Sirs

INSPECTION AND INVESTIGATION PANEL
Dr. Patricia Nunez, Consultant

Dr. Tamara Milsztajn, Operations Officer

The Inspection Panel

World Bank Projects in Colombia

Salitre WWTP Expansion Project

Washington D.C.

Reference: Right to Petition and Request for Registration and Inclusion on the
Consultation and Monitoring Panel, World Bank Investments in Colombia, on
the Salitre WWTP Expansion Project in Bogota - Colombia - South America.

Dear Drs. Patricia and Tamara, the UPZ 72 community extends warm greetings to you on behalf of some
of the leaders who make up the Cortijo-Tibaguya Citizens’ Round Table.

We are residents in the Salitre WWTP impact area, with professional training in various fields of study and
the sciences including industrial design, business administration, public accounting, civil engineering,
social security and human development, law, hydrology, environmental engineering, biology, among
others. As residents of the Ciudadela Colsubsidio area in Barrio el Cortijo, with some of us belonging to
the JAC Colsubsidio Center and JAC el Cortijo, comprising + - 80 residential complexes (some 20,000
families + - 60,000 to 80,000 people) in the area that will be directly affected by the Salitre WWTP
Expansion Project, we defend the wetland and the entire ecosystem of the area; we seek the protection of
all rights and social entitlements necessary to defend it; we are working on other issues for the benefit of
the community and are the signatories to this statement, request and right to petition.

We hereby issue a formal and public notice of meeting and invitation to all of you so that in a spirit of
multilateral institutional collaboration with Bank procedures in Colombia and Bogotd, you may specifically
intervene in the WWTP Salitre Project, to avoid environmental and social damage and contribute your
management skills to influence and promote serious and transparent debates on social, environmental,
financial and political responsibility in the impact area to be protected or impacted, an area with which we
invite you formally to become acquainted.

In the Attachment is the Right to Petition describing in as much detail as possible, through questions,
suggestions, concepts and other details, the major social and environmental issues, as well as the arguments
put forward by the community through which we hope to demonstrate the environmental and technical
failures, as well as failures to adhere to social procedures, with respect to the project, and therefore we are
requesting the intervention of the Bank’s Inspection Panel for wetland protection and so that the adverse
impacts to which we will be subjected can be prevented; based on the actual facts and arguments of a legal,
juridical, and environmental nature, by the drawings supplied by CAR itself, etc., with the aid of which we
present our objection to the project (not to the development of the communities but to the project in the area
and the way in which you want to develop it there on a 35-hectare wetland and Forest), when it can be
demonstrated that the project will not achieve anything worthwhile for such investment and we object to
the processes under which the community directly affected was not taken into account, and we therefore
seek a review of the implementation of the Policies and Principles of the Bank on this matter as well as the
fact that international agreements and treaties on Environmental Matters, the Ecosystem and Biodiversity
were not taken into account and complied with.



The community looks forward to your comments on above-mentioned matters,

Yours sincerely

/FOR SIGNATURES PLEASE SEE SPANISH TEXT OF THIS COMPLAINT/
UPZ 72 - CORTINO TIBAGUYA CITIZENS ROUNDTABLE - Locality10 of Engativa

E-mail:mecct.engativa.upz72@gmail.com>

Facebook/Defensa de la reserva ambiental y humedal Cortijo - Tibaguya

3118687036
3142944426
3135925584
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Bogota. D.C., June 23, 2016

INSPECTION AND INVESTIGATION PANEL
Dr. Patricia Nunez, Consultant

Dr. Tamara Milsztajn, Operations Officer

The Inspection Panel

World Bank Projects in Colombia

Salitre WWTP Expansion Project

Washington D.C.

Reference: Right to Petition and Request for Registration and Inclusion on the
Consultation and Monitoring Panel, World Bank Investments in Colombia,
on the Salitre WWTP Expansion Project in Bogota - Colombia - South
America.

Esteemed Drs. Patricia and Tamara, | hope you are well.

In view of the reference and given that to date the World Bank office in Colombia has not provided a
response to our objections and complaints made on June 7, 2016, on the environmental and social problems
and possible detrimental impacts to the heritage of Colombia, especially for the people of Bogota and
directly those who live on the riverbanks of the area where the intervention will be made and who will
potentially be affected by the Salitre WWTP Expansion Project, and pursuant to Art. 23 of the Constitution
of Colombia (which applies to all residents in Colombia—natural, or legal, or multilateral persons— who
must comply with constitutional principles as well as local and other laws, including those applicable to
investments, the environment, biodiversity, climate change and that have a social impact), we hereby
formalize the request that the Inspection Panel include this right to petition, and specifically the case of the
Salitre WWTP of Bogota, in its monitoring, control and supervision program, as also general prevention
mechanisms to prevent the creation of social and environmental damage and other impacts not identified
by this community; but that will surely arise if the objections and complaints of the community are not
addressed; therefore we appeal to you to ensure that the proper mechanisms are enforced for these cases.

In this regard, given the above and the case in question, in the following pages we are sending the right to
petition directly to the Inspection Panel, under your leadership, and we have set out therein the reasons why
the community objects to the project and described the facts on which we base this application, which is a
true copy of the original sent to the Bank and other entities in Colombia that are involved directly or
indirectly with the project.

Yours sincerely,
/FOR SIGNATURES PLEASE SEE SPANISH TEXT OF THIS COMPLAINT/

PS: The signatures to this application and communication have been scanned electronically from the
original sent to the Bank in Bogota and printed as they appear in the signatures on page 17 of this document.
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Bogota. D.C., June 21, 2016
Sirs

Office of the President of the Republic - Dr. Juan Manuel Santos Calderén - President;

Office of the Mayor of Bogota - Dr. Enrique Pefialoza - Mayor;

Administrative Tribunal of Cundinamarca - Dr. Nelly Villamizar - Judge;

CAR Cundinamarca - Dr. Nestor Franco - Director General,

SAD - Department of Environment - Secretary;

IDRD - Director;

Water and Sewerage Company of Bogota [Empresa de Acueducto y Alcantarillado de Bogotd] -
Management;

Congress of Colombia - Senators;

House of Representatives of Colombia - Representatives;

Bogota City Council - All Councillors;

Local Mayor of Engativa - Dr. Angela V. Ortiz M.- Mayor;.

Local Administrative Board [Junta Administradora Local JAL] of Engativa -All Municipal Councillors;
Office of the Ombudsman of Bogota — Municipal Ombudsman;

Office of the Bogota District Citizens” Watchdog— Monitor

Bogota Controller General’s Office - Controller;

IDEPAC - Address; DNP National Planning Department - Director;

Attorney General’s Office — Attorney General;

Office of Human Rights Ombudsman - Ombudsman;

World Bank - Dr. Gerardo M. Corrochano / World Bank Country Director in Colombia

World Bank - Project Management and Administration Salitre WWTP - Bogota;

Ramsar Organization; Human Rights Watch, Greenpeace;

and to whom it may concern within each entity, in the exercise of their right and duty on behalf of citizens.
City

Reference 2: Right to Petition Seeking Protection for the Environmental Heritage of Bogota, the
Cortijo-Tibaguya Forest and Environmental Reserve, Application for Enforcement of the Duties of
Institutions to Protect the Human and Patrimonial Rights of the UPZ 72 Communities of Locality 10
of Engativa for Violation and Infringement of due process, Actual Prior Consultation, Truthful and
Transparent Information on Projects that will affect us Directly as a Community, for Public
Participation; for Imminent Negative Impacts on the Ecosystem and Environment in the area; and
for the Community stemming from the possible execution of the Salitre-Cortijo WWTP (Wastewater
Treatment Plant) Expansion Project and other ancillary projects adjacent to the area; because the
Entities that are Responsible and/or Concerned in Executing them are not complying with some of
the constitutional rights and duties and with Colombian laws, as well as National and International
Protocols ratified by Colombia in Matters Related to the Environment, Bio-Diversity, and Oxygen,
among other potential matters that may not have been identified.

Dear Sirs, We send warm greetings from the UPZ 72 community and on behalf of some of the leaders who
make up the Cortijo-Tibaguya Citizens’ Roundtable, professionals in various fields of study including
industrial design, business administration, public accounting, civil engineering, social security and human
development, law, hydrology, environmental engineering, biology, among others; in our capacity as
residents of the area of Ciudadela Colsubsidio, in Barrio el Cortijo, some belonging to the JAC Colsubsidio
Centro and JAC el Cortijo, comprising + - 80 residential complexes (some 20,000 families + - 60,000 to
80,000 people) in the area that will be directly affected by the Salitre WWTP Expansion Project, who defend
the wetland and the entire ecosystem of the area; who seek the protection of all rights and social entitlements

Cortijo Tibaguya Citizens’ Roundtable [Mesa Ciudadana Cortijo Tibaguya] — Carrera 118 No. 89B — 51 Cellular
3135925584 — 3142944426 - 3118687036
E-mail: mcct.engativa.upz72@gmail.com - Facebook: Mesa Ciudadana Cortijo Tibaguya



necessary in order to defend it; we are working on other issues for the benefit of the community and are the
signatories to this statement, application, and right to petition; we hereby issue a formal and public notice
of meeting and invitation to you all to engage in serious and transparent debates on social, environmental,
financial, and political responsibility in the impact area to protect or affect we invite you formally to become
acquainted with.

Before we begin our arguments and questions accompanying our respectful right to petition; we start with
the following messages:

A child that does not have a name or is not baptized or is not registered, is still a child,
a human being entitled to rights; it is the same for our environmental biodiversity
areas such as forest reserves, wetlands and others. MCCT.

In view of the previous paragraph, understanding that all persons, from the individual point of view,
fundamentally have their own beliefs, principles, and values about life and nature and how to integrate these
into their personal, spiritual and/or religious world in a manner that is good; nonetheless, we all live under
the same sky and share a common home, our mother earth and in this regard it is the duty and responsibility
of all to respect, care for, and protect her; therefore we recite a short paragraph from the message sent to
humanity by the World Leader His Holiness Pope Francis in his Encyclical “LAUDATO SI” — Be Praised
- About Climate Change and the Environment.

This message calls us all and especially Regional, National, and Local World Leaders in the sphere of
politics, business, governments and their agencies, as well as various social organizations to pay more
attention to what we are doing to nature and join efforts to increase and improve the level of respect and
protection of our common mother and dwelling place = our universal home/Earth.

““Laudato Si, mi Signore” —*“Praise be to you, my Lord,” sings St. Francis of Assisi. Praised be to you,
my Lord, through our Sister, Mother Earth, who sustains and governs us, and who produces various fruits
with colored flowers and herbs” (environmental awareness more than 800 years ago, the words in brackets
are ours). In the words of this beautiful canticle he reminds us that our common home is also like a sister,
with whom we share our life and a beautiful mother who opens her arms to embrace us. ...

... This sister and mother now cry out to us because of the harm we have inflicted on her by our irresponsible
use and abuse of the goods with which God has endowed her. We have grown up thinking that - (when God
gave us the order and opportunity to take possession of, dominate, and subjugate her - the words in brackets
are ours) — He gave us the right to see ourselves as her lords and masters, entitled to plunder her at will.
The violence present in our hearts, wounded by sin, is also reflected in the symptoms of sickness evident
in the soil, in the water, in the air and in all forms of life. This is why the earth herself, burdened and laid
waste, is among the most abandoned and maltreated of our poor, she “groans in travail.” (Rom 8:22).

... We have forgotten that we ourselves are dust of the earth (cf. dust you are, and to dust you shall return
Gen. 2:7). Our very bodies are made up of the elements of the planet, we breath her air and we receive life
and refreshment from her waters.”....

... For “human beings” to destroy the biological biodiversity of God’s creation; for human beings to degrade
the integrity of the earth by causing changes in its climate, by stripping the earth of its natural forests or
destroying its wetlands; for human beings to contaminate the earth’s waters, its land, its air; ... these are
sins. For to commit a crime against the natural world is a sin ... against God, who created it...”
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In our view, it cannot be possible that the supposed development that we humans invented is wreaking such
degradation and wholesale reductionism when applied to the goods and benefits that Nature gives us, we
think that Nature must be at the service of science and technology in an inverse logic and technocratic
conspiracy to supply disorder, lack of planning and of political and financial morality.

Finally, in this opening paragraph, we make an urgent appeal that you keep in mind that, according to the
Constitution and Colombian law, all residents of the country (local and foreign) have the human, civic,
social, environmental, and financial duty and responsibility among others to respect and protect ourselves,
to protect our heritage as a country and that of course includes nature and its biodiversity in all areas and
forms (among other issues affecting the nation state) and no one should be tossing the responsibility ball
from one person to another or between entities; we are all responsible by right and duty to do so and we
took this action so that we can all do what is appropriate and correct in terms of our humanity, for nature,
under the law and the Constitution, and under International Treaties; it is a respectful and cordial invitation
in this time of peace agreements.

We are not opposed to development, it is only that the “supposed development” is at the expense of our
values and natural heritage and biodiversity and sources of oxygen or water and further of endangering the
life or health of people or affecting communities in that and other aspects of a social or patrimonial nature—
this development does not make sense; we are objecting because the site where the projects are intended to
be carried out is not a good location because of the wetland and the forest, because we can prove that that
particular location is not feasible technically, environmentally, and socially and because due process has
been violated and most collective and social fundamental rights will eventually be violated.

We again cordially invite those who do not know it, to visit the Cortijo-Tibaguya wetlands, enjoy the 35
hectares of forest of which it is comprised among other benefits of the wetlands, and check out the water
bodies and other aspects of its flora and fauna; you will be able to see for yourself directly that the project
is planned to be carried out in the floodplains of the Bogota River and the Tibabuyes (Juan Amarillo)
Wetland and the Juan Amarillo River; once you have visited the likely project area, verify whether or not
it is worthwhile to preserve, protect, and—in the context of the community—defend the wetlands and its
entire ecosystem for the supply of oxygen and its reserve—nbiodiverse in multiple ways, some endangered—
as Colombia’s heritage.

We are respectfully going to raise the following issues and they were not created out of thin air nor was it
because we were sitting behind desks with codes or laws that these issues can and should, without more, be
argued and advocated regarding the environment and its biodiversity and that we should turn to laws to
allow, and/or allow to be tolerated, the attitudes or actions or omissions of those who want to carry out
projects disregarding the communities directly affected and thereby supporting environmental destruction
and the elimination of sources of oxygen for this beautiful city.

We have got to get out of offices and from behind desks and go out and listen to communities, visit where
they live their lives and visit the sites of possible intervention, and not only believe in theoretical documents
of entities that want to carry out projects based on arguments from studies done 20 years ago or more and
so we have to complement the laws with genuine awareness and direct verification when opinions are
issued, in order to defend public assets and collective rights, including your rights as public or private
officials because water, oxygen and other natural resources existing there also benefit you and your families
and present children and those of future generations.

Now to the matter at hand: The wetland is located between Carreras 119 and 145 longitude east to west
and latitude north to south between Calles 99-80, southern area of the basin of the Tibabuyes or the Juan
Amarillo Wetland and the eastern area of the basin and alluvial buffer zone of the Bogota river, in an
expanse of 115 hectares, 35 of which are a forest reserve, endemic and foreign grassland as well as flooding
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areas of the river with endemic and migratory birds, with fauna of small mammals and biodiversity of
micro-fauna and abundant flora that gives oxygen to the area. The Salitre WWTP project and the
Metropolitan Park, that would replace much of the forest area will up take more than 80 hectares, as shown
in the designs supplied by CAR, so the wetlands will disappear completely; and to allow this to happen in
the capital of Colombia is an open invitation to ecological, environmental, and habitat destruction anywhere
in the country and from here to around the world; importing more cement and iron, than water, oxygen and
life itself is to give way to economic interests of industrial empires to the detriment of communities.

UPZ 72 is adjacent to the wetland and impact area and all communities in the riparian area thereof will be
affected, including the districts of Bochica, Bolivia, Ciudadela Colsubsidio, especially the urbanized areas
near the wetland such as Quintas de Santa Barbara in the adjacent neighborhood, and the Residential
Complexes: Los Alcaparros, Eucaliptos, Los Cerezos, Los Manzanos, Los Ciruelos, Los Duraznos, Los
Arces Rojos, Los Almendros, Parques de La Ciudadela, and others adjacent to the wetlands, with + - 15,000
families (60,000 people), and we therefore request the application of interim measures to halt the
commencement and/or immediate termination of the Salitre WWTP expansion works on the Wetland in
guestion because we know that by all accounts work will soon begin, as is a matter of public knowledge
and as we learned through the media and through this measure we are seeking to prevent imminent harm to
the ecosystem and the communities.

