's total global revenue that could be affected as "unknown".

Country/Area & River basin

United States of America Other, please specify (Calleguas)

Number of facilities exposed to water risk
1

% company-wide facilities this represents
Less than 1%

Production value for the metals & mining activities associated with these facilities
<Not Applicable>
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% company’s annual electricity generation that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s global oil & gas production volume that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s total global revenue that could be affected
Unknown

Comment
According to our robust water risk assessment process for our direct operations, we found that this basin is exposed to water risk due primarily to high water stress.
However, given the significant variability in terms of how current and future policy vehicles could be constructed and the significant differences that exist between individual
sites, it is very difficult to provide an estimate of financial impact. We therefore have listed the % company's total global revenue that could be affected as "unknown".

Country/Area & River basin

United States of America Other, please specify (Lower American)

Number of facilities exposed to water risk
1

% company-wide facilities this represents
Less than 1%

Production value for the metals & mining activities associated with these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s annual electricity generation that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s global oil & gas production volume that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s total global revenue that could be affected
Unknown

Comment
According to our robust water risk assessment process for our direct operations, this basin is exposed to water risk due primarily to high water stress. However, given the
significant variability in how current and future policy vehicles could be constructed and the significant differences that exist between individual sites, it is very difficult to
provide an estimate of financial impact. We therefore have listed the % company's total global revenue that could be affected as "unknown".

Country/Area & River basin

India Other, please specify (Sutlej)

Number of facilities exposed to water risk
1

% company-wide facilities this represents
Less than 1%

Production value for the metals & mining activities associated with these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s annual electricity generation that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s global oil & gas production volume that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s total global revenue that could be affected
Unknown

Comment
According to our robust water risk assessment process for our direct operations, this basin is exposed to water risk due primarily to high water stress. However, given the
significant variability in how current and future policy vehicles could be constructed and the significant differences that exist between individual sites, it is very difficult to
provide an estimate of financial impact. We therefore have listed the % company's total global revenue that could be affected as "unknown".

Country/Area & River basin

India Other, please specify (Yamuna 1)

Number of facilities exposed to water risk
1

% company-wide facilities this represents
Less than 1%

Production value for the metals & mining activities associated with these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s annual electricity generation that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>
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% company’s global oil & gas production volume that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s total global revenue that could be affected
Unknown

Comment
According to our robust water risk assessment process for our direct operations, this basin is exposed to water risk due primarily to high water stress. However, given the
significant variability in how current and future policy vehicles could be constructed and the significant differences that exist between individual sites, it is very difficult to
provide an estimate of financial impact. We therefore have listed the % company's total global revenue that could be affected as "unknown".

Country/Area & River basin

India Other, please specify (Musi/Aler)

Number of facilities exposed to water risk
1

% company-wide facilities this represents
Less than 1%

Production value for the metals & mining activities associated with these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s annual electricity generation that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s global oil & gas production volume that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s total global revenue that could be affected
Unknown

Comment
According to our robust water risk assessment process for our direct operations, this basin is exposed to water risk due primarily to high water stress. However, given the
significant variability in how current and future policy vehicles could be constructed and the significant differences that exist between individual sites, it is very difficult to
provide an estimate of financial impact. We therefore have listed the % company's total global revenue that could be affected as "unknown".

Country/Area & River basin

Brazil Other, please specify (Rio de Janeiro Coast)

Number of facilities exposed to water risk
1

% company-wide facilities this represents
Less than 1%

Production value for the metals & mining activities associated with these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s annual electricity generation that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s global oil & gas production volume that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s total global revenue that could be affected
Unknown

Comment
According to our robust water risk assessment process for our direct operations, we found that this basin is exposed to water risk due primarily to high water stress.
However, given the significant variability in terms of how current and future policy vehicles could be constructed and the significant differences that exist between individual
sites, it is very difficult to provide an estimate of financial impact. We therefore have listed the % company's total global revenue that could be affected as "unknown".

Country/Area & River basin

Brazil Other, please specify (Tiete 2)

Number of facilities exposed to water risk
1

% company-wide facilities this represents
Less than 1%

Production value for the metals & mining activities associated with these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s annual electricity generation that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s global oil & gas production volume that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>
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% company’s total global revenue that could be affected
Unknown

Comment
According to our robust water risk assessment process for our direct operations, this basin is exposed to water risk due primarily to high water stress. However, given the
significant variability in how current and future policy vehicles could be constructed and the significant differences that exist between individual sites, it is very difficult to
provide an estimate of financial impact. We therefore have listed the % company's total global revenue that could be affected as "unknown".

Country/Area & River basin

Saudi Arabia Other, please specify (Persian Gulf Western Coast 2)

Number of facilities exposed to water risk
1

% company-wide facilities this represents
Less than 1%

Production value for the metals & mining activities associated with these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s annual electricity generation that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s global oil & gas production volume that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s total global revenue that could be affected
Unknown

Comment
According to our robust water risk assessment process for our direct operations, this basin is exposed to water risk due primarily to high water stress. However, given the
significant variability in how current and future policy vehicles could be constructed and the significant differences that exist between individual sites, it is very difficult to
provide an estimate of financial impact. We therefore have listed the % company's total global revenue that could be affected as "unknown".

Country/Area & River basin

Saudi Arabia Other, please specify (Saudi Arabia West Coast 5)

Number of facilities exposed to water risk
1

% company-wide facilities this represents
Less than 1%

Production value for the metals & mining activities associated with these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s annual electricity generation that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s global oil & gas production volume that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s total global revenue that could be affected
Unknown

Comment
According to our robust water risk assessment process for our direct operations, this basin is exposed to water risk due primarily to high water stress. However, given the
significant variability in how current and future policy vehicles could be constructed and the significant differences that exist between individual sites, it is very difficult to
provide an estimate of financial impact. We therefore have listed the % company's total global revenue that could be affected as "unknown".

Country/Area & River basin

Turkey Other, please specify (Kocaeli)

Number of facilities exposed to water risk
1

% company-wide facilities this represents
Less than 1%

Production value for the metals & mining activities associated with these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s annual electricity generation that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s global oil & gas production volume that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s total global revenue that could be affected
Unknown
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Comment
According to our robust water risk assessment process for our direct operations, this basin is exposed to water risk due primarily to high water stress. However, given the
significant variability in how current and future policy vehicles could be constructed and the significant differences that exist between individual sites, it is very difficult to
provide an estimate of financial impact. We therefore have listed the % company's total global revenue that could be affected as "unknown".

Country/Area & River basin

Spain Other, please specify (Jucar)

Number of facilities exposed to water risk
1

% company-wide facilities this represents
Less than 1%

Production value for the metals & mining activities associated with these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s annual electricity generation that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s global oil & gas production volume that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s total global revenue that could be affected
Unknown

Comment
According to our robust water risk assessment process for our direct operations, this basin is exposed to water risk due primarily to high water stress. However, given the
significant variability in how current and future policy vehicles could be constructed and the significant differences that exist between individual sites, it is very difficult to
provide an estimate of financial impact. We therefore have listed the % company's total global revenue that could be affected as "unknown".

Country/Area & River basin

Pakistan Other, please specify (Hob/Porali)

Number of facilities exposed to water risk
2

% company-wide facilities this represents
1-25

Production value for the metals & mining activities associated with these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s annual electricity generation that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s global oil & gas production volume that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s total global revenue that could be affected
Unknown

Comment
According to our robust water risk assessment process for our direct operations, this basin is exposed to water risk due primarily to high water stress. However, given the
significant variability in how current and future policy vehicles could be constructed and the significant differences that exist between individual sites, it is very difficult to
provide an estimate of financial impact. We therefore have listed the % company's total global revenue that could be affected as "unknown".

Country/Area & River basin

Peru Other, please specify (Lima Coast)

Number of facilities exposed to water risk
1

% company-wide facilities this represents
Less than 1%

Production value for the metals & mining activities associated with these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s annual electricity generation that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s global oil & gas production volume that could be affected by these facilities
<Not Applicable>

% company’s total global revenue that could be affected
Unknown

Comment
According to our robust water risk assessment process for our direct operations, this basin is exposed to water risk due primarily to high water stress. However, given the
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significant variability in how current and future policy vehicles could be constructed and the significant differences that exist between individual sites, it is very difficult to
provide an estimate of financial impact. We therefore have listed the % company's total global revenue that could be affected as "unknown".

W4.2

(W4.2) Provide details of identified risks in your direct operations with the potential to have a substantive financial or strategic impact on your business, and your
response to those risks.

Country/Area & River basin

Mexico Other, please specify (Moctezuma)

Type of risk & Primary risk driver

Physical Increased water stress

Primary potential impact
Reduction or disruption in production capacity

Company-specific description
The primary potential impact for these sites was identified through our robust water risk assessment process for direct operations. Each high risk facility completed a
detailed questionnaire in which it ranked the potential impacts of water-related events on its operations. A reduction or disruption in production capacity is the primary
potential impact that our facilities in this basin could see as a result of increased water stress. If water availability dropped below what these facilities require for operations,
it could disrupt those operations.

Timeframe
More than 6 years

Magnitude of potential impact
Low

Likelihood
About as likely as not

Are you able to provide a potential financial impact figure?
No, we do not have this figure

Potential financial impact figure (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Potential financial impact figure - minimum (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Potential financial impact figure - maximum (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Explanation of financial impact
Because of the variability in the extent to which water supplies could be disrupted it is difficult to provide an estimate of possible impacts. In addition, P&G maintains
business continuity plans, which would serve to mitigate potential disruptions that may occur. The largest potential impacts would be associated with potential disruption to
operations.

Primary response to risk
Other, please specify (Comprehensive site water stewardship action plans)

Description of response
All facilities located in this basin have undergone the Alliance for Water Stewardship Standard (AWS) 2.0 steps 1-2. This process enabled the sites in this basin to create a
unique water stewardship action plan that incorporates the needs and ongoing efforts of other stakeholders in the basin. The site stewardship action plan incorporates
shared water challenges facing the basin. In addition to the site stewardship action plan, each site is asked to contribute to our 2020 goal to reduce water usage at our
facilities by 20% per unit of production, which encourages them to reduce the water usage at their facility.

Cost of response
20000

Explanation of cost of response
Cost cited above is the relative cost to complete site stewardship plans but does not reflect the cost of implementing the actions of each plan. The cost of response (site
stewardship plans) can range between $15,000-20,000 USD per facility. We selected the upper range of the potential response cost because there was no way to input a
range.

Country/Area & River basin

Mexico Other, please specify (Lerma/Salamanca)

Type of risk & Primary risk driver

Physical Increased water stress

Primary potential impact
Reduction or disruption in production capacity
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Company-specific description
The primary potential impact for this site was identified through our robust water risk assessment process for direct operations. Each high risk facility completed a detailed
questionnaire in which it ranked the potential impacts of water-related events on its operations. A reduction or disruption in production capacity is the primary potential
impact that the facility located in this basin could see as a result of increased water stress. If water availability dropped below what this facility requires for operations, it
could disrupt operations.

Timeframe
More than 6 years

Magnitude of potential impact
Low

Likelihood
About as likely as not

Are you able to provide a potential financial impact figure?
No, we do not have this figure

Potential financial impact figure (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Potential financial impact figure - minimum (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Potential financial impact figure - maximum (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Explanation of financial impact
Because of the variability in the extent to which water supplies could be disrupted it is difficult to provide an estimate of possible impacts. In addition, P&G maintains
business continuity plans, which would serve to mitigate potential disruptions that may occur. The largest potential impacts would be associated with potential disruption to
operations.

Primary response to risk
Other, please specify (Comprehensive site stewardship action plans)

Description of response
The facility located in this basin has undergone the Alliance for Water Stewardship Standard (AWS) 2.0 steps 1-2. This process enabled the site in this basin to create a
unique water stewardship plan that incorporates the needs and ongoing efforts of other stakeholders in the basin. The site stewardship plan incorporates shared water
challenges facing the basin. In addition to the site stewardship plan, each site is asked to contribute to our 2020 goal to reduce water usage at our facilities by 20% per unit
of production, which encourages them to reduce the water usage at their facility.

Cost of response
20000

Explanation of cost of response
Cost cited above is the relative cost to complete site stewardship plans but does not reflect the cost of implementing the actions of each plan. The cost of response (site
stewardship plans) can range between $15,000-20,000 USD per facility. We selected the upper range of the potential response cost because there was no way to input a
range.

