
 

 

 



 

 

Preface 

 

This Conference Report summarizes the main points discussed during the 13th 

Annual Conference of the International Association for Political Science Students 

(IAPSS). It presents important knowledge conveyed in the lectures and collects 

the outcomes of the various workshops organized throughout the week. 
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Introduction  

 

In the week of 11th till 17th April 2010, students of the Association of Political 

Science Students in Leiden hosted an international conference with the theme 

“Whirlpool Politics: Water as a Global Challenge”. This conference is a yearly 

returning event of the International Association for Political Science Students 

(IAPSS). Over 50 political science associations are united in this global 

organization. IAPSS’ s central goal is to construct a dialogue between political 

science students from various cultural backgrounds. Furthermore it aims to have 

a global impact in the political science sphere. The Academic Conference and 

General Assembly (AC-GA) provides the primary platform to achieve this and to 

join efforts for better academic cooperation and international friendships.  

 This year it was the honor of the cities Leiden and The Hague to host a 

delegation of 120 political science students. During the week discussion was 

geared towards many political dimensions of water. On Monday, the subtheme 

‘Water as a Climate Danger’ was explored. On Tuesday, debates were conducted 

on the subtheme ‘Water as a Source of Conflict’. Finally, ‘Water as a Human Right’ 

was the topic that concluded the Academic Programme on Wednesday. During 

this academic part several water-experts and inspiring speakers delivered highly 

interesting lectures. In addition, a number of organizations that are working on 

water issues invited the international students to share their experience and 

engaged the students in interactive workshops. The Academic Conference thus 

became a fertile ground for exchanging views and knowledge. Given that the 

water crisis can only be resolved when all voices are heard, the foundations were 

laid for a new generation of motivated students who might well become the 

world’ s future leaders, ready to meet water’ s global challenges. 

 

 



 

 

Monday April 12th 2010                       Water as a Climate Danger  

 

It is fair to say that the country of the Netherlands is more or less the product of 

its relation with water. Already in the early Middle Ages the first structural 

cooperation on water issues between provinces took place. Throughout the next 

centuries up until now, the Dutch landscape has changed dramatically. Large 

lakes and rivers were turned into land and its territory became more and more 

hospitable for different land use and zoning. At the same time, water has often 

been considered to be an important fundament of politics in its particular Dutch 

fashion. It can even be claimed that the early development of cooperation 

between pre-medieval water-boards, their increased power and subsequent 

expansion was an important force behind the Dutch political model of ‘consensus 

politics’. In this sense, tackling water challenges has been a principal element of 

cooperation and thus politics in the Netherlands. Moreover, water has also been 

a source of new possibilities and prosperous development. While land was 

reclaimed from the sea and fertile grounds were created out of lakes and even 

the sea, the Dutch created not only a larger territory but also a thriving 

agricultural sector. However, water has also been a factor of danger in history. 

The most important threat has been the risk of inundation and flooding. Not only 

the infamous North Sea Flood of 1953 has left the Dutch with a trauma, each year 

again the sea proves that it is not yet defeated.    

The waterboards are at the centre of Dutch 

water management. Hoogheemraadschap 

Rijnland, responsible for the area 

comprising cities as Amsterdam, Haarlem 

and Leiden is in charge of the water 

quantity and quality in the region. In this 

capacity it develops protective measures 

for flood defense guaranteeing ‘dry feet’. 

Additionally, Rijnland’ s pumping stations 

ensure that water is always at the required 

level. The pumping station in Katwijk that 

we visited is the largest in the region and 

has a capacity of 54 m² per second. But in 

the near future Dutch water management 

will face a new challenge. Climate change is a phenomenon that will strike 

countries across the globe in different degrees of gravity and with changing 

environmental factors that vary from region to region. Two challenges that will 

become important in the Netherlands  can be observed. First, the rising of the 

sea-level and the increasing propensity of floods and storms. Second, the 

problem of saltwater intrusion, which is of particular concern to the area in 



 

 

which both Leiden and The Hague are situated. Both these challenges ask for 

solutions that keep the country safe and clean. Climate change seems to pose an 

imminent threat and although the rising sea-level is a long-term process, taking 

early measures is required to protect Dutch lands. The variability in climate is 

another factor that needs to be considered. Climate change is likely to result in 

long periods of drought and persistent periods of great humidity. This demands 

adequate water management that takes care of water storage and distribution. In 

light of the possibility of a more humid climate in Western Europe, flooding of 

river embankments might become an additional danger.   

