
Social Watch / 18

It is estimated that 600 million urban dwellers and over a billion rural persons
now live in overcrowded and poor quality housing without adequate water,
sanitation, drainage or garbage collection. More than 1.2 billion people still
have no access to safe drinking water, and 2.4 billion do not have adequate
sanitation services. This grave situation puts lives and health continually at
risk. It also threatens a range of human rights, including the right to adequate
housing. Globalisation policies have accelerated the trends towards privatising
human rights, such as water, often leading to the violation of the rights of the
poor.

While the debate continues at the international level on whether or not
globalisation can bring benefits to the world’s poor, the fact remains that the
deepening inequalities of income and opportunity between and within nations
has led to an increase in the number of people without adequate and secure
housing. The human rights of people and communities to housing, water and
sanitation—guaranteed under international law and commitments of
development targets made at global summits including the Millennium Summit
and the World Summit on Sustainable Development—continue to erode as the
process of privatisation deepens and accelerates. It is time to rethink the current
global economic and social policies and to recommit ourselves to the human
rights principles and standards that offer the only real paradigm for improving
the lives of millions of the poor.

UN human rights bodies have been increasingly concerned with the
deleterious impacts of privatisation on the realisation of human rights.1  Most
recently, in September 2002, the Committee on the Rights of the Child had a
day of general discussion on the role of private sector service providers, and in
November 2002, the Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights
(CESCR) adopted General Comment No. 15 on the right to water.2  This report
reviews some of these recent developments as well as the preliminary results
of research undertaken for my work as UN Special Rapporteur on Adequate
Housing.3
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The right to an adequate and secure home
Every woman, man, youth and child has the human right to a secure home and
community in which to live in peace and dignity. This human right has received
global recognition and is firmly established in a number of international human
rights instruments,4  most notably in the International Covenant on Economic,
Social and Cultural Rights. By ratifying these treaties and instruments, States
have voluntarily accepted the obligations to progressively realise the right to
food, health, adequate housing and a range of other rights and services,
including water and sanitation, which are essential for the well being of their
citizens.

Globalisation and the process of increasing economic integration have
limited the capacity of States to provide adequate resources for fulfilling the
economic, social and cultural rights of their citizens, including housing and
essential social services. Several macroeconomic factors influence the
availability of resources for social spending, including:

• Small or even negative returns from trade liberalisation by developing
countries, particularly Least Developed Countries;

• Financial volatility following deregulation of capital flows coupled with
interest rate hikes which affect access to credit and mortgages;

• Increased land speculation as a result of more competition for prime
locations in rapidly globalising cities, which often forces out low-income
residents to less desirable locations with poor service availability;

• Heavy burdens of debt servicing;

• Fiscal constraints and austerity measures imposed by the IMF and the
World Bank which are primarily designed to reduce public spending, and
invariably lead to reductions in financial allocations to social sectors; and

• The process of public sector reform, particularly through decentralisation
and privatisation.

Increased competition among cities to attract capital and businesses for
generating employment and sources of tax revenues has led to widening
inequalities between cities, with consequent discrepancies in the level of
essential services provided to citizens. In the urban housing sector, reliance
on market mechanisms has tended to result in neglect of the poor. The
continuing deterioration of conditions faced by the majority of the poor around
the world has caused tremendous concern that unfettered globalisation cannot
bring about the fulfilment of economic, social and cultural rights, including the
right to adequate housing.

1 See also the work of the UN Special Rapporteurs on «The Right to Food» (Mr. Jean Zeigler)
and «The Right to Drinking Water and Sanitation» (Mr. El Hadji Guisse) at www.unhchr.ch.

2 Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights. General Comment No. 15 «The Right to
Water», E/C.12/2002/11, November 2002.

3 Commission on Human Rights. «Report of the Special Rapporteur on adequate housing as a
component of the right to an adequate standard of living, Mr. Miloon Kothari», E/CN.4/2002/
59, March 2002, paragraphs 49-65. See also papers prepared by David Westendorff,
Deepika Naruka and Liana Cisneros. Research is currently underway in the MERCOSUR
countries: Uruguay, Argentina, Paraguay and Brazil, www.coopere.net/direitoshumanosrmc/
index.htm. See also the «Global Survey on the Right to Adequate Housing and Social
Services» prepared by Social Alert, as a contribution to the work of the Special Rapporteur,
at www.socialalert.org/e-camp.html 4 See www.unhchr.ch/housing/i2echou.htm.
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Notwithstanding the constraints and difficulties placed upon them, central
governments still have an important role to play in reconciling macroeconomic
policies with social objectives, keeping in mind the primacy of their human
rights obligations. Governments have the responsibility to make targeted
interventions in order to ensure universal access to public services, including
water and sanitation, on a fair and equitable basis; this is fundamental for the
fulfilment of the right to adequate housing.

