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Why worry about equitable access?
❶ Advances towards 

universal access to water 
and sanitation are being 
made at the expense of 
putting at the end of the 
“access queue” the 
“difficult to reach”

❷ This is not just unfair, it will 
also undermine reaching 
the universal access goals



Access to water and sanitation in the pan-
European region is unequal

❶We still have an access 
problem – 110 million 
Europeans do not have access

❷Large  in-country differences 
are not random -- they affect 
mostly the poor and rural 
populations. 

❸Richer countries also have an 
equitable access problem 

Population group Access in Tajikistan

Richest 20% More than 75%

Poorest 40% Less than 10%

The rate of access to water and 

sanitation by rural populations in 

the EECCA sub-region is 10 

percentage points lower than that 

of urban populations

EEA, 2007

WHO-UNICEF, 2010



There are international obligations to end 
inequities in access

The General Assembly,
[…]
Acknowledging the importance of 

equitable access to safe and 
clean drinking water

[…]
Recognizes the right to safe and 

clean drinking water and 
sanitation as a human right 
that is essential for the full 
enjoyment of life and all 
human rights 

UN General Assembly resolution 64/292

Equitable access to water, 
adequate in terms of both 
quantity and quality should be 
provided for all members of 
the population, especially 
those who suffer a 
disadvantage or social 
exclusion

Protocol on Water and Health, Article 5 (I)



Inequities in access need to be fought in at 
least 3 fronts

Dimension Inequities in access to water and sanitation

Geographical 
disparities: water 
resources, WSS 
infrastructure

Certain areas of a country (rural areas, poor urban 
neighborhoods) have no physical access or have 
access of lower quality than other areas

Social disparities: 
vulnerable and 
marginalised 
groups

Within areas with good access, certain groups do 
not have access because they don’t have private 
facilities, the public and institutional facilities they 
rely on are not adequate, or suffer unintended or 
intended discrimination

Economic 
disparities: 
affordability issues

Within areas with good access, the water and 
sanitation bill represents too large a share of 
disposable income for some households



Reducing geographical disparities



Policy options

• Political attention to the rural gap 
• Incentive framework for technical solutions
• Integrated approaches to service delivery
• Funding policy for investments in laggards

Closing 
access 
gaps

• Targeted national subsidy policy
• Cross-subsidization schemes 
• Reform the organization of the sector
• Information tools 

Closing 
price 
gaps



Good practices
Action Areas Examples in the pan-European Region

Developing 
capacities in 
rural areas

FYR Macedonia is starting to address differences in water quality by 
increasing awareness and adopting a expanded and differentiated 
approach to water quality monitoring in rural areas

Investing in 
appropriate 
solutions

Ukraine’s new rural water supply concept allocates EUR 290 million 
over 10 years for providing services to rural communities while 
widening the options – such as decentralized small scale systems

Targeting
subsidies 

Hungary, where decentralization of price setting let to wide price 
disparities between municipalities, targets its subsidy system to areas 
that face high cost of service

Enabling cross-
subsidies

Spain’s Aragon region has set up a concession and fee scheme for 
wastewater treatment where all users pay the same per m3 treated, 
thus resulting in cross-subsidization from urban to rural residents

Introducing
information 
tools

The Portuguese regulator ERSAR has developed a set of indicators to 
benchmark the performance of sector providers, including 
affordability , and is developing tariff guidelines 



Keeping water and sanitation 
affordable for all



Policy options

• Progressive tariff systems (IBTs)
• Cross-subsidizing connections
• Cross-subsidizing fixed costs
• Preferential tariffs (income, family size)

Tariff 
measures

• “Preventive” measures
• “Curative” measures
• Disconnection bans
• Broader assistance programmes

Non-tariff 
measures



Good practices
Action areas Examples in the pan-European region

Cross-
subsidies for 
connection

The Portuguese regulator ERSAR has recommended service providers 
to eliminate the connection charge for wastewater treatment and 
compensate it by  gradually increasing the fixed part of the tariff

Social tariffs The Polish operator AQUA SA introduced a reduced tariff for low-
income households (at a cost of 1% of utility revenue) piggy-backing 
on the eligibility criteria used by the municipal social services