 One can think of various measures that could resolve the challenges 

posed by climate change. With regard to the danger of flooding, the Dutch coastal 

and interior protection system will likely meet a second round of Deltaworks. A 

new generation of dams, sluices and storm surge barriers might be needed to 

fulfill the demands of a changing climate. As sea level rises are projected to 

display an increase of sheer meters over the next century, the protection of its 

mainland is one of the top priorities for maintaining a safe country. The 

Deltacommittee that was instituted a couple of years ago under the supervision 

of prime-minister Balkenende, has set out the current state of affairs with 

respect to its coastal protection system. More importantly, it has outlined 

recommendations that should guide upcoming Dutch governments to consider 

improvements necessary to cope with challenges resulting from climate change. 

Mr. Bart Parmet, Director of the Deltaprogramme, spoke during the conference 

about the political difficulties such a comprehensive and wide-ranging plan 

creates. Sometimes a lack of political will could be detrimental for achieving the 

public support necessary to implement measures. The fact that many 

governments will be asked to invest in protective measures that will only be 

tested in the future far ahead renders a full and integral realization of resources 

difficult. Also in this regard, the political state of mind according to which gains 

in the short-run are often preferred over larger gains in the long-run, is visible in 

this matter.  

 Water is a central medium in a changing climate. This means that climate 

change will affect the hydrological cycle: more floods, droughts and  storms. 

Although there is still uncertainty as to the severity of climate change 

implications, it can be held that we are at a point of no return. That is one of the 

reasons why often special scenarios have been developed. With these scenarios 

governments can assess what kind of measures need to be taken in order to 

prevent the worst from happening. Accordingly, many organizations plea for a 

precautionary principle. Such a precautionary principle entails that the 

suspected risk or harm of not acting on climate change is too immense that, 

although scientific evidence may not be conclusive, definite measures are better 

to be taken in advance.  
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In developing countries one of the main concerns is declining crop yields in 

agriculture. Due to a lack of precipitation, crops that have been cultivated under 

already difficult circumstances might fail to provide an adequate crop yield to 

nourish the region. More recent phenomena such as desertification and 

deforestation add significantly to existing problems. Already developing 

countries are barely able to cope with present climate variability. One of the 

related problems is that the population increases steadily, often precisely in the 

areas that already suffer from water shortages and low agricultural output. As a 

result, water resources decline further. A telling example is the Nile Basin Area. 

Given these urgent humanitarian needs, adaptation measures are required in 

order to protect already vulnerable regions against the exacerbating effects of 

climate change. Yet it is hard to find concrete solutions that will reverse the 

imminent threat of climate change. Likewise, how should one respond to 

problems that are 

likely to worsen in 

the future while 

there still exists a 

multitude of other 

problems such as 

diseases like HIV and 

malaria. The setting 

of priorities of 

poverty reduction 

might become a challenge even bigger than the initial  problem itself. 

 There are many political decisions essential to the resolution of these 

problems. For one, there is the omnipresent accusation of inequality problems, 

according to which the quantity of resources is not the main problem but rather 

that distribution is skewed towards the richer countries. It might be argued that 

a more equal distribution is warranted by demands of justice. However, the 

problem of water shortage is not fully corresponding to this image. Transporting 

excess water from water-rich regions to regions with water deficiencies remains 

an insoluble task. In the Jordan-Palestinian region, water canals that transport 

water from the mountains and highlands to lower areas have proven to be 

unable to avoid widespread vaporization. Alternatively, sometimes solutions for 

better distribution tend to be hard to realize because of technical problems. In 

the discussions during the conference the need for adequate water storage was 

pointed out as an important proposal. Other political solutions that were offered 

were improving operations (leakages, payments, water efficiency) as steps 

towards better coping with climate change1.  

                                                        
1
 Henk Van Schaik, Co-operative Programme on Water on Climate. 



 

 

One can sometimes also detect a fair degree of politicization in the climate 

debate. Located centrally in the climate debate, the International Panel on 

Climate Change (IPCC) took a position regarding the propensity of climate 

implications and the question of human involvement. While it has been labeled a 

politically neutral body and while it does not conduct own research but only 

assesses others, widespread critique was voiced as to the acclaimed choice of 

scenarios. It was held that IPCC reports have not always been demonstrating 

accurate facts. For example, although it was indicated that the Netherlands lies 

for approximately 50 % below sea-level, the actual percentage is 26 % (while the 

former is the area that is vulnerable for flooding after a major dike collapses). 

