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application. Moreover, we don't do [everything] by ourselves, we have a 
university network of about five universities linked there. So each university 
will check one province … in each area.  
 

Thus we have provincial communities [represented], and so we have 
selected about three to five local authorities to join the panel so that we can 
test the system design and see whether and how they can make use of this 
three years' project. We are [present] in Rayong, Nakhon Pathom and Samut 
Prakarn, Nakhon Ratsima, Patalung and Nan.  
 
Slide 19 
So this is the system, by law. We need to have this provincial development 
plan. So this depends on many sectors. The government right now has to 
control about 40 disciplines within the provinces. A lot of things that happen, 
the government has to control. So when we talk about water, how can it be 
integrated into this kind of big issue? So they [installed] a lower 
administration water plan [including] their own budget. Now some local 
authorities have about two million Baht per year. But some maybe a billion 
Baht per year. So there are big gaps between local 
administrations/authorities because both have ten percent of the tax to [be 
given] back to them. So if they have a big factory or so they have a lot of 
tax... 
 

So now, we try to produce a sample community plan and integrate it 
into the provincial [level]. And this integrates at the national level in the 
NESDB’s  National economic-social plan also.  
 
Slide  20 
So this is a scheme that under the province depends on tax. There is a 
resources base, a social base, so each governor has to plan. There are now 
three main areas, one is the economy, so this concerns the GDP; after GDP 
there is the GPP: each province has its own revenue or output [?] 
   

Second, there are security and safety issues … in Thailand, like fire, 
natural disaster, crime, drugs, security... and now [talking] about social 
[issues]: we're probably [going to] use a Gross Happiness Index in Thailand, 
the GHI.  
 

So in this relationship, we are now producing some links as Dr. Babel 
said: producing one ton of rice, how much water we use? If we going to use 
the unit of one province one million Baht, how much water we use? Or even 
in tourism, OK. 
So now, this is what we plan for the next two years: we try to link the 
relationship [of a given]  GDP and the estimated water demand.  
 

Again, [under] the resource [aspect] this [represents] drought and 
flood. So we try to set some index for each province to keep control of, and 
match with, upstream [conditions], possibly up to a 90 percentile figure.  
OK, concerning social [aspects] and water supply: water supply has two 
categories: municipal areas and rural areas. [Concerning] Water supply ratio 
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now, it would be impossible for the United States to have the United States 
enter into a treaty with another country at that type of binding resolutions. 
We can see the difference between rivers on the southern border between 
Mexico and the United States where there have been not quite so happy 
relationships and lots of trouble on that border. And a lot of it stems from 
the fact of water as it is in the United States, as it is in India and many other 
countries,  is that  a provincial or a state subject is not controlled by the 
federal government. So the water in... the seven states in Colorado river 
basin actually own the water and they have a contract which is approved by 
the federal government but they basically split up the water of the river 
basin. But unfortunately, the river actually then runs into another country, 
Mexico, and the federal government wanted to have a treaty to give Mexico 
some water and total of the basin states said, go ahead, that's fine, where are 
you going to get the water from? - Because the water belongs to us. There is 
no federal water in the United States. And so, actually, what happened was 
the federal government tried to make water by desalinating unusable water 
[opaque] which is a very sorry tale and has never been fully resolved. And 
I've been working for quite some years, my first paper was on the hinges 
about the Brahmaputra river basin in 1966 and [opaque] going back and 
forth and it was about game theory looking at the resolution of a conflict. Of 
the eastern board countries of the [unclear] Pakistan, East Pakistan and India. 
And that was an interesting example back in 1966. Those days, we were 
much more hopeful about being able to get negotiating settlements. But 
since then, [opaque] resources the conflict by Nepal, Bangladesh and India. 
India is, like China in this particular setting, India is a big player, India just 
not wanted to sign a treaty to give sovereignty to anybody else. Endless 
arguments back and forth. And India – if I would be an adviser to the Indian 
government, I would give them exactly the advice that they were using 
which is: don't join an international conference. The basin made bilateral 
treaties, so India has actually bilateral treaties with Nepal, Bhutan and 
Bangladesh, but there's no treaty which has all of these countries together 
because game theory tells us that if you have two players you can't have a 
coalition whereas with three players, you have a coalition. With four players, 
you get an even bigger coalition, and then you can get yourself into serious 
trouble if you sign such a treaty. So the theory and the behavior of a big 
country like India is [opaque] and congruent. We see the same with China in 
this basin. There is very little incentive for Chinese to bring anything other 
than to be nice to your neighbors. That's exactly what they're doing, they 
will make the decisions. 
 

