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Executive Summary

Sector Developments

In 2008, the focus in the water, sanitation andéryg (WASH) sector was clearly on sanitation
and hygiene. The goal of the International YeaBaitation (IYS) to raise awareness amongst
decision makers and the public was achieved irouarways, both at the global level and within
countries around the world. The commemoration effifst annual Global Handwashing Day
(GHD) in 2008 helped to ensure that handwashing seiap was part of the dialogue.

It is still too early to judge the long-term impaxdtlYS on progress in the field, but already there
are indications that progress is being made. UNIC&ntry offices report increased resource
allocations for sanitation, improved policy andi&ation, new collaborative mechanisms, and a
higher priority for sanitation within national plaing instruments. This and other progress
notwithstanding, the challenges remain dauntingthacconsequences of failure as serious as
ever.

New figures on official development assistance wwithe sector are a cause for optimism. Over
the 2001-2007 period bilateral donations incredsedn average annual rate of 19 per cent and
multilateral donations by 11 per cent annually. ldeer, the new figures also reveal continuing
structural inequities in sector financing pattetess than a quarter of funds are allocated for
basic water and sanitation, and a disproportioaateunt of financing is channelled to a
relatively small number of countries. New infornoation corruption in the sector released in
2008 also gives pause.

Coverage figures released by the WHO/UNICEF Joianhitbring Programme for Water Supply
and Sanitation (JMP) show that while much remainiset done, there has been substantial
progress: the number of people without access tenirias dropped below a billion for the first
time ever, hundreds of millions of people have gdiaccess to improved sanitation facilities,
and the number of people practicing open defecasiamdecline. There was significant progress
in the fight against guinea worm in 2008 and themew optimism that the disease can be
eradicated. On a less positive note, new UNICER datWASH in schools shows much more
effort is needed to achieve the goal of safe andfw water and sanitation facilities for girls and
boys in all primary schools around the world.

The UNICEF WASH Programme

The UNICEF WASH programme again expanded in 20908 per cent in terms of expenditure
(to US$ 311 million), and by 7 per cent in termstaffing (375 professional staff). For the first
time in its history, UNICEF supported WASH actiesiin over 100 countries (101). However,

many countries designated as high priority by UNFCGHie to low WASH coverage, poor rates
of progress and high child mortality rates contitmée under-funded.

The programme continues to be strongly field-baS8dper cent of expenditure and 92 per cent
of professional staff postings are at the courdgwel. At the same time, the emphasis (and
proportion of expenditure) on “upstream” programgig increasing as UNICEF expands its
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role in the areas of evidence-based advocacy,ypdéeelopment, and building human and
institutional capacity amongst government and cwttiety partners.

UNICEF and its partners made considerable prognetbe sector in 2008.

UNICEF played a central role in the success of in8 GHD to raise awareness on sanitation
and hygiene, and in the continuing campaign taarite decision makers’ programme
prioritization and funding decisions. In the seciera whole, UNICEF continued to help build
enabling environments, including the developmenitngfroved policy and planning instruments
and working with partners to leverage new resoufce8/ASH.

Efforts in this area included the expansion of@menmunity Approaches to Total Sanitation
(CATS) model — especially in Africa — where there ancouraging signs that the approach will
accelerate progress.

UNICEF is also playing an important role with i@rmers in the development of new, more
effective collaborative mechanisms in the sectothat the country level and globally through
work on a new Global Framework for Action for WASiat will bring together major sectoral
financing and implementation stakeholders.

In support of advocacy and programme design, UNIG&PBed to further build and solidify the
evidence base for WASH, notably in the area oftation and hygiene. These efforts included
the publication of new coverage figures for wated aanitation through the JMP and moves to
develop a new broader partnership for improved,encomprehensive sector monitoring.

UNICEF is playing a key role in the piloting andprotion of lower cost water supply
technologies and methodologies such as low caéihdrand self supply, and in the promotion
of household water treatment as a key interveritbaeduce diarrhoea rates.

The ability of sector agencies to prepare for aspond to humanitarian emergencies was again
enhanced in 2008 by building capacity and develppuwilaborative frameworks through the
UNICEF-led IASC WASH Cluster. In fulfilment of itSore Commitments for Children (CCCs)
UNICEF directly responded with WASH interventioms40 declared emergencies and
numerous smaller crises in 2008.

A total of 13 million people benefited from UNICEkrect support for improved sanitation
facilities (8.4 million through development prognaras and 4.6 million in emergencies) and 24
million for water supply (8.1 million through dewgiment programmes and 15.9 million in
emergencies). In every case, this represents agaise over 2007 figures, with the most notable
increases in the area of sanitation and WASH-ireglsh Many more people, numbering in the
tens of millions, were reached through handwaspmognotion campaigns and in water quality
interventions, including through the distributiolvaater treatment chemicals in emergencies.

There are many challenges remaining for UNICEFalhdther stakeholders working to
improve WASH for children and their families, stag with the need to accelerate and scale up
programmes explicitly designed to meet the MDGetagj halving the proportion of people
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without sustainable access to safe drinking watdrasic sanitation. In 2009, UNICEF will
focus on a specific set of challenges, includirgribed to build on the gains made through IYS,
the further expansion of the CATS model, a scalipgpf WASH-in-schools programmes, a

review of the UNICEF role in water supply, buildimghouse capacity and further developing
collaborative programming frameworks.
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1 Sector Analysis

1.1 A Focus on Sanitation and Hygiene

Sanitation and hygiene were the clear focus ok#ator in 2008, highlighted on the world stage
through the celebration of the first annual Gladahdwashing Day (GHD) and through the
many other events and initiatives related to thertrational Year of Sanitation (1YS).

The key goal of IYS (and GHD) was to raise awarsresspecially amongst decision makers —
of the vital importance to public health of sandatand of handwashing with soap. This was
achieved in various ways, both at the global lewvel within countries around the world. An
unprecedented range of leaders became involvedSrahd GHD campaigns and participated in
the high-level global and regional events linkedM8. The fact that sanitation and hygiene was
put firmly on the policy agenda, and that suchrayeaof prominent persons — from local
traditional leaders, to popular celebrities, tafine ministers, to heads of state — were talking
openly about the threat of human excreta, is a nagjbievement in and of itself.

More important, of course, is where this effortdeaPutting sanitation and hygiene on the
agenda is only the first step. The next step isgiie heightened profile of sanitation and
hygiene to achieve real political buy-in, to matgliresources and ultimately to accelerate
progress towards achieving the MDG sanitation taagd reducing hygiene- and sanitation-
related child mortality.

It is still too early to judge the long-term impaxdtlYS, but already there are some indications
that progress is being made.

UNICEF country offices are reporting a number ad@fic outcomes resulting directly from
national IYS and GHD campaigns. Many examples #eel,csuch as in Nepal, where the
national government budget allocation for sanitati@s raised by 20 per cent; in Indonesia,
where new policies and national regulations wessed; in Bolivia with the signing of a new
collaboration agreement for sanitation promotiotwleen the ministries of Water, Education and
Health; in China, where a commitment has been rnadgegrate sanitation into a new rural
development policy; in Sierra Leone, with the ebshinent of a new consortium to ensure a
harmonized approach for behavioural change promgirogrammes in the country; and in
Malawi, where IYS prompted the fast-tracking of tleav sanitation policy and its passage in the
national legislature.

Governments, UNICEF and other sectoral stakeholtersising 2009 to consolidate gains,
working towards ensuring that enthusiasm for amstbility of sanitation and hygiene translate
into substantial and sustainable progress on thengr. One way this is being done is through a
renewed focus on refining and taking to scale nediiective ways to promote sanitation and
handwashing with soap. A key example for sanitaisaihe accelerating expansion of the total
sanitation model from its origins in South Asieotber parts of Asia, to the Americas and —
especially — to Africa. For hygiene a key trenthis use of more evidence-based approaches for
the promotion of handwashing with soap, with morgematic partnering arrangements with the
private sector. These signs of progress are diedussdetail later in this report.
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Progress notwithstanding, the challenges remaintday The WHO/UNICEF Joint Monitoring
Programme for Water Supply and Sanitation (JMPYrpublished in 2008 shows that the
number of people without an improved sanitatiorilitgc- 2.5 billion — is still unacceptably

high. The consequences continue to be felt arcuadeveloping world: still 1.5 million

children die of diarrhoea every year, hundreds ifans of women and girls confront the
indignity and danger of open defecation every dayplera outbreaks kill tens of thousands
(6,000 in 2006, nine out of 10 in Africa), and commity environments are further degraded.
And as new studies in 2008 showed, the economis eos huge: a four-country study in East
Asiazby the World Bank calculated GDP losses dygotr sanitation of between 1.4 and 7.2 per
cent:

Figure 1: Global progress on meeting the MDG sal'matargef’

In one of the many sectoral forums that focusedamitation (and hygiene) in 2008, participants
in the 2008 Stockholm World Water Week noted tlwdrsanitation is a “deplorable, lingering
crisis” and that at current progress rates the 20D% sanitation target will be missed by 700
million people. The subsequent call to action fritws and other meetings in 2008 highlights the
scale of the challenge still ahead.

! Progress on Drinking Water and Sanitation: Speéiatus on Sanitatianloint Monitoring Programme for Water
Supply and Sanitation, 2008. http://www.wssinfo/erg40_MDG2008.html

2 Economic Impacts of Sanitation in Southeast Asifouk-country study conducted in Cambodia, Indometsie
Philippines and VietnanWorld Bank Water and Sanitation Programme, 2008.
http://www.wsp.org/UserFiles/file/Sanitation_ImpaSiynthesis_2.pdf

3 JMP 2008 report (2006 data set).
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1.2 Other Sector Issues

Sector Financing

New figures on Official Development Assistance (OD& water supply and sanitation from
the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Dmraent (OECD) showed that financing
for the sector is increasing substantially. A tataUS$ 6.2 billion was donated by bilateral and
multilateral donors in the 2006/2007 biennium, deuhe 2002-2003 figure (in adjusted
dollars). Over the 2001 - 2007 period bilateral @mns increased by an average annual rate of
19 per cent and multilateral donations by 11 pet.CEhere are also indications that the priority
of the sector within the aid community is incregsitine proportion of aid allocated to water and
sanitation by OECD countries rose from 5 per cémtlaid in 2002/2003 to 7 per cent in
2006/2007.

HOV\t/.eV?r' thf netw fllg_ures zi[l_so Tevea't Figure 2: Breakdown of ODA by sub-sector,
continuing structural inequities in sector 2006/2007 commitmenits

financing patterns. More than half of
committed funding from the 2006/2007 period
was allocated to large infrastructure
programmes, while less than a quarter was for
programmes classified as “basic drinking
water supply and sanitation” (see Figure 2). In
addition, middle income countries and
countries with medium coverage levels are
still receiving far more sectoral aid per capita
than are poor countries with low coverage
levels. Finally, the figures show that a
disproportionate amount of financing is
channelled to a relatively small number of
countries: 51 per cent of the 2006/2007
commitments were being disbursed to the top
ten recipient countries.

Sector financing was on the agenda of the UnitetibN& MDG High-Level Event held in
September 2008. It included a call for increasddnal and international investment in the
sector and more effective assistance strategiéditgion the Paris Declaration on Aid
Effectiveness.

The High-Level Event also identified the need farrhonization and coordination of existing
mechanisms for sector monitoring and evaluations Tked was partially addressed in 2008
through the new UN-Water Global Annual Assessmé®amitation and Drinking-Water
(GLAAS) mechanism, which is designed to complend&hP coverage data with additional
information on institutional capacity, policy framerks, human resources capacity, and the
flows of sector funds (see Section 8 for more imfation on sector monitoring).

* CRS Aid activities in support of water supply aadigtion, 2001-20060ECD/WWC, 2008 (with updated figures
for 2007).
® OECD, 2008.
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Corruption

The problem of corruption in the water sector wigihlighted in 2008 with the publication of
Global Corruption Report 2008: Corruption in the WaSectorby Transparency Internatiorfal.

The report cites a growing body of evidence tcsitlate the significance of corruption in the
sector, estimating it inflates the overall costdohieving the MDG target for water in

developing countries by 30 per cent — a total ofartban US $48 billion — and blaming a lack of
transparency and poor accountability between coessirservice providers and regulators as the
underlying cause.

The publication of the report and the gatheringtber evidence has prompted more action
within the sector to combat corruption, includiagthe global level, the expansion of the Water
Integrity Network (WIN) a grouping of internationatganizations, civil society organizations,
government bodies and private companies. Thelgasigcreasing anti-corruption activity of
various types at country level, and within stakelolorganizations.

