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Brief Introduction  

 

The presented document is the first wide attempt of surveying the Water, Sanitation and Hygiene conditions at 

Public schools of Georgia. The survey was conducted in Autumn 2013 by the Educational and Scientific 

Infrastructure Development Agency with the financial and technical support of United Nations Children’s Fund 

(UNICEF). The field works were conducted by the research organization BCG. 

The data collected in the frame of the survey and the principal conclusions rely on the information provided by 

the different groups of Community representatives of 600 Public Schools of Georgia – Pupils’, Teachers’ School 

Administrations’ and School Principals’, as well as  on the results of the direct observations of sanitation-

hygiene conditions of 600 Public Schools and  behavior of pupils.  

It is important to note that according to the results obtained in the frame of the survey the situation existing in 

Georgia can be compared to the situations in the other countries. As far as the data is collected according to the 

global monitoring and evaluation methodology for sanitary and hygiene conditions at schools, worked out by 

United Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF) and using correspondent standardized indicators and tools.  

Herewith the survey results can be used as a primary baseline for the evaluation of the results and reached 

progress of the planned future interventions in Georgia. 

The National Survey of Sanitary-hygiene Situation of Public Schools is the component part of the wide 

initiative – Improvement of the Sanitation and Hygiene Conditions in Schools of Georgian.  The National 

Survey of Sanitation and Hygiene Situation of Public Schools is the component part of the wide initiative – 

Improvement of the Sanitary-Hygiene Conditions in Schools of Georgian. The Project is the joint initiative of 

the United Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF) Georgia Country Office and the Ministry of Education and 

Science of Georgia. The aim of the Project is elaboration of the Water, Sanitation and Hygiene standards for 

general educational institutions, support the introduction of proper monitoring system in general educational 

institutions in this regards and promote teaching of hygiene in the frame of the general education by training 

the teachers and creating the supporting manuals and textbooks. 
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Executive Summary 

General Situation: 

Improving Water, Sanitation, and Hygiene (WASH) and infrastructure conditions is an important 

component of General Education Policy in Georgia. The Ministry of Education and Science of 

Georgia and partner Donor organizations acknowledge that for the effective intervention in this 

regard it is necessary to make a system assessment of the existing situation, promote the distinct and 

detailed standards of Sanitary-Hygiene and water conditions at the educational institutions and create 

the proper monitoring system. The National Survey Conducted by Educational and Scientific 

Infrastructure Development Agency and United Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF) is an important 

step forward in this regard.    

The results of the survey indicates that generally Georgia Public Schools lack Water, Sanitation and 

Hygiene (WASH) related international standards according to all main paragraphs. The conditions 

are relatively better in the schools of the capital city and some of the urban settlements rather than in 

the rural settlements. In terms of the monitoring of Sanitary-Hygiene conditions particular attention 

is needed to the Regions settled with the ethnic minorities: Samtskhe-Javakheti and Kvemo Kartli, 

where the conditions are worth according to all indicators.    

According to the opinions of different groups of Community representatives of the Public Schools 

(Principles, administration, teachers and pupils) the important prerequisite for the improvement of 

the Sanitary-Hygiene conditions at schools together with the infrastructure rehabilitation is an 

introduction of Hygiene education at schools. 

  

Water Supply and Drinking Water Safety 

 

 

To meet WASH International Standard the school should have a functional Water Supply System 

providing sufficient quantity of safe drinking water and should be accessible at any time for the pupils 

including the children with disabilities.   

Additional interpretations (clarifications) states that to meet the above standards water should be 

provided permanently to the schools by Water Supply Pipeline Systems or other improved water sources, 

such as protected well or  spring. The school should meet the Water Safety Standards that are monitored 

through the planned water testing. The drinking water spots should be placed inside the building. 

 

The existing situation in Georgian Public Schools is as follows:  

 Approximately 70 % of Public Schools use Water Supply Pipeline Systems. 4% of schools at 

urban areas and 12 % at rural areas use unimproved water sources as a main source of water. 

In 60% of schools, the Water Supply pipes are not installed in the school buildings.  
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 Accessibility of the water sources including drinking water sources is significantly different 

according to the school location and regional breakdown: 

 

o By the time of the assessment, part of the schools (6%) in the rural areas has no water 

sources at all (neither in the school buildings nor around the school territory). In 80% 

of schools, the water Supply Pipeline System is placed outside the school buildings in 

the rural areas.  

o In Santskhe-Javakheti in every fourth assessed schools, no water sources were 

identified at all neither in the school buildings nor around the school territory. In 

Upper-Svaneti Region, every tenth assessed schools use unimproved water sources as 

a main source of water.  

 

 By the time of the assessment in the tenth of observed schools, the main source of the Water 

Supply was not functioning. The absolute majority of these kinds of schools are in the rural 

areas. In some schools, the Water Supply source is out of order for number of months. In the 

fifth of the schools, water is provided according to the schedule. More than a half of the 

schools use the water reservoirs or vessels for keeping the water.  

 The quality of the drinking water is not inspected in the relevant regularity at Georgian 

schools. Since 2010, the water quality inspection has been performed only in 10% of schools. 

The water treatment have never been undertaken in more then 70% of schools, including 

60% of those schools that use unimproved water sources as a main source of water – 

unprotected wells and springs. 

 

 

Sanitation 

 

To meet WASH International Standard in sanitation the school should have the relevant number of 

functional toilet facilities for girls, boys and the teachers accessible and comfortable for children with 

disabilities as well.  

Additional interpretations (clarifications) define different ratios of toilet compartments for the number of 

the pupils of different sex. In particular in case of the equal number of girls and boys at school number of 

the toilet compartments for girls should exceed the ones for boys. The toilets for teachers should be 

separately at school. In case of absence of the Central Sewage System the sanitation should be located 

outside of the building at least 20 m from the school building and not far than 200 m from it. 
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According to the survey findings: 

 One fourth of the schools use only unimproved types of sanitation facilities. In some rural and 

some urban schools still hanging toilets and buckets are used.  

  Only 35 % of observed schools have sanitation facilities inside school building, in the rural 

areas inside sanitation facilities have been observed only in every fifth schools. The location 

of outside facilities is varied within 10-200 meters from the school buildings.   

  In general, in Georgian Public Schools the number of toilet compartments is not enough in 

relation to the number of pupils at schools. The ratio is especially high in the urban areas (one 

compartment per 54 students in average) and some of the Regions, namely Kvemo Kartly 

(1/55) and Kakheti region (1/43). It should be noted, that the number of toilet compartments 

is not different according to the number of pupils at schools. The difference in the number of 

the toilet compartments is conditioned according to the school location whether it is in the 

capital city, urban or rural areas.  

 In vast majority of schools (with the exception of some small village schools) there are 

separated toilets for boys and girls, although the number of toilet compartments for boys and 

girls are similar almost everywhere.  

 About half of the schools have separate toilet facilities for teachers. In this case, it depends 

not on the size of the school but on the settlement type. 

