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NaturalNews) The fate of the nation's water supply is under debate as hearings 
in the House and Senate begin on the Water Restoration Act of 2007. Opponents 
claim this Act threatens to greatly expand the Federal Government's roll in water 
management. This Act would define waters of the U.S. as "all interstate and 
intrastate waters and their tributaries, including lakes, rivers, streams (including 
intermittent streams) mudflats, sand flats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, 
wet meadows, playa lakes, natural ponds, and all impoundments of the 
foregoing". In other words, this bill will give the federal government total control of 
the most basic of all commodities necessary to life on this earth. 
 
The Environmental Protection Agency and the Army Corps of Engineers currently 
have authority over all waters considered navigable in the U.S. The Code of 
Federal Regulations 33 CFR 329.4 defines navigable waters as "those waters 
that are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide and/or presently used, or have 
been used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport interstate or 
foreign commerce." 
 
The Water Restoration Act, a bipartisan bill lead/sponsored by Congressman 
Oberstar, is an amendment to the Federal Water Pollution Act, commonly known 
as the Clean Water Act. Since major amendments were enacted in 1977, the 
Clean Water Act protected all of the nation's waters as Congress intended, until 
2003, when the Bush administration gave in to pressure form corporate polluters 
and redefined the meaning of water. This happened through a bureaucratic 
device called a 'guidance', whereby the EPA instructed federal environmental law 
enforcers to back off from holding many polluters accountable. 
 
Proponents of the Clean Water Restoration Act see it as restoring what was 
Congress's original intent, that the Clean Water Act protect all of the nation's 
waters. They see water quality and quantity issues as needing examination this 
spring, and believe now is the time for getting legislation to protect the water 
supply in order with the passage of this Act. They see the Act as offering needed 
protection from water pollution, from terrorists, and being in the interests of 
national security. 
 
Is water a basic human right or a commodity? 
 
Under the Public Trust doctrine, the government is prohibited from converting 
something such as water to the status of a commodity. Water is considered a 
basic human right that must remain in the public trust, meaning that it is so 
important to our survival that it should never be reclassified as a commodity. 
Many believe that the Water Restoration Act lays the foundation for removing 



water from the Public Trust and facilitating it to fall under the ownership and 
control of corporations as a commodity. This is similar to how seeds have fallen 
into corporate control when they were once viewed as part of the Public Trust 
under the assumption that all people have a right to seeds with which to grow 
food for themselves. 
 
Commodity owning corporations can now sue the government if it acts in any 
way to prevent them from making profits they believe they are entitled to. This 
ability to sue for impaired profit making can be the result of environmental 
regulations, of Federal laws which may prevent the corporations from hiring 
illegal workers, or issues of eminent domain in which an individual's land stands 
in the way of corporate earnings, and the courts have not acted to protect the 
interests of the corporation. 
 
All the corporation has to do to supersede federal law is claim 'trade illegal' 
provisions of NAFTA and CAFTA. Federal laws and regulations are then put 
aside, along with property rights. CAFTA goes a long way in establishing the 
privatization of water supplies, including in-land navigated waters and the right to 
use and access the water supplies. 
 
Federal control over all water may lead to its privatization 
 
If the federal government is unable to gain total control of all water from whatever 
source, it is highly unlikely that water can be taken from the status of Public Trust 
and changed to that of commodity. If in fact the Water Restoration Act allows for 
the complete control of the federal government over all water in the country, as it 
opponents claim, water can loose its status as part of the Public Trust, and 
become a commodity available for corporate ownership. 
 
The Water Restoration Act federalizes all inland and coastal waters from any 
source. This Act is needed to set the stage for the corporate privatization 
guaranteed under CAFTA, and would effectively convert the entire water supply 
from any source into the status of a commodity. 
 
As it stands now, any corporate agriculture business operating in any area is 
allowed to bypass water treatment plants, sewage treatment, and tap directly into 
underground aquifers even if it depletes the water supply to the surrounding 
communities. GMO seeds require up to three times the normal amount of water 
to activate and grow, but efforts to limit use or regulate disposal have been 
unsuccessful. The corporate rights are seen to exceed those of the individual and 
community as CAFTA clearly claims priority for "investor protections". 
 
Opponents of the Water Restoration Act see the World Bank along with the 
United Nations as active in the effort to use NAFTA as well as CAFTA to convert 
the world's water supply to commodity status, to be controlled by private 
investors via global trade and investment agreements. Water will no longer be a 



community or individual right and resource if they are successful. Water will 
become a globally traded commodity subject to markets and the ability to pay, 
just like oil has. 
 
If the World Trade organization is able to convert water to the status of a tradable 
commodity, it will be subject to international trade policies favoring only the giant 
corporation and investors. When corporations have sought to overturn domestic 
environmental laws or regulations, the laws have been declared null under the 
'trade illegal' provisions of both NAFTA and CAFTA which declare that the right 
of the corporation cannot be superseded or infringed upon by laws or regulations 
that hinder the amount of profit they estimate can be attained. 
 
Privatization may lead to abuse 
 
Under a currently established World Bank system, credit or loans will not be 
issued to Third World countries and others unless they agree to allow foreign 
investors access to privatize their water supply. It required mass demonstrations 
in Bolivia to force out a subsidiary of Bechtel that had privatized the water supply, 
increased costs three-fold initially, dispensed with system upkeep, and left a 
quarter of the rural homes without access to water. 
 
England privatized their water system, resulting in a 45% overnight increase in 
costs. Maintenance levels dropped and the quality of the water deteriorated 
significantly. 
 
Several people became ill and one died from an E. coli contamination in a 
Canadian town after the water supply was privatized. The owner of the water 
knew of the contamination but did not notify the public until people became ill. 
 
In a meeting at the Hague, water executives stated that as long as water was 
coming out of the tap, the public had no right to any information as to how it got 
there or its quality. 
 
In the U.S. private investors have already succeeded in taking over some 
community water supplies. In other places the communities have fought against 
the sale of publicly held supplies realizing that this most important element of 
human survival should never be in the control of private corporations whose one 
and only duty is to produce ever increasing profits for investors. 
 


