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BUILDING PARTNERSHIPS FOR SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT THURSDAY 21APRIL 

Gorbachev Presents 2005 Alan Cranston Peace Award to Ted Turner 
By Zak Bleicher 

 

In a ceremony marked by several standing ovations and general 
goodwill, former USSR President Mikhail Gorbachev presented 
businessman Ted Turner with the 2005 Alan Cranston Peace 
Award, on behalf of the Global Security Initiative. 
 
The award honors leaders who, through their actions, demon-
strate commitment to global security and nuclear nonprolifera-
tion and disarmament.  The award is named for the late US 
Senator Alan Cranston who was an active proponent of peace 
and nuclear disarmament for all countries throughout his career. 
 
Both Gorbachev and Turner advocated a strong United Na-
tions and an active and potent civil society to take on the 
issues of peace, security and the environment. 
 
President Gorbachev - in his first public speech at the United 
Nations since his historic “glasnost” address to the General As-
sembly in 1988 – praised Turner for representing civil society 
well in his efforts to promote peace, security and environmental-
ism. 
 
Gorbachev called the UN the “hope of mankind for a peaceful 
future.”  He called on all people and governments to seek to 
strengthen, to renew and to support the UN. 
 
He said that mankind has a chance in the 21st century to elimi-
nate nuclear weapons and move towards security.  He called for 
the establishment of a “new world order” in which the response 
to threats is conducted in a multi-lateral manner with the UN Se-
curity Council as the coordinator.  He also called for a renewed 
commitment to nuclear disarmament, which he found to be es-
pecially appropriate on the eve of the Nuclear Non-Proliferation 
Treaty talks.   
 
“A nuclear war can never be won, and must never be 
fought,” he said. 
 
Of special interest to CSD participants, Gorbachev said that 
without the active participation of civil society, any attempts 
to solve environmental crises will not be possible. 
 
He pointed out that five years into the process, the prospect of 
achieving many of the MDG commitments look bleak.  Gorba-
chev said that all people must work to build a global civil society 
to take on the world’s problems.  He cited Mr. Turner as a pio-
neer in this effort. 
 
Mr. Turner echoed many of Mr. Gorbachev’s statements and 

argued strongly for 
nuclear disarma-
ment, a stepped up 
effort on environ-
mental crises, the 
strengthening of 
the UN system and 
made a general 
appeal to the audi-
ence’s sense of 
humanity and fra-
ternity. 
 
He went on to say that, “the UN is just as good as the mem-
ber states make it.” 
 
Regarding all important issues, Turner called on civil society to 
strengthen itself and speak in a united and ‘loud’ voice.  The 
consequences for humanity if we fail, he said, will be death from 
nuclear weapons or environmental catastrophe; and, he saw no 
reason that this couldn’t happen within the next fifty yeas. 
 
“But, if get working, I see no reason that we can’t live for 
another few million years.  And I think that’s the way to go 
because I think we’re pretty terrific,” he said.  

Photo by Alexander Krstevsky 

Stakeholder Forum’s late night  
comments    By Mehjabeen Price 

 
Delegates were busy negotiating the text till late into Tuesday 
night. Though some progress has been made – there still is 
some text left to negotiate. Delegates get together again 
Wednesday at 7pm to go over the remaining text.  
Based on the recommendations that came out of UK stake-
holder roundtables we strongly support retaining the following 
key points in the draft negotiating text and urge the govern-
ments to make every effort to ensure their inclusion in the final 
text. 

1. the need to change unsustainable patterns of production 
and consumption 

2. the need to protect and manage the natural resources 
base 

3. the principle of common but differentiated responsibility 
4. the importance of a pro poor approach 
5. the need for debt cancellation 
6. the importance of education for Sustainable Development 

 

STAKEHOLDER FORUM 
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By William T. Earley 
What’s in a name?  Obviously, 
plenty - plenty of money that is.  
Naming rights in sports is a huge 
“deal” (pun intended). 

 
Didn’t “Billy from the Thames” get it right when he had Juliet 
surmise that “a rose by any other name would smell as 
sweet”?   Aren’t the lights of Paris as beautiful whether the 
actual city name is Paris or Peoria?  The Great Wall of 
China is as magnificent even if it was the Great Wall of 
Chandra - I think you get the point by now. 
   