Country/Area & River basin

Mexico Other, please specify (Laja)

Type of risk & Primary risk driver

Physical Increased water stress

Primary potential impact
Reduction or disruption in production capacity

Company-specific description
The primary potential impact for this site was identified through our robust water risk assessment process for direct operations. Each high risk facility completed a detailed
questionnaire in which it ranked the potential impacts of water-related events on its operations. A reduction or disruption in production capacity is the primary potential
impact that the facility located in this basin could see as a result of increased water stress. If water availability dropped below what this facility requires for operations, it
could disrupt operations.

Timeframe
More than 6 years

Magnitude of potential impact
Low

Likelihood
About as likely as not

Are you able to provide a potential financial impact figure?
No, we do not have this figure

Potential financial impact figure (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Potential financial impact figure - minimum (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Potential financial impact figure - maximum (currency)
<Not Applicable>
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Explanation of financial impact
Because of the variability in the extent to which water supplies could be disrupted it is difficult to provide an estimate of possible impacts. In addition, P&G maintains
business continuity plans, which would serve to mitigate potential disruptions that may occur. The largest potential impacts would be associated with potential disruption to
operations.

Primary response to risk
Other, please specify (Comprehensive site water stewardship action plans)

Description of response
The facility located in this basin has undergone the Alliance for Water Stewardship Standard (AWS) 2.0 steps 1-2. This process enabled the site in this basin to create a
unique water stewardship plan that incorporates the needs and ongoing efforts of other stakeholders in the basin. The site stewardship plan incorporates shared water
challenges facing the basin. In addition to the site stewardship plan, each site is asked to contribute to our 2020 goal to reduce water usage at our facilities by 20% per unit
of production, which encourages them to reduce the water usage at their facility.

Cost of response
20000

Explanation of cost of response
Cost cited above is the relative cost to complete site stewardship plans but does not reflect the cost of implementing the actions of each plan. The cost of response (site
stewardship plans) can range between $15,000-20,000 USD per facility. We selected the upper range of the potential response cost because there was no way to input a
range.

Country/Area & River basin

China Other, please specify (Hai He Delta)

Type of risk & Primary risk driver

Physical Increased water stress

Primary potential impact
Reduction or disruption in production capacity

Company-specific description
The primary potential impact for this site was identified through our robust water risk assessment process for direct operations. Each high risk facility completed a detailed
questionnaire in which it ranked the potential impacts of water-related events on its operations. A reduction or disruption in production capacity is the primary potential
impact that the facility located in this basin could see as a result of increased water stress. If water availability dropped below what this facility requires for operations, it
could disrupt operations.

Timeframe
More than 6 years

Magnitude of potential impact
Low

Likelihood
About as likely as not

Are you able to provide a potential financial impact figure?
No, we do not have this figure

Potential financial impact figure (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Potential financial impact figure - minimum (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Potential financial impact figure - maximum (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Explanation of financial impact
Because of the variability in the extent to which water supplies could be disrupted it is difficult to provide an estimate of possible impacts. In addition, P&G maintains
business continuity plans, which would serve to mitigate potential disruptions that may occur. The largest potential impacts would be associated with potential disruption to
operations.

Primary response to risk
Other, please specify (Comprehensive site water stewardship action plans)

Description of response
The facility located in this basin has undergone the Alliance for Water Stewardship Standard (AWS) 2.0 steps 1-2. This process enabled the site in this basin to create a
unique water stewardship plan that incorporates the needs and ongoing efforts of other stakeholders in the basin. The site stewardship plan incorporates shared water
challenges facing the basin. In addition to the site stewardship plan, each site is asked to contribute to our 2020 goal to reduce water usage at our facilities by 20% per unit
of production, which encourages them to reduce the water usage at their facility.

Cost of response
20000

Explanation of cost of response
Cost cited above is the relative cost to complete site stewardship plans but does not reflect the cost of implementing the actions of each plan. The cost of response (site
stewardship plans) can range between $15,000-20,000 USD per facility. We selected the upper range of the potential response cost because there was no way to input a
range.

Country/Area & River basin
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China Other, please specify (Tuo Jiang)

Type of risk & Primary risk driver

Physical Increased water stress

Primary potential impact
Reduction or disruption in production capacity

Company-specific description
The primary potential impact for this site was identified through our robust water risk assessment process for direct operations. Each high risk facility completed a detailed
questionnaire in which it ranked the potential impacts of water-related events on its operations. A reduction or disruption in production capacity is the primary potential
impact that the facility located in this basin could see as a result of increased water stress. If water availability dropped below what this facility requires for operations, it
could disrupt operations.

Timeframe
More than 6 years

Magnitude of potential impact
Low

Likelihood
About as likely as not

Are you able to provide a potential financial impact figure?
No, we do not have this figure

Potential financial impact figure (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Potential financial impact figure - minimum (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Potential financial impact figure - maximum (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Explanation of financial impact
Because of the variability in the extent to which water supplies could be disrupted it is difficult to provide an estimate of possible impacts. In addition, P&G maintains
business continuity plans, which would serve to mitigate potential disruptions that may occur. The largest potential impacts would be associated with potential disruption to
operations.

Primary response to risk
Other, please specify (Comprehensive site water stewardship action plans)

Description of response
The facility located in this basin has undergone the Alliance for Water Stewardship Standard (AWS) 2.0 steps 1-2. This process enabled the site in this basin to create a
unique water stewardship plan that incorporates the needs and ongoing efforts of other stakeholders in the basin. The site stewardship plan incorporates shared water
challenges facing the basin. In addition to the site stewardship plan, each site is asked to contribute to our 2020 goal to reduce water usage at our facilities by 20% per unit
of production, which encourages them to reduce the water usage at their facility.

Cost of response
20000

Explanation of cost of response
Cost cited above is the relative cost to complete site stewardship plans but does not reflect the cost of implementing the actions of each plan. The cost of response (site
stewardship plans) can range between $15,000-20,000 USD per facility. We selected the upper range of the potential response cost because there was no way to input a
range.

Country/Area & River basin

China Other, please specify (Xuanhui He)

Type of risk & Primary risk driver

Physical Increased water stress

Primary potential impact
Reduction or disruption in production capacity

Company-specific description
The primary potential impact for this site was identified through our robust water risk assessment process for direct operations. Each high risk facility completed a detailed
questionnaire in which it ranked the potential impacts of water-related events on its operations. A reduction or disruption in production capacity is the primary potential
impact that the facility located in this basin could see as a result of increased water stress. If water availability dropped below what this facility requires for operations, it
could disrupt operations.

Timeframe
More than 6 years

Magnitude of potential impact
Low

Likelihood
About as likely as not
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Are you able to provide a potential financial impact figure?
No, we do not have this figure

Potential financial impact figure (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Potential financial impact figure - minimum (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Potential financial impact figure - maximum (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Explanation of financial impact
Because of the variability in the extent to which water supplies could be disrupted it is difficult to provide an estimate of possible impacts. In addition, P&G maintains
business continuity plans, which would serve to mitigate potential disruptions that may occur. The largest potential impacts would be associated with potential disruption to
operations.

Primary response to risk
Other, please specify (Comprehensive site water stewardship action plans)

Description of response
The facility located in this basin has undergone the Alliance for Water Stewardship Standard (AWS) 2.0 steps 1-2. This process enabled the site in this basin to create a
unique water stewardship plan that incorporates the needs and ongoing efforts of other stakeholders in the basin. The site stewardship plan incorporates shared water
challenges facing the basin. In addition to the site stewardship plan, each site is asked to contribute to our 2020 goal to reduce water usage at our facilities by 20% per unit
of production, which encourages them to reduce the water usage at their facility.

Cost of response
20000

Explanation of cost of response
Cost cited above is the relative cost to complete site stewardship plans but does not reflect the cost of implementing the actions of each plan. The cost of response (site
stewardship plans) can range between $15,000-20,000 USD per facility. We selected the upper range of the potential response cost because there was no way to input a
range.

Country/Area & River basin

United States of America Other, please specify (Lower Bear/Malad)

Type of risk & Primary risk driver

Physical Increased water stress

Primary potential impact
Reduction or disruption in production capacity

Company-specific description
The primary potential impact for this site was identified through our robust water risk assessment process for direct operations. Each high risk facility completed a detailed
questionnaire in which it ranked the potential impacts of water-related events on its operations. A reduction or disruption in production capacity is the primary potential
impact that the facility located in this basin could see as a result of increased water stress. If water availability dropped below what this facility requires for operations, it
could disrupt operations.

Timeframe
More than 6 years

Magnitude of potential impact
Low

Likelihood
About as likely as not

Are you able to provide a potential financial impact figure?
No, we do not have this figure

Potential financial impact figure (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Potential financial impact figure - minimum (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Potential financial impact figure - maximum (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Explanation of financial impact
Because of the variability in the extent to which water supplies could be disrupted it is difficult to provide an estimate of possible impacts. In addition, P&G maintains
business continuity plans, which would serve to mitigate potential disruptions that may occur. The largest potential impacts would be associated with potential disruption to
operations.

Primary response to risk
Other, please specify (Comprehensive site water stewardship action plans)

Description of response
The facility located in this basin has undergone the Alliance for Water Stewardship Standard (AWS) 2.0 steps 1-2. This process enabled the site in this basin to create a
unique water stewardship plan that incorporates the needs and ongoing efforts of other stakeholders in the basin. The site stewardship plan incorporates shared water
challenges facing the basin. In addition to the site stewardship plan, each site is asked to contribute to our 2020 goal to reduce water usage at our facilities by 20% per unit
of production, which encourages them to reduce the water usage at their facility.
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Cost of response
20000

Explanation of cost of response
Cost cited above is the relative cost to complete site stewardship plans but does not reflect the cost of implementing the actions of each plan. The cost of response (site
stewardship plans) can range between $15,000-20,000 USD per facility. We selected the upper range of the potential response cost because there was no way to input a
range.

Country/Area & River basin

United States of America Other, please specify (Calleguas)

Type of risk & Primary risk driver

Physical Increased water stress

Primary potential impact
Reduction or disruption in production capacity

Company-specific description
The primary potential impact for this site was identified through our robust water risk assessment process for direct operations. Each high risk facility completed a detailed
questionnaire in which it ranked the potential impacts of water-related events on its operations. A reduction or disruption in production capacity is the primary potential
impact that the facility located in this basin could see as a result of increased water stress. If water availability dropped below what this facility requires for operations, it
could disrupt operations.

Timeframe
More than 6 years

Magnitude of potential impact
Low

Likelihood
About as likely as not

Are you able to provide a potential financial impact figure?
No, we do not have this figure

Potential financial impact figure (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Potential financial impact figure - minimum (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Potential financial impact figure - maximum (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Explanation of financial impact
Because of the variability in the extent to which water supplies could be disrupted it is difficult to provide an estimate of possible impacts. In addition, P&G maintains
business continuity plans, which would serve to mitigate potential disruptions that may occur. The largest potential impacts would be associated with potential disruption to
operations.

Primary response to risk
Other, please specify (Comprehensive site water stewardship action plans)

Description of response
The facility located in this basin has undergone the Alliance for Water Stewardship Standard (AWS) 2.0 steps 1-2. This process enabled the site in this basin to create a
unique water stewardship plan that incorporates the needs and ongoing efforts of other stakeholders in the basin. The site stewardship plan incorporates shared water
challenges facing the basin. In addition to the site stewardship plan, each site is asked to contribute to our 2020 goal to reduce water usage at our facilities by 20% per unit
of production, which encourages them to reduce the water usage at their facility.

Cost of response
20000

Explanation of cost of response
Cost cited above is the relative cost to complete site stewardship plans but does not reflect the cost of implementing the actions of each plan. The cost of response (site
stewardship plans) can range between $15,000-20,000 USD per facility. We selected the upper range of the potential response cost because there was no way to input a
range.

Country/Area & River basin

United States of America Other, please specify (Lower American)

Type of risk & Primary risk driver

Physical Increased water stress

Primary potential impact
Reduction or disruption in production capacity

Company-specific description
The primary potential impact for this site was identified through our robust water risk assessment process for direct operations. Each high risk facility completed a detailed
questionnaire in which it ranked the potential impacts of water-related events on its operations. A reduction or disruption in production capacity is the primary potential
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impact that the facility located in this basin could see as a result of increased water stress. If water availability dropped below what this facility requires for operations, it
could disrupt operations.

