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1. Development, relief, and the paradoxes of 1. Development, relief, and the paradoxes of 
different paradigms applied to the same reality.different paradigms applied to the same reality.

� The February 2000 floods in southern Mozambique were 
so predictable that MSF created a base with rescue team 
and rubber boat in Chowke, three days before the city 
was flooded.

� During the days before the floods, MSF could not find 
funding for this rubber boat.funding for this rubber boat.

� During the days after the floods, donors were stumbling 
over each other to finance helicopters for MSF 
operations.

The days before: no crisis → ‘sustainable’ solutions

The days after: crisis → ‘sustainability’ no longer matters





2. The global AIDS response in a time of 2. The global AIDS response in a time of 
increasing responsibility given to developing increasing responsibility given to developing 
countries.countries.

� The global AIDS response started becoming serious with 
the UNGASS Declaration of Commitment in 2001. 



� In 1999, the World Bank and the IMF 
shifted from ‘structural adjustment’ to 
‘poverty reduction’. 

→country ownership and participation 

→national responsibility, reducing aid 

dependence

The Independent Evaluation Office of The Independent Evaluation Office of 
the IMF (2007):

“PRGF documents allude to the degree 
of donor support, … and – during the 
early part of the PRGF period – the 
desirability of reducing aid dependence.”



The mainstream approach to fiscal space and 
sustainability… 

…is not descriptive, it is prescriptive. 
(Alternative scenarios for aid? The aid scenario is three 
times the same.)



DAC members’ net ODA 1990-2006 and DAC Secretariat 
simulations of net ODA for 2007-2010:



Why does it matter? 

� The average GDP in low-income countries is US$ 500 per 
capita;

� Government revenue of 20% of GDP is very optimistic 
(IMF, World Bank);

� Allocating 15% of government revenue to health is very 
optimistic (Abuja Declaration).optimistic (Abuja Declaration).

⇒US$ 15 per capita per annum is very optimistic, and very 
insufficient (minimum US$40, according to WHO) 



Circumventing the ‘desirability of reducing aid 

dependence’, the global AIDS response adopted a relief 
mode; antiretroviral treatment as the helicopters of the 
global AIDS response…



3. Thesis, anti3. Thesis, anti--thesis, and synthesis: the Global thesis, and synthesis: the Global 
Fund to fight AIDS, Tuberculosis and Malaria.Fund to fight AIDS, Tuberculosis and Malaria.

� From the development paradigm, the 
Global Fund borrowed the principle of 
national operational autonomy.

� From the relief paradigm, the Global 
Fund adopted the principle of reliance Fund adopted the principle of reliance 
on global financial responsibility. 



Michel Kazatchkine, executive director of the Global 
Fund:

“The Global Fund has helped to change the development 
paradigm by introducing a new concept of sustainability. 
One that is not based solely on achieving domestic self-
reliance but on sustained international support as well.”reliance but on sustained international support as well.”



4. Towards a Global Fund for Health?4. Towards a Global Fund for Health?

What is ‘global health’? A shared responsibility? 
Collective defence against transnational threats?  



� National solidarity in 
health =

6.5% of GDP

� International solidarity in 
health = 0.03% of GDP

Do compatriots matter 
200 times more than 
foreigners?



Are GAVI and the Global Fund becoming a global fund 
for health?
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1. About the Ultimatum Game 1. About the Ultimatum Game –– and angerand anger



2. How morality evolved2. How morality evolved

Two serious candidates:

� Kin selection (a ‘stone age nurse’ who takes care of her 
feverish brothers and sisters is more likely to die 
because of the infections she or he catches, but the 
gene for nursing is transmitted via the brothers and 
sisters who survive – but only if the carry the same sisters who survive – but only if the carry the same 
gene);

� Reciprocal altruism (I will share prey with you, if you 
share prey with me; we increase our reproductive 
fitness).

The first will not expand beyond kin.

The second is easy to maintain, but difficult to establish.    



And the winner is… probably a combination of both!

Step 1: Altruism within kin

Step 2: Conditional altruism within kin (remember ‘only if 
they carry the same gene’)

Step 3: Conditional altruism within the tribe, or 
cooperation
Step 3: Conditional altruism within the tribe, or 
cooperation

Step 4: Morality = a capacity to identify others worthy of 
cooperation, and to understand what it takes to be 
considered worthy of cooperation by others

(Proposers of very unfair deals are not worthy of 
cooperation)  





3. A natural sense of justice, and natural rights3. A natural sense of justice, and natural rights

Henry Shue, ‘Basic Rights’:

“A moral right provides 

(1) the rational basis for a justified demand 

(2) that the actual enjoyment of a substance be 

(3) socially guaranteed against standard threats.”(3) socially guaranteed against standard threats.”

If all members of the tribe behave like cooperators, then 
all have a rational (moral) basis for justified demands, 
that the enjoyment of a good (food, care, perhaps 
freedom of expression) be guaranteed by the tribe.  



Arthur Dyck:

If you answer 

“the question of what makes communities possible”, 

or 

“a question of what is logically and functionally 
necessary, and universally so, for the existence and necessary, and universally so, for the existence and 
sustenance of communities,”

then you will find what human rights are.



4. From natural rights to human rights4. From natural rights to human rights

Two challenges

1. What happens with natural rights when direct regulation 
between individuals no longer works? (Imagine 200,000 
inhabitants in the city of Ur, in 4000 BC.)inhabitants in the city of Ur, in 4000 BC.)