Preventive 
measures

The French city of Paris has set 3% of household income as 
affordability threshold and it allocates part of the city budget to fund 
water allowances that benefited 44,000 households in 2010

Curative 
measures

Belgium’s Wallonia region has  generalized by law the creation of 
water social funds to help households pay their water debts – 11,000 
families benefit from this support

Broader
support 
programmes

Ukraine has targeted housing subsidies to low income households –
it provides support for families without “communal services debt” 
whose housing-related expenses exceed 15% of their income  



Ensuring access for vulnerable and 
marginalized groups



Different groups face different barriers 
to enjoy equitable access 

Examples of vulnerable 

and marginalised groups

Examples of barriers for enjoying access

Persons with disabilities, 
persons with serious and 
chronic illnesses

Standard (private and public) water and sanitation 
facilities may not be adequate to their special physical 
needs

School children, 
hospitalized patients, 
detainees, refugees

Institutions on which they relay (schools, hospitals, 
prisons, refugee camps) may not have adequate water 
and sanitation facilities

Homeless people, nomadic 
and travelling communities

Public facilities (fountains, showers, toilets) on which 
they rely may not be available

Illegal settlers, illegal 
immigrants

Water and sanitation service providers may not serve 
undocumented persons or housing facilities located in 
untenured land

Indigenous people, persons 
belonging to ethnic or other 
minorities

Water providers and social services agencies may incur 
in unintended or intended discriminatory practices 
(service provision, allocation of aid, participation)



Policy options

• Ensuring non-discrimination
• Budgeting to address the needs of VMGs
• Collecting data  on VMGs to set priorities
• Participation of VMGs in decision-making

Cross-
cutting 
policy 

options

• Persons with special physical needs
• Users of institutional facilities
• Persons without fixed dwellings
• Persons living in non-sanitary housing

Targeted  
policy 

options



Good practices

❶ Review WSS laws, regulations, policies and operating 
procedures to ensure that they do not discriminate and 
that they address the specific needs of VMGs 

❷Review WSS budgets to ensure that they address the 
needs of VMGs

❸ Collect data on access to WSS by VMGs to identify 
gaps and set priorities for government assistance

❹ Establish requirements for WSS institutions to ensure 
the representatives of VMGs effectively  participate 
and can influence decision-making 

Action areas Examples of policy options

Persons with 
special physical 
needs

The French city of Paris provides 350 public toilets adapted to the 
needs of disabled people, as part of a EUR 16 million/year 
programme of free access to public water and sanitation facilities 

Users of 
institutional
facilities

FYR Macedonia has allocated EUR 52 million to improve the 
unhygienic conditions of prisons and the Institute of Public Health 
regularly monitors the quality of drinking water in prisons

Persons
without fixed 
dwellings

Belgium’s Flanders region has established four transit areas for 
travelling communities with water and sanitation facilities -- each 
one can receive 10-25 families for a period of a few days 

Persons living 
in non-sanitary 
housing

The Serbian city Belgrade has reduced the number of unhygienic 
Roma settlements combining investments in improved living 
conditions with access to social services



How to follow up this work ? 



The challenge

1. Convening of an Expert Group
2. Conceptual development of a Scorecard
3. Testing through country pilots (2)
4. Final product : scorecard and 

recommendations for countries that intend to 
use it



Timeline
June-July 2012. 

First version of the scorecard 
Draft Terms of Reference of the piloting exercises
September ( 27-28 ?)

First meeting of the Expert Group in France
October.

Revised version of the scorecard. The country piloting exercises are launched. 
November-February 2013 

The two country piloting exercises are carried out, led by country teams and 
supported by the Secretariat. 

March 2013 

First draft of the full document. 
April 

Second meeting of the Expert Group in France
May.
Revised draft of the full document. 
August. 
Discusion at World Water Week in Stockholm 
October-December 2013. August. 
Discusion at the Conference of the Parties. The Secretariat finalizes the document. 
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Call for experts 

1. Members drawn from the drafting expert group + experts 
from outside

2. Expertise in water policy, water and sanitation services 
regulation, water economics, social protection policy, regional 
development policy, and access to information and public 
participation in public service provision

3. First meeting : September in Paris (27-28 ?)

� The secretariat will send an official call for participation to the 
Focus point of the protocol on water and health 

Thank you for your attention