The following are the questions we are asking you through this public participation process and the ideas
that we, as a community, propose to all of you and would everyone please answer us as appropriate
indicating the question number that is applicable thereto and to which you are referring; but especially we
like to again ask that you all take seriously and with human, professional, and institutional responsibility
the attitudes of adopting the relevant mechanisms as a duty under the law and constitution of Colombia to
act as a social state governed by the rule of law; it should be remembered that compliance with
environmental values and international agreements and treaties ratified by Colombia on these issues is also
required:

1. Why before starting any work or expanding or installing new WWTPs, are the works under the
Sewerage Master Plan on sewers, interceptors and inter-connectors for residential, commercial, and
industrial wastewater done, which it has owed for more than 30 years to all citizens of Bogota, not
done according to the primary study that was conducted in 1985, which included 16 alternatives to
decontaminate the River and the Construction of a Plant in Alicachin and clearly, as they have
failed the city since that time, now they want to improvise with more than 15-year old studies to
solve a current problem but only for 5 or 10 years?

2. Why do you want to expand the plant in that area, destroying the Cortijo-Tibaguya wetland, if the
designs presented by CAR on this project do not include treating the waters of the Juan Amarillo
River, nor those of the Tibabuyes Wetland that contribute to pollution of the River, and which are
close to the WWTP?

3. Why would one carry out projects with designs 8 or 10 years old and for a population of 8 million
residents; when we are currently more than 9 million and would be more than 12 million residents,
with the city region that is intended to be developed, therefore one can foresee that this project
would be impractical given its final objective of decontaminating the Bogota River. Please provide
us with a copy of the updated studies prior to starting the project.

4. If the design of the expanded plant is to treat + - 7.5 to 8 mts3 and the flow of the Salitre River with
the Wastewater is greater, and even more so in the rainy season with flows from the Kennedy and
Engativa interceptors; why insist on a project that will not have the actual treatment capacity and
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efficiency required for the task given the discharge by the Box Culvert with its inflows, and much
less if the waters of the Juan Amarillo River and the Tibabuyes Wetland that are polluting the
Bogota River just 80 meters from the existing WWTP, were included?

5. Why does this project not consider including the polluted tributaries of the Juan Amarillo Wetland
and the Juan Amarillo River, and why is it expected that the project will not construct interceptors
to collect wastewater from Suba and other neighborhoods that pollute the Bogota River more to the
north of the city which is discharged into the River, and as is verified flows into the Tibabuyes
Wetland and from there to the JA River and as said before from there to the Bogota River?

6. Why does CAR and other entities insist on using WWTPs, which are obsolete technologies,
compared with what countries like Japan and Europe are doing today, for it is public knowledge
that, according to reports of the Comptroller and the Attorney General in control studies from CAR
itself state that on the upper basin, in the middle and lower part of the river there are + - 28 WWTPs
and most are not working and those that are, are not working well; so their impact - identified - in
the decontamination of the river is not meeting its goals. That is why the Attorney General and
Comptroller are investigating CAR, to determine its responsibility in all the malfunctions in those
WWTPs, which are becoming a white elephant beside which it wants to expand in Bogota. How
then can one believe that a Mega-Project like this will be done well? What went wrong in the
morning cannot be remedied in the evening and please do not submit the community and the
country to a financial risk and waste, which will be more than US$430 million that they want to
spend there, and surely it will end just like REFICAR, a project that we expect will also lead to the
loss of biodiverse resources and oxygen generation sources for the city.

7. If WWTPs are the only technology solution that can be found, why not think about making plants
in rural areas, in what is thought to be a conurbation in the geographical triangle between Cota -
Chia - Suba (one WWTP there), the Tridngulo Fontibdn - Funza - Mosquera, one there and another
in southern Bogota with Soacha and El Mufa. Coordinate with those neighboring municipalities
which, Mayor Pefialosa, you want to bring into the conurbation, carrying wastewater via collector
pipelines, interceptors and interconnectors and that is more effective and more efficient to avoid
polluting the river more.

The integration of these WWTPs with those in the high river basin, if they are optimized and start
to work well, with collectors and interceptors in those municipalities headed for their WWTPs,
would indeed cover all areas of origin of the pollution of the river in its three basins; the joint work
of the three WWTPs suggested plus the others, would indeed yield a positive result in an integrated
project, thinking not only about ten years from the present but up to 200 years; also in rural areas
as can be seen by Google Earth satellite maps, there is room for it, without affecting wetlands and
reserve areas by making them far from communities and urban areas.

CAR along with other entities involved in the Salitre wastewater treatment plant project argue that
they are doing it there to decontaminate the River, and that part of the waters of the river
“supposedly decontaminated” will be used for the Riego la Ramada/Enramada District; What a
fallacy; because the River will not be decontaminated as can be shown by how it is working
currently with the 2nd Phase designs supplied by CAR because of its placement and the flow. If
you agree to the field visit, guided by experts from the community, and the designs are contrasted
with the reality of the water flow, the arguments of the community will be corroborated.

8. Why are we overlooking the provisions of the Constitution in 12 Articles, which among many
issues, on this matter, orders public participation of everyone as citizens and as leaders of
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

institutions, to take responsibility for protecting all bodies of water, forest areas, wetlands and flora
and fauna wherever they may be?

Are you really not aware of the risks of environmental and public health impacts in the area of
influence in destroying a wetland and the largest forest in the north-west of Bogota, which is even
five times larger than the Van Der Hammen Forest Reserve, just to make way for an industrial
project that will be of no help?. Dr. Pefialoza, in 2000 when that baby was inaugurated, you said
that you were inaugurating the Salitre WWTP because it was within your remit, as the Mayor; but
that you did not agree with that project, why have you now changed your mind?

Why violate the principles and agreements enshrined in Law 164 of October 27, 1994 (ratifying
the country’s adherence to the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change); the
same applies to Law 629 of December 27, 2000 ratifying the country’s adherence to the Kyoto
Protocol on GHG (Greenhouse Gases).

Dr. Pefialoza, why are you “proposing that Bogota become a conurbation with the four
municipalities? This is why CAR, playing along, is doing the work of “so-called hydraulic
adjustment” of the River on both sides not because it foresees possible flooding damage caused by
increased rainfall and river flow and wants to prevent flooding of their river basin areas and
riverside settlements; what that is actually doing is impacting the river’s alluvial buffer zones in all
basins from Chia to Soacha; we know that in their conurbation projects all wet areas of the river
basin will be dried out, and once dry, pathways and huge developments on both sides of the river
will be built and then its seawalls “for fishing.” Given the increase in population level on the banks
of the River, in the design and setting up of the existing wastewater treatment plant expansion in
the 2nd phase, will the goal be met and will it work in terms of the wastewater from this increase
in the population?

Why is the IDRD thinking of creating new Metropolitan Parks (MP-10) in the area of the referenced
wetland, when for years it has not done maintenance work, or provided sports infrastructure in over
50 mini parks in Locality 10 of Engativa? On this point, the UPZ 72 area has more than 20 mini
parks, abandoned and totally lacking in maintenance of its physical infrastructure, funding, and
community sports grounds; This community states that it does not need more parks; what we do
want, require, and request is the maintenance, restoration and improvement of existing ones.
When will you give us an answer to this?

Likewise, we are requesting that the IDRD send us the plans of the Metropolitan Park and the
schedule of activities which if they were done in that place they would destroy much of the 35
hectares of forest that exist there.

Mr. Mayor of Bogota and of the Engativad Local Government, we ask that you provide us with
information about the expansion and extension of road projects of Calle 90 (Avenida Morisca), and
Carrera 119 that is totally destroyed by the passage of the Public Transport System (SITP), and
please provide us with copies of the designs where such expansions or extensions are to be made
within the context of the UPZ 72.

Sirs of IDPAC, CAR, the SDA, and the EAAB, we are requesting that you send us copies of the
minutes of the Community Action Boards of Cortijo and Ciudadela Centro and of blocks 19, 20,
and 21 of Ciudadela Colsubsidio, with the aim of verifying the consultation that CAR states and
argues it has carried out with these communities on the Salitre WWTP project, allegedly carried
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16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

out in late 2014 and early 2015, before the alleged agreement with the roundtables on February 9,
2015.

Sirs of IDPAC, please inform this community why you were doing community surveys for the
IDRD on the Metropolitan Park (PM-10) in recent months; in which the community was asked how
they wanted the Park; but you never informed that this supposed park was a compensation program
for the adverse impacts and/or loss of the Cortijo-Tibaguya wetland and in reparation for the
negative environmental impacts resulting from the Salitre WWTP Expansion? We are requesting
copies of the surveys with which CAR and the EAAB argue that consultations with the
communities of the area was carried out. It is one thing is to inform communities via surveys and
another to invite them to debate, discuss and come to a consensus in public on the projects that will
affect us.

Sirs of the World Bank, this community invites you and respectfully requests your intervention and
decisive participation in monitoring of the consultations processes with the communities, the actual
design of the project and its true environmental impact and therefore we are requesting copies of
the documents that were given to you by CAR and other entities interested in developing the Salitre
WWTP project, as attachments to the requirements of your social and environmental policies and
consultations procedures with these communities.

It is known that CAR informed you that we were taken into account as a directly affected
community; but that was not the case; it came to an agreement with persons, supposedly
environmentalist NGOs and defenders of habitat and nature reserves and ecosystems, who for one
or several reasons, changed their position, they had persons from other locations or from areas
different from direct impact areas sign and complete their consultation protocols in order to receive
your authorization, and obtain the loan to finance the Project, in that order.

Since the project has supposedly already been bid; we are asking CAR to give us the project file
number and copies of the Schedule of Activities, according to planning and scheduling for each
stage of implementation; with the updated designs.

We are also requesting that CAR kindly provide us with the schedule and protocols for the transfer
of birds and other wildlife from the current wetland, to the supposed artificial Nuevo Cortijo
wetland, as you have reported you will; and an updated copy of the EMP (Environmental
Management Plan).

With regard to the preceding paragraph, please provide us with the environmental, technical and
health (public and human health) updated feasibility study that will support the project as well as
the equivalent for the design and development of the artificial Nuevo Cortijo wetland, which
according to your plans will be located between the putrid waters that run through the channel
coming out of the Box Culvert to the Plant, on the south side, and the Juan Amarillo River and
Tibabuyes Wetland which will continue contaminated to the north.

To CAR, the EAAB, the SDA and the SDS, we ask that you provide us with the public and human
health study of the residents of the area, as is appropriate under national and international technical
standards accepted by Colombia, prior to execution of this kind of mega project, in order to have
social records on this topic that would support, among other things, the commencement of the
project and the planning and scheduling for monitoring the health of the population during and after
the project with which the community can verify, as you state in your arguments, that there will be
no impacts to environmental and public (human) health in the area.
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22.

23.

24.

25.

To CAR, the EAAB, the SDA, and the Ombudsman’s Office of Bogota, we ask that you send us
copies of the Notice of Meeting, as well as videos, photographs and records of public participation
in environmental public hearings that should have been held before the so-called agreements made
with the communities in the area directly affected for the approval of environmental permits and/or
updates and before the development of the final agreements of the supposed roundtable discussions
in the area; which according to the rules must be held with the communities of the project impact
or implementation area, not with other residents or entities who do not live in the impact area, as
stipulated in Articles 7, 8, 9, 13, 14, 15, 17, 18, and 25 of Decree 330 of February 8, 2007, with
respect to the Salitre-El Cortijo WWTP Project and related and/or complementary projects such as
the PM-10 Park.

We respectfully ask and invite all managers (or their delegates with decision-making power) of
environmental control and monitoring entities and defenders of collective rights herein mentioned,
and the World Bank, to visit the community, which will be directly affected, and together we will
visit the impact area and evaluate on site for which the community defends the wetland and the
other ecosystems in the area concerned; and check on site and check on plans why we are arguing
that the project is not feasible just as that WWTP baby has not been for the past 15 years.

As a community potentially and directly affected, we ask that you provide us with a copy of the
Procurement Contract signed between CAR and the operators of the Salitre WWTP Project last
May 20, in the afternoon and a copy of the video of the signing event of said agreement for
commencement of work.

To the Monitor, we are requesting that you give us an answer as to why we have been denied the
right as citizens both individually and collectively to participate in the comprehensive oversight
processes in the development of the design phase, the consultation phase, and other activities
associated with the project where the community should have participated as regards the Salitre
WWTP project, which request was made since last October 2015, and on several occasions we have
been denied the right, as you have been delaying the process by legalistic stratagems to prevent us
from participating. Was it at the request of some members of this table, some of whom have given
us dilatory responses and impeded our interest in having a monitoring role with respect to the
project? Therefore, and despite your refusal, we respectfully ask that you answer the following
questions, which we the community ask about your management of the oversight in implementation
of projects that will in no way benefit the community:

* Does it seem right and fair to you to do no monitoring to prevent harm to our 35 hectares
of forest, which provides oxygen to the area and to Bogota, in exchange for 9 synthetic
fields for soccer and other sports, when there are already in the area more than 15 mini
parks with more than 9 soccer fields and other abandoned sports facilities?

* Does it seem right and fair to you to do no monitoring to prevent the elimination of three
bodies of water in order to expand a toxic waste and wastewater treatment plant with
designs that are going to be of no use and of inappropriate technology, destroying flora and
fauna of that place and less than one block from another wetland and a river that they are
not going to decontaminate?

e Is it justified to destroy the wetland, home to over 50 species of wildlife and more than
35 species of flora to build in its place storage tanks for sludge and methane?

* Is it justified to extend a toxic waste and waste water treatment plant within one block of
more than 60 thousand residents?
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26.

27.

28.

e Is it justified to put 8 million people in debt for more than 1.2 Billion pesos to build a
plant that will not function properly, nor serve its purpose there, where you want to build
it?

» We are requesting that you provide us with copies of records, videos, notices in which
you have sent to this community notices to participate in the processes of coordination,
debate, and negotiation on that WWTP and any monitoring done by you in relation to that
project.

Why did CAR not know, in contravention of and disregard for the report of the Department of
Environment dated April 25, 2014, and states in its conclusions after the investigation period, that
the whole area has characteristics of a wetland and therefore its preservation is recommended; in
that location there is a certified inventory and count of more than 30 kinds of birds (study by an
ornithology company from the capital) and other ecosystems and aerial photographs show the
wetland with its bodies and pools of water existing there (today 2016 there are 4) which after nearly
six (6) months of intense summer by the “El Nifio phenomenon” have not dried up, why?; because
they are fed by aquifers fed by groundwater, water systems characteristic of wetlands according to
the interconnection of which they are part, as is known from the Cerros Orientales, the VVan Der
Hammen, Torca, Guaymaral, La Conejera, Tibabuyes, Tibaguya (Cortijo) and Jabdque. In this
regard, it can be verified that CAR dug three large pits, where it was supposed to make the artificial
wetland and as you can verify these areas are as dry and arid as the Sahara; because nothing can be
as good as nature.

Respectfully and given the current dynamics of knowing that the project was already awarded, this
community requests copies of the following documents:

a. Registration and/or nomenclature number of the project.

b. Copy of the Study of the water quality of the wetland for the last two years requested by
JAL

C. Copy of reports to the World Bank on the consultation processes conducted with the
affected community.

d. Copy of updated construction permit as well as all legal requirements with which the
project must comply.

e. Copy of the minutes and agreements discussed in the Bogota City Council, on this project.

f. Copy of the minutes and agreements discussed in the Fifth Committee meeting of the
Senate (House of Representatives) concerning the Salitre WWTP project...

g. Inventory of flora and fauna, conducted by CAR.

h Copy of the roundtable’s agreement of February 9, 2015.

Finally, please let us know why the Constitution of Colombia in the following Articles is being
disregarded and why the international treaties signed and ratified by Colombia on environmental
matters, biodiversity protection, etc. are being disregarded? In the following pages we are going to
discuss the comments on the Articles of the Constitution we consider were violated and
consequently our individual and collective rights; concerning which we ask to be informed of and
supplied with copies of the rules (laws, decrees, or resolutions) by which the above provisions were
repealed and authorization given or presumed so as to be able to violate the constitutional rights
and duties on all these issues.