Privatisation of water and sanitation
Water is essential to human life and to all life on Earth. The freshwater resources
are part of the global commons, a collective resource, not a private commodity
to be bought, sold or traded for profit.5  Access to drinking water is one of the
key aims of the UN’s Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) to be achieved
by 2015, and is directly linked to the achievement of other MDGs related to
poverty, food, health and housing.

Sanitation has been historically accorded less attention, despite even lower
rates of access and the great need for more support to this area. Some 2.4
billion people worldwide are estimated to lack adequate access to sanitation,
more than twice the number of persons who lack access to safe drinking water.
Sanitation is an important component of adequate housing, and is related to
other rights including the right to life, health, food, and even to security and
education. A welcome development is the recent establishment of a new target,
agreed at the World Summit on Sustainable Development, to halve the number
of people without access to sanitation services by 2015.

Privatisation of water and sanitation services warrants close attention when
assessing the impact of globalisation on the right to adequate housing. Without
access to potable water the right to adequate housing loses its meaning. A
clear State obligation contained in General Comment No. 15 is the responsibility
to ensure that «no household should be denied the right to water on the grounds
of their housing or land status» and that «deprived urban areas, including
informal human settlements, and homeless persons, should have access to
properly maintained water facilities». The CESCR has also continually elaborated
on the matter of the indivisibility of human rights and the inter-relatedness of
the right to adequate housing with other economic, social and cultural rights.

Striking the balance between the promised gains of privatisation in terms
of economic efficiency and reduced cost of services and its social costs is a
very complex and delicate matter for many governments and international policy
institutions. In fact, corporate globalisation, and its clear expression of
privatisation of services, is one of the greatest threats to universal access to
clean drinking water and sanitation. By turning a social good and scarce resource
into an economic commodity, the world’s economic and policy planners claim
that existing water resources can be managed and consumed efficiently in
accordance with competitive market principles. However this is far from the
truth, and there are many important reasons for opposing privatisation.

From a human rights perspective, three primary lessons can be drawn
from experience with the privatisation of water services:

Private businesses put too much emphasis on profits
and cost recovery
Privatisation often leads to rate increases. Cash-strapped and indebted
governments are pressured through IMF and World Bank policies to raise
consumer fees for water in order to attract private sector investment in the
water services. In many cases, companies get profit guarantees written into
their contracts.6  Another concern is that the World Bank and regional
development banks often advocate for «unbundling» of services, which
separates the profitable and unprofitable areas of water and sanitation services.

The unprofitable sectors such as infrastructure, sewage treatment, providing
water to slum settlements and rural water service, remain in the public sector.
Unbundling the water services sector and making subsidies explicit is
considered part of the groundwork necessary to provide private water
companies with attractive investment packages.7

Privatisation often leads to job losses. Massive layoffs are common as
companies try to minimise costs and maximise profits. Often, services and
water quality are put at risk due to understaffing; thus lay-offs have a double
negative impact as they hurt consumers as well as the workers involved.

Services to vulnerable groups are inadequate and of poor quality
Privatisation often results in reduced access by the poor to basic social services.
In developing countries, finding safe and affordable water is a daily struggle
for the majority poor population. In many cities and towns in developing
countries, between 50% and 70% of the population live in slums and squatter
settlements without adequate housing or basic services. Many of the poor end
up paying up to twenty times more than the rich for water.8  Higher prices for
water mean the poor have to use less or go without. Risks to service delivery
stemming from privatisation—interruptions in service or deterioration in the
quality of water—pose serious health hazards. These can occur in any number
of scenarios related to privatisation, for example in cases of projects failing
(Tucuman, Argentina), of contracts becoming unworkable (Dolphin Coast, South
Africa), of the company failing (Azurix, Buenos Aires province, Argentina), of
socially unsustainable price increases (Cochabamba, Bolivia), and of corruption
and distorted accounting (Grenoble, France). The increase in water prices has
a particularly adverse impact on the poor due to their inability to access clean
water and can pose serious health risks.9

