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Your Excellencies, Dr. Hamre, Mr. Peterson, Distinguished Guests, Ladies and Gentlemen, 

Please allow me first to extend my thanks to CSIS for this great opportunity to speak with you today and, in particular, to Dr. Hamre for his warm invitation and for Mr. Peterson’s kind introduction. It is a great pleasure for me to be with you in the beautiful city of Washington DC.

I would also like to extend a special thanks to Jerry Delli Priscoli for all of his efforts in coordinating our visit. 

And I would like to thank each and every one of you for your presence here, for it expresses the great commitment from a vast array of stakeholders for water to become a vector for peace rather than cause for division.

Since my English is less than perfect, I would ask that you please be lenient with me as I rely on my written notes for this address. Danielle Gaillard, who is a native English-speaker working with me as the Executive Assistant at the World Water Council, will then come to my rescue for the Question and Answer segment of this presentation.

I have come to speak about the World Water Council, its work, its positions, but also to receive your impressions, to listen to qualified people and imminent thinkers, in order to enrich our reflections based on the ideas of CSIS and its members. For us, this meeting is the cornerstone of an important undertaking to be built to ensure water security for future generations throughout the world.

Dear Friends,
To speak here today about the links between water and peace, security and stability, is to first recall a fact too often forgotten: in today’s world, the absence or insufficient of potable water kills ten times more people than all armed conflicts combined.

This reality tells us one thing: water wars--these wars that everyone is talking about--they are continual, for humanity is at war against an enemy that ravages and causes considerable damage.

Let’s also keep in mind that water-related disease has been by far the PRINCIPLE CAUSE OF MORTALITY IN THE WORLD for a long time and will be for many more years to come.

Of course, this war is not very exciting, because it is a war against poverty, against misery. Not enough politicians are not involved because it concerns the weekest, those that are far from the cameras and who have no voice.
Yes, of course, water and stability are closely linked. For human development cannot exist without control over water, no more than development can exist without access to energy.

And instead of getting better, the global situation is deteriorating for several reasons, to which I would like to draw your attention, because they are complex.

First, there is demography, which is, as everyone knows, the increase in global population by one billion more people in twelve years, and there is no certainty that beyond 2050 the rate will truly slow.

But demography is also three types of phenomena that add to the imbalance: that of the countryside, of rural areas where over-solicited water resources diminish or disappear for hundreds of thousands of farmers and herders.
Next, is the anarchic growth of mega-cities that are thirsty and that, here or there, can no longer be easily supplied. These large cities, probably fifty or so with more than ten million inhabitants in a few years will be a true explosion waiting to happen, with an ever-more dangerous factor of instability and potential disorder.
And demography is finally great migrations that throw and will continue to throw tens of millions, perhaps more, on the roads, beyond the seas, the poor who have access neither to water, neither to essential services, without even mentioning a minimum wage. We can observe that water is very much at the heart, at the center of this demographic problem and vice versa.
After demography, comes the question of pollution, 
Pollution that comes from, let’s remember, agricultural sources as well as industrial sources, will tomorrow be one of the most important factors of tension over water resources. First, because this pollution is unforeseen, because often we refuse to see it, because it is sometimes dangerous and because fighting pollution is expensive.

Moreover, they are often encountered in transboundary situations where tomorrow they will provoke much more tension and crises than simply from sharing freshwater resources.
And we know that pollution diminishes nature, followed by soil degradation, disappearance of ecosystems, atrophied lakes, and sometimes even deforestation.

This question, and I insist, is undoubtedly one of the most important subjects and the one that we speak of the least and for which we minimize the impact.

And then, finally, after demography and pollution, comes climate. It is of course a very serious subject, and one about which I must speak carefully, I believe.
What do we know exactly? Only what has happened in the past century: a slight warming trend, for which, regardless of the hypotheses or declarations, we DO NOT YET KNOW THE CAUSE or the exact causes.

We can, however, evoke a very clear first effect. In order to prepare ourselves, to counter the effect of certain slow or abrupt changes, many countries devote considerable sums of money on OVERCALIBRATING INFRASTRUCTURES AND EQUIPMENT.

For example, to prevent flooding, we will raise dikes; to avoid drought, we will dig more deeply or multiply dams.

Public or private funding that will be used to try to overcome these alterations in climate will not be used to improve access to water for the greatest number of people. This is an additional factor of tension, because we cannot respond to the essential needs expressed by the population.
For the future, let us be careful. We must, of course, conserve nature and change our behavior, but we may remain skeptical in light of spectacular announcements that claim to estimate the cost of global warming or that of rising waters.

To me, the question doesn’t seem to be about knowing how much it costs—1 trillion or 5 trillion dollars—but to agree on the concrete answers to bring forth immediately, but sustainably.

On this point, and it is very much the role of the World Water Council, we must first try to consider the way in which these tensions over water are felt and then propose different sorts of answers that can, together, form a PRIORITY GIVEN TO WATER.
We see these tensions over the availability of the resource appear in four ways:

· First, the location: Is the water resource where it is most needed and how may we proceed so that it will be in the right places in the future?

· Next, sustainability: for, what is sufficient today will not be tomorrow, and we must guarantee results that last.