WASH in Schools Figure 3: Percentage of primary schools with

o ) ] . adequate water and sanitation facilities in
The majority of schools in developing countries yncer priority countries, 2008

still do not have adequate water, sanitation and
washing facilities and many schools have none &+
all. This threatens the health of children and
contributes to low school attendance,
performance and completion rates, especially fo
girls.

100%

80% 1 - - - n=33 countries (water)
n=25 (sanitation)

60% -
While WASH in schools is not an MDG target,
many sectoral stakeholders recognize the
importance of the issue, and have prioritized

0% +4 -

Percentage of schools with
adequate facilities, average

programmes to address it. UNICEF has 20% | | 46%

specifically committed itself to the goal of water

and sanitation facilities in all primary schools by 0% |

2015. Water Sanitation
facilities facilities

New data collected by UNICEF in countries in
which it works shows that there is still a long
way to go to achieve this goal. In the 60 countdddCEF has identified as priority for WASH
interventions (see list in Annex) fewer than hdlpamary schools have adequate water facilities
and just 37 per cent have adequate sanitationtfegi(see Figure 3). In reality, the situation is

® Global Corruption Report 2008: Corruption in the WaSector Transparency International.
http://www.transparency.org/publications/gcr/dovadogcr

" Data are from UNICEF Country Offices through th& 8 baseline and progress monitoring system: 38ifyri
countries responded for the water indicator antb2%he sanitation indicator.

UNICEF WASH Annual Report 2008 4



likely even worse: these figures are primarily lothga government standards, which are often
outdated. For example, standards in many courdoesot take into account the need for
handwashing facilities near toilets, for privateetofacilities for girls, or for the need for lowe
student-to-toilet ratios for girf%.

Substantial progress is being made by UNICEF angattners in addressing the WASH-in-
schools challenge (see Section 3.4), but it is elsar from these new figures that much more
needs to be done to step up progress.

Guinea Worm Eradication

The number of cases of dracunculiasis (guinea wéethio 4,615 cases in 2008, a 52 per cent
reduction from 2007 and the lowest number evers Tritludes reductions in four of the
remaining six endemic countries (Sudan, Ghana,,#tiopia, Niger and Nigeria — see Figure
4). This global caseload reduction is indicativehaf significant ongoing efforts of the Carter
Center, UNICEF and other organizations workingjgim the eradication effort.

Figure 4: Guinea Worm Case Reductions 2007 to %008

Due to unprecedented access to programme areasiine®n Sudan where the most cases
remain, and a continuing solid funding base fordherall eradication effort, there is renewed
hope that the targets of stopping all transmisgid@2009 and achieving zero indigenous cases in
2010 will be met. If guinea worm is eradicatedyiil be only the second disease ever eradicated
(after smallpox). However, much remains to be dorgchieve this, and 2009 will be a
watershed year in determining success.

8 The UNICEF data are actually disaggregated byf@esanitation facilities but the data shows thmaterage levels
for boys and girls is virtually identical. This tésis much more likely to be due to inadequate-dmaggregated
standards than it is an indication that girls’ reeate being met (the graph purposely does notdediue
disaggregated data to avoid giving the impresdian girls’ and boys’ coverage levels are the same).

°® From “Guinea Worm Wrap-Up #188,” March 2009, Terter Center and the Centers for Disease Cosibl
Prevention (provisional figures).
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2 UNICEF WASH Programme Overview

2.1 Programme Scope and Structure

The UNICEF WASH programme again expanded in 2008tlke first time in its history,
UNICEF carried out WASH activities in over 100 ctrigs (101), almost two thirds of the 155
countries in which UNICEF supports programmes foldcen.

Expenditure also expanded in 2008, for the firsetiexceeding a total of over US$ 300 million
(US$ 311 million) an increase of 9 per cent oved20rhe number of professional WASH staff
members increased by a similar proportion (7 pet)de a total of 375 in December 2008.

The UNICEF WASH programme continues to be strofiighg-based: 98 per cent of
expenditure and 92 per cent of professional stadtipgs are at the country level.

Most programme expenditure (90 per cent) continod® focused on the 60 priority countries.
However, engagement in WASH in other countriedse anportant — often representing a
catalytic activity within an integrated programnae €hildren, or a critical emergency
intervention in fulfilment of UNICEF’s core commitnts for children (CCCs).

About 42 per cent of expenditure was for emerggmogrammes in 2008, representing a
continuing fall in the proportion of UNICEF WASHTids spent on humanitarian response and
early recovery since the years following the 20G4aA Tsunami. However, it is unlikely that the
proportion of funds spent on emergency programmkbgantinue to fall to the levels of the
1990s (on average 25 per cent) given

UNICEF’s more prominent role in Figure 5: Programme balance by expenditure, 2008
emergency WASH and the likelihood that
emergencies will continue to increase in

number and severity due in part to climate Eif,’;f]zy
change. management, Hygiene
advocacy 13%
In accordance with the 2006 UNICEF 22%
WASH Strategy Papéf,UNICEF is Environment
: oviviel
working towards a balanced programme inttiatives Sanitation

enerally, and an increase in focus on \Water
g y’ resources

hygiene and sanitation specifically. It iS also  management
working towards increasing its role in the 3%
area of upstream programming. Expenditure

patterns are beginning to reflect these

changes. Expenditure classified as "capacit' Water supply

building, management, advocacy" increasec 38%

from 16 per cent of the total expenditure in

2007 to 22 per cent in 2008 (see Figure 5),

indicating an increase in activities related to@xzhcy, sector development and building enabling

19%

Water quality
5%

19 United Nations Economic and Social Council (2008)ICEF water, sanitation and hygiene strategiesZ006-
2015 United Nations Economic and Social Council: Newrk/(E/ICEF/2006/6).
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environments. Expenditure on hygiene and sanitatiso increased in 2008 to a total of just
under a third of the overall programme, and to dd.gent of the direct expenditure on primarily
field-based programmes (from 37 per cent in 2367).

2.2 Programme Highlights

Key Results

UNICEF helped to push forward the WASH agenda wesd key ways in 2008. As described
below — and in detail later in the report — impottauccesses were registered in the areas of
sanitation and hygiene promotion, developing emgfirogramming environments, building
new partnership frameworks, and moving ahead witlovative approaches. UNICEF direct
interventions helped millions of poor and marginadl people gain access to safe water and
sanitation facilities in countries around the world

UNICEF played a central role in using 1YS and GHistccessfullyaise awareness on
sanitation and hygieneamongst decision makers and the public, at glabglpnal, national
and sub-national levels. This heightened profils wsed in various ways to influence
programme prioritization and funding decisions witgovernments and financing institutions
(see Sections 1.1 and 3.2).

In recognition of the need to create the conditimnachieve the MDG targets, UNICEF
continued tdouild enabling environmentswithin the sector, including the development of
improved policy and planning instruments and wogkin

with partners to leverage new resources for WASS1. A Figure 6: 2008 WHO/UNICEF JMP
part of this effort, UNICEF accelerated effortetthance  report

capacity both of its own staff cadre as well as the

institutional capacity of key partners at natioleaiel.

UNICEF is playing a central role in the developmeia
newGlobal Framework for Action (GF4A) for WASH
that will bring together major sectoral financingda
implementation stakeholders to collaboratively sarpp
high-quality national plans to scale up progresgatas
MDG targets and beyond (see Section 9).

Work also continued to improve the effectiveness of
existing partnership frameworks with governmeritges
UN agencies and other partners.

In support of advocacy and programme design, UNICEF
helped to further build and solidify tlevidence base for
WASH, notably in the area of sanitation and hygiene (se
Section 2.2). These efforts included the publicatbnew

™ Expenditure on activities other than capacitydinij, management and advocacy.
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coverage figures for WASH through the JMP and mawatevelop a new broader partnership
for improved, more comprehensigector monitoring (see Section 8).

The ability of sector agencies to prepare for agpond tdhumanitarian emergencieswas
again enhanced in 2008 by building capacity anctlidging collaboration frameworks through
the UNICEF-led IASC WASH Cluster. In fulfilment a6 Core Commitments for Children
(CCCs) UNICEF directly responded with WASH intertiens in 40 declared emergencies and
numerous smaller emergencies in 2008 (see Section 4

UNICEF played a catalytic role in the expansioth&fCommunity Approaches to Total
Sanitation (CATS) model, especially in Africa where there aneouraging, albeit early, signs
that the approach is helping to accelerate progsessSection 3.2).

A total of 13 million people benefited from UNICEkrect support for improved sanitation
facilities, 8.4 million through development programmes armdmillion in emergencies. Many
more people, numbering in the tens of millions,em&ached through a range of handwashing
with soap promotional activities (see Sectionsaha 4).

UNICEEF is playing a key role in the piloting andprotion oflower cost water supply
technologies and methodologiesuch as low cost drilling and self supply, andha promotion

of household water treatment as a key interventbaeduce diarrhoea rates. In countries around
the world a total of 24 million people gained acscesnew or rehabilitatedrinking water
sourcesthrough UNICEF-supported programming, 8.1 milltarough regular development
programmes and 15.9 million in emergencies. Manyemere reached in water quality
interventions, especially through the distributadrwater treatment chemicals in emergencies
(see Sections 3.3 and 4).

Finally, UNICEF continued to be very active in #r@a oMWWASH-in-schools both through
contributions towards building the evidence bastarnlding capacity, and by providing direct
support to school programmes, resulting in the ttaoson of water and sanitation facilities in
20,489 schools serving 4.2 million students, amdugh support to hygiene education (see
Section 3.4).

Building the Evidence Base for WASH

UNICEF influence on national policy and planninggesses stems from the position of trust
enjoyed with government sectoral partners, whidh tsirn due to three key factors: UNICEF’s
continuing work at the field level, its long-standisupport to governments’ national WASH
programmes, and increasingly, an emphasis on hgilithe evidence base for WASH to inform
priority setting and programme design.

All major UNICEF-supported WASH programmes at coyiiével support surveys, studies,
pilots and research to help build the evidence baseuntries. Examples are many: reviews of
emergency WASH cluster performance in Bangladestta® Dominican Republic, a major
study of the sustainability of India’s nationalgbsanitation programme, a study on the
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accessibility of WASH facilities for disabled chith in Viet Nam, and a study on the efficacy of

environmental sanitation interventions for cholgravention in Zambia.

A major WASH-in-schools study was completed in 2608 partnership with the IRC

International Water and Sanitation Centre. T

heystadked at both impact and sustainability of

long-running WASH-in-schools projects in Africa (lg) and Asia (India) and found that the

impacts of well-designed and funded WASH-

in-sch@otsggrammes can be substantial, long-

lasting and extend beyond the school and into timeds of the pupils. The key specific findings
were that the interventions did indeed have a pesinpact on handwashing and sanitation
knowledge and practices amongst students and €d¢dan extent — their families; as well as
having a positive impact on absenteeism ratesifts; @specially girls who are beginning to
menstruate. For years such results have been “@ttefisdom” within the sector, but up until

now evidence has been largely anecdotal.

Various studies related to water supply and

water quality were also completed or initiated

in 2008. These include a major four-country

Table 1: Selected UNICEF-supported WASH
global and regional publications, 2008

arsenic mitigation programme evaluation in
East Asia, a multi-country study on viability

Progress on Drinking Water and Sanitation — Special
Focus on SanitationlyHO/UNICEF JMP

of manual-drilling and an African handpump
market survey (see Section 3.4).

Seven regional water and sanitation coverage
“Snapshot” publications (see list in Section 8),
WHO/UNICEF and UNICEF

Another important exercise in building the
evidence base for WASH in 2008 was

The Last Taboo — Opening the Door on the Global
Sanitation CrisisBlack and Fawcett

ongoing work with the London School of
Hygiene and Tropical Medicine (LSHTM) to

Tackling a global Crisis: International Year of
Sanitation 2008UN Water Sanitation Task Force

gather and synthesize evidence related to th
impact on health of several WASH
interventions, including excreta disposal, th

ePredicting the Global Extent of Arsenic Pollutioh o
Groundwater and its Potential Impact on Human
Health, Ravenscroft

disposal of child faeces specifically,
household water treatment and handwashin

0

WASH for Children: Investing in Water, Sanitatiamda
Hygiene for Children in East Asia and the Pacific,
UNICEF EAPRO

promotion. Results of this research are bein
prepared for presentation to the Child Healtk
Epidemiology Reference Group (CHERB).

2]
I

Water, Sanitation and Hygierf¢/ASH section of
UNICEF website — revised in 2008), UNICEF

In 2008 one study related to this programme

was published? and two more were in press (on household watatrtrent and distance to
drinking water source). Several others will be sh#d in 2009 and 2010.

21mpact and sustainability of WASH in schools st(idybe published in 2009)

13 CHERG, a grouping of eminent scientists hostedMyO and UNICEF, was established in 2001 to provide
external technical guidance and global leadershipeé development and improvement of epidemioldgisamates
for children under five years of age. It is inflti@hin determining the type of resource allocasioa child health,

survival and development programmes worldwide.