Timeframe
More than 6 years

Magnitude of potential impact
Low

Likelihood
About as likely as not

Are you able to provide a potential financial impact figure?
No, we do not have this figure

Potential financial impact figure (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Potential financial impact figure - minimum (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Potential financial impact figure - maximum (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Explanation of financial impact
Because of the variability in the extent to which water supplies could be disrupted it is difficult to provide an estimate of possible impacts. In addition, P&G maintains
business continuity plans, which would serve to mitigate potential disruptions that may occur. The largest potential impacts would be associated with potential disruption to
operations.

Primary response to risk
Other, please specify (Comprehensive site water stewardship action plans)

Description of response
The facility located in this basin has undergone the Alliance for Water Stewardship Standard (AWS) 2.0 steps 1-2. This process enabled the site in this basin to create a
unique water stewardship plan that incorporates the needs and ongoing efforts of other stakeholders in the basin. The site stewardship plan incorporates shared water
challenges facing the basin. In addition to the site stewardship plan, each site is asked to contribute to our 2020 goal to reduce water usage at our facilities by 20% per unit
of production, which encourages them to reduce the water usage at their facility.

Cost of response
20000

Explanation of cost of response
Cost cited above is the relative cost to complete site stewardship plans but does not reflect the cost of implementing the actions of each plan. The cost of response (site
stewardship plans) can range between $15,000-20,000 USD per facility. We selected the upper range of the potential response cost because there was no way to input a
range.

Country/Area & River basin

India Other, please specify (Sutlej)

Type of risk & Primary risk driver

Physical Increased water stress

Primary potential impact
Reduction or disruption in production capacity

Company-specific description
The primary potential impact for this site was identified through our robust water risk assessment process for direct operations. Each high risk facility completed a detailed
questionnaire in which it ranked the potential impacts of water-related events on its operations. A reduction or disruption in production capacity is the primary potential
impact that the facility located in this basin could see as a result of increased water stress. If water availability dropped below what this facility requires for operations, it
could disrupt operations.

Timeframe
More than 6 years

Magnitude of potential impact
Low

Likelihood
About as likely as not

Are you able to provide a potential financial impact figure?
No, we do not have this figure

Potential financial impact figure (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Potential financial impact figure - minimum (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Potential financial impact figure - maximum (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Explanation of financial impact
Because of the variability in the extent to which water supplies could be disrupted it is difficult to provide an estimate of possible impacts. In addition, P&G maintains
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business continuity plans, which would serve to mitigate potential disruptions that may occur. The largest potential impacts would be associated with potential disruption to
operations.

Primary response to risk
Other, please specify (Comprehensive site water stewardship action plans)

Description of response
The facility located in this basin has undergone the Alliance for Water Stewardship Standard (AWS) 2.0 steps 1-2. This process enabled the site in this basin to create a
unique water stewardship plan that incorporates the needs and ongoing efforts of other stakeholders in the basin. The site stewardship plan incorporates shared water
challenges facing the basin. In addition to the site stewardship plan, each site is asked to contribute to our 2020 goal to reduce water usage at our facilities by 20% per unit
of production, which encourages them to reduce the water usage at their facility.

Cost of response
20000

Explanation of cost of response
Cost cited above is the relative cost to complete site stewardship plans but does not reflect the cost of implementing the actions of each plan. The cost of response (site
stewardship plans) can range between $15,000-20,000 USD per facility. We selected the upper range of the potential response cost because there was no way to input a
range.

Country/Area & River basin

India Other, please specify (Yamuna 1)

Type of risk & Primary risk driver

Physical Increased water stress

Primary potential impact
Reduction or disruption in production capacity

Company-specific description
The primary potential impact for this site was identified through our robust water risk assessment process for direct operations. Each high risk facility completed a detailed
questionnaire in which it ranked the potential impacts of water-related events on its operations. A reduction or disruption in production capacity is the primary potential
impact that the facility located in this basin could see as a result of increased water stress. If water availability dropped below what this facility requires for operations, it
could disrupt operations.

Timeframe
More than 6 years

Magnitude of potential impact
Low

Likelihood
About as likely as not

Are you able to provide a potential financial impact figure?
No, we do not have this figure

Potential financial impact figure (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Potential financial impact figure - minimum (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Potential financial impact figure - maximum (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Explanation of financial impact
Because of the variability in the extent to which water supplies could be disrupted it is difficult to provide an estimate of possible impacts. In addition, P&G maintains
business continuity plans, which would serve to mitigate potential disruptions that may occur. The largest potential impacts would be associated with potential disruption to
operations.

Primary response to risk
Other, please specify (Comprehensive site water stewardship action plans)

Description of response
The facility located in this basin has undergone the Alliance for Water Stewardship Standard (AWS) 2.0 steps 1-2. This process enabled the site in this basin to create a
unique water stewardship plan that incorporates the needs and ongoing efforts of other stakeholders in the basin. The site stewardship plan incorporates shared water
challenges facing the basin. In addition to the site stewardship plan, each site is asked to contribute to our 2020 goal to reduce water usage at our facilities by 20% per unit
of production, which encourages them to reduce the water usage at their facility.

Cost of response
20000

Explanation of cost of response
Cost cited above is the relative cost to complete site stewardship plans but does not reflect the cost of implementing the actions of each plan. The cost of response (site
stewardship plans) can range between $15,000-20,000 USD per facility. We selected the upper range of the potential response cost because there was no way to input a
range.

Country/Area & River basin

India Other, please specify (Hyderabad)
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Type of risk & Primary risk driver

Physical Increased water stress

Primary potential impact
Reduction or disruption in production capacity

Company-specific description
The primary potential impact for this site was identified through our robust water risk assessment process for direct operations. Each high risk facility completed a detailed
questionnaire in which it ranked the potential impacts of water-related events on its operations. A reduction or disruption in production capacity is the primary potential
impact that the facility located in this basin could see as a result of increased water stress. If water availability dropped below what this facility requires for operations, it
could disrupt operations.

Timeframe
More than 6 years

Magnitude of potential impact
Low

Likelihood
About as likely as not

Are you able to provide a potential financial impact figure?
No, we do not have this figure

Potential financial impact figure (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Potential financial impact figure - minimum (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Potential financial impact figure - maximum (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Explanation of financial impact
Because of the variability in the extent to which water supplies could be disrupted it is difficult to provide an estimate of possible impacts. In addition, P&G maintains
business continuity plans, which would serve to mitigate potential disruptions that may occur. The largest potential impacts would be associated with potential disruption to
operations.

Primary response to risk
Other, please specify (Comprehensive site water stewardship action plans)

Description of response
The facility located in this basin has undergone the Alliance for Water Stewardship Standard (AWS) 2.0 steps 1-2. This process enabled the site in this basin to create a
unique water stewardship plan that incorporates the needs and ongoing efforts of other stakeholders in the basin. The site stewardship plan incorporates shared water
challenges facing the basin. In addition to the site stewardship plan, each site is asked to contribute to our 2020 goal to reduce water usage at our facilities by 20% per unit
of production, which encourages them to reduce the water usage at their facility.

Cost of response
20000

Explanation of cost of response
Cost cited above is the relative cost to complete site stewardship plans but does not reflect the cost of implementing the actions of each plan. The cost of response (site
stewardship plans) can range between $15,000-20,000 USD per facility. We selected the upper range of the potential response cost because there was no way to input a
range.

W4.2a
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(W4.2a) Provide details of risks identified within your value chain (beyond direct operations) with the potential to have a substantive financial or strategic impact
on your business, and your response to those risks.

Country/Area & River basin

Mexico Other, please specify (Moctezuma)

Stage of value chain
Use phase

Type of risk & Primary risk driver

Physical Increased water stress

Primary potential impact
Reduced demand for products and services

Company-specific description
The results of our consumer market water risk assessment showed that this basin and our customers located in the basin are exposed to water risks, specifically due to
high water stress. Water is required to use many of our products, therefore, a disruption in supply to the homes of our customers may reduce demand for consumer goods
products. While our products could be impacted due to increased water stress, these would be industry-wide impacts and P&G would not be uniquely impacted. P&G also
has a corporate goal to provide over 1 billion people with access to water efficient products. Providing customers access to water efficient products helps to mitigate this
risk.

Timeframe
More than 6 years

Magnitude of potential impact
Low

Likelihood
About as likely as not

Are you able to provide a potential financial impact figure?
No, we do not have this figure

Potential financial impact figure (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Potential financial impact figure - minimum (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Potential financial impact figure - maximum (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Explanation of financial impact
Because of the variability in the extent to which water supplies could be disrupted and how that could impact costumer/consumer behavior, it is difficult to provide an
estimate of possible impacts. In addition, P&G maintains business continuity plans, which would serve to mitigate potential disruptions that may occur. The largest potential
impacts would be associated with potential disruption to water availability.

Primary response to risk

Direct operations Develop new products and/or markets

Description of response
Our corporate sustainability goal to provide 1 billion people with access to water efficient products by 2020 is helping to identify the water efficient properties of existing
products and guiding the development of new products that also provide water efficiency benefits to customers. As an example, 2-in-1 shampoo + conditioner allows
customers to skip a step in the shower by combining the power of P&G shampoo and conditioner into one product. This allows them to save up to 1 minute in the shower,
translating to a water savings of up to 5 gallons per shower. That's more than 1000 gallons of water savings a year for the average 2-in-1 user. Customers in this basin have
access to this water efficient product. In addition to continuing to innovate our products to reduce water use in the home, we will also take a basin approach to addressing
water challenges, such as increased water stress, that are impacting our customers, suppliers and our direct operations. This will occur as part of our 2030 goal to protect
water for people and nature in priority basins.

Cost of response

Explanation of cost of response
The costs to develop and market these products is part of our normal approach of developing and delivering products that better meet consumer needs and we do not see
this as a unique cost attributed to our water efforts.

W4.3

(W4.3) Have you identified any water-related opportunities with the potential to have a substantive financial or strategic impact on your business?
Yes, we have identified opportunities, and some/all are being realized

W4.3a
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(W4.3a) Provide details of opportunities currently being realized that could have a substantive financial or strategic impact on your business.

Type of opportunity
Products and services

Primary water-related opportunity
Increased sales of existing products/services

Company-specific description & strategy to realize opportunity
For the past several years we have been working towards our corporate sustainability goal to provide 1 billion people with access to water efficient products by 2020. This
goal helps to qualify existing and new products as "water efficient" based on internal metrics. Some of these water efficient products are using water savings as a way to
differentiate themselves from the competition. For example, our Cascade brand advertises the ability of customers to skip pre-washing their dishes thereby saving water
and time in their dishwashing routine. The brand also educates consumers on the amount of water, energy and time that can be saved by switching from handwashing to
using a dishwasher. Other products in our portfolio enable water reduction as well, including: 2-in-1 shampoos and conditioners, dry shampoo, Swiffer Wet, and leave on
conditioners. We hope to continue to leverage these types of innovations in the marketplace.

Estimated timeframe for realization
Current - up to 1 year

Magnitude of potential financial impact
Low

Are you able to provide a potential financial impact figure?
No, we do not have this figure

Potential financial impact figure (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Potential financial impact figure – minimum (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Potential financial impact figure – maximum (currency)
<Not Applicable>

Explanation of financial impact
Customers buy our products based on a number of factors, especially core performance benefits. It is difficult to attribute an estimate for sales specifically related to water
efficiency benefits of product performance.

W5. Facility-level water accounting

W5.1

(W5.1) For each facility referenced in W4.1c, provide coordinates, water accounting data, and a comparison with the previous reporting year.

Facility reference number
Facility 1

Facility name (optional)

Country/Area & River basin

India Other, please specify (Sutlej)

Latitude
30.944878

Longitude
76.823272

Located in area with water stress
Yes

Primary power generation source for your electricity generation at this facility
<Not Applicable>

Oil & gas sector business division
<Not Applicable>

Total water withdrawals at this facility (megaliters/year)
151

Comparison of total withdrawals with previous reporting year
Much lower

Withdrawals from fresh surface water, including rainwater, water from wetlands, rivers and lakes
0

Withdrawals from brackish surface water/seawater
0

Withdrawals from groundwater - renewable
151
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Withdrawals from groundwater - non-renewable
0

Withdrawals from produced/entrained water
0

Withdrawals from third party sources
0

Total water discharges at this facility (megaliters/year)
53

Comparison of total discharges with previous reporting year
About the same

Discharges to fresh surface water
0

Discharges to brackish surface water/seawater
0

Discharges to groundwater
53

Discharges to third party destinations
0

Total water consumption at this facility (megaliters/year)
98

Comparison of total consumption with previous reporting year
Much lower

Please explain
Decrease in absolute withdrawal and consumption (>20%) is the result of water savings projects at the facility. Discharge numbers and resulting consumption calculations
reported for current reporting year are based on a combination of measured and estimated values.

