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T his is the opening of the civil society declaration 
summing up two days of meetings and negotiations 
at the Alternative World Water Forum in Marseille, 

France, on the 9th and 10th of March, 2012.  
While the philosophical value of this statement is univer-
sally accepted, Civil society organizations are still strug-
gling to obtain the attention of the United Nations.  This 
is a universally accepted truth that has not been put into 
practice.     
With our diverse backgrounds and viewpoints, we have 
come together to express a shared, humanist message 
about water and the planet.   
While this was a challenge, the result has been particularly 
positive thanks to the participation of more than 300 peo-
ple from 5 different continents and 180 different networks, 
institutions, and universities.  
I hope that you will enjoy reading this document, which is 
the fruit of our two days work.   We want it to be shared.   
The action does not stop here !   We must now promote 
this good work and continue to fight for the adoption of 
the right to water and sanitation for all.   One of our ma-

jor goals is to bring this declaration to the next United 
Nations Conference on sustainable development in Rio in 
June 2012.  
Increasingly frequent environmental and energy crises, in 
combination with a malfunctioning international financial 
system, have made pressure on states, and on the market 
for water resources, worse.   This pressure makes our fight 
for universal water access even more challenging—and 
important.   
We would like to promote an alternative vision of water : a 
vision in which water is a common good that is accessible 
to everyone, and which seeks its protection, as an element 
essential to life.  We feel confident about the work that was 
accomplished in Marseille.  This work was inspired by con-
crete projects and commitments that reflect a changed, 
and strengthened, relationship with nature.  
Let us work towards a new path for humanity, one that is 
based on cooperation and not competition, sharing and 
not waste and destruction. 
Water for all is within our reach, if we truly want it—and if 
we find the means to achieve it.   

WATER, PLANET AND PEOPLES

“Water is not merchandise ; it is a common good that belongs to all of Humanity and the living”

“All people, irrespective of where they live, are made of water, and depend on water to remain alive. In order to guarantee life, hu-
man dignity, the evolution of our civilizations and to maintain the precarious balance of ecosystems for generations to come, we wish 

to take collective responsibility for this unique, fragile, limited natural element that is the first symbol of life on earth”

introduction
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Axis 1 : right to watersynthesis

WORKSHOP 1
GLOBAL RECOGNITION FOR WATER RIGHTS

Moderator: Bernard Drobenko
Speakers: Rosario Lembo, Italian Committee for a World Water Contract, Italy; Rafael Colmenares, 
Referendo por el Derecho Humano al Agua, Colombia
Time and place: Friday, March 9th, 2012  (11h à 13h), Hôtel de région (Marseille)
Note-Takers: Tom Battesti and Emmanuel Gerlin

PROPOSALS JUSTIFICATIONS

Municipalities, State Governments, and Federations 
(The European Union, the African Union, others) must 
legally recognize the right to water.  

In 2010, the United Nations recognized that the right 
to water is a fundamental right.   However, the non-
binding character of this recognition seriously limits 
its impact.   It is essential to clarify the content of this 
recognition through binding international protocol 
or treaties and concrete commitments at the regional 
level.  Governments must include this right in national 
constitutions, or at least guarantee it through legisla-
tion.   This legislation, which must be elaborated with 
the help of local populations, must respect traditional 
values and practices that already tend towards respect 
for water rights.

If we want the right to water to be enforced, states must 
provide both the quantity of water necessary to meet vi-
tal needs to every citizen and/or resident free of cost, and 
the infrastructure necessary to its distribution.   If this is 
to happen, potable water and sanitation services must be 
recognized as universal public services.  Moreover, citi-
zens must be involved in service management.     

The right to water means nothing if it is not enforced.   
States must guarantee their populations access to the 
minimum quantities of water needed for good health, re-
gardless of income.  The privatization of water resources 
has frequently associated higher prices with degraded 
water quality.   Water is essential to life ; it must be an ac-
cessible, well maintained public service.   Moreover, pop-
ulations must be consulted and allowed to participate in 
service management.   Regardless of the cost, govern-
ments must provide a minimum quantity of water (40 
liters per day, per person) to everyone free of cost ; they 
must also provide the infrastructure necessary to good 
hygiene and effectively treat used  (usée) water.   These 
services can be funded by fiscal reforms and progressive 
water pricing.   

All national governments must make the right to water 
legally opposable :  any citizen that does not have access 
to the appropriate quantity of clean water must have ef-
fective legal recourse.   

While the United Nations, not to mention a number of 
national governments, recognize the right to water as a 
human right, this right is non binding because it is not le-
gally opposable.  One of the best ways to fix the situation 
would be to create an administrative, and then judicial, 
authority invested with the powers of enforcing every in-
dividual’s right to clean water.   
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WORKSHOP 2 
EFFECTIVE WATER RIGHTS

Moderator: Rodrigue Olavarria, France Libertés, France
Speakers: Henri Smets, Coalition Eau, France; Karina Kellner, Obusass, France
Participants : Henri Smets,  Coalition Eau, France; Riccardo Petrella, IERPE, Belgium; Gilbert Mit-
terrand, France Libertés, France
Time and place: Friday, March 9th 2012 (11h-13h), Hôtel de région (Marseille)
Note-Takers: Carole Mistral and Amandine Bouche-Spitz

PROPOSALS JUSTIFICATIONS

Guaranteeing effective water rights for everyone means 
funding those rights, in particular for people who do not 
have the means to pay.  Infrastructure and service must 
both be funded. 
Funding can be generated through taxes, collective fi-
nance, progressive pricing (1st tranche free, 2nd tranche 
for general well-being, 3rd tranche for individual costs). 

Free water systems do exist—and have already 
proved their merits.   For example in Flanders, 15 
square meters were granted to the population.  A sim-
ilar action in France would only increase the price of 
water by .5%  according to estimations—and would 
help a large number of families.  This system met with 
great success in Mayotte.   This success lead the sen-
ate to unanimously vote in favor or a ‘water quota’ 
in December 2011, but the National Assembly voted 
against (we have yet to understand their motives).   
Karina KELLNER suggested creating a Water Subsidy, 
based on the housing subsidy in France, which would 
apply to families whose water budget was more than 
3% of the household budget.    The subsidy would be 
calculated based on revenue and on the proportion of 
the household budget.  The subsidy would activate 
automatically ; people would not be required to ask 
for it.  It could be funded through a regional fund or 
through obligatory corporate contributions. 
Progressive pricing systems are in place in South 
Africa, in Malta and in numerous other countries.   
Progressive pricing supports social justice.  The 1st 
tranche would be free or almost free (we considered 
setting the bar at 40-50 liters).  The second tranche 
would be somewhat more expensive. The 3rd tranche, 
which would be applied to what might be qualified as 
luxurious individual consumption, would be very ex-
pensive.  
Government (local or regional) would be responsible 
for the 1st, and possibly the 2nd tranche, as part of 
policies intended to encourage solidarity (as has been 
suggested by Riccardo Petrella).    
To conclude, two prices would be in order : one for 
households, and one for local government, corpora-
tions, the administration, etc. 

If we want EVERYONE to have access to water, water 
management must be transparent, and guaranteed by 
the participation of the public.  This latter principle is 
non-negotiable. 

All citizens must receive a bill for their water services, 
which is not currently the case.  Moreover, bills must 
be clear and comprehensible :  the price of water and 
associated services must be listed in detail for total 
transparence.   Territorial price differences must not 
be allowed.   
Transparent and detailed water bills will give adminis-
trations the information that they need to choose the 
most efficient service management systems. 

PROPOSALS JUSTIFICATIONS

Local wate management must be part of a national strat-
egy.  It must be organized by water basin. 

Water is a common good that should not be privatized 
or viewed as merchandise.   Its management must be 
public.  In Paris, for example, the development of pub-
lic water service saved an estimated 76 million Euros.   
This is therefore a practical, and economical, solution ; it 
can profit large conglomerates, as a member of the CGT 
pointed out. 
It is important to use a watershed based approach to 
avoid conflicts between different administrations.  It is 
also the most efficient approach from a management 
perspective.   Every city would be provided with a wa-
ter agency ; these agencies would be open to the public 
; people would know where to turn in cases of extreme 
water conflict.  Some degree of national management 
would be necessary to avoid price inequality between 
regions. 

Public powers must be responsible for educating high-up 
officials, managers, and water technicians.    

Knowledge and know-how are currently in the hands of 
private enterprise. This makes it difficult for the public 
sector to inform people about water related careers. 
We need to create public training programs that pre-
pare people for these careers.  This knowledge must be 
returned to public hands after having been taken from 
them.  

|Commentary| The question of progressive pricing, and its social impacts, provoked a certain number of disagreements.   
One speaker noted that creating tranches based on the kind of water use would not necessarily have a social impact ; 
because based on household consumption and not on the people who live there.   A single woman, no matter what her 
revenue, will consume less than a poor 5 member family.  Others noted that facilitating water access for the poorest parts 
of the population through public subsidies contradicts water’s status as recognized right.  

Axis 1 : right to watersynthesis
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WORKSHOP 3 
CIVIC EDUCATION AND WATER RIGHTS

Moderator: Lionel Goujon
Speakers : Solène Merrer, Petits débrouillards PACA, France; Christian Villaroel, Chile Sustentable, 
Chile; François Lebec, Institut Européen de Recherche Politique sur l’eau
Date and place: Friday, March 9th, 2012, (11h-13h), Hôtel de région (Marseille)
Note-Takers: Sophie Bos, Laura Cremades and Virginie Antoine

PROPOSALS JUSTIFICATIONS

Use a multidisciplinary approach that relies on debate 
and does not shy away from controversy to encourage 
curiosity and provoke questions about water and water 
use, while educating people about political action and 
civic involvement.

These learning tools make water related issues more ac-
cessible, which stimulates the desire to learn.    The pre-
sentation and role-playing game H2HOMME provides 
an illustrative example.   The association “Les Petits 
Debrouillards,” an alternative education movement, de-
veloped the H2Homme presentation with the goal of ad-
dressing the complexity of this multi-disciplinary theme. 
A group of students completing a degree in water related 
careers explored the debate over public or private gov-
ernance, using an approach that the association devel-
oped.   The arguments that the students came up with 
should be explored in more depth.   

Encourage independent viewpoints and civic expertise 
on water management.   Do not allow the views of multi-
national corporations and the experts that work for them 
to dominate discussions about this theme.   
Include discussions of water and water management in 
formal education, while  encouraging alternative forms 
of education on this topic (for example, Chili’s “Water 
Schools.”)  

