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Introduction
A popular mobile game in 2013 called “Where’s my Water?”, involving Swampy the alligator facing difficulties in accessing water, is a subtle yet poignant prophecy for the current state of humanity, where a significant percentage of individuals face severe difficulties in accessing water. In 2024, the UN World Water Development Report estimated that 2.2 billion people lacked consistent and sanitary access to water. Access to clean, sanitary water, as defined by the United Nations, is a fundamental human right in the UN Declaration of Human Rights. Moreover, it is explicated in UN Sustainable Development Goal (SDG) 6, which states, “access to clean water and sanitation for all”. Many factors play a role in impacting the accessibility of access to clean water, such as the relative abundance of freshwater to seawater, the identity of a nation as being landlocked or not, and local aridness and investment into clean water collecting technology, with these difficulties often being exacerbated through governmental corruption, generational poverty, and corporate exploitation. 
Historically, various private corporations have negatively impacted the access of civilians to clean water through local ecosystem pollution, exemplified in the Shell Nigeria incidents, and clean water depletion, displayed in the Kerala, India, Coca-Cola protests. Yet, various private entities, often nonprofits and charities, such as water.org or the Water Project, are also involved in increasing water access. Recognizing this nuance is key to establishing policies that define the responsibilities of private entities to create accountability. 
The pressing nature of this issue stems from the global decrease in freshwater supplies due to rising sea levels and stronger droughts as a consequence of human-made climate change. As access to clean water becomes increasingly difficult for most, explicating the roles of private entities is critical. This report will focus specifically on the role private entities, such as local corporations, multinational companies, and nonprofits, play in the increasingly dire issue of access to clean water.

Definition of Key Terms
Private entities
Private entities are organizations that do not belong to governmental or intergovernmental agencies, usually operating in the private sector of the economy. Relevant examples include multinational corporations such as Nestle, Coca-Cola, and Shell, and nonprofits such as water.org. Often, private entities’ interests could oppose people’s access to clean water due to prioritization of short-term gains and maximizing profits. Whilst the United Nations as an NGO might be confused as a private entity, it serves as an intergovernmental organization, which negates the possibility of it being a private entity.
Access to water
Access to water or the accessibility of water generally refers to the ease with which individuals gather clean and sanitary drinking water for their daily needs. While access to water is often synonymous with water security, access to water is generally employed in the micro scale involving individuals and communities, while water security refers to the macro scale of a nation's capacity to supply its own water needs. This is directly connected with social welfare, cleanliness, disease prevention, and education, since individuals who face difficulties gathering clean water face greater difficulties commuting to and from school facilities. Access to clean water is usually a result of the synthesis of governmental actions in collaboration with private entities and the United Nations to construct pipelines, water filtration plants, and wells or other water-gathering facilities. 
Multinational corporations (MNCs)
Multinational corporations refer to businesses whose operations span two or more distinct countries. Often, these private entities have an abundance of resources and capacity to both benefit and harm their host countries. MNCs such as Coca-Cola and Shell tend to prioritize profit maximization, as opposed to the human rights of the locals suffering from the environmental harm they produce. The immense power that MNCs hold naturally leads to a question of responsibility and ethics, which are governed softly by social pressures and more concretely through corporate legislation. However, sustainable long-term growth theoretically aligns with the objectives of these companies as it maximizes sustained profits over time. 
Nonprofit organizations
Nonprofit organizations are a type of business that reinvests retained surplus back into the business, as opposed to sharing it with shareholders. This opposes the traditional profit-maximization mindset of other types of businesses. Charities tend to be representatives of nonprofit organizations, although certain schools and hospitals also operate under this business framework. Nonprofit organizations are usually created to address a social demand and/or critical issue, which makes them extremely suitable to work with local governments to increase access to clean and sanitary water. 
International laws
International laws refer to laws that govern states and nonstate actors globally, implemented through various methods including UN treaties, International Court of Justice (ICJ) legislation, and the World Trade Organization (WTO). These laws are universal and form a basis for individual countries in drafting their own laws. Notable international laws are the Geneva Conventions, the Rights of the Child, and the Kyoto Protocol. Access to clean water is a fundamental human right as defined in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, so drafting laws that hold private entities that inhibit access to clean water is a viable possibility.
National laws
National laws are drafted by individual governments and differ from country to country, although prevalent trends can be observed. Often, they are reflected by international laws, and international laws also reflect national laws in an interdependent microcosmic relationship. There are various types of laws, including public, environmental, and corporate law, which all relate in different ways to private entities and their role in access to water. Specifically, in the Coca-Cola Kerala incident, Coca-Cola was held responsible and fined for breaking environmental laws on water extraction and local pollution. 

