NORTHERN SHAN STATE (2022 - Qtr 1 - 4W Analysis, as of 31 March 2022)

WASH Cluster 2022 Q1_4 W, NORTHERN SHAN STATE
(as of 31 March 2022)

Accountability to Affected Population
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Gap in WASH %
P _ Total % e %
covered camps / Partners # of sites . Sanitation .
. population Water Gap Hygiene Gap
township Gap
Hseni Metta 2 401 @ 0% O 1% ® 0%
Kutkai Metta 15 4,714 () 6% O 9% O 22%
Lashio Metta 1 103 @ 0% O % ® 100%
Laukkaing (Kokang HPA 2 5143 @ 69% O 27% ® 100%
Manton Metta, KMSS 2 282 @ 0% O % O 0%
Muse Metta 1 934 @ 0% O 14% ® 0%
Namhkan Metta, KMSS 5 1,255 © 0% ) 10% () 26%
Namtu Metta 5 706 () 21% ® 0% O 11%
Total 33 13,538 () 29% ) 15% ® 49%
co:l;:::e:inv‘::::s:s / ot fotal @
= villages population Water GAP Sanitation GAP| Hygiene Gap

township

Kutkai KMSS 2 672 @ 39% ® 100% @ 100%
Lashio Meikswe MM 12 8047 @ 61% ® 100% ® 100%
Mongyai Meikswe MM 10 2494 @ 100% ® 100% ® 100%
Tangyan Meikswe MM 10 1961 @ 100% ® 100% ® 100%

Total 34 13,174 @ 73% ® 100% ® 100%

Cumulative Funding Received/Gap as of 2022-Q1 (USS)

Kachin/Shan (North) $18,947,148
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B Cumulative Funding Received for 2022 Gap

Kachin/Shan Funding Splits INGO, LNGO

23% 72% 6%
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DONORS: TEAR Australia, LIFT,USAID, Hope, ECHO, UNICEF
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% of affected people surveyed who report feeling informed about

the different WASH services available to them

feedback to

the water point d

Specific WASH
community feedback

(click here)

benefitting from safe/improved drinking water, meeting demand for domestic
benefitting from a functional excreta disposal system, reducing safety/public

benefitting from timely/adequate/tailored personal hygiene items and receiving
appropriate/ community tailored messages that enable health seeking behavior

the community

esign and water service

% of affected people surveyed who report feeling satistfied with
the latrine design and sanitation service

M Yes No

AAP - Partner reported

% of complaints received that result in timely corrective action and

% of affected people surveyed who report feeling satistfied with

N

N

No reported datain Q1

No Data

No Data
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Number of ppl Covered against 2022 HRP targets

purposes, at minimum/agreed standards

health/environmental risks

13,343

14,965

Number of vulnerable people that are consulted, and their concerns are addressed,
through dignified and inclusive WASH services.

Number of women, men, girls and boys accessing WASH services in temporary
learning spaces which received support from the WASH Cluster.

Number of women, men, girls and boys accessing WASH services in temporary
health facilities which received support from the WASH Cluster.
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tion Facilities

Sanitation services

People access to functioning
latrine

2,062

11,476

#in GCA (20:1)

W Accessed Not-accessed

Effective solid waste management
system in place
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O Latrine Functionality
36 . 100%
Namt 0
amtu 46
90%
B e
Namhkan 79 30%
vuse I 47 99% 70%
40
M Functioning Not_Functioning
Manton I 14
26
. 257
Laukkaine T
aukkaing 641
E '
Lashi
asnio 23
1
. I 73
Kutkai 685
Hseni I 20 )
48
0 200 400 600 800
M Target (20:1) Reached

Latrine repaired and desludged
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Constructed surface water drainage
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Hygiene Items
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1,269

1,354

#HH reached by regular
dedicated hygiene
promotion

Hygiene Coverage
in protracted camps

1,341

1,282

#HH with access to Hand
Washing Station
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#HH received standard 75%
amount of soap

# women and girls received Sanitary
Pads

528

3,398

# women and girls received Sanitary pads
(29% of total population targeted)
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WASH in Temporary Learning Spaces & Temporary Health Care Facilities
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B # of hand washing stations with sufficient soap in TLS ~ # Hygiene Promotion activities (sessions) in TLS

B # of functioning latrines in TLS/CFS

# Water points in THF

B # Water points in TLS/CFS

# of functional latrines in THF