In the sporting world names are changing.  We have finally 
become accustomed to arenas and stadiums being named 
after large national and multi-national corporations.  Adver-
tising and exposure drive that decision.  Nationwide Arena.  
Qualcomm Stadium.  The Fleet Center.  The list could go 
on and on (but our editor, Virginia, would be less than 
happy, to say the least). 
Sporting events themselves have run to the money tree.  In 
golf we have the SONY Open.  In women’s tennis, the 
Acura Classic.  American college football teams play in the 
Tostitos Fiesta Bowl and the FedEx Orange Bowl, among 
others. 
Uniforms are advertising vehicles too.  It used to be the fa-
miliar swoosh on the shoes.  Then, a subtle logo or two on 
a sleeve.  Now, athletes have become full-blown running, 
playing and breathing billboards.  Case in point:  Real Ma-
drid.  You would think that Real played in the Bundesliga, 
and not La Liga, given the word SIEMENS emblazoned 
across their chests.  Vehicles are advertising “vehicles” too.  
Ever see a NASCAR race?  Somewhere, behind all the ad-
verts, a race is taking place…I’m certain of it.  
 
But the biggest advertising adventure in sports today is in 
Major League Baseball here in the States.  You all know 
where Anaheim is located, right (think Disneyland)?  Ana-
heim is located less than forty miles from the heart of down-
town Los Angeles.  The Anaheim Angels, just a few years 
removed from a World Series Championship, decided to 
rename themselves…to the Los Angeles Angels of Ana-
heim.  Are you kidding me?  New ownership claims that 
without packing a single box and actually moving to Los 
Angeles, they can earn extra revenue by simply reclassify-
ing their geography, and take advantage of charging the 
higher Los Angeles advertising rates.  Brilliant?   Deceitful?  
You tell me.  More money?  That’s what they claim. 
 
What would stop another team from doing the same thing?  
Who knows where or when this trend will end? 
 
Lessons learned?  What’s in your name?  How about selling 
your naming rights?  Advertsing on your suits, dresses, 
etc.?  You think it sounds ridiculous, but how about those 
buttons and lapel pins…it is a slippery slope.  Today’s lapel 
pins, tomorrow’s Los Angeles Stakeholder Forum of London 
sponsored by Diet Coke (actually, fuelled by café latte is 
more accurate!). 

I, On sport 7. the crucial importance of securing adequate financial and 
other support for the UN water     secretariat, UNEP and 
the CSD secretariat so that they can fulfil all their follow-up 
functions 

8. the need for continuing stakeholder engagement in the fol-
low up and the annual multi-stakeholder meetings for the 
follow up of the water and sanitation related decisions from 
CSD 

9. the clause on the institutional reforms should be main-
tained and strengthen 

In addition we strongly support the clause P6 that clearly shows 
the urgency of the problem and the limited time left to achieve 
the targets 
The following points are still lacking from the text or are not em-
phasized and dealt with appropriately. We once again remind 
governments of the crucial importance of the following key 
points; 

1. The text does not set any clear targets and bench marks to 
measure and monitor progress.  

2. On the issue of financing the text fails to quantify how 
much money is needed and to identify where it should 
come from. The text should reaffirm the commitment to 
0.7% ODA and a timeframe of no later than 2015 to reach 
that. The text should stress the need to put in place a 
mechanism to monitor that the commitment of support 
made by donor governments is turned into actual financial 
pledges.    

3. The text should recommend an assessment activity to 
measure the scale of increase in investment spending that 
will be required over the next ten years to achieve the 
goals on water, sanitation and human settlement, and de-
velop dialogue between donors as to how these sums are 
to be mobilised and how they should be best administered.  

4. There is no mention of how to ensure that resources are 
distributed fairly in relation to needs. The text should in-
clude clear recommendations that 70% of Water and Sani-
tation ODA should go to least developed and low income 
countries. 

5. The text does not deal with issues of governance ade-
quately. The text should come up with concrete recommen-
dation as to how governance structures could be improved 
and donor harmonization issue addressed 

6. The role and responsibilities of all actors i.e. governments, 
donors, UN agencies should be clearly stated. 

7. On the issue of technology transfer, we strongly urge deal-
ing with it in a separate section to clearly demonstrate its 
importance. 

8. In the Sanitation section the text should clearly identify how 
the policy options will be implemented.  

9. Support to developing countries on waste water manage-
ment should be strengthened 

10. It should be the prime responsibility of governments to en-
sure the provision of basic water services to its citizens. 
The reference to the Government’s primary role in the lat-
est 2(d) is much weaker and should be replaced by 
‘government’s responsibility’ 

11. Follow up action should request countries and other actors 
to input to a country-specific table of commitments that 
identifies policy outcomes, national responsibilities, activi-
ties that countries have to undertake, partners, the time 
frame for the commitments to be fulfilled and expected re-
sults.  
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Remembering One of Us- Manfred Schneider 

 
For every day they die  

among us, those who were doing us some good, 
who knew it was never enough but 
hoped to improve a little by living  

 
W.H. Auden 

Remembering one of us  
By Felix Dodds  

 
So many people lost their lives and liveli-
hoods in the Tsunami and so many people’s 
lives were touched by watching the TV pro-
grams. The general public showed their 
generosity whereas in many cases govern-
ments were slow to respond – perhaps 
shocked by the enormity of what was a terri-
ble natural disaster. The world community 
now has a chance to show that we intergov-
ernmental bodies, governments and stake-
holders alike will spend that money raised 
responsibly and try and build back the af-
fected region much better and securer. 
 