Background Information
The influence of private entities has grown steadily through globalization, which leads to an increasingly interdependent system of economic exchanges. This process, while on average, increases the wealth of individuals and nations, also reveals systemic insecurities and vulnerabilities of specific segments of the population that are most affected by the actions of private entities. 
Historical cases of private entities in the issue of access to water
	Although private entities have existed throughout history with various different roles in the issue of providing or reducing access to water, this section will focus on primary cases post-globalization, as these are most relevant to the modern discussion of this issue. 
	Abuses and exploitation
Abuses and exploitation from private entities, usually large MNCs, are often highlighted through news headlines and media amplified controversy. Primary symptoms of exploitation that affect access to water are disregard for the local environment and conditions of locals, unfair or illegal practices in water extraction and processing, and unhealthy disposal of waste and chemicals into water sources. Shell Nigeria, for instance, not only committed numerous human rights abuses in their unethical treatment of workers but also polluted local ecosystems through oil spills and exploitation of governmental corruption to avoid legal liabilities. This pollution directly decreased the locals’ access to water sources and forced significant internal displacement. Shell faced a lawsuit of 15 billion dollars to pay for damages, but Shell disputed it, and it continues as an ongoing legal battle. Although Shell lost an impending lawsuit to local communities and was fined millions of euros, the environmental damages and lasting effects still exist to this day. Similarly, the 2003-2005 Coca-Cola Kerala incident, where the Coca-Cola treatment plant severely depleted sources of fresh water, ruining the livelihoods of locals in the village, led to a court ruling fine of around 47 million USD at the time. However, Coca-Cola has continuously appealed it through various legal processes and refused to pay the fine. The estimated profit derived from India was 440 million USD in 2003. Pollution and exploitation of local resources are two of the most common factors that lead to a decrease in the accessibility of clean water for locals as a result of private entities. 
The primary issue lies in ineffective punishments and the lack of incentives for large MNCs to reduce local pollution. Shell was fined 15 billion euros, but appealed in an ongoing dispute, so Shell ended up paying 15.9 million euros, while profiting in the multiple billions from Nigeria alone that same year. The immense wealth and influence of Shell essentially allow them to postpone the 15 billion fines through continuous disputes, funding the legal battle through profits derived from environmental damages. Similarly, Coca-Cola weaponizes its size and wealth to manipulate the legal system to delay paying fines indefinitely. 
Effective assistance/relief efforts
Despite the media’s tendency to spotlight cases of abuse and exploitation, there are private entities increasing access to water through assistance and relief efforts in vulnerable populations and areas. For instance, water.org, a global nonprofit, specializes in working with people in poverty to create access to clean water through a few proven solutions. The nonprofit focuses on strategies of microfinancing to families in poverty through small loans to construct permanent infrastructure required for clean water, which works effectively in the long term. Similarly, The Water Project is a global nonprofit that focuses on providing vulnerable communities with access to clean water, taking an approach that fits the needs of the community with different ways of providing clean water, collaborating with local governments and communities. Although UN Water isn’t strictly a private entity, it does employ efforts to create access to clean water. UN Water works to coordinate the efforts of different organs of the UN, often being first responders to emergencies and disasters, to provide ways to access clean water to displaced refugees. 
Overall, there are numerous agencies that are private entities, almost always nonprofit social enterprises, that work in tandem to provide access to clean water for vulnerable communities. However, with an estimated 2 billion individuals being unable to access clean water, the magnitude of these enterprises, which work in the tens of millions, lacks the feasibility to fully solve the problem. UN Water, for instance, critically lacks sufficient funding to improve tangible impacts. Similarly, these nonprofits also lack the necessary funding to grow in scale to fully tackle the issue. Therefore, governmental support, in addition to other efforts, is critical to assist these private entities in addressing water insecurity.   
Tangible factors that dictate vulnerability
	Socio-economic factors
Poverty, through reducing the ability to access education, supporting unsustainable habits of managing wealth, and lacking the ability to create personal water security, contributes to the cycle of poverty and bolsters the difficulty for individuals to escape poverty by increasing the reliance of individuals on the actions of private entities. Poverty is often symbiotic with a lack of access to water in an interdependent relationship, since poverty increases the difficulty for individuals to access water, and the difficulty in accessing water perpetuates poverty by reducing time for education and worsening individual health. For instance, individuals who rely on long commutes for clean water daily face challenges consistently attending school. Similarly, individuals who lack spending capital lack the capacity to increase water security for themselves. Individuals in poverty face the most challenges from corporate exploitation, as they are the most reliant on communal water access in their local area. They are also the most reliant on the help of nonprofits in establishing sources of clean water.
