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Fish for Livelihoods

Capture fisheries are declining in Myanmar, but 60% of animal-source food in the country still comes
from fish. To meet this rising demand, aquaculture production has been increasing right across the
country. As the sector continues to grow, however, Myanmar must develop a sustainable aquaculture
industry that minimizes potential environmental impacts and ensures aquaculture practices are
socially acceptable and economically sound. It is within this context that Feed the Future Fish for
Livelihoods is working to increase fish production, labor productivity, food availability, and fish
consumption across Myanmar, especially for women and children from vulnerable households. The
project aims to provide opportunities for entrepreneurial activities in small-scale aquaculture systems
and to promote social behavioral change messages that direct home production and market
purchases toward nutritious-conscious household decisions.
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Introduction
1.1 Rationale

Access to water, sanitation, and hygiene services in Myanmar remains low in the rural areas.
It is estimated that over 30% of households lack basic hygiene services and at least 60% of
households do not have access to safe drinking water.! The current political situation is
unlikely to reverse the situation as more people need access to WASH services, especially
those who are internally displaced due to conflict estimated to reach 1.8 million in 2023
(ibid).

The Feed the Future Burma Fish for Livelihoods Project, funded by the United States
Agency for International Development (USAID) works in central and northern Myanmar
where access to WASH services is limited. The project promotes improved WASH practices
by providing water filters, toilet bowls, and handwashing containers to project participants
who require those basic facilities as well as the provision of awareness-raising activities to
ensure understanding of the importance of adhering to effective WASH practices such as
washing of hands with soap at critical times.

To monitor the effectiveness of its intervention, the project team is conducting a survey
investigating the state of WASH facilities that the project provided among project households
in 2019-2022.

1.2 Background

In October 2019, USAID initiated the Feed the Future Burma Fish for Livelihoods project for
implementation over the period 2019-2024 with a subsequent costed extension to 2027. The
project focuses on improving the nutritional status of vulnerable households in Central and
Northern Myanmar by promoting inclusive and sustainable aquaculture growth that focuses
on small-scale farmers.

Part of the WorldFish mission in Myanmar focuses on Small-Scale Aquaculture (SSA) to
promote the resilience and sustainability of aquaculture and integrated agriculture. WorldFish
provides technical backstopping to the main field-based implementers namely: the Myanmar
Fisheries Federation, Karuna Social Services Association, Ar Yone Oo, and BRAC. The
Activity also draws on the International Water Management Institute expertise, a sister CGIAR
entity?.

The intervention focuses on five inland states and regions in Central and Northern Myanmar:

e Central Dry Zone: Mandalay, Magway, and Sagaing
e Upper Myanmar: Shan (South and East) and Kachin

These areas present more challenges to aquaculture development and livelihood
opportunities. The growth in aquaculture can play an important role in changing this scenario

1 UNICEF 2023, Infographic_Water_Sanitation_and_Hygiene_Fact_Sheet UNICEF_2023.pdf.
2 https://www.cgiar.org/food-security-impact/one-cgiar/
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by increasing production and income opportunities. At present, the project is working in 3
regions and 2 states in 27 townships (Figure 1).
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Figure 1. The project's zone of intervention.

1.3 Objectives

This study has two primary objectives:

1. To monitor the state of WASH materials distributed among project participants, and

2. To determine the types of WASH behaviors that participants are practicing at the time of
the survey.

Methodology
2.1 Sampling method

The project provided WASH materials based on the needs of the project participants, 21 of
27 project townships received WASH materials. For the survey, a systematic random
sampling was employed to obtain a sample size of 352 households from the 881 small-scale
aquaculture (SSA) farmer households who received the materials (Table 1).
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2.2 ldentifying the respondents

Due to the security situation, the project team only surveyed 19 of the 21 townships with 345
respondents (98%). Table 1 shows the type of WASH materials distributed and the number
of SSA farmers who received them per township. Note that each household may receive
more than one WASH material.