Religion takes over from direct regulation, and religion 
creates divine rulers, who tend to become tyrants. (The 
kings of Ur developed a nasty habit of taking servants 
with them, into their graves.) 

2. Who is responsible for who?



Thomas Pogge:

“Responsibility for a person’s human rights falls on all 
and only those who participate with this person in the 
same social system. It is their responsibility, collectively, 
to structure this system so that all its participants have 
secure access to the objects of their human rights.”   

Which social system? The family, the city, the nation, the 
state, the globe?

The evolution from natural rights to human rights is 
marked by a struggle to identify the appropriate 
‘exclusive circle of cooperation’. And the struggle is not 
over…



5. Descriptive evolutionary ethics, and 5. Descriptive evolutionary ethics, and 
controversies in contemporary human rights controversies in contemporary human rights 
doctrinedoctrine

Two controversies:

1. Can ‘positive’ rights (entailing efforts from others to do 
something) be human rights, or can only ‘negative’ something) be human rights, or can only ‘negative’ 
rights (entailing efforts from others to do nothing – do 
not steal, do not torture) be human rights?

2. Are there global responsibilities for human rights?

The first was ‘laid to rest’ a while ago, but surfaces in 
the context of the second… 



‘Official disrespect’ (Thomas Pogge)

� A ‘private’ murder does not constitute a violation of a 
human right. But ‘honor murders’ silently condoned by a 
government do constitute violations of human rights.

� A ‘private’ theft does not constitute a violation of a � A ‘private’ theft does not constitute a violation of a 
human right. But if a government does not invest in 
efforts to control criminality, thefts do constitute 
violations of human rights.  

⇒The ‘negative’ rights to life and property require positive 
efforts! 



Descriptive evolutionary ethics: 

� ‘Positive’ and ‘negative’ rights are more than two halves 
of the same package, they are like the Yin and Yang 
symbol.

� Natural rights – or human rights – are the fine print on � Natural rights – or human rights – are the fine print on 
the back of the social contract. 
� If you tell me that you have no duty to pay taxes for my health, 
my housing, my education, you are telling me that I am not a 
member of your tribe.

� Then I have no reason to protect your life, or your property.

� A government that does not provide minimum levels of 
social protection (of ‘positive’ rights), will have a hard 
time protecting life, property, or freedom of expression.  



The second controversy: 

What is the extent of the corresponding duties? 

Philip Alston:

“…, it must be emphasized that no UN body, nor any 
group of governments, has accepted the proposition that 
any given country is obligated to provide specific 
assistance to any other country.”assistance to any other country.”

Paul Hunt:

“Third, the Special Rapporteur acknowledges that 
Sweden, like other rich States, does not accept that it 
has a legal obligation of international assistance and 
cooperation.”



Kishore Mahbubani:

“…from the viewpoint of many Third World citizens, 
human rights campaigns often have a bizarre quality. For 
many of them it looks something like this: They are like 
hungry and diseased passengers on a leaky, 
overcrowded boat that is about to drift into treacherous 
waters, in which many of them will perish. The captain 
of the boat is often harsh, sometimes fairly and 
sometimes not. On the river banks stand a group of sometimes not. On the river banks stand a group of 
affluent, well-fed, and well-intentioned onlookers. As 
soon as these onlookers witness a passenger being 
flogged or imprisoned or even deprived of his right to 
speak, they board the ship to intervene, protecting the 
passengers from the captain. But those passengers 
remain hungry and diseased. As soon as they try to 
swim to the banks into the arms of their benefactors, 
they are firmly returned to the boat, their primary 
sufferings unabated.”



Descriptive evolutionary ethics:

� Natural rights are rights confined to all members of the 
tribe, in virtue of being members of the tribe. It is very 
natural to exclude strangers. In countries where we can 
identify nations that feel they are different from the 
state, there is a natural tendency to split social 
protection. (Belgium, Canada.)

� But if natural rights – or human rights – are the fine 
print on all social contracts, there are great dangers in 
not respecting it. The West excludes the rest, and the 
rest will exclude the West…

⇒We should consider halfway options: distributive justice 
in accordance with intensity of cooperation



6. Why we will not win the war on terror, why we 6. Why we will not win the war on terror, why we 
will not stop climate change, unless…will not stop climate change, unless…

� Halfway options are easy to imagine, for example a 
Global Fund for Health:
� It takes US$50 billion per year, in addition to domestic 
resources, to make US$40 per capita per annum health 
expenditure possible, for 2.5 billion people;

� It takes 0.1% of the wealth of high-income countries, or 15% of � It takes 0.1% of the wealth of high-income countries, or 15% of 
the old promise of sharing 0.7% of GDP;

� It takes 1.5% of ‘national solidarity in health’   

� It does not require a global government, only a 
convention, a coalition of the willing



US President Barack Obama:
“It is undoubtedly true that development rarely takes 
root without security; it is also true that security does 
not exist where human beings do not have access to 
enough food, or clean water, or the medicine they need 
to survive. It does not exist where children cannot aspire 
to a decent education or a job that supports a family. 
The absence of hope can rot a society from within.”

Kishore Mahbubani: Kishore Mahbubani: 
“It does not serve Pakistan’s interest to see the battle 
against Osama bin Laden end with a swift decisive 
victory. If this happens, Pakistan would once again 
become less relevant to American interests (…). This is 
the real cost of the breakdown in trust and confidence 
between the American and Pakistani establishments. 
America has shown that it is an unreliable ally.”



Personally, I think they had many other reasons to be 
angry…



The ‘Matthew effect’ on a global scale