The Tigris/Euphrates is another river I have worked on. That is a river 
which runs out of Turkey into Iraq and into Syria and a little bit into the Iran. 
 

The Turks have wonderful costumes - they built storages at least twice 
the capacity, twice the flow of the rivers, how much .. they have built - no 
definition of an international river – an international river is a river that runs 
along boundaries between two countries in this area. If the river is the 
boundary between the two countries, then you have to share the water 
equally. But the Tigris and Euphrates are Turkish rivers because they flow 
across the border, not along the boundary. So you can do anything you like 
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as long as it's yours. And then it goes to your neighbors they can do what 
ever they want. These are the types of issues you get into with international 
river basins.  
 

The Ganges/Brahmaputra is something I have worked on for a long 
time. Ten thirty tonight I had a conference call from Rupert (?), the World 
Bank yet again is doing another study on the Ganges. He is from Brooklyn 
University, where they are trying to devise ways structuring cooperation 
between participants and riparians. Let me tell you that the Mekong basin 
might also have big advantages in terms of institutions. We actually have an 
institution, a high-tuned institution which is eventually [unclear] There is no 
international institution dealing with [opaque] They may be 25 to 30 years 
behind Mekong. These are the sorts of issues we are thinking about when 
we talk about development of the Mekong.  
 
Dr. Kawasaki: Thank you, Professor Rogers. And now we will open our 
questionnaire from the floor. Please join, your comments are also welcome. 
And discuss with the speakers. Yes, Dr. Sucharit, please. 
 
Dr. Sucharit: I think, a river, mentioning... there are two points. One is like 
in the Chaopraya river, which has also a conflict between the upstream, 
middle stream and downstream so even in one country there are certain 
conflicts, so how to manage? This also why the development of the quality 
of life, that why more use of the water, both quantity and quality-wise. 
There are also another approach in some engaged area which have good 
community relationship so they have a sharing culture between the upstream 
side and the downstream side. So I think even in one country, there need to 
be approach from … This non-zero side approach that the function of 
central government need to have a better planning to have a better benefit 
together in each area.  
 

The second one is a kind of social relationship within so that we have 
the own sharing so benefit of the national should come down to so that they 
can have certain measure. So these are I think the lesson that we need in the 
country that something now I think what the central government have non-
zero some approach and community based, they have cultural sharing, the 
sharing between the community and central government. These are two or 
three [unclear] we need to study more so that for the better government in 
the sharing, this can [unclear]  in that have some better for the conflict in the 
social in the future. So these kind of things need more research.  
 
Dr. Kawasaki: Thank you, Prof. Sucharit. - Upstream and downstream – a 
very big issue, so even in Thailand is that an issue, so I think Dr. Babel, you 
studied for long years about Mekong, so how are there any changes about 
the upstream and downstream issue in the Mekong [area]? Any change from 
twenty years ago or ten years ago? Development or any...? 
 
Dr. Babel: OK, I would like to raise some other point of discussion since 
Prof. Rogers is here … let's get something from him – he has got fifty years 
of experience. I raise a point maybe of interest. I would like to know, based 
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on your experiences: is there any study which clearly defines the benefits of 
those dams which were constructed about thirty – forty - fifty years ago? If 
those dams would have not been there, what would have been the situation? 
That means that plenty of benefits which we have seen from these dams, I 
would like to know - I am not aware of such comprehensive strategy which 
says that if Bhumipol dam for example would have not been there, what 
would have been the situation in terms of development?  
 