. . No.: ?f . No: of project % who
Hand Plastic Hand washing beneficiaries .. .
Township Washing toilet V\{ater container/Water received pa.r ticlpants received
Container | bowl filter filter WASH in each WASH
facilities township facilities
Bhamo 12 12 12 47 26%
Khin-U 55 55 55 55 214 26%
Madaya 25 25 25 25 234 11%
Mansi 19 19 19 20 95%
Mogaung 5 5 5 28 18%
Momauk 9 9 9 19 47%
Myitkyina 6 6 44 14%
Myothit 21 20 41 63 65%
Nansang 50 50 50 50 274 18%
Ngape 31 20 11 62 110 56%
Nyaungshwe 7 7 154 5%
Pekhon 23 16 23 355 6%
Pin Laung 10 14 10 14 203 7%
Pindaya 46 20 66 141 47%
Pwint Phyu 24 50 25 99 162 61%
Salin 50 52 63 165 438 38%
Seikphyu 4 7 3 14 21 67%
Shwebo 65 65 65 65 466 14%
Taunggyi 25 25 206 12%
Waingmaw 35 49 49 163 30%
Wetlet 50 70 50 70 239 29%
Grand Total 190 149 191 255 881 3601 24%

Table 1. Number of participants who received WASH equipment.

2.3 Interview technique and survey tool

The survey was conducted from 23 -30 June 2023, enumerators conducted face-to-face
interviews and physically verified all WASH equipment in each household. Enumerators
explained the purpose of the survey and asked respondents for consent. When respondents
chose not to participate, they were free to decline. The enumerators used the Kobo
application software on their Android mobile phones when conducting the interviews.
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2.4 Training enumerators

The M&E coordinator held a training course on the WASH survey questionnaire for
externally hired enumerators, staff from implementing partners and WorldFish field
coordinators. A total of 47 people participated in the training: 25 external enumerators, 16
from implementing partners; BRAC (8), Pact (4), KMSS Pekhon (2), MFF (2) and 6
WorldFish staff members.

The training covered the following:
(a) how to properly collect responses using the Kobo questionnaire,
(b) how to navigate the Kobo application, including saving, editing and uploading
guestionnaires to the server, and
(c) how to properly verify WASH materials at the household level.

Analysis

The data collected from the respondents was analyzed with varied dimensions. The broader
areas of the data analysis were sex disaggregation, the use of soap at a handwashing
facility, the availability of safe drinking water, and the situation of the toilet in the household.
In addition, to comply with USAID standards and its definition of indicators, physical
verification was conducted in the household premises where the equipment was located.

3.1 Gender composition

Among the participants surveyed, 64% were male and 36% female. In the townships
surveyed, female participation was the highest in Shwebo (Figure 2).
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Bhamo = Khin-U = Madaya Mansi 'Mogaung Momauk Myitkyina Myothit 'Nansang Ngape Nya\zggsh

Pindaya ' Pinlaung Pwintbyu Salin = Shwebo Taunggyi Wetlet

Female 2 4 1 6 8 5 3 14 3 15 16 14 3 6 24
Male 5 20 6 8 2 3 2 12 15 20 17 3 16 53 12 9 14 4

Figure 2. Gender of the respondents by each township.

3.2 Availability of soap and water at handwashing stations

The respondents were asked about the places where they most often wash their hands. The
majority washed their hands at a fixed facility (71%), while 28% used a mobile handwashing
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station such as a handwashing container or a bucket, and 1% had no handwashing area.
Comparing the townships, all of the households in Wetlet and Nansang townships washed
their hands at a fixed washing station, while in Bhamo and Mansi townships, the majority of
respondents used a mobile station (Figure 3).
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Fixed facility observed (sink/tap) = Mobile object observed mNo handwashing place in dwelling/yard/plot

Figure 3. Handwashing facilities that household members used frequently.

As shown in Figure 4, 74% of respondents use fixed facilities in their yards, while others
(26%) do so inside the house. Meanwhile, of the respondents who reported using a mobile
object for handwashing, more than half (57%) use stored water in a bucket, jug or kettle,
while the others (43%) use stored water in a handwashing container.

Fixed facility observed (sink/tap) Mobile object observed
74% 57%
43%
26%
In yard/plot Indwelling bucket/jug/kettle Hand washing Container

Figure 4. Use of fixed and mobile handwashing stations.