Private operators are not accountable to the public
Privatisation can reduce accountability and local control. In many cases
governments make long-term deals with the water companies, granting them
exclusive distribution rights, thus sanctioning monopolies. Multinational
corporations are accountable to their shareholders, not to the citizens in the
countries where they operate. There have been cases of corruption in the
privatisation process, where the system of checks and balances is weak.10

Contract workings and details are usually done behind closed doors and this
encourages bribery, while the common citizens, who are directly affected, are
kept in the dark.11

5 In General Comment No. 15, the CESCR categorically states that: «The human right to water
is indispensable for leading a life in human dignity. It is a prerequisite for the realisation of
other human rights…Water should be treated as a social and cultural good, and not
primarily as an economic good».

6 For example, if residents use less water than predicted, companies can raise rates so profits
do not fall below a predetermined level.

7 Sara Grusky. Profit Streams: The World Bank and Greedy Global Water Companies, Public
Citizen report, September 2002 (www.citizen.org/documents/ProfitStreams-
World%20Bank.pdf).

8 «WSSCC and UN-Habitat Call for Urgent Action to Address Water and Sanitation crisis»,
Water Supply and Sanitation Collaborative Council and UN-Habitat Press Release,
29 January 2002.

9 For example, in South Africa, water charges imposed in 1999 forced some poor people in
Kwagulu-Natal to rely on polluted river supplies for their water. Public health officials trace
a 2001 cholera outbreak, which killed dozens, to the water pricing policy. General Comment
No. 15 states that «violations of the obligation to respect follow from the State party’s
interference with the right to water. This includes…discriminatory or unaffordable increases
in the price of water.»

10 The World Bank promotes the French system of water privatisation through concessions.
However, this system was discredited by an official French audit report in 1997. According
to the report, the system suffers from corruption, lack of transparency and lack of
competitiveness. The French newspaper Le Monde warned that the French system «left
elected councillors on their own, without support, to deal with conglomerates wielding
immense political, economic and financial power». David Hall, PSIRU «World Bank-
Politburo of Water Privatisation», www.bicusa.org/ptoc/htm/psiru_water.htm.

11 Allegations of corruption have occurred in many regions of the world. For example, the
French multinationals Suez-Lyonnaise and Vivendi were convicted in France of paying bribes
to obtain water concessions. Yet the WB has continued to support these companies. In
South Africa, protesters claimed that Suez-Lyonnaise was taking excessive profits, grossly
overcharging for its services, and leaving the municipality unable to pay its workers a living
wage.
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There is a need to strengthen the participatory monitoring mechanism, as
it is extremely difficult to reverse privatisation once implemented. Multilateral
trade agreements provide corporations with powerful legal recourse. Legal
claims for compensation by private water companies make terminating
contracts prohibitively expensive. Ensuring that local needs are addressed
through wider community participation is an essential factor in promoting
broader accountability. In the Philippines, where cost recovery is well above
the Asian average, water districts have an organisational structure that provides
representation for users. In the state of Rajasthan, India, a civil society
organisation, Tarun Bharat Sangh, has shown remarkable results by working
with villagers to regenerate groundwater through environmental restoration.12

Privatisation also undermines water quality and ecological sustainability. Water
companies work to weaken water quality regulations and environmental standards
when they are perceived as increasing the costs of doing business. Also, encouraging
consumption is a typical strategy of any private corporation driven by the profit
motive. In 1996, a World Bank team led by John Briscoe—now in charge of water
policy—criticised leakage levels of between 1% and 5% in Germany’s public sector
system for being too low. According to the report, water should be allowed to leak
away if the cost of stopping the leak is greater than the price for which the water
could be sold at a profit. Briscoe’s team not only thought that the private water
companies would waste more water—they encouraged it.13

Aware of the bleak water predictions, corporations are in a rush to obtain
access to water, which they can sell at huge profits. Mass extraction of water
from its natural sources can result in ecological imbalances such as aquifer
depletion and groundwater contamination.14  Once aquifers are depleted or
contaminated, they are almost impossible to restore.

