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Abstract

This dissertation has the intention to discuss access to clean and safe water from an 
aspect of human rights. The aim is to investigate how access to clean and safe water 
is seen upon as a human right, and if the water situation would be influenced and 
perhaps improved if it was declared as an independent human right. The issue is 
mainly discussed from an overriding international perspective, but with focus on the 
situation in developing countries. This because it is often in these countries that the 
greatest deficiency of drinking water is occurring, and where the regimes do not 
ensure their population sufficient access to drinking water.   The study also aims to 
describe the current discussion about whether to make clean and safe water an 
independent human right or not and to give an account of the arguments held by 
representatives of the different standpoints.

A sort of inductive method is used in the dissertation and the analysis mainly is built 
upon the Indian economist Amartya Sens theories about entitlements and 
development. The study principally is based on literature, documents and reports on 
human rights and access to and legislation of clean and safe water. However, the 
study also includes some phone interviews and analyses in a Geographic 
Information System and the statistical program SPSS. 
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Abbreviations

ADB   Asian Development Bank
COHRE Centre on Housing Rights and Evictions
GNP Gross National Product 
ESC rights Economical, Social and Cultural Rights
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1. Introduction

The objective of this chapter is to present a short background to why the lack of clean and safe water 
and sanitation is an important issue and a severe crisis affecting billions of peoples around the world.
This will be followed by a short background of the development of human rights throughout history.
Furthermore this chapter will include the purpose of the study and the main questions which this 
dissertation aims to answer, methods, material, delimitations, assumptions and concepts and 
disposition.

1.1 Background on the water issue

During the industrial revolution in Western Europe and the United States, our part of the 
world experienced a remarkable economic development but the huge numbers of children 
that did not survive to see their fifth birthday remained despite this unchanged until water 
and sanitation reforms was introduced.1 When we now are stepping in to a 21st century of 
incomparable prosperity and wealth it is hard to imagine a situation like that in Mali, Sierra 
Leone or Niger where more than each tenth child dies already as an infant and no more than 
just over a third of the children remains alive five years later.2 In developing countries, 80 
percent of diseases result from filthy and unsafe water3 and it is beyond doubt that this 
present water-, and sanitation crisis throughout the world comes with devastating 
consequences for billions of already struggling people.4 It is a silent crisis that condemns vast 
numbers of people to death and squalor from water related diseases.5 A silent crisis with 
such force that it severely reduces the so much needed economic growth for suffering 
countries.6 A silent crisis that leads to that four times as many children each year dies only 
from diarrhoea related diseases because of consumption of defect waters as from HIV/AIDS.7
Diarrhoeal dehydration claims the lives of nearly 2 million children every year and has killed 
more children in the last 10 years than all the people lost to armed conflict since the Second 
World War.8

It is a crisis that in difference of what many believes generally does not depend on a physical 
deficiency of water in the affected parts of the world but has its root in uneven power 
relations, poverty and an insufficient water administration.9 This deficiency on clean and safe 
water undoubtedly leads to that millions of children each year misses the opportunity to 

                                                
1 Salvesen Veslemøy Lothe , Head of Communication at UNDP:s Nordic Office (taken from  UNDP 
Human Development Report 2006:3)
2 UNDP Human Development Report, 2006: 49, Table 10
3 Gleick Peter H., The World’s Water, 2006-2007:128
4 WHO, Water for Life: Making It Happen,  2005:11
5 Ibid: Foreword
6 WHO and  SIWI, Driving development by investing in water and sanitation  2005:3
7 Ibid:3
8 UNICEF, “Sanitation for all”, UNICEF January 2000:4
9 Salvesen, 2006:3
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even basic education and is sentenced to a life in exclusory and poverty.10 Water related 
diseases leads to an annual loss of 443 million schooldays.11 This is especially devastating for 
girls and young women that in some areas also have to spend up to six hours each day to 
retrieve and boil water, which makes an effective school-time impossible. These girls are 
therefore often forced to a life in analphabetism. 

Sure I wish that I could go to school. I want to learn to read and to write… But how can 
I? My mum needs me in order to retrieve water.12

Both theory and empirics show that an improved water situation has positive effects for 
human welfare13 on several different levels and we must not forget that basic access to clean 
and safe water is an absolute necessity for all human life.14 Many pessimistic analytics 
stresses that the population growth with a subsequent increased demand on the inadequate 
resource of clean and safe water combined with global climate changes and new geographic 
water conditions will lead to increased poverty and higher numbers of refugees fleeing from 
an unsustainable water situation. Despite that nearly three decades has passed since the Mar 
del Plata water conference 1977, where water for the first time was recognized as a right, 
billions of people still lack basic access to clean and safe water and sanitation. In 2002 the 
United Nations Children´s Fund (UNICEF) and the World Health Organization (WHO)
reported that an estimated one-sixth of the global population did not have access to an 
improved water supply within 1 km.15 This tells us not only that it is a difficult problem, but 
also that there has been a failure in focusing on the right solutions and that the funding has 
not been prioritised. To overcoming this water-, and sanitation crisis can be regarded as one 
of our greatest challenges during the early 21st century. It is often stressed that doing this 
would initiate progress in areas like general healthcare, education and economic growth.16

1.2 Background on human rights

Everyone is entitled to all the rights and freedoms set forth in this Declaration, without 
distinction of any kind, such as race, colour, sex, language, religion, political or other 
opinion, national or social origin, property, birth or other status.17

December 10, 1948 is the historic date on which the general assembly of the United Nations
(UN) announced and adopted the Universal Declaration of Human Rights (UDHR) and 
called upon their member states "to cause it to be disseminated, displayed, read and 
expounded principally in schools and other educational institutions, without distinction 
                                                
10 http://www.unicef.se/nyheter/2006/03/21/barnen_kraver_rent_vatten/ (2007-12-01)
11 UNDP Human Development Report, 2006:11
12 Yeni Bazan, 10 years old, El Alto, Bolivia (taken from UNDP:s Human Development Report 2006:5)
13 Stockholm International Water Institute (SIWI), Making water a part of economic development, 
2006: 4-6
14 Odindo Opiata, Human Rights spokesman at Hakijamii Trust, Kenya (stated at the seminar Access 
to Water: Rights and Obligations, Swedish Water House, Stockholm 2007-10-10)
15 Gleick Peter H., The World’s Water, 2006-2007:124
16 UNDP Human Development Report 2006: 5
17 UN Universal Declaration on Human Rights, UDHR, 1948:article 2
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based on the political status of countries or territories."18 In this document it was recognized 
that respect for the individuals’ indisputable rights was the foundation for freedom, justice 
and peace.19

These ideas of general individual rights however possibly go even further back, although 
some historians have argued that there are no records of thoughts on human rights before 
the Middle Ages in Europe. Common references of early ideas of human rights are the 
roman attitude towards people’s rights, ius gentium, and the ancient Stoics ideas of the world 
citizen20 and principles of natural rights. Famous ancient philosophers on the issue include 
the Greeks Plato and Aristotle and their Roman counterparts Cicero and Seneca. Moreover 
some historians are of the opinion that many religions have some sort of rights thinking, for 
example “you shall not steal” which is one of the Ten Commandments, requires a right to 
property. In Christianity this is further accentuated during the 13th century by universalistic 
religious thinkers such as Thomas Aquinas who among other things talked about natural 
law validating human dignity and value and that all people are equal before God.21

The horrific experiences made by the world community during the Second World War, with 
genocides and severe lack of respect for human life and dignity, started a human rights 
movement. This movement undertook to create institutions and to provide international 
standards and human rights law, in which it could be seen as a renaissance of the ideas of 
natural rights popular during the enlightenment era.22 Not surprisingly the UN declarations 
have been influenced by as well the ideas of theorists like Smith, Rousseau and Locke as well 
as by the English, American and French Declarations of Rights. Notably all these countries 
were members of the winning alliance of the Second World War.

Under the leadership of Eleanor Roosevelt the United Nations Commission on Human 
Rights (UNCHR), with other esteemed members such as the French politician René Cassin, 
the Indian political activist Hansa Mehta, the Chinese diplomat Peng-Chun Chang and the 
Lebanese philosopher Charles Malik23, was appointed the task of forming these rights.24 The 
main conflict then was not between north and south countries but between liberal 
democratic states in the west (mainly the US) and communist states in the Soviet Union and 
in Eastern Europe. This conflict grew from vast idealistic differences. The liberal states 
emphasized on civil and political rights (ex. right to freedom, life and political participation) 
much like those already in the English, French or American bill of rights. The countries 
behind the iron curtain on the other hand wanted to focus on economical, social and cultural 
rights (ex. right to education, minimal health services and adequate food) at the same time as 
they stressed that the rights to individual political freedom and freedom of mobility were 
very sensitive.25

                                                
18 www.un.org/Overview/rights.html (2007-11-20)
19 Sundberg Jacob, Mänskliga rättigheter, 1985:1
20 Roth Hans Ingvar, Vad är mänskliga rättigheter?, 2007:169.
21 O’Byrne Darren J, Human Rights –an introduction, 2003: 28 ff
22 Strzelewicz Willy, De mänskliga rättigheternas historia, 2001:chapter 7
23 Roth, 2007:46
24 Danelius Hans, Mänskliga rättigheter Fifth edition, 1993:16
25 Roth, 2007: 50
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After the announcement of the UDHR in 1948 the work continued with constructing a 
convention on human rights. After some discussions it was decided to be divided into two 
separated parts, one containing the civil and political rights and the other including the 
social, cultural and economical rights. It however emerged complicated problems when the 
short, pragmatic statements of the declaration were to be converted into more detailed, 
legally binding and precise proclamations of a convention. Therefore they were not to be 
enacted by the general assembly until December 16th 1966. International treaties now also 
includes means of promoting, adjudicating and enforcing human rights26 but this third part 
of the UNCHR work program proved to be even more difficult.27 Several countries, among 
them the Nordic states, have emphasized the importance of a mechanism for supervising 
that these rights are being followed up upon. Since many other states have rejected these 
ideas, mainly on the grounds that they are too much of interference on their internal self 
government, this mechanism has though remained somewhat deficient. Recently however 
the general trend has been for more and more states to willingly submit to this kind of 
supervision.28 We will describe the supervision system of the social, cultural and economical 
rights further in chapter 3.1.