Prof. Rogers: One of my best supporters, she asked a good question and 
pointed out something now...   I think that one of the issues Professor Aki 
pointed at, it's very hard to know what the consequences of building a dam 
are going to be. We pretend we know, we look around and see what's 
happening in other places but we don't have very many experiments in 
building a dam and taking it down, however, in the United States recently, 
over the past ten years, we have taken down about eighty dams, some 
smaller and some larger ones, and actually, we have a sense of what will 
happen to the environment when a dam is being taken down. The 
experiences so far have not been very encouraging. In fact, they will be in 
taking the dam down will never get back to where you were beforehand 
because the river has changed so much due to the morphologies forth and 
back due to the dam itself so it's hard to imagine [opaque]. Now in terms of 
the consequences of dams, one of the important studies I know of, was 
studied in 1966 on the river flowing from the US into Canada, the Columbia 
river, and that study was done by the Resources for the Future, and it's a 
very interesting study because this was in 1966 and we were all very 
enthusiastic, in 1966, the year I wrote my paper on Ganges we were very 
enthusiastic in analysis and developed a lot of methodology and things like 
that... Professor Howe I think wrote the report. He looked at the Colombia 
River Treaty which the United States signed with Canada on the river, and 
the argument: the [unclear] engineers and the Environment Canada designed 
the system together, it was in the best methodology of the time, very, very 
carefully done, and in the last minute, in British Columbia the Socialist 
Party was elected and they objected to the treaty. So it had to be treated??? 
by provinces and the states. And so they objected the treaty. They objected 
to the treaty because the treaty involved the US constructing dams inside 
British Columbia and actually running the dams. So the British Columbia 
government said no. We will build the dams and we will sell the electricity 
to the United States. So with lots of back and forth in nineteen years, the 
Corps. engineers advised the President of the United States not to sign the 
treaty because they said it was not up to the optimum Even the Cops. 
engineers talked about that this was not an optimum. This was not an 
optimal solution so they didn't sign it because the Canadians would get more 
benefits than the United States.  
 

So anyhow, at that time, this is the benefit, the linkage issue, how to 
link water to things [which] are sided to water sector likely in the Greater 
Mekong Sub-basin. 
 

And then that time NATO was considering a new fighter plane. And 
there were two competing offers: one of them was the US Phantom jet, and 
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the other was the Canadian Star Fighter. Now the Canadian Star Fighter was 
much better flying allrounder than the Phantom. The point is that who ever 
won the competition about the sale, NATO, every NATO country would 
have to buy the airplanes that won this competition. And the United States 
being the biggest player in NATO, insisted that the Phantom jet be the one 
to be chosen. The Canadians were very unhappy. So the president said to his 
advisers, [he said] “the Canadians are very unhappy with my decision, isn't 
there something we can give them?” One simply quite gaffed in the back 
and said “yes, we have this treaty” Even if it is a lousy treaty but you should 
give it to the Canadians, that they'll feel better. So since 1963, Kennedy 
signed the treaty, the treaty was approved by the senate... and of course, it's 
interesting to see what happened to the treaty. The treaty has still... in fact, 
the hydro-power was under-priced, the Canadians forced themselves to 
supply electricity at three cents a kilowatt-hour for thirty years, and that 
ended up the debate over dams in Canada. And of course, what happened at 
that time in the mid-sixties, huge inflation in construction costs, so it's like 
the Canadians were stuck having to build dams, very expensive, and to sell 
electricity at ridiculous prices. And the treaty is up for renegotiation right 
now. And of course, what has happened since then, and this is one of the 
cautionary tales about this whole thing, that nobody was worried about 
salmon in 1963, now, the salmon fishery is one of the critical issues on the 
renegotiation on the treaty. What is happening to the salmon now is it has 
almost disappeared from this river. Is it because of the dams? Is it because 
of climate change? Is it because of ocean fishing? Are other people 
involved? So now we're in the middle of a big wrestling match on the 
consequences of the salmon fisheries, consequences these dams having, five 
or six dams. And this is an example I think, how things change. So if you 
agree to a treaty right now and it gives something right now, thirty years 
time, remember these are long terms for investment, thirty years time. 
 