If we want to come up with innovative approaches to 
water and water management, we must involve ev-
eryone.   We must develop literacy programs and al-
ternative educational programs aimed at populations 
living near multinational development projects (for ex-
ample, in the case of mining operations in Chili).    The 
debate must not remain within elite circles whose dis-
cussions on these themes are inaccessible to the aver-
age citizen.   Education is necessary if we want citizens 
to become involved. 
In France, the EYES initiative, piloted by the Petits Dé-
brouillads network, is proof that a group of 150 young 
people are capable of significantly increasing collec-
tive involvement through education.   Another French 
movement called “Water Carriers” (Porteurs d’eau), 
organized by France Libertés, encourages individuals 
to defend the concept of access to free, potable water 
for all.      
In Chili, the organization Coordinadora por la defensa 
del agua y la vida conducted a study which lead to the 
development of Water Schools.   The initiative’s goal 
is to make legal frameworks guiding water manage-
ment more comprehensible, by developing charts and 
documents that explain and clarify a series of conflicts 
around water.   It also allows people to learn more 
about mining and hydraulic development projects that 
have had an impact on water resources, in particular 
around glaciers or in the Andes Cordillera. 
Moreover, information about water cycles that are 
offered by multinationals in schools have become in-
effective.   It is urgent to integrate alternative initia-
tives, supported by civil society networks, into educa-
tional programming. 

PROPOSALST JUSTIFICATIONS

Amplify and broaden the European Citizen’s initiative by 
collecting 1 million signatures in hopes of modifying the 
European Water Framework directory:
Include the concept of “common good” 
-As regards water pricing, replace the idea of “recupera-
tion” with the idea of “covering costs.”  
-Replace concepts such as “consultation” and “informa-
tion sharing” with citizen participation in water gover-
nance. 
-Broaden the initiative to include countries outside of the 
European Union. 

The Water Framework Directory is a European policy that 
has set a number of qualitative and quantitative goals to 
be achieved by the year 2015.   These must be re-evaluated 
using the blue print, a European policy evaluation process 
that will take place in October and November 2012.  A citi-
zen’s platform regarding questions of water management 
that will inform and mobilize citizens is currently being 
developed.   The goal of this movement is to make some 
important changes to the directive, while fighting the 
commodification of water by integrating the notion of « 
common goods » into the preamble. 
Citizens outside of the European Union should be included 
in the process of modifying the directive.  

|Commentary| As regards changes ot the Water Framework Directory proposed by the civic movement’s petition:  ques-
tions about water pricing provoked a debate during agora’s proposal review.  The directive’s 9th article proposes replacing 
the term “cost recuperation” with “cost-covering.”  The price of water would be based on an evaluation that includes the 
rate at which costs, maintenance, and infrastructure renewal are covered.   This concept includes the cost of products and 
services related to water-management : running water, for example.  
The directive does not require a specific rate of cost recuperation; member states are allowed a certain amount of flexibil-
ity.  They are allowed to take the social, environmental, and economic impacts of cost covering into account.  The concept 
of ‘cost covering’ has re-opened debates over water gratuity related to its status as a common good.  We hope that this 
information will contribute to transparent water management.  The currently dominant viewpoint hopes to fight the ‘com-
modification’ of water by including the term ‘common good’ in the preambule.  

Axis 1 : right to watersynthesis
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AGORA EFFECTIVE WATER RIGHTS
Moderator: Olivier Milhomme
Resources : José Araya, Observatorio Ciudadano, Chile; Riccardo Petrella, IERPE, Belgium; Henri 
Smets, Coalition Eau, France
Time and place: Friday, March 9th, 2012, (11h-13h), Hôtel de région (Marseille) 
Note-Takers: Carole Mistral and Amandine Bouche-Spitz

PROPOSALS JUSTIFICATIONS

Water rights should not be dominated by an anthropo-
centric vision, but they cannot be limited to environmen-
tal concerns either.   We must find a way to related these 
two viewpoints without combining them.   

The right to water must be legally opposable in all con-
texts, and jurisprudence concerning this topic must be 
internationalized.   The International Penal Court of Jus-
tice must manage water-related questions and become 
guardian to this jurisprudence.  

Water access is a human and an environmental prob-
lem.  Water must be seen as both a right and a good 
that is vital.  In the framework directory, its value is 
seen as mostly environmental, which is somewhat 
limiting.   
Water is a natural right.   Water quality, and the qual-
ity of human life, depends on ecosystems.  If the right 
to water and to a healthy environment are to be re-
spected,    the activities of highly  polluting industries, 
like the mining industry in Latin America, must come 
to a halt.  
Anthropocentrism is reductionist ; men cannot live 
without nature.   If we want this viewpoint to gain 
legitimacy, we need to use international texts to sup-
port local and national battles.   

‘Opposability’ is a legal concept that indicates that 
the right can be ‘opposed’ to an authority that is 
charged with implementing it.  If an opposable right 
is ignored or denied, sanction is required.   We must 
do everything in our power to ‘judiciate’ water rights 
; every citizen must be able to enforce their right to 
clean water in a court of law.  
Jurisprudence must guide water rights legislation.  
All existing courts of justice (in particular the Inter-
national Court of Human Rights) must be able to ad-
dress water rights.  The International Penal Tribunal 
must be able to make legal judgments concerning 
water rights, and to punish corporations that violate 
them.    

International recognition for the right to water must be 
accompanied by recognition for the right to proper sanita-
tion.  It must be obligatory to include both of these rights 
in national constitutions. 

There is not enough citizen participation in the fight for 
water rights or in water management.  It must be obliga-
tory to include the public in decisions that will have an im-
pact on water.   

Water and sanitation rights are inseparable.   Sanita-
tion is an essential health measure.   
Civic initiatives :  petitions in Europe, Costa Rica and 
Bolivia, must demand that these rights be recognized.   
Citizens must also support the idea of including these 
rights in national constitutions. 
Citizens must be included in the regulation and evalu-
ation of water policy.   A prerequisite for increased par-
ticipation is increased education and/or communication 
about water issues.   Most populations are only peripher-
ally aware of water-related issues, which makes it easy 
for them to be manipulated by industrial conglomerates.  
Our main goal is to legitimize the idea that citizens have 
the right to participate in these processes.  As Riccardo 
Petrella reminds us, rights cannot exist without partici-
pation.    
Citizens must be able to participate all funding decisions 
(dams) and management choices (ending contracts). 

|Commentary| Complementary Proposals: When it comes to funding, gratuity must be established for all stakeholders, 
and not just for the poorest of the poor; An International Water Convention must be created (modeled after the conven-
tions created during the 1992 Rio Conference)

Axis 1 : right to waterAGORA
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WORKSHOP 4  
APPROPRIATED TECHNIQUES, AND APPROPRIATION

 BY THE PEOPLE

Moerator: Emmanuel Poilane, France Libertés 
Speakers: Mahaman Adamou, RAIL (Réseau d’Appui aux Initiatives Locales), Niger; Sandrine Vin-
cent, GRDR (Groupe de recherche et de Réalisation pour le Développement Rural); Mary Vattamattam, 
Timbaktu Collective, India
Time and place: Friday, March 9th, 2012 (13h), Hôtel de région (Marseille)
Note-Takers: Beatriz Mencía, Lenny Martínez and Myriam Brandt

PROPOSALS JUSTIFICATIONS

Develop, promote, and implement new  forms of local 
water governance based on the following principles :  
- Formal and informal education.   Inform and educate 
people responsible for water management.   
- Effectiveness of water rights.   Guarantee all citizens 
water access and sanitation by developing appropriate 
sanitary systems and water distribution infrastructure. 
- Participative water management.   Include all stake-
holders in the development of water management poli-
cies (elected officials, technicians, citizens, etc.), in par-
ticular women.   

In most impoverished countries, a lack of financial re-
sources, and ignorance concerning water quality pres-
ervation measures prevent the development of sanita-
tion and water distribution networks.   Some innovative 
forms of governance have been implemented in various’ 
participants home countries, according to the following 
techniques : 
In the city of Tessaoua (Niger), the sanitary network was 
supposed to be improved  to meet  millennium develop-
ment goals.   The NGO RAIL (Niger) used these methods : 
1. Social engineering (ingenieurie sociale) :  hygiene edu-
cation programs in schools (using theatre), and training 
latrine workers. 
2. Construction of basic infrastructure, such as fountains, 
in households.  
In Mali, populations living in both urban and rural areas 
have difficulty accessing water (interruptions in water 
service in cities, exhausted or exhausting water sources in 
rural areas).  The organization GRDR developed its gover-
nance program by : 
1. Educating elected representatives that no longer have 
a clear sense of what their responsibilities are.  Involving 
the commune in the maintenance of the network.  In this 
case, the commune should have its own budget that will 
allow for proper management.  
2. Reestablishing dialogue between elected officials and 
technicians.   
3. Establishing a management committee whose respon-
sibilities are clear.  
4. Creation of a depot for parts and tools in order to reduce 
the price of necessary parts.    
In the state of Andhra Pradesh, in India, a participatory 
educational program provided important information 
concerning planting, soil use, and irrigation techniques. 

Improve, develop, and adapt ancestral water manage-
ment systems using new technologies (satellites, geo-
graphic information systems, etc.) 

In regions with drought problems, traditional 
water management systems could potentially of-
fer sustainable solutions for water collection and 
management problems.  In the state of Andhra 
Pradesh (India), the villagers decided to improve 
and democratize the traditional system of water 
tanks, using a geographical information system 
(SIG) to do the diagnosis and face the droughts and 
the State withdrawal.

Axis 2 : MANAGEMENT TECHNIQUESsynthesis
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PROPOSALS JUSTIFICATIONS

When attempting to manage the entire water cycle, it is 
important to use economic approaches such as progres-
sive pricing.  

When bad quality water is distributed, it spreads mi-
crobial contaminations amongst human and animal 
populations.   These contaminations are a major health 
hazard because they can affect the quality of food and 
prevent people from working efficiently.  These factors in 
turn have an impact on the GDP ; this can be used as an 
argument in political circles.   Moreover, when networks 
are maintained and pricing transparent, they are less un-
wieldy and more efficient. 

WORKSHOP 5 
CIVIC PARTICIPATION IN WATER MANAGEMENT

Moderator: Michel Partage, Association EAU, France
Speakers: Patrick Atohoun, Emmaüs International, Benin; Mary Ann Manahan, Focus on the Global 
South, Phillipines
Time and place: Friday, March 9th, 2012 (13h), Hôtel de région (Marseille)
Note-Takers: Luis Martínez Yunta and Alexis Bernard

PROPOSALS JUSTIFICATIONS

Inform and educate local populations about the impor-
tance of shared water access and management with the 
goal of helping them organize to influence public policy.  
‘A well organized population can do good work.’ 

The vice president of Emmaus International, Patrick 
Atohoun (Benin), told us about the experience of a group 
of roughly 85,000 people living around the Lake Nokoué, 
who did not have access to drinking water.  In spite of 
a number of stumbling blocks, such as social exclusion, 
poverty, and poor education, this group of people was 
able to organize to effectively manage water access in 
total autonomy, which helped them to significantly im-
prove living conditions (hygiene, employment). 

Encourage citizens to cooperate with authorities on deci-
sion making, rather than allowing officials to dominate 
decision making processes (water citizenship).  Promote 
decision making through consensus and include all 
stakeholders so that all positions are represented.    

Mary Anna Manaha, from the Philippines, de-
scribed the situation in New York, where a dra-
matic growth in human activity has lead to a seri-
ous decline in water quality.  The city developed an 
educational program linking environment issues to 
social justice and dynamic governance, thereby go-
ing beyond the rigid, technocratic understanding of 
water management.   