Facility reference number
Facility 2

Facility name (optional)

Country/Area & River basin

Pakistan Other, please specify (Hob/Porali)

Latitude
25.052616

Longitude
66.87174

Located in area with water stress
Yes

Primary power generation source for your electricity generation at this facility
<Not Applicable>

Oil & gas sector business division
<Not Applicable>

Total water withdrawals at this facility (megaliters/year)
36

Comparison of total withdrawals with previous reporting year
About the same

Withdrawals from fresh surface water, including rainwater, water from wetlands, rivers and lakes
0

Withdrawals from brackish surface water/seawater
0

Withdrawals from groundwater - renewable
0

Withdrawals from groundwater - non-renewable
0

Withdrawals from produced/entrained water
0

Withdrawals from third party sources
36

Total water discharges at this facility (megaliters/year)
16

Comparison of total discharges with previous reporting year
Much lower
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Discharges to fresh surface water
0

Discharges to brackish surface water/seawater
0

Discharges to groundwater
0

Discharges to third party destinations
16

Total water consumption at this facility (megaliters/year)
20

Comparison of total consumption with previous reporting year
Much higher

Please explain
Changes in the production process shifted how water was used in the plant including a decrease in absolute water discharged and increase in consumption. Discharge
numbers and resulting consumption calculations reported for current reporting year are based on a combination of measured and estimated values.

Facility reference number
Facility 3

Facility name (optional)

Country/Area & River basin

China Other, please specify (Xuanhui He)

Latitude
39.015603

Longitude
117.210533

Located in area with water stress
Yes

Primary power generation source for your electricity generation at this facility
<Not Applicable>

Oil & gas sector business division
<Not Applicable>

Total water withdrawals at this facility (megaliters/year)
465

Comparison of total withdrawals with previous reporting year
Lower

Withdrawals from fresh surface water, including rainwater, water from wetlands, rivers and lakes
0

Withdrawals from brackish surface water/seawater
0

Withdrawals from groundwater - renewable
0

Withdrawals from groundwater - non-renewable
0

Withdrawals from produced/entrained water
0

Withdrawals from third party sources
465

Total water discharges at this facility (megaliters/year)
293

Comparison of total discharges with previous reporting year
Higher

Discharges to fresh surface water
0

Discharges to brackish surface water/seawater
0

Discharges to groundwater
0

Discharges to third party destinations
293

Total water consumption at this facility (megaliters/year)
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172

Comparison of total consumption with previous reporting year
Much lower

Please explain
Production changes and installation of water saving technologies decreased absolute water withdrawal (11%), increased discharge (16%) and decreased consumption
(>20%). Discharge numbers and resulting consumption calculations reported for current reporting year are based on a combination of measured and estimated values.

Facility reference number
Facility 4

Facility name (optional)

Country/Area & River basin

Mexico Other, please specify (Laja)

Latitude
20.570479

Longitude
-100.562164

Located in area with water stress
Yes

Primary power generation source for your electricity generation at this facility
<Not Applicable>

Oil & gas sector business division
<Not Applicable>

Total water withdrawals at this facility (megaliters/year)
483

Comparison of total withdrawals with previous reporting year
About the same

Withdrawals from fresh surface water, including rainwater, water from wetlands, rivers and lakes
0

Withdrawals from brackish surface water/seawater
0

Withdrawals from groundwater - renewable
483

Withdrawals from groundwater - non-renewable
0

Withdrawals from produced/entrained water
0

Withdrawals from third party sources
0

Total water discharges at this facility (megaliters/year)
235

Comparison of total discharges with previous reporting year
Lower

Discharges to fresh surface water
235

Discharges to brackish surface water/seawater
0

Discharges to groundwater
0

Discharges to third party destinations
0

Total water consumption at this facility (megaliters/year)
248

Comparison of total consumption with previous reporting year
Higher

Please explain
Higher production rates in certain products produced increased absolute consumption by 19% while decreasing water discharge by 8% vs. previous year. Discharge
numbers and resulting consumption calculations reported for current reporting year are based on a combination of measured and estimated values.

Facility reference number
Facility 5

Facility name (optional)
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Country/Area & River basin

China Other, please specify (Tuo Jiang)

Latitude
30.868281

Longitude
104.245014

Located in area with water stress
Yes

Primary power generation source for your electricity generation at this facility
<Not Applicable>

Oil & gas sector business division
<Not Applicable>

Total water withdrawals at this facility (megaliters/year)
43

Comparison of total withdrawals with previous reporting year
Much higher

Withdrawals from fresh surface water, including rainwater, water from wetlands, rivers and lakes
0

Withdrawals from brackish surface water/seawater
0

Withdrawals from groundwater - renewable
0

Withdrawals from groundwater - non-renewable
0

Withdrawals from produced/entrained water
0

Withdrawals from third party sources
43

Total water discharges at this facility (megaliters/year)
3

Comparison of total discharges with previous reporting year
About the same

Discharges to fresh surface water
0

Discharges to brackish surface water/seawater
0

Discharges to groundwater
0

Discharges to third party destinations
3

Total water consumption at this facility (megaliters/year)
40

Comparison of total consumption with previous reporting year
Much higher

Please explain
Higher production increased absolute water withdrawal by 20% and consumption by 23% vs. previous year. However, production adjusted water consumption decreased by
7% vs. previous year. Discharge numbers and resulting consumption calculations reported for current reporting year are based on a combination of measured and
estimated values.

Facility reference number
Facility 6

Facility name (optional)

Country/Area & River basin

Saudi Arabia Other, please specify (Persian Gulf Western Coast 2)

Latitude
26.232949

Longitude
49.984865

Located in area with water stress
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Yes

Primary power generation source for your electricity generation at this facility
<Not Applicable>

Oil & gas sector business division
<Not Applicable>

Total water withdrawals at this facility (megaliters/year)
338

Comparison of total withdrawals with previous reporting year
About the same

Withdrawals from fresh surface water, including rainwater, water from wetlands, rivers and lakes
0

Withdrawals from brackish surface water/seawater
0

Withdrawals from groundwater - renewable
0

Withdrawals from groundwater - non-renewable
0

Withdrawals from produced/entrained water
0

Withdrawals from third party sources
338

Total water discharges at this facility (megaliters/year)
147

Comparison of total discharges with previous reporting year
Lower

Discharges to fresh surface water
0

Discharges to brackish surface water/seawater
0

Discharges to groundwater
0

Discharges to third party destinations
147

Total water consumption at this facility (megaliters/year)
191

Comparison of total consumption with previous reporting year
Higher

Please explain
Realization of water saving projects and changes in the production mix maintained a constant water withdrawal while decreasing absolute water discharge by 19% vs.
previous year and increasing consumption by 12% vs. previous year. Discharge numbers and resulting consumption calculations reported for current reporting year are
based on a combination of measured and estimated values.

Facility reference number
Facility 7

Facility name (optional)

Country/Area & River basin

Brazil Other, please specify (Rio de Janeiro Coast)

Latitude
-22.941052

Longitude
-43.366905

Located in area with water stress
Yes

Primary power generation source for your electricity generation at this facility
<Not Applicable>

Oil & gas sector business division
<Not Applicable>

Total water withdrawals at this facility (megaliters/year)
80

Comparison of total withdrawals with previous reporting year
Lower

CDP Page  of 5933



Withdrawals from fresh surface water, including rainwater, water from wetlands, rivers and lakes
0

Withdrawals from brackish surface water/seawater
0

Withdrawals from groundwater - renewable
58

Withdrawals from groundwater - non-renewable
0

Withdrawals from produced/entrained water
0

Withdrawals from third party sources
22

Total water discharges at this facility (megaliters/year)
22

Comparison of total discharges with previous reporting year
Much lower

Discharges to fresh surface water
0

Discharges to brackish surface water/seawater
0

Discharges to groundwater
0

Discharges to third party destinations
22

Total water consumption at this facility (megaliters/year)
58

Comparison of total consumption with previous reporting year
Higher

Please explain
Decrease in production prior to site shutdown decreased absolute water withdrawal (6%) and discharge (>20%) and increased water consumption (10%) vs. previous year.
Discharge numbers and resulting consumption calculations reported for current reporting year are based on a combination of measured and estimated values.

Facility reference number
Facility 8

Facility name (optional)

Country/Area & River basin

India Other, please specify (Yamuna 1)

Latitude
28.209097

Longitude
76.858388

Located in area with water stress
Yes

Primary power generation source for your electricity generation at this facility
<Not Applicable>

Oil & gas sector business division
<Not Applicable>

Total water withdrawals at this facility (megaliters/year)
63

Comparison of total withdrawals with previous reporting year
Lower

Withdrawals from fresh surface water, including rainwater, water from wetlands, rivers and lakes
0

Withdrawals from brackish surface water/seawater
0

Withdrawals from groundwater - renewable
63

Withdrawals from groundwater - non-renewable
0

Withdrawals from produced/entrained water

CDP Page  of 5934



0

Withdrawals from third party sources
0

Total water discharges at this facility (megaliters/year)
35

Comparison of total discharges with previous reporting year
Much lower

Discharges to fresh surface water
0

Discharges to brackish surface water/seawater
0

Discharges to groundwater
35

Discharges to third party destinations
0

Total water consumption at this facility (megaliters/year)
28

Comparison of total consumption with previous reporting year
About the same

Please explain
16% reduction in absolute water withdrawal and >20% reduction in absolute water discharge due to reduced production and execution of multiple water reduction projects.
Discharge numbers and resulting consumption calculations reported for current reporting year are based on a combination of measured and estimated values.

Facility reference number
Facility 9

Facility name (optional)

Country/Area & River basin

Turkey Other, please specify (Kocaeli)

Latitude
40.854486

Longitude
29.423762

Located in area with water stress
Yes

Primary power generation source for your electricity generation at this facility
<Not Applicable>

Oil & gas sector business division
<Not Applicable>

Total water withdrawals at this facility (megaliters/year)
151

Comparison of total withdrawals with previous reporting year
Higher

Withdrawals from fresh surface water, including rainwater, water from wetlands, rivers and lakes
0

Withdrawals from brackish surface water/seawater
0

Withdrawals from groundwater - renewable
0

Withdrawals from groundwater - non-renewable
0

Withdrawals from produced/entrained water
0

Withdrawals from third party sources
151

Total water discharges at this facility (megaliters/year)
19

Comparison of total discharges with previous reporting year
Much lower

Discharges to fresh surface water
0
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Discharges to brackish surface water/seawater
0

Discharges to groundwater
0

Discharges to third party destinations
19

Total water consumption at this facility (megaliters/year)
132

Comparison of total consumption with previous reporting year
Much higher

Please explain
Higher production increased absolute water withdrawal by 11% and consumption by 24% vs. previous year while decreasing absolute water discharge by 37% vs. previous
year. Discharge numbers and resulting consumption calculations reported for current reporting year are based on a combination of measured and estimated values.

Facility reference number
Facility 10

Facility name (optional)

Country/Area & River basin

Saudi Arabia Other, please specify (Saudi Arabia West Coast 5)

Latitude
21.414108

Longitude
39.2386

Located in area with water stress
Yes

Primary power generation source for your electricity generation at this facility
<Not Applicable>

Oil & gas sector business division
<Not Applicable>

Total water withdrawals at this facility (megaliters/year)
14

Comparison of total withdrawals with previous reporting year
Higher

Withdrawals from fresh surface water, including rainwater, water from wetlands, rivers and lakes
0

Withdrawals from brackish surface water/seawater
0

Withdrawals from groundwater - renewable
0

Withdrawals from groundwater - non-renewable
0

Withdrawals from produced/entrained water
0

Withdrawals from third party sources
14

Total water discharges at this facility (megaliters/year)
12

Comparison of total discharges with previous reporting year
Higher

Discharges to fresh surface water
0

Discharges to brackish surface water/seawater
0

Discharges to groundwater
0

Discharges to third party destinations
12

Total water consumption at this facility (megaliters/year)
2

Comparison of total consumption with previous reporting year
About the same
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Please explain
The site does not use a significant amount of water in the manufacturing process or product formula. The > 10% increase in absolute water withdrawal and discharge was
due to changes associated with human sanitation and building cooling vs. previous year. Discharge numbers and resulting consumption calculations reported for current
reporting year are based on a combination of measured and estimated values.