 Concerning the access of children with physical disabilities to the toiles, the situation 

generally is not satisfactory in the Georgian Public Schools. There are no user-friendly toilets 

even in those schools where the students with physical disabilities are registered. This 

problem is particularly obvious in the capital city and urban areas.  

 

Hygiene 

According to WASH standards, the conditions in terms of hygiene can be considered as satisfactory, if the 

school is equipped with functional handwashing facilities where the soap is always available for the 

pupils and hygiene is taught in the school. 

According to the research findings: 

 In every tenth Public School functional hand washing facilities are not available. The general 

picture for the whole Country is conditioned with the hard situation in the village schools (15 

%) in this regards. 

 There was no soap, towel or paper towel in absolute majority of schools for the moment of 

observation.  
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 According to the observations access to the hand washing facilities for the primary grades 

pupils and the children with disabilities is worse in the village schools. In general, the 

children with disabilities do not have access to hand washing facilities in half of the Public 

Schools and children of primary grades – in 80 % of schools.   

 In one third of schools the hand washing facilities are not available in adjacent of the toilet 

facilities or nearby. 

 The observation revealed that nearly half of the students do not wash hands after using the 

toilet. There is no difference between boys and girls in this regards. 

 More the 90 % of the School Principals mentioned that the students are taught hand washing, 

oral hygiene, body and heir care related issues, although only 10 % of them were confident 

that  there  is at least one teacher who has ever undertaken special training on teaching 

hygiene. Over 86 % of the schools do not have teachers guide on hygiene issues. Absolute 

majority of the interviewed School Principals consider that there is a need of having this kind 

of manual at schools. 

 

 

Solid Waste and Wastewater 

According to the International Stnadards solid waste and sludge should be disposed retularly and 

waste water should outflow safely. 

The following are the findings of the research: 

 The situation in terms of solid waste disposal the situation is better in the urban areas then in 

the rural areas. The waste containers existing on the nearby of school buildings are overfilled 

in every fourth schools in the villages, while this indicator equals 3-4 % in the cities. In half 

of the village schools, the solid waste is burned in the schoolyards or nearby. In Samegrelo-

Upper Svanety Region, this percentage increases to 70%. 

 In rural areas, only 40 % of schools have the sewage system (including incomplete and 

partial), in the cities this indicator is twice as high, while in Tbilisi the sewage system is 

functional in every observed school. 

 In the majority of the schools, with non-functional sewage system, the schedule of disposal 

and removal of feces does not exist. According to the information provided by School 

Principals, the wastewater outflows safely in 13 % of the observed schools, in majority of the 

cases the wastewater is flowed in the school territories (48%) or in special channels (27%).  

 This indicator is worst in Samtske-Javakheti Region. 
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Administration 

 

According to the International Standards the schools should have operational system of management 

of water and sanitation facilities that ensures the proper functioning and cleanliness of the facilities.  

The standards are not followed in Georgia in this regards:  

 According to the results of the observation, only half of the sanitation facilities have been 

considered as clean in the whole country; nearly every fifth toilet compartments was non-

functional at the time of the visit. In general, in the majority of the schools there was no 

toilet paper in the toilets.  

 The indicators of the functionality and cleanliness of the toilet compartments are higher in 

the urban areas then in therural areas. It should be noted that functionality of sanitation 

facilities is higher in Tbilisi, while cleanliness of them is the same as it is in the other urban 

areas – only 60 % of the observed toilet compartments have been considered as clean in the 

rural areas, while in the villages this indicators is around 50 %.  

 The conditions of the hand washing faiclities in the urban areas is not so dramatically 

different from the rural areas as it is in the case of toilets. If the toilets are in the better 

conditions in the urban areas, the hand washing facilities in terms of its functionality and 

cleanliness is better in the villages. Only half of the hand washing facilities was considered as 

clean in Tbilisi and 70 % - in the villages at the time of observation.   

 It should be noted that there is no correlation between existence of Water Supply Piped 

System and cleanliness of the sanitation facilities – as indicators of cleanliness of sanitation 

and hand-washing facilities is not better in the schools with Water Supply Piped System. 

Most probably the challenges related cleanliness of the sanitation facilities  alongside to the 

water supply problems is stipulated by the maintenance omissions and violation of the 

hygiene rules.   
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Introduction  

Importance of the Sanitation – Hygiene Conditions at Schools 

Provision of the adequate services for sanitary and hygiene requirements at Educational Institutions 

is an important prerequisite for the realization of the Constitutional Rights on education as 

inadequacies in water and sanitation in the school environment have the potential to or are 

impacting the health of children, motivation of learning, their attendance in schools and results of 

learning1
.  

According to the estimations of World Health Organization (WHO) 88% of the burden of diseases 

worldwide could be prevented by improvements related to the quality of the drinking water, 

adequate sanitation and hygiene and water resources management2
. 

 

The International researches also make evidence that: 

If everyone in the world has an access to an adequate and safe Water Supply System, the 

attendance indexes at schools would have been increased by 1863 million days per year3. In 

case of the ensuring basic requirements of the sanitation at schools, the index of attendance of 

female students would have been increased by 11% in average 4.  

More than 40% of the diarrhea cases amongst the school children are the results of infestation 

at schools5. Washing the hands with soap can reduce the acute respiratory diseases by 25% 

including pneumonia.   

The functional Sanitation-hygiene conditions at schools support ensuring the gender equity.6 

The index of the achievements of the pupils in the standardized tests in math and literacy is 

lower at schools with inadequate standards of hygiene and sanitation7. 

 

                                                           
1 United Nations (UN) United Nations; New York, NY, USA: 2011. The Millennium Development Goals Report 2011; Mathekgana M.A., Chauke L.K., Otieno 

F.A. Improvement of environmental health and hygiene practices—Case study in the Northern province. Water Sci. Technol. 2001; Haines L., 

Rogers J. A study of drinking facilities in schools. Nurs. Times. 2000. 

2
 Prüss-Ustün, A et al (2008). Safer water, better health: costs, benefits and sustainability of interventions to protect 

and promote health. Geneva,  World Health Organization 
3 World Health Organization. Water, sanitation and hygiene standards for schools in low-cost settings. 2003. 
4 World Health Organization (WHO) The World Health Report 2002, Reducing Risks, Promoting Healthy Life. Available 
online:http://www.who.int/whr/2002/en/whr02_en.pdf 
5
 Joint call for Action, 2010, Raising Clean Hands. UNICEF.  

6
 Joint call for Action, 2010, Raising Clean Hands. UNICEF 

 
7 Durá n-Narucki V. School building condition, school attendance, and academic achievement in New York City public schools: A mediation 

model. J. Environ. Psychol. 2008; 

http://www.who.int/whr/2002/en/whr02_en.pdf
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Another reason for what the provision of water, sanitation and hygiene conditions is the most 

important strategic goal for the society is the significant influence of the school environment on the 

formation of the pupils’ general social behavior and rules of conduct. Accordingly, improvement of 

sanitation and hygiene conditions in schools improves also general practices of sanitation and hygiene 

in the society 8 

 

Global Initiative of Ensuring Water, Sanitation and Hygiene (WASH) Adequate 

Condition in Schools and Georgia 

 

Due to its importance, ensuring water, sanitation and hygiene (WASH) adequate conditions in 

Educational Institutions became a worldwide priority. 