Authorities must recognize the community water man-
agement model, which is currently the most democratic 
and the most efficient means of guaranteeing that all 
stakeholders’ needs be taken into account.  

We must make sure that community organizations re-
sponsible for water management remain not for profit, 
while allowing them to set reasonable prices if revenue is 
necessary to maintain the water infrastructure.  

The current lack of recognition for community water manage-
ment has a number of different negative impacts :  it creates 
economic and political pressures ; encourages corporate fiscal 
models, and demands payment for a natural resource.   Com-
munities that organize to democratically manage water can 
then reinvest benefits in the local economy.  
Democratizing water will not just have an impact on sanitation 
and health.  It will also have a significant impact on regional de-
velopment, in particular as regards children, who spend large 
amounts of time searching for water when they could be in 
school.  

Treating water and getting water to its destination is not 
free ; it is therefore necessary to pay for it in many cases.  
However, prices must remain as low as possible.  In cases 
where there is no popular mobilization around water is-
sues, it is necessary to pressure local governments to 
lower prices. 

Axis 2 : MANAGEMENT TECHNIQUESsynthesis
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PROPOSALS JUSTIFICATIONS

We must place women in positions of authority.  This is 
necessary for both ethical and practical reasons.  If this is 
not possible, they must be informed and educated so that 
they are able to directly participate in decision-making. 

In practice, women are more likely to defend collective 
interests and to make decisions that benefit the group.  

We must establish mechanisms that guarantee social 
management and control over the instances that are re-
sponsible for water management.  

Social control over water will protect individuals from 
mismanagement of a sector upon which they are very 
dependent, and help them to make themselves heard 
in situations of conflict.   Examples from Columbia 
and Algeria prove the potential of community water 
management projects.   However, subsequent (a pos-
teriori) state intervention through water service taxa-
tion remains problematic. 

WORKSHOP 6 
MANAGING CONFLICTS RELATED TO WATER USE 

Moderator: Alfredo Pena-Vega
Speakers: Marie-Laure Vercambre, Green Cross International, Switzerland; Alonso Pastor Madale-
na, Tribunal de las Aguas de Valencia, Spain; Antonio Gustavo Gómez, Federal Court of Tucumán, 
Argentina
Time and place: Friday, March 9th, 2012 (13h), Hôtel de région (Marseille)
Note-Takers: Pedro Cerrada and Maïa Graziani

PROPOSALS JUSTIFICATIONS

We must use lobbying to push governments to ratify and 
transcribe the United Nations Watercourses convention 
(1997) within national legislation.   

Only 40% of the world’s water basins are included in any 
kind of agreement ; and for many, agreements are obso-
lete.   
The United Nations Convention on international bodies of 
water applies to all rivers, lakes, and international ground 
water, which amounts to 40% of the global fresh water 
supply.   The convention includes a number of equitable 
and sustainable management principles.  
If the convention is to be implemented, 35 countries must 
ratify it.  Today, only 24 countries have ratified it and oth-
ers have firmly opposed it (Turkey, Egypt, Brazil, India).  

We must reinforce bilateral collaboration between Latin 
American countries when it comes to management of 
shared water basins.  

Benefits from the use of water at all levels must be shared 
using equitable sharing mechanisms.  

Inclusive and efficient means of elaborating, implement-
ing, and decision making about international water basins 
must be promoted.   With this goal in mind, local and/or 
regional sovereignty when it comes to water management 
and legal action must be encouraged.    

Existing legislation facilitating water access and sanita-
tion rights must be put into practice.  

Legal penalties concerning water pollution must be 
strengthened.  Legal action could take the form of an In-
ternational Tribunal for Environmental Crimes.  

Not a single country from the American continent has signed the 
United Nations Convention on International Bodies of water.   This 
in spite of the multiple international rivers and water basins in Lat-
in America, including the Amazon River, which is 6 992 kilometers 
long (not including tributaries) and crosses 6 different countries :  
Peru, Columbia, Brazil, Bolivia, Venezuela, and Equator.  

The capacities of relevant stakeholders (to be identified) 
must be reinforced.   The many advantages of international 
water resources must be maximized and shared.   This must 
be done so as to equitably and transparently include all con-
cerned states, and provide advantages that benefit every-
one, including the rural poor.    

Civil society participation in water management 
will respond to local development needs, if the 
processes developed with their help lead to more 
equitable and sustainable results.   Local popula-
tions must be consulted at every step of the pro-
cess, if their interests and preoccupations are to be 
represented.  

States that have passed laws regarding water rights do 
not always apply these laws. The laxity affects many of 
the lofty principles that are included in certain interna-
tional declarations, such as the Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights.   

The large corporations that are responsible for eco-
logical crimes have the means to pay the fines that 
are imposed on them ; this is therefore an inefficient 
way to create change.    Corporate bosses and manag-
ers must be imprisoned for environmental and social 
crimes.   It also seems necessary to create efficient le-
gal tools that go above and beyond national environ-
mental laws.  

Axis 2 : MANAGEMENT TECHNIQUESsynthesis
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PROPOSALS JUSTIFICATIONS

If we wish battles against environmental pollution to be 
efficient, we must also take action against the corruption 
of civil servants by holding them legally accountable.   

Corruption is one of the major reasons that envi-
ronmental legislation is inefficient.   Multinational 
corporations often use political contacts to obtain 
authorizations to exploit natural resources or to 
avoid regulations. In Argentina, multinationals cor-
rupt elected officials or pay mafia groups to get rid 
of anyone who protests their actions.  And yet civil 
servants involved in corruption scandals cannot be 
brought to court.   If corruption plays a role in en-
vironmental crimes or infractions, corrupt civil ser-
vants must be held just as responsible as corporate 
bosses.     

As regards environmental protection, it is necessary to 
coordinate laws at the international level and fight the 
existence of « two-speed laws » that encourage the de-
struction of natural resources by transnational corpora-
tions.  

We must create a class of professional ‘experts’ able to 
defend the vision that water belongs to all of humanity, 
if we wish to effectively delegitimize the vision communi-
cated by multinational corporations.   
If we want civil society to be able to defend rights, we 
must contextualize historical and geopolitical situations 
at all levels.  

Most of the experts (corporate lawyers, hydrologists) 
that are internationally recognized are employed by mul-
tinational companies because these last have the means 
to pay them generously.  
Civil Society must be able to match this expertise, and to 
detect problems that can result from, for example, mega 
dams or mines, for example.   Local populations are in 
the best position to give opinions on projects and their 
impact.   With their knowledge, they can provide effec-
tive warnings about environmental change.   We use, and 
build upon, their knowledge if we wish them to be able to 
play this role.  

There is great disparity between European environ-
mental law, which is quite rigorous, and environmen-
tal law in developing countries, which is very per-
missive (for example in Latin America).   This means 
that most projects that have a heavy environmental 
impact are in developing countries.   For example, in 
Uruguay, on the Rio de Plata (on the Argentinean bor-
der), a paper factory called BOTNIA, with a budget 
of over 3 billion$, started operations—with a lot of 
help from the world bank.   The International Court 
of Justice at the Hague condemned Uruguay in April 
2010 for not respecting their obligation to inform 
Argentina about the construction of this factory, as 
required by a 1975 treaty between the two states.   
This condemnation was however not sufficient :  the 
factory continues to pursue activities.   More severe 
regulations are therefore needed, regulations that do 
not encourage multinational corporations to export 
highly polluting activities. 

We must explain international environmental law to lo-
cal populations.  
We must use social pressure to make sure that judges 
take environmental causes seriously. 

In many cases, local populations facing negative en-
vironmental impacts are unaware of the legal tools at 
their disposal.   We must inform them about procedures 
to follow and support them as they do.   We support 
them using the pressure of international civil society 
networks.  
This international solidarity is even more important in 
situations where mobilizations experience violent re-
pression, as has occurred in Argentina in the past (ac-
tivists disappeared) or in Chili (Aysén) where there were 
clashes with security forces.    

PROPOSALS JUSTIFICATIONS

We must encourage North American and European 
NGOs to denounce the international policies of multina-
tional corporations based in their countries.  

European and American NGOs can critique the activi-
ties of multinational corporations based in their coun-
tries through communication campaigns or legal ac-
tion.   
For example, American NGOs could start a campaign 
against the Newmont Mining Corporation in Peru, 
whose activities in the Yanacocha mine, and in particu-
lar in the City of Cajamarca below this mine, have had 
disastrous environmental and sanitary consequences. 

We must create a shared database and a citizen’s plat-
form that will facilitate the coordination and action of 
diverse civil society groups.   

Civil Society does not possess any shared database that 
amasses information that can be used to defend funda-
mental rights.   It also lacks a platform dedicated purely 
to international collaboration.   Developing these tools 
would allow civil society to organize and mobilize much 
more quickly and efficiently in battles against govern-
ments or corporations. 
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WORKSHOP 7
SANITATION

Moderator: Christian Houdus, Eau Vive
Speakers: Natalie Dejean, WECF, Oleg Rotari, ORMAX, Moldova; Victor Munnik, Mvula Trust, South 
Africa; Thierry Jacquet, Phytorestore, France
Time and place: Friday, March 9th, 2012 (13h), Hôtel de région (Marseille)
Note-Takers: Javier Gonzales and Guilhem Richard

PROPOSALS JUSTIFICATIONS

Inform, educate, and involve local communities in water 
management.  Use their input to identify solutions for 
problems affecting any and all stages of the water cycle.    

In Moldavia, most bodies of water are polluted, and 
more than 50% of the population consumes wa-
ter of poor quality without realizing it.   The water 
has become polluted in part because of ignorance 
concerning its source. Another reason is the use 
of latrines.  With the help of the Moldavian popu-
lation, it was possible to complete a national wa-
ter diagnostic and, subsequently, to remove illegal 
substances from the water.  In certain schools, la-
trines were replaced with dry toilets with the help 
of school children.  

Sanitation must rely on appropriate technology that is 
affordable and adapted to local contexts, and that makes 
use of natural purifying processes that put other organic 
products to use.   

The right to water and sanitation must be enforced in ac-
cordance with legal norms.  Whether they apply to access 
to information or funding for infrastructure and services, 
these norms must be executed transparently.    

Phytorestore (a company that works on phytore-
mediation ) installed a natural filtration system 
that that relied on organic collection pits to purify 
a polluted watershed.   The plants that were used 
not only absorbed pollution but provided biomass 
to be transformed into energy, construction mate-
rials, or food.   The use of complementary organic 
material can therefore provide the necessary « 
funding » for water treatment.  
The experience was resounding :  in 3 years, the 
source has become drinkable again.   Natural fil-
tration methods provide low impact solutions 
that do not interrupt the harmony of natural land-
scapes.  

According to Victor Munnik (South Africa), it is essential 
to hold public officials responsible by being demanding 
as regards the quality of public services.   In South Af-
rica, where the poor quality of the water is partially ex-
plained by deposits from the mining sector and partially 
by poor regulation, citizens mobilized, and created or-
ganizations and assemblies.  This pressure lead public 
authorities to work with mining companies to improve 
water quality.  
Direct action is not the most effective solution.   It is 
best to make public authorities more responsible :  wa-
ter is a public service and citizens have the right to be 
demanding.   Local communities must also organize to 
evaluate water services over time. 