¥ Fung IC-H, Cairncross S. 2008. “Ascariasis anddarshing”. Transactions of the Royal Society ofpical
Medicine and Hygiene. DOI: 10.1016/j.trstmh.2008008
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In 2008 several key publications related to eviédnailding were released by UNICEF global
and regional offices and affiliated bodies (seel@dh. Not included in the table are the many
publications produced and published by UNICEF couoffices.

Capacity Building

Capacity building of UNICEF WASH staff and partneras identified as a priority in 2007 to
improve the effectiveness and impact of programnime2008 a number of training exercises
were initiated.

One priority area for capacity building is hygigmemotion. A special set of skills is needed to
design and manage hygiene promotion programmethaés not necessarily available amongst
the existing staff within UNICEF and its partnemsmany countries. Consequently, UNICEF
developed a new training module — “More than ScapWater: Taking Handwashing with Soap
to Scale” — that provides an overview of the

public health benefits of handwashing with  Table 2: Selected UNICEF-supported WASH
soap and outlines new approaches to bringingechnical and capacity building publications, 2008
about behaviour change. Some 100 staff and _
partners were trained using the new modulelikN!CEF Handbook on Water QualityiNICEF
one face-to-face training session and three | Arsenic Primer UNICEF

WebEXx distance learning sessidfis. Introduction to Hygiene Promotion: Tools and
Approaches WASH Cluster Hygiene Promotion Project
Work started on two other WebEX training | Global Handwashing Day: Planner's GuidePublic
modules in 2008, one for household water | Private Partnership on Handwashing with Soap
treatment and safe storage (HWTS) and one wore than Soap and Water: Taking Handwashing with
for mainstreaming environment in Soap to Scalparticipant notes for WebEXx training
programming. programme), UNICEF

Literature Review on Sanitation and Hygiene
UNICEF also carried out a variety of training InterventionsUNICEF (published twice annually)
programmes related to the expansion of the| Notes and News on WASH in Schools: International
CATS model to new countries in Year of SanitationRC and UNICEF

collaboration with global experts and regionalpreventing and Fighting Corruption in

training centres, including a workshop for Water Supply, Sanitation and Hygiene Promotion: Wha
UNICEF and government participants from Can UNICEF Do? UNICEF guidance note to WASH
ten Francophone governments in the West & e

Central Africa region (WCAR). UNICEF also

sponsored study visits for UNICEF and partnersaatsqf the CATS capacity building effort,
including one from Ghana to Ethiopia and Bangladasld another from Pakistan to Nepal.

Coordination and implementation of emergency WAStdnventions is another area identified
as a priority for capacity building within UNICER 2008 the WASH cluster carried out several
capacity building initiatives, and a new “WASH imgrgencies” module was developed for use
in 2009 and beyond (see Section 4.2 for more indbion on emergency capacity building).

15WebEx is an online system for meeting and trainammbining real-time desktop sharing with phone
conferencing.
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At country level capacity building is a key partadf major UNICEF WASH programmes.
Country offices sponsor a wide range of trainingaunities for partners in many facets of
WASH programmes. These involve in-country workshapsirses, study tours and other
mechanisms.

As part of its overall programme of support UNIC&Bo actively engages in broader capacity
building programmes to develop key institutionsaional and sub-national level. Greater
attention is being given to the need to developenstrategic capacity building plans of action
that target critical areas of weakness within matldVASH programmes. At the same time, it is
increasingly recognized that sectoral capacityding should be planned, funded and managed
in partnership with other support agencies to redluplication of effort and increase
effectiveness: new initiatives in Ethiopia and Nigere following this path.

As part of national capacity building efforts, UNEE encourages the local sourcing of essential
WASH supplies and services to reduce dependennigsmorts, and to improve effectiveness
and sustainability. For example, in certain casksrey quality can be assured, UNICEF procures
equipment such as plastic pipes and handpumpdydoaupport the manufacturing base
(UNICEF is undertaking a handpump market studyfincA to support this — see Section 3.3).
Another example is the use of local drilling contaas as an alternative to using expensive and
complex drilling equipment. These type of initiasvare also undertaken at the sub-national
level, notably through no-subsidy sanitation prammprogrammes in which communities are
encouraged and supported in the use of locallyia@sai materials.

UNICEF continues to use its extensive netwotk Assumptions and Notes for

of offices and its large staff cadre as a resourg¢e Beneficiary Figures

to promote learning within the organization, - Service standards (e.g., number of people pef
through a variety of mechanisms. The most water point) vary significantly from place to
prominent example of this is the India place.

International Learning Exchange (ILE) for - The level of UNICEF contribution to systems
WASH, a collaborative effort of the India also varies significantly from country to

country, from project to project and even from

Country Office, UNICEF headquarters and the year to year.

Government of India. The ILE, which offers
comprehensive package study tours of variou
aspects of the WASH sector (such as water . There is no distinction made between
guality, total sanitation and school WASH), has rehabilitated and newly constructed water
hosted 169 participants from more than 30 supply facilities in these tables. Beneficiaries

countries since its launch in 2006. from rehabilitated systems are counted becaupe
they represent people who — at least for some|
period of time — have not had access to

2.3 Beneficiaries improved water supplies, but now do.

School water points often serve the host
community as well as the school.

U7

. , o . - Some emergency water and sanitation systenjs
As noted in last year’s report, it is not possiblg are temporary.

to assess the progress or impact of thg UNICEF The distinction between emergency and
global WASH programme of support simply b “development” WASH facilities is inexact.
counting beneficiaries. UNICEF WASH Although listed separately in the tables, in
country programmes go far beyond constructing reality there is some overlap between the
water and sanitation facilities for people. Ever
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the emergency component of the programme putsfisigni emphasis on interventions such as
capacity building and preparedness planning, intimedto building and rehabilitating WASH
facilities. The number of people indirectly benefit from UNICEF's overall programme of
support is much larger than the number of direoefieiaries that appear in the tables below.
Examples of indirect beneficiaries include peoplowltimately benefit from national policy
development and capacity building support, peogdeihed by handwashing promotion efforts,
by technology development efforts, by the distridniof water treatment chemicals, and through
water quality surveillance programmes. Sanitatiendficiaries are generally under-represented
in the tables, in part because new demand-led appes to sanitation rely on households
building their own latrines in response to educgatod mobilization, without direct
interventions from UNICEF.

It is also important to note that there is no wagetermining exactly the number of direct
beneficiaries in a programme as varied and comgdethe UNICEF WASH programme.
Thus the figures below are estimates, and are lasadchumber of assumptions and criteria,
summarized in the box, above.

Finally, it should also be noted that this is ottlg second year in which UNICEF has counted
direct beneficiaries globally. Because of thisyéhwas a greater response from country offices
for this report, and some of the increases in beiagies from 2007 to 2008 are due to this
factor.

These caveats not withstanding, there is much nmeestimating the total number children and
their families that have benefited directly frone fhrogramme. It represents another way to
measure the scale of the programme (in additi@xpenditure levels, number of countries
where the programme is active, etc.). It helpssseas to what extent UNICEF is active in
priority vs. non-priority countries, and it is ahet way of judging the relative sizes of the
emergency and the development components of tigggrome.

As detailed in Tables 3 and 4, a total of 13 millgeople benefited from UNICEF direct support
for improved sanitation facilities (8.4 million thugh development programmes and 4.6 million
in emergencies) and 24 million for water supplyl @illion through development programmes
and 15.9 million in emergencies). In every casis, fipresents an increase over 2007 figures,
with the most notable increases in the area ota@om and WASH-in-schools.
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Table 3: Estimated direct beneficiaries from UNIG&ilfpported community WASH programmes,

2008
Water Sanitation
(millions of people) Emergency Development Emergency Development
Programmes | Programmes | Programmes | Programmes
Estimated total
beneficiaries 15.9 8.1 4.6 8.4
Estimated under-five
beneficiaries 2.5 1.3 0.8 1.2
Table 4: Estimated direct beneficiaries from UNIC&ifpported
WASH-in-Schools programmes, 2008
Number of schools with  Estimated children benefiting
facilities installed
20,489 4.24 million
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3 Progress in Priority Countries

3.1 Building Enabling Environments

A steadily growing budget notwithstanding, UNICEfmains a small-scale actor in the sector in
terms of the number of water and sanitation faediit directly finances and it thus can never
make an appreciable impact on coverage at globavem country levels. Consequently the
focus of the UNICEF WASH programme is ever increglsi on synergistic interventions with
partners, leveraging the greater resources of gavents and large sector financiers such as the
development banks, and on upstream programmingriergl.

Upstream programming takes many forms, one of wisiémgagement with government
partners and other key stakeholders to facilitageréform of national WASH policy and
planning instruments. The type of reforms promatades from country to country, but

normally includes the promotion of budget decergagiion and transparency; the prioritization
of interventions for poor, marginalized and undersd communities; the encouragement of
gender-positive approaches; a greater focus otasi@ani and hygiene promotion; improved cost-
effectiveness; and measures to mitigate the eftdatsrruption in the sector.

In 2008 new national WASH policies were rigyre 7: Priority countries with national plans
approved and adopted in Ghana, Kenya, incorporating explicit programmes and targets for
Liberia, Madagascar, Malawi, Puntland water and sanitation MDd‘g

(Somalia) and in Sierra Leone, all of which

were in part due to UNICEF advocacy and 60
support. UNICEF engagement in the sector No No No
is also helping to increase the number of 5o | e Partially
priority countries that include explicit Partially| |Partially
programmes and targets for achieving the D 40 | |Partialy| . 1
MDG target on sustainable access to safe | =
drinking water and basic sanitation in 5

. o 30 + - F- -- :
national development plans (from 35 O
countries in 2005 to 46 in 2008 — see . - Fully
Figure 7), including in Liberia, for example, | 2 Fully Fully
where UNICEF helped draft the water and
sanitation chapter of the new national 107 o . |
Poverty Reduction Strategy. 0
A key UNICEF strategy related to resource 2005 2006 2007 2008

leveraging is continuing involvement in
SWAps and similar processes in programme counfFigis. includes the promotion of SWAps in
countries where they do not yet exist, such agiih&ka, Nepal and in Mozambique where —
through UNICEF support — agreement is being reaciea harmonised SWAp framework and
common funding arrangement for the rural water sardtation sub-sector. Elsewhere, UNICEF
continues to be fully engaged in existing SWAp naggbms, including in Kenya, Tanzania and
Uganda.

16 Data are from UNICEF Country Offices through th& 8P baseline and progress monitoring system.
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UNICEF also took some initial steps towards addngsthe issue of corruption in the sector in
2009. Many WASH staff members joined the Waterdntg Network and UNICEF stepped up
engagement with Transparency International. UNI@EB issued a guidance note to all country
offices engaged in WASH on preventing and fightogruption within the sector at national
level.

Other examples of UNICEF engagement in upstreamgranoming to help build enabling
environments for WASH programming are many, soneedescussed in the sections below on
hygiene, sanitation, water and WASH in schools.

3.2 Hygiene and Sanitation Promotion

Hygiene

People everywhere in the world wash their handsrédatively few wash their hands with soap
at key times (after defecation and handling chiisdéaeces, before eating and food preparation
and before caring for children). If handwashinghwabap increased significantly, diarrhoea rates
would fall substantially and the incidence of otbeeases would also be reduced, including
pneumonia, trachoma, scabies and influenza. Coesdéguthe promotion of handwashing with
soap at key times is a cornerstone of UNICEF WA&fjrammes at sub-national, national and
global levels.

Handwashing promotion was given a substantial bioa3®08 with the launch of the first-ever
Global Handwashing Day (GHD), an initiative pronmbtey UNICEF through the Public-Private
Partnership for Handwashing with Soap, which atetudes USAID, the US Centers for
Disease Control and Prevention, the Water and &amitProgram (WSP), the Academy for
Educational Development (AED), Unilever and Pro&&samble.

GHD was celebrated on October”_‘]j_ﬁ a total of Figure 8: Global Handwashing Day logo

82 countries, where some 200 million school

children washed their hands with soap, including

80 million in India who washed their hands

before their mid-day meal. The event was widely

publicised through national media outlets as well

as other means such as SMS messaging, school

events, billboard campaigns and government

outreach networks. Celebrities were engaged as

spokespersons, including the Australian

children’s music group, the Wiggles, the

Angolan singer, Pedrito do Bie, and one of

India’s best known cricketers, Sachin Tendulkar.