· Also, the quality: How might a resource used for different agricultural, industrial and domestic uses be guaranteed? Some countries have water, but cannot or will not be able to use it due to increasing pollution.
· Finally, the quantity: For, if too little water is shared among a very large number, we cannot speak of true access to water where population is increasing.
To guarantee access to water, to bring security in supply, to ensure stability, is to be able to supply an answer in function of these four criteria: location, sustainability, quality and quantity.
Realistically, let’s not talk of one answer, but of many answers that I would briefly like to outline.

To this situation that is deteriorating more and more in the North as in the South, to these tensions that become stronger and stronger year after year, the international community must present clear, precise and realistic answers.
Answers that are become concrete and sustainable actions.

For us and for the clarity of the message, the Council groups them according to a certain number of specific themes.

The first answer can be found within a simple principle, but with progressive implementation: consume less. It’s true. Here in the United States, why is 700 to 800 liters a day consumed per day and per person as compared to 250 in Germany?

It is also true in poor countries when water is free or nearly free. It is an answer of changing behavior, an answer of a way of life that needs the force of public action, united with the will of the citizen.
The second is to manage better—to manage better technically, to know how to reduce all types of losses, but also to improve water management, be it public or private, to manage water like a rare resource, like a resource that has a high turnaround cost that cannot be wasted.

To manage better, is to noticeably improve water governance by decentralizing administrative competencies, by bringing them closer to the ground and to the citizen, but also by fighting against corruption more intensely through reinforced monitoring policies.

The third answer is linked to risk management. Establish a true international cooperation to improve the prevention of catastrophes related to water, coordinate measures to take when they happen.

I think it is not here that I must insist on the necessities that are linked to this problem. Following the Forum of Mexico, we decided to establish an international group to propose adapted solutions to the needs of each of those affected. I would like your center to accept to be involved with this initiative.
The fourth answer is purely technological. It is one that consists of using man’s  ingenuity better in the future, as a friend of water. Let’s take a few simple examples for increasing available resources across time and in different areas.
Using desalinization of seawater or brackish waters, which, due to the reduced costs, today represents hope for an increasing number of countries. But also technology holds the capacity to dig deeper, the capacity to transfer water over great distances to make water highways, the capacity to recycle water and to reuse it in agriculture and industry.

In order to do this, policies for transfer of know-how are needed, in addition to new types of research and development programs led in the countries that need them, in order to take into account the specificities of each country.

The fifth answer is financial and is obviously essential. Five percent of development aid today is devoted to water. It is a major economic mistake. If I say here before you today that before guns, faucets are needed, it is not a provocation. It is simply because everyone must admit that more money is needed for water, not only to aid investments in the poorest countries, but also to guarantee the operation of infrastructures.

A first program was presented by the Council and Japan through Michel Camdessus’ report. We will continue to work on this question with A. Gurria, current General Secretary of the OCDE, to make accepted more favorable arrangements for the countries under the greatest tension.
The sixth answer is a moral answer. The nomads of the Sahara say “Aman Iman.” That means “water is life.” It is simply an element that is indispensable to human dignity. This must be said with simplicity. Access to water is a right, as is access to health care or education. It is a personal right, an individual right. To be very clear, for I know that many here are very attentive to this question, on the one hand is this personal right and on the other is that of the States, which is a sovereign right. And, of course, the Council does not mix the two.

We simply wish to put forth the idea that in a modern and democratic state, every individual has the right to a vital minimum, to a sort of allocation that lets him or her live in a dignified way.
The seventh answer, if I may put it this way, is energy-related. The instability of the price of oil and gas is terribly weakens access to water for the poorest.

Access to water and control over energy will be indissociable in the future. There is today the opportunity, the necessity for a strong and organized launch for the use of renewable energy in the poorest countries.
Finally, the eighth answer is more geopolitical and within our reflections.

The setting for development aid is changing little by little. Tomorrow, emerging countries will have their say. They have their own financial and technical capacities. They have their own strategic interests, particularly in the respective sub-regions. Thus, they will play a more significant role in North-South cooperation. This forces international organizations and major powers to review their policies and imagine new kinds of triangular cooperations.

All these multiple answers are interconnected. We must bring them forth with conviction, for the role of each or us is not only to study and to progress. It is also to CONVINCE. Together, we must give to the world this conviction that this priority is not as much a necessity as a duty, not only because it is a moral obligation, but above all because security in supply of fresh water has become a strategic imperative that no State, no community of women and men can spare in the long run.

Water, dear friends, needs to endure, but it also needs equity. Everyone understands this today because the situation is critical in many places.

The threat no longer spares anyone in a world where everything is known, because everything can be seen and heard.

Today, we have enough water if we cooperate. And to do that, we must find common superior values.

This is what the World Water council has endeavoured to do since its creation in 1996. Today, with its three hundred organizations and member-states, it attempts to make the debate public, because the conviction will assert itself if it goes beyond the awareness of decision makers at every level. The public at large, citizens here and there, will bear the message, thanks, in particular, to the amplification power of the media.

A simple and universal message: the future of our planet is conditioned by a mastering of water resources. Each man, each woman, each child, should be able to live, work, die where he is born. And for that, water and energy are needed first. Failing that, we will continue to throw million of human beings on roads and over seas, people who will end up running into walls and fences built up hastily by the rich.

Yes, it is undoubtedly better to contribute to building walls of water rather than walls of indifference. This is an essential element of a global strategy, consisting of fairer development and of pacific coexistence.
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