Upon physical verification, 58% of the households used non-running water, while 40% had
access to running water, and 1% had no access to water (Figure 5). In Mogaung, Myitkyina,
Nansang and Nyaungshwe townships, every household washed their hands using running
water. In addition, the majority of the households in surveyed townships had access to
water, except for Khin-U, Pwintbyu and Salin townships where a small percentage of
households had no access to water for handwashing. The aforementioned townships are in
the Central Dry Zone whereby, lack of water is a big issue, especially during the dry season.
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Figure 5. Availability of water for handwashing.

Yet even for households that had access to water, this on its own is not sufficient to keep away
from waterborne illnesses, people must use soap, handwashing liquid or detergent for washing
their hands. A majority of the townships adhered to this behavior with the exception of Madaya,
Khin-U, Pinlaung, Pwintbyu, and Waingmaw Townships where a small percentage of
households did not have soap or detergent in the handwashing stations.

Availability of soap or detergent
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Figure 6. Availability of soap or detergent

3.3 Drinking water

For drinking water, there are six types of water treatment used by the respondents:
chlorination, boiling, ceramic or clay water filter, plastic mineral water filter, purified drinking
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water from a company? and straining using cloth or fabric. As shown in Figure 7, the majority
of the respondents (44%) drank water that was strained using cloth or fabric. Others used
plastic water filters (30%), purified drinking water from companies (19%), ceramic or clay
water filters (4%), and boiled water (2%). Unfortunately, 2% of the respondents did not use
any type of water treatment.

2%

4%

2%

Boiling Ceramic or clay water filter
= Cloth Water Filter = None
= Plastic mineral water filter = Purified drinking water from company

Figure 7. Types of water treatment used among participants.

At the Township level, as shown in Figure 8, all of the respondents in Mogaung, Myitkyina,
and Ngape townships drank water strained with cloth or fabric. All households in Wetlet
Township only drank water from a plastic mineral water filter. Unfortunately, 37% of
households from Mansi township reported not using any water treatment which can result in
waterborne related illnesses such as diarrhea and dysentery. For young children, when not
treated on time, it can lead to malnutrition and even death.

3 The assumption here is that the company used purification process to treat the water.
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Figure 8. Types of water treatment used among the townships.

For those households in 10 townships that used water filters, the enumerators rated the
cleanliness of the water filters during the survey by using a three-point Likert scale: very
good, good and poor. In the majority of the townships (70%), the cleanliness of the water
filter was reported as “good”.

3.4 Using toilets

In terms of toilet facilities, all the respondents said that they own their toilet and do not share
it with other households. When enumerators physically assessed the types of facilities the
households used, they found that many respondents used to pour flush toilets into a pit
latrine (Figure 9). In Shwebo township, one household used a bucket toilet which they used
temporarily since the old toilet was not functional.

100%
90%
80%
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%

0%

; N
’b S ¢
N ((* . Qo \’b & O
L Q@
S
M Bucket toilet B Flush to piped sewer system
Open pit latrine H Pit latrine with slab

W Pour flush toilet to pit latrine B Pour flush toilet with septic tank

Figure 9. Types of toilets used.
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As shown in Figure 10, the enumerators rated the cleanliness of the toilet facility as “good”
for 50% of the surveyed townships and a few households in Ngape, Pindaya, Salin,
Taunggyi, and Wetlet townships were rated as “very good”. However, there were also
households in 7 townships that were rated as “poor.”

100% - - -
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80%
70%
60%
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20%
10%
0%
Q,b@o (\\0\) brz?\{b @0%\ ,b&‘q @fo‘gj‘f ‘A\“’b \\6\‘\{\ 4&‘9 Q®Q® %@& g(ﬁ(b\,boé (\@\\o %rz§\° \@’0 Qq®\ Q@A $é§é\
T E®  ° @‘ =& < ,bo(\q QS S o 23 «fb°$,5\<9
N

Good = Poor mVery good

Figure 10. Cleanliness of the toilets.