In other populous countries large turnouts were

also achieved, including in Bangladesh where o%emillion students from 75,000 primary and
secondary schools participated, in Indonesia wh@r@00 students from 600 schools
participated and Ethiopia where 500,000 schooUbcéil participated in events held across the
country.
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The Global Handwashing Day is helping to stimulateyer-term initiatives such as in Latin
America where UNICEF, WSP, the Swiss developmeahag and PAHO/WHO launched a
regional programme for developing national handwashampaigns. Possibly the most far
reaching spin-off effects from the GHD experiencer@ew partnership possibilities opening up
with the private sector for handwashing promotioméw countries due to the high degree of
participation of soap manufactures and other comsgan the event.

At country level UNICEF used the GHD strategicatiyreinforce existing initiatives, such as in
Malawi were events were organized through the iexjs$OPO national handwashing promotion
campaign.’ and in other countries where the GHD activitiesifeto existing WASH-in-Schools
hygiene education programmes.

In an ongoing effort to mainstream hygiene into GNF’s broader child survival and
development agenda, an increasing number of cooffiogs are prioritizing handwashing with
soap messages into integrated campaigns, sucmastiern Sudan where five key messages
(hand washing, personal hygiene, importance ofmeummunization, mosquito nets and
exclusive breastfeeding) were broadcast in 2008etang 31 million people and in Pakistan
where almost 2 million children were reached withrgegrated package of interventions
including hygiene promotion.

In response to the growing evidence base, handngs¥ith soap is also increasingly prioritized
within UNICEF-supported health and nutrition pragraes. In Nepal, for example, new local
evidencé® showing the importance of handwashing by botmdtiats and mothers on infant and
maternal survival rates has prompted a revisidh®hational neo-natal care package.

Changing behaviour patterns around hygiene pracisca time-consuming process, and it is
often difficult to measure progress directly. Mstidies infer progress by using proxy indicators
like soap availability or knowledge of handwashisgch as a 2008 study of the child health
campaign in Pakistan that indicated a significantease in the percentage of mothers who could
identify key times for handwashing. This year thisralso more direct evidence from one of
UNICEF’s larger programmes that hygiene practicesraproving. A mapping exercise in
Bangladesh covering over 130,000 programme comiegrghowed significant increases in
handwashing after defecation (from 17 per cenOtp& cent) and in caregiver handwashing
after handling child faeces (from 22 per cent t@84cent). This same study, however, showed
how much work still remains: only one per centha tohort washed their hands correctly using
soap or ash.

It is clear that UNICEF and its partners at glodyadl national levels will need to continue to
stress the promotion of handwashing with soap wiWIASH programmes, and within the
broader UNICEF agenda for children. ConsequentlyQH¥ is taking steps to build capacity in
this area both within in its own staff cadre andbagst partners (see Section 2.2 for more
information on capacity building).

”SOPO is an animated character that acts as Maléandwashing with soap “ambassador”.
18 Maternal and birth attendant hand washing and neahmortality in southern NepaRhee Vet al Arch Pediatr
Adolesc Med. 2008 Jul;162(7):603-8.
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The extensive field-level research through the jgrtoChampion” partnership with Unilever

was concluded in 2008. The research yielded vaduatbwledge on strategies and
methodologies for promote handwashing amongst pommunities. The research showed, for
example, that older girls are key change agenteeif are targeted specifically and reached at
critical points in their lives, and that a globabmotional programme design is valid if it is
executed in different ways across different commesi These and other findings are now being
used to inform promotional programmes generally tandevelop a handwashing with soap
promotional programme with the Unilever Lifebuoyapdorand.

Sanitation

Like with hygiene, the importance of sanitation ¢brldren and their families is beyond dispute.
Improved sanitation will help prevent the 1.5 noilichild deaths caused by diarrhoea each year,
and it will reduce mortality rates from malnutriti@and opportunistic infections such as
pneumonia. Sanitation also improves the qualityffefand dignity of women, protects the
environment, and generates economic benefits fmnmanities and nations.

Sanitation is a key part of all UNICEF WASH prograes in priority countries. Interventions
cover a range of activities including advocacytfa prioritization of sanitation within global
and national development agendas, the developni@nbgressive national policy instruments,
and field-level interventions designed to help peamprove the sanitation situation in their
households and communities.

The International Year of Sanitation was an unpteaéed opportunity for raising the profile of
sanitation amongst decision makers and UNICEF fobbladvantage of it. UNICEF coordinated
the UN Water Task Force on Sanitation, which spesated promotional activities at the global
level, provided support at regional and countryeleand developed the core set of advocacy
material (including the “Sanitation is Dignity” eidition, a comprehensive evidence-based
advocacy package and the flagship IYS promotionhlipation®).

In its own capacity, UNICEF used its extensive glgtresence to push forward the sanitation
agenda through IYS-related activities. At regidieakel UNICEF helped to organize two key
regional sanitation conferences linked to IYS imiéd (AfricaSan+5) and South Asia
(SACOSAN llI). Through the JMP, UNICEF also reledspecial regional data compilation
reports for five regions (see Section 8 for defafd$ country level, UNICEF staff used IYS as a
tool in myriad ways to promote the prioritizatiohappropriate sanitation programmes within
national development agendas, including — notatihe-development of new plans, agreement
on new programming strategies, and new commitnfemts governments for increased resource
outlays. In several countries — including Angolgbbuti, Madagascar, Namibia and Sudan —
IYS was the catalyst for strengthening the naticaalitation institutional and policy
environment.

¥ Tackling a Global Crisis: International Year of Sation 2008 www.sanitationyear2008.0rg
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The 1YS initiative was designed to increase

awareness, achieve political buy-in and
accelerate progress towards the sanitation
MDG. Preliminary feedback indicates that
these expectations have been exceeded.
momentum that was created at a global le
is translating into activities and activism at
regional and country levels that should
continue well beyond 2008. The IYS
messages have taken root around the wor
and the products of this past year’s work
serve as structure and facilitation for much
of the dialogue that has now begun.

For UNICEF the second key result of 2008
was a broad agreement within UNICEF on
the programming framework for communit
approaches to Total Sanitation (CATS)
within the organization, and its further

expansion to new country programmes. Diie

to widely varying country conditions and

d

UNICEF’s Non-negotiable Principles for the CATS

'he

Approach (summary)

The aim is to attain total sanitation, i.e. to aviei
open defecation free communities by use of saf
affordable and user-friendly
solutions/technologies. It implies that the objeeti
of any sanitation intervention is the sustainalsie
of sanitation facilities (as opposed to the
construction of infrastructure). Safe disposal of
human excreta includes the management of
children’s faeces.

14

The definition of ‘Communities’ (and particularly
where community leadership and participation afe
emphasized) includes a role for schools, health
centres, traditional leadership structures, women
and girls.

Communities are in charge of the change proce
and use their capacity to attain their envisioned
objective. They play a central role in planning
with special consideration to the needs of
vulnerable groups, women and girls and in resp
of the community calendar.

pCt

o : not to be given straight to households. Commun|ity
total sanitation prerammes,‘ in each countty rewards and incentives are acceptable only where
cannot and should not be dictated from they encourage collective action, total sanitatio
headquarters. However, in a July meeting, and are used to attain sustainable use pf samitafio
consensus was reached on key principles facilities (as opposed to the construction of
and strategies for UNICEF-supported infrastructure).
programmes based on CATS with a focus| 5. Households will not have externally imposed
on building demand for sanitation, standards for choice of sanitation infrastructure.
community leadership, integration of I}i‘;‘lnoa'log!gsb%e;e;;?;Sbgr':‘"éf’r‘]'cir“faznesdfrom

. . . . y avai I u .
hygiene p_romotlotr)l al‘éd enﬁouraglr_lg enftlre External agencies provide guidance as opposed to
communities to abandon the practice o regulation. Where viable, involvement/instigation
open defecation (see non-negotiable of a local market with its local entrepreneurs is
principles box). encouraged.

] o 6. Involves the training of community facilitators and
Capacity building for staff and partners on local artisans.
the new qppro.ach was carried out in . 7. Governments’ role and cross fertilisation of
cooperation W|th_g_|0ba| experts and regional  experience are essential for scaling up.
research and training partners. In the WCAR8 Sanitati . it . ol

. . . Sanitation as an entry point for greater socia
E?F%Egi(zég)r(ﬁrggia%’:;?ggu\;v?égidgg;[gt le change is implicit as a guiding principle.
WaterAid to introduce CATS through ggntzigjtﬁ)ncmg orhygiene components is
regional workshops, fundraising, evidence '
building and documentation. At country
level, UNICEF and partners organized a
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range of CATS capacity building exercises.

Twenty UNICEF country programmes are now activelgaged in CATS; additional countries
have carried out training and planning exercised,@an to introduce pilots in 2009. The
approach is increasingly being adopted by govermsremd its partners in Africa (see Table 5)
including — encouragingly — in Eritrea and Ethiopiaere

sanitation coverage is very low. Table 5: African countries
with UNICEF-supported pilot

Community sanitation approaches have led to unpestted CATS initiatives in 2008

progress in some Asian countries. In BangladestexXample,

government estimates indicate that the practiagpeh Angola Madagascar

defecation has dropped by a third, from over 40cget in 2003 | Burundi Malawi

to 10 per cent in 2008. There are now preliminary but concreteEritrea Mozambique

indications that the approach has similar poteimi#frica. Ethiopia Nigeria

UNICEF-supported programmes based on CATS areteemi§ | Ghana Sierra Leone

unparalleled uptake rates in pilot areas, such dozambique [ kenya Zambia

where the introduction of a CATS methodology inearsting
programme area resulted in a many-fold increasieemate of latrine construction by

households. In other countries significant numloéommunities have already achieved
certified open defecation free (ODF) status, inzigdver 400 villages in Zambia in 2008.

UNICEF and most stakeholders in the sector belibaecommunity-based sanitation
approaches are the way forward for achieving theQWanitation target and the resulting health
and societal benefits. Thus the spread of the agpris indeed a positive sign. However, CATS
involves a great deal of effort, time and skilingplement correctly and to assure sustainability,
thus UNICEF will increasingly focus on assuring thality of the programming efforts. This
will be done through careful study of existing pram@mes (such as the ongoing review of the
related community led total sanitation programm€ambodia) and continuing engagement
with key partners.

Direct support for the construction of latrines d@oikets is no longer the focus of UNICEF
country programmes. Nevertheless, many are budbimtries around the world as a result of
UNICEF interventions, including in emergencies #mdugh pilot activities. In 2008, an
estimated 13 million people (including 2 millionikclien under five) gained access to an
improved sanitation facility, about two-thirds thgh regular programmes and one-third through
humanitarian interventions in emergencies.

3.3 Water Supply and Water Quality

Water Supply

While the number of people with access to improweter supply is steadily increasing, much
remains to be done. There are still hundreds diand of people around the world who have

20 Other countries have initiated planning and capdmiilding activities, but have not yet launchelbts or
programmes.
4l Bangladesh Country Paper for SACOSAN 1|
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never had adequate access, who have only limi@esacor who no longer have access to safe
drinking water due to breakdowns, emergenciei@etfects of climate change.

UNICEF helps to develop enabling environments +uiiag progressive policies, improved
budgeting mechanisms and strengthened institutiarsd leverage new funding for safe,
affordable and sustainable water delivery systés upstream work is highly effective
because it is grounded in our ongoing practicakwath communities, and our long
partnerships with government and non-governmekektaders in countries around the world.

At the same time, UNICEF continues to directly smpphe construction and rehabilitation of
water sources, with a continuing focus on rural camities that are marginalized in some way,
are isolated geographically, have serious watelitgymoblems, are in guinea worm endemic
areas, or are affected by emergencies. In 2008atdf 24 million people gained access to
improved water sources, 8.1 million through regplaxgramming and 15.9 million in
emergencies. Of these beneficiaries, an estima8uohilion are children under five years old.

Included amongst these emergency programme beaargdgiare 2 million people in Iraq, 1.3
million in Sudan and just under a million in Zimledin response to the cholera emergency.
Other major WASH humanitarian response programm@€08 included DR Congo, Iraq and
Tanzania.

The high cost of boreholes - especially in sub-&ahafrica — is a key constraint to achieving
water targets, and UNICEF redoubled efforts to esklthis in 2008. Globally, work with the
Rural Water Supply Network (RWSN) continued on dleeelopment of a Code of Practice for
Cost Effective Boreholes, and many country offitesk steps to reduce local costs through the
introduction of cost efficiency measures in drigfiprogrammes and the promotion of low-cost
alternatives.

