WHiRL Water and Poverty Workshop : experiences from India and South Africa the role of rural water supply in rural livelihoods and poverty reduction,Delft, Netherlands, 5 August 2002
Breakout group reports

The two breakout groups, one on IWRM and the other on sustainable livelihoods, discussed the following key principle (proposed by an earlier workshop at the WEDC conference in Lusaka, August 2001): 

All people have a right to affordable water for sustainable livelihoods

and that….
To achieve this principle the WATSAN sector, through its members, should:

1. Become an actor in Integrated Water Resources Management (IWRM) 
Only by active participation in national, regional and local level IWRM fora can the WATSAN sector ensure that the rights of the poor and marginalized to adequate water for domestic and productive uses are safeguarded.  

2.Change its mission from one of provision of domestic water and sanitation to one of provision of water for sustainable livelihoods
The right to a basic level of access should not be constrained by definitions of use, standards or quantities.  It is recognized that the past focus on basic (domestic) needs and supply norms has led to failure to provide the quantities of water that urban, peri-urban and rural communities actually require and can productively use.  This has particularly impacted on women and the poor.

Report from the IWRM group

To be completed by Patrick Moriarty
Report from the ‘sustainable livelihoods’ breakout group
This group proposed that the main principle should be re-worded along the lines:
All people have a right to water for basic needs, and to enable them to engage in productive activities within a framework that promotes integrated water resources management.

And that the subsidiary principle should be reworded as:

…..the WATSAN sector, through its members, should….expand its mission from one of solely provision of domestic water (and sanitation) to encompass household needs for productive water to support poverty reduction and contribute to sustainable livelihoods’

Other key points

· Need to recognise that basic needs are sacrosanct, that this statement builds upon this basis, and does not negate it.

· Better not to try and cover sanitation (and health and hygiene) unless we do justice to this subject. This needs to be addressed elsewhere

· Its not necessary to be so negative about norms. Some targets and standards are needed. Its only when they become fixed and immovable that they can be constraining.

· Need to bare in mind that a sustainable livelihoods framework is not explicitly pro-poor or gender-focused. It all depends on how it is used. A rights-based framework may be better.
· A good example of failure to provide mixed-use water supplies was the case of providing domestic water to nomadic herders in Kenya, who really wanted water for livestock

· Caveats in promoting productive use of mixed, including domestic supplies, could include need for demand management (including payment), need for fair distribution (it should not be at expense of others), and efficiency in water use.
· Meeting demand for water for productive activities can increase ability to pay for water and support cost recovery

· There need to be boundaries to mixed used of water supplies. We are not talking about large scale irrigation for example.
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