Facility reference number
Facility 11

Facility name (optional)

Country/Area & River basin

Spain Other, please specify (Jucar)

Latitude
38.521792

Longitude
-0.490725

Located in area with water stress
Yes

Primary power generation source for your electricity generation at this facility
<Not Applicable>

Oil & gas sector business division
<Not Applicable>

Total water withdrawals at this facility (megaliters/year)
9

Comparison of total withdrawals with previous reporting year
Much higher

Withdrawals from fresh surface water, including rainwater, water from wetlands, rivers and lakes
0

Withdrawals from brackish surface water/seawater
0

Withdrawals from groundwater - renewable
0

Withdrawals from groundwater - non-renewable
0

Withdrawals from produced/entrained water
0

Withdrawals from third party sources
9

Total water discharges at this facility (megaliters/year)
7

Comparison of total discharges with previous reporting year
Higher

Discharges to fresh surface water
0

Discharges to brackish surface water/seawater
0

Discharges to groundwater
0

Discharges to third party destinations
7

Total water consumption at this facility (megaliters/year)
2

Comparison of total consumption with previous reporting year
Much higher

Please explain
At this site, water is mainly used for human sanitation and humidification. A leak in the fire protection system led to a > 20% increase in absolute water withdrawal and
resulting consumption vs. previous year. The leak has since been fixed. Discharge numbers and resulting consumption calculations reported for current reporting year are
based on a combination of measured and estimated values.

Facility reference number
Facility 12

Facility name (optional)

Country/Area & River basin
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Peru Other, please specify (Lima Coast)

Latitude
-12.041058

Longitude
-77.0776

Located in area with water stress
Yes

Primary power generation source for your electricity generation at this facility
<Not Applicable>

Oil & gas sector business division
<Not Applicable>

Total water withdrawals at this facility (megaliters/year)
19

Comparison of total withdrawals with previous reporting year
About the same

Withdrawals from fresh surface water, including rainwater, water from wetlands, rivers and lakes
0

Withdrawals from brackish surface water/seawater
0

Withdrawals from groundwater - renewable
19

Withdrawals from groundwater - non-renewable
0

Withdrawals from produced/entrained water
0

Withdrawals from third party sources
0

Total water discharges at this facility (megaliters/year)
16

Comparison of total discharges with previous reporting year
Lower

Discharges to fresh surface water
0

Discharges to brackish surface water/seawater
0

Discharges to groundwater
0

Discharges to third party destinations
16

Total water consumption at this facility (megaliters/year)
3

Comparison of total consumption with previous reporting year
Much higher

Please explain
Changes in production increased consumption vs. previous year. Discharge numbers and resulting consumption calculations reported for current reporting year are based
on a combination of measured and estimated values.

Facility reference number
Facility 13

Facility name (optional)

Country/Area & River basin

Mexico Other, please specify (Moctezuma)

Latitude
19.462805

Longitude
-99.22799

Located in area with water stress
Yes

Primary power generation source for your electricity generation at this facility
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<Not Applicable>

Oil & gas sector business division
<Not Applicable>

Total water withdrawals at this facility (megaliters/year)
100

Comparison of total withdrawals with previous reporting year
Lower

Withdrawals from fresh surface water, including rainwater, water from wetlands, rivers and lakes
0

Withdrawals from brackish surface water/seawater
0

Withdrawals from groundwater - renewable
100

Withdrawals from groundwater - non-renewable
0

Withdrawals from produced/entrained water
0

Withdrawals from third party sources
0

Total water discharges at this facility (megaliters/year)
87

Comparison of total discharges with previous reporting year
Higher

Discharges to fresh surface water
0

Discharges to brackish surface water/seawater
0

Discharges to groundwater
0

Discharges to third party destinations
87

Total water consumption at this facility (megaliters/year)
13

Comparison of total consumption with previous reporting year
Much lower

Please explain
Changes in production decreased absolute withdrawal (11%) and consumption (>20%) vs. previous year. Absolute water discharges increased (11%) vs. previous year due
to high rainfall events and several water effluent systems with combined piping. Discharge numbers and resulting consumption calculations reported for current reporting
year are based on a combination of measured and estimated values.

Facility reference number
Facility 14

Facility name (optional)

Country/Area & River basin

United States of America Other, please specify (Calleguas)

Latitude
34.210389

Longitude
-119.139669

Located in area with water stress
Yes

Primary power generation source for your electricity generation at this facility
<Not Applicable>

Oil & gas sector business division
<Not Applicable>

Total water withdrawals at this facility (megaliters/year)
1668

Comparison of total withdrawals with previous reporting year
Lower

Withdrawals from fresh surface water, including rainwater, water from wetlands, rivers and lakes
0
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Withdrawals from brackish surface water/seawater
0

Withdrawals from groundwater - renewable
78

Withdrawals from groundwater - non-renewable
0

Withdrawals from produced/entrained water
0

Withdrawals from third party sources
1590

Total water discharges at this facility (megaliters/year)
774

Comparison of total discharges with previous reporting year
Lower

Discharges to fresh surface water
0

Discharges to brackish surface water/seawater
0

Discharges to groundwater
0

Discharges to third party destinations
774

Total water consumption at this facility (megaliters/year)
894

Comparison of total consumption with previous reporting year
Lower

Please explain
Changes in production decreased withdrawal, discharge, and consumption vs. previous year. Discharge numbers and resulting consumption calculations reported for
current reporting year are based on a combination of measured and estimated values.

Facility reference number
Facility 15

Facility name (optional)

Country/Area & River basin

China Other, please specify (Hai He Delta)

Latitude
39.082883

Longitude
117.230217

Located in area with water stress
Yes

Primary power generation source for your electricity generation at this facility
<Not Applicable>

Oil & gas sector business division
<Not Applicable>

Total water withdrawals at this facility (megaliters/year)
52

Comparison of total withdrawals with previous reporting year
About the same

Withdrawals from fresh surface water, including rainwater, water from wetlands, rivers and lakes
0

Withdrawals from brackish surface water/seawater
0

Withdrawals from groundwater - renewable
0

Withdrawals from groundwater - non-renewable
0

Withdrawals from produced/entrained water
0

Withdrawals from third party sources
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52

Total water discharges at this facility (megaliters/year)
20

Comparison of total discharges with previous reporting year
About the same

Discharges to fresh surface water
0

Discharges to brackish surface water/seawater
0

Discharges to groundwater
0

Discharges to third party destinations
20

Total water consumption at this facility (megaliters/year)
32

Comparison of total consumption with previous reporting year
About the same

Please explain
Discharge numbers and resulting consumption calculations reported for current reporting year are based on a combination of measured and estimated values.

Facility reference number
Facility 16

Facility name (optional)

Country/Area & River basin

United States of America Other, please specify (Lower American)

Latitude
38.525241

Longitude
-121.402198

Located in area with water stress
Yes

Primary power generation source for your electricity generation at this facility
<Not Applicable>

Oil & gas sector business division
<Not Applicable>

Total water withdrawals at this facility (megaliters/year)
1575

Comparison of total withdrawals with previous reporting year
Much higher

Withdrawals from fresh surface water, including rainwater, water from wetlands, rivers and lakes
0

Withdrawals from brackish surface water/seawater
0

Withdrawals from groundwater - renewable
941

Withdrawals from groundwater - non-renewable
0

Withdrawals from produced/entrained water
0

Withdrawals from third party sources
634

Total water discharges at this facility (megaliters/year)
1785

Comparison of total discharges with previous reporting year
Much higher

Discharges to fresh surface water
13

Discharges to brackish surface water/seawater
0

Discharges to groundwater
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0

Discharges to third party destinations
1772

Total water consumption at this facility (megaliters/year)
-210

Comparison of total consumption with previous reporting year
Higher

Please explain
Increase in absolute water withdrawal and discharge due to production changes. Negative consumption due to water molecules created during acid/base reactions in the
manufacturing process and storm water volume from combined manufacturing and rainwater sewer outfalls. Discharge numbers and resulting consumption calculations
reported for current reporting year are based on a combination of measured and estimated values.

Facility reference number
Facility 17

Facility name (optional)

Country/Area & River basin

Mexico Other, please specify (Moctezuma)

Latitude
19.466569

Longitude
-99.224514

Located in area with water stress
Yes

Primary power generation source for your electricity generation at this facility
<Not Applicable>

Oil & gas sector business division
<Not Applicable>

Total water withdrawals at this facility (megaliters/year)
10.6

Comparison of total withdrawals with previous reporting year
Much lower

Withdrawals from fresh surface water, including rainwater, water from wetlands, rivers and lakes
0

Withdrawals from brackish surface water/seawater
0

Withdrawals from groundwater - renewable
10.6

Withdrawals from groundwater - non-renewable
0

Withdrawals from produced/entrained water
0

Withdrawals from third party sources
0

Total water discharges at this facility (megaliters/year)
10.4

Comparison of total discharges with previous reporting year
Much lower

Discharges to fresh surface water
0

Discharges to brackish surface water/seawater
0

Discharges to groundwater
0

Discharges to third party destinations
10.4

Total water consumption at this facility (megaliters/year)
0.2

Comparison of total consumption with previous reporting year
Much lower

Please explain
At this site, water is mainly used for basic human sanitation and heating and cooling. Process automation and elimination of leaks decreased site water withdrawal,
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discharge, and consumption by >20% vs. previous year. Discharge numbers and resulting consumption calculations reported for current reporting year are based on a
combination of measured and estimated values.

Facility reference number
Facility 18

Facility name (optional)

Country/Area & River basin

United States of America Other, please specify (Lower Bear/Malad)

Latitude
41.595365

Longitude
-112.175043

Located in area with water stress
Yes

Primary power generation source for your electricity generation at this facility
<Not Applicable>

Oil & gas sector business division
<Not Applicable>

Total water withdrawals at this facility (megaliters/year)
1140

Comparison of total withdrawals with previous reporting year
Much lower

Withdrawals from fresh surface water, including rainwater, water from wetlands, rivers and lakes
0

Withdrawals from brackish surface water/seawater
0

Withdrawals from groundwater - renewable
0

Withdrawals from groundwater - non-renewable
0

Withdrawals from produced/entrained water
0

Withdrawals from third party sources
1140

Total water discharges at this facility (megaliters/year)
838

Comparison of total discharges with previous reporting year
Much lower

Discharges to fresh surface water
0

Discharges to brackish surface water/seawater
0

Discharges to groundwater
0

Discharges to third party destinations
838

Total water consumption at this facility (megaliters/year)
302

Comparison of total consumption with previous reporting year
About the same

Please explain
>20% reduction in absolute water withdrawal and water discharge due to execution of multiple water reduction projects. Discharge numbers and resulting consumption
calculations reported for current reporting year are based on a combination of measured and estimated values.

Facility reference number
Facility 19

Facility name (optional)

Country/Area & River basin

India Other, please specify (Musi/Aler)
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Latitude
17.11

Longitude
78.320278

Located in area with water stress
Yes

Primary power generation source for your electricity generation at this facility
<Not Applicable>

Oil & gas sector business division
<Not Applicable>

Total water withdrawals at this facility (megaliters/year)
86

Comparison of total withdrawals with previous reporting year
About the same

Withdrawals from fresh surface water, including rainwater, water from wetlands, rivers and lakes
0

Withdrawals from brackish surface water/seawater
0

Withdrawals from groundwater - renewable
86

Withdrawals from groundwater - non-renewable
0

Withdrawals from produced/entrained water
0

Withdrawals from third party sources
0

Total water discharges at this facility (megaliters/year)
22

Comparison of total discharges with previous reporting year
About the same

Discharges to fresh surface water
0

Discharges to brackish surface water/seawater
0

Discharges to groundwater
22

Discharges to third party destinations
0

Total water consumption at this facility (megaliters/year)
64

Comparison of total consumption with previous reporting year
About the same

Please explain
Discharge numbers and resulting consumption calculations reported for current reporting year are based on a combination of measured and estimated values.