Acrticles of the Constitution and other Laws that we will reference that have been and/or are being
or will be violated and/or on which we are relying to argue this constitutional proceeding: Articles
2,3,4,8,13, 20, 29, 23, 79, 87, 89, 95-8, Law 21 of 1991, Law 99 of 1993, Law 134 of 1994, Law
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165 of 1994, Law 472 of 1998 - Art. 4 12 and International Treaties Signed and Ratified by
Colombia on Environmental Matters concerning from Protection of Biodiversity, such as the
Ramsar Convention, and the recent Paris Agreement to the decision of the Council of State of
Colombia indicating that any project that is intended to be developed for decontaminating the river
must be done provided river banks, wetlands, lakes, lagoons, flora and fauna of the environment,
etc.) are protected, Decree 330 of 2007 which regulates public hearings on environmental matters,
and the repealed Decree 2762 of 2005 has not been complied with here.

“ARTICLE 2. The essential goals of the State are to serve the community, promote the general prosperity,
and guarantee the effectiveness of the principles, rights, and duties stipulated by the Constitution; to
facilitate participation by everyone in the decisions that affect them and in the economic, political,
administrative, and cultural life of the nation; to defend national independence, maintain territorial integrity,
and ensure peaceful coexistence and enforcement of a just order.

The authorities of the Republic are established in order to protect all individuals residing in Colombia, in
their life, honor, property, beliefs, and other rights and freedoms, and in order to ensure the fulfillment of
the social duties of the State and individuals.”

Under this Article, especially, we show that the principles of the real guarantee of public participation as a
community directly affected within the project impact area have been violated and likewise we see our life,
health and property threatened; because this project will end up affecting all these human and social values;
public order and public security, among others.

When a citizen made a public complaint on this issue, CAR and other entities replied that the JAC
(Community Action Board) of El Cortijo neighborhood was one of the associations that participated as a
representative of the area and we know, from direct report of its current president Mr. Juan Carlos Perafan,
that he did attend some events; but that in them the community made clear its position that it did not agree
with the project and that nonetheless it was agreed between them and CAR to make several consultations
with the community via public hearings at four strategic locations in the area, with the community and such
activities were never carried out.

With regard to the above, the JAC Centro of Ciudadela Colsubsidio does not appear in these reports; this
social organization represents 48 Residential Complexes with + - 11,000 families (40,000 residents) of the
potential area directly affected; therefore, the consultation with this community was not carried out, with
regard to which CAR’s report on some rights to petition and to make public complaint on these irregularities
does not mention any of the three Community Action Boards of the area directly adjacent to the Wetland
and the project impact area.

In light of the provisions of Article 2 of the Constitution on this issue, we are asking CAR, the EAAB and
the SDA to obtain and send to us copies of the reports and photographic records, preferably videos, where
you state and prove that such consultations were held in the community of Ciudadela Colsubsidio and with
the JAC Zona Centro and The JAC el Cortijo Zona Centro; according to the agreements made in the minutes
of meetings with the JAC el Cortijo provided those are public documents we have the right to know; because
in these associations there are no such minutes and therefore if CAR states that minutes were recorded then
it must have them as support for the processes of consultation that should be carried out with these
communities.
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“ARTICLE 3. Sovereignty resides exclusively in the people from whom public power emanates. The
people exercise it in direct form or through their representatives, within the limits established by the
Constitution.

Under this Article, and if we actually assume that this is a social state governed by the rule of law, we
declare that we know that the Mayor of Locality 10 of Engativa at the time when CAR claims to have
carried out the consultation even in the JAL, was not present at these discussions and of the 11 Municipal
Councillors, only two (2) out of eleven (11), 18 percent of community representatives of Engativa,
supposedly endorsed the project and we know that a project or political agreement can be entered into with
those percentages; moreover, we know that one of them took upon himself the improper authority to sign
for the other nine on behalf of the corporation; many of those other nine Municipal Councillors, when the
community asked them about the project indicated that they did not know about the project and stated that
they were upset with the Municipal Councillor that acted for them:; in this regard we are requesting that you
provide us with copies of the minutes of the meeting and audios confirming said consultations with our
political representatives of the Localidad and Direct Impact Area where it can be verified that most of the
councilmen of Locality 10 approved said project.

“ARTICLE 4. The Constitution is the supreme law. In all cases of incompatibility between the Constitution
and the law or other legal regulations, the constitutional provisions shall apply.

It is the duty of citizens and of aliens in Colombia to obey the Constitution and the laws, and to respect and
obey the authorities.”

As regards this Article, we welcome it and we ask all of you involved directly or indirectly in the project,
that in terms of your personal, professional, and institutional values we abide by the Constitution and the
Laws; for real and effective compliance we ask that you do not do what is popularly referred to as “a salute
to the flag” by giving way to economic interests of three multinationals that are not interested in
decontaminating the river because, as can be shown in the current designs, that will not be achieved and
because as already mentioned and as you can confirm yourselves, pollution brought by the wastewater from
Suba which is polluting the Tibabuyes Wetland, goes from thence to the Juan Amarillo River and continues
straight to the river mouth without entering the WWTP, so it continues to pollute it and finally, in this
section, because the waters that are supposedly treated in the existing WWTP come out of this and re-enter
the river just 200 meters from the mouth of the Juan Amarillo River reaching the Bogota River 100 percent
polluted and in that sense what they are trying to develop is of no use, added to the other arguments that we
have been raising as to why the project is not feasible in that location.

“ARTICLE 8. It is the duty of the State and individuals to protect the cultural and natural wealth of the
nation.”

Regarding this Article, ibidem the previous Article, as a community we welcome the strong enforcement
thereof; because although it is argued that the ruling of the Council of State of Colombia to recuperate and
save the Bogota River is binding, it is everyone's responsibility to abide by this basic constitutional principle
and nowhere in that ruling is it stated, indicated, or ordered that to achieve the objective of decontaminating
the Bogota River as an ecosystem, you need to damage another ecosystem such as that wetland or the forest,
or carry out projects near the basins of rivers, wetlands and other environmentally sensitive areas; it states
rightly that they must be preserved even in projects that claim to improve the river.
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Sirs of CAR, why do you think that merely expanding the WWTP at that location will bring some
worthwhile benefit when, as has been mentioned and can be shown, putting it there will serve no useful
purpose and we can say prophetically, and even insistently, that if it were allowed to go ahead it would end
up being another sad and regrettable REFICAR.

In this regard, the District should never have allowed the construction of the initial plant there; if the area
was already urbanized before the first stage of the WWTP; then continuing to expand there is to continue
to be in contempt of the constitutional norms, laws and international conventions and why insist on it? CAR
argues that Colsubsidio should not build housing developments near the land where the current WWTP has
been since 2000; but we know that the design and construction of the Ciudadela comes from 1980; the
designing of the WWTP began in 1994; so, who was first? The WWTP was built between 1998 and 2000
and many of the developments were less than 1.5 kmts (1500 meters) from the basin of the river and CAR
was authorized to construct well after that date; then it should also be noted that, if we are looking to cast
blame, where was the Citizens’ Oversight Office and other oversight bodies? Who monitors the urban
curators, who, according to CAR, allowed Colsubsidio to build more developments and likewise why did
they authorize the construction of that WWTP on the banks of the Bogota River and close to the Juan
Amarillo wetland and the Juan Amarillo River and still you are insisting on completely destroying your
ecosystems? Moreover, the latest developments were built in 2000 to 2006, from 2006 to + - 2011 the
WWTP was inactive and now 15 years after 2001, today 2016 they want to extend it to within 200 meters
of the homes.

We argue this in line with the provisions of Law 388 of 1997, Article 19 of Decree 2820 of 2010 which
states: “as regards the basic content of the Environmental Diagnosis of Alternatives, that such projects in
your environmental study should contain information on the compatibility of the project with land uses
established in the POTs and POMCAS likewise administrative decisions by which the legal regime
applicable to the areas that must be protected are established must be consulted in order to determine the
intended uses and their compatibility with projects that are sought to be advanced; for example, the
construction of landfills in environmentally sensitive areas such as wetlands is not feasible” and that is
where the problem lies.

Moreover, the area is being more and more negatively impacted environmentally; because although
formerly the wetland was damaged when it was being filled up and used as an open air landfill and was
closed in 1985, in only 30 years, through the same life-giving force of nature it has recovered and gives us
a source of oxygen and afforestation with spectacular wildlife; why then insist on destroying it to make way
for the expansion of the WWTP?

“ARTICLE 13. All individuals are born free and equal before the law, will receive equal protection and
treatment from the authorities, and will enjoy the same rights, freedoms, and opportunities without any
discrimination on account of gender, race, national or family origin, language, religion, political opinion,
or philosophy.

The State will promote the conditions so that equality may be real and effective and will adopt measures in
favor of groups that are discriminated against or marginalized.

The State will especially protect those individuals who on account of their economic, physical, or mental
condition are in obviously vulnerable circumstances and will sanction the abuses or ill-treatment perpetrated
against them.”
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In view of this Article, we ask and demand of all authorities involved directly or indirectly in this case and
project to take into account the real voice of the communities potentially and directly affected; that those
sacred rights to protect our life, health, healthy environment not be violated and not because we are a
community that is different from indigenous communities and others considered vulnerable we should be
denied the right to participate in decisions that affect us limiting our right to be treated equally as human
beings and as a community.

“ARTICLE 20. Every individual is guaranteed the freedom to express and disseminate his/her thoughts
and opinions, to send and receive information that is true and impartial, and to establish mass
communications media.

The latter are free and have social responsibility. The right to make corrections under conditions of equity
is guaranteed. There will be no censorship.”

Regarding this Article, we see that CAR, the EAAB, the SDA and the IDRD and other entities involved,
have lied to this community and have not taken us into account in terms of giving us truthful and impartial
information; inasmuch as the community which will be directly affected only heard about the project via
citizens’ initiative to investigate and request, by this same right to petition mechanism, information that
allowed us to wake up and become aware of the damage to which we will be subjected because we were
not able to participate earlier in discussions, public debates and other mechanisms for public participation
in order to agree to a worthwhile project that would serve the city and the other cities in the vicinity of the
river that they are polluting from Chia to Soacha; they should be included.

“ARTICLE 23. Every individual has the right to present respectful petitions to the authorities on account
of general or private interest and to secure prompt resolution of same. The legislative body will be able to
regulate its exercise by private organizations in order to guarantee fundamental rights.”

We know that this is one of the mechanisms already regulated, and therefore we had recourse to this
provision. Without any objection, in that our claims and our petitions are being addressed.

“ARTICLE 29. Due process shall be applied in all cases of legal and administrative measures” ...

This community states that CAR, the EAAB, the SDA and the IDRD, by having already finalized the
contract for start of works on the Salitre WWTP expansion, have violated this principle, by eliminating the
due process of consultation and real public debate, by failing to provide these residents who will be affected
in their public environmental assets that will end up affecting their personal assets, the opportunity to
participate, and will jeopardize the health and other social rights that must be protected under the
Constitution.

“ARTICLE 74. Every person has the right of access to public documents except in cases established by

law.”...

Based on this and other grounds, we make this request and apply for the right to petition and based on this
we call on all institutions as a matter of law to comply with the Constitution and laws cited.
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“ARTICLE 79. Every individual has the right to enjoy a healthy environment. The law shall guarantee the
community’s participation in the decisions that may affect it.”

We reiterate that to insist on carrying out that project in that place violates our right to prevent damage that
will affect our right to enjoy a healthy environment; which will jeopardize our life, health and welfare;
given that much of the forest that provides us with oxygen and acts as an environmental barrier to the
existing WWTP will be destroyed.

We confirm, under oath, that this community, which will be directly affected, was not informed of the
project in time to be able to participate in the discussions and decisions on whether to accept or not and/or
to suggest alternative solutions, such as those we have been talking about, so we all would benefit, including
entities that want to implement the project to make use of that financial capital for which, of course we
know, they are really longing.

“ARTICLE 87. Any individual may appear before the legal authority to effect the application of a law or
administrative decision. In case of a successful action, the sentence will order the delinquent authority to
perform its mandated duty.”

Dra. Nelly Villamizar, the community welcomes the provisions of this Article and Articles 4, 8, and 95 and
others of the constitution related to these issues, which have previously been referred to and those set out
below, in defense of collective rights and to preserve wetland areas as forest reserves or as protection for
wildlife and existing flora; especially Article 4 in which it is stated that the Constitution is the supreme law
and no one can contravene this principle (with much respect for the judicial branch which is responsible
just for applying the law, for instance), if this is really a state governed by the rule of law claiming to be
viable; even more so within the context that we have to enter into a peace process; so that the communities
can be taken into account under due process in terms of decisions, projects, investments that may affect us
and in that sense collective rights must be enforced and no priority given to private multinational interests.

In your ruling you never said that to protect the river as an ecosystem, one has to destroy or adversely affect
another ecosystem and in that sense, allowing such an expansion despite the arguments presented is to not
follow your own ruling and therefore we apply before you to petition that the project not be allowed and
that the design be amended.

Dr. Nelly, we appeal to you because, despite the ruling on the Bogota River—and we know that it is
necessary that it be decontaminated—to allow it to be implemented in that location and in the manner that
CAR and other entities want, would be a violation of the constitution itself and other legislation as we have
just argued, as well as International Agreements and Treaties Ratified by Colombia for the protection of
biodiversity and the environment and thus a departure from your own ruling to protect areas of aquifers,
alluvial valleys of river banks, in this case, of both the Juan Amarillo and the Bogota Rivers and the
Proximity to Cortijo-Tibaguya and the Tibabuyes Wetland as well as the RAS technical standards and
principles and the social principles and standards applicable to the area of the Wetland and surrounding
communities.

That is why, Honorable Dr. Nelly, in addition to this right to petition, as a community we are, with the aid
of this document, bringing an action to enforce our constitutional rights in order to prevent imminent harm
to the ecosystem of the area and other potential damage to the communities and we are seeking the
protection of the law to be able to enjoy a healthy environment, to provide for the health and life of people
(especially the large population of children and older adults residing in the UPZ 72) and not expose them
to danger, to preserve that public space to enjoy passive recreation and nature watching, protection of the
ecological balance in the area, and preserve life in the wildlife of birds and small mammals and generally
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the endemic and migratory biodiversity that coexist in that wetland; for as stated earlier in this document,
the fact that life has no name or is not named in the documentary records of environmental entities of the
Capital District such as the SDA, Planning, etc., does not mean that life does not exist and is not providing
environmental services and oxygen to the riverside communities of this ecosystem and to Bogota in general
and that therefore this wetland and its ecosystem cannot be the subject of rights to be defended, protected,
and preserved.

“ARTICLE 89. In addition to what is mentioned in the previous Articles, the law will determine the other
resources, actions, and procedures necessary to protect, through the integrity of the legal order, the rights
of individuals, groups, or collectives against the acts or omissions of public authorities.”

Regarding this Article, we state that public entities like CAR, the EAAB, the SDA, and IDRA, are violating
constitutional principles and duties and therefore infringing collective and even individual constitutional
rights and so we are requesting that you actually enforce the Constitution for the benefit of communities
and not for the benefit of multinational entities.

“ARTICLE 95. The quality of being Colombian enhances all members of the national community.
Everyone has the duty to exalt and dignify it. The exercise of the rights and liberties recognized in this
Constitution implies responsibilities.

Every individual is obliged to obey the Constitution and the laws.
The following are duties of the individual and of the citizen...

... 8. To protect the country’s cultural and natural resources and to ensure that a healthy environment is
being preserved...”

This numeral 8, complementing Article 8 allows us to affirm that by accepting this project as proposed, and
there in that place, we the community are being turned into accomplices in not upholding the Constitution
and in allowing the ecological destruction of Bogota to take place and that is not how we the community
want our life to be; but the authorities do want to make us out to be destroyers of the constitution and of the
collective rights of communities potentially affected and therefore we request that the project in that
location be suspended.

