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MYANMAR MONTHLY SNAPSHOT:

Legend

v' According to the WASH cluster members, there are still 30% of IDPs camp (46 locations) that are F IDP W|th0ut Agnew
prone to water shortage and for which water trucking is sometimes the only solution - IDPs
camps in Hpakant township Number of IDP in GCA
v At the beginning of April 2016, only 41% of all IDPs camps will be targeted by WASH activities.
¥' Thereisa trend for increased movement of IDPs leading to new shelter related WASH needs, @ <500
v 13 staffs from 7 WASH cluster members participated to a WASH cluster meeting on 15th march
focusing on water shortage preparation in Kachin and NSS as well as on sanitation situation in the @ 501‘1000
biggest IDP camps located in NGCA.
v Overall humanitarian situation in North Shan over the last months led to the displacement of ‘ 1001-2000
more than 6700 people and requires close follow up that mobilizes the WASH actors i
v On going finalization of WASH cluster strategy for 2016, g 2001 4000
v Arrival on 16 March of a new WASH cluster officer in Lashio to support WASH cluster response
= { 4001-7000 Kraumgianiu
v Join field Monitoring (UNICEF, Township Education Officer and ADRA) in 21 Schools of .
Waingmaw townhip Number IDP in NCGA
v Meeting on 22" March with SI, Kachin State development affairs authorities and WASH cluster
team about Sanitation issues in South Kachin and on-going sanitation survey carried out by SI A <500 ~
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Limitation of analysis:
v' Some location remain undocumented due to
access
v Wash in school for surrounding camp
— 52% . — 69% 64% — 45% location under evaluation
HRP target population: HRP Water target pop.: HRP Sanitation target: HRP HP target: v' Good Water access reported do not report
) 119,500 ) 99,500 99,500 99,500 enough closely about safe drinking water
Receive Wash services: Water 100% covered: Sanitation 100% covered: HP population covered: remaing low
64,656 86,215 80,565 56,903 v’ Target 20,000 small scale emergency

Needs Coverage

100%
80%
60%
40%
20%

0%

GCA NGCA
W % Water coverage M % Latrine coverage M % Bathroom coverage

Type of latrine coverage
100%

50%

0%

°
&
&
Y

%)
W % Coverage Permanent Latrine W % Coverage Emergency latrine

Number of latrine possible to be build vs space
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Community management organisation in camps

39%
= Functional and efficient

= Set up but low results

Gender consideration for latrines
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= Latrine shared by families ,
not separated

= Not separated yet

= Separate, but not clearly
perceived

=

= Separate, clearly perceived