Distinct conformation of the International and local interests to the issue is the Global Initiative of 

Ensuring Water, Sanitation and Hygiene (WASH) Adequate Condition in Schools. The goal of the 

Initiative is to support provision of healthy and safe sanitation and hygiene condition and improving 

the hygiene teaching practices in schools that is a prerequisite for the good health of the pupils and 

efficiency of the teaching process.  

According to the International standards of sanitation and hygiene, the school with adequate 

sanitation and hygiene conditions should provide sufficient amount of relevant quality water for all 

requirements of the school. The school also should have sufficient number of private clean and safe 

sanitation facilities for teachers and pupils. The school should have sufficient number of hand-

washing facilities including at toilet compartments. The sanitation should be accessible for the pupils 

of all ages as well as for the children with disabilities.  Teaching the Hygiene should be integral part 

of the school curriculum to support the promotion of the sanitation and hygiene norms and 

introduction of the relevant practices at general educational institutions and the society.  

Water, sanitation and hygiene (WASH) standards are elaborated and formulated by World Health 

Organization (WHO) and United Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF) in the manual “Water, 

Sanitation and Hygiene Standards for Schools in Low-cost Settings” published in 2009. The relevant 

National standards recommended by WHO/UNICEF are functioning in some countries.  

Georgia like many other countries of the world is in the process of elaboration of the own National 

standards of water, sanitation and hygiene for schools based on the above-mentioned 

recommendations. 

 

 

                                                           
8
 Freeman M.C., Greene L.E., Dreibelbis R., Saboori S., Muga R., Brumback B., Rheingans R. Assessing the impact of a school-based water 

treatment, hygiene and sanitation programme on pupil absence in Nyanza province, Kenya: A cluster-randomized trial. Trop. Med. Int. 

Health. 2011. 
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Sanitation and Hygiene Conditions in Schools Worldwide and in Georgia 

 In spite of the efforts of the United Nations Children’s Fund, Donor Organizations, Non-government 

and Government Organizations, water, sanitation and hygiene conditions are totally disturbing in 

schools. Out of 60 Countries assessed by the United Nations Children’s Fund working on 

improvement of the water, sanitation and hygiene conditions half do not have information about 

water, sanitation and hygiene conditions in schools. Those who have the database only 1/3 have the 

relevant sanitation conditions, and ½ have the satisfied Water Supply (UNICEF Annual Report, 

2009).  

The situation in Georgian schools in regards of water, sanitation and hygiene conditions is not studied 

yet, though several indirect indicators point to the unfavorable situation in the Country: 

According to the International researches infrastructure conditions in the Educational 

Institutions is in the direct correlation with the share of expenditures on education to Gross 

Domestic Product and State financing. By this indexes Georgia significantly stays behind to 

the worldwide average indexes.  

According to the official statistics the cases of diarrhea among the children increases in 

Georgia. Particularly number of cases of diarrhea in 2011 increased to 19575 (among the 

children 0-14 age to 12993) which 2,6 times exceeds to the cases in 2006. The growth of the 

diarrhea cases continues in 2012 as well – 26062 cases of infectious origin diarrhea were 

observed   (among the children 0-14 age to 19289) which 1,5 times (33%) exceeds to cases in 

2011. In 2012 tendency of growth of dysentery is quite evident. 546 cases of bacterial 

dysentery was observed in the Country (among the children 0-14 age - 431) which exceeds 

cases in 2011 by 40% - 390 (among the children 0-14 age - 390).  

The above-mentioned tendency should be the reason of unsafe sanitary-hygiene conditions of 

the environment. 

According to the report by United Nations Committee on the Rights of the Child published in 

2008, ignoring the hygiene rules is a significant danger for Georgian children.  

Though the survey in this regards has not been conducted yet in the Country, several small-

scaled assessments showed that the pupils have no information on the issues of water, 

sanitation and hygiene, also there is no adequate infrastructure in schools and hygiene 

behavior of the pupils.   

 

Infrastructure rehabilitation in schools is a priority of the Education Policy of Georgia and there are 

significant money allocations to this direction from the State budget and Donor Organizations. 

Nevertheless, the Ministry of Education and Science and the partner Donor organization 

acknowledge that effective planning and implementation of the activities for improving the 

infrastructure in schools is impossible without effective and functional monitoring and evaluation 
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system of existing situation. Accordingly following are the priorities in this regards at this stage in 

Georgia: 

 Elaboration of the clear standards for providing the water, sanitation and hygiene proper 

conditions in schools 

 Integrate the important information regarding school infrastructure and in particular water, 

sanitation and hygiene conditions in schools at Education Management Information System 

Department functioning at the Ministry of Education and Science of Georgia.  

 Based on the standards specify the school authorization requirements.   

 Establish the effective monitoring system for controlling water, sanitation and hygiene 

conditions in schools 

 Improve teaching the hygiene at schools – by training the teachers and providing the 

additional manuals for them.  

 

By the initiative of the Ministry of Education and Science of Georgia and the recommendations of the 

United Nation Children’s Fund CEE (Central and Eastern Europe) and CIS (Commonwealth of 

Independent States) Regional Offices to improve water, sanitation and hygiene conditions in 

Georgian schools as well as child health and achievements  in education,  United Nation Children’s 

Fund Georgia Office started the Project of improving the water, sanitation and hygiene conditions in 

schools, which considers a complex working on all above mentioned components.  

Due to the lack of information on water, sanitation and hygiene conditions in Georgia, at the starting 

stage of the Program, a wide survey was planned in the Public Schools of Georgia to assess water, 

sanitation and hygiene conditions. 
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Survey Strategy 

Goal and the Research Issues   

The goal of the Survey of Water, Sanitation and Hygiene Conditions in Schools is collecting the data 

about water, sanitation and hygiene infrastructure in general educational Public Schools and the 

information about the hygiene behavior and keeping hygiene rules amongst school children. 

The Survey findings and conclusions will be used for elaborating the policy of improving the water, 

sanitation and hygiene conditions in Public Schools, as well as resource distribution while decision 

making.  

In the frame of the Survey the data was collected around the five key issues defined on the basis of 

the methodology of the research manual - Water, Sanitation and Hygiene Monitoring (WASH) 

elaborated by the United Nations Children’s Fund and matches with the working version of main 

paragraphs of the National Standards. Below is given mentioned five issues: 

 

Water: 

Water Supply Recourses and water safety 

Water quantity 

Access to water for vulnerable groups 

Sanitation: 

Location and number of the toilet compartments. 