Finally, with this project, laws, international agreements and treaties ratified by Colombia on environmental
matters and biodiversity, such as the Ramsar Convention, the Rio Protocol, the Kyoto Protocol, the recent
Paris Agreement, the RAS Technical Standards suchas1-2-4-5-7-8-10-12-13-14-15-20-21
- 22, Law 165 of 1994, the United Nations Convention on Biological Diversity, Law 134 of 1994, and
Law 472 of 1998 under which rules on public participation mechanisms are stipulated and in general the
mission principles and values of the entities (See Vision, Mission, Principles and Values of the SDA)
responsible for protecting water sources, and oxygen, as well as preserving biodiversity anywhere in the
country and especially close to urban areas, are violated; we therefore request real compliance with the
Constitution and the laws as well as international treaties and not succumbing to the interests of
multinational companies that just want to plunder the country with all its biodiverse natural resources,
including financial, for this project in that location will end up being a waste of money which we, the people
of Bogota, will all pay for.
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In view of all the above arguments, this community that potentially will be directly affected, makes the
following requests:

1. Stop immediately the commencement of works at the Salitre WWTP Expansion works,
because of its undesirability for the community, the environment of the area, and the most
important environmental ecosystem of Bogota.

2. Order the Preservation and Protection of the Wetland and the Necessary Resources for its
strengthening, adaptation, and use as a passive recreation area for nature watching and
enjoying the location and for expanding its range of being a lung and source of oxygen for
the City.

3. Expedite the Draft Agreement drawn up at the Bogota City Council by the Honorable
Councilman Jairo Cardozo, with the assistance of the full Environmental Board to Formally
Declare the Cortijo -Tibaguya Wetland as an Environmental Reserve area for Bogota.
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In conclusion, please notify us each individually and in person;

We remain

CORTIJO-TIBAGUYA CITIZENS’ ROUNDTABLE

/FOR SIGNATURES PLEASE SEE SPANISH TEXT OF THIS COMPLAINT/

This document consists of sixteen (16) pages. On page 16 are the scanned signatures that are on page 15 of
this original printed document.
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Somos Uno Colectivo Foundation
NIT 900929423-6
3043258332-3132893904
Bogotd, Colombia

June 29, 2016

Sirs

Inspection Panel and Consultation and Supervision of World Bank Projects
Dr. Patricia Nunez / Consultant

Dr. Tamara Milsztajn / Operations Officer

REGARDING: Complaint about the Salitre Water Treatment Plant Expansion Project?
Greetings,

We the undersigned, identified by our names, mailing address and Colombian citizenship identity cards,
want to convey the following complaint about the Salitre Water Treatment Plant Expansion Project for
violation of environmental, information and participation rights enshrined in Colombian laws and also in
the World Bank environmental safeguards.

We attached a CD in which you can find facts substantiating our complaint and the specific requests we
make to the panel. There is additionally a folder with photographs and videos.

NOTIFICATIONS:

Somos Uno Collective Foundation
Email: somospropuestal@gmail.com
Telephone: 304-325-8332

/FOR SIGNATURES PLEASE SEE SPANISH TEXT OF THIS COMPLAINT/

1The investigation of the document was prepared by Somos Uno Colectivo in 2015 -2016
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Bogotd, Colombia

29 June 2016

Sirs

Inspection Panel and Consultation and Supervision of World Bank Projects
Dr. Patricia Nunez / Consultant

Dr. Tamara Milsztajn / Operations Officer

Regarding: Complaint about the Salitre Wastewater Treatment Plant Expansion
Projectl!

Greetings,

We the undersigned, identified by our names, mailing address and Colombian
citizenship identity cards, want to convey the following complaint about the Salitre
Wastewater Treatment Plant Expansion Project for violation of environmental,
information and participation rights enshrined in Colombian laws and also in the
World Bank environmental safeguards.

ACTS
"Every part of this earth is sacred to my people.
Every shining pine branch, every handful of sand from beaches,
the darkness of the dense jungle, every ray of light and insect
buzzes are holy in the memory and life of my people "2

The Regional Autonomous Corporation of Cundinamarca - CAR, is in charge of
implementing the Rio Bogota Hydraulic Adjustment and Environmental Recovery
Project.

1 The investigation of the document was prepared by Somos Uno Colectivo in 2015 -2016
2 Chief Seattle's letter to the President of the United States of America. 1855.

1



N
Somos Uno Colectivo Foundation
NIT 900929423-6

3043258332-3132893904
Bogotd, Colombia

The project includes the Bogota River Expansion Project and optimization of the
Salitre Wastewater Treatment Plant. All projects will be funded by the World Bank3.

The Mayor of Bogota by Decree 470 in 2005 approved the construction of the Salitre
WWTP Metropolitan Park (PM), which is part the Salitre WWTP Expansion Project.

The park is part of the compensation proposal by the CAR for the damages caused to
the community by expanding the Salitre plant.

MAP OF THE SALITRE WWTP METROPOLITAN PARK

LF.

SALITRE WWTP Park Plan. yor of Bogota. District Institute of Recreation and
Sports.2006.

3 Rio Bogot4 Hydraulic Adjustment and Environmental Recovery Project

2
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ENLARGED MAP OF THE SALITRE WWTP
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Design Plan for the Salitre WWTP. Taken From: Bogota Wetlands Foundation
Website

I. AFFECTS ON THE ENVIRONMENT

The park and the expanded plant will be built at the site known as "El Cortijo" or "El
Dorado", which currently is an ecological reserve for the community and has
environmental characteristics of invaluable ecological value.

The reserve is part of the floodplain of the Bogota River and its groundwater,
aquifers, several springs and wetlands.
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The following is a brief description of the ecosystem and also attached to this letter
is a CD with photos and videos.

THE TIBAGUYA RESERVE

The Tibaguya Reserve is located northwest of the city of Bogota. Its northern border
is with the legal limits of Tibabuyes Wetlands; To the south, it is bordered by the
Bogota River, the Cortijo bike path and route to Lisboa; In the east, with the
neighborhoods of Ciudadela Colsubsidio, Quintas Santa Barbara and Cortijo; On the
west it borders Salitre WWTP and road to Lisboa.

It extends approximately 113 hectares# and is composed of a planted forest,
wetland, water outcrops distributed throughout the land, vines, mushrooms, bushes
and several species of herbs and a pasture area.

4+ INGESAM-URS.1986. "Solid waste disposal for the city of Bogotd". Page 215, Chapter 2.

4



&J\
Somos Uno Colectivo Foundation
NIT 900929423-6

3043258332-3132893904
Bogotd, Colombia

MAP OF THE RESERVE
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Imagen Satelital. Google Maps. 2015

Map of the location of the Reserve. Google Maps. 2015

Young people from the community surrounding the Salitre Plant decided to baptize
the reserve, forest and wetland as "Tibaguya", a Muisca word that in Spanish means
"Joy for the power of fertile women," which is the name of an ancient indigenous
land that existed in the territory which today includes the neighborhoods of
Ciudadela Colsubsidio, Quintas de Santa Barbara and Cortijo.
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The Tibaguya wetland is also known as the Cortijo Wetland. Before 1970, the land in
the reserve was primarily used for agriculture and from the mid-1970s until its
closure in 1985, the land was used as an open-air garbage dump called El Cortijo.

In 1985 the garbage dump closed and was filled with construction materials and
earth. >

In 1998 the construction of the Salitre Wastewater Treatment Plant began and it
was put into operation in 2000.

The reserve, wetland and forest are not legally recognized.

The Tibaguya reserve is located in the floodplain of the Bogota River and is a
remnant of the Tibabuyes Lagoon. Studies by the INGESAM consortium and DAMA
confirm this:

INGESAM Study, 1986: "This area is a remnant of the Juan Amarillo or
Tibabuyes Lagoon and it is evidently a lowland, resulting from the silting of
the lagoon with contributions from the river; in reality this filling has raised
the level of the ground but it should still be observed that the lowlands are
susceptible to flooding.®

5 INGESAM. El Cortijo Garbage Dump Close Program. 1986. Page 28.
6 INGESAM-URS. 1986. "SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL FOR THE CITY OF BOGOTA. Chapter 2 page 216.

6
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DAMA Study. 1995: "The land where the plant will be built is located in the
floodplain of the Bogota River, at an average elevation of 2,572 meters. In the
past a layer of waste was discharged on the ground with an average
thickness of 1.50 m."”

Likewise, sheet 21 of the Bogota Plans (1959-1GAC) indicates that in 1959 that 90%
of the territory of the reserve was a wetland.8 These wetlands formed the floodplain
of the Bogota River.

In 1981, according to sheets No. E-47 and E-57, four "flood zones" and six "bogs or
swamps" existed in the territory of the Reserve. °

The floodplains are areas built by the river, formed by the accumulation of
sediments carried by the channel and that the river has deposited during floods
throughout its history.

This area is very important for the health and recovery of the Bogota River because
several ecological processes take place in it. Aquifers and wetlands have formed in
the floodplains that feed the river during the summer and they are the lands where
the river overflows.

Negative environmental impacts of the project are irreparable since they involve the
destruction of the floodplain, which is a unique ecosystem for the health of the river
and the safety of the community and ecosystems.

7 MAYOR OF BOGOTA D.C. TECHNICAL ADMINISTRATIVE DEPARTMENT ADMINISTRATIVE OF THE
ENVIRONMENT -DAMA-1995. "Environmental Impact Assessment for Wastewater Treatment Plants for Santa
Fe de Bogota. Volume I ". Page 4-30 (155).

8 Annex III. Mayor of Santa Fe de Bogota. Sheet 21 of the Bogota Plan. 1959. Found in the map room of the
Agustin Codazzi Institute of Geography.

9 Annex IV. Bogota Plans1981. Sheets No. E-47 and E-57. Found in the map room of the Agustin Codazzi
Institute of Geography.

7



gf‘
Somos Uno Colectivo Foundation
NIT 900929423-6

3043258332-3132893904
Bogotd, Colombia

The neighborhoods of Ciudadela Colsubsidio, Quintas de Santa Barbara and Cortijo
were built in the flood zones of the Juan Amarillo and Bogota Rivers. This fact was
recognized in Article 72 of Decree 619 in 2000, which states that the urban areas
found to be threatening by flooding during overflow conditions are those located in
the vicinity of the Bogota and Juan Amarillo Rivers.

We accessed the SINUPOT application of the District Planning Department of
Bogota, which categorizes the risk of flooding to the Ciudadela, Cortijo and Quintas
neighborhoods as low to medium.

The following is a map taken from the SINUPOT application of the District
Department of Planning, showing in red the areas that would be affected by the

overflowing of the Bogota and Juan Amarillo Rivers.

MAP OF RISK TO THE COMMUNITY SURROUNDING THE PLANT
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Low to medium flood risk zones in the area 0% inﬁuence of the plant. A projection of the area that
would be flooded by the river is in red. SINUPOT. 2015.

The destruction of much of the floodplain by the construction of the plant increases
the risk of flooding for the Cortijo, Quintas and Ciudadela neighborhoods because it
eliminates the ecosystem that naturally receives and stores the waters overflow the
product rising and flooding.

The importance of this ecosystem to the river and security of the community
obligates the environmental authorities responsible for the Project to fulfill their
duty to protect and restore the floodplain of the Bogota River and take measures to
guarantee the rights of the community, which necessarily means to not expand the
plant in the river’s floodplain.
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The construction of Phase II of the Salitre plant in the floodplain of the river
increases the level of flood risk to the community. The environmental authority
seeks to destroy the floodplain of the river and to build a flood protection system in
the plant that achieves the same levels of protection and effectiveness of the
floodplain and Tibaguya Wetland.

The design of Phase II of the plant also breaches Article 103 of Resolution 1096 of
2000 which adopts Technical Regulations for the Drinking Water and Basic
Sanitation Sector - RAS, which states that the land selected for the construction of
water purification systems should be away from any possibility of flooding.

Environmental authorities have forgotten important lessons that the river has
taught us for decades: What is built in floodplains and wetland areas is flooded
sooner or later. The rules from experience in the Bogota savannah show that
building construction in floodplains is not technically viable. Generally, the most
affected areas during natural phenomena are those that were degraded and
damaged by growing and storms are more severe than those the river has
previously experienced?0.

The natural ecosystems of the river, such as the floodplain and wetlands, are the
most effective and economical protections for communities against the threat of
flooding, as their physical, chemical and geological structure is designed to receive
and retain large quantities of water.

10 Federal Agency for Emergency Management of the United States of America (FEMA). The NFIP and Levee
Systems Frequently Asked Questions. 2011 http://www.fema.gov/media-library-data/20130726-1603-20490-
7033 / the_nfip_and_levee_systems_ frequently_asked_questions.pdf and The National Flood Insurance Program
and Leaves

http://www.fema.gov/national-flood-insurance-program.

10
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Under Articles 1, 26, 27, and 29 of the American Convention on Human Rights and
Articles 1, 4, and 5 of the Additional Protocol to the American Convention on Human
Rights on economic, social and cultural rights, the State of Colombia has the duty to
ensure increasing levels of efficiency and enjoyment of rights11, which means that
they, under no circumstances, may take retrogressive measures or lower standards
of protection against risks caused by natural disasters.

Protection against natural disasters is a fundamental human right. Natural
phenomena such as floods and storms affect the rights to life, health, physical and
mental integrity and housing.

The State has the duty to respect and ensure these rights by adopting effective
measures, ie systems that achieve very high security standards.

Article 27 of the American Convention on Human Rights does not authorize the
suspension, even during states of emergency, of the rights to personal integrity, life
and political rights (right to information).

Article 93 of the Colombian Constitution establishes that domestic law prevails in
international treaties ratified by Congress that recognize human rights treaties and
prohibit their limitation in states of emergency.

The destruction of the floodplain was not studied in the Environmental Assessment
of the project. The document does not mention that the plant will be built in the
floodplain of the Bogota River and merely indicates only that the site was approved
under an environmental license in 1996 and subsequently by Article 111 of Decree
District -POT-190 in 2004.12 Likewise, the Environmental Assessment chapter on
risks and contingencies does not mention the flood risk related to the construction
of the plant in the floodplain.

The floodplain is an ecosystem of the river itself and is part of the district capital’s
protected areas and is integrated in the Main Ecological Network of the city by
decree 190 in 2004.

11 American Convention on Human Rights, Article 1; 26; 27 and 29 :, Additional Protocol to the Convention
American on Human Rights on economic, social and cultural rights Articles 1, 4; and 5.
12 CAR. 2009. Environmental Assessment Vol.II final version "pages 135-167.

11
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When considering the negative consequences to the environment, ecological
balance and the fundamental rights of the community, the destruction of the
floodplain is an irreparable negative impact.

Wetlands and floodplains are strategic ecosystems for addressing climate change
and house the world’s unique species of fauna and also receive migratory birds.

FLOOD RISK

The design of the plant was calculated based on the Bogota River levels during a
storm with a return period of 10 to 100 years. It is expected that the hydraulic
adjustments to the Bogota River decrease the water level by 1.7m during peak
precipitation events!3,

13 Bidding Documents. Hazen and Sawyer in association with NIPPON KOEI. "Product Final - Annex No. 14 Final
Effluent Water Delivery - Flood Levels ", page 14-2 on
https://www.contratos.gov.co/consultas/detalleProcesoBM.do?numConstancia=13-6-2479.

12
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WATER LEVEL IN THE BOGOTA RIVER™

REUTRN PERIOD ACTUAL MEASUREMENT | FUTURE MEASUREMENT
WITH HYDRAULIC
ADJUSTMENTS

10 YEARS 44.14M 42.64M

100 YEARS 44.70M 42.98M

* Data from Figures 3.13 and 3.20 are from the 2008 Monsalve study.

The maximum capacity of influent water for Phase II of the plant is 14m3/s in the
rainy season and 8m3/s in the dry season?>.

The Phase [ system is also maintained in order to increase the protection system
capacity of the entire plant16, According to bidding documents, the total influent
system is designed for peak flow events of 24m3 / s17.

The structure of the channels measuring treated water from the Phase I Plant has
elevated to 43.64 m3/s, a higher level of flow than expected for a flood event with a
return period of 10 to 100 years18.

In the final report entitled "Detailed design of the new Salitre WWTP lift station with
its headrace channel, damping tank and bypass," the flood risk is analyzed for the lift
station (page 104, paragraph 14.3.2.3 Risk).

The lift station is very important in the system of protection against flooding of the
plant because it is the structure responsible for the influent water system, its
efficiency, speed and capacity depends on the winter flows to not overflow.

The document indicates that a moderate risk to operations will be present during a
return period of 10 and 100 years with flows of 26 m3/S as the capacity of deviation
and excess storage in the channel buffer will be filled in a maximum of 2.19 hours.