AGORA MANAGEMENT TECHNIQUES
Moderator: David Eloy, Altermondes
Speakers: Anne Le Strat, Ville de Paris, ville de Paris-Eaux de Paris, France; Gabriel Amard, Com-
munauté d’agglomération Les Lacs de l’Essonne, France; Margaret Nakato, Katosi Women’s De-
veloppmenFund, Uganda; Nelton Friedrich, Meio Ambiente da Itaipu Binacional, Brazil
Time and place: Saturday, March 10th 2012, (14.30h-16.30h), Hôtel de région (Marseille) 
Note-Takers: Lenny Martínez and Myriam Brand

PROPOSALS JUSTIFICATIONS

Promote efficient local governance based on 3 principles:  
- Educate and inform all actors implicated in the entire 
water cycle. 
- Involvement of citizens and communities, with an em-
phasis on the inclusion of women. 
- Use of appropriate technologies. 

We must facilitate citizen participation in the develop-
ment, and implementation, of progressive water pricing.  
Water management must be transparent.  

It is necessary to involve citizens in management and decision 
making because the issues being addressed are territorial is-
sues that affect local services.  If we want citizens to partici-
pate in a meaningful way, we must educate and inform them.  
It is always necessary to differentiate between local, national, 
and international management.  Solutions for global prob-
lems must be developed through informed local manage-
ment.  

Promote new educational methods.  For Nelton Friedrich 
(The environmental director of Itapu International, Bra-
zil), we must develop ‘eco-pedagogy,’ establish a ‘water 
culture,’ and bring it to the streets if we want to reach our 
goals.  Informal education must also be considered. 

Governments must guarantee the right to water by de-
veloping water management methods that are both par-
ticipative and adapted to local circumstances.  We must 
translate what is ratified on paper (the right to water) in to 
effective practices (the right of water). 

Make the wellbeing of water, as a resource, and the eco-
systems that support it, central to water management 
policies (ecosystemic approach to watersheds). 

Although water access is a right, this does not mean 
it is free.   It is costly to maintain water distribution 
and sanitation infrastructure.  
Progressive pricing is one of the most efficient and 
equitable participative management systems.  This 
model bases pricing on the quantity of water con-
sumed and how it is used (industrial use, personal 
use, agricultural use, other).   It also guarantees wa-
ter access to populations that do not have the means 
to pay for it.  

Finding new educational methods :  dialogue and exchange 
are necessary, especially in situations where one viewpoint 
is dominant.  We must educate and inform, re-evaluate the 
current educational system.  Not only has  it  separated the 
mind from the body and the economy from the environ-
ment, but it is dominated by anthropocentric thinking.  

Questioning traditional water management knowledge, im-
posing infrastructures that demand a colossal budget with-
out consulting the local population, and the environmental 
damage inflicted by corporations,  will result in the disappear-
ance of local communities.  
The Itaipú dam (‘the stone that rings’ in the Guarani lan-
guage) is only second to the Three Gorges Dam in China in en-
ergy production.   To construct it, it was necessary to redirect 
the Paranà river.   This dam is situated between Paraguay and 
Brazil, in an indigenous Guarani area.  Its social and environ-
mental impact has been huge.  

Many countries include the right to water in their legis-
lation, but this is not reflected in their practices.   
Margaret Nakato’s experience in Uganda illustrates the 
large divide between what is written in conventions and 
what occurs in reality.  How can we cross this divide ?
Moreover, the state has suggested privatizing water 
resources.  Civil society is opposed to this project and 
argues that the population should be able to manage 
water resources themselves.   One of the problems, 
however, is that they do not master the new technolo-
gies needed to do so.  

Axis 2 : MANAGEMENT TECHNIQUES AGORA
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WORKSHOP 8
CULTURE, ETHICS, AND ENVIRONMENTAL EDUCATION

Moderator: Philippe Patouraux
Speakers: Elizabeth Vargas, CGIAB - CIPCA, Bolivia; Sarah Staub, GABNOR FNAB, France
Time and place: Saturday, March 10th, 2012 (10.45h-12.45h), Hôtel de région (Marseille)
Note-Takers: Javier Gonzales and Guilhem Richard

PROPOSALS JUSTIFICATIONS

Authorities responsible for water management must 
take the entire water cycle into account.   If we wish them 
to do so, we must inform and educate (both formally and 
informally) them, along with the general population, 
about the wide range of existing visions and interpreta-
tions of water.

Projects working to improve sanitation and reduce 
pollution are complicated by a lack of relevant infor-
mation.    In the Picard-Artois basin, 60 % of all water 
collection zones are abandoned when they become too 
polluted.   Most of this pollution is caused by local ag-
ricultural practices.  After consulting with a variety of 
different stakeholders in the region (mayors, farmers, 
citizens), an organic farming project was launched.   Lo-
cal farmers were unaware that their farming practices 
were damaging to the soil and the water, but with more 
information and access to high quality training, 5 local 
farms converted to organic farming and local soil and 
water pollution levels were significantly reduced.   In-
volving all stakeholders contributed greatly to the suc-
cess of this project. 

Water must be seen not just as a commodity, but as a cul-
tural and a spiritual phenomenon as well.   This broader 
vision of water must be adopted by international institu-
tions such as the United Nations.  

In Bolivia, Indian peoples enjoy sovereignty with-
in the protected TIPNIS (Indigenous Territory and 
National Isiboro-Secure Park) territory. For these 
groups, the territory is not limited to the land itself, 
but includes the flora and fauna as well.   In their 
culture, plants and animals are part of a divine sys-
tem; disregarding them is a religious offense.   In Af-
rica, animistic religions are very widespread.   These 
realities must be taken into account when making 
decisions. 

Local populations must be consulted before starting any 
water related projects.   Such consultations should be 
obligatory and prior to decision making.

In Bolivia, authorities wanted to construct a highway 
that they viewed as essential for the country’s develop-
ment.    And yet, this highway would have cut through the 
protected TIPNIS region, which is Indian property.   Since 
1997, it has been obligatory to consult local populations 
before making any decisions that will affect this terri-
tory.    This project, however, was begun without doing 
so.   Indian groups, along with a number of local ecologi-
cal organizations, immediately protested.  The project is 
now being re-evaluated with the goal of  protecting the 
interests of all stakeholders.

Axis 3 : WATER AND THE ENVIRONMENTsynthesis
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WORKSHOP 9 
GOVERNANCE, DEMOCRACY, AND TERRITORIAL ACTION AGAINST 

THE EXPLOITATION OF NATURAL RESOURCES

Moderators: Maria-Theresa Nera-Lauron, Levinia Francisco, IBON International, Phillipines
Speakers: José Araya, Observatorio Ciudadano, Chile; Bibiana Salazar, Corporación Ecológica y 
Cultural Penca de Sábila, Colombia
Time and place: Saturday, March 10th, 2012, (10.45h-12.45h), Hôtel de région (Marseille)
Note-Takers: Sophie Bos, Laura Cremades and Virginie Antoine

PROPOSALS JUSTIFICATIONS

Guarantee local populations access to fundamental 
rights, in particular as regards water access.  

In most countries, populations affected by envi-
ronmental conflicts lack the means to make their 
situations known.   They have little or no legal re-
course when their rights are violated.  
It is necessary to support local populations by tak-
ing their complaints seriously.   The new legislation 
must respect their rights.  
Local populations in Valdivia (Chili) fighting the ar-
rival of a cellulose factory clashed with the govern-
ment and the police.   This example demonstrates 
how necessary it is for citizens to engage in direct 
action when their rights are violated and their en-
vironment disrespected.   In particular when they 
are supported by the media, popular movements 
can create collective  awareness and ‘ground up’ or 
grassroots action  (popular lobbying).  
The 169th convention of the International Labor 
Organization, relative to indigenous and tribal 
peoples, is a strategic legal tool when it comes to 
enforcing citizens’ rights.   It is a legally binding 
international instrument open to ratification.  It 
specifically addresses indigenous and tribal rights. 
Chili ratified this convention in 2008 and should by 
extension adapt its legislation, its policies, and its 
programs to the rules included in the convention.  
It must also integrate all of the articles of the con-
vention into national law.  

Encourage the establishment of an Environmental Con-
flict Observatory that would prevent environmental risks 
and conflicts and systematize data.  

An Environmental Conflict Observatory would give 
more weight to local populations.  It would seriously 
consider their complaints through the lens of local 
and international law.  It would analyze resource ex-
ploitation and help to predict conflicts linked to land 
and water use.   It would store information about a 
wide variety of situations and make it easier to con-
front governments that violate environmental laws. 
The Observatory must establish diagnostics to pre-
serve the environment and develop solutions for en-
vironmental problems.   These must guarantee the 
preservation of natural areas and cultural diversity, 
and protect defenders of natural rights. 

PROPOSALS JUSTIFICATIONS

Demand stricter water and ecosystem protection regula-
tions :  impose environmental impact studies before ev-
ery territorial planning or natural resource exploitation 
project ; require that these studies be carefully executed. 

Before implementing any project that will have 
an impact on water resources, all members of the 
population who will be directly or indirectly affect-
ed by the project must be consulted.  Governments 
should not authorize any activities that may cause 
environmental damage without first conducting an 
environmental impact study.   This study must take 
soil and water pollution indicators and national leg-
islation into account, and it must require local par-
ticipation.  When a project is examined closely be-
fore implementation, there are better chances that 
it will be less harmful to the environment. 
It is a question of systematically proposing com-
pensatory measures to alleviate negative project 
impacts.  The more an activity pollutes, the more it 
will cost. 

Implement a system of exponential penalties.   The ob-
jective would be to make it more expensive to fight pollu-
tion, by associating heavier penalties with environmen-
tal ‘crimes’ that impact water resources.     
No longer function according to the ‘polluter pays’ logic ; 
replace this logic with prevention and conservation mea-
sures.    

We must give people a clearer sense of the connection 
between their local territories and the global context. 
We must regulate corruption and conflicts of interest 
more effectively.  

The commodification of water is a source of conflict at 
the local level.  Connecting local conflicts to the global 
context will paralyze projects that have a local impact ; 
even more so when the corporations investing are for-
eign, as was the case in Chili.   The global reaches of this 
conflict must be made apparent ; we also need to focus 
on bringing attention to the political corruption and 
conflicts of interest that make such projects, which are 
frequently justified by the imperative to encourage eco-
nomic growth, possible. 

The idea is to stop using the ‘polluter pays’ logic pro-
mulgated by the Environmental Code, which charges 
corporations with the payment of pollution prevention 
and reduction fees (as well as the cost of fighting exist-
ing pollution).  The ‘polluter pays,’ an economic principal 
adopted by the OECD in 1972, is intended to associate 
the costs of fighting pollution with pollution itself.  It is a 
foundational pillar of environmental policy in developed 
countries.  
In France, the ‘polluter pays’ principal is applied through 
taxes that are applied to water sanitation and trash col-
lection.   There is reason to believe that this tax is not a 
convincing deterrent, however.   And activities intended 
to undo pollution are hardly effective.  We would be bet-
ter off taking action before pollution occurs ; costs associ-
ated with fighting pollution should be rerouted towards 
prevention and conservation efforts.