	Environmental factors
Environmental contamination and pollution directly impact access to water. Corporate exploitation, as seen in Shell in Nigeria and Coca-Cola in Kerala, primarily manifests through the damaging of the local environment. Moreover, the local climate of communities indicates their predisposition towards water insecurity and reliance on private entities. For instance, arid desert climates increase the difficulty in gathering water compared to tropical climates with an abundance of rainwater. However, areas rich in freshwater, such as Kerala, are often most vulnerable to corporate exploitation, which highlights the complexity of the issue. 
	Geographical factors
Landlocked countries and primarily arid climates increase vulnerability to water insecurity. Middle Eastern countries that face severe aridity in their land often require increased investment in water infrastructure and imports to develop water security. For example, Saudi Arabia invests heavily in water infrastructure, announcing investment into over 60 water projects totalling above 9.3 billion USD. In contrast, tropical countries tend to face greater security as they have an abundance of clean water supply through natural rainfall year-round. These trends risk being amplified due to the effects of human-made climate change, which exacerbates extreme climate disasters and conditions. 
Water insecurity as a critical problem and the role of private entities
	Water security vs. insecurity
Water security is the ability for communities and countries to provide clean water access. Ultimately, it is a matter of domestic security that benefits from systemic efforts from both the governmental public sector and the corporate private sector. While geographical location plays a critical role, investment in water gathering and filtration technology should not be overlooked in strengthening water security.
	Role and responsibility of private entities
Private entities have the responsibility to comply with local laws and regulations, which include environmental protection, sustainable extraction of freshwater, and ethical considerations on the harm to local communities. Large corporations often avoid this responsibility by prolonging legal disputes, even when they have enough wealth to pay off the fine. An aphorism attributed to the Economics idea of fines being prices highlights the crux of this dilemma: “If the punishment for a crime is a fine, it is only a crime for poor people”. Punishing a corporation with a fine is only feasible when they are unable to delay legal processes forever, and when the fine exceeds the profits made through their exploitation of local resources.  
Major Countries and Organizations Involved
United Nations Water (UN Water)
UN Water is unique as it serves as a coordinator for different organs in the UN in the issue of water access, including the United Nations International Children’s Emergency Fund (UNICEF), United Nations Development Programme (UNDP), and World Health Organization (WHO). UN Water often collaborates with private entities to improve access to water, but faces severe difficulties in funding. 
More Economically Developed Countries (MEDCs)
MEDCs are in the position to hold corporations more responsible for exploitation and abuses while also supporting effective organizations that improve water access through subsidies and collaboration with governmental agencies. This is because MEDCs generally have higher average education, necessary funding, and fewer immediately pressing issues that LEDCs often face. This gives them greater leverage when it comes to enforcing legislation that punishes corporate exploitation and a greater ability to facilitate water security for the long-term and short-term natural disasters. MEDCs also have more effective and developed water infrastructure, which directly contributes to their water security. 
Less Economically Developed Countries (LEDCs)
Less economically developed countries are more vulnerable to water insecurity, as they often face multiple challenges and pressing issues simultaneously. For instance, governmental corruption, wealth inequality, and systemic poverty tend to supersede actions taken to hold private entities responsible for exploitation. Moreover, in certain cases, short-term thinking in LEDCs causes temporary actions to be taken to improve water security through packets that help filter dirty water, as opposed to long-term sustainable solutions that will reduce costs over time. Private entities aiming to improve the accessibility of water are most prevalent in LEDCs as they require the most assistance.
Saudi Arabia
Saudi Arabia faces a predisposition towards water insecurity due to its arid climate and geographical location. Nonetheless, the government has invested heavily in water infrastructure to improve water security through strategies including public-private partnerships, funding and subsidies, and implementation of technology to optimize and surveil water transport. Due to its significant and multifaceted approach towards improving access to clean water, Saudi Arabia stands as a model for countries transitioning from LEDC towards MEDC.