14 [BID

15 Bidding Documents. Hazen and Sawyer in association with NIPPON KOEL "Delivery of effluent water final-
Flood levels ", page 14-8. Document is in
https://www.contratos.gov.co/consultas/detalleProcesoBM.do?numConstancia=13-6-2479

16 [BID

17 IBID

18 [BID
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The document also mentions that a critical /high level of risk "is present for winter
season conditions, with flow for return periods of 100 years_(as presented by

the La Nifia 2010 - 2011) (...) "and disruption of fluid electricity that does not
allow the operation of the pumps. (Not underlined in the text).

We conclude from the readings on the above that the flood protection structure of
the plant is not sufficient since it is designed for a level of risk that has already
occurred in the Bogota Savannah during the La Nifia phenomenon in 2010-2011,
which increases risk because the structure is intended to be built in the floodplain of
the river that is the ecosystem that serves the function of receiving the rising river.

In contrast to the plant, the level of protection offered by the floodplain is high
because the chemical, morphological and biological structure of the ecosystem is
designed to support high volumes of water and the type of soil found in the reserve,
silty-clays, tends to change its structure to increase its capacity to retain water.

Forest vegetation also reduces the strength of the waves and the roots help to
consume water to reduce groundwater levels.

Finally the reserve is attached to Tibabuyes wetland, which has an area of 257 ha,
which increases the area of the river overflow and thus reduce flood blade.

Calculations and forecasts which allow man to build systems to defend against
floods and rising waters become insufficient to protect communities because of the
sporadic nature of climate, caused by human action and the broken equilibrium.

For example, during Hurricane Katrina measuring instruments exceeded their
ranges and failed before the arrival of peak flooding?°.

In this regard, the Federal Agency for Emergency Management of United States,
(FEMA), believes that preventative construction against floods such as dikes and
levees do not eliminate risk but only mitigate it.

19 NOAA (2005). Hurricane Katrina: Storm tide summary - Preliminary Report, quoted by FRATTA Dante and
SANTAMARIA J. Carlos. "DAMAGE CAUSED BY HURRICANE KATRINA IN BILOXI, MISSISSIPPI". 2006.
http://academic.uprm.edu/laccei/index.php/RIDNAIC/article /viewFile/103/102
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Their function is to prevent further damage caused to communities, as they are
essentially structures to reduce damage and loss, but never to avoid flooding?29.

Throughout Colombia areas have been urbanized under the highly risky belief that
the dikes, levees and pumps will prevent flooding?!, which is why land use changes
are one of the risk factors that is most influential to the creation of disasters, so the
most effective measure is planned construction and respect for the overflow areas
of the river.

Activities to protect the watershed and all ecosystems associated with the river as
wetlands and riparian forests increase levels of flood protection as ecosystems
which serve the function of regulating the current.

It is worth mentioning that the report on damage caused by the La Nifia
phenomenon produced by ECLAC concluded that much of the damage caused by the
floods of 2011 was also due to irresponsible construction in areas that are not
permitted, such as floodplains, bogs and wetlands?2.

The La Nifia phenomenon caused flooding throughout Colombia, especially

in the Caribbean and Andean regions which experienced worrying losses: 2390
people were killed, the total number of victims exceeded 4.4 million people, more
than 13 thousand homes were destroyed and more than 677 thousand homes were
damaged. The damages to household assets and the production sector were valued
at 6,052 million dollars and the losses, defined as a decrease in net household
income, was 11,175 million dollars?3.

6,384 households were affected and the number of affected people totaled 23,229.
Potentially affected households totaled 10,027 and 34,420 were affected.

Throughout Colombia 2,350,207 people were affected?4.

20 FEMA. The NFIP and Levee Systems Frequently Asked Questions en http://www.fema.gov/imedia-library-
data/20130726-1603-20490-7033/the_nfip_and_levee_systems__frequently_asked_questions.pdf

21 0SSO CORPORATION. Patterns in shaping risks and vulnerable conditions associated with ruptured levees in
Colombia. 2012, page 17
22

23 CEPAL. Assessment of damages and losses. Colombia winter season 2010-2011.
24 [BID, Page 22.
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The full extent of the Cundinamarca department is 2,398,439 ha, with flood zones
periodically adding 7,802 ha, which represents 0.4% of department2>. During the
winter of 2010-2011, 30,153 ha in the department were flooded, representing
69.2% of territory.

During that winter, the University of the Savannah flooded, which construction was
in the River’s floodplain. The flooding has affected 30 hectares of the campus at
depths of up to 1.80mts.26

In Bogota the flooding in the towns of Engativa, Kennedy, Bosa and Fontibon
affected an average of 50,000 thousand people??.

The destruction of about 1,500 km2 of coastal wetlands caused by the devastating
effects of Hurricane Katrina were considerably greater. Wetlands were the first
natural defense against storms and flooding rivers: "The vulnerability of New
Orleans before the flooding that occurred in the aftermath of Katrina increased due
to the progressive loss of the Mississippi River delta, which was caused largely by
human activities. For example, an important part of the sediments carried by the
river that once kept the network of coastal wetlands and barrier islands that served
as protection for the delta, are now trapped upstream of dams and dykes (terracing
against floods) and the delta is shrinking due to the lack of new sediment deposits.
The storm surge associated with the Hurricane Katrina could also move quickly
along the navigation straight channels, as much of the 'natural river safety valve’,
flood plain, had been drained and dedicated to development."?28 29

"In the countries most affected by the tsunami in the Ocean Indian in 2004, more
than a quarter of the surface of the mangroves had been destroyed by human
activity between 1980 and 2000. (...) "30

25 |BID, Page 15.

26 JUAN GUILLERMO ORTIZ MARTINEZ. "Floods: A rational approach to address them" Clinical University
of the Savanna. Epidemiological Surveillance Committee. S.F.

27 http://www.semana.com/nacion/articulo/cerca-50-mil-afectados-inundaciones-suroccidente-
Bogota/250472-3

28 RAMSAR. "Wetland Ecosystem Services. Shoreline stabilization and storm protection. " File Information 3
of a number of S.F. 10. (Http://www.ramsar.org/sites/default/files/documents/pdf/info/services_03_s.pdf)

29 BBC Mundo. Virtual Edition: http://news.bbc.co.uk/hi/spanish/science/newsid_4222000/4222266.stm

30 Ibid
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"In the Caribbean, the annual net benefits provided by coral reefs through water
front protection services are estimated to be between $ 700,000 and 2.200 million.
Only in St. Lucia is the annual value of the coastal protection services offered by
coral reefs (in potentially avoided damage) are estimated to be between 28 and 50
million. Coral reefs contribute to the protection of more than 40% of the coast of the
island."31

The construction of Phase II of the plant in the floodplain of the river increases the
level of flood risk to communities and the Plant’s flood risk reduction system does
not offer the same level of protection as the floodplain, wetland and forest (reserve).

Consequently the project disproportionately affects the community’s integral
human rights, homes, lives, public health, information and foreseeable security and
protection against disasters.

31 Ibid

17
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TIBAGUYA FOREST

The following picture (Google maps, 2015) shows the area occupied by the forest
within the reserve:

Bosque

Bosque

RESERVA

CLASSIFICATION Secondary forest. Formed by human planted and natural -grown
species.

AREA: 46.4 ha (error +/- 3 km) 32, (Calculated using Google Earth).

The ecosystem consists of species of trees planted by the EAB in 1998 by order of
the Salitre Ministry of Environment as part of the Environmental Management Plan
for the environmental license issued for the SALITRE WWTP (Resolution 817 of July
24, 1996) with the primary objective of reducing the impact of odors generated by
the wastewater treatment at Salitre in order to improve the landscape.

32 This calculation was completed by biologist Carlos Moreno.

18
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The majority of the species are Sangregados, Rubbers Sabaneros, Acacias Black,
Japanese Salitre Saucos Acacias.

However, the forest today contains additional trees and plants that have grown
thanks to pollinating insects, birds, wind and are the result of the natural recovery
process and existing trees from the closure of garbage dump 30 years ago.

In this respect the following aerial photography can compare the size of the forest in
1998 against the current size:

f DGEA LA,

S8 o ke 5 ; _
Photograph of the forest is 201433

Photograph of the forest in 1998

33 Maps of Bogota 2015

19



4
S

weo

Somos Uno Colectivo Foundation
NIT 900929423-6
3043258332-3132893904
Bogotd, Colombia

: BN AN NP SN

Photograph of the forest is 201434
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Photograph of the forest in 2004

racion Histérica

Photograph of the forest in 2007 Photograph of the forest in 201435

34 Maps of Bogota 2015
35 Maps of Bogota 2015
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Photograph of the forest in 2009 Photograph of the forest in 201436

Forests are very important ecosystems for life and diversity since they are the result
of complex relationships between different species. They can support networks of
life and food chains comprised of many species of animals and plants.

Trees and plants absorb carbon dioxide and other air pollutants and produce
oxygen. The carbon retains it to form its structure and releases oxygen into the
atmosphere.

The sector’s air quality is affected by vehicles traveling every day along Avenida
Calle 80 and the discharge of pollutants made by companies and industries in the
Cota Township Industrial Zone that borders our community. The reserve is a lung
that can reduce air pollution levels and improve the quality of life and health of the
inhabitants.

36 Maps of Bogota 2015
21
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Forests maintain the freshness of the environment. Breathing the pure air of a forest
brings mental and spiritual health and cleans the lungs. Usually people feel renewed
and happy after a walk through the woods. The tranquility and beauty of the forests
are ideal space for promoting peace and health in communities.

Studies have concluded that woodland activities improve one’s state of mind. They
work against depression, anger and tension.37 FAO believes that everyone should be
entitled to enjoy the beneficial effects of a visit to the forest. This includes collecting
plants for use as medicines, access to fresh and nutritious food and urban children
learning the importance of forests and the trees.38

The forest directly influences the health of other the ecosystems in the area, which
are the Tibaguya Wetland and Tibabuyes Wetland, because it allows wildlife to
move between wetlands in the locality. It is also a bank of seeds and genetic material
and maintains the microclimate stability and rainfall. The rainwater feeds three
wetlands bordering the reserve: Jaboque, Tibabuyes and Tibaguya.

There is no vegetation cover in the Jaboque or Tibabuyes Wetlands of the same
quality, lushness and diversity, features that influence the isolation and protection
the animals seek in the forest to live and reproduce. For this reason the reserve
becomes an ideal habitat for many species and a strategic ecosystem for
conservation of the diversity of the city and the savannah of Bogota.

Forests are vital to the protection and recovery of soil to prevent erosion, sheltering
it from the direct impact of rain, and preventing the loss of its fertile layer.

The forest reserve has proved very effective in recovering the soil after being a
garbage dump. Currently we note trees, shrubs and plants of various species and of
all ages and an understory full of a variety of plants and organic matter.3°

37 FAO. Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations. Forests, Unasylva
Magazine Vol.62. page 26.
38 FAO. Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations. Forests, Unasylva
Magazine Vol.62. page 22.

39 Understory.1. m. Salitre vegetation of bushes shrubs growing under the trees in a forest. (Dictionary
Http://buscon.rae.es/drae/srv/search?val=sotobosques RAE)
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Conservation of species of flora and of fauna in particular, is thanks to the thick and
lush flora, which ensure the animals are unaffected by any human impacts, such as
noise, a high volume of incoming people, electricity, hunting and/or destruction of
animal homes and nests.

Also abundant are vines and small plants that protect the soil, retain moisture, and
promote the birth of new seedlings. The thicket of passion fruit vines creates
corridors and buffer zones, shelters and breeding areas for mammals such as
opossums and curies. The so-called "weed" is also the preferred home of butterflies.

The community of UPZ 72 usually frequents the woodlands on weekends when
tours and bird sightings are organized. The activities are guided by community
residents, last about 2 hours and in them people are informed about the history and
importance of the ecosystem.

The table below lists the species of Salitre trees and shrubbery planted in the
reserve that have been identified to date:

Sagregados (Croton Magdlenensis)

Garbacillo

Elderberry (Sambucus Nigra)
Abutilon (Abutilon Darwinii)

Willow (Salix Humboldtiana)

Acacia (Acacia dealbata)

Eucalyptus (Eucalyptus glubulus)

Chicala (Tecoma stans)

Passion fruit
Mora (Rubus Glaucus)

Cape gooseberry (Physalis peruviana)

"Black-Eyed Susans" (Thumbergia alata)

Orchid (stenorrhynchos Speciosum)

Papyrus
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Cattail (Typha latifolia)

Buttonwood (Bidens laevis)

Duckweed (Lemna minor)

Cortadera Sedges (Carex sp)

Water Fern

Bulrush (Schoenoplectus californicus)

Bracken (Adiantopsis Radiata)

Creepers (Schinus Molle)

Buttonwood (Bidens laevis)

Sombrillita water (Hydrocotyle)

Pumpkin (Cucurbita ficifolia)
Cortadera Sedges (Carex sp)

Junco water fern (Schoenoplectus
californicus),
Sombrillita water (Hydrocotyle ranunculoides)

"Weeds" - Herbs
Tinkerbell (Fuchsia Magellanica)

Sabanero rubber (Ficus andicola)
Holly bush (Ilex aquifolium)

Arbolloco (Polymnia piramidalis Triana)

Sabanero rubber (Ficus andicola)

Fungus Coprinus comatus

Forests and general vegetation are essential in the water cycle: They capture
moisture, ensure the stability of precipitation, maintain water infiltration into the
soil and favor aquifer recharge.

They also protect water bodies: ponds, wetlands, rivers and groundwater.
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The roots of trees absorb pollutants, purifying the surface and underground
streams. They also control the level of the water table because their consumption of
water ensures soils are not saturated easily.

Forests are also ecosystems that protect against floods, storms and gales. The trees
are a barrier against wind, and the roots and structure reduce the impacts caused by
the currents and debris trail.

"Forests that have a good understory structure and density can decrease the peaks
of flooding, slow water and equally erosion."4? Forests cannot prevent the harmful
effects of flooding but they are able to effectively reduce harms.#1

The reserve is an outdoor classroom where the community has been able to observe
and learn the process of decomposition of organic matter, the recovery process of

nature and the impacts to the environment from human consumption and waste.

The reserve embellishes and adorns the landscape of the area, it becomes a place of
peace and calm.

In general, the perception of people around the reserve is welcoming, affectionate,
surprised at its beauty, joy and concerned that it may be destroyed.

TIBAGUYA WETLAND

The first photographic record of the Tibaguya Wetland is from 1998.

40 FAO-L.S HAMILTON. “Forests and water”, page 43.
41 FAO-L.S HAMILTON. “Forests and water”, page 9.
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Over time the size of the wetland has increased to its current size, with a water
surface of 307.04 meters long and 33 meters at its widest part.
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Tibaguya Weland in 2005. Google maps 2015.
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Image © 2015 DigitalGlobe * &

Tibaguya Wetland in 2009. Google maps 2015.

28



N
Somos Uno Colectivo Foundation
NIT 900929423-6

3043258332-3132893904
Bogotd, Colombia

Tibaguya Wetland in 2013. Google maps 2015.

The presence of aquifers and groundwater flows in the reserve is supported by
several studies:

a. In a paper about the landslide at the Dofia Juana dump, it states
that: "In 1980, there were two large garbage dumps and about 30
small ones scattered throughout the city. (...) (one of the) main
dumps was El Cortijo, located in the northwest, on the right side of
the highway to Medellin, on the left bank of the Bogota River, next
to the bridge, in a flood zone and where there were some wetlands

(.)."42

42 Collazos, Hector. Sliding garbage in the landfill Dofia Juana, Bogot3, January 1998. Having regard to the April
15, 2015 page: http://oab.ambienteBogota.gov.co/es/con-la-comunidad/ES/deslizamiento-de-basura-en-el-
rellenosanitario-dona-juana
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b. Soil studies prepared by INGESAM URS in order to determine the pollution
caused by the Cortijo and Gibraltar waste dumps, indicated the presence of
high humidity from 2.60 meters to 10 meters deep. The study proposed a
groundwater monitoring program.43

c. Meanwhile the Environmental Impact Study for Phase I of the Salitre WTTP
states: "The geoelectric investigations for the sector have shown presence of
surface water at 18mts, 26mts, 42mts and 75 mts deep, as well as aquifers
and underground streams at 120, 182, 240m and even deeper."44

Aquifers are formations in the ground that have stored water percolating through
the earth, from rain and the overflowing of rivers for thousands of years.

Aquifers are very important resources for the water cycle and for life. Their
existence depends on the level of surface water in flowing rivers, springs and
wetlands; the stability of the soil and the reserves of water for the future.