Public employees must be educated about environmen-
tal issues. 

Public law-enforcement agencies are frequently not 
educated about environmental issues and lack ex-
pertise in this domain. They can therefore not be ex-
pected to make environmentally informed choices 
about economic development projects of this kind. In 
Columbia, for example, civil servants are not familiar 
with environmental legislation.  As they do not realize 
that environmental protection is necessary, they can 
not effectively act at the local level. 

Axis 3 : WATER AND THE ENVIRONMENTsynthesis
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WORKSHOP 10 
WATER, AGRICULTURE, AND FOOD SOVEREIGNTY

Moderator: Geneviève Ancel, Dialogues en  humanité, Communauté Urbaine de Lyon, France
Speakers: Frédéric Apollin, AVSF, France; Rolland Vibal, Association des paysans  irrigants de la rivière Massim, 
Fédération paysanne nationale AMA, Phillipines; Prakash Tyagi, GRAVIS, India
Time and place:  Saturday, March 10th, 2012 ,(10.45h-12.45h), Hôtel de région (Marseille)
Note-Takers: Beatriz Mencía, Lenny Martínez and Myriam Brandt

PROPOSALS JUSTIFICATIONS

Agricultural policies must invest in, and sustainably sup-
port, family farming and agro-ecology.  These agricultur-
al models are based on 3 main principles :  
- adaptation to local ecological capacities
- use of appropriate technologies
- local participation in natural resource management 
(land, water, etc.)

Agro-ecology relies on simple and intelligent water use 
techniques and provides effective solutions for climate 
change.   It follows the natural rhythm of the soil, uses less 
water, pollutes less, and produces better quality food (and 
therefore has a better effect on health).  

Land and property policies must institutionalize equita-
ble agricultural land management policies and guarantee 
the right to water

If we want to prevent rural exodus, it is necessary to bal-
ance different kinds of water use (industrial, agricultural, 
energy related, domestic).  

We cannot let governments opt out of their responsibil-
ity to provide and maintain irrigation services.  When the 
state disengages, the cost of maintenance falls to agri-
cultural communities that do not have the necessary fi-
nancial means.  

Water distribution cannot be controlled by the mar-
ket : the right to water and the right to food are in-
timately linked.   They are both included in interna-
tional law.  
Although the agricultural sector has become progres-
sively weaker over the last few years, it remains the 
largest employer (37% of the active population) in 
the Philippines.   Productivity has been negatively ef-
fected by the following factors : over concentration of 
property in the hands of a few families, a dismantling 
of rural public policy accelerated by structural read-
justment, higher material costs, and climate change 
(recurrence of the El Niño phenomenon).  

Farmers compete with corporations, agro-indus-
tries, and industrial forestry for access to land and 
water.   Their lack of  economic or political weight 
makes them vulnerable to economic and climactic 
realities.  

Prakash Tyagi (GRAVIS, India) works primarily in the 
desert.  This organization, which was founded in 1983, 
treats water in 1 000 villages, where 1 million people live.   
The organization focuses on the link between water and 
health through education (about water related diseas-
es, in schools) and water collection techniques (under-
ground reservoirs, infiltration wells, pond construction 
and repair).  

WORKSHOP 11  
SUSTAINABILITY, ECO-MANAGEMENT 

AND HUMAN ACTIVITY

Moderator: David Blanchon, Université de Paris Ouest, France
Speakers: Pedro Arrojo, Eau, Rivières et Peuples, Spain; Raquel Neyra,Tierra y Libertad, Peru
Time and place: Saturday, March 10th, 2012, (10.45h-12.45h), Hôtel de région (Marseille)
Note-Takers: Pedro Cerrada and Maïa Graziani

PROPOSALS JUSTIFICATIONS

Water must be viewed as one component amongst many 
that make up aquatic systems, and not just as an isolat-
ed commodity.  

Categorizing water as a « resource » implies that it is 
possible to isolate it for commercial purposes.   This 
characterization is associated with market regula-
tions.   And yet, while the market is able to manage 
isolated resources like water and wood, it is not ca-
pable of managing entire ecosystems (watersheds, 
forests). If we wish to create a new water ‘culture,’ 
we must associate it with environmental and social 
concerns. 

Rights to clean water can affect a variety of needs.  For 
example, artisanal fishing can provide populations with 
dietary protein.  We must take advantage of connections 
such as these.  

Poor populations get most of their protein from fish-
ing.  But the water pollution and ecological upheav-
als caused by mega damns has lead to the extinction 
of several species of fish.   This was the fate of the 
sardine, which normally lay their eggs at the river’s 
mouth.  

It is necessary to broaden our fight for water rights to in-
clude other  rights such as the right to exist.    

We must do our utmost to use peaceful peoples’ move-
ments as an effective means of influencing political deci-
sions.  

It must be obligatory to consult with local populations 
before beginning any project that will affect water re-
sources and/or the ecosystem.   

We must use international pressure to influence govern-
ments that do not respect their own environmental laws 
or whose lack of appropriate legislation results in serious 
environmental problems.  

Latin American’s peoples’ movements are not lim-
ited to the fight for water rights.  They are also 
fighting for the right to live on their land, the right 
to a healthy environment, and the right to preserver 
their ecosystems.   Finally, they are also defending 
their ancestral cultures and their right to maintain 
their customs.  

We need to build upon experiences such as the Non 
Violent March of Cajamarca, in Peru, and the Ronda 
Campesina.   These initiatives have helped civil re-
sistance movements to organize better and made 
it difficult to demonize the movement. They also 
make the injustices suffered by local communities 
more visible.  

Local communities (indigenous and local peoples, peas-
ants) should be included in negotiations between multina-
tional corporations and governments when projects under 
consideration will affect their land.

Informing non governmental organizations (and other 
groups) in countries where multinational corporations 
are based is an efficient way to prevent environmental 
damage.  

Axis 3 : WATER AND THE ENVIRONMENTsynthesis
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PROPOSALS JUSTIFICATIONS

An entity capable of addressing countries that neglect 
social and environmental justice must be created.   

Many states allow multinational corporations to exploit 
local resources without first evaluating the environmen-
tal impact of said projects (incomplete reports, or reports 
completed by experts aligned with corporate interests).   
Regulating the activities of multinational corporations 
has also been problematic in the past, for example in the 
case of the Newmont corporation, which rinsed mineral 
products from the Yanacocha mine with re-routed water 
from the Rio Grande for years, seriously polluting water 
distributed at Cajamarca (Peru).  

Keep citizens informed about the negative impacts of the 
mining industry, strengthen other economic sectors so 
that mining lobbies are less powerful.   
Reform legal and administrative frameworks that apply 
to mining activities to include environmental and social 
protections for communities living in concerned territo-
ries (a good example of this is the Fujimori mining law, 
1992). 

Prioritize economic activities that reduce consumption 
and help us to move away from the productivist model, 
which consumes large amounts of energy and frequently 
disregards environmental concerns.  

Growth models in developed countries rely on consump-
tion, and developing countries are now adopting these 
models.  This productivist, consumerist model leads to 
unnecessary waste that exhausts the earth’s natural 
resources, in particular in developing countries, where 
extractive industries are growing. 

In Peru, the media supports the mining industry by popular-
izing the idea that it is necessary for economic development.   
And yet in reality the extractive industry is only responsible 
for a very small part of the GDP (4-5%) and an even smaller 
percentage of national employment (2-3%).   Fishing and 
Agriculture form a much larger proportion of the GDP.  More-
over, the mining industry has a negative impact on fishing 
and agriculture because it affects the ecosystem. 
People must be informed about the short, mid, and long-
term effects that the mining industry has on the envi-
ronment, and on the threats that this industry poses to 
aquatic ecosystems, to the land, to the health of local 
populations, etc.

AGORA WATER AND THE ENVIRONMENT
Moderator: Ruth Stegassy
Resources Yves Richard, CCFD Coordination Sud, France; Natalia Dejean, WECF, France; Cristian 
Villarroel, Chile Sustentable, Chile
Time and place: Saturday, March 10th, 2012, (10.45h-12.45h), Hôtel de région (Marseille) 
Note-Takers: Pedro Cerrada, Beatriz Mencía and Maïa Graziani

PROPOSALS JUSTIFICATIONS

Civil society must be better educated about water qual-
ity and the negative impact that poor water quality can 
have on health.  

We must create an international observatory that will 
track environmental and water-related conflicts.   

Water access is a major global challenge.   Today, 1.1 bil-
lion people in the world do not have access to drinking 
water, and 2.6 billion are lacking basic sanitation.   Wa-
ter is the number one cause of mortality in the world 
and ills 34,000 people each day (through sicknesses 
related to polluted or non-potable water).  According 
to the world health organization, it is essential to edu-
cate all citizens (children, adults, teachers, politicians) 
about these issues.  Globally speaking, everyone must 
be made aware of the impact that poor quality water 
has on health.   
People must therefore be educated about tools and in-
dicators that measure water quality. 

We must work to include women in water management at 
all levels.  

We must evaluate all corporate impacts on the environ-
ment, whether positive or negative.

This observatory would prevent policies that will have 
a negative affect on the environment and react against 
those already in place.  It would work to guarantee the 
application of environmental laws and encourage in-
ternational environmental legislation.  It could also : 
- Look into current policy, and identify which policies 
encourage over-consumption in developed countries ; 
- Develop methods to evaluate and prevent environ-
mental risks.
It would also evaluate the validity of environmental 
impact studies, and revise them if necessary

Experience has shown that in many cases, women are bet-
ter at managing water than men.  And yet, women are rarely 
represented within institutions responsible for water man-
agement. Because they are usually in charge of collecting 
water for both farming and consumption purposes, women 
are the first to be impacted by water-related projects in de-
veloping countries. 

Citizens must be fully informed about industrial activities
(in particular energy production activities) that have an im-
pact on the environment, on water resources, or on ecosys-
tems in general.   This information must come from indepen-
dent organizations that are not linked to industrial projects.   
An International Observatory on Environmental Conflicts 
and Water issues, or an international platform that allows 
for the collaboration of civil society groups, could achieve this 
task.   Social networks could also play a role.  
With organizations such as these, it would be easier to en-
courage widespread boycotts of corporations whose activi-
ties seriously damage the environment.  

Axis 3 : WATER AND THE ENVIRONMENT AGORA
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PROPOSALS JUSTIFICATIONS

We must work towards the creation of an International 
Penal Court for Environmental Crimes.  
Environmental infractions of a certain scale should be 
considered crimes against humanity.
National courts for environmental crimes must be cre-
ated. 