Perhaps it isn’t surprising to find that with so 
many lives lost, that one of those should be 
one of our colleagues.  
 
It was only recently that they were able to 
identify Manfred Schneider from the Aus-
trian Government, a colleague who contrib-
uted substantively as well as to the life and 
energy (and the smoke!!) of the Commis-
sion on Sustainable Development. Manfred 
was one of the older hands here, who was 
always available for a chat with stake-
holders – provided he could have a smoke! 
Personally I have many fond memories of 
sitting with him in the Vienna café discuss-
ing the state of the text, where the process 
might go and how we might stay honest to 
the vision from Rio. But most of all I will re-
member him not as someone to lobby but 
as a warm and kind person who we already 
miss.   
Manfred’s body was found only recently and 
he will be buried today at a private funeral. 
Today perhaps it would be appropriate for 
all of us take a moment today to remember 
a fallen colleague who will be missed. 
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Ethics for Life or Complicity With the Failure  
The Responsibility of CSD-13  

 
By Rubens Born (Vitae Civilis) ,  

Temístocles Marcelos Neto (CUT) & Esther Neuhaus  - repre-
sentatives of FBOMS – Brazilian Forum of NGOS and Social 

Movements for the Environment and Development   
 
The 13th Annual Session of the UN CSD, which covers is-
sues of water, sanitation and human settlements, is taking 
place at a very particular moment – just after the launching, in 
March, of the International Water for Life Decade, and the 
preparations for the UN Millennium Development Goals Re-
view Summit Process (MDG+5). All these events have the 
function, among various common points, to collaborate with 
the mobilization of all of us, governments, enterprises and 
civil society groups, to ensure the fulfillment of the targets 

associated with waters 
and sanitation that are 
defined in the eight Mil-
lennium Development 
Goals (MDG), estab-
lished by the UN in 
2000, based on com-
mitments of the Agenda 
21 (Rio 92), the Summit 
for Social Development 
(Copenhagen, 1995) 
and other important U 
conferences hold in the 
nineties. 

 
One of the common premises to face these efforts is to make 
effective dignity of human life for all, which results in the guar-
antee of the right for food, health, education and also the right 
of access to a healthy environment, including the access to 
water in adequate quality and quantity. For us, Brazilians, that 
was sacred in our Federal Constitution, which establishes 
that all citizens have the right to a healthy and ecologically 
balanced environment. During the World Social Forum 
(WSF), we fixed the motto “A Sustainable World is Possible”, 
showing the commitment of NGOs and social movements 
with practical actions and consistent policies related to dignity 
and sustainability of life.   
 
Meanwhile, these efforts might not achieve their objectives. 
First, because there are currently negotiations being carried 
out under the WTO regime aiming at the liberalization of sani-
tation and other services, that could put at even more risk the 
capacity of stakeholders and local governments, especially in 
developing countries, in offering better living conditions for 
their populations. Trying to conclude the Doha Round by the 
Ministerial meeting in Hong Kong in December this year, 
many rich WTO member countries also want to agree on 
NAMA (Non-Agriculture Market Access) products and ser-
vices liberalization - including natural resources, with uncer-
tain but serious consequences on the environment and living 
conditions of many local communities.    
 

Second, according to the Millennium Ecosystem Assessment 
Report the planetary environment is seriously affected by de-
grading activities. As a matter of fact, many reports for this 
Commission already stressed that the MDG will not be 
reached by 2015 - if business-as-usual continues. 
 
Third, because the Bretton Woods Institutions (IMF and 
World Bank) continue to promote policies and projects that 
are contradictory with various commitments of the Agenda 21 
or the Johannesburg Plan of Implementation (JPOI), such as 
the expansion of energy infrastructure that make use of fossil 
fuels or that do not contribute to social and environmental 
sustainability. 
 
Fourth, because some countries go on spending billions of 
dollars on arms and warfare, instead of investing in overcom-
ing the ‘silent war’, which kills millions of people every year 
due to thirst, lack of nutrition or disease. In other words, they 
lack the investment, by means of international cooperation, 
for poverty eradication and for environmental sustainability, 
intrinsically connected. 
 