Aquifers are related to surface water bodies. The aquifer receives water from the
surface but also delivers it to there; especially in dry seasons it is the aquifer that
feeds the body of water in the channel.

A decrease in the aquifer also presumes a decrease in the water in rivers, springs
and surrounding wetlands.*5

Aquifers are a safeguard for dry seasons and water shortages because they contain
large amounts of water that can be used by humans to produce food or for personal
consumption.46

The aquifers that flow form springs and wetlands that become ecosystems that are
home to great diversity of species and their physical conditions make them
irreplaceable for animals as providers of abundant water and shelter.

43 CAR. Environmental pollution from Salitre El Cortijo Gibraltar waste dumps. Preliminary Report.1981.

44 MAYOR OF BOGOTA D.C. TECHNICAL ADMINISTRATIVE DEPARTMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENT -DAMA-1995.
"ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT OF WATER TREATMENT PLANTS WASTE FOR SANTA FE BOGOTA TOMO I ". Page
4-36 (161).

45 Herraiz, Sauquillo Andrew. "The importance of groundwater (cost / intensive use / storagebunderground /
set / aquifer protection use) "in http://www.rac.es/ficheros/doc/00923.pdf.

46 Herraiz, Sauquillo Andrew. "The importance of groundwater (cost / intensive use / storage underground / set
/ aquifer protection use) "in http://www.rac.es/ficheros/doc/00923.pdf.
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However aquifers are delicate because they are finite resources. The replacement
term can take approximately 1400 years. Loss or destruction is irreparable.

FAUNA IN THE RESERVE

The Tibaguya reserve is the habitat of several species of native Bogota wetlands.

leaden Golondrina - Orochelidon murine

Black flowerpiercer.

Eastern meadowlark.

Mountain elaenia

Plover. Tringa melanoleuca.

Vanellus curlew chilens

Torcaza. Zenaida auriculata

Leaden Golondrina - Orochelidon murine

Black flowerpiercer.

Turnella magna. Identified in the study

ABO-CAR

Great Kiskadee

Tyrannus mel

Blackbird. great thrush

Chicken hawk. Rupornis magnirostris

American Coot.

White Heron. Ardea alba
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Tingua red-beaked Common Gallinule

Bees

Oowl

Owl list

Rana sabanera

Snake sabanera

Unidentified insect species

Ladybug

Curi. Endemic to the wetlands in the savannah of
Bogota

Weasel

Chucha or opossum

Siriri

"Guaco" Nycticorax nycticorax

Coquito or Ibis. Bare-faced ibis.

Pimp. Coragyps atratu.

Gavilan maromero. white-tailed kite

Turrio endemic duck (Oxyura Andean jamaicensis)
Endemic critically endangered species.

Turrio duck (Oxyura jamaicensis)

Canadian duck (Anas discors)

Hummingbird Hummingbird garish coruscans

Copetén Zonotrichia cape

Heron Egret Bubulcus ibis

Opossums (Didelphis pernigra)

Orejudo Owl (Asio stygius) Salitre Owl
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List (Pseudoscops clamator)

Rana sabanera

Individuals without identifying frogs

Damselfly (Zygoptera)

Chucha or Fara (Didelphis Pernigra);
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ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES OF THE TIBAGUYA RESERVE
A) ECOLOGICAL CORRIDOR:

An ecological corridor is the set of ecosystems that allow animals to move within a
city, region or country. Its importance lies on ensuring that species moving between
ecosystems can get water, food, shelter; security and places for appropriate rest to
allow their survival.

These services are essential to conservation, because if in the city there are no
ecosystems with a high level of conservation of their physical, chemical and natural
biological characteristics that are capable to meet the needs of wildlife, it would be
impossible for animal species to exist in Salitre city in the region of the Bogota
savannah.

The reserve strengthens the city’s system of ecological corridors because of its
extension and its location, it is in a transition zone between the savannah and the
city near several ecosystems of great importance.

Table 01 shows the distances of the reserve with respect to other ecosystems at a
distance of 20kms:

Location Ecosystem Distance (Approx)
Bogota- Suba La Conejera Wetland 7 KM
Bogota- Suba Cordoba Wetland 7 KMS
Bogota- Engativa Jaboque Wetland 2 KMS
Bogota- Engativa P. La Florida Wetland 3 KMS
Bogota- Engativa Santa Maria del Lago 6 KMS
Wetland
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Bogota- Usaquen Nothern Forest Protected | 15 KMS
Reserve: Thomas van der
Hammen Reserve
Bogota- Kennedy La Vaca Wetland 13 KMS
Bogota- Kennedy El Burro Wetland 11 KMS
Bogota- Usaquen Torca Wetland 13 KMS
Bogota- Fontibon Meander Say 8 KMS
Bogota- Fontibon Capellania Wetland 8 KMS
Mosquera Guali-Tres Esquinas 10 KMS
Wetland
Mosquera - Funza Herrera Lake 17 KMS
Cota Cerro Majuy 7 KMS
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II. IMPACTS TO THE COMMUNITY
IMPACTS TO HEALTH, DIGNITY, HOUSING AND LIFE.

Once expanded, the plant will be less than 100 meters from community housing and
the Tibabuyes Wetland.

The main risk factor for communities and for the environment is that the plant is
being built at a distance less than 1000m from them, subtracting as indicated in
Annex I of the Protocol for Monitoring, Control and Supervision of Offensive Odors
prepared by the Ministry of Environment and Sustainable Development#7, which
states that the minimum distance to prevent and mitigate offensive odors generated
by wastewater treatment plants is 500 meters for aerobic systems (with oxygen)
and 1000 meters for anaerobic treatment systems (without oxygen).

The Salitre plant will employ a system that includes an anaerobic section and
another aerobic section and therefore the minimum distance should be greater than
1000 meters:

"Each treatment line is composed of an anaerobic zone followed by an
aeration tank. The anaerobic zone at the entrance of each bioreactor covers
about 15% of the total volume, and consists of two (2) cells in series with
mixing system, called selector 1 and 2. The anaerobic selectors aim to inhibit
the growth of filamentous bacteria, microorganisms responsible for the
development bulking conditions (swelling) of secondary sludge. The

47 "Protocol for Monitoring, Control and Surveillance Offensive Odors" is a technical
document that developed Resolution 1541 of 2013. It was prepared by the Ministry
of Environment and Sustainable Development in 2014. " Quote taken from Annex I
of the document. p.75.
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aeration tank corresponds to a rectangular unit equipped with air diffusers
arranged at the bottom, in order to provide aeration and mixing of the
compendium consisting of wastewater and the biological floc. "48

The final distance between the plant and the community is very important to
determining the level of air pollution impact as the toxic odors and pollutants
only dissolve in the air at an appropriate distance. Consequently the people
closest to the source of the emissions with suffer more from the effects.

Water treatment, according to the Ministry of Health and Social Protection
and the Pan American Health Organization in 2012, generates substances like
ammonia, dimethyl sulfide, sulfur dichloride, methylamine, trimethylamine
and hydrogen sulfide.*?

Additionally the Bidding Document for process BM_LPI_01_2013, page 88,
indicated that the final effluent will be disinfected with sodium hypochlorite
(NaOCl) solution. This implies the transport, storage and release of the
substance in the environment.

For the treatment of odors the Plant will use:
"A “treatment process conducted by three (3) systems, one will be
located in preliminary treatment building, the other in the building for
secondary sludge thickening and a third in the sludge dewatering
building, because these processes will present the biggest problems
with offensive odors in the Plant. "

"The system selected for treating odors in the Salitre WWTP is a countercurrent
chemical gas scrubber with multiple stages (Multiple Stage Chemical Scrubber), due
to their cost-effectiveness, low area requirements, and its excellent performance
and process control.”

48 Hazen and Sawyer. NIPPON KOEIL CAR. Final Report - Annex # 7 Activated Sludge.
2011. Pages 6-7.

49 MINISTRY OF HEALTH AND SOCIAL PROTECTION, Pan American Health
Organization, “GUIDELINES FOR HEALTH SURVEILLANCE AND ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT OF OFFENSIVE SMELL IN HEALTH AND QUALITY OF LIFE OF
COMMUNITIES IN URBAN AREAS "2012 page 26.
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"However, the (activated sludge system) will allow for alternative odor control
systems versus the scrubbers recommended by the consortium. The alternative
technology is Biofilters, known as Biorem.”>°

(...) "The initial operator must remove and treat hydrogen sulfide among other
pollutants using sodium hydroxide (NaOH) and sodium hypochlorite (NaOCl). In
addition, a third storage tank and chemical feed must be installed. If required in the
future the chemical feed and odor removal system should have the ability to remove
ammonia. An odor control schematic is shown in Sheet No. M - 72.” 51 52

The Protocol for Monitoring, Control and Supervision of Offensive Odors issued by
the Ministry of Environment, Housing and Territorial Development of Colombia,
(Page 54), indicates that the use of industrial odor control technologies should be
the last option and that the first step that must be respected, is to keep safe
distances because it is the most efficient and safe way to ensure that no negative
impacts occur in the communities and the environment:

"The (...) masking compounds of neutralizing agents (...) are products for the
treatment of diffuse odors from places like (...)wastewater treatment plants, (...)
and general activities with a large area. However, this should be a method

to be implemented as a last resort after odor-management practices by
using damping distances.

The products can be classified in the following way:

- Chemical cleaners: These are chemicals added to the materials to react with
other potentially odorous compounds. They are also used to remove sulfur
during oil spills.

"Design considerations: There are few situations where adding a chemical

to the air rather than treating the problem at source is the best
environmental option. (...) "

50 HAZEN AND SAWYER. NIPPON KOEI. CAR. “Final Report - Annex No. 13. Control of Odors from Pretreatment
Works and Sludge Management. 2011. Page 3.

51 Ibid. Pages 4-9.
52
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The substances used for the treatment of odors are sodium hydroxide (NaOH) and
sodium hypochlorite (NaOCl). The byproducts of odor treatment are sulfate and
sodium chloride.53

According to Annex No. 13, substances resulting from treatment in the scrubber will
be discharged into the atmosphere.

The CAR, in Annex no. 13, argues that the scrubber technology was chosen due to its
low cost relative to its effectiveness, low area requirements and excellent
performance and process control. However, during selection no exercise was done
to compare the advantages against the disadvantages and failures that occur in
these systems.

According to the Ministry of Health and Social Protection these systems do not have
a high level of performance because they require constant maintenance and form
odors in the process:

"The main drawback of these processes is the difficulty to maintain effective
feed rates (...), (since) saturation of the bed is frequent; also the formation of
chlorinated odorous compounds in the treated effluent (...). "5%

The performance and effectiveness of the scrubber is moderate and not high,
because of the constant maintenance and strict control requirements and in any
case the treatment process produces odorous substances.

Table 4.9 of Annex I of the Protocol for Monitoring, Control and Supervision of
Offensive Odors (page 70) listed the main advantages and disadvantages of
scrubbers or wet scrubbers.

The disadvantages are that in certain cases scrubbers will require the use of more
chemicals to treat odors, which implies the transport, discharge to the environment
and storage of these chemical substances near the community. More byproducts
and contaminants compounds are also generated.

53 Ibid, Pages 4, 5, 6, 7 Salitre 9

54 MINISTRY OF HEALTH AND SOCIAL PROTECTION, Pan American Health Organization, "GUIDELINES FOR
HEALTH SURVEILLANCE AND ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT OF OFFENSIVE ODORS IN HEALTH AND QUALITY OF
LIFE OF COMMUNITIES IN URBAN AREAS", 2012.
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Table 4.9 - Advantages and disadvantages of wet scrubbers [4]

ADVANTAGES

DISADVANTAGES

Handle large volumes of air.

It may be necessary to pre-dilute the
stream by treating it with clean air.

Have efficiencies above 90%.

If contaminants are not soluble others
require liquid chemical reagents to be
appropriate for the nature of the
contaminants.

It allows automatic dosing when there
are peaks in the concentration of
gases.

If the stream is acidic, a multistage
scrubber may be necessary which
will increase the cost and complexity

Salt formation (often in gel form) can
block pumps or packaging, so
maintenance costs can be very high.

If the use of chemical reagents is
high, you should be careful in using a
maintenance and controls program.
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The disadvantages of scrubbers are greater than the levels of efficiency and
economy expected because they must first meet the high efficiency and safety
standards for which costly investments are required for permanent installation and
maintenance.

Second, decontaminating the scrubbers requires the use of natural resources such
as water and clean air that will enter the environment altered and the treatment
produces substances that generate odors.

Third, they create an additional condition of risk to communities and environment
as they are a source of chemical contamination and odor.

According to the Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry of the United
States of America -ATSDR- (English acronym), sodium hydroxide (NaOH), sodium
hypochlorite (NaOCl), ammonia and hydrogen sulfide are dangerous substances to
health and the integrity of humans and animals.

Regarding inhalation, they produce serious conditions and even prolonged exposure
causes inflammation of the airways and fluid retention in lungs.

The table below presents the corresponding health effects caused by substances
produced by or used for the treatment of wastewater and/or used in the Plant:

SODIUM HYPOCHLORITE (NaOCl)55

Sodium hypochlorite is used WHAT IS IT?
primarily in bleach or disinfectant
agents. It is part of commercial
bleaches, cleaning solutions,
disinfectants drinking water
purification systems for sewage and
pools.

55 EFFECTS OF SODIUM HYPOCHLORITE: http://www.atsdr.cdc.gov/es/toxfags/es_tfacts184.pdf
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The toxic effects of sodium
hypochlorite are mainly due to the
corrosive properties of hypochlorite.

e Nasal irritation, (inhalation) HEALTH EFFECTS FROM
e Sore throat (inhalation) EXPOSURE, INCLUDING
e Cough (inhalation) INHALATION.

¢ Prolonged exposure to low levels of
hypochlorite can cause skin
irritation.

¢ In general, children may be more
vulnerable than adults to corrosive
agents due to the smaller diameter
of their airways.

SODIUM HYDROXIDE (NaOH) or CAUSTIC SODAS56

Sodium hydroxide is a white solid WHAT IS IT?
odorless crystalline substance
absorbing moisture from the air.
When dissolved in water or
neutralized with an acid, it releases
enough heat to potentially be
sufficient to ignite combustible
materials. Sodium hydroxide is very
corrosive.

HEALTH EFFECTS FROM
e Sodium hydroxide is extremely EXPOSURE.

corrosive and can cause severe burns
in any tissue with which it comes into
contact.

e Inhaling low levels of sodium
hydroxide in the form of powders,

56 EFFECTS OF SODIUM HYDROXIDE, http://www.atsdr.cdc.gov/es/toxfaqs/es_tfacts178.html
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mists or aerosols may cause irritation
of the nose, throat and the airways.
(Inhalation)

e Inhaling higher levels can produce
swelling or spasms of the tracks
upper respiratory which can cause
obstruction and imperceptible pulse;
inflammation can also occur and
accumulation of fluid in the lungs.
(Inhalation)

 Prolonged exposure to sodium
hydroxide in the air can produce
ulceration of the nasal pathways and
chronic skin irritation. (Inhalation)

e Skin contact with hydroxide sodium
can cause severe burns with deep
ulcerations.

e Pain and irritation occurs within the
first 3 minutes, but contact with
dilute solutions may not produce
symptoms for several hours.
 Contact with the eyes can cause
pain and irritation, and in severe
cases, clouding of the eye and
blindness.

e [t is not known if exposure to
hydroxide sodium can affect
reproduction in human beings.
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The following box on the toxicity of sodium sulfate is presented according to
Javeriana University, headquartered in Cali>7:

SODIUM SULFATE

Sodium sulfate is used as a desiccant
in the laboratory or in the chemical
industry.

Salitre is used as an additive in the
manufacturing of glass.

WHAT IS IT?

e Slightly hazardous in cases of
skin contact, ingestion,
inhalation.(Irritant)

e Inhalation produces irritation.

HEALTH EFFECTS FROM EXPOSURE

Regarding the health effects from Ammonia, the following is from the Agency for
Toxic Substances and Disease Registry — ATSDR - of the United States of America.

AMMONIA58

Ammonia is naturally occurring and
is also manufactured. It is an
important source of nitrogen that
plants and animals need. Bacteria
found in the intestines can produce
ammonia.

WHAT IS IT?