Facility reference number
Facility 20

Facility name (optional)

Country/Area & River basin

Brazil Other, please specify (Tiete 2)

Latitude
-23.10865

Longitude
-46.958432

Located in area with water stress
Yes

Primary power generation source for your electricity generation at this facility
<Not Applicable>

Oil & gas sector business division
<Not Applicable>
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Total water withdrawals at this facility (megaliters/year)
220.3

Comparison of total withdrawals with previous reporting year
Higher

Withdrawals from fresh surface water, including rainwater, water from wetlands, rivers and lakes
0

Withdrawals from brackish surface water/seawater
0

Withdrawals from groundwater - renewable
184.4

Withdrawals from groundwater - non-renewable
0

Withdrawals from produced/entrained water
0

Withdrawals from third party sources
35.9

Total water discharges at this facility (megaliters/year)
46.7

Comparison of total discharges with previous reporting year
Higher

Discharges to fresh surface water
42.8

Discharges to brackish surface water/seawater
0

Discharges to groundwater
0

Discharges to third party destinations
3.9

Total water consumption at this facility (megaliters/year)
173.6

Comparison of total consumption with previous reporting year
Higher

Please explain
Higher production rates in certain products produced increased absolute water withdrawal, discharge, consumption by >10% vs. previous year. Discharge numbers and
resulting consumption calculations reported for current reporting year are based on a combination of measured and estimated values.

Facility reference number
Facility 21

Facility name (optional)

Country/Area & River basin

Mexico Other, please specify (Lerma/Salamanca)

Latitude
20.596667

Longitude
-101.424444

Located in area with water stress
Yes

Primary power generation source for your electricity generation at this facility
<Not Applicable>

Oil & gas sector business division
<Not Applicable>

Total water withdrawals at this facility (megaliters/year)
121

Comparison of total withdrawals with previous reporting year
About the same

Withdrawals from fresh surface water, including rainwater, water from wetlands, rivers and lakes
4

Withdrawals from brackish surface water/seawater
0

Withdrawals from groundwater - renewable
117
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Withdrawals from groundwater - non-renewable
0

Withdrawals from produced/entrained water
0

Withdrawals from third party sources
0

Total water discharges at this facility (megaliters/year)
0

Comparison of total discharges with previous reporting year
About the same

Discharges to fresh surface water
0

Discharges to brackish surface water/seawater
0

Discharges to groundwater
0

Discharges to third party destinations
0

Total water consumption at this facility (megaliters/year)
112

Comparison of total consumption with previous reporting year
About the same

Please explain
Site is a zero liquid discharge site. Any remaining water that is not consumed is evaporated after treatment.

Facility reference number
Facility 22

Facility name (optional)

Country/Area & River basin

Pakistan Other, please specify (Hob/Porali)

Latitude
24.802671

Longitude
67.402246

Located in area with water stress
Yes

Primary power generation source for your electricity generation at this facility
<Not Applicable>

Oil & gas sector business division
<Not Applicable>

Total water withdrawals at this facility (megaliters/year)
65

Comparison of total withdrawals with previous reporting year
Lower

Withdrawals from fresh surface water, including rainwater, water from wetlands, rivers and lakes
0

Withdrawals from brackish surface water/seawater
0

Withdrawals from groundwater - renewable
0

Withdrawals from groundwater - non-renewable
0

Withdrawals from produced/entrained water
0

Withdrawals from third party sources
65

Total water discharges at this facility (megaliters/year)
31

Comparison of total discharges with previous reporting year
Much lower
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Discharges to fresh surface water
0

Discharges to brackish surface water/seawater
0

Discharges to groundwater
0

Discharges to third party destinations
31

Total water consumption at this facility (megaliters/year)
34

Comparison of total consumption with previous reporting year
Much higher

Please explain
Installation of water recycling projects decreased absolute water withdrawal (10%) and discharge (31%) vs. previous year. Changes in types and volumes of products
produced increased consumption by >20% vs. previous year. Discharge numbers and resulting consumption calculations reported for current reporting year are based on a
combination of measured and estimated values.

Facility reference number
Facility 23

Facility name (optional)

Country/Area & River basin

Mexico Other, please specify (Moctezuma)

Latitude
19.852502

Longitude
-99.280314

Located in area with water stress
Yes

Primary power generation source for your electricity generation at this facility
<Not Applicable>

Oil & gas sector business division
<Not Applicable>

Total water withdrawals at this facility (megaliters/year)
19

Comparison of total withdrawals with previous reporting year
Much lower

Withdrawals from fresh surface water, including rainwater, water from wetlands, rivers and lakes
0

Withdrawals from brackish surface water/seawater
0

Withdrawals from groundwater - renewable
0

Withdrawals from groundwater - non-renewable
0

Withdrawals from produced/entrained water
0

Withdrawals from third party sources
19

Total water discharges at this facility (megaliters/year)
5

Comparison of total discharges with previous reporting year
Lower

Discharges to fresh surface water
0

Discharges to brackish surface water/seawater
0

Discharges to groundwater
5

Discharges to third party destinations
0
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Total water consumption at this facility (megaliters/year)
14

Comparison of total consumption with previous reporting year
Much lower

Please explain
At this site, water is mainly used for basic human sanitation and heating and cooling. Absolute water withdrawal, discharge, and consumption all decreased vs. previous
year due to changes in number of plant employees at facility. Discharge numbers and resulting consumption calculations reported for current reporting year are based on a
combination of measured and estimated values.

Facility reference number
Facility 24

Facility name (optional)

Country/Area & River basin

Mexico Other, please specify (Moctezuma)

Latitude
19.502472

Longitude
-99.167478

Located in area with water stress
Yes

Primary power generation source for your electricity generation at this facility
<Not Applicable>

Oil & gas sector business division
<Not Applicable>

Total water withdrawals at this facility (megaliters/year)
707

Comparison of total withdrawals with previous reporting year
Higher

Withdrawals from fresh surface water, including rainwater, water from wetlands, rivers and lakes
0

Withdrawals from brackish surface water/seawater
0

Withdrawals from groundwater - renewable
584

Withdrawals from groundwater - non-renewable
0

Withdrawals from produced/entrained water
0

Withdrawals from third party sources
123

Total water discharges at this facility (megaliters/year)
249

Comparison of total discharges with previous reporting year
Much higher

Discharges to fresh surface water
0

Discharges to brackish surface water/seawater
0

Discharges to groundwater
0

Discharges to third party destinations
249

Total water consumption at this facility (megaliters/year)
458

Comparison of total consumption with previous reporting year
Higher

Please explain
Increase in production increased absolute water withdrawal (11%), discharge (22%) and consumption (6%) vs. previous year. Discharge numbers and resulting
consumption calculations reported for current reporting year are based on a combination of measured and estimated values.
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W5.1a

(W5.1a) For the facilities referenced in W5.1, what proportion of water accounting data has been externally verified?

Water withdrawals – total volumes

% verified
Not verified

What standard and methodology was used?
<Not Applicable>

Water withdrawals – volume by source

% verified
Not verified

What standard and methodology was used?
<Not Applicable>

Water withdrawals – quality

% verified
Not verified

What standard and methodology was used?
<Not Applicable>

Water discharges – total volumes

% verified
Not verified

What standard and methodology was used?
<Not Applicable>

Water discharges – volume by destination

% verified
Not verified

What standard and methodology was used?
<Not Applicable>

Water discharges – volume by treatment method

% verified
Not verified

What standard and methodology was used?
<Not Applicable>

Water discharge quality – quality by standard effluent parameters

% verified
Not verified

What standard and methodology was used?
<Not Applicable>

Water discharge quality – temperature

% verified
Not verified

What standard and methodology was used?
<Not Applicable>

Water consumption – total volume

% verified
Not verified

What standard and methodology was used?
<Not Applicable>

Water recycled/reused

% verified
Not verified

What standard and methodology was used?
<Not Applicable>

W6. Governance
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W6.1

(W6.1) Does your organization have a water policy?
Yes, we have a documented water policy that is publicly available

W6.1a

(W6.1a) Select the options that best describe the scope and content of your water policy.

Scope Content Please explain

Row
1

Company-
wide

Description of
business
dependency on
water
Description of
business impact
on water
Description of
water-related
performance
standards for
direct operations
Reference to
international
standards and
widely-recognized
water initiatives
Company water
targets and goals
Commitments
beyond regulatory
compliance
Commitment to
water-related
innovation
Commitment to
stakeholder
awareness and
education
Commitment to
water stewardship
and/or collective
action
Acknowledgement
of the human right
to water and
sanitation
Other, please
specify (Water
quality, Reduce
consumer water
use)

We have a formal corporate-wide water policy that is disclosed on our ESG Portal, which is available at pginvestor.com. This policy has existed for nearly a decade and outlines
how P&G approaches water quality, availability, affordability, information sharing, and legal compliance. To complement this policy, we also publish an annual Citizenship
Report where we describe the business impact on water (water footprint), and progress on our water targets and goals. Each year, this report enables us to report our progress
both within direct operations, our supply chain, product innovation and our social programs. In addition to our water policy and annual report, in April 2018 we announced our
2030 goals. Water remains a key focus and we are committed to addressing shared water challenges in priority basins via good water stewardship practices. The development
of these new goals was done in the context of the SDGs and with recognition of environmental linkages.
P&G Water Policy.pdf

W6.2

(W6.2) Is there board level oversight of water-related issues within your organization?
Yes

W6.2a
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(W6.2a) Identify the position(s) (do not include any names) of the individual(s) on the board with responsibility for water-related issues.

Position
of
individual

Please explain

Board-
level
committee

The Governance and Public Responsibility Committee of the Board of Directors, per its charter, has oversight of the Company's commitment to and efforts regarding environmental sustainability,
including corporate efforts related to water. This committee consists of a Committee Chair and 5 members. On a regular basis, members of the committee are provided an update on overall progress of
our sustainability program and goals, including efforts on water. Board members have broad visibility to overall corporate strategy and objectives and can provide strategic guidance, hence they are well
positioned to have oversight of our citizenship efforts. The committee also reports back to the full Board regarding these issues. An example of a decision made by the Governance and Public
Responsibility Committee was its alignment to the company's sustainability-related plans for 2021.

Board-
level
committee

The Company’s Board of Directors and its Audit Committee have oversight responsibilities for our Enterprise Risk Management (ERM) program. Sustainability issues, including those related to water,
are included in the ERM process, so the Audit Committee also considers water-related issues via their oversight of the ERM process. Additional perspective on this process includes: On a regular basis,
potential risk factors are identified and assessed by a multi-functional team within the Company as part of our Enterprise Risk Management (“ERM”) program. Findings and recommendations made
through the ERM program are reviewed with senior management in addition to the Company’s Board of Directors and its Audit Committee, which has oversight responsibilities. This process assesses
significant factors that may adversely affect our business, operations, financial position or future financial performance and includes an assessment of environmental sustainability risk factors. An
example of a decision made by the Audit Committee would be its approval of the Company’s Risk Factors for including in the Company’s 10-K filing, which included appropriate descriptions of
sustainability-related risk.

Chief
Executive
Officer
(CEO)

The Chairman and CEO, is a member of our Sustainability Leadership Council (SLC) - a C-Suite management committee that has oversight of our sustainability efforts, including water. The SLC
provides strategic direction, alignment to goals and objectives, and alignment on budget needs and regularly reviews progress vs. goals. The SLC has oversight responsibilities for our sustainability
efforts, including climate change, because they are senior leaders who have a deep understanding of our business and have the authority, influence, and resources to act on water-related risks and
opportunities. An example of a decision made by our Chairman and CEO was to approve the pilot program to test P&G's strategic approach to achieving its goal to protect water for people and nature in
priority basins. As a result, six water restoration projects were supported in one of the company's 18 priority basins leading to over 3 billion liters of water restored to a water-stressed region of the United
States.

W6.2b

(W6.2b) Provide further details on the board’s oversight of water-related issues.

Frequency
that water-
related
issues are
a
scheduled
agenda
item

Governance
mechanisms
into which
water-related
issues are
integrated

Please explain

Row
1

Scheduled
- some
meetings

Monitoring
implementation
and
performance
Reviewing and
guiding major
plans of action
Reviewing and
guiding risk
management
policies
Reviewing and
guiding
strategy
Reviewing and
guiding
corporate
responsibility
strategy

The Governance and Public Responsibility Committee of the Board of Directors, per its charter, has oversight of the Company's commitment to and efforts regarding
environmental sustainability, including corporate efforts related to water. On a regular basis, members of the committee are provided an update on overall progress of our
sustainability program and goals, including efforts on water. Committee members are available to review and provide guidance on strategy, action plans, and performance vs.
objectives. Discussions on specific elements of strategy, action plans, and implementation of performance objectives can be brought forward to this committee on an as-needed
basis. Board members have broad visibility to overall corporate strategy and objectives and can provide strategic guidance to ensure appropriate effort and focus, hence they are
well positioned to have oversight of our environmental sustainability efforts. The committee also reports back to the full Board regarding these issues. Sustainability-related risks
are one of the elements that is assessed as part of our Enterprise Risk Management (ERM) program. Outcomes of the ERM Process are reviewed on a regular basis by senior
management, the Company’s Board of Directors, and its Audit Committee so they can provide guidance on risk management practices. Additional perspective: The ERM process
assesses significant factors that may adversely affect our business, operations, financial position or future financial performance and includes an assessment of environmental
sustainability risk factors.