1.3 The purpose and main questions of the study

The purpose of this study is to analyze if declaring clean and safe water as a self sufficient 
human right would have any positive effects in practice on improving the situation for 
people suffering from water deficiency. We also strive to study the arguments held by 
advocates of different positions in the issue and to come to a conclusion whether clean and 
safe water should be declared as an independent human right or not. 

The thesis employs the following research questions to answer the purpose:

- Would clean and safe water as a human right contribute to increase access to 
adequate water for all?

- How do different parties, in the discussion of whether to do make clean and safe 
water an independent human right or not, argue for their standpoint?

- Should clean and safe water become an independent human right?

1.4 Method

To answer the questions of the thesis, the study is based on qualitative methods. Using a 
qualitative method is often seen to increase the possibility of achieving a better 
understanding of the causes to a specific societal phenomenon. The choice of a qualitative 
method in this study therefore seems quite logical since we want to analyze the human 
rights and water scarcity as phenomenon and the discussion about clean and safe water as an 
independent human right. We use a sort of inductive method in that we systemize the 

                                                
26 Nickel James W., Making Sense of Human Rights Second edition 2007: 93
27 Sundberg Jakob, Mänskliga rättigheter, 1985:1
28 Danelius, 1993: 20 ff
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empirics, but we also use a theoretical framework which underlies our conclusions on the 
issue.

The theoretical framework is presented in chapter 2 and is above all based on the Indian 
economist Amartya Sens discussion about functions and regulations of the economic market, 
moral and rationality, liberties and rights. Even other theoretical approaches are used to a 
small extent, like Thomas Malthus theory about threatening lack of resources because of the 
worlds increasing population, Adam Smiths theory concerning rationality and John Rawls 
ideas about “Justice as fairness”. The theoretical framework represents one way of thinking 
about the issues treated in the thesis and makes it possible to analyze our empirical examples 
in a more substantial manner. Hence it follows that we are able to present our own line of 
thoughts. 

We are though aware of the difficulties to be totally objective, and we realize that even the 
choice of the theoretical framework has effect on the final result. We therefore want to 
emphasize that we do not pretend we are thinking in terms of universal truths and that we 
are aware of wearing our own pair of theoretical glasses. We also done some underlying 
definitions and presumptions and these are accounted for in chapter 1.7.

To make the analysis more tangible we have chosen to make a quite basic type of 
visualization both in the statistical program SPSS and the geographic information system Arc 
View. This makes it possible to in a direct way analyze if there are any spatial correlations 
between variables in question. We hoped for that doing these analyses´ would strengthen 
our presumption that deficiency of clean and safe water has severe negative effects on a 
range of factors related to development and health. Therefore, we have analyzed the 
connection between data of accessibility to clean and safe water with relevant factors such as 
Human Development Index (HDI) and mortality rate of children under the age of five. 

To be able to get a balanced understanding of the standpoints in the question about whether 
to make clean and safe water to an independent human right or not, we have made some 
phone interviews with relevant actors. Our aim has been to choose actors representing both 
the standpoints in the question. When doing the interviews we have not used a formal 
interview guide, but we have wanted the interviewed to be able to freely express their 
opinion. We have used open ended questions and the interviews were rather short, ranging 
between 10 to 25 minutes. 

1.5 Materials

The study is primarily based on written sources of different character, mostly primary ones. 
We have used literature, internet sources, documents and reports regarding human rights 
and supply of and access to clean and safe water. The material about human rights to great 
extent has been literature which often treats the concept in a general way, but we relate it to 
the case of access to clean and safe water. For the major part we have assembled our sources 
concerning water access from reports mainly from UN Organs and articles from Swedish 
Water House. 
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Beyond these written sources we have used some primary sources as interviews and results 
from statistical tests in SPSS and visualizations in Arc View. All the tests and visualizations
are based on what we consider to be reliable data from UNDP. The interviews have been 
made by telephone with people representing what we regard as important actors in the 
discussions. We have interviewed representatives of Swedish Ministry for Foreign Affairs, 
Finnish Ministry for Foreign Affairs, Swedish International Development corporation 
Agency (Sida) and the Swedish section of Amnesty. The answers from the interviews have 
been used to get a picture of the ongoing discussion. We also have been attending at 
seminars arranged by Swedish Water House where these issues have been discussed. 

Concerning the theoretical material it principally consists of literature treating Amartya Sens 
discussion about entitlement issues, which we thought would be interesting to apply on the 
problems of rights to clean and safe water. Sen got the Nobel Prize in Economics 1998 for his 
studies of famines, societal development and the underlying causes for poverty. He has 
contributed to redefine the concept of development as well as the concept of liberties and he 
treating the human rights in a sort of inter-cultural perspective.29 The problems analyzed in 
the dissertation are multi- faceted and range over several disciplines and we therefore 
consider Sens theory to be appropriate as a starting point for our analysis. Sen can be 
characterized as moral philosopher or political scientist as well as economist and he brings 
ethics and moral aspects in his analysis in a way that not many economists do30 and in this 
study these perspectives are applied in a spatial context. Besides Sen extensively treats 
power relations31, which is an interesting aspect when it comes to the water problematic, 
which can be seen as grounded in uneven distribution of resources. 

We think we have used enough sources of different types for getting a broad view of the 
question, and we also regard all the sources as reliable. However, we have not referred to 
any commercial actors in the water sector. We have instead chosen to focus on the moral, 
geographical and legal aspects of the question as well as the economic aspects, but this rather 
on a national level than on a level of commercial companies. Regarding the choice of using 
Sens theories we certainly are aware of that it has influenced the conclusions of the 
dissertation, but we do not think Sens ideas distinctly goes in one or another traditional 
political direction. We therefore do not think it is any problem to draw conclusions from the 
empirical material and the theoretical framework.  

Some research has been made on the issues clean and safe water and human rights before. 
Studies of both issues brought together have been made by UN-organs such as UNDP, which 
among other things have written the Human Development Report used in this dissertation. 
Several studies about these issues also have been put together by Peter Gleick in his “The 
Worlds Water”, which also has been used in this study.  A lot of different organizations 
frequently make studies about clean and safe water and water rights, for example the 
Swedish organizations Stockholm International Water Institute (SIWI) and the Swedish 
Waterhouse. It can also be mentioned that the issue of legislation on clean and safe water at 
the moment is under research at the section for Water at Tema Institution, University of 

                                                
29 David Simon, Fifty Key Thinkers on Development, 2006: 230
30 Hansson Sven Ove and Hermansson Jörgen, Idéer om rättvisa Second Edition, 1993:85
31 David, 2006: 231        
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Linköping.  The research about clean and safe water as a human right is however not that 
extensive today, and we therefore think this study is special interesting to do.   

1.6 Limitations

Accessibility to water contains a lot of aspects and can be treated in a lot of ways. In this 
dissertation we have chosen to regard water as a food resource rather than a resource for 
production, and thereby we do not focus on the commercial actors or motives in the water 
sector as mentioned above. We also have chosen to describe the question in an overriding 
international perspective and above all in a perspective of developing countries. This 
because we think that water as an independent human right would have the greatest 
importance in these countries. It is above all in these countries that the scarcity of clean and 
safe water is widespread and where there are regimes which break the human rights and do 
not secure their populations access to clean and safe water. The overriding perspective also 
makes it possible to compare the situation in different countries and to make analyses and
visualizations of that kind that we have done in SPSS and Arc View. 

1.7 Assumptions and concepts

From purpose and delimitations mentioned above, the dissertation is based upon the 
following assumption and concepts.

- We assume that the reason for people suffering from a deficiency of clean and safe 
water is in most cases not caused by a general physical deficiency in the area but has 
its root in poverty, inequality, politics and institutions. This according to the UNDP
Human Development Report 2006, in which they furthermore argue that there is 
more than enough water for domestic, agricultural and industrial needs.32

- We also assume that basic requirement for sufficient water means that every person 
is entitled to a sufficient and continuous supply of clean and safe water to meet their 
essential personal and domestic need.33 This is generally acknowledged to be 20-25 
litres of water per day34.

- Our definition of clean and safe water, which we will be using throughout this 
dissertation, is based on the quality recommendations stated by the UN Committee 
on Economic, Social and Cultural rights in their General Comment 15 paragraph 12b:

“Quality. The water required for each personal or domestic use must be safe, 
therefore free from micro-organisms, chemical substances and radiological hazards

                                                
32 UNDP Human Development Report 2006: 7
33 Opiata Odindo, Hakijamii trust, paper written in connection with the seminar Access to Water: 
Rights and Obligations, Swedish Water House, 2007-10-10
34 UNDP Human Development Report 2006:10
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that constitute a threat to a person’s health.35 Furthermore, water should be of an 
acceptable colour, odour and taste for each personal or domestic use.”

- The concept of Human Development Index (HDI), which is used in the empirical 
analyses, measures how well a country has succeeded in three fundamental aspects 
of development. These are a long healthy life, education and sufficient living 
standard. The index is based on three variables; average life expectancy, average 
education-level (literacy among adults and years of schooling) and real Gross 
National Product (GNP) per capita (calculated from the domestic currency and not 
from the current exchange rate).36

1.8 Disposition

This first chapter has served as an introduction with presentations of the background of the 
issue and also the purpose and main questions, method, material, delimitations, assumptions 
and concepts used in the dissertation.   In the following chapter 2 the theoretical framework 
is introduced. Amartaya Sens theory about dwindling resources and aspects of moral, 
freedoms and rights in the control of the economic market as well as some other theorists´
thoughts of these issues are described. Chapter 3 consists of the empirics of the study. The 
chapter starts with an account of the concept of human rights, which is followed by an 
overlook of clean and safe water and the drinking water jurisdiction. In the chapter there is 
also presented some data on deficiency of clean and safe water in poorer regions and 
arguments that are held for and against making clean and safe water an independent human 
right. In the following chapter 4 the empirics are analyzed from the theoretical framework. 
The study is then declared according to the main questions in chapter 5 and shortly 
summarized in the closing chapter 6.