Prof. Ogden: I had the impression that your question was really: What 
would have happened had we not built the dams? The Hoover Dam, the 
Tennessee Valley Authority, would we have had development in the United 
States? I think that's the thrust of your question, wasn't it? - Professor 
Rogers, that was the question. 
 
Prof. Rogers: I think I had a good answer for another question...  
When I was a student, I visited the [?] dam in northern?? Tennessee, 
probably the first dam built in the Tennessee valley, that was in 1963 I think, 
the dam had been built in 1936/7 and the turbines have run continuously 
from that point on, until they were stopped once in the [unclear] period. 
Basically, once you have built a well-built hydro-dam and it's functioning 
and well-maintained, it will run for ever. Assuming sediment problems etc. 
etc, and the TVA, then this is the experience of this one dam which was like 
having your own printing press to produce money – once you built it it just 
ran for ever. I'm not saying this would happen in the Mekong. Certainly, this 
is one of the reasons why hydro projects are so attractive. You make a 
clever investment and then you have one guy who, well, can put some work 
in observation, and the operation maintenance is very low.  
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Dr. Kawasaki: Thank you. So any other question?  
 

A member of the audience: My name is Chaipapasophon from 
Chiangmai University. I want to ask maybe Professor Babel that last year 
they have a low for during the dry season of the Mekong River, and a lot of 
media blame because of the Chinese building the dam. I just want to ask if 
that is true or not. 
 
Dr. Babel: So last year, a lot of news in the newspaper and there was a 
counter-report also [which] came from China, and China says that is not 
[opaque] You see we need to consider the climate variability, and it is 
important that we cannot just say that because of climate change or because 
of the dams which have been constructed upstream. We need to look at the 
common stream, and based on one year's flows in the river, I don't think we 
should be able to conclude anything at all. We have been having climate 
variability for centuries. And that could have been because of the low flows, 
low dry years which have been observed in all states. 
As far as... There are many other issues here. It's not just because of the 
development which has been taking place, diversion which has been seen in 
other parts of the MRC. So in my view, I would say that rather having a 
perception based on only one year of information will not lead to any 
conclusions. 
 
Prof. Rogers: I have a rider to it and a comment: We did visit China and we 
spoke to a professor in Kunming who was head of the trans-border institute 
of China. And we discussed this particular issue and we said, well, they 
have daily data from fifty to hundred years of – I've forgotten the number - 
of the stream flows in that area, and the hydrology and rainfall, and he said 
“we sent a senior government official who told the Mekong River 
Commission not to worry because all data showed we are not responsible.” 
And I said, well that's nice to send a senior government official but wouldn't 
it be nice if the scientific community could see the data you have that we 
could arrive at the same conclusion? And we would feel a lot better about it, 
if we can see there is a computer disc some of the data is standing on. And 
the Chinese were only willing to share when they wouldn't be criticized. 
This is a perfect example of what Professor Odgen was talking about in 
terms of information sharing. Without information sharing, there is no trust.  
 
Dr. Kawasaki: Thank you. So Mr. Chaiporn, so I would like to know what 
your department thinks about this?  
 
Mr. Chaiporn: Thank you. So I will add up for what about your answer. 
From the fact, there are many monitoring stations in the Mekong river, both 
in the mainstream and tributaries. That I said before during my presentation 
that this time, the percentage of the discharge of the whole Mekong river 
basin coming from China is only 17 percent and the rest depends on the 
Laos with 40 percent, and just today, you can look at the MRC website, at 
the Chiangsai??? station, you can see the average water level is quite normal, 
higher than average, but in Luangprabang, it's very low because there was 
not much rainfall in that area.  
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I just come back from China. I've been there twice in December. Last 

year, the southwest of China was confronted with the most serious drought 
in decades, so the solution is that Prime Minister Wuchita (?) called 
hydrogeologists from our countries, more than ten thousand hydrogeologists, 
together with the equipment to survey groundwater during the ..., so they 
could solve the problem in five months. So in this case, somebody already 
mentioned the drinking water [issue] in this region, so concerning the 
Mekong, or MRC committee, we propose that... - in the past, we didn't talk 
about the groundwater but in the near future, we will form this activity. And 
the next, in the FU, one sub of the UATS will come to discuss with us about 
this.  
 

