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Dear Ministers and Delegates,

The two Plenary Sessions of Multi Stakeholder Dialogue produced a richness and diversity of views that is difficult to summarize adequately. Yet, it is important to note that the sessions produced strong consensus on several issues and highlighted well-articulated concerns on a number of others.

From the Dialogues emerged a sense of optimism - that we can be successful at meeting the targets of the international community and meeting the needs of people and ecosystems for freshwater. There also emerged a sense of urgency - that these are real issues every day for real people in real places, and that action is necessary now.

There also emerged a sense of frustration at the disconnect between the rhetoric of water conferences and declarations and the reality of actions that have followed past meetings.

There was certainly consensus on the magnitude of the problem: If we are to meet the goal agreed at the |Millennium Summit, each day for the next 14 years we will need to provide new access to safe and affordable water for more than 300,000 people . If we had a similar target for sanitation, an extra 390,000 people per day will have to be provided new services. It is clear that business as usual is not an option.

There was strong consensus that meeting our goals would require new Partnerships, and there was broad agreement on the characteristics of the partnerships that are called for: 

· full effective multi-stakeholder participation in watershed management groups 

· specific encouragement and support for some groups in order to ensure their meaningful participation; a point made most articulately by Women and particularly relevant to poor communities 

· decision making at the local level, as close to the resource as possible 

· acceptance of the right to freedom of information, and full public access to information, knowledge sharing, transparency and meaningful participation in decision making 

· an ongoing program of capacity building, for all stakeholders; 

· clear legal and regulatory frame works, enacted and enforced at all levels of government, with governmental leadership in monitoring access and pricing 

Most clearly there was consensus on the importance of local government. While partnerships can be incapicatated by weakness in any partners, no partnership can succeed without a strong and active local government. The need to direct a higher percentage of ODA for capacity building to support local governments was universally acknowledged.

There was an equal degree of consensus on the need to eliminate corruption.
All agreed that one of the most destructive influences on equitable access to water is corruption. All stakeholders and governments agreed that this was a problem requiring the will and action from governments to eliminate at all levels. The conversation emphasized in particular the need for capacity building, strengthened accountability, transparency, and strong enforcement of legislation and implementation of codes of practice.

Equally strong was the consensus regarding the need to mobilize financial resources from all available sources. There was no dissention from the call for achieving 0.7% target for Official Development Assistance. There was also recognition that financial problems are caused not only by an inadequate amount of money, but also by misplaced priorities, and it was noted that the small percentage of ODA that goes to provision of water services was only slightly exceeded by the percentage of resources invested by national and local governments.

There was strong agreement that the emphasis on sustainable financing should not diminish commitments by all stakeholders, and especially governments to protect natural systems and see that ecosystem needs are sustainably met.

There were other concerns that were strongly voiced by some: 
· Many are deeply concerned by the privatization of water resources and services. All stakeholders supported public ownership of water resources. 

· Some, rural farmers in particular, call attention to the link between food security and water, and to the concerns about diverting water from rural farmers. They see a clear need for more investment in the development of sustainable agriculture 

· Others are concerned about a lack of recognition for the commitment of business to meeting the needs of the poor, and, emphasized business' clear call for the elimination of corruption and for the enactment and enforcement of strong predictable regulation 

· Others expressed concern for practices of international financial institutions that disempower local governments, communities and developing nations, practices such as requiring public private partnerships that promote privatization of water resources and services. 

In closing, Chair, we must note that there is widespread respect and admiration for the German government and the international steering committee for ensuring that the stakeholders have been able to participate as full participants over these two plenary sessions and in the meetings to come. The innovation for hosting the MSD as a fully integrated part of this conference has resulted in a richness and diversity from which most delegates seem to feel that they have benefited. In addition, the two Plenary Sessions have generated a demand for participation that they were unable to meet. For every good idea recorded and reported, there must have been five others we did not have time to address. 
I hope that we have helped guide the working groups attention to critical issues and that we have suggested directions that both emphasize and enable real action to meet critical water supply and sanitation needs in the context of the global commitment to sustainable development.
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