                                                
35 The Committee refers to WHO, Guidelines for drinking-water quality, 2nd edition, vols. 1-3 (Geneva, 
1993) that are “intended to be used as a basis for the development of national standards that, if 
properly implemented, will ensure the safety of drinking water supplies through the elimination of, or 
reduction to a minimum concentration, of constituents of water that are known to be hazardous to 
health.”
36 UNDP Human Development Report 2006:34
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2.  Theoretical framework

This chapter aims to capture primarily Amartya Sen’s theories and thoughts on issues related to the 
questions asked in the dissertation and to summary these in a comprehensible way. 

2.1 Dwindling resources

The Indian economist Amartaya Sen treats in several of his texts the question about a 
possible increasing deficiency on resources, like water and food, and the distribution of 
these. Sen means that there is no factual data for a too pessimistic attitude toward the 
population growths impact on the access to necessities and that there can be a danger in that 
such an attitude can lead to fatalism and passivity. 37 Sen refers this line of argument among 
other things to that the argumentation that Thomas Malthus pursued in the 18th century 
about a threatening lack of resources so far has not appeared to any larger extent.38  Malthus 
meant that the increasing population will lead to that the technological development 
eventually not is able to counteract the geometrically increasing population. With an 
increasing population follows an increasing need of consumption and the pressure from this 
in combination with a limited amount of resources39 and declining effects of scale would lead 
to lower incomes per capita and the process of increasing population would be forced to 
stagnate. He meant that the most effective way to decrease the population growth was to let 
so called” positive controls” as for example wars, starvation and other humanitarian 
disasters have their effect. In accordance with this argument, he meant furthermore that 
there was a public need of poverty among certain groups in order to prevent the population 
growth at an early stage and he therefore opposed different types of aid to poor people. 40

2.2 Control of the economic market

When it comes to the distribution of resources the market mechanisms often are defended on 
the basis of its function as an invisible hand which create effectiveness in the economy and 
lead to a good result.41 Sen means however that the market does not have any value in itself, 
and in his argumentation he refers to those times at which he means it is obvious that there 
have arisen shortage of food and water without a real physical lack of the resources. Sen 
means that if the necessities were distributed according to needs instead of market 

                                                
37 Sen Amartaya, Development as Freedom, 1999:160
38 Ibid:205
39 Djurfeldt Göran, Mera mat, 2005:16
40 Djurfeldt, 2005:16
41 Sen Amartya, The Moral Standing of the Market (taken from: Miller Fred D. Jr., Paul Frankel Ellen 
and Paul Jeffrey, Ethics & Economics) 1985:2
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principles, even the poorest would have been able to receive a more extensively and 
reasonable access to them. 42 At the same time Sen points out that it hardly is about either 
having a market or not, but rather about in which degree it will be regulated and what it 
should be complemented with. 43

An argument for market solutions that often is stressed within economic theory is that a free 
market during ideal relations leads to pareto optimality. Perhaps, this concept's central role 
within economic theory can be explained with that it gives the economists some kind of 
legitimacy not to take moral aspects into consideration in their analyses. 44 Pareto optimality 
means a situation where nobody can gain a higher utility without that someone else gets in a 
worse situation with lower utility. 45 In other words pareto optimality could mean a very 
equal situation as well as a much more unequal one. The question is then if the economist 
should prefer the more equal situation, and in that case how far the requirement for equality 
then should be taken. Amartya Sen however questions all doubts about whether an equal 
pareto optimal condition, where nobody suffers of food and/water deficiency, would be seen 
as more desirable than a pareto optimal situation with a high grade of inequality.46

Furthermore he points out that indifference regarding inequality in well-being requires 
justification in order to be accepted.47

2.3 Moral issues and rationality

This attitude towards the market and the distribution of resources clearly shows Sen´s 
opinion about that an increased moral position by economic actors would be much desired. 
Sen is, as told earlier, often considered as a moral philosopher as much as an economist and 
he himself points out that economists generally consider moral aspects too little in their 
analyses. 48

He means that the economists' lack of interest for moral philosophy depends on a 
widespread false idea of that every person act on basis of an ambition to maximize its self-
interest and that such an ambition is a prerequisite for the economy to function in the best 
way.49 Sen thinks that this way to discuss rationality to a large extent is open to question. He 
on the contrary means that rationality also can mean an ambition to achieve the desirable 
and thereby also can include non self-interests acts.50

                                                
42 Hansson and Hermansson, 1993: 88
43 Sen, 1985:2ff
44 Hansson and Hermansson, 1993:89
45 David, 2006:231
46 Hansson and Hermansson, 1993: 89 ff
47 Sen, 1985:10
48 Hansson and  Hermansson, 1993: 85 ff
49 Ibid:86
50 David, 2006: 231
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To see any departure from self- interest maximization as evidence of irrationality must 
imply a rejection of the role of ethics in actual decision taking (...) 51

Sen refers his criticism to this view of rationality to for example what he means is an 
incorrect interpretation of the economist Adam Smiths theories about rationality. Sen stresses 
that Smith not at all meant that the self-interest would be the most desired in a good society, 
but rather emphasized the need of humane sympathy, justice and generosity as driving 
forces for people's acting. 52 Sen also points at Smiths thought experiment about that one in a 
decision situation should question oneself how it would seem to an ” impartial spectator”, in 
order to in this way come to a just judgment. 53 In his argumentation for increased moral 
consideration in rationality discussions, Sen further refers to the political philosopher John 
Rawls idea about ”Justice as fairness”. This standpoint is based on the question about how 
people are expected to act in a sort of hypothetic “original position” where they not yet know 
in which situation they will be. 54 For Sen this Rawlsian Principle is good, but not good 
enough. 

2.4 Freedom and Rights

Sen raises an extensive discussion about rights, and then often from a perspective of 
freedoms. He links the concept of rights with the concept of positive freedoms in the sense of 
having the ability to carry out actions. For example he claims that ability to avoid 
malnutrition therefore means an increased freedom for the individual.55 Sen stresses that 
inequality is very difficult to measure since the scale of dissatisfaction is influenced by in 
which social situation one is situated and because of this individuals often might in silence
accept his/her poverty or other destinies. Therefore Sen emphasizes the weight of focusing 
on what individuals have the ability to do and not on what they have or do as a measure of 
their social situation.56 Sen argues that the correlation between individuals' grade of freedom 
and the achievement of social development is very high. 57

What people can positively achieve is influenced by economic opportunities, political 
liberties, social powers, and the enabling conditions of good health, basic education, and 
the encouragement and cultivation of initiatives.58

And he further states that: 
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Despite unprecedented increases in overall opulence, the contemporary world denies 
elementary freedoms to vast numbers- perhaps even the majority- of people. Sometimes 
the lack of substantive freedoms relates directly to economic poverty, which robs people of 
the freedom to satisfy hunger, or to achieve sufficient nutrition, or to obtain remedies for 
treatable illnesses, or the opportunity to be adequately clothed or sheltered, or to enjoy 
clean water or sanitary facilities. In other cases, the unfreedom links closely to the lack of 
public facilities and social care(…) 59

Sen also points out that it sometimes is claimed that absence of human rights contributes to 
promoting an economic development, but at the same time he writes that extensive 
comparisons between countries have not confirmed this thesis.60 He therefore does not accept 
this type of economic reasons as justifications for refusing individual rights and freedoms. 
He argues that development on the contrary requires a decrease of obstacles for freedom 
such as poverty, harsh social situations and inadequate infrastructure.61

Sen stresses that empirical data very strongly implies that economic growth rather is a 
question of a more friendly economic climate than a harsher political system.  Sen further 
emphasizes that civilian and political rights are in themselves sufficiently important and 
does not need to be justified indirectly through reference to their effects on the economy62, 
and he argues that public freedoms and rights promote people's individual ability of 
initiative and increases their possibilities as well as the society's effectiveness as a hole.63 This 
is by some considered to separate Sen from many other welfare economists who mean that 
rights do not have any real worth in themselves and only can be measured from how they 
meet or counteracts people's interests.64

2.5 Criticisms against the concept of rights

When it comes to rights Sen establishes that the idea if human rights today are considerably 
more accepted than ever before, but that it at the same time continues to exist a widespread 
scepticism towards the concept.65

The suspicion is that there is something a little simple-minded about the entire conceptual 
structure that underlies the oratory on human rights.66

Sen means that it is mainly three types of criticism that is stated against human rights. First 
the legitimacy of the demands for human rights usually is questioned and this in the form of 
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asking how the human rights can have any real status other than through being sanctioned 
by the State. This thought has its base in an idea of that rights have to be defended through 
legislation and to be strongly anchored legally in order to possess validity. Sen terms this 
criticism the legitimacy critique.67

The second criticism that Sen highlights as commonly occurring is what he refers to as the 
coherence critique and it is based on a position that rights require corresponding obligations 
to be considered as legitimated. In order for a right to be considered as legitimated there 
must be an operator that has as its obligation to provide for the right, and by this it is 
regarded as problematic to consider human rights as rights at all. So even though the idea of 
human rights is considered as attractive, it is looked upon with little importance in practice. 
Sen admits that prejurisdictional demands hardly can give rights that can be executed by 
courts and other legal institutions, but he at the same time argues that this is not a reasonable 
motive to reject the entire idea of human rights.68 He accentuate that this criticism often is 
opposed with arguments that although there is no given individual's specific duty to ensure 
that people get their rights met, the general requirement can be aimed against everyone that 
is in a position to help.69  He further argues that one should consider human rights as a 
group of ethical requirements, and not as synonymous with legislated legal rights. Human 
rights therefore can be considered as applicable in those contexts in which they normally are 
referred to.70