These critiques create complex hurdles to find a universally accepted solution. It 

is hard to find a trusted body that can accommodate different voices of all 

countries threatened by climate change.        

 In the CPWC workshop discussion of climate change problems were also 

conducted in a typical political science fashion. The debate did not open by 

discussing possible political solutions to the impending danger of climate 

change. Rather Karl Popper and the falsifiability test became chief subject 

matter. Can one accept evidence that one cannot logically prove to be false? 

Likewise, the statement that innovative technologies would solve the problems 

was tabled. This however seems to leave more or less aside the problems for 

developing countries that may not be able to adapt that simply to a changing 

environment. It was concluded that more research and strengthening of 

adaptation measures in developing countries should be supported. Ultimately, it 

became clear that there is still a discrepancy in thinking between technical water 

managers and political scientists. Opening the water-box seems in this sense one 

of the important outcomes to resolving water challenges in a changing climate.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

Tuesday April 13th 2010      Water as a Source of Conflict 

 

 

“Fierce competition for fresh water may well become a source of conflict and 

wars in the future” (Kofi Annan, 2001) 

 

On Tuesday the conference’s focus was on conflict situations in which water is a 

central component. As was discussed the previous day, vulnerable regions that 

suffer from fresh water scarcity are likely to incur further pressure on water 

resources. Mr. Ron van Twuijver of the Dutch Ministry of Defence conducted 

research on countries that might engage in armed conflict over water scarcity in 

the future. The Nile Region, comprising riparian countries2 such as Egypt, Sudan, 

Ethiopia and Eritrea, has been studied. His research has projected that interstate 

armed conflict is likely between Egypt and Sudan and Egypt and Ethiopia. Efforts 

should be dedicated to prevent potential conflict in this area. From a different 

strategic perspective Mr. Marco Hekkens of the Royal Netherlands Navy has 

outlined various tasks that the naval service can execute in water conflicts. 

Essentially, the Navy’s core task is to 

provide safety and security at sea and from 

the sea-base. But next to this ‘traditional 

mission’ involving military engagement, 

the Navy has acquired a spectrum of 

operations pertaining to the support of 

civil authorities. In this regard one can 

think of assistance during disasters of 

varying nature such as flooding, civil 

disturbance and environmental protection 

of coastal areas. With respect to problems 

of water scarcity in remote or hostile areas 

and the absence of a political agreement, the naval service can quickly deliver 

base necessities. The naval service can thus provide for important 

supplementary assistance to civil authorities. Furthermore, Mr Hekkens 

presented a personal project, FUEL-L© in which he studies the wider issues 

relevant to highly urbanized coastal areas. In these urban areas water is 

important both for maneuvering and exerting influence, meaning that military 

engagement is used as a supporting tool for civil agencies and institutions. It was 

concluded that military forces can perform various task that range from raising 

awareness and providing education, in addition to security.   

                                                        
2
 Countries that share the same river embankments. 



 

 

But apart from looking at the conflict side, another path can be taken among 

states with shared water resources. Professor of Integrated Water Resources 

Pieter van der Zaag tabled the question whether conflict is actually more likely 

than cooperation. The interactive workshop by UNESCO-IHE dealt with the 

border transcending character of water and the motives for states to engage in 

cooperation, or more inconveniently, to succumb to conflict. Rivers often cross 

various countries and it is therefore necessary to maintain a good level of 

communication. As rivers flow from higher situated countries to lower countries, 

the impact of a change in water resources management in the lower country can 

be tremendous.  

 Building a dam in order to create a water reservoir will cut off water flow 

towards other countries. It is hence extremely important to inform and consult 

the relevant countries. Transboundary institutions can provide a permanent 

dialogue between riparian countries and can serve as a good starting point of 

inter-state cooperation. The 

workshop simulated negotiations 

between higher situated 

countries and lower situated 

countries. In the end a declaration 

was concluded between students 

who were assigned key roles in 

the negotiation process.   