Fifth, because the responsible ones for tax, budget and de-
velopment policies of our countries continue not to pay atten-
tion the challenges defined in the Earth Summit (1992) and at 
the WSSD in 2002 and emblematically revealed by the 
MDGs. They believe that the challenges associated with sus-
tainable development refer to the environment and human 
settlements ministers and sectors, trying to get rid of a politi-
cal and ethical responsibility. 
 
The government delegates at CSD should not be accom-
plices of failure, nor obstacles for the success of the MDGs or 
for the effective implementation of the Agenda 21 and the 
JPOI. They should not leave behind those commitments, in 
the name of a false harmony with the WTO agenda. Thus, a 
negotiated text that describes and reaffirms commitments 
done years before is not enough. In order to allocate funds, in 
an effective and responsible way, it is necessary to raise 
awareness among the highest authorities and decision-
makers, both head of states and finance and trade ministers, 
especially in developing and oil-producing countries, to en-
sure life dignity for all by 2015. It is more than just a political 
responsibility – we are dealing with an ethical challenge, that 
is to prevent biocide, the destruction of human lives and of 
other live forms, and we have to show the courage to change 
concretely the manner to make and implement policies of 
global realm.  
 
Our role, as NGOs and social movements, is to cooperate for 
the definition and implementation of programs and actions to 
make a sustainable, equal and fair world possible. We will not 
fail to assume that responsibility, even if we have, in order to 
achieve this, to point out conflicts and problems that difficult 
the governments and the CDS may have to fulfill their respec-
tive tasks and responsibilities. 

Fromhttp://www.warmblankets.org.jpg 
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By Parag Khanna 

 
Parag Khanna is Project Manager of 
the World Economic Forum’s Global 

Governance Initiative. 
www.weforum.org/globalgovernance  

 
 
The MDGs may have a target date of 2015, but devoting suf-
ficient resources to achieve them should have begun the mo-
ment they were announced. For the past two years, however, 
the World Economic Forum’s Global Governance Initiative 
(GGI) has been tracking the levels of effort and cooperation 
among the key sectors—governments, international organiza-
tions, the private sector and civil society—with respect to the 
Millennium Declaration’s goals (the MDGs as well as security 
and human rights) and found that such resources are se-
verely lacking. At present, scarcely a third of the necessary 
effort is being committed system-wide towards these crucial 
goals, compounding the challenge of catching up in subse-
quent years. As the international community gathers in 2005 
both to review progress since 2000 and strategize the path 
ahead, it must think and act far more boldly.  
 
To do so we need to expand our conception of global govern-
ance to involve everyone with a contribution to make. As UN 
advisor John Ruggie has written, “Going forward, everyone 
can and will be judged by concrete results in meeting an inte-
grated set of goals and targets, assessed by specific perform-
ance measures.” But the structures needed to support and 
channel those efforts are weak. The world has a number of 
inter-governmental organizations, but they depend for re-
sources and mandates on member governments that often 
show little interest. Moreover, governments, inter-
governmental organizations, and advocacy groups are all are 
set up to deal separately with issues that in reality are deeply 
intertwined. Though there is no doubt that the primary re-
sponsibility for achieving the goals lies with governments, 
they cannot do the job alone. 
 
For all these reasons, this year’s Global Governance Initiative 
report pays particular attention to the role of the private sector 
in this emerging milieu of issues and actors.  Indeed, perhaps 
the most important—and certainly the most under-
recognized—flaw in our current approaches for achieving 
global goals is that structures and policies are not in place to 
channel the enormous energies of private enterprise. The 
private sector, when operating across efficient markets and 
democratic, well-governed societies, provides enormous op-
portunities to drive innovation, spread wealth creation, raise 
living standards and improve the quality of life for millions of 
people around the globe. Business cannot replace govern-
ments. Indeed, even the most socially committed business 
can accomplish little without the active collaboration of gov-
ernment. But the business community could, and should, be 
far more active in helping to achieve the world’s goals. At a 
minimum, it is clear that business is expected to comply with 
laws and contribute to societal wealth through its core busi-

ness activities. Beyond basic compliance, there are three 
ways in which corporations can advance the world’s goals: 
through profit-making core business activities, philanthropic 
and community development activities, and engagement in 
public policy issues and rule-making.  
 
It has already been stated often enough that 2005 is a pivotal 
year for the future of the United Nations and international co-
operation. We should therefore make sure that in this year we 
not only act to raise significant resources for the MDGs, but 
also evolve our mechanisms of global governance to match 
the challenges of the future.  