The third type of common criticism against human rights is what Sen terms the culture 
critique and it is based on a scepticism to that there would be some kind of common 
universal ethics for all the cultures throughout the world. The advocates for this line of 
thoughts mean that human rights therefore lack that general validity and moral authority 
that they often are claimed to hold.71  As a part in this criticism so called ”Asian values” often 
are highlighted, which then would be based on resentment or at least indifference towards 
human rights. However Sen points out that it is not the independent historians in Asia that 
emphasizes a tradition with specific Asian values, but rather the authorities alone and that 
the distinctive character of Asian values in recent years often has been referred to in order to 
justify authoritarian political measures in Asia.72

Sen questions such a generalisation that the population in Asia would have a common base 
of values that divides them from people in the rest of the world. He argues that authoritarian 
ways to discuss in Asia, and other non western societies, often is indirectly supported by 
attitudes in the west. There is a widespread idea in the west that human rights are typical 
and unique for western culture, and that there is nothing similar in Asia.73 But this is 
something that Sen strongly questions74 and he stresses that ideas similar to human rights
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have been expressed in several cultures throughout history when it comes to, among other 
things, freedom of religion, and this includes his own native country India75. Sen continues 
by emphasizing the importance of not approaching development issues from the viewpoint 
of persons in power, but rather to listen to the opinions of the population as a whole.76
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3 Empirics

The objective of this chapter is to give a short introduction to the very concept of human rights 
followed by an overlook of clean and safe water jurisdiction, some empiric data on drinking water 
deficiency in poorer regions of our world and finally we will look at arguments for and against making 
clean and safe water an independent human right.

3.1 The concept of human rights

All human beings are born free and equal in dignity and rights77

The human rights have their foundation in the liberal ideas about all people's equal value 
and aims to protect against special violations of human dignity. These rights do not come 
from charity, someone’s mercy, kindness or generosity. Neither are they to be seen as 
rewards or used in political compromises. They are to be seen as the very foundation of 
social and political life,78 minimal compulsory standards for governments that aim at 
avoiding the terrible rather than achieving the best.79 Furthermore today’s human rights are 
not the abstract and general rights of philosophers but the specific and numerous rights of 
lawyers.80 The idea that law is more effective than morality in advocating rights is old. In the 
Second Treatise of Civil Government (1689) John Locke argues that even though people can 
have knowledge of natural rights like “life, liberty and property”, they cannot decide all 
common controversies without positive law. He means therefore that there is a need of an 
established, settled and well known law allowed by common consent to be the standard of 
right and wrong. Critics of this kind of emphasizing on positive legislation have argued that 
a system of rights instead of goals, obtained by social responsibility, promotes egoism and by 
this replacing a more utopian focus on such forces as for example love and community that 
could ensure good life for weaker groups in society. Furthermore they highlight that it could 
be problematic with rights which demands exceed our resources, institutions or even 
morality and also that the view of rights as claims is debatable in court.81

Human rights are protected by internationally guaranteed standards that ensure the 
fundamental freedoms and dignity of individuals and communities. They include civil, 
cultural, economic, political and social rights. Human rights principally concern the 
relationship between the individual and the State. Governmental obligations with regard 
to human rights can broadly be categorized in obligations to respect, protect, and 
fulfil.82

The individual rights are strongly linked to obligations from them in power positions, 
mainly states but also for example trans-, and multinational corporations and are inalienable. 
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One may although wonder whether individuals too have duties, for example when it comes 
to the rights to food and education, to try meeting the demands of these rights out of their 
own resources. These obligations are often described as moral obligations, and human rights' 
have normally the following form: A has a right to X vis-à-vis B because of Y and with the aid of 
Z.83 Where A is the rightholder, X context of the specific right, B the duty bearer, Y the 
arguments for the right and Z means or methods of securing the right. According to Mary 
Ann Glendon, an American researcher of law, the UDHR has had a crucial part in removing 
repressive regimes like Apartheid in South Africa and the communist system in Eastern 
Europe. After the Second World War advocates of a global declaration of human rights 
stressed the importance of a broad multicultural philosophical unity, a regard to global 
opinion diversity and a neutral religious language. 84

The justificatory framework for human rights range from utilitarian and pragmatic 
justifications and prudential arguments of that people will have the opportunity for a better 
life, to plausible moral norms and values.85 Trying to justify a specific right as a human one 
also includes presenting that essential interests are severely threatened in the area which the 
right aims to protect.86

The UDHR consists of different groups of rights: 

- Security Rights which are to protect from severe physical crimes such as rape or 
murder.

- Juridical process rights to protect from abuses in the legal system and secure fair trial 
in court.

- Liberty Rights to protect our fundamental freedoms such as belief and expression.
- Rights to ensure the opportunity to political participation.
- Equality rights to ensure non-discrimination.
- Rights referring to problems related to specific groups such as children or indigenous 

people.
- Social rights applied to ensure subsistence by such things like adequate food, and 

healthcare which are the type of rights that we are focusing on in this dissertation. 87

Human rights were not declared in order to give individuals the idyllically good life but 
rather to ensure conditions of a minimally good life. The social rights should therefore 
emphasize on severe issues as hunger, malnutrition, preventable diseases, ignorance and 
exclusion from productive opportunities.88 This group of rights has been argued to be based 
on subsistence which according to some philosophers also is the main social right in itself. 
According to the philosopher on human rights issues Henry Shue subsistence requires 
unpolluted air, unpolluted water, adequate food, clothing and shelter and minimal 
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preventative health care.89 Brian Orend, another writer on human rights, defines the 
requirements quite similar as secure access to resources that meet's the individuals biological 
needs – like fresh air, minimal level of nutritious food and clean water.90 As stated above, a 
common foundation in recent years has been that these social rights should focus on vital 
needs and interests.91 James W. Nickel92 also advocates this conception of social rights that 
focuses on Subsistence; including access to safe air, water, food as well as shelter and 
clothing, Health; adequate water and sewer systems and public health systems and 
Education; giving people good opportunities to learn the skills necessary for survival, health, 
functioning, citizenship, and productivity. 

It is also often stated that keeping the rights at a minimal number increases the chance for 
them to pass the test of feasibility and makes their realization more plausible in 
underdeveloped countries.93 This is important because Critics of these subsistence promoters 
stress that they offer too minimal conditions, neglecting that people should be able to be 
active participants, contributors and producers as well as consumers.94 That this criticism has 
been recognized by the UN could be seen in the international human rights documents, 
where desirable goals and ideals are included in grandiose statements which go far beyond 
the conditions of a minimally good life.

An important aspect of human rights is the question of how to implement and control that 
these rights are being adhered to. This is especially complicated because of the fact that the 
countries, who would need to implement these rights the most, generally are the ones least 
willing to do so. A characteristic of human rights is that the violation of them on an 
international level to a large extent lacks consequences, because of that there is no well 
functioning machinery of justice.95 The supervision mechanism for the social, cultural and 
economical rights consists of a report system where every state that have ratified the 
convention is obligated to account for the measures and progresses that have been made 
concerning these rights. The reports are then inspected by the UN Committee for Economic, 
Social and Cultural Rights (UNCESCR), which though is not allowed to present criticisms of 
single countries. Rather they are limited to making General Comments on problematic issues 
and deficiencies in the jurisdiction of the convention states.96  To monitor, investigate and 
recommend solutions to specific human rights problems, the UN Secretary General can 
appoint so called Special rapporteurs. These rapporteurs conduct fact-finding missions to 
investigate allegations of human rights violations. Furthermore they assess and verify 
complaints, which if verified as legitimate gives cause for the rapporteur to send an urgent 
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appeal to the concerned government. Rapporteurs are appointed to either thematic issues or 
specific country situations. Currently there are 28 thematic and 10 country mandates.97

3.2 Jurisdiction of clean and safe water 

In the international convention on economical, social and cultural rights (1966) it is stated 
that everyone has the right to the highest attainable standard of physical and mental health98. 
Because clean and safe water is a basic necessity for human life it can arguably be seen as a 
candidate for being included as one of these rights. This is exemplified by former UN 
Secretary General Kofi Annan who stated that ”access to safe water is a fundamental human 
need and, therefore, a basic human right. Contaminated water jeopardizes both the physical 
and social health of all people. It is an affront to human dignity.”99

According to Peter H. Gleick the head author of “The World’s Water” our failure to meet the 
basic needs of safe water for all is one of the world’s most serious injustices and it is right 
now discussed in many forums all over our blue planet whether safe water should be 
declared as an independent human right. In December 2003 the United Nations General 
Assembly declared the years 2005 to 2015 to be the “Water for Life” International Decade for 
Action and two of the Millennium Development Goals (MDG:s) are aimed at increasing basic 
water supply and improve the sanitation situation.100 Access to clean and safe water is 
affirmed today in many declarations and comments as a fundamental right but is yet to be
globally recognized as an independent human right.101

The first time clean and safe water is declared as a right by the member states of the United 
nations was in the Mar del Plata campaign plan 1977, in which it was stated that all people 
irrespective of level of development ”have the right to have access to drinking water in 
quantities and of a quality equal to their basic needs”. Despite this, the view of clean and safe 
water as a human right has varied throughout the years and there have also been differences 
between countries and regions. It is in general not the weight of clean and safe water as a 
human right that has been argued but how and if this right could be implemented. In 
international legislations on human rights clean and safe water has, as mentioned above, 
since long been incorporated in the texts of different declared guidelines. The issue is often 
elucidated by various UN bodies, and one of the most commonly quoted comments about 
the right to clean water comes from the UNCESCR. In their General Comment 15 from 2002 
it is stated that:

The human right to water entitles everyone to sufficient, safe, acceptable, physically 
accessible and affordable water for personal and domestic uses. An adequate amount of 
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safe water is necessary to prevent death from dehydration, reduce the risk of water-related 
disease and provide for consumption, cooking, personal and domestic hygienic 
requirements.102

Since the expert bodies of the UN begun to identify the content of the right in international 
law, such as UNCESCR above, the number of countries to clearly recognise water as a right 
in national law has increased from only 6 to 24 in 2007.103 Human rights instruments 
referring to clean and safe water include international and regional treaties, declarations, 
principles and guidelines.104 References to clean and safe water can for example be found in:   

- The Convention on the Rights of the Child (CRC) Article 24:

2. States parties shall pursue full implementation of this right and, in particular, shall 
take appropriate measures (---)(c) to combat disease and malnutrition, including within 
the framework of primary health care, through, inter alia, (…) the provision of adequate 
nutritious foods and clean drinking water(…).