In a development related to cost effective boreh)/dINICEF embarked on an initiative to
promote manual drilling of boreholes in 2008 (mdlyudrilled boreholes are up to one-tenth the
cost of machine-drilled boreholes). In partnershigh specialist agencies (including
EnterpriseWorks/VITA and Practica), the initiatigesystematically assessing the
hydrogeological potential of manual-drilling in 2irget sub-Saharan African countries,
producing case studies and other advocacy matemabmote manual-drilling as a viable
alternative both globally and nationally, as walldeveloping maps, training manuals and other
materials.
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The .SUStamablhty of water supply systems Sustainability Criteria (selection of criteria
continues to be a key area of focus for included in third-party sustainability checks in

UNICEF, especially in Africa where East Africa water and sanitation programmes)
breakdown rates for handpumps and other
technologies can be very high. In an initiative
described in previous annual reports,

Existence and functioning of the community
water and sanitation committee

sustainability has been highlighted within an | - Participation of women in the committee
ongoing Government of Netherlands-supported. Existence and capacity of local mechanics for
WASH programme in Eastern and Southern water point maintenance

Africa. In that programme, sustainability-

Lo . . - Existence of a system for managing community
related criteria (including a series of process- contributions for operation and maintenance

related indicators as well as the physical

facility breakdown rates) are monitored by Percentage of families contributing to O&M

. . ) fund

independent bodies and used to determine the _ _ _ _

Overa” success Of projects in Countﬁém . Communlty capaC|ty for routine maintenance
2008 two countries — Malawi and Mozambiqgue .  availability and affordability of spare parts

— conducted these sustainability checks, with locally

t[he results b_elng used to adjust and 'mp“_"_’e - Status of handpump and installation (including
!mplementatlon. Also related to sustainability whether or not it is actually functioning)

is the UNICEF-supported African Handpump o o

Market Mapping Study, initiated in 2008, + Avalilability of repair kit locally

which is studying procurement patterns and | - Breakdown(s) frequency and period

manufacturing capacity on the continent. The|
results will be used to develop new support
strategies to improve handpump and spare partdysapains.

UNICEF is also becoming more active in the areself supply”: a model in which community
members are encouraged to use locally-availablis skiaterials and technologies to construct
or upgrade their own water sources, either in igdial households or within groups of
households. In some countries — notably in Africaieh programmes have been shown to be
more cost effective and sustainable than govermbeenprogrammes in some situations.
UNICEF initiated self supply rural water activitigsEthiopia, Mali and Zambia in 2008.

Finally in the area of water supply, UNICEF was @an contributor to guinea worm eradication
efforts in all six remaining endemic countries D08 (Ethiopia, Ghana, Mali, Niger, Nigeria and
Sudan), and continued to provide support ongaimgesllance and cross-border containment
efforts in other countries (see Section 1 for addél information on the guinea worm
eradication programme). In the endemic countriedabus of UNICEF support is on safe water
source construction. In southern Sudan, where th& nases continue to be registered, the
UNICEF-supported water point construction and rdhaton programme is the key reason that
case numbers are dropping so significantly: in 2@8d8new water systems were constructed in
affected villages, serving a total of 46,000 people

%2 The sustainability check includes criteria foritation as well as for water.
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Water Quality

UNICEF promotes water safety through interventimetuding the protection of the water
sources, building national capacity for water safganning and monitoring, developing new
water quality monitoring methodologies, and suppoi variety of interventions in
communities.

A key area of support continued to be the promatibnousehold water treatment and safe
storage (HWTS) as a high-impact, low-cost interieentor reducing diarrhoea, cholera and
other water quality related diseases. In 2008, UBH®@ook steps to improve the quality and
consistency of interventions in this area by depelg and disseminating a new set of HWTS
guidelines for country offices (which will be ingmrated into a WebEXx training package in
2009 — see Section 2.2).

More country offices are active in the promotiorHWTS than at any time in the past.
Interventions include upstream work on building ¢évedence base, advocacy, defining
strategies, developing national plans of actiowel$ as the promotion of particular technologies
such as locally-produced ceramic and bio-sanddilte.g. in Cambodia, DPR Korea, Myanmar,
Paraguay and elsewhere); low-cost home chloringfdmigola, Somalia, Tanzania) and no-cost
solar disinfection (Kenya, Madagascar and Bhutan).

In partnership with American Express, UNICEF conéd to support and monitor pilot HWTS
interventions in four African countries and devebbdocumentation package to more widely
promote cost effective techniques. At the same,tldlMICEF helped to expand and inform the
group of partners and private sector actors aativke area HWTS through work with WHO
within the International Network to Promote HWT&daby hosting two meetings at the global
level: a consultation with global experts and gonnmation exchange session with manufacturers
of household water treatment products.

On the specific problem of arsenic-contaminatedkiinig water sources, UNICEF continued to
support government mitigation programmes in Asid Africa in 2008. Activities supported
include source substitution, water treatment aedctitical area of testing and mapping. In
Nepal, for example, testing in the 20 affectedriitst is now complete, and in Bangladesh
UNICEF has instituted a quarterly testing progranuha set of water sources to monitor
treatment efficacy.

A comprehensive evaluation of the arsenic mitigapoogrammes in Cambodia, Lao PDR,
Myanmar and Viet Nam was conducted in 2008. ltdgdla valuable set of recommendations to
improve mitigation programming that will be appliedthese and other countries. The Arsenic
Primer and the global occurrence study discussésiryear’s report were published and
distributed in 2008. UNICEF has more experiencargenic mitigation support than any other
international agency; information tools like théisat synthesize this experience help to improve
detection and mitigation programmes in countriesiad the world.

Finally, UNICEF continued to build capacity andtingional environment for the promotion of
water safety through a variety of training prograesmand through the development of improved
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national water quality standards and of water ggfktns (including in Myanmar, Nigeria,
Pakistan and Viet Nam in 2008).

3.4 WASH in Schools

UNICEF continues to prioritize WASH-in-Schools pragmming to help improve education
enrolment, retention and performance— especiallgrayst girls — as part of the Child Friendly
School (CFS) initiative and in line with MDG Goaf& universal primary education and Goal 3
for gender equality. WASH-in-Schools programmingpatontributes to improved health
outcomes for children and the health of commung®sa whole.

Figure 9: Countries with UNICEF WASH-

Eighty-eight country offices supported WASH-in- in-schools activities

schools activities in 2008, up slightly from prewso
years (see Figure 9). A total of US$ 28.6 million 100
was spent on WASH-in-Schools in 2008,
representing 9 per cent of UNICEF's total WASH [

. 20 J A — 1 1 |-
expenditure. —

60 -
Expenditure within UNICEF-supported WASH-in-

schools programmes is increasingly weighted 40 |
towards sanitation and hygiene. In 2008 74 per cen
of expenditure was on sanitation and hygiene and 20
only 26 per cent on water supply (compared to 56
S
&

No. of Countries

per cent and 54 per cent on sanitation and hygiene
in 2007 and 2006 respectively).

2003
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008

WASH-in-Schools activities vary widely from
country to country, but in most cases involve an
integrated programme that directly supports thestrantion of safe and private washing and
sanitation facilities, improved drinking water, amghiene education in target schools. In 2008,
an estimated 4.2 million children benefited froragé direct interventions, in a total of 20,489
schools. Most of these beneficiaries are in theoregof South Asia (notably in India with 1.6
million beneficiaries), West and Central AfricageNigeria, 122,000), and Eastern and Southern
Africa (e.g. Mozambique, 102,000).

Like other components of the UNICEF WASH programdiggct beneficiaries represent only
the tip of the iceberg. Increasingly, UNICEF coyriffices focus on efforts to scale up WASH-
in-Schools through mainstreaming in government gaognes and institutions with support from
civil society and the private sector, and througfretaging resources from government budgets
and other finance streams.

There are signs that this type of upstream engagewith governments — both by UNICEF and
its partners — is resulting in an increased redegnby government of the importance of WASH
in schools: the number of priority countries thatve developed national plans to provide water,
sanitation and hygiene education to all primaryosthis slowly but steadily increasing (see
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Figure 10)*® One example is Angola, where the UNICEF-suppovtédSH-in-Schools
programme has led to the inclusion of school WAS&¢llities in national plans for the first time.
Also in 2008, safe water supply and gender-segeeldailet facility designs were incorporated
into national school standards in China, the Gapfakistan and Thailand. In other countries,
including DPR Korea and Tanzania — UNICEF suppootegbing development of new child-

friendly school toilet designs.

There has also been success in ongoing effortstibutionalize hygiene education within
national education curricula — including in Chib& Congo, Nicaragua and Sudan in 2008 —
and on institutionalizing hygiene education witkeacher training programmes such as in
Peshawar, Pakistan where a government School Sanitand Hygiene Education Centre
established in May 2007 with UNICEF support hasadsy trained over 500 education managers,
supervisors, administrators and school teachers.

Despite these and other signs of progress, therace to be serious shortfalls. As discussed in
Section 1.2, fewer than half of primary school®)MICEF priority countries have adequate
water and sanitation facilities. In some Africaruntries the situation can be much worse, such
as in southern Sudan, where only one in ten schdsdequate water and sanitation facilities.
And even where facilities do exist, they are ofteadequate. Elsewhere, even when national
coverage averages are reasonable, disparitiesaakedr such as in parts of Albania where a
recent study showed that fewer than 10 per cestlubols have adequate toilets.

In many cases the number of schools
without adequate facilities is unknown, and
this lack of data seriously constrains
advocacy and planning efforts. Only 57 per

Figure 10: Priority countries with national plane t
provide water, sanitation and hygiene education in
all primary schools

cent of countries in which UNICEF is active 60 "0 Under development
have readily-available data on water andfor incomplete
supplies in schools, and only 49 per cent e I
have data on sanitation faciliti&SUNICEF
is working with government to improve data | @ 40 7 ——"
availability, such as in Malawi and Burundi | €
where national school WASH facility 8 307 . - -
surveys were conducted in 2008. s

S 20 ¢ - -- -
In addition to support to data gathering,
UNICEF also continues to help build a 10 ¢ 1 - -
broader WASH-in-schools knowledge base
at country level through the sponsorship of 0
studies and targeted research. Examples in 2005 2006 2007 2008

2008 include KAP studies of hand-washing
in school settings (India and Tajikistan) and pesgme baseline studies and evaluations (such as
in Bangladesh, Egypt, Mali and Yemen).

% The trend amongst all countries (priority and moiority combined) is more pronounced: increasigdsb% to
75 countries in 2008 from 50 countries in 2005
%4 Data from UNICEF country offices (available foetfirst time in 2008).
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Key amongst these studies is the WASH-in-schoofmthand sustainability study, discussed in
Section 2.2.

4 Emergency Coordination and Response

Although dropping from previous years, the promortof UNICEF WASH expenditure on
emergencies continues to be substantial at 42quety eflecting the increasing focus on WASH
as a cornerstone to emergency preparedness, respathsecovery. As lead agency through the
IASC Cluster approach — and directly through itsrtoy offices — UNICEF continued to play a
significant role both in 2008 humanitarian reliffbets, and in enhancing sectoral capacity for
preparedness and response.

4.1 Emergency Coordination, Preparedness and Response

By the end of 2008, 26 countries were formally gdime cluster approach with the WASH
Cluster activated in every case. In most of thesmtries UNICEF assumed cluster leadership
responsibilities, in some cases jointly with otbeganizations. All together in both cluster and
non-cluster countries, UNICEF had a leadership iroM/ASH emergency coordination
mechanisms in 37 countries in 2008.

The WASH cluster approach continued to gain monmarttwoughout the year. Significantly, a
strategic shift was undertaken to begin movingftitels from global to national levels. As tool
kits and guidance notes have been completed gidbal level, they have been increasingly
shifted through the UNICEF regional offices to coyrevel. WASH Cluster emergency risk
mapping, preparedness and capacity mapping ataidnal levels were undertaken in two
countries in 2008 with plans underway to scale tipisn 2009.

Considerable progress was made in rolling out t#&SW Cluster concept in 2008 through the
continued implementation of a comprehensive sébalistinct cluster projects. As shown in
Figure 11, these projects encompass a range argeal ¢or improved emergency WASH
preparedness and response including human restdevetopment, coordination mechanisms,
information management and learning, contingenapmihg, emergency supply stockpiling,
hygiene promotion, fund-raising and advocacy. UNF&Eoverall coordination of this effort
(and leadership or participation in each of thevilial projects) is contributing in a major way
to a substantial and sustainable improvement irsélcéor’'s preparations for and responses to
humanitarian emergencies.
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Figure 11: WASH Cluster activity (projected intoOiB()l25

In fulfillment of the CCCs, UNICEF responded to egencies with WASH interventions in all
regions in 2008. This includes WASH interventiomgoordination with partners in the cluster
countries, in the 40 countries with formally deelhemergencies in 2008, and in additional
countries with smaller interventions. Almost 16Irai people (including about 2.5 million
children under five) benefited from interventiohstt provided new, rehabilitated or temporary
water supplies and 4.6 million (800,000 childrewlemfive) from the construction of sanitation
facilities *° These include major emergency operations such Afghanistan (where 2 million
were provided with safe water), north Sudan (liorlbeople with water), DR Congo ( 1
million reached with water and sanitation) and Bt (300,000 with sanitation); as well as
smaller but critical interventions in responsedpid onset emergencies such as in Guatemala,
Georgia and the Philippines.