Except for dry toilets specifically designed to recycle human excrement, the availability of
water in toilets to flush out feces is critical in maintaining cleanliness and preventing users
from contracting bacteria that can cause disease. As shown in Figure 11, the enumerators
indicated that all the respondents in Bhamo, Madaya, Mansi, Mogaung, Momauk, Myitkyina,
Nansang, and Nyaungshwe townships had either stored water or a tap inside the toilet
facility to use for flushing. Noteworthy, Ngape township had the highest percentage of
households with no water or tap inside the facility at the time of the survey.
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Figure 11. Availability of water inside the toilet facility for flushing.
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In addition, every household had a toilet door for privacy and to prevent animals from entering
the toilet. Of the households that used pit latrines, all households in Ngape, Pinlaung, and
Wetlet townships had covers while households from 6 of 11 townships did not have a cover
which means that flies and other insects can enter the latrine (Figure 12).

100%
80%
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40%
20%
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Figure 12. Households using a pit latrine with a cover.

At the time of the survey, all households in 13 of the 19 surveyed townships had
handwashing stations with water and soap in the toilet or outside of the toilet facility (Figure
13). However, Pinlaung had the least households with handwashing stations with soap and

water (50%).
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Figure 13. Handwashing stations with soap and water in the toilet facility.
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Summary of Findings

The survey covered 19 of 21 townships in central and upper Myanmar: Khin-U, Shwe Bo,
Wetlet (Sagaing Region), Madaya (Mandalay Region), Myothit, Ngape, Pwintbyu, and Salin
(Magway Region), Bhamo, Mansi, Mogaung, Momauk, Myitkyina and Waingmaw (Kachin
State) and Nansang, Nyaungshwe, Pinlaung, Pindaya and Taunggyi (Southern Shan State).
The conflict in the two townships made it impossible for the team to collect the data at the
household level.

The data collection period came at a time when there were conflicts and limited internet
connection in a few areas, but despite those challenges, the team was able to complete the
survey by having close coordination with the WorldFish field coordinators, implementing
partner staff and aquaculture promoters who guided the enumerators in going to the
respondents’ houses.

Below are the key findings of the survey that will be used in informing WASH activities and
developing communication materials in the coming year.

Handwashing stations

In all of the 19 townships, either soap or detergent is available and within reach at every
household’s handwashing station, and the number of households using soap and water at
their handwashing station is nearly 94%.

All households in Nansang and Wetlet townships used fixed stations for handwashing while
all households in Bhamo, Mansi, and Momauk used mobile handwashing stations.
Approximately 26% of the fixed stations are inside the house dwellings.

Every household in Mogaung, Myitkyina, Nansang, and Nyaungshwe townships used
running water for handwashing which can be assumed that they did not have water issues in
the area.

Filtered water for drinking

For drinking water, five kinds of water treatment were used in surveyed townships: boiling,
ceramic or clay water filter, plastic mineral water filter, purified drinking water from a
company, and straining using cloth or fabric.

All the households in Mogaung, Myitkyina and Ngape used either a cloth for straining the
water before drinking, and all of the households in Wetlet township used plastic mineral
water filters.

In terms of the cleanliness of the water filters, 100% of households in Khin-U, Myothit,
Nansang, Pindaya, Pwintbyu, Shwebo, and Wetlet townships received a good rating.

Toilets
Every household in 19 townships used its toilet, and all of the toilets had doors to ensure
privacy and to prevent animals from entering the facility.

USAID Feed the Future Fish for Livelihoods Project
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Pour flush toilets to pit latrines were the most popular toilet facility across all 19 townships. In
addition, a few households also used a pour-flush toilet with a septic tank and one
household in Shwebo used a toilet bucket temporarily.

Of the Townships that used pit latrines, all households in Ngape, Pinlaung and Wetlet
townships had cover preventing flies and other animals from entering the latrine.

In terms of toilet cleanliness, the enumerators rated “good” to all surveyed households in
Bhamo, Khin-U, Madaya, Mogaung, Momauk, Myitkyina, Myothit, Nansang, Shwebo, and
Nyaungshwe townships.

In addition, all the households in 8 of 19 townships surveyed had handwashing stations with
soap and water in the toilet facility, while Ngape had the lowest number of households with
water available inside the toilet during the survey due to water shortages in the area.