Timeline of Events
	
Date
	
Description of event

	July 2010
	The United Nations General Assembly acknowledged access to clean drinking water as a fundamental human right.

	September 2015
	Sustainable Development Goal 6, “access to clean water and sanitation for all,” was introduced.



Relevant UN Treaties and Events
The UN generally regards the issue of water insecurity and scarcity as topics to be discussed, mainly dissecting the role of private entities as potential solutions and actors that work in tandem with local states in addressing the issue of water scarcity. As such, there have not been any direct resolutions examining purely the role of private entities in access to water. The resolutions below are directly focused on water insecurity, with indirect parts that encourage private actors to take a more active role. 
· The human right to water and sanitation, 3 August 2010 (A/RES/64/292)
· The human rights to safe drinking water and sanitation, 3 December 2015 (A/RES/70/169)
· The human rights to safe drinking water and sanitation, 19 December 2017 (A/RES/72/178) 
· The human rights to safe drinking water and sanitation, 18 December 2019 (A/RES/74/141)
· The human rights to safe drinking water and sanitation, 17 December 2021 (A/RES/76/153)
· The human rights to safe drinking water and sanitation, 19 December 2023 (A/RES/78/206) 
· Human rights and access to safe drinking water and sanitation, 28 March 2008 (A/HRC/RES/7/22)
· The human right to safe drinking water and sanitation, 8 April 2011 (A/HRC/RES/16/2)
· The human right to safe drinking water and sanitation, 2 October 2014 (A/HRC/RES/27/7) 
· The human rights to safe drinking water and sanitation, 5 October 2016 (A/HRC/RES/33/10) 
· The human rights to safe drinking water and sanitation, 27 September 2018 (A/HRC/RES/39/8)
· The human rights to safe drinking water and sanitation, 5 October 2024 (A/HRC/RES/57/13)


Previous Attempts to Solve the Issue
            The UN has consistently maintained the standards that private entities are a viable source of improving water security and stressed the importance and responsibility of the state towards providing its citizens with the fundamental human right to access clean water. Furthermore, countries that have faced corporate abuse have consistently sought prosecution and punishments, such as the Nigerian government holding Shell accountable and the Indian government holding Coca-Cola responsible. The role of private entities is explicated more clearly through the almost global paradigm shift towards sustainable practices seen through eco-friendliness, carbon taxation, and renewable sources of energy. How it manifests in the role of private entities is that unsustainable practices face backlash and social pressures, while sustainable practices, such as permanent/long-term solutions towards water scarcity, are rewarded. 

Possible Solutions
Firstly, it is crucial to recognize the responsibility of sovereign states in defining the responsibilities of private entities through international and national laws. The UN, acting as an intergovernmental organization, is in the position to serve as a platform for nations to collaborate in defining laws regarding sustainability, human rights, and the agency of private entities. Moreover, it allows the drafting of various policies, such as systemic subsidies and frameworks for governments to work with private agencies that supply or build networks for accessing water. 
Public-private partnerships also hold promise as an effective tool. Collaboration between the public sector, governmental departments, and the private sector, private enterprises, allows specialization of expertise. For instance, the government could lease land for private enterprises to develop water-gathering infrastructure, provide funding and grants for research into promising water technology, and develop joint programs for education to help individuals improve their economic and social welfare. 
As the United Nations generally plays a more passive role due to respect for national sovereignty as stated in the UN Charter, individual nations should implement sufficient laws that punish the exploitation of local resources by MNCs, whilst also supporting the efforts of Nonprofits. As mentioned previously in the background information, punishments for corporate abuses are often avoided through long and tedious legal disputes. Even when corporations are fined, it often fails to amount to the magnitude of profit generated through exploitation. This essentially incentivizes MNCs to exploit local resources. As such, policies should be implemented that incentivize MNCs to generate profit through sustainable actions, such as tax reductions and subsidies for sustainable practices, whilst also implementing severe punishments for violations.
            Developing a systemic framework for holding violating private entities responsible socially and legally will further support defining their roles. Accountability and transparency are critical. Such a framework could entail establishing a separate governmental agency that investigates the practices of private entities that collaborate with law enforcement, employing media outlets to objectively report on abuses and exploitation, and encouraging social movements such as boycotts or pressure groups. Conversely, there could also be a systemic framework for collaborating with private entities. For instance, creating a department that focuses on improving water security could bolster the effectiveness of nonprofits by providing critical resources such as information and funding. These can be supported by policies such as subsidies and grants, which would further assist nonprofits and incentivize businesses to develop sustainable practices.
            Combating generational poverty through collaborations with NGOs with a focus on education and economic development to make individuals less vulnerable to exploitation by private entities and less reliant on external funding serves as a long-term building block towards a resolute solution. As more individuals are educated and rise out of poverty, they gain greater power in controlling their water source and shaping their local communities.
            Investment in effective water collecting technology and filtration systems will improve water security. Whilst it is critical to define the role of private entities, it is also critical to improve access to water long-term to reduce vulnerability. 
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