An International Penal Court would hold the directors 
of multinational corporations, who frequently have 
more power and influence than sovereign govern-
ments, responsible for their actions.   Moreover, be-
cause their activities are international, holding these 
corporations responsible at the national level is insuf-
ficient.  
In these courts, crimes should be punishable by im-
prisonment.   Because multinationals have more than 
enough money to pay the fines that are imposed on 
them, these measures are ineffective. 
We believe that the introduction of a new crime 
against humanity will help prevent serious environ-
mental damage.  National courts against environmen-
tal crimes would play an important role in countries 
such as the United States (where the status of mul-
tinational corporations makes it impossible to hold 
them accountable otherwise). 

Corporations must not only be held responsible for envi-
ronmental damage that they have caused, but be asked to 
repare this damage. 

We must support the ratification of the  169th Convention 
of the International Labor Organization and the applica-
tion of its 6th article concerning « Consultation and par-
ticipation. » 
Whenever a new project is proposed, public consultation 
with all local populations living within affected territories 
must be obligatory.  This consultation must go above and 
beyond the limits fixed by convention mentioned above.    

We must work towards social and economic paradigms 
that are more ethical and more sustainable than those 
that are currently dominant.    

The 169th convention of the OIT Convention recommends con-
sulting indigenous people in cases where there is a possibility 
that they will be directly impacted. 
This convention is a first step, but it is not sufficient.   Not only 
is it geographically limited in its application, but it privileges in-
digenous people over other local populations (farmers, village 
residents).  
It is therefore necessary to expand the obligation to consult indig-
enous peoples to include all affected sectors of the population. 

The current economic model relies on consumption 
and waste (virtual water).    This system must be 
questioned, in developed and in developing coun-
tries. 
Developed countries must re-evaluate their con-
sumption habits.   Developing countries must refuse 
this model, and come up with development models 
that are more sustainable (transport, sanitation, 
etc.), based on alternative social, ethical, spiritual, 
and cultural values.  
Water must encourage peace and cooperation. 

In the same spirit, corporations must be required to repare 
environmental damage (depollute if they have polluted, re-
plant forests that have been destroyed, etc.).  This will help 
us avoid situations like that which occurred in Patagonia 
(1,500 oil-related accidents in 10 years, recognized by local 
authorities).   Another possibility would be to require cor-
porations to install depollution systems before beginning 
activities. 

PROPOSALS JUSTIFICATIONS

We must protect and reinforce rural communities local 
management initiatives.

In certain countries, rural communities successfully man-
age water resources. Drinking Water Cooperatives and 
Committees in Chili provide a good example.   These com-
mittees are non-profit rural community organizations 
guided by the following principals : 
- Administrators of the committees are also water-
users.   They are therefore naturally compelled to be 
responsible. 
- The committees are responsible for both manage-
ment and administration of physical and financial re-
sources.   This has resulted in more efficient manage-
ment and more flexible decision-making.  
- The committees include an educational component 
: they reinforce technical capacities and educate lo-
cal communities about water basin management and 
restoration.  This encourages interest in conservation. 
The committees do confront some difficulties : they are 
dependent on watersheds that are not their property, 
and which are used for a number of different purposes 
that are frequently incompatible with the sustainable 
provision of high-quality water.  Generally speaking, 
the legal framework and institutional planning con-
cerning land use where the watershed is located are 
not totally adapted to the goals of the project.   
These forms of organization can only be found in rural 
areas.   In urban zones, private corporations are re-
sponsible for providing water, and consumers are ex-
cluded from water management.  

We must strengthen and promote family and traditional 
agriculture.  

We must promote the integrated management of aquatic 
ecosystems.   .

Traditional, and ecological, agriculture uses a sustain-
able model that protects water sources and watersheds 
to produce high quality food.  
Land grabbing by multinational corporations replaces 
traditional farms with intensive, highly polluting plan-
tations.  We must keep in mind that peace depends on 
our capacity to maintain water quality.  
Traditional agricultural models prevent excessive ur-
banization by providing opportunities to family units in 
rural areas.

Aquatic ecosystems depend on access to high quality 
drinking water, on hygiene and cleanliness, and on food 
sovereignty.  Water is vital to both agriculture and fish-
ing.   Fish is often viewed as the ‘protein of the poor’ 
because it is the primary source of protein for poor pop-
ulations.  
In damaging aquatic ecosystems, corporations and/or 
governments are depriving a large part of the world’s 
population of an essential food source.   
Agriculture is also threatened by deteriorating water 
quality. 

Axis 3 : WATER AND THE ENVIRONMENTAGORA
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PROPOSALS JUSTIFICATIONS

We must draw attention to the ‘investment protection 
rules’ that are frequently hidden in commercial treaties.

During the negotiation of commercial treaties, lob-
bies often push for the inclusion of investment pro-
tection rules.   This has the effect of re-casting the 
role of the state :  its goal is no longer to improve 
living conditions for citizens and residents, but to 
guarantee investment rights and protect corpora-
tions from loss.  
We cannot let states implement more and more re-
strictive protection measures for corporations.  Their 
role is not to protect the private goods of a few key 
stakeholders while neglecting collective rights.  

We must create an economic indicator that measures 
aquatic capital. 

Aquatic capital indicators would allow us to measure 
the value of aquatic ecosystems and to measure the 
quality and the quantity of water in each territory.  It 
would also allow us to track the evolution of these re-
sources over time.   
This tool would facilitate, and make it easier to critically 
evaluate, environmental impact studies conducted be-
fore large-scale projects (mines, mega-dams, shale gas 
fracking). 
An aquatic capital indicator could be developed using 
the Human Development Indicators, or the hydric foot-
print, as a model.    

Axis 3 : WATER AND THE ENVIRONMENTAGORA
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PROPOSALS JUSTIFICATIONS

If we wish to stop over-consuming energy resources and 
reform current development models, we must signifi-
cantly reduce the way we use energy by relocalizing our 
economies. In particular, we need to focus on  transpor-
tation, which depends heavily on fossil fuels.  

Political authorities in charge of water management 
must distinguish between different water uses.  
This would allow a progressive pricing system to 
be applied to different kinds of water usage (higher 
prices for those who consume and pollute the most, 
lower prices for those who only use as much water 
as they need to live). It is also necessary to limit 
the amount of water that can be taken from a single 
water source, if we wish to avoid overuse and create 
sustainable ecosystems and to make highly polluting 
practices less affordable (extraction of tar sands, in 
particular). 

Industrial consumer societies freely exploit natural re-
sources without considering how much energy and water 
they are consuming (mining, non-conventional gasses, or 
evaluating the social and environmental impacts of this 
consumption (dam construction, population movements). 
In Peru, for example, energy shortages are threatening 
the development of 15 different copper, gold, and silver 
mining projects.  Faced with this reality, the Peruvian gov-
ernment is currently searching for new energy sources 
(new dams, hydroelectric power plants).  They have not 
significantly questioned the development model that lead 
to said shortages. 

Agricultural and Industrial sectors freely use water from 
streams, rivers, and lakes, and return polluted water to 
the earth.   
- The FAO (Food and Agriculture Organization) has esti-
mated that 80% of the world’s fresh water is used for far-
ming purposes. 
- The extraction of tar sands in open air mines, and the 
extraction of tar through wells require large amounts of 
water and energy. Tar mining and separation rely on water 
and steam at temperatures as high as 300 degrees Celsius. 

States must outlaw the use of non-conventional hydro-
fuels (shale gas, tar sand).   It is necessary, moreover, to 
stop importing hydrofuels.  

The extraction of non conventional hydrofuels 
results in serious, long-lasting damage to the 
environment, in particular to water resources 
(intensive water use and pollution of the ground 
water).  
For example, the density of gas supplies found in 
the European shale, which is between 2000 and 
2500 meters under ground, is variable. To make 
shale mining profitable, it is necessary to frac-
ture the shale, using hydraulic fracking, in mul-
tiple locations.  Each fracking requires between 
15 and 20 million liters of water, mixed with over 
500 chemicals.  

WORKSHOP 12  
ENERGY PRODUCTION AND THREATS TO WATER 

Moderator : 
Speaker: Mourik Bueno de Mesquita, Centro Bartolomé de la Casas, Peru     
Time and place: Saturday, March 10th, 2012, (10.45h-12.45h), Hôtel de région (Marseille)
Note-Takers: Tom Battesti and Emmanuel Gerlin

axis 4 :  WATER AND ENERGYsynthesis
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PROPOSALS JUSTIFICATIONS

If we want water management and access to be trans-
parent, citizens must not be excluded.  Moreover, any de-
cision to allow energy industries that rely on water must 
be made with citizen input.  

Faced with realities such as these, populations have 
rightly become interested in water management, and 
their desire to become involved is legitimate.  Cre-
ating more transparent water management systems 
and corporate or public water use, and encouraging 
people to question the arrival of energy industries, is 
fundamental.    

|Commentary| This workshop was intended to address all forms of water-based energy production, but most of the de-
bates concerned non conventional hydrofuels.  It is for this reason that all of our proposals are restricted to this theme ; 
however, they can be broadened to include other energy industries. 

axis 4 :  WATER AND ENERGYsynthesis

WORKSHOP 13 
WATER, ENERGY AND RIGHTS

Moderator: Sylvie Romangin, Association Eau Publique
Speakers: Ronack Monabay, Les Amis de la Terre, France; Ceveriano Silva, Asociación Tekoha, Paraguay
Time and place: Saturday, March 10th 2012 (10h45-11h45). Hôtel de région  (Marseille)
Note-Takers: Carole Mistral and Amandine Bouche-Spitz

PROPOSALS JUSTIFICATIONS

Local energy production should be encouraged.   Micro-
production units, that produce less than 10 mega watts, 
must be developed if we want to allow for local manage-
ment, and increased access to electricity.   Bank funding 
for projects that involve more than 10 megawatts (from 
private banks, the World Bank, or the BEI) should be 
stopped.  

Populations living near large dams rarely have access 
to the energy that they provide.  In most cases, this 
energy, which is destined for developed countries, 
contributes mainly to the profits of multinational 
corporations.    For example, a large dam project in 
the Democratic Republic of the Congo uses overhead 
power transmission lines spanning over 5,800 kilo-
meters to deliver electricity to South Africa and Eu-
rope.   
If we want to enforce the right to energy and to elec-
tricity, low cost local solutions must be developed.  
Local communities can only manage small energy 
production units, which they then benefit directly 
from.   While this solution requires time, it also al-
lows local communities to become autonomous in 
their energy production and consumption,  and to 
avoid the lobbying of large energy production groups. 

Funding for hydroelectric projects (from banks or from 
the state) should include recommendations from the 
World Dam Commission in their framework directives.
Moreover, concerned populations should participate in 
decision making processes, and all alternatives should be 
taken into consideration.   Adjacent populations should 
be the primary beneficiaries of electricity projects.   If rec-
ommendations concerning populations’ rights, including 
their right to water, are not respected, funding should be 
withheld and legal action taken.