Putting the ‘Global’ into ‘Global Governance’ 

 
 

 

The winners of the ‘Seed Awards 2005’ were announced 
on Wednesday, April 20 in a press conference at the UN. 
The award recognizes promising entrepreneurial, innova-
tive and locally-driven partnership ideas for sustainable 
development.   

This year’s winners were:  
Agua Para Todos/Water for All (Bolivia) 

Cows to Kilowatts (Nigeria), 
A Global Marketing Partnership for SRI Indigenous Rice 

(Cambodia, Madagascar, Sri Lanka), 
Harvesting Seabuckthorn at the top of the World (Nepal) 

  Madagascar’s First Experimental Community-run Marine 
Protected Area (Madagascar) 

Each winner will receive a highly-flexible package of sup-
port, connections, and access to funders, rather than a 

financial prize.  
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By Sofia Larsson 
Youth  at the UNCSD-13, 

working for Iwanthousing.now in Sweden"  

 

The right to housing was stated already 
in 1948 in the Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights and this right has been restated over and over 
again in international, regional, national and local documents 
over the years. The right to have a place to call home today is 
something people in the north often take for granted. Having 
our own bed, a wardrobe to hang our clothes in and to be 
able to receive posted mail is considered something available 
for everyone. For many young people this is no longer a real-
istic expectation. The lack of housing in the cities is a growing 
problem that has consequences for the whole society. Young 
adults can not start to study nor take jobs because of the lack 
of affordable houses. Young people hesitate to put children 
into the world due to their insecure living situation. Due to the 
law-less jungle on the subletting market the only way to find 
affordable housing is to have good contacts - or to have lots 
of money. There is a great need to put up new renting and 
buying conditions for youth when it comes to housing. 
 
In the south, the problems of housing and human settlement 
is certainly much more severe and in need of fundamental 
and faster change. Due to urbanization, and especially young 
people moving into the cities to find work, large areas of inse-
cure settlements have emerged. This can and does mean 
slum dwellers, but also areas of housing that is not sustain-
able, dangerous and where the inhabitants can be thrown out 
any day at and at any time. There is often a lack of water, 
sanitation, communications, waste-management, sustainable 
energy and in general very poor homes where it is hard to 
develop and grow, to take part of society, policy making and 
other engagements that are so crucial for young people. This 
leads to (not to mention the obvious health problems) a feel-
ing of being outsiders, with no real possibility to take part of 
the society.  As I see it, this constitutes an important link be-
tween the north and the south; even though our lives and ba-
sic conditions are so different, youth all over feel this hope-
lessness when not having a place to call home. This is also 
devastating for the society and the whole world at large. 
 
That's why one with great concern and worry watches the 
discussions in the CSD 13, which seems to forget that human 
settlements is not just only "another area to work with" but a 
crucial and non-negotiable right for all people. Most of the 
MDGs can be included within the area of human settlements, 
as has been successfully clarified and explained in a report 
launched by youths themselves, Youth and the Millennium 
Development Goals. If we want to create a new world, a 
safer, fairer, more sustainable world, youth have to be in-
volved at all levels and in all ways. 
 
To build societies; to construct, develop and rebuild the 

same, are important processes in a non-stopping changing 
world. Young people are one of the most important stake-
holders for city-planning, urban-rural development, access to 
water and sanitation. We have much to give in the processes 
of making policies, actions, plans and concrete change and 
this must to be recognized by governments and institutions 
on all levels. Youth can not do it all by themselves; we have 
to be helped to be able to help. 
 
To recognize that children and youth are vulnerable economi-
cally, in a stage of growing up and forming our lives doesn't 
contradict the fact that we can be experts, consults, commu-
nicators and helpful in the process of creating sustainable 
human settlements. If governments all around the world want 
to assure youth to be part of the entire process of organizing 
human settlements then financial support is needed. Within 
national policies and legal frameworks, and on regional, inter-
national and local levels, the support, such as loans and mi-
cro-finances accessible for all low-income households, espe-
cially for youth and women, could make a great difference. 
Not only because people should be able to lead their lives in 
dignity, but also for the achievement of fundamental human 
rights, particularly democracy and participation. 

 
Therefore there are crucial points to be taken in consideration 
for the delegations here, to bring in to the CSD-13 and to take 
back home for implementation: 

•  Youth participation in planning, decision-making, im-
plementing and evaluating cities and societies 

• The strengthening of tenants' rights 
• The rights of land and owning land and housing 
• The accessibility of affordable housing; by micro-

finance, loans and subsidies (for youth and women in 
particular) 

• Slum dwellers' rights and access to all human rights, 
including participation 

• The recognition of the right to affordable housing for all 
humans. 