Distribution of the toilet compartments and accessibility in gender perspective 

Access to toilets for vulnerable groups 

Hygiene: 

Number of hand washing facilities and distribution 

Access to soap/toilet paper 

Hygiene teaching practices at school  

Waste: 

Solid waste disposal 

Wastewater outflow 

Management: 

Functionality of the Water Supply Facilities 
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Functionality of the Sanitation facilities and cleanliness 

 

Besides, the Survey collected the information about the conditions of school buildings, functioning 

the food facilities, medical services, supervision of the pupils’ health care and school needs.  

The important issue during the assessment in terms of sanitary-hygiene conditions was identification 

of the differences between locations of the schools (Tbilisi/other, town/village) and according to the 

Regions. The focus was made also on the accessibility of sanitary means including those schools with 

high rate of ethnic minority,   as well as for the pupils of elementary grades and the children with 

disabilities.  

 

Methodology and the Selection Strategy 

The Survey included both qualitative and quantitative components. Namely, the Methodology of 

Global Evaluation and Monitoring of Water, Sanitation and Hygiene (WASH) Conditions elaborated by 

the United Nations Children’s Fund was used for conducting the Survey. The methodology includes 

three basic methods: a) face to face interviews with School Principals/administrators, b) 

infrastructure and pupils’ hygiene behavior observation, and c) focus group discussions composed by 

the pupils and the teachers.  

The general focus for the Survey was the Public Schools of Georgia active for 2013 (2085) 

For the Quantitative Component selection size was defined by 600 schools. The selection frame was 

the list of schools provided by The Ministry of Education and Science of Georgia.  

The Survey used the stratified selection.  The following criteria were applied for stratification:  

 Region 

 Settlement type (town/village)  

 Ethnic belonging – teaching language (Georgian/not Georgian, monolingual/ multilingual) 

 

All schools in Georgia were divided into 35 strata. The total number of selected schools (600 schools) 

was distributed proportionally with the number of schools into the strata. Simple random sample was 

the sampling method for each stratum.   

The margin of error for the quantitative component results not exceeds 5% Countrywide and 10% at 

Region level. The margin of errors with 95% of reliability in the strata is following: 

 Tbilisi – 11% 

 Towns – 8-13% 

 Villages – 3.9% 
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For the qualitative Component focus group discussions were held at Public Schools in the capital city 

and several Regions of Georgia, namely in Kakheti, Kvemo Kartli and Mtsketa-Mtianeti. Focus group 

discussions were held with school teachers and pupils. While selection of schools for the discussion 

the size of schools (big, small) were taken into the consideration, as well as location (Capital, other 

towns, village, mountainous region) and schools with ethnic minorities.  

 

The table below shows the schools and target groups involved in focus group discussions:   

Target Groups Number of Focus Groups Place of  Focus Group Discussions 
Pupils  

(boys: 5-8 grade) 

1 (8-10 მ Participants) 

 

Telavi 

 

Pupils  

(girls: 8-12 grade) 

2 (8-10 Participants) 

 

Tbilisi 

Shulaveri 

Teachers 2 (8-10 Participants) Tbilisi 

Dusheti 

 

In several cases, the focus group discussions were held out of school buildings, at the neutral places, 

which make it easier to select respondents from different schools. In other cases, conducting the focus 

group discussions at schools gave researcher the opportunity to on the one hand observe the school 

sanitation-hygiene conditions on spot and observe the problems; on the other hands increase the 

motivation of the respondents as they consider the visit of the researcher as a real interest in their 

problems.    

 

Tools and Field Works 

 

Questionnaire for School Principals, questionnaire for observations and the Focus Group Guides were 

worked out based on the WASH Methodology elaborated by the United Nations Children’s Fund using 

the standardized forms. The Survey indicators were discussed with the experts of the Ministry of 

Education and Science of Georgia, Ministry of Labor, Health and Social Affairs of Georgia and United 

Nations Children’s Fund Georgia Office.  

United Nations Children’s Fund Georgia Office participated also in elaborating the Survey tools, trainings 

of interviewers/observers in rules of using the survey tools and specific terminology, provided the 

technical assistance to a Research Group while working on the report.  

In total four tools were elaborated for the Survey: observation questionnaire,  questionnaire for 

School Principals and Administrators, and two different Focus Group guides. The field works were 

preceded by the testing the tools.  

The field works were implemented by research company BCG in the beginning of Autumn of 2013.  
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Field Works and References to the Data 

- The research company addressed to the Principals of the selected schools in written explaining 

the goals and importance of the Survey. After the acquaintance of the issues the School Principals 

expressed their high interest towards it. According to them their interest and involvement in the Survey 

was caused by the acuity of the problem and appearance of the interested side.  

- In certain cases, the School Principals refused to participate in the Survey based on the letter from 

the research organization. However, after the communication with the local Education Resource Centers, 

the problem was solved positively and the mentioned schools participated into the Survey. 

- During the assessment process in certain cases, it became necessary to replace the selected 

schools from the Selection Reserve Database. It caused by the ongoing maintenance works and/or not 

functioning the school buildings where the pupils were sent to different private buildings.  

- The sanitary-hygiene situation of the  assessed schools are  different which depends on different 

factors such as location, school size, composition of the pupils, school traditions, school management and 

etc. Accordingly, the range of the answers given to the questionnaire is wide. 

- The main cases the information regarding the seasonal missing of the schools is based on the 

estimate evaluation of the School Principals and not on the statistics. As the Principals mention there is no 

this kind of registration any more. The high amount of school missing in the rural areas is connected to 

the Autumn when the pupils are involved in harvest. 

- According to the researchers after receiving the letters, active mobilization was observation in 

schools. The schools looked cleaner and tidy then as usual. The researches named several facts of 

speaking with the school cleaners or household managers when they mentioned that they received the 

order of cleaning or maintenance beforehand from the School Principals.  

- In some cases, the water was switched on only for their visit. According to them as a rule the 

water is closes for the reason of water economy.  

-  It should be mentioned that the School Principals have the problem of payment of the water fee 

especially in Tbilisi. According to them, the water fee for schools should not be calculated like it is 

calculated for the private Companies and the tariffs for schools should be lower. 

- According the recommendations of the researchers it is better to have two researches while 

conducting this kind of assessments, one will get the information about the school using the questionnaire 

and another will observe the school infrastructure and hygiene behavior. In such cases, we will be able to 

avoid the influence of information received from the School Principals that will increase the objectivity of 

the observation. 
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Main Findings 

Water 

Indicator: The school has the functional Water Supply System, which provides sufficient 

amount of the safe drinking water and is accessible for school children at any time including 

the children with disabilities.  

 

Types of the Main Water Sources 

 

The main water source for the schools in Georgia is the piped Water Supply System. More than 70% 

of schools use this kind of water source. However, the picture is significantly different according to 

the school location as well as according to the regions (table1, attachment 2).  

In general, the best situation in terms of water supply and including the accessibility to the drinking 

water supply is in Tbilisi and the towns. The worst situation according to the Survey is in the villages.  

 In the rural areas, only 67% of schools have piped Water Supply System but in most of them (80%) 

the piped water is not inside the school building they are in the yards. It should be mentioned that 

part of the schools (6%) in the rural areas have no water neither in the buildings not outside or 

nearby territory.  