Large dams of more than 10 megawatts destroy ecosys-
tems and local environments, as is illustrated by Encar-
nación Province in Paraguay.  
The Dam Commission has established construction rec-
ommendations for projects of this magnitude.   We must 
look for alternatives to this kind of energy source.   Citi-
zens, as well as  social and environmental norms, must 
be taken into account.   Once these recommendations 
have been integrated into the framework directive for 
Dam Construction, it will be possible to hold corpora-
tions legally responsible when they are not enforced.   
As we search for alternatives and solutions, we can rely 
on input from a variety of countries.  If this is to work, 
we need frequent communication and total transpar-
ence.   
Dams are often portrayed as clean, low-cost energy 
sources, but they rarely achieve their objectives.   Ac-
cording to recent statistics, they only produce up to 55 
percent of predicted energy flows, while they cost, on 
average, 50 percent more than expected. 

States owe it to their people to apply, and respect, environ-
mental and water-related legislation, in accordance with 
norms of international justice. 
In the absence of such legislation, a case concerning water 
pollution generated by mining activities is going to be heard 
by the International American Commission of Human Rights 
on March 28th, 2012.   This is a first.

It must be possible to address non-respect for the right to 
water, as well as crimes and infractions involving natural re-
sources, in a court of law.   An international water tribunal and 
for the respect of nature must be created ; the International 
Penal Court can serve as a model.   An international bureau 
of prosecutors specialized in crimes against the environment 
must also be established.  
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PROPOSALS JUSTIFICATIONS

Alternative energy must be encourage via green and lo-
cal projects, for example though trash collection and citi-
zen initiatives. 

There are many alternatives to dams : solar or wind en-
ergy, for example.   Pork farmers in Brazil use methane 
to generate energy, which lowers pollution while reduc-
ing their costs.  
If energy markets were more accessible to small com-
panies, it would be easier to provide local populations 
with energy.   Small, low-cost, low-impact dams could 
be constructed, as they have been in Nepal. 
The large banks and governments that limit their fund-
ing to large, profit-producing projects would no longer 
be the only sources of funding and smaller projects 
could develop.  
If we want to avoid neo-colonial corporate control over 
energy production, communication and international 
aide must be expanded.  

One participant suggested the possibility of creating 
a cooperative consortium to deal with technological 
questions and help us to implement all of these propos-
als.    Water management is increasingly dependent on 
complex technology and populations are not necessar-
ily equipped with the skills needed to use them.   A skills 
transfer is therefore in order. 

Large dams cannot be included in a green economy. 

Local solutions often need technological support, as 
was the case in Brazil, where energy was produced us-
ing both trash and methane.   Research is expensive, 
and not all populations have the means to invest in it.   
One way to deal with this stumbling block is to work 
on knowledge and technology transfers between both 
developed and developing countries, and developing 
countries. 

Large dams currently receive funding associated 
with initiatives to promote a ‘green economy.’ Their 
negative environmental impact, in particular through 
greenhouse gas emissions (sedimentation and fer-
mentation of organic materials in the water retained), 
makes this illogical.

AGORA WATER AND ENERGY 
Moderator: Emmanuel Raoul
Speaker: Sylvie Paquerot, Université d’Ottawa
Time and place: Saturday, March 10th 2012 (13.30h-15.30h), Hôtel de région (Marseille) 
Note-Takers: Tom Battesti and Emmanuel Gerlin

PROPOSALS JUSTIFICATIONS

Territorial management policies must be more transpar-
ent.  Local populations must be allowed to participate 
in decisions concerning the arrival and management of 
water-related industries.  

Our societies must produce and consume energy more 
responsibly.   We need to eliminate forms of consump-
tion that damage the environment or endanger human 
health.  Questions of transportation and economic re-
localization are particularly relevant to this pursuit.  
Governments need to take the environmental hazards 
associated with non-conventional hydrofuels more seri-
ously, and prohibit their development and use. 

In the vast majority of cases, corporations do not pro-
vide the public with enough information about their 
practices or about environmental, health, and safety 
consequences of these last. 
The ‘Three Gorges’ Damn displaced thousands of peo-
ple.   The project was implemented without local con-
sultation. The public rightly expects more information 
about development projects such as these.  They also 
demand more transparence, and want to be consulted 
before projects are begun.  

Industrial water use must be limited by progressive pric-
ing based on water usages.  Moreover, the use of large 
amounts of water should be dissuaded with an additional 
tax.   

If we want to avoid enormous constructions and involve 
local populations, we must encourage reasonably sized, 
local energy production industries.

As conventional energy sources dwindle, industrial soci-
eties are increasingly relying on highly polluting and dan-
gerous extraction techniques (use of non-conventional 
hydrofuels).  Our societies need to be more responsible 
and stop taking unnecessary risks.   

There are currently very few limits on industrial water use, 
which has lead to abuse.  Progressive pricing (according 
both to the quantity used, and the kind of use) would keep 
corporations from overusing water resources and incite 
them to develop more economical techniques, hence reval-
orizing water and funding sanitation projects at the same 
time.   These progressive prices should be complemented by 
dissuasive taxes that apply to water use that goes beyond 
certain quantities.

Far too much importance is currently given to large 
scale energy production.   This has a considerable ef-
fect on the environments immediately surrounding 
these energy plants and puts nearby populations at 
risk.  We believe that industries that produce more 
than 10 megawatts should no longer receive funding 
; instead, we want to encourage the development of 
‘micro-production’ units that produce 10 megawatts 
or less.   This would facilitate local management and 
access. 
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PROPOSALS JUSTIFICATIONS

It must be obligatory to consult local populations before 
constructing large dams.  Moreover, large dam construc-
tion must only be possible when all other alternatives 
have been explored.   

Populations must be involved in all stages of dam con-
struction projects, including the decision to begin 
construction—an option that must only be con-
sidered after alternatives have been explored.     If 
these two requirements are not respected, they 
must have the option of legally freezing funding for 
the project. 
In spite of the weak link between dams and green 
energy, more than one third of ‘clean development’ 
projects involve large dam construction. It is ex-
tremely important to seriously consider the sustain-
ability of projects before providing them with public 
or private funding. 

When the right to water is not respected, or when envi-
ronmental crimes and/or infractions are committed, local 
populations must have legal recourse.       

It is unacceptable to give industries more rights than 
populations.    States need to reform legislation to 
include the right to water and to a healthy environ-
ment.  Healthy and competent judicial systems must 
carefully examine individual complaints.   Moreover, 
an International Penal Tribunal for Environmental 
Infractions must be created based on the model of 
the International Penal Court, and an International 
Bureau of Prosecutors specialized in environmental 
crimes, must be created.   
These international instances would be a last resort, 
when national judicial systems are insufficient or in-
effective.  

THEMATIC 
MEETING 
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PREPARING FOR THE PEOPLE’S SUMMIT AND RIO + 20
Moderator: Alfredo Pena-Vega, Institute for the Civilization Politics, France
Speakers: Moema Miranda, IBASE, Coordination Rio+20, Water for the Life, syndicat brésilien; 
Otilia, Red AIMS, Youth framework, Water has not proprietary; Nicolas Grandas, Green cross; An-
dré ABREU, France Libertés, Brazil
Time and place: Saturday, March 10th 2012 (9h-10.30h), Hôtel de région (Marseille) 
Note-Takers: Javier Gonzales and Guilhem Richard

PROPOSALS JUSTIFICATIONS

It is necessary to identify other paths : different from 
‘sustainable development’ – with the participation of all 
sectors of society.  

With the support of certain governments (Ecuador, Bo-
livia, Others), the people’s summit must promote the 
identification and implementation of alternative devel-
opment models.  The objective is to encourage human 
‘well-being.’  Water must be a symbol as we do so.   

The World Water Council has no legitimacy when it comes 
to identifying water-related issues.   They only have tech-
nical competence and can neither establish nor implement 
water policies.  

Social movements must transcend conflicts over climate 
change, and create a shared space for demands and pro-
posals in preparation for Rio +20.   We need to present 
roughly 10 proposals (upon which we are all agreed) to  the 
heads of state attending the summit.  

Civil society proposes that we create a People’s Water 
Council that can counterbalance the World Water Council. 

Civil society must support and defend complex water ap-
proaches.    

Sustainable development is not a valid solution for the 
challenges of the future.   We need to find alternatives to 
development.  The idea of a ‘green economy’ has been ap-
propriated by lobbies that do not represent the interests of 
citizens.   They take advantage of concepts and dialogues 
with transnational stakeholders without truly influencing 
currently dominant paradigms.   

We must change the way we live and our relations with 
people.   
It is important to build a viable model with the help of citi-
zens and governments.  Organized civil society will not ac-
cept a green economy managed by the same actors that 
managed the ‘grey’ and ‘brown’ economy. 

People’s and labor movements have enough force 
to create their own movement that goes against the 
World Water Council.   Its objective would be to guar-
antee appropriate quantities (and qualities) of water 
and sanitation.  

We must not neglect any water related issues.   Short-
age and overuse are not the only water problems ; we 
must also find ways to avoid the privatization of land 
(populations displaced by dams). 

BASIN BY BASIN MANAGEMENT: NIGER, CHAD, MEDITERANEAN
Moderator: Rosario Lembo, Comité Italien pour un Contrat Mondial sur l’Eau, Italy
Speakers: Audrey Mbagogo Koumbrait, Chad; Bernard Mounier, ATTAC, France; Jean Bosco Bazié, Eau 
Vive, Burkina Faso; Alain Dutemps, Agence de l’eau Adour-Garonne, France; un intervenant de l’Agence 
Française de Développement
Time and place: Saturday, March 10th 2012, Hôtel de région (Marseille)
Note-Takers: Luis Martínez Yunta and Alexis Bernard

PROPOSALS JUSTIFICATIONS

Encourage and support water management by basin, by 
reinforcing cooperation between authorities and civil so-
ciety organizations.  This cooperation can rely on : 
- Political and technical training ; informing stakeholders 
and local populations that use the basin ; 
- Considering civil society organizations, as well as other 
key actors, as valuable participants in the basin’s sus-
tainable development, 

It is not a good idea to mechanically impose the French 
model on developing countries.   Local realities must be 
considered ; each country is a different context.   Devel-
oped countries dispose of technical skills and material re-
sources upon which their systems depend.     

Use the following methods to encourage local populations 
to participate in decision-making processes:  
- Communication through images and charts (aimed in par-
ticular at illiterate populations).   
-Radio campaigns that can reach geographically removed 
populations.   
- Cooperations between developing countries, and support 
for civil society organizations that can share experiences.  

The Senegal River is divided between 4 countries and 4-5 
million people.  The organization responsible for making 
decisions about its use is currently attempting to take the 
interests of all stakeholders into account (users, authori-
ties, organizations).   Local  and national citizens’ commit-
tees have been created.  However, their members some-
times lack the education necessary to fully understand the 
gravity of certain issues.  
The expertise of civil society organizations, and the opin-
ions of concerned populations, are frequently taken into 
account ; but the high cost of large meetings that bring all 
actors together in the same place is prohibitive.  It is impor-
tant to think seriously about whether that kind of invest-
ment must go into all decision making, for example, about 
the construction of basic infrastructure.  

Water management in France is divided according to the 
hydrographic map.  Users, local elected officials, and ad-
ministrators all participate in the administrative council.   
Thematic  and technical commissions are created, but 
they are frequently criticized for focusing too heavily on 
highly specific activities.   
There are also a number of sub-commissions associated 
with groups of ‘sub-basins.’ 