To create sustainable homes for everyone, especially for 
young people who will be responsible for the future, there 
has to be an understanding that the integration of a multi-
tude of human rights within "human settlements" is a 
strength and a challenge. Let's at least try to face these 
challenges to set out means for action here and now at 
CSD-13. 

Human settlements for youth participation  

Photo from  http://www.fmpsd.ab.ca.jpg 
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By Can M. Sirin 
CEO Pure-O-Tech, Inc. 

(760) 480-4488 
 
 
 
 
Pure-O-Tech, Inc., a privately owned San Diego based com-
pany, delivered its water purification technology to bring safe 
drinking water to the city of Nagapattinam, a village in the 
state of Tamil Nadu, India, devastated by the December 26th 
tsunami. 
 
Pure-O-Tech’s five (5) gallon per minute fully-integrated sys-
tem is presently capable of producing 7,500 gallons of water 
per day.  This system more than fulfills the potable water 
needs for all the patients and employees at the General Hos-
pital of Nagapattinam. 
 
The story starts in March 2004.  Dr. Mirat Gurol, Blasker 
Chair of Environmental Engineering at San Diego State Uni-
versity (SDSU) along with her colleague Dr. G. Krishnamoor-
thy, a native of Tamil Nadu and a visiting faculty member at 
Anna University in Chennai, along with Pure-O-Tech repre-
sentatives, made a visit to New Delhi to meet with President 
APJ Abdul Kalam.  The discussions focused on the concept 
of providing clean water to the villages of India.  Thereafter, at 
the direction of President Kalam, a demonstration was set up 
Anna University to prove the efficacy of Pure-O-Tech’s water 
treatment unit by treating highly contaminated water stored 
on the building rooftop.  The subsequent test results showed 
the system was able to completely disinfect and treat the 
highly contaminated water to the WHO standards.  The pro-
gram was continued with the cooperation of local officials, 
university representatives and the development of a business 
model by Pure-O-Tech.  This work progressed to the point of 
identifying two villages in which Pure-O-Tech systems were 
going to be tested as a model for a larger water treatment 
plan. 
 
After the tsunami struck, Pure-O-Tech jumped into action.  As 
luck would have it, a water treatment unit was still in Chennai.  
It was then transferred to the hospital in Nagapattinam (which 
itself was damaged by the tsunami).  It was installed under 
the direction of Pure-O-Tech personnel and with the very able 
assistance of the talented students and professors of the 
Periyar Maniammai College of Technology for Women.  All 
these efforts and the relations developed showed the ability 
to succeed, even under the most challenging of times, as evi-
denced by the quick response and installation of the hospital 
water project.  The system is presently in continuous use with 
the official inauguration set for mid-May 2005 with the ex-
pected presence of President Abdul Kalam as well as other 
local and state officials. 
 
The groundswell of local assistance and the exceptional work 
done by the students and professors of Periyar Maniammai 

College, especially as it related to infrastructure development, 
encouraged Pure-O-Tech to take on an ambitious role of 
moving forward with its 100 unit “Hospital Water Improvement 
Plan” initiative.  This initiative has already been signed off by 
the President of SDSU and the Principal of the Periyar Col-
lege.  The plan is to have faculty members from the colleges 
of SDSU to be involved in the teaching and training of women 
engineering students of the Periyar College and local water 
and drainage board officials in areas of water conservation, 
water supply engineering, water quality sanitation and water 
treatment technologies, as well as mechanical, electrical and 
hydraulic engineering needed to successfully operate and 
maintain treatment systems.  Periyar College will then serve 
as the training center for the potential operators of the water 
treatment systems in the hospitals with the hopeful extension 
of this concept out into the rural villages.  In addition, Pure-O-
Tech intends to indigenize the manufacturing of its systems in 
order to reduce pricing while bolstering the local economy. 
 
The lessons learned through Pure-O-Tech’s adventure is that 
sustainability development must take the form of relationship 
building, patience, perseverance and most notably the willing-
ness to take a calculated risk.  If the concept is good, espe-
cially one that meets the Millennium Development Goals, and 
the people are willing, it is worthy to take a chance to swim in 
dangerous waters.  And all this comes from the story of an 
emerging small size company called Pure-O-Tech.  

Patience & Tsunami = Sustainability in progress 

 
 

Stakeholder Forum For a Sustainable Future 
 

Would like to invite you to an evening of Jazz and 
Samba at  9:00 PM at  

The Garage 
99 7th avenue (just south of 4th Street) 

Tel 212 645 0600 
Then at midnight to  

S.O.B.’s 
204 Varick Street (at W Houston) 

Tel 212 645 1703 
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By Mehjabeen Price 
 
 
 
 
 
World Business Council on Sustainable Development 
(WBCSD) on Tuesday 19th April organized a very successful 
event on the topic of Business and Sustainable Water Man-
agement. The panel of speakers included Amos Masondo 
Mayor of Johannesburg, Jim Oatridge Group service director, 
Seven Trent, Ger Berkamp Water and Nature Initiative, The 
World Conservation Union and Robert Martin, Program Direc-
tor, Water Project, WBCSD. The event was chaired by Derek 
Osborne, Chairman Stakeholder Forum.  
 