- Agenda 21:

18.2. Water is needed in all aspects of life. The general objective is to make certain that 
adequate supplies of water of good quality are maintained for the entire population of this 
planet ( …) and combating vectors of water-related diseases. Innovative technologies (…)
are needed to fully utilize limited water resources and to safeguard those resources 
against pollution.

- United Nations Millennium Declaration

We resolve therefore to adopt in all our environmental actions a new ethic of
conservation and stewardship and, as first steps, we resolve:

- To stop the unsustainable exploitation of water resources by developing water 
management strategies at the regional, national and local levels, which promote both 
equitable access and adequate supplies.105

Human rights have rightholders, parties that possess and exercise the right.106 When it comes 
to the human right to water it is inalienable and includes all people, irrespective of their level 
of development. Referring to the human right to water the duty bearer’s obligation to fulfil is 
focused on facilitating, promoting and providing. The duty bearers must act to make 
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available the benefits identified in the right’s scope.107 As such states are required to adopt 
necessary measures - legislation, administration, policies and development programs to 
ensure universal access to clean and safe drinking water.108 The duty bearers are also 
obligated to ensure access to information related to clean and safe drinking water, and 
participation in the decision making in clean and safe water issues.109 Regarding the 
accessibility of water-supply it is recommended that collection of 20 litres should take less 
than 30 minutes and from a distance of no more than 1 km.110 Consideration should also be 
taken to women’s and children’s ability to access water without any threat to their physical 
security or dignity.111

Conclusive one could say that the situation regarding clean and safe water as a human right 
is rather unclear and controversial on an international level. Many states have been reluctant 
to approve the rights-based approaches and have not taken official position on the 
obligations and the corresponding right to water. 112

3.3 Drinking water deficiency in disadvantaged regions

A feeble body weakens the mind.113

There is an immense inequality in the supply of safe water, not only between continents but 
also within countries. When people in the wealthier areas of Asia, Latin America and Africa 
have access to hundreds of litres of water each day, the population in poorer areas generally 
has to survive on less than 20 litres per day which is argued to be the required minimum 
amount to satisfy humans’ most basic needs.114 By bringing water and sanitation to people 
living in squalor and under harsh economic conditions, they could be given increased 
opportunities to improve their own situation and contribute to the global welfare.  

Sustainable and just pricing is vital in every reform program for water access development. 
This is due to the fact that clean and safe water is a resource that is essential for all human 
life but also scarce and therefore it is to be dealt with outmost delicatessens. In many areas 
the price of water is set too low, due to governmental subventions, for sustainability in the 
long run. This unsustainability is caused by side effects such as inefficient water usage, over 
consumption and huge water losses from pipeline leakages. Furthermore it is mainly 
households with higher incomes that are gaining from these artificially low prices. This is 
                                                
107 Nickel, 2007:23
108 UNHCHR, 2007:18
109 For instance “Rio Declaration on Environment and Development”, 1992, principle 10, but these 
procedural obligations are recognized in several human rights treaties and declarations as well as in 
environmental treaties relating to water and sanitation. 
110 Gleick, 2006-2007:124
111 Opiata, 2007- 10-10
112 Information provided by the Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry, Finland, 12 April 2007 as an 
answer to an OHCRH request for information on Human Rights and Access to Water, 26 February 
2007
113 Rousseau, Jean-Jacques, Swiss-French philosopher (1712-1778)
114 UNDP Human Development Report 2006:10



25

because people living in poorer areas often are excluded from the piped water delivering 
system.115 At the same time the water industry is characterized by natural monopoly’s 
because of its specific properties that increases the effectiveness and thereby decreases the 
costs from economics of scale. It is for example highly ineffective and expensive to have 
competing pipelines drawn to every household. This means that to avoid monopolistic 
exploitation strong and independent institutions could be necessary to control and regulate 
the producers and protect consumer interests.116 In general the cheapest and most reliable 
source of clean and safe water is these monopolistic water corporations that maintain the 
water infrastructure. But often the population in poorer areas and communities are excluded 
from this infrastructure and must rely on other suppliers, generally from sources where the 
water has received no form of improvement. 

The water is not good in this pond. We collect it because we have no alternative. All the 
animals drink from the pond as well as the community. Because of the water we are also 
getting different diseases.117

If these households excluded from the piping system don’t collect their water from either 
unimproved sources or a public source they must purchase it from a range of intermediaries 
whom provides water of a varying quality to high prices. This leads to a situation such as in 
many underdeveloped countries today, where the poor population is paying much more for 
their water than the population in wealthier parts of both the cities and countryside.118 In 
both proportional and absolute terms the cost disparities are dramatic.119 According to the 
Asian Development Bank (ADB), Asiatic poor in urban areas has to pay 20 – 40 times more 
for their water per litre than those connected to the piping system. Globally UNDP estimates 
the same relation to 5 – 10 times more expensive for urban poor120. Furthermore slum 
dwellers are, despite paying exorbitant prices for their water supply, burdened with the 
additional need to pay for water purification.121  

To ensure that water is affordable, States parties must adopt the necessary measures that 
may include, inter alia: (a) use of a range of appropriate low-cost techniques and 
technologies; (b) appropriate pricing policies such as free or low-cost water; and (c) 
income supplements. Any payment for water services has to be based on the principle of 
equity, ensuring that these services, whether privately or publicly provided, are affordable 
for all, including socially disadvantaged groups. Equity demands that poorer households 
should not be disproportionately burdened with water expenses as compared to richer 
households.122
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Also a well functioning water-infrastructure is crucial in order to decrease the uncertainty 
and the risks related to clean and safe water issues. Also when it comes to this factor there 
exist extensive inequalities globally. If we for example look on different countries ability to 
storage water, there is a striking amount of diversity. The US has a possibility of storing 
approximately 6000 cubic metres of water per capita whereas Ethiopia only can manage to 
store 43.123 Poor people are also heavier effected when the water situation for some reason 
changes. In the state of Gujarat, India, overconsumption has led to a drastic decline in the 
groundwater level which effectively excludes the part of the population who cannot afford to 
deepen their wells from a freshwater source.124

A deficiency of clean and safe water does not only severely distress the individual 
households, on a larger extent it hampers regional development and general welfare. Below
we can see in both a map and a graph that there seems to be a strong correlation between the 
level of general development and access to clean and safe water among the population in 
countries. The connection is negative, meaning that a higher proportion lacking satisfactory 
access to clean and safe water gives a lover level of general development.

Figure 1. Map over HDI and population without sustainable access to improved watersource.125
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Figure 2. Graph over the correlation between HDI and percentage of the population without sustainable access to 
improved watersource. 126

We see in the graph that it seems to be a strong negative correlation between the proportion 
of the population that is not linked to an improved water source and each country’s Human 
Development Index value. From the regression analyze we get an adjusted R2 value of 0, 632 
and very strong significance127. We are aware of the fact that since real GNP per capita is one 
of the variables that HDI are based on the regression could be affected by somewhat of a 
two-way causation. 

We have further analyzed the correlation between the under five mortality rate and 
percentage of the population without access to clean and safe water in a similar way. Here 
we found a strong connection showing that inferior access to clean and safe water increases 
the mortality rate of children under the age of five.
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Figure 3. Map over Under Five Mortality Rate and population without sustainable access to improved 
watersource. 128
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Figure 4. Graph over the correlation between Under Five Mortality Rate per thousand and percentage of the 
population without sustainable access to improved watersource.129

In this graph we can see that it seems to be a strong positive correlation between the 
proportion of the population that is not linked to an improved water source and the 
mortality rate of children’s under the age of five. From the regression analyze we get an 
adjusted R2 value of 0, 572 and, a very strong significance130.

The figures above indicate that the deficiency of clean and safe water affects both individuals 
and communities severely negative in many ways, holding back development and general 
welfare. Only the fact that water related diseases leads to an annual loss of 443 million 
schooldays131 effectively makes sure that many poor children looses the opportunity to 
improve their own situation by education and contribute to increase human capital in the 
society. The importance of this issue is highlighted by UNDP Human Development Report 
2006 where calculations show that global economic revenues in the magnitude of 275 billon 
Swedish crowns annually would come from making clean and safe water a human right.132
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They state these following measures are stated as essential in order to successfully overcome 
national inequalities in access to clean and safe water:

- Clear targets for reducing inequality including halving disparities in coverage 
between rich and poor.
- Provide sufficient water for basic needs free of charge or at affordable rates by a 
tariff system.
- Setting an expenditure limit for meeting water needs at 3% of the income for 
each household.
- Targeting subsidies for connections and water use to poor households.
- Transitional strategy for increasing investments in standpipe provision.
- Increase the power of common people by enacting legislation which enables 
them to hold providers accountable.
- Incorporating equity standards in public-private partnership contracts to 
ensure affordable access to safe water for poor households.
- Effective and politically independent regulatory systems covering the utility 
network as well as informal providers.133

3.4 Arguments and standpoints

”The difference between what we do and what we are capable of doing would suffice to solve most of 
the world's problems”134

As the chapters above insinuate the issue of declaring clean and safe water an independent 
human right is regarded to be complicated, both by human rights agents as well as other 
important interests such as governments and related institutions. The difference of opinions 
between fractions generally do not lie in whether the current drinking water deficiency is a 
severe problem or not, but rather if making clean and safe water a human right would 
contribute to improve the situation and if so, how this right would be constructed and 
implemented. There are some problem areas which are commonly referred to by parties 
arguing against making clean and safe water an independent human right. 