W6.3
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(W6.3) Provide the highest management-level position(s) or committee(s) with responsibility for water-related issues (do not include the names of individuals).

Name of the position(s) and/or committee(s)
Other C-Suite Officer, please specify (Sustainability Leadership Council)

Responsibility
Both assessing and managing water-related risks and opportunities

Frequency of reporting to the board on water-related issues
Quarterly

Please explain
The Sustainability Leadership Council (SLC) is a C-Suite management committee that has oversight of our sustainability efforts including water. The SLC is chaired by our
Executive Sponsor for Sustainability (currently CEO Global Fabric and Home Care). Other members of the SLC include our Chairman and CEO, the Chief Marketing
Officer, Chief R&D Officer, Chief Manufacturing Officer, President of Europe SMO, Chief Legal officer, Chief Sustainability Officer, Chief Communications Officer, and the
Vice President of Sustainability. The SLC provides strategic direction, alignment to goals and objectives (including water strategy & goals), alignment on budget needs (e.g.
budget to support water-related efforts such as our California water projects), and regularly reviews progress vs. goals, including water goals. While water may not be on
every agenda, we are provided the opportunity on a quarterly basis to discuss all relevant matters, including water.

Name of the position(s) and/or committee(s)
Other, please specify (Corporate Water Council)

Responsibility
Both assessing and managing water-related risks and opportunities

Frequency of reporting to the board on water-related issues
As important matters arise

Please explain
P&G has had an established Corporate Water Council for nearly a decade. It is a multi-functional, global council that uses their sustainability expertise to guide P&G's water
strategy and enable adoption of water initiatives/policies across their respective functions. Council members represent many functions throughout the company, including:
R&D, manufacturing, finance, purchasing, brand, consumer market knowledge, communications, government relations and our social water program (Children's Safe
Drinking Water). Each member is tasked with reviewing and approving methodologies used to guide corporate and business unit decision-making around water. They attend
quarterly and as needed meetings. The council is led by our Global Water Stewardship leader who reports to the Vice President of Sustainability who sits on the
Sustainability Leadership Council (SLC) that is co-chaired by the CEO and Chairman of the Board and the Executive Sponsor of Sustainability.

Name of the position(s) and/or committee(s)
Other, please specify (Global Water Stewardship Leader)

Responsibility
Both assessing and managing water-related risks and opportunities

Frequency of reporting to the board on water-related issues
As important matters arise

Please explain
Part of the company's Global Sustainability team, the Global Water Stewardship Leader has responsibility for developing and enabling the execution of the corporate
sustainability goals focused on water and reports to the Vice President of Sustainability, who sits on the Sustainability Leadership Council (SLC) that is co-chaired by the
CEO; Chairman of the Board and the Executive Sponsor of Sustainability. The Water Stewardship Leader leads the Corporate Water Council and regularly (monthly or as
needed) updates the Vice President of Sustainability on progress on the water targets and goals. In addition, they foster partnerships with other organizations, including
NGOs, academia and other industries, in an effort to ensure external expert opinion is factored into decision-making and potential collaborations on water projects are
explored. In addition, they execute the development and completion of all water risk assessment processes and use the results to set strategic action plans.

W6.4

(W6.4) Do you provide incentives to C-suite employees or board members for the management of water-related issues?

Provide incentives for management of water-related issues Comment

Row 1 Yes

W6.4a

(W6.4a) What incentives are provided to C-suite employees or board members for the management of water-related issues (do not include the names of
individuals)?

Role(s)
entitled to
incentive

Performance
indicator

Please explain

Monetary
reward

Chief
Sustainability
Officer
(CSO)

Improvements
in efficiency -
direct
operations

Our Chief Sustainability Officer is accountable for overall sustainability program and performance vs. objectives and goals. This includes all water-related aspects of our
sustainability program - including our water efficiency target. Within Procter & Gamble, annual performance reviews impact overall compensation levels. As our CSO's
performance review is influenced by corporate performance vs. key goals and objectives (including our water efficiency target), this influences her compensation.

Non-
monetary
reward

Please select Please select
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W6.5

(W6.5) Do you engage in activities that could either directly or indirectly influence public policy on water through any of the following?
Yes, other

W6.5a

(W6.5a) What processes do you have in place to ensure that all of your direct and indirect activities seeking to influence policy are consistent with your water
policy/water commitments?

Policy influence is coordinated through a dedicated government relations organization, who are familiar with and understand our water policy, goals, and commitments. One
role of government relations is to ensure our policy advocacy aligns with our corporate objectives.

W6.6

(W6.6) Did your organization include information about its response to water-related risks in its most recent mainstream financial report?
Yes (you may attach the report - this is optional)
PG-2020-Annual-Report.pdf

Please see 10-K discussion of risk factors

W7. Business strategy

W7.1

(W7.1) Are water-related issues integrated into any aspects of your long-term strategic business plan, and if so how?

Are water-related
issues
integrated?

Long-
term
time
horizon
(years)

Please explain

Long-
term
business
objectives

Yes, water-related
issues are
integrated

11-15 Our Ambition 2030 program outlines key business objectives for the next 10-12 years, and includes specific objectives related to water. Water-related issues have been
integrated into our long-term business objectives for the next 12 years. The time horizon was chosen based on confidence levels in external water stress models. The
results of our water risk assessment process across our direct operations, supply chain and key consumer markets indicates that our business is exposed to water risks in
specific regions in which we operate. Based on the findings of the risk assessments, water will be a focus area for some of our brands and will continue to be a focus area
for direct operations. In fact, 24 of our facilities have put resources against developing water stewardship plans using the AWS Standard 2.0 steps 1-2. A key shift that has
occurred as a result of the risk assessment is the decision to focus on water stewardship and collective action in the priority basins identified by our assessments as we
strive to achieve long-term business objectives in key markets experiencing water stress now and into the future. Addressing water-related issues, especially water stress,
through a holistic water stewardship approach at the basin scale became a key long-term business objective based on the results of the risk assessments which show us
that we are at increased risk to be impacted by reduced water availability in very specific basins.

Strategy
for
achieving
long-term
objectives

Yes, water-related
issues are
integrated

11-15 Water-related issues have been integrated into our strategy for achieving long-term objectives for the next 12 years. The time horizon was chosen based on confidence
levels in external water stress models. The results of our water risk assessment process across our direct operations, supply chain and key consumer markets indicates that
our business is exposed to water risks in specific regions in which we operate. The resulting priority basins identified by the assessment process have made water a focus
area for our 2030 corporate environmental sustainability goals, which are part of our strategy for achieving our long-term objectives as a business. The focus on the goals
will be on reducing vulnerability to lack of sufficient water in regions where we operate. We will also focus on addressing shared water challenges in priority basins through
partnerships and collective action initiatives. Our goals will also encourage brands to incorporate water-saving technologies and consumer communications. By integrating
water-related issues, particularly anticipated water stress, into our strategy for achieving long-term objectives we believe we are protecting and strengthening the ability of
our business to achieve long-term business objectives.

Financial
planning

No, water-related
issues were
reviewed but not
considered as
strategically
relevant/significant

11-15 Water-related issues have been reviewed at a corporate level and have already been integrated into both long-term business objectives and the strategy for achieving
those objectives. At this time integration into future financial planning has not been identified as relevant/significant.

W7.2
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(W7.2) What is the trend in your organization’s water-related capital expenditure (CAPEX) and operating expenditure (OPEX) for the reporting year, and the
anticipated trend for the next reporting year?

Row 1

Water-related CAPEX (+/- % change)
0

Anticipated forward trend for CAPEX (+/- % change)
0

Water-related OPEX (+/- % change)
0

Anticipated forward trend for OPEX (+/- % change)
0

Please explain
Current data management systems do not enable us to track this level of specificity. However, our best estimates are that Water CAPEX & OPEX have been relatively flat
vs. previous year.

W7.3

(W7.3) Does your organization use climate-related scenario analysis to inform its business strategy?

Use of climate-related scenario analysis Comment

Row 1 Yes Please see P&G response to CDP Climate Change survey for details.

W7.3a

(W7.3a) Has your organization identified any water-related outcomes from your climate-related scenario analysis?
Yes

W7.3b

(W7.3b) What water-related outcomes were identified from the use of climate-related scenario analysis, and what was your organization’s response?

Climate-related scenarios and models applied Description of possible water-related outcomes Company response to possible water-related outcomes

Row 1 RCP 2.6 Chronic changes in precipitation patterns. Implementation of comprehensive water risk assessment.

W7.4

(W7.4) Does your company use an internal price on water?

Row 1

Does your company use an internal price on water?
No, but we are currently exploring water valuation practices

Please explain
We do not currently use an internal price on water, but are evaluating the use of the Water Risk Monetizer tool. This will help to inform our thinking around new ways of
valuing water internally.

W8. Targets

W8.1
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(W8.1) Describe your approach to setting and monitoring water-related targets and/or goals.

Levels
for
targets
and/or
goals

Monitoring
at
corporate
level

Approach to setting and monitoring targets and/or goals

Row
1

Company-
wide
targets
and goals
Basin
specific
targets
and/or
goals

Targets are
monitored
at the
corporate
level
Goals are
monitored
at the
corporate
level

Our current and future (2030) water goals were developed based on our understanding of our company's water footprint. Freshwater use occurs primarily during consumer use, raw
material production, and manufacturing (direct operations) of our products. We therefore developed 2020 goals that work to reduce impact during consumer use and direct operations,
while our Supplier Scorecard enables us to learn more about how our raw material producers are addressing water. Our 2030 targets and goals, announced in April 2018, build off our
2020 targets, but have evolved, as we have grown in our understanding of our exposure to water risks. Our 2030 targets and goals continue our journey to increase our facilities' water
efficiency and source water from circular sources. Our 2030 water goal will take a basin approach to focus appropriate water efforts to address shared water challenges in select
priority basins. We will also integrate water into brand goals, where it makes sense, and explore partnerships with suppliers who are also exposed to water risks. Progress against our
targets and goals are monitored at the corporate level and reported in our external Citizenship Report each year.

W8.1a

(W8.1a) Provide details of your water targets that are monitored at the corporate level, and the progress made.

Target reference number
Target 1

Category of target
Water use efficiency

Level
Company-wide

Primary motivation
Increase freshwater availability for users/natural environment within the basin

Description of target
Target: Reduce water used in P&G manufacturing facilities by 20% per unit of production by 2020 versus 2010 with conservation focused on water-stressed regions. This
global goal is focused on increasing water efficiency in all facilities, regardless of location. The goal is monitored at a corporate level as results are compiled to create a
company-wide result. P&G recognizes that certain locations are in areas exposed to high water risk and have specific water-related needs. Therefore, as part of this target,
we completed a 3-tiered water risk assessment process across all of our facilities to identify those facilities located in areas of highest risk. These identified facilities have
now completed steps 1-2 of the Alliance for Water Stewardship Standard 2.0 leading to the creation of water stewardship action plans.

Quantitative metric
Other, please specify (% reduction withdrawal/production unit)

Baseline year
2010

Start year
2010

Target year
2020

% of target achieved
100

Please explain
We have exceeded our goal of 20% reduction per unit of production each year since the public release of the goal. We will continue to work to keep our percent reduction
above 20%. We have made great progress in understanding where we have facilities in water-stressed regions, and all sites identified through the risk assessment process
as facing high water risk exposure have completed the first two steps of the Alliance for Water Stewardship Standard 2.0, leading to detailed water stewardship action plans
for each site.

Target reference number
Target 2

Category of target
Product use-phase

Level
Company-wide

Primary motivation
Increase freshwater availability for users/natural environment within the basin

Description of target
Target: Provide one billion people with access to water-efficient products by 2020. Knowing that the majority of our freshwater use occurs during consumer use, we created
a target that would enable us to quantify potential water savings as a result of our product innovations across our company and understand impact across our consumer
markets. Internally we have defined a water efficient product as a product where a technical or commercial innovation results in a meaningful reduction (>10%) in consumer
water use associated with the use of the product. Once the water efficient product has been qualified through a rigorous internal vetting process, we then calculate the total
number of people who reasonably have access to the product in market. This goal recognizes the impact that we can have across our large consumer base when water
savings per person is multiplied across millions of people. Our Water Stewardship Leader coordinates the execution of this goal with each business unit.