The event focused on the role business can play as an active 
stakeholder in collaborative processes for water management 
and launched a discussion paper – Collaborative Actions for 
Sustainable Water Management – which highlights what busi-
ness can contribute to improving water management around 
the world.   
 
It is estimated that by 2020 around two-thirds of the world’s 
population will be living in water-stressed countries. Global 
water use for human purposes can be split into three major 
categories: around 70 percent is used for agriculture, 20 per-
cent for industry and the remaining 10 percent for domestic 
activities. Demand for water will increase in all three of these 
areas as populations grow and as countries become more 
industrialized. 
 
The first speaker, Jim Oatridge, acknowledged the debate on 
how businesses engage with water and sanitation services – 
as both users and providers of these services - said that there 
is now a greater awareness and understanding in the busi-
ness community of how sustainable management of water 
contributes to economic growth, social development and envi-
ronmental protection. There is a willingness to engage in 
genuine partnerships with other sectors and also a clear inter-
nal challenge, within the business community, to engage with 
those companies that do not yet fully understand the impor-
tance of sustainable water management. It is the govern-
ments who have signed up to the MDGs and have the pri-

mary responsibility for achieving them; but, business has a 
role to play. To deliver progress towards the Millennium De-
velopment Goals, all stakeholders must contribute to open, 
innovative partnerships that ensure the more sustainable use 
of water. Mr. Oatridge stressed the fact that the challenge for 
CSD 13 is to identify actions that different stakeholders can 
take, working together. 
 
Business cannot deliver solutions in this area on its own.  If 
their contribution is to be effective, they need to work trans-
parently with other groups, especially government and civil 
society.  
 
Through the use of case of studies, the WBCSD discussion 
document identifies 14 Collaborative Actions in three areas: 
areas where business can take the lead; areas where busi-
ness should work with civil society; and areas where business 
can work with governments to support good governance and 
development.  

 
In ‘areas where business can take the lead’, Mr. Oatridge out-
lined how business can take a lead by undertaking the follow-
ing activities: one, significant water using industries and busi-
nesses should introduce water management plans where 
they have not done so already; two, companies should take 
steps to reduce their water and waste water footprint – includ-
ing the footprints of their products and services ‘in use’ by 
consumers; three, to reduce water use and improve waste 
water quality business should develop robust measurements 
of performance.  Additionally, businesses should also under-
take environmental impact assessments for ventures requir-
ing significant amounts of water.  Pollution should be tackled 
at its source, and ‘end of pipe’ treatments for pollution should 
be avoided. Business should advocate a demand manage-
ment approach to ensure that the demand for water does not 
exceed the natural rate of replenishment.  
 
Business needs to employ the best available and most appro-
priate technologies for its operations to ensure long term sus-
tainability. In the same context, business should build the ca-
pacity of local industry to manage water and sanitation sys-
tems – so they can undertake operational, maintenance and 
renewal works – to avoid a potential dependence on imported 
skills.  

Outreach 2005 
Guest editor: Virginia Prieto Soto 
virprieto@netscape.net 
Published by, Stakeholder Forum for a 
Sustainable Future. 
The views expressed by the authors do not necessarily reflect the views of 
the Publisher or the Editor. The Publisher or the Editor do not accept 
responsibility for the accuracy or otherwise of the views expressed by the 
authors. 

The WBCSD side event  
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The second section of Collaborative Actions report focuses 
on two key areas where business can work with local commu-
nities to ensure better water provision. The first considers 
decision-making regarding water service provision to domes-
tic, industrial and agricultural users. Stakeholder engagement 
is a key to transparent and inclusive business activities and 
strengthens a business’s license to operate.  
 
Second, where an existing industrial or agricultural activity 
proposes to increase its use of water and sanitation services, 
business should engage with local communities to ensure 
that decisions are made fairly and the needs of those commu-
nities are not overlooked. Again, such a process works best 
when business engages with local civil society organisations.  
 

The third area of the Collaborative Actions document dis-
cusses governance and development. 
 
It is vital that business is seen to be transparently supporting 
good governance when engaging with water and sanitation 
services around the world.  Business should support Inte-
grated River Basin Management, ensuring that it considers 
both the polluting effects of waste water and the risks of over-
abstraction of water. Business should manage its land and 
water use to ensure that ecosystems are not exploited be-
yond their natural capacity. 
 