In light of these concerns, it is important to note that some of the best
practices found in water and sanitation provision in developed and developing
countries are publicly operated. The vast majority of people in North America,
Europe and Japan receive water and sanitation services from publicly owned
and operated facilities. These often compare favourably in terms of efficiency
with privately operated facilities. Some examples of reforms of public sector
water undertakings can be found in São Paulo, Brazil; Debrecen, Hungary;
Lilongwe, Malawi and Tegucigalpa, Honduras.15  Indeed, a multi-country
comparison of public service delivery in developing countries found that «purely
public water supply systems were among the best performing services
overall».16

Women and inadequate housing, water and sanitation

The consequences of having inadequate or no access to water are devastating—
especially for women and children.17 When water is not readily available it is
particularly the women and children who have to spend a large amount of time
fetching water back to their houses. This has detrimental impact on their health,
security and education.  It has been found that where there are no latrines girls
commonly avoid school.

Women and girls carry the bulk of the burden in providing water for
households in rural areas and often have to walk great distances in search of
water to meet minimal household needs.18  In the poorer countries, one in five
children die before the age of five, mainly from infectious diseases related to

inadequate or impure water.19  Water stress contributes to many other hardships
for women. As an example, in India, because of the low availability of water,
vegetation growth is low, which means there is less green fodder, which
decreases production of both milk and cow dung, which is used for fuel and
manure. Lower production of cow dung means reduction in agricultural yields.
Low agricultural yields affect food quality and the nutrition of women. There is
thus a vicious cycle of water and ecological destruction affecting the health of
women and causing «eco-stress».20  Also, with increasing opportunities for
women to engage in productive employment activities, their time increasingly
carries monetary value. In many instances, if this cost is included in the decision-
making about the choice of technology and strategies for household water
security, it will be found that in rural areas women and girls are paying far
more for water than they do in urban areas.21

Lack of sanitation facilities affects both men and women, but sanitation
needs and demands differ with gender. Women have particular needs and
concerns of privacy, dignity and personal safety. The lack of sanitation facilities
in the homes can force women and girls to use secluded places, which are
often away from home, exposing them to the risk of sexual abuse; in other
circumstances, girls are forced to defecate only at home and help their mothers
to dispose of human and solid waste. Because of this extra work girls might
have to stop attending school. The lack of access to clean and sufficient water
and sanitation facilities contribute to diseases, which result in more expenses,
and thus perpetuate the vicious cycle of poverty and disease. This cycle is
further aggravated by other impacts of the lack of hygiene and sanitation
facilities: for example, it is primarily girls (and women) who are more likely to
be kept at home to look after ailing family members. This leads to reduced
school attendance and poorer educational performance. Studies have also found
that the access to sewage disposal often depends on the sex of the head of
household; for example in Nairobi, Kenya, about 9.2% of female-headed
households used the bush for faecal disposal, whereas in the male-headed
households the rate dropped to 2.2%.22

In many countries, women and men do not enjoy equal access to basic
resources and services. Female-headed households have less access than
males, and if the services are privatised then the problem increases. Greater
attention needs to be paid to the discrimination women face and to policies
and measures adopted to alleviate it. There is also a need for laws and policies
that regulate or define the habitability of housing to take into consideration the
special needs of women.23

International cooperation
The Millennium Declaration adopted by the General␣ Assembly recognised
«solidarity» and «shared responsibilities» as fundamental values essential to
international relations in the twenty-first century.24  Such recognition is
necessary for the essential task of evolving strategies for distributive justice,
including land reform and increases in social spending on areas critical to the
realisation of the right to adequate housing, such as access to potable water
and sanitation. Such a reallocation or redistribution needs to be balanced with
targeted support from international cooperation, including «joint» and
«separate» action by States, as called for by the general obligations to
international human rights instruments.

12 E/CN.4/2002/59 (see footnote 3).

13 David Hall, op. cit.

14 Ginger Adams Otis. «World Without Water», August 2002.

15 For further examples and evidence, see David Hall, «Water in public hands», June 2001,
available at www.psiru.org.

16 Quoted in Brendan Martin, «Privatisation of municipal services: potential, limitations and
challenges for the social partners», ILO Working Paper No. 175, Geneva, ILO, 2001, p. 28.