57 http://portales.puj.edu.co/doc---quimica/fds---labqca

dianahermith/Na2S04.pdf

58 http://www.atsdr.cdc.gov/es/toxfaqs/es_tfacts126.html
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e Exposure to high levels of ammonia
in the air it can be irritating to the
skin, eyes, throat and lungs.

¢ High exposure can cause coughing
and burns.

e Exposure to very high levels of
ammonia can cause lung damage
and death.

e Some asthmatics may be more
sensitive to the effects of breathing
ammonia than others.

e Swallowing concentrated solutions
of ammonia can cause burns in the
mouth, throat and stomach.

¢ Spilling ammonia in the eyes can
cause burns and blindness.

HEALTH EFFECTS FROM EXPOSURE
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On the health effects of hydrogen sulfide (H2S), the following is according to the
Agency for Toxic Substances Disease Registry -ATSDR- of the United States of
America.

Hydrogen Sulfide (H2S)5°

Naturally occurring in crude oil, WHAT IS IT?
natural gas, volcanic gases and hot
springs. It can also occur as a result of
bacterial degradation of organic
matter. It is also a product of animal
and human waste.

¢ Hydrogen sulfide is a flammable HEALTH EFFECTS FROM EXPOSURE
gas, colorless with a characteristic
odor of rotten eggs

e People can smell it at very low
levels.

e Hydrogen sulfide remains in the
atmosphere for about 18 hours.

¢ People can be exposed to hydrogen
sulfide by breathing contaminated air
or drinking contaminated water.

59 http://www.atsdr.cdc.gov/es/toxfaqs/es_tfacts126.html
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e People living near wastewater
treatment plants can be exposed to
higher levels of hydrogen sulfide.

e Exposure to low levels of hydrogen
sulfide can cause irritation to the
eyes, nose or throat.

e May cause breathing difficulties
asthmatics.

e Brief exposure to high
concentrations of hydrogen sulfide
(greater than 500 ppm)

e [t can cause unconsciousness and
possibly death.

e Some people seem to suffer
permanent or long-term effects
such as headache, inability to
concentrate, impairment of memory
and motor function.

¢ Because hydrogen sulfide is heavier
than air, children, for its shorter,
they could be exposed to more
hydrogen sulfide than adults.

e There are no known health effects
in people exposed to hydrogen
sulfide in the typical concentrations
found in the environment (from
0.00011 to 0.00033 ppm).

47



&Bf\
Somos Uno Colectivo Foundation
NIT 900929423-6

3043258332-3132893904
Bogotd, Colombia

Effects on human health from other substances generated by the
WWTP®0:

Dimethylsulfide

¢ Cough (inhalation) HEALTH EFFECTS FROM EXPOSURE
e Nausea (inhalation)

e Pain (inhalation)

* Weakness (inhalation)
e Sore throat (inhalation)

Sulfur dichloride

¢ Cough (inhalation) HEALTH EFFECTS FROM EXPOSURE
e Sore throat (inhalation)

Mercaptans

The effects are poorly documented. HEALTH EFFECTS FROM EXPOSURE

¢ Inhalation causes headaches, states
of fatigue, exhaustion, digestive
disorders and is a source of offensive
odors.

60 MINISTRY FOR HEALTH AND SOCIAL PROTECTION, PAN AMERICAN HEALTH ORGANIZATION “GUIDELINES
FOR THE SUPERVISION OF HEALTH AND ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS FROM OFFENSIVES ODORS ON HEALTH
AND QUALITY OF LIFE OF THE COMMUNITIES IN URBAN AREAS. 2012. PAGES 26, 32,53 TO 61.
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Monomethylamine

e Generates odor

 Generates olfactory fatigue from
low, protracted exposure.

e [rritating to eyes

e Inhalation may cause burning of
neurons, sore throat and difficulty
breathing.

HEALTH EFFECTS FROM EXPOSURE

TRIMETHYLAMINE

e Generates odor

HEALTH EFFECTS FROM EXPOSURE

SODIUM SULFATE

e Inhalation produces irritation
e Slightly hazardous in case of
inhalation

HEALTH EFFECTS FROM EXPOSURE
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III. SHORTCOMINGS TO THE APPROVED COMPENSATIONS FOR THE
DESTRUCTION OF THE ECOSYSTEM

The study of transfer of wildlife and wildlife characterization studies prepared by
the Bogota Ornithological Association ABO as part of their contract with CAR on
Tibaguya Wetland are incomplete because they only identified bird species, ie the
different species of mammals, reptiles, arachnids and amphibians that inhabit
Tibaguya reserve and the number of each are unknown.

That flaw affects the evaluation of negative impacts and compensation, for without
an in-depth study on wildlife it is impossible to know the negative impacts of the
plant expansion project and the Metropolitan Park, including the transfer of wildlife
and the determination of whether the compensation proposal can actually repair
the environmental losses.

The visits made to the community have allowed us to see many curis, nests and
droppings of this native species of the wetlands of Bogota’s savannah and not only
in the area of the body of water, but throughout the reserve, which allows us to
conclude that the transfer of this animal species will require not only a lot of time
but also an ecosystem that provides the same conditions of shelter, food and
vegetation cover and which has the capacity to accommodate all of them.

The transfer of curies and the number and way of life of this species in the reserve
have not been analyzed by the CAR.

The species in the Tibaguya reserve were not identified and were limited to the
Tibaguya-Cortijo body of water representing only 1.5 hectares of total 113 hectares
of wetland reserve.

The search and rescue protocol is aimed at detecting species in one of the areas of
intervention where the Cortijo body of water now stands, leaving out the species
living in the planted trees, scrubland, other aquifers, pastures and general
throughout the reserve where guinea pigs, frogs, snakes and various species of birds
live.
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Compensations

Wildlife from the Tibaguya Wetland will be transferred to the following ecosystems:
1. South Western Sector Juan Amarillo Wetland
2. Madrevieja del Neuque.
3. "New Cortijo" Filter wetlands
4. Chucua los Curies

The major problem of all ecosystems chosen for compensation and which match the
study prepared by the CAR, is that the ecosystems have high levels of human
intervention and low vegetation cover, poor water quality, reduced food and refuge
for the species and limited possibilities of subsistence (ABO Final report. 2015)

Even the ABO recommends Chucua Los Curies be excluded from the wildlife transfer
zones on the grounds that it presents high anthropic intervention (Human), limited
supply of food and shelter for animals and little mulch.

With respect to all ecosystems proposed to transport fauna, ABO concludes, like us,
that there is no ecosystem that can provide the plant cover and shelter offerings
available at the Tibaguya reserve.

[solation, no human intervention and the presence and abundance of refuge make
the reserve a strategic site for the conservation of animal species.

In this regard, the report argues that none of the ecosystems proposed for the
transfer of species that are part of the compensation proposal have the important
elements for maintaining a high diversity of species: diversity of composition and
structure of the vegetation cover, the presence of herbal and arboreal vegetation in
the hard parts of the area, diverse plants in the wetland areas, and bodies of water,”
silence and lack of negative impacts caused by humans.

The program objectives to guarantee transfer of the wetland species to ecosystems
of better quality in all aspects are not met: shelter, food, security, the opportunity to
survive, isolation and water quality, however you want to say it, they do not have
the same features described for Tibaguya reserve and all of the wetlands, except
perhaps the La Florida, have deficiencies in water quality.
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The places for compensation are not much more than a strip of land, some only have
a width of only 11 meters (about), it is difficult to ensure that mammals can survive
without vegetation cover which would have to be planted and the trees must reach
the same size, thickness, height diversity as the reserve.

Added to this, the zones of compensation will be infiltrated with trail construction
or hydromorphological reconformation and dredging, which are extremely invasive
works that cause the death and displacement of wildlife. That is to say, it seems it is
planned to move wildlife to a place that will also be impacted by interventions.

The relocation plan leaves out the relocation and livelihood of mammals, frogs,

snakes and amphibians, and also does not have the thick vegetation cover that
planted trees provides.
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IV. VIOLATION OF SAFEGUARD POLICIES
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL World Bank.

Under OP 4.01 (paragraph 1) all Bank financed projects must undergo an
Environmental Assessment -EA. The stringency of Assessment depends on the
classification made by the Bank project. Likewise it states that "the EA takes into
account the natural environment (air, water, land Salitre); human health and

safety."

On March 18, 2010, the World Bank approved the Environmental Assessment - EA-
through publication of a summary of the project’s environmental assessment in
Infoshop report No. AC467. However, in that report negative impacts to wildlife, the
destruction of Tibaguya reserve, the death and displacement of animals are not
mentioned, only that it may affect populations with odors but that these impacts will
be mitigated.

The Bank does not really address or analyze the seriousness of the impacts caused
by offensive odors and contaminating substances, the distance of the community
from the plant or the effectiveness of the measures taken to mitigate odors.

The Bogota River Environmental Recovery and Flood Control Project, which
includes the expansion project for Salitre WWTP, was classified as type A, meaning,
its execution will generate significant adverse impacts to the environment.

However no specific and detailed environmental assessment of the effects on the
ecosystems from wastewater treatment plant expansion project has been made that
is independent of the project described above. The studies were generally made for
all components of the Bogota River Hydraulic Adjustment and Salitre Environmental
Recovery Project.

For the preparation of the Environmental Assessment for Phase II of the Plant-EA-,
CAR did not conduct new studies on the environmental impacts the project would
have and all information presented in the EA was from the the Environmental
Impact Study -EIA- prepared by the Technical Administrative Department of the
Environment -DAMA- in 1995 for the granting of the environmental license for
PHASE I of the SALITRE WWTPé1,

61 Bogota City. ADMINISTRATIVE DEPARTMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENT DAMA. "ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
STUDY FOR BOGOTA WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT".1995.
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The EA did not include relevant information in the Environmental Impact Study
completed by DAMA and no information was updated.

The CAR omitted information and studies in the - Environmental Assessment
regarding

1. The existence of Tibaguya Wetland,

2. The presence of endemic birds,

3. The existence of groundwater in the soil,

4. The existence of the Forest,

5. The destruction of the Bogota River floodplain

6. Destruction of animal habitats and nests

7. Displacement and death of animals

8. No studies were undertaken on the reptiles, mammals, amphibians and insects in
the wetland. There was only a study of birds, that only took into account Tibaguya

wetland birds (1.5h) and diurnal birds.

9. The adverse health impacts from the proximity of the plant to the surrounding
community.

10. Impacts to wildlife by expanding the plant near natural habitats.
11. In the -EA- no studies and / or analysis address winds in the area of influence of

the plant, the number of hours in which the people will be exposed to offensive
odors and toxic substances and negative health impacts involved in the expansion.
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V. AFFECTATION OF THE COMMUNITYS’ RIGHTS TO PARTICIPATION AND
INFORMATION

The World Bank requires both public consultations be held with the community
affected and that ongoing consultation with the community be maintained. It
requires that the draft Environment Assessment for the project be made public for
such consultations so that communities can present their objections for the entity in
charge to appropriately include in the Final Evaluation.

Consultations for the proposed expansion of the El Salitre plant were made five
years before the project contract, in 2009, and were held without the presence of
the community surrounding the plant.

The community was not invited by suitable means such as radio, television,
billboards in the territory of the community, posts information or frills. Likewise,
the hearing was not held in the territory of the community but at the headquarters
of the CAR.

To date much of the community does not know the details of the Salitre WWTP
expansion project and its negative environmental and public health impacts.

The Bank may conduct field research and corroborate this information with
community residents.

On December 22, 2014, the Cundinamarca Regional Autonomous Corporation CAR,
created process "reconciliation” process to which the community was not invited.
Because in order to do so it must use appropriate means as radio, television,
advertising on billboards or flyers territory.

And the consultation process was not carried out in the territory of the community
but held at the headquarters of the CAR, which is located an hour's drive away.

On February 9, 2014, the CAR, the Ministry of Environment, and the Bogota Water
and Sewer Company, signed the agreement "Roundtable Agreement of
compensation for the affects to the wetland in the development of the Salitre
Wastewater Treament Plant optimization and expansion project” with the
signatures of 23 people from NGOS and in a process that was not overseen by
members of the community from the project’s direct area of influence.
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This agreement proves the design of the park is enshrined in Decree 470 of 2006.
With the exception of the plant recycling. The design is harmful to wildlife and the
ecosystem of the reserve because the design includes the installation of hard cement
areas, skateboard ramps, climbing walls, lighting, parking, bathrooms,
administrative areas and bike paths and destroys the ecological corridor connecting
the La Florida, Jaboque, Tibaguya, Tibabuyes, Hutch wetlands and the Cerro Majuy.

In that agreement, the compensation measures were accepted for the construction
of the project and it accepted, on behalf of the community, the destruction of the
Tibaguya-Cortijo wetland.

Whenever the damage caused to the environment and the community will be
irreparable, adopting compensation measures without community consent or
participation violate what is enshrined in the OP 4.01 which states that the Bank

favors preventive measures instead of mitigation measures or compensation”

To date, the community within area of influence of the project has not participated
in any roundtable on the design of the metropolitan park.

CAR and Bogota Water Company have held merely informative meetings in the
community. These meetings reported the designs of the works but negative impacts
are not mentioned and the community is not asked their opinion.

The core of the meetings has been limited to saying "what is going to be done" but
has not guaranteed the fundamental rights of participation and administrative due
process of the community in the area of direct influence.

Briefings are not in any way socialization much less a consultation process.
Likewise, the Colombian Constitutional Court in its binding judgment 348 in 2012
established socialization and consultation parameters with communities for

megaprojects. To date CAR has not met any of the provisions ordered by the Court:

a. Make a detailed and comprehensive census of persons affected by the
project.
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b. Establish a consultation process on the project design with the community.
This process not meant to simply inform the community of "what will be
done" because the judgment clearly indicates that entities must report on the
project in detail to the community, including the work to be done,
motivations, studies, negative impacts and damages the environment.

c. The institutions also have a duty to listen and take their views of the
community into account on the project.

C. To constitute a consultation process, the community must be
sufficiently broadly informed on the formation of the process, using
advertising, newspaper ads, community radio stations and private
radio stations, advertisements in mass media communications and
all methods that are useful to convene all the people in the affected
community.

d. Only valid if consultations are made with free and informed consent of the
community within the area of influence.

e. State entities should listen to the views of the people in the area of influence and
should take them into account in the draft.

f. The foregoing notwithstanding whether or not the project is required to ask for an
environmental license, because the sentence is quite clear in stating that all projects
affecting the environment and life of the community, must necessarily exhaust the
participation requirements identified by the Court and mentioned in the previous
paragraphs.

APPLICATION MADE TO THE INSPECTION PANEL
We respectfully request the Bank’s Inspection Panel:
1. Conduct an inspection in the area of construction of the El Salitre Plant expansion

project in which the community in the area of influence participates and observe the
socialization and consultations of the project.
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2. Perform an inspection of the Tibaguya reserve.

3. That World Bank management declare INVALID the agreement signed on
February 9, 2014, entitled "Roundtable Agreement of compensation for the affects
to the wetland in the development of the Salitre Wastewater Treament Plant
optimization and expansion project "signed in the name of the community.

4. That World Bank management require the Cundinamarca Autonomous Regional
Corporation to establish a consultation process with the community in the area of
influence under OP 4.01

5. Consequently that the World Bank management join the Regional Autonomous
Corporation of Cundinamarca in the performance of the socialization duties
established in OP 4.01 and make mandatory public hearings that are enshrined in
the OP 4.01 with community in the area of influence of the plant.

Hearings must be in the territory of the community at times when most people can
attend.

For this the community must be invited by suitable means and likewise grant the
same time for the community to share their views on the project.

6. The World Bank management REQUIRE the compliance of Cundinamarca
Regional Autonomous Corporation with orders in the judgment 348 of 2012 by the
Colombian Constitutional Court and start the process of socialization and
consultation as outlined in the terms of the judgment.

7. That the bank's management establish stricter processes to verify compliance
with safeguards.

8. Generate lessons that can help prevent damage in future Bank projects to all
communities.

9. Incorporate in its safeguards the fundamental rights of communities to autonomy

and sovereignty over their territories, whether indigenous, agro, culturally different,
rural or urban
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NOTIFICATIONS:

Fundacién Colectivo Somos Uno NIT 900829423-6

Calle 81 No. 115-25, 14. 303 apartment residential complex within "Zona 80"
El Cortijo neighborhood, Engativa.

