WASH Cluster

Water Sanitation Hygiene

RAKHINE STATE MONTHLY SNAPSHOT

»  1day workshop for the Wash Cluster Mid-Term review
conducted in Sittwe: Will inform HRP mid-term review.

»  PawkTaw Sanitation situation worring, due to the impact of
upgrading long shleter to Individual temporary : An
emergency action plan should be consolidated and launch

» Flooding affected the whole state, particularly Maungdaw
District: No emergency Wash action taken, while the
autorities (RRD) are first responder

» Return/re-location closely follow up, with Wash positiong
paper as a guidane
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Limitations of the analysis:

v Lack of data on sanitation for villages where

35% activities recently started

HRP HP target: v
309,000
Hygiene knowledge

Access to water does not report closely enough
about safe drinking water
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Social management of water
26%
= Functional and efficient
= Not yet planned
= Not yet set up

= Set up but low results