Table 1. The main water sources according to the school location (% of schools-observation results).  

Type Main Water Source Town Village Tbilisi Total 

Im
p

ro
ve

d
   

Piped Water in school buildings 61% 15% 100% 30% 

Piped water in schoolyard 28% 45% 0% 38% 

Piped water (at neighbor) 1% 2% 0% 2% 

Piped water (public use) 1% 5% 0% 4% 

Pipe connected to the well 4% 6% 0% 5% 

Protected well 1% 9% 0% 7% 

Protected spring 0% 0% 0% 0% 

Water tank placed on big track 0% 0% 0% 0% 

U
n

im
p

ro
ve

d
  Unprotected well 1% 2% 0% 2% 

Unprotected spring 1% 3% 0% 3% 

Water tank placed on big track 1% 1% 0% 1% 

Bottled water 1% 6% 0% 4% 

No water in school or nearby 0% 6% 0% 4% 

 

In case of inaccessibility of the piped water supply according to the Water Quality and Safety 

International Standards usage of so-called improved water sources is advisable, such as protected well 
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and protected spring. Unfortunately in part of town and village schools (correspondently 2% and 5%) 

the main water sources (well, spring) are not protected. Piped water supply in the buildings of village 

schools are installed only in 15% of schools.  

In total 86% of the Public Schools use improved water sources, 12% of village schools use 

unimproved water source as a main water source. (The rule of grouping of water sources according 

the types: improved and unimproved is given in the attachment 1). 

 

Diagram1. The main sources of water according the type of the settlements (observation findings)  

 

 

The difference according to the water source types is observed at Regional levels as well (diagram 2). 

The particular hard situation in terms of Water Supply was observed in Samtskhe-Javakheti and 

Kvemo Kartli. For example in every fourth assessed schools (24%) in Samtskhe-Javakheti water 

supply source was found neither in school buildings nor nearby. It should be noted that the ethnic 

minorities compose the majority of such schools (the detail information regarding the schools of 

ethnic minorities is given in the attachment 9).  

The bad situation is observed also in Upper Svaneti in terms of usage of the drinkable water springs 

were according to the assessment results 20% of schools use unimproved water springs as a main 

water source.   
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Diagram 2. The main water sources in schools according to the Regional level (observation findings).   

 

 

According to the focus group discussions with the teachers and the pupils, the great majority of the 

schools use bottled water as an alternative drinking water source. The bottled water is mostly used in 

Tbilisi as well where the Central Water Supply System is well functional9. 

 According to the teachers and pupils of Tbilisi schools, usage of the bottled water is convenient for 

both the teachers and the pupils.  

“They will not have to leave the lesson when they are thirsty”, “They will not have to go to the 

canteen for drinking water which is not very comfortable especially for the pupils of elementary 

grades”, “Drinking water from the private bottle is more hygienic than drinking with the glass that is 

used by the whole school in the canteen”.  

It should be mentioned that in the schools at rural areas where the usage of the bottled water is 

necessity rather than luxury often the pupils have to take the water by bottle from home or ask the 

neighbors. This is an additional problem especially for the pupils of the elementary grade.    

                                                           
9 Using the bottled water is considered as “Unimproved” when while refilling it unprotected spring water is used without proper treating. 

Besides, it is considered that the usage of the bottled water reduces the amount of the used water. That’s why it is considered as 

unimproved. 
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“It is more difficult for small children to be without water. It is difficult for them to go to the 

neighbors to ask for water, or if they go to they are late back at the lesson. They have to take water 

from home, but they use to come from far away with heavy bags” (the teacher of the village school). 

The evaluations of the Public School teachers in Regions regarding the provision of drinking water in 

schools and its safety are not the same. From the one hand the teachers compare the existing situation 

to the old times and experience when the problem of the drinking water was in the whole Region not 

only in schools. According to the respondents, the situation is improved during last year. However, 

on the other hand infrastructure in Region and schools “is not adequate for the drinking water 

supply”  

“When the main repairing was implemented in school buildings the Region was not supplied by the 

drinking water. That’s why they did not consider arrangement of the water supply system”.  

According to this excerpt part of the schools, still use the water tanks though the Region has piped 

Water Supply System. 

“Though there is a piped Water Supply System in the Region no thought about installing the taps in 

school. We do not have the water and taps in school. Ho have water taps in the schoolyard is very 

important” (Schoolteacher, Public school of the Regional center). 

In general according to the focus group discussions improving the Water Supply System in Regions, 

posed the issue of installing the water supply pipeline in school buildings, changing the taps and 

connecting them to the central System without the water tank, as well as improving the schedule of 

the water supply. 

 

Functioning of the Main Water Source and Reserve of Water 

 

Another problem (in rural and urban areas) is bad functioning of the main source of the Water 

Supply System. By the time of observation in approximately every tenth assessed school (11%) the 

main source of the water supply system was not functioning. The majority of these schools (90%) are 

in the rural areas.   
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Diagram 3. Is the main source of the Water Supply System functioning? (Assessment results according the type of the 

settlement).  

 

The worst situation in terms of functionality of the Water Supply main source is again in Samtskhe-

Javakheti and Kvemo Kartli. For example in one third of the schools in Samtskhe-Jvakheti, the main 

water source was not functioning by the time of observation. According to this criterion in both 

Samtskhe-Javakheti and Kvemo Kartli is significant difference between Georgian and not Georgian 

schools. As the School Principals said the water source is out of order during the months in some 

schools, and in two schools, it is not functioning during the years.  

 

Diagram 4.  Is the main source of the Water Supply System functioning? (Assessment results according to the Regions).   
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As it was mentioned above the main problem for the schools in the rural areas is the main water 

source that in most cases out of order, but in the urban areas (but Tbilisi), the main problem is that 

the schedule of water supply does not exist.  

 

Diagram 5. Uninterrupted water supply according to the type of settlement (answers of the Principals of the schools with 

piped water sources/ interviews results).  

 

The result of the hamper functioning of the main water source is that 30% of the schools intensively 

use the alternative water source at the same time of the main source.  In the urban areas, the 

alternative water source is used in half of the schools, in the rural areas it is used in 30% and in Tbilisi 

in 10% of the schools. By the opinion of each tenth of the interviewed School Principal even in case 

of well functionality of the main water source, the water is not sufficient for the school needs.  The 

picture is different according to the school location – in the urban areas, the 4% of the Principals 

mention it and 12% in the rural areas. In at about half of the schools water is kept in the water 

reservoirs or in the special vessels.  

 

Safety of the Drinking Water 

 

Though the major part of the schools use unprotected water springs and reservoirs as a main water 

source, the quality of the drinking water is not tasted on a relevant regular basis. According to the 

School Principals the testing of the water quality was conducted only in one tenth of the schools 

since 2010. This index is relatively higher in the towns (but Tbilisi) where testing was conducted in 

one fourth of the schools.  
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Diagram 6. Has the water quality testing been conducted in your school since 2010 or not? (yes %/results of the interviews 

of Principals) 

 

The Researchers evaluated the organoleptic indexes (color, smell and taste) of the drinking water 

used in schools.  Both tap and reserved water was tested.  According to the observation results the 

color, smell and taste of the reserved water in most cases is good. The significant statistical differences 

between the rural and urban areas was not identified, neither according to the Regions.  

