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'Nepal Water Conservation Foundation' and 'SaciWaters' (Hyderabad, India) jointly organized the meeting. The aim of the meeting was to help build network of the Ph.D. students conducting their research in water related fields in South Asia. There were 42 participants including 32 students and 10 members of SaciWaters. Icebreaking reception was organized on the evening of 19th April. Participants were asked to write their expectations and hand over the paper to the organizers.

On the 20th April, Ajaya Dixit welcomed the participants. Peter Mollinga briefed about SaciWaters, its goals, objectives and plans. SaciWaters
focuses on:
1. Advocacy 

2. Education/Capacity building, and 

3. Research 

Several dialogues on water issues, advocacy on regional water policy, education, capacity building and democratization of water debates are the key concerns of SaciWaters. The debate is limited to few and needs to be expanded to the grassroots so that latter’s concerns are reflected in policy formulation. SaciWaters has completed study of higher education to better understand the present context of education. The present workshop aimed at developing a broader agenda for future. 

Viswa Ballabh summarized expectations of participants. The following issues were mentioned: 
1. Learn from each other/networking 
2. Support related/ literatures 
3. Improved methodology of research 
4. Multidisciplinary approach to water resource management 
5. Concrete suggestion for Ph. D. 
6. Water policies/environment/gender issues 
The expectations were compatible with the objectives of the meeting.

Ajaya Dixit set the agenda for discussion. He mentioned the need to make knowledge, including data, information and resources accessible. He provided some of the historical overview of water development touching upon irreversible impacts on environment and society that deep ecologist point to. The dominant water development approach is based on the pre-World War II American model. The centralized style was emanated from military tradition based on the strategy of ‘command and control'. Conventional model did not focus on environmental cost, participation of people or bottom up approach. This however is one of the four approaches to water management approach. This is the engineering approach. The other three are new economic liberalism, community management and empowerment approach. 

No single approach is sufficient to serve the purpose of water management. The answer lies on interdisciplinary approaches that take cognizance of different dimensions. 
Dipak Gyawali contested the notion of integration in water management, which has become the new mantra. He suggested the use of the terms ‘integrated’ must be analysed by first asking if there was ‘disintegrated’ management approach. He cited several examples of the past at integration, but all of which failed to deliver. Integration has created incentive for the old guards to perpetuate themselves as the new institution of achieving integrating. Unfortunately the result is shrinking of the democratic space for creative debate. He emphasized that the focus must be on creative contestation. 

Group work: The participants were divided into five groups. Core members of the SaciWaters facilitated discussions in each. Discussions focussed on opportunities, constraints and facilities for conducting research from an interdisciplinary perspective.

Sample presentations: Five students, selected on the basis of regional and topic diversity, shared their research experiences, themes and framework. They were Sumitra Arambepola (Sri Lanka), Md. Mohiuddin (Bangladesh), Eva Saroch (India), Zaighum Habib (Pakistan) and Nilanjan Ghosh (India). 

Summary of group activities
Jayanta Bandhyopadyay presented the summarized group report. The reports identified more elements of constraints than opportunities for taking up interdisciplinary research on water resources. This was expected, given the emerging nature of the topic. The constraints were:
· the disciplinary rigidity and intellectual stagnation that are quite usual features of the universities and institutes in the region are also the obstacles for students undertaking interdisciplinary topics for research. 

· In addition, interdisciplinary topics generate the conflict among the faculty members over the departmental ‘turf’, to which the students fall victims. Thus, an indirect pressure operates towards students taking up straightjacket departmental topics and come to the protective fold of the departments. To make the transition easier, introduction of some interdisciplinary courses at the UG level may be helpful. 

· Even when a student manages to overcome the problem described above, the next hurdle comes in the form of delay in registration, as to which department will the student belong to. This often leads to the loss of academic year. 

· Within the existing academic culture of the universities, the topics of interdisciplinary nature do not receive much appreciation from the academic community or the councils. 

· Even when these institutional hurdles are crossed, the student faces many functional obstacles. There are limitations related to the identification of relevant literature. In the case of interdisciplinary research topics, there is a need for the collection of a larger volume of literature than in the case of standard disciplinary topics. There is also a financial constraint in accessing such amounts of literature. 