The bulk of response efforts and resources aretdnleat the construction or rehabilitation of
physical water and sanitation infrastructure, idatg in camps and communities. Water

trucking also continues to be a critical short-témtervention — such as in flood-affected areas of
Mozambique, for parts of Zimbabwe during the chalenisis and in eastern DR Congo where in
November UNICEF was trucking 600,000 litres per.dagually important in emergencies is
ensuring the safety of water supplies through te&ibdution of water purification chemicals

both for use by government authorities and by feamithemselves — including in Myanmar
where water purification tablets were distributectquarter of a million people affected by
cyclone Nargis, and in Somalia where UNICEF enatileshlorination of water systems relied
on by 90,000 people every day.

% Adapted fromimplementation of the WASH Cluster Approach, Gotiite and Lessons Learned
WASH Cluster Learning Project 2008

% WASH beneficiaries reported in the Executive Diog's Annual Report to the UNICEF Board are loweart
figures used in this report because they covertciesnin formally declared emergencies only.
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Hygiene education is a critical intervention foe fbrevention of disease in emergencies, and
UNICEF and its partners increasingly stress thigeasof the emergency WASH intervention
package: millions of emergency affected people weaehed in 2008 through the work of
hygiene promoters and the mass media. This wakpecially important in the crowded
conditions in refugee and IDP camps. In rapid oes&trgencies, families are often without
basic hygiene supplies and equipment like soapbacilets. UNICEF and its partners respond
through the mass distribution of hygiene and whitist such as in Georgia where kits were
distributed to almost 30,000 war affected familesd in Mozambique to 57,000 flood-affected
people.

4.2 Emergency WASH Capacity Building

The WASH Cluster continued to lead efforts to buitgbacity within the sector — and within
UNICEF - for improved preparedness and response.

A key part of this effort is the development of@pof trained and vetted WASH professionals
to lead coordination and response. To this endbaglroster of WASH Cluster coordinators has
been set up through a multi-step process involpimggjminary screening, training (through a
series of eight different training events) and tiivg procedure. By the end of 2008, 22 people
passed through this process and qualified as clostedinators — the roster is expected to have
50 people by mid 2009. Coordinators have beergoatzed into four groups: national
coordinators for large fast-onset emergenciessiuall fast-onset emergencies, for long-term
emergencies, and for coordination at the sub-natiewvel.

Another development was the formation of a multragy Rapid Response Team (RRT), on a
one-year pilot basis. The RRT provides dedicat@aaci#y to support the in-country WASH
Cluster as a whole for the initial 4-8 weeks ofeamergency response. It is made up of three
experienced WASH professionals — housed withinetipartner NGOs — within a reliable system
for rapid deployment during the initial phases wfeanergency.

The RRT was formalized in late October 2008 and isawediate deployment as the first NGO-
based team to reach Zimbabwe in support of the W&SIster. The positive feedback to date
on deployments and added value of the RRT giveectubelieve that this mechanism should be
extended and possibly expanded.

The standby partnership arrangement is anothefdao@hproving UNICEF capacity for
emergency preparedness and response. Standbgrgditing specialised capacity to UNICEF
programmes, help to reduce response times, ana BIMICEF staff to continue to work on
regular programmes. In 2008, 24 WASH professioftat® standby partners were in the field
supporting UNICEF programmes (19 recruited in 2@0®] 5 recruited in 2007 but still in the
field in 2008). Professionals were provided by sedéferent organizations and posted in 13
countries.
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Most standby partners are NGOs or government-
affiliated bodies — including the Norwegian
Refugee Council (NRC), Red R and CANADEM -
however, the role of the private sector is growing.
In 2008, UNICEF signed a standby agreement witl
the Veolia Foundation (supported by the global 30
water services company and its employees), which
provides surge capacity in the area of pumping an
other water-related services. Veolia professionals
have already been deployed to several countries,
including in DR Congo to reduce the risk of cholerg
outbreaks in urban areas, and in DPR Korea to hel
repair and flood-proof town pumping stations.

Figure 12: Emergency placements in the field
under UNICEF standby arrangements with
partners

204 -1

Other capacity building activities in 2008 included
the development of the emergency WASH
Information Management tool set (which will
become operational in 2009), the drafting of a
WASH Cluster Coordinator Handbook (also to be
finalised in 2009) and a variety of courses inahgdi 0 ‘ ‘ ‘
the “Human Right to Water and Sanitation” course 2005 2006 2007 2008
conducted through the Middle East and North
Africa (MENA) Regional Office in late 2008.

No. of Standby Professionals in the Field

Work was carried out on the development of the “VIHABS Emergencies” training course for
UNICEF WASH staff. The course is designed to heNICEF WASH staff to better integrate
disaster risk reduction into regular programmesugfport and generally strengthen linkages
between development and humanitarian activitigs.dkpected that between 60 and 90 existing
WASH staff will be trained through this course @08, and all staff will be reached by the end
of 2011.

Learning from the WASH Cluster rollout experiencaiinued to be a priority in 2008, through
the “Learning in the WASH Cluster and Sector” pobj&hree country WASH Cluster reviews
were completed (Uganda, Bangladesh and the DomnifRegoublic), and the Myanmar review

was initiated. A systematic analysis of the gloASH Cluster approach was also initiated in
2008, producing a draft set of good practices asddns learned that will be finalised in 2009.

5 Progress in Other Countries

In keeping with the UNICEF WASH strategy of focugiresources in the 60 priority countries,
only 10 per cent of expenditure in 2008 was in paprity countries. Nevertheless, UNICEF
continues to support a range of strategic intergastin these countries through a small cadre of
WASH staff members or focal points, with the suppdiregional offices and headquarters.
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A key area of intervention in non-priority counsiare WASH activities within comprehensive
UNICEF multi-sectoral initiatives such as area-lbiggegrammes targeting marginalized
populations or policy development and reform efo8uch programmes are most common in
the Americas, notably in the Andes region and arabimgligenous communities. This small but
strategic support is paying off. In Paraguay, faraple, a modest UNICEF initiative has
succeeded in leveraging significant new fundingrfi sub-regional fund for 50 new water
systems in marginalized areas.

Leveraging resources for WASH is an important th@mon-priority countries where resources
from UNICEF and other “standard” WASH organizati@me limited. In addition to the
Paraguay example, UNICEF has also helped to leeaeragy funds for WASH in Equatorial
Guinea (from ExxonMobil), Gambia (from the GSM tmenmunications company) and in
Mongolia, where a new PPP for handwashing with seaplaunched in Ulaanbaatar (with
Mon-Chemi, a sanitary products company).

UNICEF also supports sanitation and hygiene praongbrogrammes in non-priority countries,
either within broad child health and welfare commsation campaigns or in WASH-specific
campaigns. In 2008 much of this activity centenexiad the International Year of Sanitation
and Global Handwashing Day, with UNICEF officesfrall regions using these events as
opportunities to highlight these as important issioe children. In Nicaragua, for example,
UNICEF in partnership with the World Bank launctied national “Sanitation is a priority for
Nicaragua” campaign, which featured extensive iwewient of the national media and child
rights CSOs. Similar campaigns were carried owtler non-priority countries, including in
Timor Leste, Gambia, Suriname and in Bhutan, whegenulti-faceted national IYS campaign
also managed to directly reach all of the countpyimary schools.

UNICEF also capitalised on the growing interesthia total sanitation model in non-priority
countries through advocacy with national partneapacity building and strategic support for
pilot activities in the field. The most promisingsult so far is in Bolivia, where a UNICEF-
supported community-led total sanitation pilot patjin 53 communities has already led to 10
open defecation free communities and the constmuctf over 800 household latrines without
any subsidy.

Water quality continues to be an area in which URKGs in active in countries around the
world, including in countries with only limited USEF-supported WASH programming. In
Honduras, for example, UNICEF helped to developw national protocol for water quality
surveillance and control, provided testing equiptand helped to establish seven new chlorine
depots. Water quality surveillance systems alseived UNICEF support in the Gambia,
Honduras and Sri Lanka.

In line with organizational priorities, UNICEF issa promoting household water treatment,
including in Mongolia where a new initiative wasdan development in 2008 and in Paraguay
where UNICEF has teamed up with indigenous womegrosips in a home water management
and purification initiative.
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Finally, in its role as lead agency for the WASHISter — and as “provider of last resort” —
UNICEF supported emergency WASH interventions imumber of non-priority countries in
2008 including in Djibouti, Ecuador, Georgia, Honals} Palestine, Peru, South Africa and Sri
Lanka.

6 Environmental Programming

The UNICEF WASH programme addresses environmesgakss in a variety of ways.

At the global level, work continues on the devel@miof an environment and water strategy to
guide country offices in their response to the@fef climate change, water scarcity and
degradation of the water environment on childres their families®” As part of this process,
UNICEF conducted a comprehensive literature rewétie effects of climate change on water
resources and child health. Conceptual work wasialsated on the development of a training
programme to mainstream environment for UNICEFRdf&fficers, expected to begin in 2009,
and guidance on environmental programming issuaspn@vided to country offices.

At country level, UNICEF offices worked on seveiraints, including in the areas of climate
change adaptation and mitigation, water consemasiolid waste management and ecological
sanitation.

In seven countries, UNICEF works with UNDP and otliBl agencies on joint climate change
adaptation programmes funded by the GovernmenpaiinShrough the MDG Achievement
Fund (MDG-F). These joint projects, which were deged and signed in mid to late 2008, vary
in content and scope from country-to-country. Inn@hfor example, the projects involve
monitoring the effects of climate change on grouathwvaquifers in high-risk regions; in
Guatemala water supply and sanitation adaptatiotiela@re under development based on
surveys of existing knowledge and practice; an@atombia existing sub-national partnership
frameworks will be tapped to build capacity of verable communities to adapt to climate
change in an environmentally sustainable fashion.

Elsewhere, UNICEF focuses efforts on raising awessrof the impact of climate change on
children and on environmental education initiatiMesBrazil, UNICEF launched the “Agenda

for Children in the Amazon” initiative in 2008, wdh focuses both on raising awareness of the
impact of climate change in fragile environmentsva#l as developing the capacity of schools to
support and promote children as agents of changaugport of global awareness raising efforts,
UNICEF has also started monitoring the extent tectvienvironmental education and climate
change adaptation is included in national schooicula as a tool for programme design and
resource allocation.

UNICEF country offices also explored and promotkeéraative water supply options in 2008,
both to respond to existing problems and to prefmrpredicted increases in water stress. In
Lao PDR, for example, UNICEF is helping to introddow-cost rainwater harvesting structures

2" Due to a delay in filling the new Water and Enwineent professional post (it was filled only in Cloéo 2008),
the strategy will be completed in 2009.
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to communities based on successful experiencesl@se in the sub-region; in Bolivia
rainwater harvesting is being piloted in oil-contaated areas; and in Nigeria where 340
systems were constructed with UNICEF support in8200

Several country programmes worked with partnetbénarea of solid waste management in
2008, including Argentina, India, Mozambique aramblrwhere UNICEF helped to develop a
new solid waste master plan for Basra in collabonatvith UN-HABITAT.

Finally, UNICEF continued to explore the re-useeréreta through ecological sanitation and
similar approaches, both to protect the freshweeironment and to provide fertiliser for
agriculture and gardening, often in partnershighwhie growing number of organizations with
expertise in this area. In India UNICEF worked wiitle Stockholm Environment Institute and
other partners in a large scale ecological pilogpgmme covering eight states in 2008, while in
DPR Korea, UNICEF and China’s Centre for Sustai&bilvironmental Sanitation helped to
build capacity to scale up the successful pilotegigmce with Decentralised Wastewater
Treatment System (DEWATS), which re-use nutrierdaexfmunicipal waste streams as well as
providing new sources of heat and fuel.

7 Gender and WASH

UNICEF seeks to ensure that the burden and beméfitsproving the water supply, sanitation
and hygiene situation are shared equally by womemaen, with equal influence over related
decision-making. This is an ongoing process, aadlues the use of multiple strategies at
different levels and stages in the programming @sec

One key strategy employed by UNICEF country progres is the promotion and development
of mechanisms to ensure that women are directlgived in the planning and management of
water supply and sanitation programmes. All couptggrammes encourage women'’s
participation in community WASH committees and assult gender parity has been achieved in
many places, even in areas where this is diffidué to cultural practices and norms (such as in
northern Sudan). However, ensuring that womenuwhg dctive in decision making processes is
a more difficult and time consuming process. Arréasingly clear lesson from this is that policy
reform is only part of the solution: an increasmgnber of countries have explicit gender parity
guotas for management committees within nationaties and plans, but participation of
women remains generally weak. What is more criigdluy-in by sector stakeholders and the
consistent implementation of existing policy.