 In the same language of 

cooperation, Mr. Durk Adema of the Dutch Ministry of Foreign Affairs spoke 

about the efforts of the Dutch government to establish a permanent dialogue 

between states in the Nile Basin Region. This Nile Basin Initiative (NBI) sets out 

to achieve sustainable socio-economic development through the equitable 

utilization of, and benefit from the common Nile Basin water resources. One of 

its main objectives is to ensure that cooperation benefits outweigh the costs for 

all countries involved. While the creation of mutual trust is a very important goal 

it can be observed that scarcity demands also necessitate a stricter focus on 

economic incentives. Building dams such as the Manatali Dam in Senegal or 

artificial basins such as the Omo River basin in Ethiopia are often vital in the 

economic system of a country or in the provision of basic water needs at regional 

and local level. In order to convince countries to share resources or abstain from 

limiting other countries’ resources (through the building of dams and artificial 

lakes) a great deal of trust is needed. It has been shown thus far that cooperation 

is not only about making decisions with mutual benefits but also about 

seemingly simple things, such as consulting other states about construction 

plans and policy changes. When consulting takes place on a regular basis and 

research is able to outline possible scenarios of water management, the costs 



 

 

and benefits can more easily be presented. Coordination and adaptation are in 

this respect essential drivers for further progress.      

 There are more organizations contributing to cooperation between 

countries that share water resources. With growing water demands and 

declining resources, an equitable distribution of water seems highly necessary to 

achieve stability and security. Dependency on water resources can often lead to 

tension between countries. Dr. Susanne Michaelis presented us a workshop on 

behalf of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO). NATO’s Public 

Diplomacy Division has as principal task reaching out to civil societies. Its 

Science for Peace and Security programme has key priorities that include water 

in its many contexts. NATO focuses on water projects in inter alia Central Asia, 

Southern Caucasus and Eastern Europe. This organization aims at widening the 

scope of traditional security issues to include environmental stress at many 

levels. Through water projects that study risk management, monitoring existing 

projects or developing adaptation measures in accordance with local 

governments, regions are given important tools to meet their challenges with 

water. If there is one important aspect to be concluded from this day it is that 

water is both a source of conflict and an opportunity for cooperation. Besides a 

realist perspective on inter-state conflicts fuelled by water shortages and 

unequal distribution, water has proven to be a uniting element as well. 

Acknowledging that every human being needs water might be a valuable first 

step to at least resolve issues regarding unequal distribution of water resources 

and relieve sometimes structural tension in the region. This human right to 

water was the topic of the last day of the conference. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

Wednesday April 14th 2010                    Water as a Human Right 

 
 
In 1948 the General Assembly of the United Nations adopted the Universal 

Declaration of Human Rights. These 30 articles have now worked their way 

through to international treaties, regional human rights instruments, national 

constitutions and laws. Although the word ‘water’ does not come up anywhere in 

the declaration, article 25.1 states that: 

 
‘‘Everyone has the right to a standard of living adequate for the health and well-being of 
himself and of his family, including food, clothing, housing and medical care and 
necessary social services, and the right to security in the event of unemployment, 
sickness, disability, widowhood, old age or other lack of livelihood in circumstances 
beyond his control.’’   
 
Strictly speaking there is no evidence that water is considered to be a human 

right as laid down in the UDHR. Yet, in 1966 the General Assembly adopted the 

International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights and in this 

covenant the right to an adequate standard of living and the right to the highest 

attainable standard of physical and mental health are addressed in articles 11 

and 12 respectively. Furthermore, General Comment 15 recognizes water as a 

limited natural resource and a public good fundamental for life and health. This 

would imply that water is indeed, although indirectly, recognized as a 

fundamental human right. The Earth Charter is the only document so far to 

directly recognize water as a human right. However, article 9, in which there can 

be found a guarantee to a right to potable water, clean air, food security, 

uncontaminated soil, shelter, and safe sanitation, is merely so called ‘soft law’. It 

symbolizes a number of principles of a new ethics of respect, environmental 

protection and social justice. The right to water is also included in the 8 

Millennium Development Goals, which were established in 2000. Goal number 7 

is to ensure environmental sustainability, of which target 3 is to reduce by halve 

the proportion of the population without sustainable access to safe drinking 

water and basic sanitation, by 2015.  

On the status of water as a human right in international law, it can be said 

that although there are several universal documents that recognize people’s 

right to water, such as the Earth Charter, the International Covenant on 

Economic, Social and Cultural Rights and the United Nations Millennium 

Development Goals, the right to water is only recognized indirectly as a basic 

human right. The question is however, does the fact that water is only indirectly 

recognized as a basic human right also mean that water is not a human right 

equal to for example the right to freedom of opinion and expression? What is it 

that defines a good as a human right? Is it the fact that it is written down on 



 

 

paper and laid down in documents, or is it the fact that people need it to survive? 