And for Thailand, for example in the rural area, many small 
waterworks or village waterworks depend on the groundwater, more than 70 
percent. So considering Thailand and our neighboring countries, I think we 
a bit more advanced in this technology. So we already have some contracts 
with our neighboring countries like Cambodia, Laos. We help them with 
surveys and planning for the groundwater development. So we hope we can 
do more. And we already [work] in the Department of Groundwater 
Resources also... OK, there is international credit course on groundwater 
development already two years. So, we will continue the technique to do 
this. So this refers to groundwater, I think we should pay more attention 
from now because during the dry period when you have no water, no 
surface water, you should pay more attention to groundwater development. 
This is my idea.  
 

And can I get up another thing? - For MRC, this is the international 
institutionalization, but you can see that all of MRC member countries are 
very poor countries – low education, low economic strength, so if you want 
to fully adopt international standards, you will fail, the country cannot 
perform in the international discipline but we should keep [trying], to 
emphasize e.g. capacity building and to seek help from the developed 
country. Only five percent of the budget of the MRC, only five percent or 
something, but not more than ten percent are from the riparian countries. 
The other 90 to 95 percent are from the north, northern countries like 
Denmark, Australia, US, Japan, Germany. So in this case, when the donors 
give us money, so they want to have [some rights] to follow up closely some 
issues that we have to follow, including the environmental aspect, and  
many, many sustainability issues, as we always say. But then another thing 
is what we should do and we can we will do now is for instance to keep 
monitoring the data like flow data, water quantity, water quality, also other 
related things as a baseline. For Thailand, we have about 48 water 
limitations (?) along the Mekong. So we should help [our neighbors] to 
install some monitoring stations for every [area]... in this case, for a long, 
long time, so through longterm [observation] we can get really good data as 
a base form. So later, if we have a conflict with China or some other country, 
we can use this data for our dequotation (?) or some discussion.  
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Dr. Kawasaki: Thank you, Mr. Chaiporn. So China is a very big brother. 
We have to think, its very important to think about China, so please, Ms. 
Nitivadee. 
 
Ms. Nitivadee: Yes, I would like to add from the China aspect to the 
[discussion]: if there is any effect on drought or flood in the Mekong region, 
we cannot find any definite answer for this. But we put first that we have 
seen China more cooperative since last year when we had the summit, the 
ASEAN Summit in Thailand, and this is the first time that, maybe because 
of some - you know - political push, so China sent the level of the deputy 
prime minister to the summit and what they promised is that in MRC, China 
is not a member country, just an observer, and the status observer means no 
commitment to any MRC regulation, right? - Yes, OK, and we have seen 
the progress is that the deputy prime minister of China came to that meeting 
and they promised to exchange data information on the level of water with 
the MRC that is what we think is a big progress with China. I don't know 
whether that is, you know, maybe because of some push or not but that is 
where we see some progress. 
 

Member of the audience: I am [opaque]. I am a student at AIT, I have 
a question for Professor Suzanne: Do you think MRC will consider all the 
challenges you put up? Do you think money or development weight will be 
a trouble on environmental effect? Do you trust in the MRC IIT? Do you 
think they will consider also the environmental effect? 
 