Email: somospropuestal@gmail.com

Phone: 3043258332

ATTACHMENTS: CD with photographs of the ecosystem

CORDIALLY,
Written signatures attached

/FOR SIGNATURES PLEASE SEE SPANISH TEXT OF THIS COMPLAINT/
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Bogota, September 27, 2016

Sirs

Inspection Panel
The World Bank

Reference: Letter on complaint filed in relation to the Salitre Wastewater Treatment Plant (WWTP)
Expansion Project.

Project Execution Site: Bogota Colombia, Barrio El Cortijo, Localidad de Engativa.
Major Project: Depollution of the Bogota River

Dear Sirs:

We hereby send you our comments on the reports of the meeting with the World Bank on August 11, 2016.

We will discuss these according to the topics presented therein.

The Project (SALITRE WWTP Expansion)

Public Outreach

The CAR has not carried out public outreach in accordance with the terms required by the World Bank’s

operational policies and in accordance with Colombian regulations.

We, the residents of the community, some of whom have resided more than 20 years in the area, were in
attendance on the day of the meeting.

We, the residents of the community, all agree that there was no outreach to us concerning the project.
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Most of the population was aware of the project through the work being done by residents at the Cortijo

Tibaguya Citizen’s Roundtable and through the Yo Soy Humedal* campaign.

The Bank was informed that the standards of protection set by the Bank or under Colombian law had not
been met.

We, the residents of the community, informed the Bank that the hearings did not comply with the parameters
established in the O.P 4.01:

-The community was not invited to participate through the proper media such as newspapers, radio,

television, flyers, community billboards, emails, or notices posted at housing complexes.

- Hearings were not conducted within the community but at the headquarters of the CAR located more than

an hour and a half away.
-Only informational meetings were held.

-No attention was paid to the fact that a community’s participation in and obtaining information about
megaprojects are fundamental rights protected by the Colombian Constitution, the American Convention

on Human Rights, the rulings of the Constitutional Court, and the Inter-American Court of Human Rights.

- Organizations, supervisory authorities, and citizens participating in the SALITRE WWTP roundtables
and signatories of the agreements for compensation for the execution of the project are not residents in the
community or nor are they numerically significant when compared with the total population of the territory.

It has not yet been recognized that participation, the environment and information are fundamental rights,
as developed by the decided cases of the Colombian Constitutional Court. When we are faced with
megaprojects,

1 The Yo Soy Humedal campaign was developed by the group Somos Uno [We are One] in order to protect the Tibaguya reserve and the species
therein.
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rights are not only vested in ethnic communities, but in all communities in the direct area of influence of

the projects, regardless of gender, race, social, political, or economic status, inter alia.

The Colombian Constitutional Court, in its decided cases, has consistently held that the misnamed “public
outreach” cannot be understood as the simple holding of informational meetings. The Court notes that in
every case it involves the fundamental right to participation.

It has also recognized that both the project as well as the compensations therefore can only be accepted by

the communities in the direct area of influence of the project with their free and informed consent.
Judgment T. 292 of 2014: Right to participation. Before executing a project entities shall ensure that:

-At the time of impact assessment and design of preventive, mitigation and compensation measures,
opportunities for participation, information, as well as cooperation and dialogue are provided, involving
free and informed consent and not merely information or public outreach, so that local knowledge and the
voice of affected persons can be incorporated;

-Persons affected throughout the life of the project participate in the process of developing censuses;

-Agreements reached at forums for cooperation and dialogue are performed,;

-The advisory services required by communities affected by the project are funded, so that the latter can
exercise their right to effective participation;

-Communities affected by environmental damage participate in monitoring and control activities;

-These requirements also apply in the case of environmental permits; and
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-Whenever a project can affect ecosystems and the Earth in general, the fundamental right to a healthy

environment and to participate in all decisions affecting the environment shall be upheld.
Judgment T-348 of 2012: The process of community participation means that:
-A detailed and comprehensive census of people affected by the project shall be drawn up.

-A process of cooperation and dialogue on the design of the project involving members of the community
in the direct area of influence of the project shall be established. This process is not satisfied by merely
informing the community that “this is going to be done” because the Judgment clearly states that entities
must report in detail about the project to the community, including works to be done, the rationale, studies,

negative impacts, and damage to the environment.
- Entities also have a duty to listen and to take into account the views of the community about the project.

-A process of cooperation and dialogue shall be established so that the community can be informed in a
sufficiently comprehensive manner of the process, using billboards, advertisements in newspapers, on
community radio and private radio stations, advertisements in the mass media and all those methods that

would be useful to bring together all the residents of the affected community.

-Only cooperation and dialogue entered into with the free and informed consent of the community in the
area of influence shall be valid.

-State agencies must listen to the views of people in the area of influence and take them into account in the
project.

Other judgments: Judgment T 135 of 2013 and Judgment T-462A/14.

The Bank concludes that the social management program should be implemented and draws attention to

the CAR so that it shall no longer “invite” the community to public outreach events.
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In the opinion of the Bank the community is misinformed, it knows nothing.
Judgment of the State Council

The Bank states that the community is not aware of the judgment and that no legal action can be brought

against it owing to expiration of terms.

The community is aware of the judgment and therefore knows that no mention was made in it either of the
community or of the affected ecosystem (including animals).

This means that during the proceedings no authority and no entity in charge of the project (CAR) informed
the judges about the serious impact it was having on the environment and people.

Also, no entity informed the community of the existence of the legal proceedings and of the impacts and

effects the judgment would have on the land and the lives of the inhabitants.
So, how were the rights to participation, information and access to justice guaranteed?

This omission violates the fundamental rights to information, participation and access to justice and negates
the consent of the community, because after supplementation to the judgment was ordered, the CAR is no
longer asking questions but has authorized itself to execute the project.

While the ruling is not appealable, it is subject to review, more so because of the existence of the wetland,
the species and because the impacts upon the community were not examined at the proceedings.

The community has come to talk to the judge responsible for execution of the judgment without further
responses. She has refused to listen to the community and has not ruled on the merits of the arguments, the
photos, and the evidence submitted in chambers.

¢Bogota River Recuperation Project?

The SALITRE WWTP will be expanded to less than 100 meters from housing, parks and the Tibabuyes

wetland, contravening the decision of the Colombian Ministry of Environment. The main risk factor for
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communities and for the environment is that the plant will be built at a distance of less than 100 meters,

abstracting from what is set forth
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in Annex | of the Protocol for Monitoring, Control and Surveillance of Offensive Odors prepared by the
Ministry of Environment and Sustainable Development, which states that the minimum distance required
to prevent and mitigate disputes concerning offensive odors generated by Wastewater Treatment Plants, is

500 meters for aerobic systems (with oxygen) and 1,000 meters for anaerobic (without oxygen) treatment

systems.

Moreover, Article 163 of Resolution 1096 of 2000 states that the plants shall not be located close to special
habitats such as natural wetlands or other critical ecosystems or close to recreation areas unless it can ensure
there will be no impacts. Where deemed necessary, it is recommended that an assessment be made about

the presence of cultural, historical or archaeological resources on the site.

The operation of the plant will generate odors and cause diseases carried by vectors such as mosquitoes,

flies, and chemicals used in the treatment process.

An article published by the National University of Colombia maintains that before bringing in the treatment
system it is vital to conduct studies and monitor water quality and points out that when it comes to cleaning
water not all plants are treatment plants.

(the National University of Colombia newspaper.
http://historico.unperiodico.unal.edu.co/ediciones/115/11.html

Daniel Okun was hired by the Bank to conduct a study on the depollution of the Bogota River. He concluded
that “trying to treat the water” only benefits technology providers. This conclusion is found in the essay
entitled La ética de los ingenieros en descomposicion (which can be read at the following link:

https://books.google.fr/books?id=FNtOLTYrftEC&pg=PA78&Ipg=PA78&dqg=Ila+etica+de+lo
s+ingenieros,+daniel+okun&source=bl&ots=yjVl1alhucG&sig=idlIx_-
SD70H6ly2frurXxnWVIiE&hl=es&sa=X &ved=0ahUKEwiNgteA6bDPAhXEAX0KHRAFBWU
Q6AEIHjAA#v=0nepage&q=la%20etica%20de%2010s%20ingenieros%2C%20daniel%200
kun&f=false).
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Origin of theTibaguya wetland

The Bank recognizes one of the water bodies as a wetland. The Bank, however, does not know that the
ecosystem is not just a body of water, but the entire land comprising approximately 113 hectares. To the
community it is known as the Tibaguya Reserve, consisting of aquifers, forests, and several water bodies

and is part of the alluvial valley of the Bogota River.

The “El Cortijo” or Tibaguya water body is fed by groundwater and is a remnant of the ancient wetlands of

the area. Its ecosystem recovery has been ongoing for 30 years now.

Aquifers have been identified in the ground. This information is in the research sent to the Panel.

The photographs and drawings that will be sent to the Panel prove that the water body or chucua already
existed, and despite being impacted even with a garbage dump, it has managed to recuperate and
reestablished itself as an ecosystem.

Compensation

In the complaint sent to the Inspection Panel the negative impacts of the compensation are analyzed.

In this letter and in the complaint sent it was explained why the project did not take into account the
participation of the community, not even in the discussion and approval of the compensations. Likewise
the errors of the project in this area are stated: lack of studies of fauna and flora; inadequate compensation;
compensation areas in poor condition and which do not offer better living conditions to the species.
Conclusions

The Bank’s representative said that the community has “opinions” not substantiated by expert opinion,

belittling the community instead of analyzing the arguments presented.
The Bank did not rule on the merits but merely stated that the community does not know what it is talking

about.
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The Bank repeated the same script we heard from the CAR. Without further evidence, without analyzing

the arguments.

The Bank has an opinion about the entities responsible for the project, which does not allow it to see clearly

or listen carefully to what the community is saying about the violation of its fundamental rights.

The information presented by the inhabitants of the territory must be taken into account in the process of

depolluting the river for the common good.
For all these reasons, we hereby declare that we disagree with the solution and the reports adopted by the
Bank. We believe that the project affects the fundamental rights of the community and will have a serious
and irreversible impact on the environment.

SPECIAL REQUEST

On the day of the meeting we asked the Bank to send us a copy of the study by Professor Daniel Okun on

the depollution of the Bogota River. The document apparently is entitled “Pollution Control in Bogota”

We respectfully request that the Panel help us to obtain the document.
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We respectfully request that we be notified of all actions taken by the Inspection Panel by email sent to the

following address:

Somospropuestal@gmail.com

Thank you for your kind attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

/FOR SIGNATURES PLEASE SEE SPANISH TEXT OF THIS COMPLAINT/
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CORTIJO-TIBAGUYA CITIZENS’ ASSOCIATION - MCCT

Bogota D.C., October 5, 2016
Sirs

WORLD BANK INSPECTION PANEL
Attn:  Dr. Gonzalo Castro/Chairman of the Panel
Dr. Tamara Milsztajn/Consultant/Operations Officer
The World Bank, 1818 H Street, N.W.
Washington DC 20433, USA

Reference: RATIFICATION OF FORMAL REQUEST FOR ACTIVATION OF THE
INSPECTION PANEL IN REFERENCE TO THE SALITREWWTP PROJECT, BOGOTA
- COLOMBIA - WORLD BANK CO-FINANCING

Esteemed Dr. Gonzalo, please accept a cordial and fraternal greeting, extended to Consultant Tamara and
the entire Panel team, from the UPZ-72 community and, on its behalf, the MCCT headed by the signatories
hereto.

Given this communication and the current circumstances as well as the dynamic generated around the
Salitre WWTP Project, for which the contract has already been awarded but has not been executed, it is
important for the community to be able to activate mechanisms to defend our rights and the rights of the
environment and of the biodiversity and be able to invoke the mechanisms that the World Bank Group has
within its global operating policies, and bearing in mind that:

1) A communication was sent last September 2 in which a request was made for the Implementation of the
Registration of our Request taking into account our complaints and claims to which no satisfactory answers
have been given by the Bank in Colombia, much less any real solution provided and concerning which we
state that we had sent our objections previously to the Bank in Colombia, even to the answers that were
submitted to us after the meeting held with them on August 11, 2016, and to another Right to Petition that
was given to them that same day concerning information that they were asked about the Environmental
Impact Assessment and project planning to which no response has been given to date to the community.

2) The country already knew of the moral failings of the internal administration of the Bank in Colombia
in terms of monitoring environmental safeguards policies, its failure to give true information or its hiding
of information from its headquarters in Washington, and that in Colombia investment projects that could
end up affecting the biodiversity, and the sources of oxygen and water in the Paramo de San Turban in
Santander, Colombia were being funded, jeopardizing the sources of life, health and the other human and
collective rights of over 2,000,000 persons and which does not give us any confidence or assurance that the
World Bank Group is being transparent in its actions, and it has been doing the same with the Salitre WWTP
project, Bogota. Accordingly, we reaffirm our objections and complaints.

3) We have been able to discover, through investigations, inquiries and other studies that have been
conducted, the ways in which tax information has been provided to communities, rather than a true public
outreach with the possibility of the public being able to participate; that the contract has been awarded to
obsolete technologies to the detriment of the communities, favoring only entities that want to sell their
machinery and equipment but that will not serve the objective of depolluting the river and we know of the
existence of more efficient and effective alternatives; and of one that is less costly in terms of investment
and cheaper in terms of operating expenses and these are widely known; they DO NOT GENERATE
impacts on health and the environment for communities; they give over 95 percent guarantees of

Address: Carrera 118 No. 89B — 51 Cell phone 3142944426 — 3135925584 — 3118687036
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effectiveness in terms of depolluting the river compared with what the CAR is offering us with Oxidation
Ponds and Activated Sludge Treatment technology that do not exceed the actual proposal of 65 percent
effectiveness. The director of the CAR himself said this in radio interviews in Colombia in which he stated
that said WWTP will be used provided the operator is guaranteed that only domestic wastewater would
reach it; but it gives no guarantee if it receives mixed waters (i.e. domestic wastewater mixed with industrial
wastewater); so the project in this and other ways is totally unworkable and if it goes ahead, not only will
it subject the community to serious impacts but it will lead to a patrimonial detriment of huge proportions;
it will also have serious impacts on the public treasury with respect to taxes and rate increases for water and
sewage for which our communities will have to pay for decades.

4) Analyzing the likely scenarios and not being able, in principle, to halt the progress of the project - even
initiating any kind of negotiations with the CAR insofar as one supposes this could be done, as stated by
the Bank itself in Colombia, during the advanced stage of the works and less so using the Panel Mechanism
with the Pilot Plan; with this fresh communication we therefore now state to you, the INSPECTION
PANEL, that we are ratifying the request presented last September 2 to activate the Mechanism so that the
appropriate actions may be taken by your body to call on the World Bank, in a serious and responsible
manner and with respect for Colombia, to adopt and promote in its co-financed projects and entities that it
supports the actual application of Colombian law where safeguards are concerned; guarantee the human
and environmental rights that govern us locally and protect us internationally in mega projects that impact
us, such as the Salitre WWTP; because otherwise human and civil rights such as prior consultation, citizen
participation, ethics in public administration, a healthy environment, environmental health and safety, life,
public health and decent housing, rights to property, and other rights will definitely be infringed on in spite
of the communities.

Finally, this association is requesting its formal inclusion in the working group or groups and forums for
cooperation and dialogue that may be held to discuss, negotiate and make decisions on projects and/or
actions that are relevant and that could adversely impact our communities.

In closing, we reiterate the need and request from the community that we, the MCCT, represent, to activate
the Inspection Panel Mechanism in regard to this project.

Most respectfully and sincerely,
/FOR SIGNATURES PLEASE SEE SPANISH TEXT OF THIS COMPLAINT/

The scan of the original signatures is attached in the printed file for this document.
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Projects that impact us, such as the Salitre WWTP; because otherwise human and civil rights such as prior
consultation, citizen participation, ethics in public administration, a healthy environment, safety and
environmental health, life, health and decent housing, rights to property, and other rights will definitely be
infringed even in spite of the communities.

Finally, this association is requesting its formal inclusion in the working group or groups and forums for
cooperation and dialogue that may be held to discuss, negotiate and make decisions on projects and/or
actions that are relevant and that could adversely impact our communities.

In closing, we reiterate the need and request from the community that we, the MCCT, represent, to activate
the inspection panel mechanism as regards this project.

/FOR SIGNATURES PLEASE SEE SPANISH TEXT OF THIS COMPLAINT/
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Request for Inspection in Spanish
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