Thus far, water is indirectly recognized as a human right and subordinated to ‘an 

adequate standard of living’. Likewise, given increasing discussion and debate on 

this topic, what its status comprises is not completely clear. The growing 

awareness as to water scarcity worldwide has helped to develop this important 

debate. According to the Millennium Development Goals Report of 2008, almost 

half of the world’s population face a scarcity of water. Water use has grown at 

twice the rate of the population for the 

past century, resulting in more than 40 % 

of the world’s population living in river 

basins with some form of water scarcity. 

There are two forms of water scarcity: 

physical and economic water scarcity. The 

first is usually due to environmental 

degradation and competition for water. 

The second occurs when human, 

institutional and financial capital limits access to water, even though water in 

nature is available locally to meet human demands. Symptoms include a lack of, 

or underdeveloped, water infrastructure; high vulnerability to short- and long-

term drought; and difficult access to reliable water supplies, especially for rural 

people. Currently more people suffer from economic water scarcity than from 

physical water scarcity, 1.6 billion and 1.2 billion people respectively3. Especially 

economic water scarcity might be regarded as an unnecessary phenomenon, 

since technology is already available. This is what the target set by the UN in 

2000 was meant to improve. Put differently, water should be used more 

effectively.   

 Elsa van de Loo, Dutch UN Youth Representative, strives for better use of 

water resources and distribution worldwide. In order to achieve this she has 

formulated an additional article that should be added to the Universal 

Declaration of Human Rights in order to fully recognize water as a basic human 

right. This should be the so called article 31. 

 
‘‘Everyone has the right to clean and accessible water, adequate for the health and well-
being of the individual and family, and no one shall be deprived of such access or quality 
of water due to individual economic circumstances.’’ 

  

The implications of a human right to water would be that everyone has the right 

to sufficient water for basic personal and domestic use. This would entail water 

for drinking, personal sanitation, washing and food preparation, the right to 

                                                        
3
 Millennium Development Goals Report 2008. 



 

 

clean water that is free from substances that could endanger human health, the 

right to accessible water, which would mean that there should be access to water 

within each household, educational institution and workplace, and the right to 

affordable water. In short, it would mean that no one should be deprived of their 

right to water due to individual economic circumstances.  

 The difficulty with water problems is however, that they are not problems 

related to how human beings should be treated. They are essentially distribution 

problems. Instead of restrictions, a human right to water gives governments an 

active task in the distribution of water resources. The question is whether the 

official recognition of water as a human right will really make a difference in how 

we approach water-related problems. Additionally, water is not only 

fundamental for life and health, but it is also a limited natural resource. The 

problem is far greater than just the fact that it is not fully recognized as a human 

right. This might have been the reason that the United Nations included water in 

their Millennium Development Goals. This target is basically supposed to 

stimulate a more effective way of using water. This was also one of the 

arguments which came up in the workshop by Dr. Marius de Geus from Leiden 

University. As mentioned earlier, even though there is enough water locally 

available, capital often limits people’s access to it. The international community 

should hence develop a better system of communication and cooperation 

between governments on the issue of water distribution and water technology.  

The main goal is to reduce the number of people living under economic water 

scarcity as much as possible, as this is a form of water scarcity which is largely 

unnecessary. Physical water scarcity is harder to respond to, but is often caused 

by human action as well. The problem occurs when 75 % or more of the river 

flows are withdrawn. In theory, we can use as much water as we like, as long as 

we allow nature to restore the balance or restore this balance ourselves. In 

practice, we are breaking the natural cycle and not repairing it. A lot of progress 

has been made since 2000, but currently 40 % of the world’s population is still 

living with some form of water scarcity.  

 Both Ends is a non-governmental organization that integrates these 

abstract goals into concrete development policies. The central question in its 

workshop was how NGO’s and national governments can ensure that the 

promise of ‘water as a human right’ is adequately fulfilled. Dr. Tobias Schmitz 

invited the students to formulate solutions to tackle water scarcity at local levels. 

Moreover, the workshop took a broader policy level and looked at the approach 

of organizations to meet their objectives in a concrete fashion. Mr. Jan van de 

Venis of the NGO Stand Up for Your Rights explained some of the legal 

implications of the ‘human right perspective’. What does the current 

entrenchment of the right to water mean in legal terms? It was argued that 

countries have three levels of meeting international treaties in which water is 



 

 

mentioned, namely to respect, protect and fulfill a right. Also the groups that 

suffer heaviest were discussed. The rural poor, women and children are among 

the people that carry the most serious burden. Development cooperation that 

aim at tackling water problems should above all focus on these groups. Mr. Van 

de Venis plead for a ‘Human Right to Water and Sanitation’ that could elevate the 

issue above ordinary legislation.   