17 An estimated 2.2 million people in developing countries, most of them children, die every
year from diseases associated with lack of access to safe drinking water, inadequate
sanitation and poor hygiene. See www.unicef.org

18 According to the Water Supply and Sanitation Collaborative Council, the average distance
that women in Africa and Asia walk to collect water is 6 km. The weight of water that women
in Africa and Asia carry on their heads is about 20 kg. From «WASH Facts and Figures»,
Information sheet.

19 Human Rights, Poverty Reduction and Sustainable Development: Health, Food and Water,
OHCHR Background Paper, WSSD Johannesburg, 26 August-4 September 2002.

20 Ray Parsuram. «Its Grave, Not Watery», Grassroots, 4 February 1998.

21 Also, equity issues need to be kept in mind not only as between men and women but also
between rich and poor women, as women from different socio-economic situations have
different needs, which affect their level of interest and participation in various activities.
See Gender Issues in Watershed Management by Vasudha Pangare, Oikos, India, 2002.

22 Data collected by the Mazingira Institute - Nairobi, Kenya, for my forthcoming report
(E/CN.4/2003/55) on «Women and Housing» for the Commission on Human Rights.

23 These queries and points have been raised in the Questionnaire on women and adequate
housing developed by the Special Rapporteur on adequate housing, available at
www.unhchr.ch/housing.

24 General Assembly resolution 55/2, paragraph 6.
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In achieving these objectives, it is critical to recognise the obligations on
States implicit in the legal provisions on international cooperation,25  given the
current global reality of growing income disparities and attendant increases in
poverty and marginalisation. Serious attention must be paid to the need to
assist developing countries in their efforts to improve the housing and living
conditions of the poor and inadequately housed, through «joint and separate
action» as provided in article 2.1 of the Covenant on Economic, Social and
Cultural Rights, including by ensuring that States’ international policies, or
policies evolved at multilateral fora and institutions, are formulated so as to
respect the full realisation of economic, social and cultural rights for all.

The solidarity and fraternity dimensions of international cooperation under
international human rights instruments create the imperative that no action
may be taken nor global social policies adopted which could inhibit States’
abilities to implement the commitments they have to their people stemming
from their obligations under these instruments. Most recently, in General
Comment No. 15 on the right to water, the CESCR stated: «To comply with
their international obligations in relation to the right to water States parties
have to respect the enjoyment of the right in other countries. International
cooperation requires States parties to refrain from actions that interfere, directly
or indirectly, with the enjoyment of the right to water in other countries.» The
comment continues, «Steps should be taken by States parties to prevent their
own citizens and companies from violating the right to water of individuals and
communities of other countries.»

States also need to examine policies—those of their own and of others—
towards international institutions and international agreements, to ensure they
are consistent with covenanted obligations on the right to adequate housing,
including access to basic social services. Such reviews should include the human
rights implications of World Trade Organisation trade agreements, particularly
the General Agreement on Trade in Services (GATS) and the Agreement on Trade-
Related Aspects of Intellectual Property Rights (TRIPS), country assistance
agreements and agreements with the World Bank and IMF, as well as poverty
reduction strategies such as the Poverty Reduction Strategy Papers (PRSPs).

Numerous UN human rights bodies have urged caution in the face of the
existing international thrust on trade in services.26  The human rights
obligations27  both at the national and international levels give a clear warning
to the negotiators of trade agreements to step back from the expansion of any
agreements such as GATS, that leads to the privatisation of social services and
the entry of corporations into the arena of providing social goods such as
water. Such a step would, given the experience thus far, effect negatively on
the realisation of human rights. Human rights obligations, in fact, provide legal
instruments for conscientious states to argue against the expansion of global
trade and investment agreements into the sphere of recognised human rights.

The way forward
It is essential that policies and programmes for international cooperation be
aimed at assisting States to develop strategies for social justice and equitable
distribution of resources and opportunities, including through land reform and
well-targeted spending on essential social services such as credit, potable water,
electricity, heating and sanitation. In areas where these services are inadequate,

28 For a path-breaking approach to poverty reduction See Draft Guidelines: A Human Rights
Approach to Poverty Reduction, Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights, 2002
at www.unhchr.ch/development/povertyfinal.html

29 For example, 100% of Jamaica’s urban population was said to have had sanitation by the
early 1990s, but a report on Kingston, Jamaica’s largest city, indicates that only 18% of the
population is connected to sewers, 27% have soakaway pits, 47% use pit latrines and 8%
report no sanitary facilities at all. See Cities in a Globalizing World: Global Report on Human
Settlements 2001, pp. 114-125, United Nations Centre for Human Settlements (Habitat),
2001.