The observation showed that the water reserving vessels in most cases are clean and covered in 

schools and are kept at the safe places (according to the standards the water keeping vessel should not 

stand on the floor).  However, one of the most important violations of the standards of reserving the 

water in the vessels was not using the scoop for water in the part of schools. According to the 

observation, the scoop is not used in every fifth school using the vessels for reserving the water and in 

the schools in the rural areas, the scoops have no handles.  

According to the visual observations, the quality of the tap water is lower in general than the quality 

of water in vessels. In addition, there is a difference in the quality of tap water according to the 

school location as well as the type of the settlement.  

In some cases the water was muddy and with worms. These particular cases were observed in the 

villages of Samtskhe-Javakheti. The tap water has bad taste also in one fourth of the schools Shida 

Kartli and Kvemo Kartli.   
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Diagram 7.  “The drinking water has good color, smell and taste (%of schools) according to the Regions (observation 

findings)  

 

 

It should be mentioned also that according to the School Principals the treatment of the drinking 

water had never been done in 70% of schools, including 60% of those schools that use unimproved 

water as a main source of water (unprotected well, unprotected spring.  

 

Diagram 8. In what regularity do you treat the water? (distribution of the answers of the Principals according to the water 

source/interview results) 
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According to the School Principals, the reason of not treating the water is that the school does not 

have filters, sufficient chemicals or any other relevant equipment for cleaning the water. However, in 

many cases the reason is that nobody at school knows how to treat the water.  

 The water quality was also discussed at focus group discussions with teachers and pupils.  The 

teachers and pupils of the schools at the rural areas and Regions have no reliable information 

regarding the safety of the drinking water:  

“As far as I know the pupils are not allowed to drink water from the water reservoir” (the teacher, 

Telavi). 

“Mother insists to take from the home, the tap is damaged and dirty water may run from it”. 

“I always drank tap water, but some people say that the water is from the reservoir and is not safe for 

drinking” (pupil, Telavi).  

While visiting one of the schools in Dusheti District the teachers said, “The cleaning lady walks a 

long distance to bring the water from the spring as it is tastier than the water from the Water Supply 

System of the District”.  

In another school from the same District, the old water tap is only in the school buffet and the tap is 

damaged as well. The safety of the water from the water reservoir also is very suspicious and as the 

staff member of the buffet said: “I do not advice to drink the water from the water reservoir”. 

The pupils of one of the Kvemo Kartli village school openly mentioned the low quality of the 

drinking water: 

“The tap water is brackish I drank several times and I had vomiting” Pupil Marneyli municipality 

village school.  

 

Accessibility to the Water for Vulnerable Groups 

According to the General Standards of Hygiene and Sanitation  is recommended to install the it

drinking water taps inside the building. Otherwise it limits the access to the drinking water for the 

certain groups of pupils (children with disabilities, pupils of elementary grades), as well as for all the 

pupils in the bad weather. The observation identified that only 30% of assessed schools have drinking 

water taps inside the building.  However, in the urban areas and in Tbilisi   80% of assessed schools 

have drinking water taps inside the building.  
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Table 2. Drinking water points according to the school location (% of schools – observation results) 

 

Water 

Keeping 

Vessel 

Water 

Tap 

Inside 

the 

School 

Building 

Fountain 

Inside the 

School 

Building    

Water 

Tap 

Outside 

the 

School 
Building 

Fountain 

Outside 

the 

School 

Building 

Total 42% 41% 3% 59% 9% 

Other towns 53% 79% 7% 40% 14% 

Vollage 43% 29% 2% 70% 7% 

Tbilisi 10% 79% 6% 58% 8% 

 

According to the Regions, the worst situation according to this indicator is in Samtskhe-Javakheti, 

Kakheti and Kvemo Kartli, where the drinking water taps are located accordingly in 19%, 26 % and 

29 % of schools.  

 

Table 3. Drinking water points according to the Regions (% of schools – observation results) 

 

Water 

Keeping 

Vessel        

Water 

Tap 

Inside the 

School 

Building     

Fountain 

Inside the 

School 

Building    

Water 

Tap 

Otside 

the 

School 

Building     

Fountain 

Outside 

the 

School 

Building 

Imereti 77% 41% 3% 62% 16% 

Kakheti 15% 26% 4% 87% 2% 

Kvemo Kartli 34% 29% 3% 47% 4% 

Shida Kartli 47% 38% 2% 62% 4% 

Samtskhe-Javakheti 29% 19% 0% 53% 8% 

Guria 54% 46% 7% 71% 7% 

Ajara 14% 53% 0% 73% 14% 

Mtskheta-Mtianeti 24% 32% 0% 76% 12% 

Samegrelo-Upper Svaneti 64% 50% 6% 57% 6% 

Racha-Lechkhumi-Lower Svaneti 79% 37% 0% 95% 5% 

 

According to the observation results the drinking water taps (all or part) are assessable to the children 

with disabilities only in a half of the schools and for the children of the elementary grade they are 

assessable in 84% of the schools. 

Better situation is identified in Tbilisi than in other towns and villages in terms of accessibility of the 

drinking water taps for the children with disabilities and the children of the elementary grades. 

According to the Regions, the accessibility of the drinking water taps for the children of the 

elementary grades is very low in the schools of Shida Kartli and Samegrelo-Upper Svaneti (no taps at 

all are accessible in every fifth school for the children of the elementary grades). Particularly bad 
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situation is in Imereti, Kakheti and Samegrelo-Upper Svaneti Regions in terms of accessibility to 

water taps for the children with disabilities where no drinking water taps are accessible at all in half 

of the schools.  

It should be noted that the real picture might be worse than the assessment results as the Researches 

find difficult to evaluate the accessibility to the drinking water sources for the children with 

disabilities though they had special instructions about it.   

There are no active clear and detailed infrastructure standards for the children with disabilities in 

Georgia so far and accordingly no monitoring mechanism for it. The requirement of the accessibility 

of the adapted infrastructure for the children with disabilities for the school authorization is very 

general and needs specifications.  

There is a significant difference in terms of accessibility to the drinking water taps for the pupils 

between the regions with the ethnic minorities (Samthkhe-Javakheti, Kvemo Kartli), Georgian-

language and non-Georgian-language schools. E.g. the index of the accessibility to the drinking water 

taps for the children with disabilities is twice lower in non-Georgian-language schools in Samthkhe-

Javakheti. 
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Sanitation 

Indicator: The school has sufficient number of functional toilet compartments for girls, boys and 

teachers accessible and comfortable for the people with disabilities as well. 

 

Types of the Sanitation Facilities 

The absolute majority of the schools involved in the Survey have sanitation facilities (but one school). 