It is important to know how effective cloth water filtering systems are at removing pathogens
present in water collected from surface water supplies or groundwater from shallow tube
wells close to septic tank facilities.

As the use of human waste ‘nightsoil’ as a fertilizer can help improve soil health it can be a
useful means of organic matter recycling. However, the practice can spread a range of
human diseases during the handling process or consumption of contaminated vegetables.
The extent to which the practice is used would make an interesting addition to the WASH
survey.

5. Annex
Annex 1. Photos
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Photo 1 SSA household in Taunggyi Photo 2. Water used for general purposes in Myothit Township

Photo 3. Water used for general purposes in Salin Township Photo 4. Toilet in an SSA household in Pindaya

Photo 5. Plastic Toilet bowl in an SSA household in Myothit Township Photo 6. Toilet in an SSA household in Taunggyi.
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Annex 2. WASH survey questionnaire

"Hello, I am . I am currently conducting a WASH survey for WorldFish.

| would like to ask you a few questions regarding with the survey. The purpose of the survey
is to observe water, sanitation and hygiene practices. Your cooperation would be beneficial
for promoting WASH practices in your community."

bl ogﬁeoog/ cgﬁes\lﬁoeémeom @ogd]oougu ogﬁeooo/ ogﬁeo%

WorldFish 32032005:m cqa&ol 0003056e05aceq: 0 Eansatieqsé 005200560m
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"Would you like to participate in this interview?”
C (0] C ocC
(eezac?zemzeoo eezmq@mz/eez&?gemzeoo e@eoz&cemz?)
(@] (@] Lo (] (] L

1. Yes (e@eos%édloocﬁ)

2. No (ee@eog%é&) (If no, find another household.) (ee@eog%&ﬂm 39@93 B6 0336 or%

e@’)&:eoscﬂn)

. . C C Ny,
Q1. Date of interview (39coooc2||loqm%)).

Q2. Name of enumerator (mqézem(rgoolo? @eé);

Q3. Start time (@mégﬂ%):
Q4. Name of implementing partner (80500532832005:32679)
1. BRAC Myanmar
2. KMSS
3. PACT
4. MFF

Q5. Name of township ([%ﬁog):

c

Q6. Village tract/ward (603):sp3200/ 61 03)

L
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Q7. Village/ward (chlsgp sgeé):

Respondent information
Q1. Farmer ID (GO’)’Jé&E%(ﬂUS)I

Q2. Name (G@&%Oﬁ@‘ﬁ%eé):
Q3. Sex ((Y{I’)S/G)
1. Male (cqu)

2. Female (o)

Q4. Age (39:)005):

1. Soap and water at handwashing station

NO. QUESTIONS AND FILTERS CODING CATEGORIES
Q1 “Can you please show me where members | Fixed facility (sink/tap)
of your household most often wash their 6620006503607
I)!l
hands" C\)OOGSO O\)&?Gc?ﬁp(ﬁ) (=]ep] GJC.’]@

oaé 8:13930305%3 ?_
c o ¢ o oc 1=In dwelling (ec? Saled)
mmeeose@oecgenoa@eﬁpo?@eo&?cemoz/
eozd]mo:ﬂcg 2=In yard/plot . .
(@oc 303C /G@ epleatcrioplet 3)

Mobile object

eglpipgsjqeom m&eao:wéewpﬁ
[} C

eogoﬂ@cz

3=(bucket/jug/kettle)

eqie:/eqeg:mqoz/mcp:a%z

4=No handwashing place in
dwelling/yard/plot

(\)(TSGSOSODéG?GP 6%
5=Permission not given

(@@aceeo al)
6=Other reason (specify)

Q2 1=Permanent

USAID Feed the Future Fish for Livelihoods Project
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Observe if this hand washing station C00563050) G$EPUM 32620
permanent or temporary. Ask if unsure.

C C
c N 90050050022000008?
QOMDGR030) GSEPUID 32620

c ¢ c ¢ o c 2=Temporary
200000000230000003? 3230C20CCD e@acseq c ¢ _© C

1 o [ Ol 3230C0C) G@oczea
° O o o
39008@[0)’)(\7)8? (33@[539@4‘?0?