First of all complications regarding the fact that clean and safe water is s politically 
complicated question are stressed. This means there can be difficulties in defining a scarce 
resource and also that a well functioning legal system is required. This is especially obvious 
when it comes to cross-border water. Already 1990 there were about 300 intergovernmental 
agreements about water resource distribution in international river areas.135 These 
agreements can concern everything from usage for irrigation to regulations about 
contaminated waste. The need of a legal system also can be emphasized when it comes to the 
local ownership. For example, farmers that are self-supporting perhaps are not so keen on 
giving away water that satisfies the thirst of their livestock's.
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In the case of the minimal essential level of clean and safe water it has been argued to be an 
amount sufficient to prevent dehydration and disease136, even though some human rights 
advocates stresses that water for cleaning and other needs required for human dignity also 
should be included in these minimum standards.137A problem related to these standards that 
often is highlighted is the risk of locking people at those 20 litres per day, which generally 
has been viewed as a minimally acceptable level of access.  In fact for example the self-
sustaining farmers mentioned above, might have a higher level of need.

It can be argued that an acceptable quantity of clean and safe water ensuring subsistence 
already is implied in the human rights charters via other rights, notably the right to health 
such as in article 25 which says that “everyone has the right to a standard of living adequate 
for the health and well-being of himself and of his family”.138 However, since inadequate 
resources are being dedicated to meet the millennium development goals for water, and data 
imply that we are going to fail this quest139, it could be argued that the status of water as a 
human right should be increased. Doing this could mean an increased pressure on 
responsible parties to supply the resource of clean and safe water. This since it is generally 
acknowledged that “(...) all States parties have an immediate obligation to ensure that the minimum 
essential level of a right is realized, regardless of their available resources”.140

Also problems with the pricing of a scarce resource like clean and safe water should be 
mentioned.  UNDP therefore argue for “affordable water” rather than saying that clean and 
safe water should be out of charge. This could however mean a guarantee for clean and safe 
water for them that in fact do not have any possibility to pay. But there certainly is a problem 
to decide who these are.  

Finally some argue that there is a danger in expanding the human rights charters too much, 
as it could lead to a devaluation of the rights we already have. 141 Moreover representatives 
from aid organizations like the Swedish Sida, claim that the legislation as it is today does not 
hinder them in their day to day work with clean and safe water.142

The Swedish Ministry of Foreign Affairs and a range of other international operators mean 
that the problems with declaring clean and safe water as a human right to a large extent are 
of legal nature. The Swedish government is of the opinion that access to clean and safe water 
already is implicitly incorporated in human rights conventions, and they do not believe that 
making it a self standing human right via an amendment protocol would contribute to 
improve the situation. In fact they fear that tearing up the existing legislation and starting 
negotiations about how a new right should be formed, could lead to inadequate regulations 
and less protection of the right to clean and safe water for disadvantaged people. On the 

                                                
136 WHO, The Right to Water, 2003: 9
137 UNDP Human Development Report 2006:8
138 Universal Declaration of Human Rights, 1948:article 25
139 Gleick, 2006-2007: introduction chapter
140 WHO, The Right to Water, 2003: 9
141 Funered Ulrika, Deputy Director, Swedish Ministry for Foreign Affairs (stated at the seminar 
Access to Water: Rights and Obligations, Swedish Water House, Stockholm 2007-10-10)
142Bystedt Linda, Sida, Stockholm, Sweden. Phone-interview 2007-12-18



32

other hand they point out that they regard the issue as very important and have a much 
larger knowledge about it today than five years ago. They further stress that they are 
positive to the idea of either issuing a special reporter to monitor water related development, 
or having the already appointed reporter on the right to food to monitor also these issues.143

The proponents for the standpoint of making clean and safe water a human right on the 
other hand mean that an implementation of clean and safe water as a legal right could have 
several good effects. First of all it is stated that such a declaration would include immediate 
and inexpensive obligations such as non-discrimination, respect and protection of the 
right.144 Among other things, it is further claimed that it would be a signal to concerned 
regimes that this is regarded as an important issue and should be prioritized when allocating 
resources in order to increase the accessibility in deficiency areas. Besides, it is stressed that 
unprivileged groups could get an improved negotiation position if clean and safe drinking 
water was seen as a right and not only as something desirable, and also that it would lead to 
increased accountability among responsible actors.145

The Finnish government’s position diverges from the one hold by the Swedish government, 
and they to great extent support increased status of clean and safe water as a human right. 146

The issue of water as human right has not been discussed in detail at Ministry for 
Foreign Affairs and in context of development cooperation. MFA [Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs, Finland] has although supported water as human right in several international 
meetings, mainly from a social or moral angle.147

It is clear that international legal obligations in relation to equitable access to safe 
drinking water must be grounded on international law, which consists of international 
conventions, international customary law and the general legal principles.148

They acknowledge though that they not fully have analysed who is responsible for ensuring 
the water accessibility and also that there are several problems regarding issues such as 
organization, costs and implementation. Regardless of this however, they believe that clean 
and safe water in a morally aspect has to be viewed as a human right even though the 
jurisdictional implementation might be difficult.149

It can be argued that the right to water is a human right, since people could not survive 
without water. In that case the right to water is seen as a universal moral right, which is 
inherent in the human person (…) Defining equitable access to safe drinking water and 
sanitation is rather difficult.150
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 A range of different prominent organizations too are positive to clean and safe water as an 
independent human right and they mean that water ensured as an independent human 
right, would constitute an important signal. The UNCESCR, in 2002 even recognized water 
as an independent right. Drawing on a range of international treaties and declarations, it 
stated: “the right to water clearly falls within the category of guarantees essential for 
securing an adequate standard of living, particularly since it is one of the most fundamental 
conditions for survival.151 Despite this statement, the truth is that water still in a very small 
degree is implemented in different legislations as an independent human right. UNDP 
therefore stated in their Human Development Report 2006 that making water a human right 
and really mean it, is one of the most crucial foundations to succeeding in bringing clean and 
safe water to all people. Other measures they mention as important for improving the water 
accessibility are to support national plans with national aid, develop a global action plan and 
to draw up national strategies for water and sanitation. 152

WHO stresses that making access to water as an independent human right would be a 
crucial step in improving water accessibility, and they highlight the importance of such a 
step in some items.  

- Fresh water is a legal entitlement, rather than a commodity or service provided 
  on a charitable basis;
- Achieving basic and improved levels of access should be accelerated;
- The “least served” are better targeted and therefore inequalities decreased;
- Communities and vulnerable groups will be empowered to take part in 
decision-
  making processes;
- The means and mechanisms available in the United Nations human rights  
  system will be used to monitor the progress of States Parties in realizing the  
  right to water and to hold governments accountable.153

That the issue whether making water as an independent human right or not is an immensely 
complicated issue is as seen above stated by the fact that a range of arguments can be 
considered for both standpoints. Besides, some parts stress the complexity of the issue or 
have not yet decided their standpoint. One of them is the Kenyan lawyer Odindo Opiata. He 
however argues that even though clean and safe water might be difficult to implement in the 
legal framework as an independent human right, it must be seen as such in a morally aspect. 
This is because he means that access to clean and safe water is something that defines us as 
human beings. He further argues that “part of the explanation for this lack of widespread 
attention to economic and social rights advocacy is attributable to the inexperience of human 
rights groups in addressing ESC rights [Economic Social and Cultural Rights]”154. Because 
strategies for advocating ESC rights are somewhat different from those for promoting civil 
and political rights, human rights groups have to adjust their approaches to effectively take 
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up ESC right advocacy. In addition to this most human rights organizations for a long time 
considered economic, social and cultural rights as vague, programmatic, inspirational and 
generally incapable of being enforced.155

One of these human rights organizations that so far have held the issue as too complex and 
yet not have decided there standpoint is the Swedish Amnesty. They currently do not work 
with the issue of clean and safe water at all. They have begun to look closer on economic, 
social and cultural rights in general and next year they will be having a campaign for 
housing and health. The right to water will though not be included in this. They stress that 
all rights referred to by the UN is important, clean and safe water included. They however 
emphasize that they do not have any opinion in the question. 156
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4. Analysis

The purpose of this thesis has been to investigate whether declaring clean and safe water as 
an independent human right would have any positive effects in practice on improving the 
situation for people suffering from water deficiency and whether such a declaration should 
be seen as desirable or not. We also have studied the arguments held by promoters of 
different positions in the issue. In this fourth chapter we will analyze the situation by 
combining Sen’s theories about rights and development with the issue of clean and safe 
water as a human right. 

The current crisis with deficiency of clean and safe water leads to immense ill-health and 
holds back general development for millions of people around the world. This idea is 
strengthened by the GIS- and regression analyses in chapter 3.3. Since inadequate resources 
are being dedicated to the quest of bringing an acceptable quantity of clean and safe water to 
all human beings and the effects of this deficiency are so severe, it could be argued that the 
status of water as an independent human right should be confirmed. Doing this could 
increase the pressure on responsible parties and make it easier for poor and uneducated 
people to understand the regulations and in a wider sense improve their negotiation 
position. These disadvantaged peoples, together with international institutions and aiding 
agencies, could be enabled to raise their voices demanding fulfilment of the right to clean 
and safe water. Nonetheless there are many problems with doing this and it is a very 
complicated issue on many levels.