Country programmes also work to ensure that UNIGR®&Rsored training programmes are
equitable. In a sector that continues to be mataidated, this a challenge. In Iraq, for example,
sustained UNICEF advocacy and engagement with gavemt partners over several years
raised the level of women participation in trainprggrammes to 34 per cent in 2007
(significantly above the percentage of women pitesals in the sector), but this fell back to 26
per cent in 2008 mainly because of travel diffi@dtfor women due to the security situation.
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A persistent problem is the paucity of data on gemssues within the sector. In response,
UNICEF routinely carries out sectoral gender assess$s and audits of overall programmes of
cooperation of specific aspects thereof. Examgdlesantry level include annual gender audits

of the UNICEF WASH programme in Malawi, assessmastpart of the programme planning
process (Eritrea, Fiji, and elsewhere) and gendetsaof hygiene promotion material in Nigeria.
At the global level UNICEF has started a processafasing gender-disaggregated data related
to WASH facilities in schools in 2008.

UNICEF also advocates for sector-wide
gender analyses of national programmes, bufigure 13: Gender analyses undertaken in priority
this continues to be a slow process (see countries in the current programme cycle for the
Figure 13). However, there are some signs ofvater and sanitation sedto

success. In southern Sudan, UNICEF’s

central support role in the sector helped to 60

ensure that a sectoral gender analysis was

successfully carried out. In Uganda, the S0
inclusion of gender as one of the agreed 10

“golden indicators” for the sector § O
(specifically: the percentage of women 5

holding key position in users committees)has S [ ]
resulted in a higher profile for gender within | ©

the routine monitoring system (44 per centof| 2 20 [~~~ oo
districts now provide data on this indicator). Partialy| [Partialy] | Partially
And in Mozambique, gender-related 107 Partially] o i
indicators have been included as a criteria for Fly Fully Fully Rl
determining the sustainability of systems 0

within a third-party monitoring mechanism. 2005 2006 2007 2008

Taking into account the special WASH-

related needs of women and girls is a centralgfatie UNICEF country programme planning
and implementation process. Security and privasyes related to the location and design of
water and sanitation facilities is one area wheeegl attention is required, and all UNICEF
programmes now stress this within supported prograsnand advocacy initiatives.

Activities related to menstrual hygiene is incregby a feature in UNICEF country programmes.
Examples in 2008 include the promotion of sanitaapkin production (India), the distribution of
hygiene kits to girls (Uganda), menstrual hygiene

management training for girls’ clubs in schools Table 6: Gender balance of UNICEF

(Nepal) and research into the effects of menswoati professional WASH officefs

on school performance (Somaliland). And in an 2008 2007 2006

important development in South Asia, the importa C]?/I I 302 274 230

of menstrual management for girls was highlightedH ae

the SACOSAN declaration. Female 3 76 59
% Female 19% 22% 20%

UNICEF continues to strive to improve the gender

% These figures are not static. For the purposésitable, December staff listings for each yearawsed.
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balance of its own staff cadre by maintaining deoef women candidates and ensuring that
gualified women are included in short lists. Howe\klie to the fact that the WASH sector is
still heavily dominated by males — especially iveleping countries — this effort was not
entirely successful in 2008 (see Table 6). Thetfaat many of the WASH posts in UNICEF are
in emergency non-family duty stations is also adadt tends to be more difficult to recruit
women for such posts than men.

UNICEF is also in the process of making a seriestrofctural adjustments in response to the
2008 Evaluation of Gender Policy Implementatio®MICEF. These include changes to gender
mainstreaming policies and strategies, new gerglated accountability measures and capacity
building mechanisms, more systematic gender arsadysi design elements in country
programmes, the accelerated promotion of womerepsadnals within recruitment and
succession planning systems, and the inclusiorwder-related skill-sets in job descriptions.

8 Sector Monitoring

There were important developments in sector mangdn 2008. Two key reports were
published: the eighth WHO/UNICEF JMP report on glolvater and sanitation coverage
estimates, and the first pilot UN-Water Global AahAssessment of Sanitation and Drinking-
Water (GLAAS) repoft, which seeks to complement the JMP data with &ddit information

on institutional capacity, policy frameworks, hunrasources capacity, and the flows of sector
funds. But perhaps the most important developneeatriew informal agreement amongst key
sector stakeholders to support a common monitdrargework that includes both the JMP and
GLAAS mechanisms, and — in Africa — the WSP/AMCOMican Ministers' Council on

Water) Country Sector Overview process, which tisesdest available, locally accepted country
data to provide a comprehensive picture of MDG psg and challenges in selected countries.

In support of the IYS agenda, the 2008 JMP repadtdnspecial focus on sanitation. For the first
time, the 2008 report published figures on operchfon and used the sanitation ladder concept
to show different levels of sanitation coveragaegiag from no facility at all (open defecation)

to improved sanitation. The report not only equfakeholders with information on the scale of
the sanitation problem, it provides a more nuarmetlire of the situation. For example, by
showing the increasing numbers of people who hanletheir own basic latrines and toilets, it
highlighted the fact that there is demonstratedateffor sanitation even amongst poor and
marginalized populations and that with the rightsart families can improve their own

sanitation status.

The sanitation coverage figures published by th JMmed the cornerstone of the IYS
advocacy effort — providing a solid base for mesguprogress to date and the scale of the
challenge, but also by prompting debate on progreagmethodologies.

29 UN-water global annual assessment of sanitation dnitcking-water: 2008 pilot report - testing a neaporting
approach WHO, 2008. http://www.who.int/water_sanitationahib/glaas_2008_pilot_finalreport.pdf
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The 2008 report also provided a more detailed peotdi the water supply situation by including
data for the first time on the proportion of naibpopulations that have piped drinking water in
their own households. This is also helping to invprthe design on national programmes as well
as providing new targets for those countries thaa#ready on track to meet the MDG water
target.

UNICEF also made better use of the JMP dataseé2@8 By producing a series of region-
specific “snapshot” publications (see box). Thegklipations were timed to coincide with key
regional events, and were key tools for highlightiagion-specific issues and suggesting
programme reforms.

2008 Regional Snapshot Publications (based on JMRteh)

A Snapshot of Sanitation in Africa Prepared for the A Snapshot of Drinking Water and Sanitation in
Second African Conference on Sanitation and HygieneSouth Eastern Asia and the PacificPrepared for
(AfricaSan-2) held in Durban in February 2008 Water and Sanitation Conference on Water and

A Snapshot of Drinking Water and Sanitation in Sanitation, Melbourne October 2008

Africa: Prepared together with the African Ministers  The Drinking water and sanitation situation in Asia
Conference on Water (AMCOW) for the 11th Summit aind Pacific, 2006 Prepared for the UNICEF Asia and
Heads of State and Government of the African Union Pacific Representative meeting, Cha’am, November
held in Addis Ababa in June, 2008 2008

Shaping a healthy future for Africa’s Children: A The Drinking water and sanitation situation in the
fact sheet prepared for the 11th Summit of Heads of Arab States, 2006 Prepared with the UN Secretary
State and Government of the African Union held in  General’'s Advisory Board on Water and Sanitatian fo
Addis Ababa in June, 2008 its meeting in Riyadh, November 2008

In addition to global reporting of coverage statstUNICEF also continued to be heavily
involved in the other two pillars of sector monit@: improving data quality and national-level
capacity building for sector monitoring. These intelated areas were addressed through a
variety of initiatives in 2008, including contingjrefforts to broaden the range of indicators
reported through the JMP mechanism, work on thenbaisation of indicators across various
monitoring tools and targeted support to governsiand civil society for in-country
monitoring.

The EC-supported three-country pilot project inmanp of national sector monitoring was well-
established in 2008, with national Water Supply Saditation Monitoring Platforms (WSMPs)
working with a variety of national government arahrgovernment stakeholders on improving
and refining national sectoral monitoring mecharsisWWSMPs developed and produced a range
of data-driven publications including WASH counsymmary sheets, “who’s who” listings of
national sector stakeholders, sector investmeriilggand a variety of academic and popular
articles on various aspects of water and sanitagator. In a relatively short time, the WSMPs
have gained a high degree of acceptance amongstalestakeholders and have generated new
interest in sectoral issues amongst both decisiakens and the general public.

In 2008 UNICEF country offices also worked towaitiproved progress monitoring; working
with national and donor partners towards enhanoédore refined mechanisms for measuring
the progress of UNICEF-supported programmes. Oaeple is in Bangladesh where UNICEF
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developed new external mechanisms for monitoriragthempacts, hygiene behaviour changes,
and the effectiveness of programme processes. andiscussed in Section 3.3, several southern
and eastern African countries began implementatfdahird-party progress monitoring systems

to monitor the sustainability of the use of imprdweater and sanitation facilities in focus areas.

9 Partnerships

UNICEF is fully committed to working collaboratiweWwithin the WASH sector in recognition
of the fact that MDG water and sanitation targetsomly be achieved through the joint efforts
of all stakeholders, from the largest donor agende smallest grassroots CSO.

An important development in 2008 was a move by sd\key sector stakeholders — including
DFID, DGIS, AMCOW, UNICEF, WHO, WSP, WaterAid anaehdEWater Poverty — to establish
the Global Framework for Action (GF4A). In orderiterease global access to water and
sanitation, GF4A will galvanise political commitren deliver on national plans by focusing on
improved aid-effectiveness and finance, mutual aotability, monitoring, and strong actionable
national plans with an implementation strategy. if@ative will focus on strengthening

country ownership and capacity to plan and implerperities, and improve donor
harmonization and alignment as a way to help sepleational programmes. UNICEF is
responsible for organizing the first annual HiglvéleMeeting, a key component of the GF4A,
which will provide a global and regional multi-s&ddolder platform to discuss and agree upon
concerted and coordinated actions.

UNICEF works with a wide range of partners andnsaetive participant in dozens of
partnership frameworks (see box, below, for gldeedl examples). It works with partners
within all thematic sub-sectors of the WASH prograimg environment and at all levels: global,
regional, national, sub-national, community andosthit works with many types of partners —
governments, sister UN agencies, academic ingtsfiNGOs, funding agencies, private
companies amongst others — with many specific meporanging from upstream work on policy
reform with political decision makers to direct ilementation with contractors in communities.
And for over 90 per cent of its expenditures, UNFJXElies on donor partners: including
governments, UNICEF national committees, developrhanks, aid foundations and funds,
other UN agencies and the private sector.

UNICEF WASH Annual Report 2008 35



UNICEEF strives to achieve effectiveness
through strategic choice of partners and
partnership frameworks. For example, to
improve the flexibility of resource allocatiol
in line with defined priorities, UNICEF has
developed partnerships with funding
agencies that support the overall WASH
programme as well as individual projects.
The Government of Norway is the main
such thematf® supporter of the UNICEF
WASH programme, but in 2008 the
Government of Australia also committed tg
fund in this way. Such funds are helping
UNICEF to channel resources to under-
funded priority countries and to high-
priority multi-country thematic initiatives.

UNICEF also identifies programming
partners strategically. One common examj
is its work with companies that sell soap a

related hygiene products, including Proctof

and Gamble, Unilever and others.
UNICEF’s work with these companies is
less about the financial resources they
provide to the sector and more about tapp
into the marketing expertise and distributi
networks that these companies bring to thg
table. Another example is working within
the United Nations Development Assistang
Framework (UNDAF) and joint
programming mechanisms to tap the
complementary strengths of UN country
teams for broader and more effective
engagement in the sector.

Developing partnerships in a strategic way
is also the key to leveraging resources for
taking WASH programmes to scale, which
is of critical importance for achieving MDG
targets by 2015. This often means going
beyond traditional partnership structures.

Key Global WASH Collaborative Frameworks

UN Water: mechanism to strengthen co-ordination ang
coherence amongst all UN bodies working in water an
sanitation (UNICEF is a member and chairs the UN
Water Task Force on Sanitation).

Global Framework for Action: a partnership of donors
developing countries, agencies and NGOs to address
global WASH problems such as aid-effectiveness and
mutual accountability while ensuring country level
processes are adequately supported.

IASC WASH Cluster: consisting of 14 NGOs, two Red
Cross movements and five UN agencies, working with
international bodies and major bilateral donorstifier
coordination of WASH humanitarian assistance
(UNICEF is the lead agency).