Quantitative metric
Other, please specify (Number of people with access to product)

Baseline year
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2014

Start year
2014

Target year
2020

% of target achieved
100

Please explain
We achieved our goal and provided one billion people with access to water efficient products. We've qualified several products since the start of our goal, including: Downy
Single Rinse, Cascade Platinum Action Pacs, 2in1 Shampoo and Conditioner, Swiffer Wet, Tide HE Turbo, Dry Shampoo, Leave on Treatments and the Waterl

Target reference number
Target 3

Category of target
Water, Sanitation and Hygiene (WASH) services in the community

Level
Company-wide

Primary motivation
Corporate social responsibility

Description of target
Target: Provide 15 billion liters of clean drinking water to those who need it most by 2020. The P&G Children's Safe Drinking Water (CSDW) Program started as a non-profit
initiative in 2004. The program works with over 150 partners to provide clean drinking water using the P&G Purifier of Water packets (invented by a P&G scientist) and helps
raise awareness of the water crisis. As part of our Water Policy, we recognize the right to safe and clean drinking water as a human right. This program, and accompanying
goal, helps us to contribute to ensuring clean drinking water is provided to those who need it most. We monitor our progress across over 80 countries and report at a
corporate level because it is a corporate non-profit initiative. P&G supports the CSDW Program with technical expertise, financial investment, human resources and a state-
of-the-art manufacturing facility for the production of P&G Purifier of Water packets.

Quantitative metric
Other, please specify (liters of clean water provided)

Baseline year
2004

Start year
2015

Target year
2020

% of target achieved
100

Please explain
With the help of our over 150 partners, P&G achieved the 2020 goal and delivered over 15 billion liters of clean drinking water to those in need. The program is now
accelerating their efforts and aim to provide 25 billion liters of clean drinking water worldwide by 2025.

W8.1b
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(W8.1b) Provide details of your water goal(s) that are monitored at the corporate level and the progress made.

Goal
Other, please specify (Protect water in priority basins)

Level
Basin level

Motivation
Water stewardship

Description of goal
Goal: Protect water for people and nature in priority basins. Pressure on water resources is growing in many regions and has the potential to impact our suppliers,
manufacturing sites, and the communities and customers (consumers) we serve. Being good stewards of the water that we and others depend upon is critical to enhancing
the future resilience of our operations and the markets in which we operate. Across the world, and even within countries, there is a diverse mix of landscapes, cultures,
economies, and climates that make water issues complex and require solutions unique to each river basin. Identifying these potential solutions will require an understanding
of the local basin and collaboration with relevant stakeholders. By addressing water issues at the basin level we can have a greater positive impact and help to secure water
for our own operations and also the needs of others in the basin, including people and nature. Using a data-based water risk assessment process, we identified 18 basins
where our consumers, suppliers, and facilities are being most impacted by current and future water issues. We are now focusing on understanding the unique water
challenges faced by each basin. As we build this understanding, we seek to advance viable solutions that will increase the resilience of the basin and our business and will
communicate our progress in each basin project.

Baseline year
2018

Start year
2018

End year
2030

Progress
We identified the basins of focus and are working to test and select the best metrics for tracking and reporting progress against the shared challenges we work to address in
each basin. We are already making progress against this new ambition. We joined the California Water Action Collaborative (CWAC) in an effort to learn more about the
issues facing our two priority basins in California and build new partnerships to take action. We are also now board members of the Mexico City Water Fund, Agua Capital,
which was created as an innovative platform for collaboration among different sectors to contribute to the water security of Mexico City with emphasis on nature-based
solutions. In addition, this year we completed a pilot program in the Sacramento River Basin, one of our 18 priority basins. Through the pilot we tested the strategic
approach for making progress against this goal. We worked with the Bonneville Environmental Foundation (BEF) to identify and support six water projects within the basin
leading to tangible benefits to the water systems in this water-stressed region of the United States. Over 3 billion liters of water will be restored in the basin as a result of
these projects. P&G was also one of several companies supporting the Colorado River Indian Tribes System Conservation project helping to shore up billions of liters for
people and nature in an essential reservoir in the drought-stricken U.S. southwest.

W9. Verification

W9.1

(W9.1) Do you verify any other water information reported in your CDP disclosure (not already covered by W5.1a)?
No, we do not currently verify any other water information reported in our CDP disclosure

W10. Sign off

W-FI

(W-FI) Use this field to provide any additional information or context that you feel is relevant to your organization's response. Please note that this field is optional
and is not scored.

No additional information to provide at this time.

W10.1

(W10.1) Provide details for the person that has signed off (approved) your CDP water response.

Job title Corresponding job category

Row 1 Chief Sustainability Officer Chief Sustainability Officer (CSO)

W10.2
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(W10.2) Please indicate whether your organization agrees for CDP to transfer your publicly disclosed data on your impact and risk response strategies to the CEO
Water Mandate’s Water Action Hub [applies only to W2.1a (response to impacts), W4.2 and W4.2a (response to risks)].
Yes

SW. Supply chain module

SW0.1

(SW0.1) What is your organization’s annual revenue for the reporting period?

Annual revenue

Row 1 71000000000

SW0.2

(SW0.2) Do you have an ISIN for your organization that you are willing to share with CDP?
Yes

SW0.2a

(SW0.2a) Please share your ISIN in the table below.

ISIN country code ISIN numeric identifier (including single check digit)

Row 1 US 7427181091

SW1.1

(SW1.1) Could any of your facilities reported in W5.1 have an impact on a requesting CDP supply chain member?
Please select

SW1.2

(SW1.2) Are you able to provide geolocation data for your facilities?

Are you able to provide geolocation data for your facilities? Comment

Row 1 No, this is confidential data

SW2.1

(SW2.1) Please propose any mutually beneficial water-related projects you could collaborate on with specific CDP supply chain members.

SW2.2

(SW2.2) Have any water projects been implemented due to CDP supply chain member engagement?
No

SW3.1

(SW3.1) Provide any available water intensity values for your organization’s products or services.

Submit your response
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In which language are you submitting your response?
English

Please confirm how your response should be handled by CDP

I am submitting to Public or Non-Public Submission Are you ready to submit the additional Supply Chain questions?

I am submitting my response Investors
Customers

Public Yes, I will submit the Supply Chain questions now

Please confirm below
I have read and accept the applicable Terms
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	W5.1a
	(W5.1a) For the facilities referenced in W5.1, what proportion of water accounting data has been externally verified?
	Water withdrawals – total volumes
	% verified
	What standard and methodology was used?
	Water withdrawals – volume by source
	% verified
	What standard and methodology was used?
	Water withdrawals – quality
	% verified
	What standard and methodology was used?
	Water discharges – total volumes
	% verified
	What standard and methodology was used?
	Water discharges – volume by destination
	% verified
	What standard and methodology was used?
	Water discharges – volume by treatment method
	% verified
	What standard and methodology was used?
	Water discharge quality – quality by standard effluent parameters
	% verified
	What standard and methodology was used?
	Water discharge quality – temperature
	% verified
	What standard and methodology was used?
	Water consumption – total volume
	% verified
	What standard and methodology was used?
	Water recycled/reused
	% verified
	What standard and methodology was used?

	W6. Governance
	W6.1
	(W6.1) Does your organization have a water policy?

	W6.1a
	(W6.1a) Select the options that best describe the scope and content of your water policy.

	W6.2
	(W6.2) Is there board level oversight of water-related issues within your organization?

	W6.2a
	(W6.2a) Identify the position(s) (do not include any names) of the individual(s) on the board with responsibility for water-related issues.

	W6.2b
	(W6.2b) Provide further details on the board’s oversight of water-related issues.

	W6.3
	(W6.3) Provide the highest management-level position(s) or committee(s) with responsibility for water-related issues (do not include the names of individuals).
	Name of the position(s) and/or committee(s)
	Responsibility
	Frequency of reporting to the board on water-related issues
	Please explain
	Name of the position(s) and/or committee(s)
	Responsibility
	Frequency of reporting to the board on water-related issues
	Please explain
	Name of the position(s) and/or committee(s)
	Responsibility
	Frequency of reporting to the board on water-related issues
	Please explain

	W6.4
	(W6.4) Do you provide incentives to C-suite employees or board members for the management of water-related issues?

	W6.4a
	(W6.4a) What incentives are provided to C-suite employees or board members for the management of water-related issues (do not include the names of individuals)?

	W6.5
	(W6.5) Do you engage in activities that could either directly or indirectly influence public policy on water through any of the following?

	W6.5a
	(W6.5a) What processes do you have in place to ensure that all of your direct and indirect activities seeking to influence policy are consistent with your water policy/water commitments?

	W6.6
	(W6.6) Did your organization include information about its response to water-related risks in its most recent mainstream financial report?

	W7. Business strategy
	W7.1
	(W7.1) Are water-related issues integrated into any aspects of your long-term strategic business plan, and if so how?

	W7.2
	(W7.2) What is the trend in your organization’s water-related capital expenditure (CAPEX) and operating expenditure (OPEX) for the reporting year, and the anticipated trend for the next reporting year?
	Row 1
	Water-related CAPEX (+/- % change)
	Anticipated forward trend for CAPEX (+/- % change)
	Water-related OPEX (+/- % change)
	Anticipated forward trend for OPEX (+/- % change)
	Please explain

	W7.3
	(W7.3) Does your organization use climate-related scenario analysis to inform its business strategy?

	W7.3a
	(W7.3a) Has your organization identified any water-related outcomes from your climate-related scenario analysis?

	W7.3b
	(W7.3b) What water-related outcomes were identified from the use of climate-related scenario analysis, and what was your organization’s response?

	W7.4
	(W7.4) Does your company use an internal price on water?
	Row 1
	Does your company use an internal price on water?
	Please explain

	W8. Targets
	W8.1
	(W8.1) Describe your approach to setting and monitoring water-related targets and/or goals.

	W8.1a
	(W8.1a) Provide details of your water targets that are monitored at the corporate level, and the progress made.
	Target reference number
	Category of target
	Level
	Primary motivation
	Description of target
	Quantitative metric
	Baseline year
	Start year
	Target year
	% of target achieved
	Please explain
	Target reference number
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	Level
	Primary motivation
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	Please explain
	Target reference number
	Category of target
	Level
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	Description of target
	Quantitative metric
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	% of target achieved
	Please explain

	W8.1b
	(W8.1b) Provide details of your water goal(s) that are monitored at the corporate level and the progress made.
	Goal
	Level
	Motivation
	Description of goal
	Baseline year
	Start year
	End year
	Progress

	W9. Verification
	W9.1
	(W9.1) Do you verify any other water information reported in your CDP disclosure (not already covered by W5.1a)?

	W10. Sign off
	W-FI
	(W-FI) Use this field to provide any additional information or context that you feel is relevant to your organization's response. Please note that this field is optional and is not scored.

	W10.1
	(W10.1) Provide details for the person that has signed off (approved) your CDP water response.

	W10.2
	(W10.2) Please indicate whether your organization agrees for CDP to transfer your publicly disclosed data on your impact and risk response strategies to the CEO Water Mandate’s Water Action Hub [applies only to W2.1a (response to impacts), W4.2 and W4.2a (response to risks)].

	SW. Supply chain module
	SW0.1
	(SW0.1) What is your organization’s annual revenue for the reporting period?

	SW0.2
	(SW0.2) Do you have an ISIN for your organization that you are willing to share with CDP?

	SW0.2a
	(SW0.2a) Please share your ISIN in the table below.

	SW1.1
	(SW1.1) Could any of your facilities reported in W5.1 have an impact on a requesting CDP supply chain member?

	SW1.2
	(SW1.2) Are you able to provide geolocation data for your facilities?

	SW2.1
	(SW2.1) Please propose any mutually beneficial water-related projects you could collaborate on with specific CDP supply chain members.

	SW2.2
	(SW2.2) Have any water projects been implemented due to CDP supply chain member engagement?

	SW3.1
	(SW3.1) Provide any available water intensity values for your organization’s products or services.

	Submit your response
	In which language are you submitting your response?
	Please confirm how your response should be handled by CDP
	Please confirm below