Prof. Ogden: Thank you for the question. Actually, I didn't necessarily 
think that all of these challenges or problems were ones that were 
necessarily coming from the MRC itself, I mean the fact that there are 
different groups within a country that don't agree with each other, or 
ministries fight with each other about the Mekong, there's not much the 
MRC can necessarily do about that. And one of the problems the MRC has 
is that it is really, as someone said, sort of a talk shop. One of the most 
important things that they've done in terms of bringing real water security to 
the area is to make sure that conflict is avoided. So they have been very 
important so far in preventing conflicts over the water within the Mekong 
river basin. But they're really... just two things to say, one is that in a sense, 
they don't have the power to do many things because it is the national 
governments that will make the final decision. But the MRC would like very 
much to strengthen, to have each of the four Lower Mekong River Basin 
Committees strengthened so that they can represent their governments. In 
other words, when they make a decision, when they are looking at things 
within the MRC that these, let's say Vietnam's national committee within the 
MRC, that it can speak for the government, - as it is right now, it cannot 
speak for the government, it just can make suggestions that then the national 
government makes a decision for – political reasons or what ever. But the 
other thing the MRC is doing is, as you probably know, by next year, all the 
people in the MRC who are not riparians will be replaced. So all the people 
from the developed world who are now controlling the MRC will be 
replaced and many people there … two perspectives are... but the one I'd 
like to mention is that many people feel it will be very positive for the MRC 
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because they know for example that as it is right now the riparians, that is 
the Vietnamese, the Thai, the Laotians and the Cambodians, they don't even 
eat lunch with the non-riparian staff. It is the people from outside of this 
region who have controlled the MRC and that is not very empowering to the 
members from these countries to be in an organization that is really being 
controlled by people from Europe, from Japan and from other countries. So 
that can be a very positive development that as of next year, everybody in 
the MRC, including the Chief Executive Officer, will be from this area. 
Now one of the problems that has been mentioned is that there is a different 
capacity in terms of providing personnel to replace these people from 
outside, the people who were there, the technical people especially, were 
highly trained people from the outside who were brought in. But Thailand, 
of course, has very talented people who could then go to the MRC. The 
problem is that the Thais don't want to go to the MRC because they can 
make a lot more money in the private sector here and because if they leave 
Thailand and go to the MRC, if they leave a ministry, which is, by the way, 
where all the talent really is here for the Mekong river basin, - it's in the 
ministries – if they leave that, sort of they feel they might be interrupting 
their careers and those positions only last for six years and then they must 
leave the MRC. So Thailand doesn't necessarily - in a sense, they dominate 
the riparian staff right now – but they could be stronger if they worked for 
all these skips except that they have, you know, other choices or places to 
go with their talent and everything. Vietnam and Laos, you know they're 
socialist countries and they assign people to it. Vietnam is becoming much 
stronger, but those people, their technical staff can only stay for three years 
and then they bring them back to Vietnam. And the salaries for the non-Thai 
people in the Mekong River Committee appear quite competitive for a 
Laotian or Cambodian or Vietnamese but for a Thai person, they are not too 
appealing. But what that means is that the Thai, the Laotians, the 
Cambodians, the Vietnamese are more likely to quickly build their staff, 
their capabilities. And I think having them take over, having the people 
from the Mekong river basin, from the Mekong River Commission will 
possibly be a very positive development.  
 
Dr. Kawasaki: So thank you all for your cooperation. I think this 
symposium has been completed successfully with interesting, informative 
and exciting six presentations, with a lively panel discussion. So we would 
like to express our sincere gratitude for those who kindly bought it and 
contributed to the success of this symposium by giving a big hand. 
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working in different aspects of this in Mekong. And to our initial 
vulnerability research says that probably storage of water upstream might 
not affect downstream to that great extent which we assumed. But I will 
have more clearer answers in the next one year or so.  

 
 
Q&A  Dr.. Sucharit 
 
Q: I am Vevien Chang and I am doing my research about the agenda?? on 
the water I stayed in Kanchanaburi province in the village for three months 
and I would like to ask you specifically about the community. Your study 
now is trying to do the community plan is linking with the provincial 
development plan. I want to know your community is specifically which 
level – village, Tambon or “Or.Bor.Tor”? - Thank you. 
 
A: So, the way the budget unit is at Or.Bor.Tor or local administrative unit; 
by law, within Or.Bor.Tor or local administration, we need to have a 
community workshop, we have to go ask each village [to clear] what they 
want. So now the Aor.Baor.Taor has two functions: one function is area-
based, within the village; the other function is occupation area [related] like 
rice paddy or prik/ chilly (?). So this [is what the] local community has to 
gather in information [by] coming together. Up to now, because we have a 
mapping system, they have a lot of papers of requests. So now we map up 
the information into the mapping and add some calculations, so they can 
constellate better which [requests to promote], also if the supply side is 
sufficient or not, and we are copying [this] now at many lower 
administration units.  
 