The most popular type of toilet is a pit latrine with slab. In 31% of schools, the sanitation facilities are 

located inside the school building and in 69 % -outside the school building. The distance from the 

school building to the toilet facilities varies within 10-200 m (average distance is 2 m). The toilet 

facilities are located inside the school buildings only in 19 % of schools in the rural areas, in 79 % in 

the urban areas, and in 100 % in Tbilisi. The worst situation in this regards according to the Regions 

are in Samthkhe-Javakheti and Guria, where the sanitation facilities inside the school buildings are 

only in 15 % and 18 % of schools.  

The information about the types of the sanitation facilities according to the school location is given in 

the table 4. It should be mentioned that about one third of the rural and about one tenth of the urban 

schools use so cold unimproved sanitation facilities. Namely, still there are no hanging toilets in the 8 

% of the rural schools, 2 % of the rural and urban schools use bucket. 12% of the rural schools have 

pit latrines without slab.  (The grouping instruction of the sanitation facilities according improved 

and not improved types of toilets is given in the attachment)  

Existence of the piped Water Supply System in schools does not determine the existence of the 

improved toilets. 30 % of the schools that do not have the piped Water Supply System have only 

unimproved types of the sanitation facilities, this index is quite high in the schools with piped Water 

Supply System and is 20%. 

 

Table 4. Sanitation facilities according to the type of the settlement (% of schools, several answers – observation results)  

Type Type of the Sanitation Facilities Town Village Tbilisi 

Im
p

ro
ve

d
   

Flush  toiled (with pan or without) connected to the piped Sewage System 50.00% 7.10% 92.20% 

Flush  toiled (with pan or without) connected to the septic tank 3.00% 12.50% 0.00% 

Flush  toiled (with pan or without) connected to the pit latrine  9.00% 3.80% 2.00% 

Flush  toiled (with pan or without) connected to the elsewhere 3.00% 1.60% 0.00% 

Flush  toiled (with pan or without) connected to the unknown place, /do not 

know/ is not sure 
3.00% 0.70% 0.00% 
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Ventilated improved pit latrine (VIP)   2.00% 0.40% 5.90% 

Pit latrine with slab (with concrete or other hard floor) 45.00% 44.10% 2.00% 

Composting toilet/alternative of the flush toilet   6.00% 15.40% 0.00% 

U
n

im
p

ro
ve

d 

Pit latrine without slab 6.00% 12.00% 0.00% 

Bucket 2.00% 0.20% 0.00% 

Hanging toilet or hanging latrine   1.00% 8.00% 0.00% 

No facilities, bush / field 0.00% 0.20% 0.00% 

  No observation available 2.00% 4.20% 0.00% 

 

Only 70% of schools have the improved sanitation facilities and only 26% of schools use unimproved 

sanitation facilities. As it was already mentioned, the situation is significantly different according to 

the school location (village/town). The hardest situation in terms of sanitation facilities were 

identified in Mtskheta–Mtianeti and Samegrelo-Upper Svaneti, where there are only unimproved 

sanitation facilities and accordingly 70% and 50% of schools use it.  

 

Diagram 9. Improved and unimproved sanitation facilities according to the school location (% of schools,– observation 

results) 
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Diagram 10. Improved and unimproved sanitation facilities according to the Regions (% of schools,– observation results) 

 

 

 

Number of Toilet Compartments and Planning  

According to the International Standards separate toilet compartments should be functioning in the 

schools for girls, boys and for the teachers as well. The number of the toilet compartments should be 

strictly defined according to the number of the pupils in school (one toilet pan per 25 girls and one 

toilet pan per 30 boys). The Survey results show that in Georgia these standards are violated. Namely, 

in general number of the toilet compartments is not enough. In average, there is one toilet 

compartment per 35 pupils in Georgia, in the urban areas and in Tbilisi this index in even less (one 

toilet compartment per 4 pupils). According to the Regions the worth situation was identified in 

Kvemo Kartli and Kakheti, one toilet compartment accordingly per 55 and 43 pupils.  

It should be mentioned that the number of the toilet compartments are not different according to the 

number of pupils in schools. The difference in the number of the toilet compartments is determined 

by the school location whether it is in the capital city, in other urban or rural areas.  

In most of the schools, the separate toilet facilities for girls and boys are functioning, though the 

number of the toilet compartments is equal for boys and girls.   The shared toilets are only in several 

small village schools (about 200 pupils).  

The separate toilets for teachers are in the half of the schools. In this case it is determined not by the 

school size, but by the type of the settlement. Namely, in Tbilisi and other urban area separate toilet 
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for teachers are in 70% of the schools and in rural area only in 40%. The worst situation among the 

Regions is in Samtskhe-Javakheti where index is 30%.  

The Focus Group discussions clearly showed that not having the separate toilets for the teachers 

makes them uncomfortable. “We try to use the toilet during the lesson when it is empty, we feel 

In one of the Duseti schools where there is no separate toilet for teachers, the pupils say that shy”. 

“ . After discussion and then observation the they have never seen the teacher using the toilet”

researchers identify that the toilet facility inside the school building was allocated to the teachers but 

then it was given to the pupils as there was no toilet for them.  

“The toilet is at the road side, though it is amortized, every person passing on the road use the toilet: 

passersby, tourists, neighbors. It is impossible to send the child there” 

Though the inside toilets are also in bad conditions. The toilet has two sections with one common 

entrance. There are three independent compartments. Though it has a common door, the separate 

sections do not have the doors. The compartments also do not have the doors. The entrance is very 

small. The boys and girls have to stand in the entrance from where the toilet compartments are seen 

well. There are no conditions of isolating the sections for boys and girls while using the toilet.  

Not relevant sanitary conditions at schools cause a danger of epidemic explosion and helminthes 

diseases. According to the School Principals, the epidemic explosion took place only in 2 schools in 

2012-2013, though this data might not be accurate as according to the Survey the medical 

examinations in schools are very rare. E.g according to the school Principals testing of the pupils on 

the helminthes have not been performed at Tbilisi schools during 2012-2013 and in other urban and 

rural areas it was performed only in 7-8% of schools.  

 

Accessibility of the Sanitation Facilities for the Vulnerable Groups  

 

Generally in the Public schools of Georgia the situation in terms of the accessibility of the sanitation 

facilities for the vulnerable groups is unsatisfactory. There are no adequate toilet facilities for the 

children with disabilities even in those schools, where the children with disabilities are registered. 

The picture is especially visible in Tbilisi and other urban areas.  
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Diagram 12.   Accessibility of the sanitation facilities for the children with disabilities (% of schools) 

 

 

According to the Survey findings in more than 95% of schools the toilet facilities are accessible for 

the children of elementary grade in Tbilisi and other urban areas through the situation is different 

according to the type of the settlement. Index in rural areas is lower (89%). In this regards the 

situation is different in Shida kKartli and Samtskhe-Javakheti the index here is accordingly 70% and 

66%. 

The additional problem is the sanitation facilities outside the school building in the rural and urban 

areas outside Tbilisi.  