Water Supply and Sanitation Collaborative Council

(WSSCC) a UN-affiliated multi-stakeholder partnershi
organization with a focus on advocacy and awareness
raising (UNICEF is a member of the governing col)nci

IWater Integrity Network (WIN) : a membership

! Getwork including Transparency International and a
1Q‘ange of sectoral agencies to promote anti-comuapti
activities primarily in the water sector worldwide.

Public-Private Partnership for Hand Washing with
Soap (PPPHW) collaboration of USAID, WSP,
LSHTM, CDC, Unilever, Proctor and Gamble, CARE,
NICEF and other partners for advocacy and capacity
uilding for programming initiatives on handwashing
Nwith soap.

P WHO/UNICEF Joint Monitoring Programme (JMP) :
the official mechanism of the UN system to monitor
eglobal progress towards MDG Target 7c.

Rural Water Supply Network (RWSN): a global
knowledge network that promotes sound policies and
practices in rural water supply (chaired by UNICEF)

West Africa Water Initiative (WAWI) : a collaborative
framework for water and sanitation in selected West
African countries, with funding from the Conrad M.
Hilton Foundation.

Global Network on Household Water Treatment and
Safe Storage Network (HWF'S): a broad network of
sectoral agencies established by WHO to promote B
as a key component of water, sanitation and hygiene
programmes.

Guinea Worm Eradication Programme (GWEPY).
Established in 1986. includina the Carter Cer

L

=]

n

One example is expanding engagement wi

th

%0 Officially within UNICEF thematic funding are the
thus support to WASH is sub-thematic funding.

gunds are allocated to one of the five MTSP Ryidkreas —
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government — not just working with line ministriesponsible for water, sanitation and hygiene
— but also with ministries of finance and planniogoromote the greater allocation of resources
to the sector and to ensure that WASH is priomtizghin national planning instruments.

In addition to working with government partnerddeerage resources, UNICEF also engages
with the World Bank, the African Development BarkPB) and the Asian Development Bank
(ADB). In 2008 this engagement led to, for examfiie,adoption by both the World Bank and
AfDB of the UNICEF-promoted “healthy village” apm@ch into their own programmes of
support in DR Congo, and the adoption of the UNI&EPported hand washing with soap and
point-of-use water treatment promotion campaigatsgy by the World Bank in Nepal. Of
course engagement with the development banks (#ed partners) works both ways: Ethiopia
is a good example of a country where an activenpaeship with the World Bank has led to
design changes in both agencies’ WASH programmes.

SWAp mechanisms for WASH can be highly effectivetipership frameworks by providing a
platform to promote progressive programming apprea@and a means to leverage funds.
UNICEF is now involved in active sectoral SWAps®helping to develop new SWAps in ten
countries. In other countries UNICEF engages witirers through a variety of national
coordination mechanisms such as Ethiopia’s Donais?@nce Group for WASH or Pakistan’s
newly established Donor Coordination Group co-atdhly DFID and UNICEF.

10 UNICEF Expenditure for WASH

10.1 Expenditure Patterns and Trends

UNICEF WASH expenditure again increased in 20089 Iper cent as compared to 2007, to a
total of US $311 million. This continues a 10-y&&nd from 1999 in which expenditure has
increased by an annual average of 21 per cent.répissents approximately 11 per cent of
UNICEF's total expenditure on all programmes (coredao 10 per cent in 2007).

Ninety per cent of expenditure was in the UNICEF 8HN\60 priority countries, in conformance
to the strategy of focusing resources on thosetdesrwith low water and sanitation coverage,
poor progress towards MDG targets and high childtatity rates.
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Table 7: Top ten countries by WASH expenditure620007, and 2008 (US$)
2008 2007 2006
Sudan 24,462,550 Sudan 31,727,98bSudan 21,726,38D
Nigeria 19,948,390 Pakistan 20,337,44BPakistan 19,725,868
DR Congo 15,736,166 Sri Lanka 19,155,779 Nigeria 17,109,586
Bangladesh 15,039,981Nigeria 16,970,543 Iraq 15,994,714
Ethiopia 14,811,777 Ethiopia 15,957,241 Indonesia 14,598,434
India 14,265,242 India 13,170,044 India 13,516,73(
Indonesia 12,356,01bIndonesia 10,444,004Sri Lanka 10,182,050
Somalia 11,629,558 Bangladesh 10,334,314Ethiopia 8,638,53(
Mozambique 11,065,720DR Congo 9,850,668 DR Congo 7,151,710
Pakistan 10,384,52pIraq 8,027,467 Somalia 7,053,778

As in past years, a significant proportion of
UNICEF expenditure was in a relatively
small number of countries with high

Table 8: Priority countries with less than $1.5
million in expenditure, 2008

populations (e.g., India and Bangladesh), inBenin Lesotho

situations of crisis or emergency (e.g., Brazil Liberia

Somalia and Sudan), or both (e.g. IndonesiaBurundi Mauritania

and DR Congo). The expenditure in the top Cameroon Morocco

ten countries (see Table 7) represents 48 pegentral African Republic | Papua New Guinea
cent of total expenditure, down from 54 per Colombia Philippines

cent in 2007. There is also a decrease in thé=0Ngo Rwanda

number of priority countries that are Egypt Syrian Arab Republic
categorized as under-funded, from 28 in bctgugtemal_a Tajikistan
2006 and 2007 to 24 in 2008. These trends ounea Bissau Togo_
. Kazakhstan Uzbekistan
are a sign that the efforts of UNICEF to Lao PDR Yemen

allocate and raise funds for under-funded
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priority countries (including through the use of WA thematic funds provided by the
Government of Norway) are beginning to be succéddfuwever, the fact that more than a third
of priority countries are still under-funded is@tinuing cause for concern.

10.2 Funding Sources

The majority of funding for UNICEF  Figure 15: Funding sources, 2008
WASH programmes continues to be
from donor partners. In 2008 donors
provided US$ 260 million for WASH RR, 17%
programmes, 83 per cent of the total.
The remaining funds — US$ 51 million,
17 per cent of the total — were sourced
from UNICEF's core budget (regular
resources). Of funds provided from
donor partners, half were earmarked for
emergency programmes and half for
development programmes. This
represents a continuing decline in the
emergency-to-development funds ratio
(see trend graph in Section 2.1).

EOR, 42%

O Other Resources -
Emergency (EOR)

| Other Resources - Regular
(ORR)

ORR, 42%
O Regular Resources (RR)

Once again the United Kingdom was UNICEF largestodgartner in 2008, providing a total of
US$ 36.3 million. The top six donors by value remeai unchanged since 2007, as shown in
Table 9. The United Kingdom was also the largesioddo the regular WASH programme (ORR
funds), while the United States of America wasl#rgest donor for emergency interventions
(EOR funds), as shown in Table 10.

National committees for UNICEF — “NatComs” — areaéan important funding partner for the
UNICEF WASH programme, with their impact especiddit in smaller, non-emergency
country programmes. In 2008 NatCom funding accalifae9 per cent of total donated funds
and 14 per cent of funds earmarked for regular ldpweent programmes.

Table 9: Top ten donors by total WASH expendit2062 to 2008 (descending order by size of total
contribution — EOR plus ORR)

2008 2007 2006 2002-2005

(last MTSP period)
United Kingdom United Kingdom United Kingdom United Kingdom
EC EC Japan Japan
Netherlands Netherlands EC USA (USAID + OFDA)
Japan Japan USA EC (including ECHO)
USA USA French NatCom Netherlands
Australia Australia Norway Canada
Canada Canada US NatCom German NatCom
Spain German NatCom Netherlands NatCom Norway
Norway Norway Belgian NatCom Sweden
US NatCom Sweden Canada Australia
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Table 10: Top ten donors by total expenditure foHOEF WASH, 2008, Regular and Emergency

Regular Programmes Emergency Programmes
United Kingdom 31,059,309.89USA 8,821,337
EC 25,254,415.73 Netherlands 7,884,346
Netherlands 17,426,058.71apan 7,579,077
Norway 3,798,554.60 United Kingdom 5,258,079
Japan 3,455,019.55Australia 4,053,25(
Canada 3,008,528.18EC 3,959,916
German NatCom 2,823,587.5F5pain 2,781,923
Australia 2,613,390.18 Canada 2,359,313
Netherlands NatCom 2,493,870.23 Republic of Korea 1,956,416
United States NatCom 2,215,435.5Benmark 1,791,673

11 Challenges for 2009 and Beyond

Building on the gains made through the Internation&Year of Sanitation

IYS has exceeded expectations in raising awarearesgngaging decision makers on sanitation,
and has contributed to increased resource outlaysew national planning processes that
prioritize sanitation. In 2009, UNICEF will work i partners to consolidate and build on these
successes, primarily at the country level, to le¢mer significant increases in the rate of
progress to achieve the MDG sanitation target.

Further expanding the scope and quality of CATS

In 2008 there was a broad agreement within UNICEREhe programming framework for
community approaches to total sanitation (CATShwithe organization, and its further
expansion to new country programmes, especialffiica. In 2009, UNICEF will focus on
scaling up within existing CATS countries, furtlepanding the model into other countries, and
assuring the quality of CATS programming througiffstapacity building and engagement with
key partners.

Reviewing UNICEF's role in water supply

UNICEF will use 2009 to review its role in watempgly and (re)define priority areas of
intervention to ensure its limited resources aeduss effectively as possible. As part of this
effort, initiatives related to household water tneant, cost effective boreholes, sustainability
and strengthening local procurement will be asskasd scaled up. Water will also continue to
be the cornerstone of UNICEF’s contribution to ¢habal effort to eradicate guinea worm
disease.

Further building the capacity of UNICEF for development and emergency programming

In 2008, UNICEF started a new capacity buildinggpaanme for staff with a focus on building
skills in newer WASH programming strategies in toatext of the UNICEF WASH Strategies.
In 2009, more staff — and some partners — willipgte in training programmes in the areas of
CATS, handwashing with soap, household water treatnenvironmental programming.
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UNICEF will also emphasize training of staff in theea of humanitarian preparedness and
response.

Mainstreaming handwashing with soap promotion

UNICEF helped to move the handwashing with soama@géorward in 2008 through the Global
Handwashing Day and other promotional efforts, layking with partners in academia and the
private sector to further solidify the evidencedyaand by training over 100 staff on
programming for HWS. In 2009, these building blookl be used to scale up handwashing
with soap in all priority countries.

Increase awareness and scale up programmes for WASH schools

Recent data showing that less than half of prinsahools in UNICEF priority countries have
adequate WASH facilities shows the need for couatfiges to accelerate WASH-in-Schools
programmes, with a focus on raising awareness asag@agtners and leveraging resources for
increasing the rate of progress to meet the UNIG&# of reaching all primary schools by
2015.

Developing effective humanitarian response capacitiy the sector

UNICEF will continue to work with WASH Cluster pagrs to improve the effectiveness and
timeliness of emergency response. Key challeng28® include the institutionalisation of
preparedness planning, strengthening the WASHeatlasiordinator roster, and improving
information management amongst partners.

Developing partnerships for meeting the MDG targets

UNICEF prioritizes the development of effective tparship frameworks within the sector as the
only way to meet MDG targets, and is involved inegal new collaboration initiatives including
the still-developing Global Framework for Actionfféts to develop this and other partnerships
will continue to be a priority for 2009 and beyond.

Mainstreaming environment and climate change

UNICEF recognises the importance of environmessies in limiting sustainability of some of
its country programmes. The emerging issue of ¢knchange will require UNICEF to consider
the long term effectiveness of its programmes,i@aerly in the water supply sector. The key
challenge in 2009 is to define the approach thal@BE¥ will adopt in addressing key
environmental issues, and in particular adaptinglitoate change, raising awareness and
capacity within country offices, and leveraginga@ses to ensure the vulnerabilities created by
climate change are addressed in sustainable progragn
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Annex: UNICEF WASH Priority Countries

WASH priority countries by region

CEE/CIS EAPRO ESARO MENA ROSA TACRO WCARO
Azerbaijan | Cambodia Angola Egypt Afghanistan Brazil Benin
Kazakhstan China Burundi Iraq Bangladesh | Colombia Burkina

Faso
Tajikistan Indonesia Eritrea Morocco India Guatemala | Cameroon
Uzbekistan | Lao P.D.R. Ethiopia Sudan Nepal Haiti Chad
Myanmar Kenya Syrian Pakistan Central
Arabic African Rep.
Rep.
Papua New Lesotho Yemen Cote d’lvoire
Guinea
Philippines | Madagascar D. R. Congo
Viet Nam Malawi Ghana
Mozambique Guinea
Rwanda Guinea-
Bissau
Somalia Liberia
Tanzania Mali
Uganda Mauritania
Zambia Niger
Zimbabwe Nigeria
Senegal
Sierra Leone
Togo
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