The Swedish aiding organ Sida claims that making clean and safe water a human right 
would not help them in their daily work. Moreover the Swedish government is largely 
sceptical to a declaration of clean and safe water as an independent human right. They 
among other things argue that tearing up the existing legislation and starting negotiations 
could lead to inadequate regulations and less protection for disadvantaged people. This line 
of argument can seem to be convincing and practical but it is not a convincing justification
for not prioritizing the issue to a larger extent. Clean and safe water is such a vital necessity 
and the effects of the ongoing deficiency are so vast, for individuals as well as societies, that 
we are ready to agree with the opinion of the Finnish government among others in that clean 
and safe water from a moral aspect has to be viewed as an independent human right. 
Because even though the resource often is stated as a human right in current declarations 
and reports by UN organs, necessary improvements might not come until it is globally 
recognized as an independent human right. This in spite of that it already in the international 
convention on economical, social and cultural rights from as early as 1966, is stated that 
everyone has the right to the highest attainable standard of physical and mental health.  
Access to clean and safe water must reasonably be a part in this statement, but since the 
world over forty years later still suffers from a global water crisis further steps seems needed
to be taken.

Put in a harsh way three main reasons can be hold for people to further increase their 
consumption of clean and safe water when the fundamental needs have been satisfied;
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greed, gluttony and status. When people in power waste water in areas with people 
suffering from severe water shortages or governments neglect to make necessary 
improvements in water provision, this is to be seen as crimes against humanity. In these 
situations there is a need of international institutions that are capable to enforce changes, 
investments and justice. Under these circumstances human rights could be seen as such an 
international institution, offering common fundamental guidelines and ensuring basic 
welfare for all.

From a Malthusian perspective it is easy to come to the conclusion that the current water 
deficiency crisis is caused by overpopulation and too many thirsty mouths pressuring on a 
limited and scarce resource. Sen on the other hand, argues that resource deficiencies often 
have occurred without a real physical lack of the resource and that there is no factual data 
strengthening the Malthusian view. According to this way of thinking the deficiency is rather 
caused by a lack of sufficient purchase power among parts of the population, excluded from 
consumption of the resource. This idea to a large extent is confirmed in the empirical 
chapters of this dissertation, notably in chapter 3.3, in which we point at a number of market 
imperfections excluding large portions of the population with weak consumption power. Sen 
argues for a distribution of necessities that pays more regard to needs than of market 
principles. A distribution formed to ensures basic access to vital commodities, such as clean 
and safe water, for everyone.

However Sen and most human rights advocates are agreed on that it is not about having a 
market or not, but rather about how this market is to be regulated and complemented to 
avoid devastating market failures. As we pointed out earlier, human rights could be used as 
universal regulators and seen as complements for an obviously far too often devastatingly 
imperfect market. These kinds of regulators are especially important for markets of such a 
vital commodity as clean and safe water, hampered by natural market deficiencies like 
natural monopoly and huge geographical inequalities in supply. Without some form of 
supervisory authority the field is then left open for powerful water suppliers to abuse a 
thirsting population. Clean and safe water is a commodity relatively cheap to produce and,
after the rather expensive elementary infrastructural investments, also quite cheap to 
distribute. Since clean and safe water in many areas are threatened by overconsumption and 
ineffective usage, some sort of tariff system could be needed. Such a tariff system could help 
making it gradually more expensive to consume large quantities of water. 

The financing of connection to a water-piping system can reasonably not be left to the 
population because extreme inequalities in purchasing power. Incomes for parts of the 
population are so close to their necessary expenses for subsistence that they are unable to 
save enough capital for fundamental investments in water provision. Neither can it be left to 
the water companies to connect everyone since they do not have any short term incitements 
for connecting households unable to pay for their consumption. This is an area in which 
financially strong institutions should play a part in aiding or fairly lending capital for 
connecting excluded households or ensuring access at an acceptable distance from the 
residence. This means that we need governments able to combat overconsumption by an 
effective tariff system, prices following human right guidelines and an international 
community aiding in expanding water-distribution related infrastructure. The geographical 
spread of water infrastructure is very uneven and countries with well developed 
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infrastructure should perhaps take a bigger responsibility in aiding improvements in worse 
off countries. In this way the current water crisis is largely possible to overcome.

When a large portion of the population lack access to the most effective source of water 
distribution, and the monopolistic water distributers lack incitements to connect them, we 
get not only an immoral exclusion but also an ineffective consumption of the limited 
resource. This is because of declining marginal utility. Connecting everyone to well
functioning water supply system and making the distribution of the resource more equal
would lead to an increased total utility in the society. To explain this further, imagine 
yourself a person without access to clean and safe water receiving 10 liters. It is likely that 
this person would value these 10 liters more than a person already consuming 400 liters 
would if its consumption increased with the same 10 liters. In this perspective rights can be 
seen as systems regulating and increasing the effectiveness of imperfect markets. Some 
debaters’ ideas of unequal pareto optimality can on account of this be dismissed as an absurd 
argument against more equal distribution of a necessity as long as there are individuals 
lacking even a basic level of consumption. Equalizing the distribution is even more justifiable 
when it comes to a resource naturally uneven scattered geographically as is the case with 
clean and safe water.  

Also Sen questions all doubts about whether an equal pareto optimal condition, where 
nobody suffers of food- and water deficiency, would be seen as more desirable than a pareto 
optimal situation with a high grade of inequality. For commodities which are not vital for 
human subsistence, a more free market situation and thereby a more unequal distribution
could be morally acceptable. However when it comes to commodities vital for our most 
fundamental needs, distribution ought to be made according to these and not market 
principles. Sen stresses that inequalities requires justification in order to be accepted, but no 
such justification seems conceivable regarding basic access to clean and safe water. The free 
market has no real value in itself, only in what it can do in order to increase utility. In general 
economic development works best with little governmental control and regulation but when 
it comes to basic necessities such as clean and safe water universal legislation and 
enforcement as a human right would improve this market and thereby increase its value. 

Sen’s discussion about an increased moral position by economic actors, could in this issue be 
implemented on the political actors opposing or even obstructing development in clean and 
safe water accessibility for everyone. This means that it is important to focus on the moral 
aspects of making clean and safe water a human right. Politicians far too often ignore highly 
important issues when these not are applied on the agenda by opinion leaders such as media
and organizations, and since this unfortunately is the case with clean and safe water it has 
been left to be handled by an imperfect market. Politicians must take their responsibility, act 
on these important issues and fight for what they believe is right regardless of prevailing 
political climate or how hard it might seem to be. Leaving important issues for the market to 
handle becomes intolerable, even more so if one agrees with Sen that many of the economists 
controlling the markets have misunderstood both Smith and the concept of general 
rationality. Sen stresses that their way of thinking means that non self-interests acts, which 
thereby also can include an ambition to achieve the desirable, is evidence of irrationality. 
This argumentation of irrationality often seems to be another rather absurd justification for 
people in power not prioritizing issues which do not directly affect themselves or increase 
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their utility. John Rawls discussions of ”Justice as fairness” is an interesting idea of how 
people ought to decide in morally difficult matters like this. The idea has however no 
practical effect on equalizing distribution of scarce resources, since repressive regimes 
gaining from an unjust situation are unlikely to come to their senses without being exposed 
to external pressure. Those countries that would need to change their ways the most are 
likely the ones least willing to do so and therefore the fact that the international community 
today have a rather weak enforcement power of their declared human rights, has become a 
common critique against human rights in general. Because of this it is crucial that those 
countries advocating human rights work to increase the United Nations enforcement power. 
This even more so in the case of clean and safe water, since distribution of it is politically 
sensitive, numerous cross border agreements need to be considered and judgments’ from a 
higher authority might be required. Additionally it is difficult to define a sufficient quantity 
for subsistence and basic human dignity. Universal guidelines are therefore required to 
assure that standards not are set too low in single countries.

Sen carries an extensive discussion about rights in which he argues that they may entitle 
individuals to increase their ability of carrying out actions, which in turn means increased 
freedom. This line of thought is an important argument for why an essential commodity 
such as clean and safe water should be proclaimed as a legally bound human right. This is 
because it not only is a fundamental necessity for subsistence, which can be regarded as 
more than important enough by itself, but a satisfactory access to this resource is also 
elementary for enabling people to utilize any other declared human right such as the civil 
and political rights. It is clear that insufficient access to clean and safe water leads to a lower 
level of general education and health which effectively might exclude them from 
participation in the community and democratic processes. In addition to this it hampers
development in economical, social, political and gender equality which are emphasized in 
other human right declarations. Regarding these rights Sen argues that they are important 
enough in themselves and do not need justification in economical theory. In this context it 
also can be regarded as quite difficult to understand why human rights organizations such 
as Amnesty International do not prioritize the issue of strengthening clean and safe water as 
a human right, as this obviously could have a considerable influence on the conditions of 
other rights. This form of ignorance reasonably would risk to seriously slowing down 
development even in the rights prioritized by the organizations.

Human rights require duty bearers, legal implementation and legal enforcement to possess 
validity. The difficulties with settling duty bearers often are stressed by opponents of a 
declaration of clean and safe water as an independent human right. Sen though means that 
everyone that is in a position to help could be seen as a duty bearer in response to this
commonly occurring coherency criticism. In the context of the issue about clean and safe 
water it is the national governments that are the primary duty bearers. These governments 
cannot at the same time act as duty bearers as well as legislators and supervisors. It therefore 
needs to be presented some sort of international institution that can act as legislator, 
supervisor and aider in local implementation. A universal organization like the UN has an 
ability to play an important role. By opposing a declaration of clean and safe water as an 
independent human right, Sweden does not help in enabling the UN to play that role. One 
may wonder why the Swedish and Finnish Ministries of Foreign Affairs have views that are 
so clearly divided in this issue. Perhaps this is a reminder of historical policy differences, 
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which during the last 60 years has hampered development in human rights,  in previous 
decades mainly between east and west.