{ 330{33@[000(\7)3?

C N\ C’]
@&3]6[]39()09000)
Q3 Observe availability of water at the 1=Available and running
handwashing station. 609050905qOlaudH 6U BdeslCie
c N c c o o L 1
COMEIINY CHEPEFD G QYLD € 0§ 8sqje50lonadi
@ 5q325050M - -
Seh) 2=Available but not running
C C \N O C ’]C
GG]_C\)ODC\)ODG]_GOQ 0MEIICIY
o o o L 1
2}
ODOCY{I@G?(S]UI?OII
3=Not available
6quaass
o951
Q4 Observe availability of soap or detergent at | 1=Available
the handwashing station. 0056508 5006 ogLoeu?orS o%ma%e H
C N\ C C C
QOMGI00) 6 0 300 ADVOVVO § © C Cc _00¢C
S [ cgcbegeb qoq | o5g aguSegoSages
@?j?ﬂ%mamo ! 2=Not available
QOGS &)O@’) OSGLDO’S OC"OOCG S
° oo L $0% °
208[3p guSeguS ve§8s
o o q.] L
Q5 Observe if the soap or detergent is within 1=Within reach (mcf)oomémogéz ?)
reach from the handwashing station. : - - -
005650:0) G5eped 305@9009 0305000053%9’3 2=Outside reach (com>oome:z03cs
o
%Q}C\nz @éﬂ@(ﬁaosd]u 0g)

Q6. Was the handwashing station provided by Fish for Livelihoods?

§

o,

o (o) . . . Q o C o O
SHep) Fish for Livelihoods LT [slen 993@03039(\733)

C C
(qczeqoo&zoa

o O C
1. Yes ((a)ceoeoooa&?)

2. No (608:0l)

Drinking water (eanaga"?seel)
QL. “For your drinking water, what type of treatment do you use?"
(em(rss{)zeelzaog(rg eelo% oou%ézmézeog% 33%@3995 @lag&ﬂ:ua\))

. o ¢
1. Chlorine (ooc?e[co)

2. Boiling (@H]“S@&)
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.
3. Purified drinking water from a company (eqoo§ mga3e eqads)
4. Ceramic or clay water filter (§eqoo0s)

5. Plastic mineral water filter

6. Cloth water filter (SoSe cqoo)

7. None (390?3@@1)

8. lodine (39?53%353905@53)

9. Water filter (Gelo)ogq)z 330%:@[@5:)
10. Other (32[gp2)

Please specify. "What other type of water treatment do you use?" (32[gp: (32e00:805665[gdl)

Q2. For those who answered “water filter,” ask if it was provided by Fish for Livelihoods?
(Gelo)og(")z :raofis@looé o G@@')zoasfaooors qéso% Fish for Livelihoods géaucrgm 08:c0:0m0s D
L L L IL (o] L oL L

eea(ﬂn)

o O C
1. Yes (9&)0@0003@)
2. No (e93:0)

Q3. Observe. For those who answered, “water filter,” check the state of the filter.

(eq@ogc‘;)g 320{73@[:)3@( 0 G@@')zoisaogo’s mqésemngul?oﬁ? quogc?seﬁ 336@396(?0% D200
Q4. Does it look clean? Rate the state of cleanliness.
(6Q000: U 20§ 168200003 WEQELEN 396@396 5] 33@0560°@ SOl

61 L° iej] ° ? ° iﬂ °I ? i 1 ° &2,

1. Poor (eoo%ﬂés)
2. Good (w%ﬂéz)

3. Very good (3266220%)

Q5. Does it look like it has been used regularly? ($e&3205:(q0 edlan?)
1. Yes (Q@%aaa?s@lc?qwéu)

2. No (Q@%@:ﬁg@l@eeo’mn)

L
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Q6. Is the filter filled with water? (eqod0: &> eq(gpSesaa:)
1. Yes (Gq@ée‘?wé)
2. No (eq@é eeg?o’])

Toilet
Q1. Observe. Check the type of toilet facility.
(melézem(f)o%oﬁ? P60 el 33@@33&?0%) 33039056]n)