For more information on the WBCSD you can refer to the 
website and review and participate in the online discussion of 
the collaborative report at www.wbcsd.ch. 

RIO GRINDS—the light hearted side of sustainable development 

Present Bids on e-Bay for outreach back issues: 

$20 $30 $50 

Available on the web at: Www.stakeholderforum.org/ebay 
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STAKEHOLDER FORUM 
 
 

HONORARY VICE PRESIDENTS 
Henrique Cavalcanti, Jaun Mayr, 
Bedrich Moldan, Mustafa Toulba,   

Simon Upton 
 

STAFF 
Felix Dodds Executive Director; 
Mehjabeen Price UK Director; 
Jodie Bettis, Administrator 
 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
Derek Osborn (Chair), Jim Scott, Jim 
Oatridge, David Fitzpatrick, Andy Binns, 
Roger Yates, Malcolm Harper, 
Jonathan Hodrien 
 

INTERNATIONAL  

ADVISORY BOARD 

CHAIR 
David Hales & Gwen Malangwu 

Zonny Woods; ANPED Pieter van der 
Gaag; Arab Network for Environment & 
Development Emad Adly; Baha’i 
International Community Peter 
Adriance; CIVICUS Kumi Naidoo; 
Centro de Estudios Ambientales Maria 
Onestini; Commonwealth Women’s 
Network Hazel Brown; Consumer 
Research Action & Information Centre 
Rajat  Chaudur i ;  Development 
Alternatives Ashok Khosla; Herman 
Verheij; Eco Accord Olga Ponisnova; 
Environment and Development Action 
(Maghreb) Magdi Ibrahim; Environment 
Liaison Centre International Barbara 
Gemmill; Huairou Commission Jan 
Peterson; International Chamber of 
Commerce Jack Whelan; International 
Confederation of Free Trade Unions 
Lucien Royer; International Council for 
Local Environmental Initiatives Kaarin 
Taipale; International Council for Social 
Welfare Nigel Tarling; International 
Institute for Environment and 
Development Camilla Toolman; 
International Institute for Sustainable 
Development Kimo Langston James 
Goree VI; International Partners for 
Sustainable Agriculture Linda Elswick; 
IUCN Scott Hajost; Leadership for 
Environment & Development Julia 
Marton-Lefèvre; Liaison Committee of 
Development NGOs to the EU Daphne 
Davies; Justice & Sustainability 
Associates Mencer Donahue Edwards; 
Participatory Research in Asia Rajesh 
Tandon; Peace Child International 
David Woollcombe;  Stockholm 
Environment Institute Johannah 
Bernstein; South Africa Foundation Neil 
van Heerden; Stakeholder Forum Derek 
Osborn; Stakeholder Forum;  World 
Business Council for Sustainable 
Development Claude Fussler; World 
Information Transfer Claudia Strauss; 
World Resources Institute Jonathan 
Lash; WWF International Gordon 
Shepherd.   

THURSDAY’S AGENDA 

Side Events 

OUTREACH HAS BEEN MADE POSSIBLE WITH SUPPORT FROM THE FOLLOWING SPONSORS: 

A
M 

8:30 Conf. Room 6 Closed Ministerial meeting 
With UN System 

10:00  
1:00 

Conf. Room 1 

Turning Political Commitments into Action 
10:00: Interactive discussions with UN organizations, Regional Com-
missions, specialized agencies and Bretton Woods institutions 
11:30: Invited speakers to lead-off interactive discussions/  Official 
Statements 

P
M 

 

3:00 
4:30 

Conf. Room 1 Turning Political Commitments into Action 
Interactive discussions/ Official Statements 

4:30 
6:00 

Conf. Room 1 Interactive Discussions with Major Groups 

P
M 

  

1:15-
2:45 

Conf. Room 2 
Closing the Sanitation and Water Loops:  Innovative Solutions for 
Livelihoods and Environmental Security Organized by the Govern-
ment of Sweden 

Conf. Room C Urban Eco-Systems:  Disaster Preparedness for Freshwater 
Organized by Communications Coordination Committee for the UN 

Conf. Room 6 
Water Supply and Sanitation in Africa 

Organized by African Ministers’ Council for Water and UNEP 

6:15-
7:45 

Conf. Room 2 ‘Water for Life’ Initiative – Achievements and Looking Ahead 
Organized by the  European Commission 

Conf. Room 6 Interface of the Oceans and Coasts -Impact on Coastal Community 
and Sustainability Organized by the International Ocean Institute 