 In the workshop by Dr. Marius de Geus from Leiden University there was 

a discussion on the possible effects of the solution suggested by Elsa van de Loo. 

This workshop took the critical academic approach to what seems to be an 

unconditional promotion and extension of the human right to water. The 

question was whether officially recognizing water as a basic human right by 

adding an extra article to the UDHR or creating international law on water would 

really make a difference in how governments approach water-related problems. 

International law such as the Universal Declaration of Human Rights is not 

legally binding. Many countries only sign international treaties and documents in 

order to improve their image in the international community and then never 

ratify them. These are often the lesser developed countries with the biggest 

problems. Of course this is also the case for other human rights, but it is hard to 

compare the development of a right to water to the development of other human 

rights. The most important reason is that water scarcity is a distribution problem 

which can hardly be solved on a national level like most problems related to 

other human rights can. Furthermore, creating a legally binding international 

law on water is a solution which is not likely to succeed completely, since a 

legally binding international law diminishes national sovereignty. States that 

posses much fresh water often see this as a major instrument of power and are 

usually not very willing to sign genuinely binding agreements that reduce this 

power.  

 But Elsa van de Loo points out that full universal recognition of this right 

will change the way we approach water-related problems. Raising more 

awareness results in more thinking, which in turn results in more solutions. If 

the right to water is universally recognized, this will stimulate the international 

community to solve water-related issues on an international level, thus creating 

more cooperation between different regions that are geographically connected 

by shared water resources. Elsa van de Loo also argues that we need to set 

specific guidelines for a right to water to be successful. Adding an extra article to 

the Universal Declaration of Human Rights may seem nothing more than a 

formality, but it can be the start of a whole new approach to water-related issues. 

  

 

 

 



 

 

Whirlpool Politics: Water as a Global Challenge 

 

The central question that was answered during the AC-GA Conference was what 

the political implications will be of the changing context of water. This theme 

touched upon the political aspects of water challenges. However, also legal, 

philosophical and engineering perspectives were taken in order to fully capture 

the multi-faceted discussion on water. It was demonstrated that water in its 

many dimensions is subject to a profound debate. This debate is not only 

relevant to developing countries, since for example climate change will affect 

people across the globe. As the environment changes, so might world politics 

change. The inability of countries to concur on problem analysis and resolution 

is just one feature in which one can see clearly the image of a political whirlpool. 

Likewise, the increasing propensity for water-related conflict in vulnerable 

regions stands out as a negative example. But the image of a whirlpool is not only 

figuratively speaking. In many countries water resources decline at a 

dramatically fast rate. Lakes and rivers, once the source of human life and 

prosperity in many areas have disappeared like someone pulled out the plug.  

 The global community needs to act in a determinate fashion to solve the 

global water crisis in its broadest context. This means setting priorities that 

dispose governments and organizations to act according to several of the water-

related problems outlined during this conference. Water is a challenge that can 

only be tackled when the fierce struggle can be won against the sweeping force 

of water problems in the near future. The AC-GA Conference Leiden 2010 has 

hopefully contributed to laying the foundations of a new generation motivated 

people ready to meet these global challenges.  

 



 

 

Participating Speakers during the AC-GA Leiden 2010 : 

 

 
Prof. Van der Heijden    

 

  
Gerard Doornbos             

 

 
Awraham Soetendorp   
 

 
 
Bart Parmet       

  
 

 
Jozias van Aartsen  

 

 
Elsa van de Loo  

 
 

Nico Wegter  

(not attending)      

 

 

  



 

 

Participating organizations during the AC-GA Leiden 2010 :       

 

 

Co-operative 
Programme on Water 
and Climate       
 
        

 

Hoogheemraadschap 
Rijnland 
 
 
 

 

Ministry of Transportation, 
Public Works and Water 
Management 
 
 

 
 
 
North Atlantic Treaty 
Organization (NATO) 
 
 

 

 
 
Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs  
 
          

 

 
 
UNESCO-IHE      
  
 
  

 

 
 
Stand Up for Your 
Rights   
 

 

 
 
Both Ends    
 
         

 

 
 
Amnesty International  
 
 

 

 
  
Green Cross 
 

 
 

 
 
Leiden University 
 
 

 

 
 
City of The Hague  
 
 

 

   
 