30 See for example the ongoing work at the World Social Forum (Porto Alegre) on the World
Charter for the Right to the City. Current draft available at: www.hic-mena.org. Also see
Charter of Porto Alegre, signed by more than 50 Mayors from the Southern Cone of Latin
America and a selection from other cities around the world.

31 These include Rosario, Argentina; Nagpur, India; Kati, Mali; Thies, Senegal; Dinajpur,
Bangladesh; Graz, Austria; The People of Abra, Philippines; Elfasher City, Sudan. For more
information on how the work in these cities was initiated and is evolving, see the
information on the People’s Movement for Human Rights Education (PDHRE) at
www.pdhre.org

32 For one such attempt see my forthcoming report to the UN Commission on Human Rights
(E/CN.4/2003/5).

25 Article 28 of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights proclaims that everyone is entitled
to a social and international order in which the rights and freedoms contained in the
Declaration can be realised, and articles 2.1, 11, 15, 22 and 23 of the International Covenant
on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights build upon the␣ foundation for international
cooperation in Articles 55 and 56 of the Charter of the United␣ Nations, and the obligation for
states to recognise the essential role of international cooperation and to reaffirm their
commitment to take joint and separate action. Also see the Limburg Principles on the
Implementation of the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights,
paragraphs 29-34.

26 See, for example, Report of the High Commissioner for Human Rights, «Liberalisation of
Trade in Services and Human Rights», E/CN.4/Sub.2/2002/9 and Resolution 2002/11 of the
UN Sub-Commission on the Promotion and Protection of Human Rights.

27 General Comment No. 15, for example, cites as a violation of State commitments to the
Covenant of Economic, Social and Cultural Rights if there is «failure of a State to take into
account its international obligations regarding the right to water when entering into
agreements with other States or with international obligations».

more sensitive planning mechanisms need to be established so that the needs
of the poor can be appropriately addressed.

In assessing whether privatisation is the correct option and in monitoring
the privatisation of essential social services, it is important to employ a human
rights approach. Such an approach would be aimed at achieving sustainable
development and poverty reduction;28 it would take into account gender
perspectives and empower people by ensuring their participation; it would
ensure that subsidies are guaranteed for those who cannot afford to pay.

Such an approach would also sharpen focus on key «gaps»—the divide
between the «haves» and the «have-nots»—in different sectors and highlight
the accountability of institutions of governance. The areas where some of the
most problematic gaps appear are: water supply and sanitation, gender equity
and empowerment, and institutional and financial restructuring. Sanitation,
for example, is deemed to be a key determinant of vulnerability to water-related
diseases, and the «sanitation gap» may indicate where investment in water
supply should be redirected towards sanitation and hygiene improvements. A
comparable gap between reality and official statistics is also evident.29

Local authorities and organisations of civil society in many cities around the
world are seeking to provide alternative approaches30  to urban development and
management. Among these is the «Human Rights Cities» initiative, in which towns
and cities31  have made commitments to implementing participatory budgets, preparing
local development plans or attempting to guide municipal decision-making by adopting
a human rights framework, implementing thoroughgoing decentralisation of
administration and decision-making through democratic processes.

This brief review has shown the urgency of undertaking systematic research
across the world to assess the impact of privatisation of housing, water and
sanitation on the human rights of low-income and marginalised communities.
It is essential that we develop human rights-based indicators and benchmarks
to assist in the implementation of human rights (and MDG’s) relevant to these
issues.32  The primary role for States and civil society is to ensure the rigorous
implementation of human rights principles and instruments. This will ensure
that national and international trade, investment and debt policies and
agreements are designed with respect to the rights of individuals and
communities. It will also ensure that the principles that guide neo-liberal
approaches on the privatisation and commodification of housing, water and
sanitation, such as «cost recovery» and «unbundling,» can be challenged by
the human rights principles of «non-discrimination and equality», «progressive
realisation» and «accountability». Failure to grasp the enormous potential that
human rights have for sustaining environment and development and ensuring
social justice will only lead to a world where we will witness dispossession and
homelessness on an even larger scale. ■

Miloon Kothari is United Nations Special Rapporteur on Adequate Housing
UN Commission on Human Rights

Website www.unhchr.ch/housing