· The dependence on a wider volume of literature becomes a crucial one, when the supervisor lacks the adequate capability to guide. Such a situation may not be uncommon. At the same time, the students may find it difficult to seek guidance from experts and faculty members from other disciplines. 
· Further, the journals that may be necessary for reviewing the literature for such research, are not easily accessible in the South Asian universities 
· The methodology for undertaking specific interdisciplinary research may not be well established, as a result of which the students may face difficulties in getting their research topics approved by the departmental committees. 

· Even when the interdisciplinary research work is completed for the Ph.D. degree, the students first face an identity crisis, in terms of not belonging to any established discipline. This gets extended in the form of absence of clearly defined and identified job openings. 

The list of opportunities were as follows:
· There are some universities or institutes which are increasingly encouraging interdisciplinary research. These institutions are also of good quality and recognised centres of excellence. 
· The interdisciplinary nature of the research topics makes it possible to draw funds from diverse sources. 


In the background of the opportunities and constraints, SaciWaters may do the following to promote interdisciplinary Ph. D. research:
· Facilitate the promotion of interest in interdisciplinary research and provide exposure like this, and feedback through workshops, training programmes. 

· Produce targeted publications on this and use the website for posting good quality reading materials. The example of positive achievements in respect of the use of planned interdisciplinary knowledge may be taken. 

· Financial support to interested groups obtaining internet access may be 
· Promote initiatives like Water Nepal from the South Asian region. 

· Facilitate capacity building among the research supervisors and lobby for early and wider acceptance of interdisciplinary research in the universities. 

Session on Networking 
Ajaya Dixit, Dipak Gyawali, Sudhindra Sharma, Gopal Siwakoti Chintan and Shanta Mohan participated in this session. They covered issues about needs, challenges and opportunities of networking. 

Sudhindra Sharma briefed about the APGEN (Asia Pacific Equality Gender Network), its activities and relevance. APGEN addressed why women are marginalized in the field of science and technology? APGEN was established in 1996 following a meeting in Chennai (India) and is promoted by UNESCO and UNDP. Currently partners from 11 countries are implementing a project called APGEST focusing in five technology areas: bio-technologies and bio-based technologies, green health, renewable energy, water and information technology. Currently, APGEST is being implemented in Nepal, China, Fiji, India, Indonesia, Kiribati, Korea, Mongolia, Philippines, Samoa and Vietnam. Details about APGEN and APGEST are available in the website: www.unesco.or.id/apgest.

Gopal Shiwakoti Chintan briefed about grass root network on water and energy. The network promotes conservation of water, explores alternatives, opposes the privatization of water and campaigns it as a human need. Founded by a group of human right and environmental activists in 2001, the network is engaged in two main areas: advocacy and networking, and research. The network aims to build more local network. 

Dipak Gyawali mentioned that commitment and communication are the two key requirements of any network. He briefed on the need of logical assessment of information in research. Actors playing roles in information dissemination can be categorized into four groups: passive, egalitarians, individualists and hierarchies. There is a risk of being a passive consumer if one accepts all kinds of information without critical look. Attempts should be made to segregate information that best serves the researcher’s purpose. Shanta Mohan informed that there are already several interest-led networks, relevant to the SaciWaters and water researchers. 

Ajaya Dixit mentioned about Bihar’s Barh Mukti Andolan and Ganga Bachao Andolan as two examples. He mentioned that the perspectives are crucial to understand water development discourse. He briefed about – SANDEE (South Asian Network for Sustainable Environmental Economics), Tract II Initiative, CASAC and National Federation of Irrigation Water Users Nepal.

The open floor discussion focussed on modalities of networking, need, objectives, method to operationalize the network, possible impediments, funding requirements etc. Kusum Arukothola moderated the session. Majority of the participants felt that meeting like this would be helpful. They proposed to organize similar meetings one or two times a year. Other proposals were to run e-network, organize local level meetings and facilitate exchange visits. The participants also proposed to develop the network into a virtual water forum. Activities like email conference, courses on methodology on web were suggested. 
Feedback from participants
· There should be more group discussions than individual presentation. 
· Some of the participants were not informed that they would make presentations before hand. 

· Email/internet accessibility should be provided at the venue. 
· Discussions on the how to access information would have been useful. 
