
focus of the main objectives of the network. PRAVAH has maîntained a dialogue with the
GWSSB and along with a few reputable NGOs, has slowly begun to alter regional drinking water
policies. Hlowever, it stili has to Mring rural women into the forefront of the decision-making
process. Efforts have been made by the new coordinator and the trustees to increase participation
within the network. The high level of self-awareness among trustees has also helped to create a
platform to improve PRAVAH's relationship between the state and its people.

Despite these concemns, PRAVAH has legitimised the drinking water crisis in the eyes of
the public. One of its most significant strengths thus far has been its efforts to develop a
positive, open relationship with the state. Specifically, it has opened up a dialogue with the
GWSSB and through this process has influenced govemnment policies.

CONCLUSION

Civil society and the state

It is argued here that NGOs, as significant actors within civil society, do make the state
more accountable through direct confrontation but can al, o do so through co-operative means. In
other words, alongside this element of opposition, co-operative measures between the state and
civil society do exist and these supportive measures can lead to a more vibrant democracy. This
is the case with PRAVAH. While PRAVAH cannot be considered to be inherently
confrontational to the GWSSB it does oppose the GWSSB in some sense. In other words,
although PRAVAH and the GWSSB objectives are similar, PRAVPLH stili takes issue with some
of the GWSSB's top-down, inefficient methodologies. I n this case a certain amount of opposition
does exist from PRAVAH's perspective. However, PRAVA-H realises that without the GWSSB
and its resources, adequate solutions will flot be found. To do this, PRAVAR is working with the
state in a co-operative manner in order to hear the voices of the people most affected by the lack
of dnling water. In other words, PRAVAH, by working with the GWSSB, is attempting to