 
Q&A Prof. Roger 
 
Q: I am from the Pollution Control Department, my name is Brantan 
Singkhram. I just ask one question for the first part of this. First, I would 
like to say that I totally agree with Professor Rogers, with most of your 
impressions, point of view. I agree that. I think that in Southeast Asia 
Country, we do have a lot of dams already built and going to be built. Like 
for example in Laos, now, when I was young, I see like the Nam Nueng?? 1, 
like the first Nam Nueng?? dam – Nam Nueng?? is the name of the dam – 
now, I am not sure is the Nam Nueng 11 or 12, and that's, you know, not 
only fishery, not only fish resources that we think that is maybe lost but like 
forestry resources, too. Like once that you have to build the dam like ... for 
example in Laos, ten years I went to... at that time I was a reporter so I went 
to interview the president of Laos, and we saw a lot of the - you know – the 
logs, like the big logs, after cutting down the tree, under the water and most 
of them like they cannot be get out under the water because low technology. 
And Thailand is one of the country that – you know – buy the electricity 
from the Laos. So that happened. So and I don't think that the dam is the 
final solution for many things in this Southeast Asian country. And it maybe 
the big problem in the future for the Mekong River Basin, so I am very glad 
that you raised these topics for MRC to reconsider as is especially the [point 
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of] the draft for the main report that I just submitted to the Department of 
Water Resources. - Thank you very much.  
 
A: Thank you for the comments. You are some sort of the audience I have 
all the time. I love that being approved...  
 
Q: Thank you, Mr. Peter Rogers, I come from Royal Irrigation Department, 
Guysip?? I am engineer. Today is very much organized but is policy with 
development in MRC. 50 years ago is very long term for approve than in 
four??? I told you one question: Ask about opportunity to be create new 
dam along way inside MRC?... 
 
 A: I think you did probably flood a lot of people out. Please remember 
there's a lot of dams and very flat river basin areas so we don't have any 
good dam sites to store a large quantity of water. And then my 
understanding of the topology, topography of the basin is that there are no 
good sites for storing large quantities of water. We don't have something 
like a swamp, we don't have something like the Colorado River in [opaque] 
or even the Three-Gorges in China. So the building double-size of the dams 
on the main stream is going to flood out a lot of people and take up a lot of 
very valuable agricultural land in (murmuring). I don't see the possibility of 
doubling the storage capacity.  
 
 

cQuestion and Answer
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PROGRAM OVERVIEW
 “Forefront and Challenging of Water Resources Management in 

Southeast Asia” 

Venue:   Novotel Bangkok Fenix Ploenchit  (Ruam Rudee Ballroom, 9th Floor) 
Date:   29 January 2011 (Saturday) 
MC: Akiyuki Kawasaki, Visiting Faculty of AIT and Project Assoc. Prof. of ICUS, IIT, Univ. of Tokyo.

 
Time Topic Speaker 

12.30-13.00  Registration  
13.00-13.05 Opening remarks  

13.05-13.35
Mekong sub-regional framework: opportunities 
and challenges 

Ms. Nitivadee Manitkul
(MOFA)

13.35-14.05
Vulnerability assessment of freshwater 
resources to environmental change in a case of 
the Mekong River basin

Assoc. Prof. Mukand Singh 
Babel (AIT)

14.05-14.35
Water resources management in MRC & 
Thailand's perspectives on MRC’s role 

Mr. Chaiporn Siripornpibul 
(MONRE)

14.35-15.05
Integrating provincial/community water 
planning  with provincial development plan by 
area based information system 

Prof. Sucharit Koontanakulvong 
(Chulalongkorn University)

 Coffee break  

15.30-16.00
Who‘s river is it anyhow? Some issues 
regarding transboundary development on the 
Mekong River basin 

Prof. Peter Rogers 
(Harvard Univ.)

16.00-16.30
Challenges to Benefit Sharing in the Mekong 
River Basin 

Prof. Suzanne P. Ogden 
(Northeastern University)

16.35-17.20 Panel discussion 
6 presenters chaired by
Dr. Akiyuki Kawasaki (AIT/UT)

17.20-17.30 Closing remarks  
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