Some agitators are of the opinion that high priority goals should replace the declarations of 
rights dominating position today. These goals would then be promoted by positive forces 
such as social responsibility, love and community instead of what could be seen as more 
egocentric demands declared in rights. Moreover they emphasize that it is difficult with a 
system based on rights which demands sometimes surpass our available resources, the 
functionality of institutions or even the width of human morality. Lastly they oppose the 
idea of rights since their claims are debatable in court and therefore not secure enough to 
ensure a good life for weaker groups in society. These criticisms against rights are 
convincing and it would be somewhat intimidating to leave such a fundamentally important 
issue as the insurance of clean and safe water for all to legislators and lawyers. Nonetheless 
universal rights securing minimal compulsory standards are necessary. When these minimal 
standards are met, by enforcement of fundamental rights, high priority goals could be a good 
complement since further demands might be more difficult to justify and bind legally. 
Because of this we agree with the Swedish government in that it could be dangerous 
declaring too many rights as human rights if they cannot be considered as fundamental, 
since those then could become hard to justify which to a further extent could lower the 
validity of human rights in general. However this argumentation does not hold against clean 
and safe water as a human right since it must clearly be considered as a fundamental 
necessity. In fact this line of argumentation strengthens the case of making clean and safe 
water a human right since human rights were not declared to give everyone an idyllically 
good life but rather to ensure basic conditions of a minimally good life. 

Finally, we dismiss the by Sen termed cultural critic and the argumentation often held by 
Asiatic authorities about specific “Asian values”, which would make justification for
implementing human rights in those cultures more difficult. The argumentations that Sen 
raises against these seems convincing especially since the importance of a broad 
multicultural philosophical unity, a regard to global opinion diversity and a neutral religious 
language all have been emphasized as central factors by developers of human rights after the 
Second World War. We strongly believe that basic human rights have nothing to do with 
human culture but rather with universal human dignity. Because of this no repressive 
government regardless of history, culture or location can deny there population basic human 
rights or sufficient access to clean and safe water.
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5. Conclusions

In this chapter we will look back on the progress of the dissertation and in a relatively short 
way formulate our conclusions on the main questions handled in the chapter 1.3.

When conclusively looking back on the dissertation we find that we to a large extent have 
been able to do what we set out to do, even though the dissertation naturally has 
transformed somewhat during the process as our knowledge of the subject and focus on 
relevant parts has grown. However we wanted to analyze the correlation between how 
strong the right to clean and safe water has been implemented in national legislation and the 
proportion of the population that do not have access to an improved water source. We 
would have liked to conduct this analysis in SPSS and also visualize it in ArcView. 
Unfortunately we found ourselves unable to do this since the legislation in general is too 
unclear and we had a hard time finding relevant data. This even more so since not many 
countries have such an implementation in their national legislation, but rather loose court 
decisions.

The dissertation has employed the following main questions:

- Would clean and safe water as a human right contribute to increase access to adequate
water for all?

From the theories and empirics used in this study we have come to the conclusion that 
making clean and safe water as an independent human right would indeed contribute 
to improve the situation for millions of people lacking access to an acceptable water 
source. The improvements would come from a more effective market and distribution 
of clean and safe water, enhanced negotiation position for disadvantaged people 
versus those controlling the resource, and hopefully this could contribute to greater 
awareness in the global community and an increased efficiency in resource 
consumption. Still there are many legal and implementation problems that have to be 
overcome for these positive effects to arise, as also implied by the Swedish 
government.

- How do different parties, in the discussion of whether to make clean and safe water an 
independent human right or not, argue for their standpoint?

The advocates’ of making clean and safe water an independent human right, argue 
from a moral standpoint as well as point at several advantages, which might possibly 
assist in bringing practical improvements for people suffering from clean and safe 
water deficiency. Benefits like a more powerful negotiation position for disadvantaged 
groups, raised awareness in the global community and increased pressure on duty 
bearers are emphasized. Opponents on the other hand stress the problems of potential
deteriorations of the current declarations, immense difficulties with legal 
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implementation and problems in defining the duty bearer and the sufficient quantities 
of the resource. Both sides agree on that it is a difficult issue and some actors have yet 
to make a decision.

- Should clean and safe water become an independent human right?

Clean and safe water as a human right from a legal aspect is today rather unclear and 
controversial and many countries have been reluctant to improve national legislation 
in this area. Therefore clean and safe water should be declared as an independent 
human right since the advantages of doing this in our opinion clearly surpasses the 
disadvantages. Because it promotes advantages like an increased access, an improved 
economical efficiency and a better enjoyment of other human rights we have come to 
the conclusion that it from a moral standpoint has to be recognized as an independent 
human right. Hopefully this also could lead to an amplified prioritization by 
governments, related organizations and everyone in a position to help. 
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6. Summary 

Below a short summary of the dissertation will be presented.

The dissertation is an inductive/deductive study where Amartya Sens theories about 
entitlements and liberties, moral and rationality and the functions and regulations of the 
economic market are applied on the issue of access to clean and safe water a human right. 
Also some other theorist´s thoughts about this issue are used. The main purpose of the study 
is to analyze how a declaration of access to sufficient quantities of clean and safe water as an 
independent human right would affect the situation of water deficiency which is current in 
great parts of the world today. This is a severe problem above all in developing countries 
where the regimes breaks the human rights of today and do not ensure there population 
access to clean and safe water. The study therefore is focused on the situation in developing 
countries, but is largely based on an overriding, international perspective. Furthermore, the 
dissertation aims to describe the discussion about the issue and the arguments held by 
representatives for the different standpoints, and also to come to some conclusion about 
whether a declaration of clean and safe water as an independent human right is desirable or 
not. 

The study is built upon a range of different sources such as literature, internet sources, 
reports, documents, seminars and interviews. The interviews have been shorter phone 
interviews without any formal interview guide, but with the purpose to give a picture of 
different standpoints in the discussion. Also analyses in the Geographic Information System 
Arc View and the statistical program SPSS have been made. These analyses indicate that 
there is a strong correlation between access to clean and safe water and HDI as well as Under 
Five Mortality Rate. 

The interview answers strengthen the picture of largely differed opinions about the issue and 
indicate that a lot of actors not yet have decided their standpoint.  The principally conclusion 
of this dissertation is however that access to clean and safe water should be declared as an 
independent human right. That is because there certainly would be more of positive effects 
of such a declaration than negative ones. Even if negotiations about such a declaration would 
mean a lot of complications, the moral as well as the empirical arguments seem to be 
convincing enough. From a moral aspect it can be seen as difficult to deny people sufficient 
quantities of the fundamental necessity clean and safe water and the fact that more than one 
billion persons still today lack access to this essential resource can be regarded as evidence 
for that the jurisdiction of today insufficient. 
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Appendixes

A. Mail correspondence

Mail from Eero Kontula at the Finnish Ministry for Foreign Affairs, 2007-12-10, as an 
addition to answers given by the phone interview on the same day. 

Hi,

as I told the issue water as human right has not been discussed in detail at Ministry for 
Foreign Affairs and in context of development cooperation. MFA has although supported 
water as human right in several international meetings, mainly from social or moral angle. 
UN-OHCHR maid a request regarding Finlands position to water as human right (annex1). 
The finnish replay (annex2) is prepared by ministry for agriculture and Forest (MMM) 
responsible for water in Finland. Person involved was Pekka Kemppainen 
(Pekka.Kemppainen@mmm.fi )

Regards Eero
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B. Statistical Analyses

Data sources:

UNDP Human Development Report 2007/2008 – Indicators: 
http://hdrstats.undp.org/indicators/ (2007-12-14)

HDI-index: 
http://hdrstats.undp.org/indicators/1.html (2007-12-13)

Population not using improved water source (%): 
http://hdrstats.undp.org/indicators/21.html (2007-12-13)

Under Five Mortality Rate (per 1,000 live births):
 http://hdrstats.undp.org/indicators/93.html (2007-12-14)

B1. HDI-index

Model Description

Model Name MOD_5
Dependent 
Variable

1 HDI

Equation 1 Linear
Independent Variable NotImprovedWaterSuppl

y
Constant Included
Variable Whose Values Label Observations 
in Plots

Unspecified

Variable Processing Summary

Variables

Dependent Independent

HDI
NotImproved
WaterSupply

Number of Positive Values 176 125
Number of Zeros 0 33
Number of Negative Values 0 0

User-Missing 0 0Number of Missing 
Values System-Missing 2 20
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Model Summary

Change Statistics
Model R R Square Adjusted R 

Square
Std. Error of 
the Estimate R Square 

Change
F 

Change df1 df2 Sig. F 
Change

1 ,797a ,634 ,632 ,102661 ,634 270,788 1 156 ,000
a. Predictors: (Constant), NotImprovedWaterSupply

Coefficientsa

Unstandardized 
Coefficients

Standardized 
Coefficients

Model B Std. Error Beta t Sig.

(Constant) ,838 ,011 72,995 ,0001

NotImprovedWaterSu
pply -,007 ,000 -,797 -16,456 ,000

a. Dependent Variable: HDI
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B2. Under Five Mortality Rate

Model Description

Model Name MOD_3
Dependent 
Variable

1 UnderFiveMortalityRate

Equation 1 Linear
Independent Variable NotImprovedWaterSourc

e
Constant Included
Variable Whose Values Label Observations 
in Plots

Unspecified

Variable Processing Summary

Variables

Dependent Independent

UnderFiveMo
rtalityRate

NotImproved
WaterSource

Number of Positive Values 175 125
Number of Zeros 0 33
Number of Negative Values 0 0

User-Missing 0 0Number of Missing 
Values System-Missing 3 20

Model Summaryb

Change Statistics

Model R R Square
Adjusted R 

Square

Std. Error 
of the 

Estimate
R Square 
Change

F 
Change df1 df2

Sig. F 
Change

1 ,758a ,575 ,572 43,000 ,575 210,873 1 156 ,000
a. Predictors: (Constant), NotImprovedWaterSource
b. Dependent Variable: UnderFiveMortalityRate
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Coefficientsa

Unstandardized 
Coefficients

Standardized 
Coefficients

Model B Std. Error Beta t Sig.

(Constant) 14,382 4,810 2,990 ,0031

NotImprovedWaterSou
rce 2,743 ,189 ,758 14,521 ,000

a. Dependent Variable: UnderFiveMortalityRate