Africa provides us with two examples of the important role 
that social organizations can play in integrated watershed 
management, which cannot work without the participation of 
all implicated stakeholders.   
Droughts in the Chad basin, which occupies 8% of the African 
continent and 8 different countries, have gotten worse and 
worse since the 1970s.   It has also been affected by conflicts 
over state borders.  
The CBLT (Commission du Bassin du Lac Tchad), which is theo-
retically responsible for avoiding conflicts and putting the lake 
to good use, has been severely affected by rivalry between con-
cerned states.  It has not managed to act efficiently, particu-
larly as regards human rights in the region. 
The Niger Basin, which is the third largest river in Africa and 
whose active portion crosses 9 different countries, is managed 
by a shared institution :
l’Autorité du Bassin du Niger.
Civil society organizations play a fundamental role as users 
and as actors-upon natural resources, because they are aware 
of the degradation of their natural surroundings.  
However, cooperation between authorities and civil society or-
ganizations is very limited.   In general there is little to no mu-
tual recognition between these stakeholders.   Lacking techni-
cal information, civil society organizations have a tendency to 
view authorities as their enemies.  

THEMATIC MEETING THEMATIC MEETING 
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FINAL DECLARATION
Water is not a commodity; it is a common good that belongs 

to Humanity and all life

water, planet and peoples Final Declaration

A ll people, irrespective of where they live, are made 
of water, and depend on water to remain alive. In 
order to guarantee life, human dignity, the evolu-

tion of our civilisations and to maintain the precarious bal-
ance of ecosystems for generations to come, we wish to 
take collective responsibility for this unique, fragile, lim-
ited natural element that is the first symbol of life on earth.
Gathered together in Marseilles on the 9th and 10th of 
March 2012, in the framework of the 
Alternative World Water Forum, in the Citizen’s Days for 
“People, Planet and Water”, we shared our knowledge and 
experience, our concerns and our hopes, our proposals and 
our struggles to ensure that water, a vital non-commercial 
common good becomes a priority consideration for all.

ALL PEOPLE HAVE THE RIGHT TO WATER
Although the right to clean drinking water and sanita-
tion for all was recognised as a human right by the United 
Nations General Assembly on 28th July 2010, this right is 
neither promoted nor implemented. In order to achieve 
universal implementation and the requisite harmonisation 
of national and international regulations, water can not 
remain the sole concern of political, technical and finan-
cial authorities: all men and women, irrespective of their 
level of responsibility, should be entitled to participate in 
decision-making, and contribute to the protection and fair 
access of all to water, as a common good of all life.
Since time immemorial people have developed traditions 
that enable access to clean drinking water for all; these 
varied practices have led to a wealth of diverse life-styles. 
Sadly, the current global crisis has resulted in increased 
pressure on eco-systems, due to an unsustainable devel-
opment model that pollutes and that has broken the natu-
ral water cycles, and due to increased inequalities, forced 
urbanisation and extreme poverty.
Actors of the current development model, including the 
International Financial Institutions and transnational cor-
porations over-exploit, over-consume and pollute water. 
This includes economic, industrial or agricultural produc-
tivist practice, mega hydroelectric projects, exploration 
and exploitation of all sorts of minerals and fossil resourc-
es, and land-grabbing.
At a time when we are commemorating the sad anniver-
sary of the disaster of Fukushima, the nuclear industry has 
proven to be a major risk of radioactive pollution of water, 
particularly to marine eco-systems. It is still impossible to 
evaluate the long-term consequences of this. 
Unfortunately the International Institutions and certain 
States are attempting to impose uniform solutions that 
benefit a unique, imposed development model. There are 

insufficient political determination and commitment to 
promote requisite public investments that could change 
the way in which the cards are distributed and achieve, or 
even exceed, the objectives that have been set in the past, 
as we approach the People’s Summit RIO+20. 
There is a major global deficit in participatory, transparent 
and democratic water management. This deficit is exas-
perated by the lack of control and regulation of water use; 
which is the result of a lack of means or political will. All 
too many actors of public services that are supposed to be 
accessible to all hand over their prerogatives and essential 
responsibilities to the market. There is financial specula-
tion on the common good, leading to unreasonable profi-
teering and sometimes even as far as corruption. This prof-
it maximising, that is imposed by the capitalist model of 
the global free-market, is an obstacle to effective universal 
access to water for all, particularly for the poorest and in 
the most geographically isolated regions. 
We need to invent new societal models that both protect 
water as a common good and respect the balance of na-
ture. Such models should promote sustainable innovative 
solutions that draw on inherited traditional knowledge as 
well as modern techniques. The protection and regenera-
tion of water and nature for future generations requires us 
to take the long-term general interest of humanity into ac-
count.

PRINCIPLES 
We declare that:
> Water is not a commodity. Many peoples recognise it as 
sacred. It is a common good of all life!
> All people have a right to clean water and sanitation as 
a fundamental human right. All States shall be held re-
sponsible for the transparent implementation of this right 
in their territory, and in conjunction with cross-border ter-
ritories.
> Information and the effective participation of people and 
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citizens in binding public consultations on water and san-
itation should be compulsory and effective. They should 
be protected from financial and economic interests. 
> All people are entitled to have access to accessible, sus-
tainable, just technologies that respect traditional, cul-
tural knowledge grounded in good practice and protec-
tion of water.
> Given their predominant role in providing and manag-
ing water supplies, women should be involved in all local, 
national and international decision-making on water re-
sources.
> The required balance between human activities, ecosys-
tems and nature, with respect for water, should be guar-
anteed by good management practice.
> There is a need to build fair and just energy transitions 
and social, economic and political 
transformation. We need to change our way of life and of 
living with nature.

PROPOSALS
1. We commit to developing ways of monitoring and su-
pervision by citizens, capacity-building and protection 
of committed civil society actors aimed at defending and 
promoting the right to water and sanitation in order to 
guarantee the effective implementation of the United Na-
tions resolution on access to water and sanitation for all.
2. We call for the introduction of independent, interna-
tional legal mechanisms that guarantee the right to water 
and sanitation and that have the power to judge crimes 
committed against water rights.
3. We demand the right to water and sanitation for all be 
universally enforceable in all courts of law or other rel-
evant legal bodies.
4. We demand the creation of a permanent framework to 
establish a global water policy. The World Water Council 
is not a legitimate body to do this. This framework should 
forbid any commodification and financialisation of water.
5. We demand that States develop and implement action 
plans and mobilise sufficient public financial resources 
required to implement the right to water and sanitation, 
including through international solidarity.
6. We call for the cost of lifeline water services to be cov-
ered by society in the framework of public, democratic 
management. Should price differentiation be introduced, 

it should be progressive in order to take the diversity of 
use into consideration, avoid social exclusion in terms of 
access to water and avoid wastefulness.
7. We call for the implementation of appropriate preven-
tive technologies, supported where possible by traditional 
knowledge and customs, that are context-appropriate, 
affordable and founded on natural treatment procedures, 
rather than expensive curative technical solutions.
8. All water-related technology should be publicly and 
freely accessible in terms of intellectual property rights.
9. We call upon all States to evaluate the last 20 years of 
international water management policy at the RIO+20 
conference, in order to evaluate the long-term impacts 
of their economic management. The need for integrated 
democratic management should be emphasised.
10. We call upon all people to support the proposals for the 
recognition of the rights of nature.
11. We demand the introduction of integrated water man-
agement that aims to minimise the impact of human activ-
ity on ecosystems, whilst guaranteeing effective access to 
water for all.
12. We call for transparency and citizens’ supervision con-
cerning information on the use of water in extractive and 
mining industries, in order to avoid the disastrous con-
sequences of these practices on water, the environment, 
health and public safety. We demand that those actors re-
sponsible for having created damage be criminally penal-
ised and demand the introduction of a reparations fund.
13. We call for an immediate end to and banning of exploi-
tation of shale gas and oil. This activity leads to the pro-
grammed destruction of our ecosystems and is in no way 
coherent with the defence of human rights to water or our 
responsibilities to future generations.
14. We demand that international organisations declare 
a moratorium on the funding of large dams until such 
time as they truly follow the recommendations (in both 
concrete and binding ways) of the World Commission on 
Dams.
15. We call for the encouragement of the promotion and 
introduction of local, sustainable energy solutions.
16. We encourage all formal and informal water education 
initiatives, at all levels of society.
17. We call for priority to be given to small-scale family and 
peasant farming, and new models of agro-ecological pro-
duction, supported by intelligent water-use techniques, 
that are adapted to local capacities, to the protection of 
water resources and that take climate change into consid-
eration.

These concrete, participatory solutions exist. They 
can enable us to move beyond a development model 
whose destructive potential has been proven. Change 
is first and foremost a question of political will and of 
peoples’ commitment. This is why we wish to share the 
proposals made in the course of the “People, Planet 
and Water” meeting, and move towards the effective, 
implementation of the right to water and sanitation, in 
the spirit of democracy, sustainability and respect for 
ecosystems.
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THE ORGANIZERS
The “Water, people and planets” meeting was held in Marseille (March 9th-10t 2012) within the framework of the Alterna-
tive World Water Forum and organized by the Fondation France Libertés (france-libertes.org) in collaboration with the 
Centre de Recherche et d’Information pour le Développement (CRID- crid.asso.fr), the Coalition Eau (coalition-eau.org) 
and the Effet Papillon.

SYSTEMATIZATION COORDINATORS
The systematization of the Water, Planet and Peoples meeting has been made by the Almedio consulting team within the 
coordination of Fondation France Libertés. The systematization team is formed by:
Coordination: Emmanuel POILANE et Rodrigue OLAVARRIA (Fondation France Libertés).
Methodological coordination: Vladimir UGARTE et Sergi ESCRIBANO (Almedio Consultores) 
Note-Takers: Virginie ANTOINE, Tom BATTESTI, Alexis BERNARD, Sophie BOS, Amandine BOUCHE-SPITZ, Myriam 
BRAND, Pedro CERRADA SERRA, Laura CREMADES, Emmanuel GERLIN, Lenny GALABRUN, Javier GONZALES SKARIC, 
Maïa GRAZIANI, Luis MARTINEZ YUNTA, Beatriz MENCÍA, Carole MISTRAL, Guilhem RICHARD.

Established in 1986 by Danielle Mitterrand, France Libertés Foundation is recognized as a public util-
ity organization and has a consultative status with the with the Economic and Social Council of the 
United Nations. The aim of France Libertés is to build a faire and solidarity world where everyone can 
exercise their freedon with respect to each other. In order to reach this objectif, France Libertés mis-
sion is to defend human rights and the access to water for all.
www.france-libertes.org

ALMEDIO Consultores is an international hub of professionals committed to building upon the 
shared intelligence and knowledge of the global community.   ALMEDIO Consultores is organized 
around 4 different pillars:  an agency that collects and documents experiences from around the 
world, a service that capitalizes on said information, a knowledge management service, and a sector 
focused on multi-media publication and distribution. 
www.almedio.fr

CREDITS INSTITUTIONALS

water, planet and peoples CReDITS 
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