1. Pour flush toilet to pit latrine (oy¢seqeontaddom)

2. Flush to piped sewer system (8305(\%5: @o?g[glooozem eqemoé:fa’ém)

C

3. Open pit latrine (085300&5 Salles Som)

Jo

4. Pit latrine with slab (@égaés(ﬂ (qlézs%éwo)

5. KVIP latrine (00&\13 33@(\? morgeao:oo% Oleom B&am)
6. Bucket toilet (6q0:33600:)

7. Bush/field (@lcl)(c)/og&@&

8. Pour flush with septic tank

9. Other (39@93)

Please specify. "What other type of toilet facility does your household use?"
3’3@’)83’38&)’3 139&({”8390)08 (Ycé 3?08390’.2] G@’S@GO:L;]II

Q2. Observe. Check the state of the toilet facility.
0)’)61636(7)’)(’)60&'%0\'?? 3%(5&73 @ﬁ 3’36@3’36?(7?) 3905806(3]"

Does it look like it is cleaned regularly? Rate the state of cleanliness.
ocC (TO)o C ¢ C°G o C o o C (‘o gﬁ G@ c o C o@ C’]
320000 . (.3(?:? :D:?oﬂc 61 C\?OLL)G]_ODC\JOOI :D:iﬂcoﬁf 32 32 :?O? 396130’36()0 &20 1

1. Poor (ew%ﬂéz)
2. Good (oo%ﬂ&;)

3. Very good (3266220%)

Q3. Does it look like it has been used regularly? (c??ﬁ%sao?z@lie c0loo?)
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o

1. Yes (8339%390?3@[{) GOTODé)

2. No ((’339%393?:@1(3@@0?%)

Q4. Does it have a bucket with either water or a tap inside the facility for flushing?

(3%@&3005@0 669105320005 6qUleom 6qd: Bewod ceOaS6alEs Ooocvy)
1 61 °Q]ﬂ§ o 61 QL" o L G].L ° ﬂ °

° o C o _¢C C O C
1. Yes (eq(ﬂeoo') G602 VYLD eq(gooea']co ﬂoapj)

2. No (Geldlemo Geléz B0 od Gel8orgeé]éz ©
L Lo L L

)

—

Q5. For those who use a pit latrine with a slab, does it have cover?
(@é"a&cﬂ Es3360m o€ :o: & 20Q003)
sCs O’.ZI H 3 95 &ﬂ H

1. Yes (33(‘.’33 % 03&5)

2. No (33(32 e%’](ﬂ)

Q6. Does the toilet facility have a door so that animals cannot enter?
ocC o o 00 ¢ coC ¢
(320000 & ooa']zeﬂoacooz (ooqg)c? eoc&fceﬁ))

1. Yes (or"Ja']zejQ' oaé)
2. No (0d3ls eéﬁcﬂ)

Q7. Does it have a handwashing station with water and soap?
(C\)orgeeosor:) GHEPED Geh§cf: 908@') éfpacoosu)

1. Yes (§ wé)

2. No (eeﬁcﬂ)

Q8. Does the family own the toilet? (336omm 8&)’)303835(\)0&0

o] ocC C C
1. Yes (ewozt?(ec @od]oo&an)

(o] ocC C
2. No (esoozog&)c eu?ood]u)

N

QO. Is it shared with other households? (33@92 8&)’)80?608 $9Je0 oszooocv)z)

1. Yes (ge0 o%sd]ooé)

2. No (gjeo esSL:(S]n)
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Q10. Was the toilet bowl! provided by Fish for Livelihoods?
(3%030805 o Fish for Livelihoods 8ésﬂorgoo (}(?):Go:omcooz)

o O C
1. Yes (Q(L)oeoooa[aj)

2. No (e(:)(césd])

For enumerator: Please say, “This is the end of the survey. Thank you for taking time to
participate in this survey."

¢ [2] ’] [} Q ocC N C ’]C "] C(e N C
Gezg‘?zecozeogeoo? Gq 23g)80 Il 3??('.\? 396”:?60200)390800 (IngO C:0I0C|Q: & 860800)390800

G °@°OO&3]OOO5II
O?.I° i’

End time: @a?sﬂ(%
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