The pupils of one of the village schools of Kvemo Kartli said that the pathway to the toilets use to be 

flooded in rainy weather and in hot weathers in the high grass around the toilets are the reptiles. 

According to the pupils in one of Telavi schools, the toilet facilities are not adequate for the pupils of 

the elementary grades. As they said, they had never used the toilets while being in the elementary 

grades and had never seen any of the elementary grade pupils using it.   
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Hygiene 

Indicator: The school has functional hand washing facilities with the soap always accessible fo the 

school pupils and the hygiene norms are taught at school.   

 

Number of the Hand Washing Facilities and Conditions 

According to the Survey, findings there in no possibility of washing the hands in every tenth school 

Countrywide. This kind of schools are identified everywhere in the Country (but Guria and Imereti). 

The index of the schools without hand washing facilities is especially high in Kvemo Kartli (29%) and   

Samtskhe-Javakheti (27%). The index even higher in the non-Georgian Language schools of this 

Regions accordingly 37% and 44%. 

 

Diagram 13. Hand washing facilities in schools (observation results) 

 

 

The hand washing facilities are installed inside the school building only in 41% of schools. The index 

is significantly different according to the school location and Regions. It is especially low in 

Samtskhe-Javakheti (19%). 

It should be mentioned that not existing the hand washing facilities inside the school building is not 

connected with the existence of the piped Water Supply System in school. The hand washing 

facilities installed inside the building is only in 46% out of the schools with piped Water Supply 

System. 

About 70% of schools have the hand washing facilities inside the toilet compartment or nearby. The 

fact of having the piped Water Supply System does not affect this index either, though is different 

according to the school location and Regions. Index is low in rural areas (64%) and in Samtskhe-

Javakheti (47%). 
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It should be mentioned that there is no soap at the hand washing facilities in the majority of schools 

(88%). The situation is worse in the capital city where 96% of schools have no soap at the hand 

washing facilities. In this regards the worst situation in terms of Regions is again in Samtskhe-

Javakheti (98%). In addition, there are no towels at the hand washing facilities in the majority of 

schools. Observes identify towels only in 5% of Public Schools Countrywide. (Detailed information is 

given in the attachment 4). 

 

Accessibility to the Hand Washing Facilities 

According to the Survey findings, the worst situation in terms of accessibility to the hand 

washing facilities for the children of the elementary grades and the children with disabilities 

is in the rural areas. In general, hand-washing facilities are accessible for the children with 

disabilities in the half of the assessed schools and in 80% of them for the children of the 

elementary grades.  

 

Diagram 14. Accessibility to the hand washing facilities for the vulnerable groups (% of total number of schools/observation 

results   

 

 

 

Personal Hygiene and Hygiene Education at School 

According to the observation, half of the pupils do not wash the hands after using the toilet. There is 

no difference in this regards in terms of gender aspect and both in urban and rural areas.   

Focus Group discussions confirm that there are no relevant conditions in schools for hand washing. 

In many cases the taps in the toilets function partially or do not function at all in addition to that 
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neither in the assessed schools no soap and towel is identified. However, in this regards the situation 

is better in the Tbilisi Public Schools participating in the Focus Group discussions. In the Regions the 

alternative to the hand washing facilities after using the toilets are the taps in school yards far from 

the toilets (in case of existing). Though, e.g. in Dusheti Public Schools there the taps are neither 

inside nor outside the school building. As the teacher of the Second Public School said, the only 

possibility of washing the hands is the tap in the school buffet; however the hand-washing sink in the 

buffet is the only place for getting the drinking water and as it appeared as a result of the observation, 

it is the only place for washing the dishes as well. Considering all above mentioned the environment 

in the buffet is against the hygiene standards.  

During the Focus Group discussion, the teachers in Tbilisi Public School posed the problem 

connected to the lessons of the physical culture.  

“The pupils have no time to change the clothes after the lesson of the physical culture. They enter in 

class damp with perspiration after it. The school needs shower-baths, towels, soaps and the time for 

all of it. None of these attributes are in schools. The situation makes both the teachers and the pupils 

uncomfortable. The only way out is to put the physical culture lessons last in the timetable but in 

most cases it is impossible”.   

According to the respondents lack of the elementary hygiene conditions effects on the pupils’ 

behavior as well and make them under the high risk for diseases. They agree also that in parallel to 

improving the hygiene and sanitary conditions in schools the thorough teaching of the hygiene rules 

to the pupils is essential.   

More the 90 % of the School Principals mentioned that the students are taught hand washing, oral 

hygiene, body and heir care related issues; although only 10 % of them were confident that  there  is 

at least one teacher who has undertaken special training on teaching hygiene. Over 86% of the 

schools do not have teachers guide on hygiene issues. Absolute majority of the interviewed School 

Principals consider that there is a need of having this kind of manual at schools. 

It was mentioned at the teachers’ Focus Group Discussions that some hygiene issues are taught in the 

subjects of Natural Sciences and the text-books of Natural Sciences contains the topics on hygiene. 

Besides the program of the Mentor of the Class covers also the “talks” on hygiene issues in so-called 

“Class Talks”, hygiene issues are covered in the program of the Civil Defense as well.   However, as 

the respondents mentioned there is no special Guidebook for teaching the hygiene.   

As the respondents stated while teaching the hygiene the teachers often use the visibilities made by 

the pupils.  

“The teacher asks us to make the posters at home; we paint how to act after eating, not to pollute the 

environment”  
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The teachers at Tbilisi Focus Group discussions highlighted the positive experience and effect of the 

hygiene projects; they also have some suggestions to increase the awareness of the pupils on hygiene 

issues: 

“The hygiene issues are given in the text-books as paragraphs, but it is better when the topic is given 

as a project. In this case, the pupil falls into the interest and gets an idea about the necessity of 

following the hygiene rules. We implemented number of the projects on the topic in the school; 

those who were involved in this kind of projects gained good hygiene skills”.  

“It is desirable to have the posters on the hygiene issues in every class. The pupils will get aware of 

the rules and by the time, it will turn into the behavior. I think this kind of visibilities using the 

slogans stays firmly into the eyes and mind and finally works well.” 

“It is most effective to teach the hygiene in the elementary grades. The habit will grow together with 

them and we will get tidy young people who follow the hygiene rules”.   

Although the respondents mentioned also that: “There are no elementary conditions to keep the 

hygiene rules in school. In case of having the proper sanitary conditions the pupils will gain the habit 

of keeping the hygiene rules”.  

“The children should study and live in the nice, aesthetic environment and accustom to it. In the 

clean, nice and tidy buildings, they will accustom to keep the hygiene rules as well as maintenance of 

school building. I think several generations of the pupils should pass to get this kind of behavior 

among them”.  
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Management and Technical Functionality 

Indicator: The school has effective management system of water and sanitation facilities.   

 

General Situation of the Toilet Compartments and Functionality 

The index of functionality of the toilet compartments as well as index of cleanliness is higher in the 

urban than in the rural areas. It should be noted that in terms of functionality of the sanitation 

facilities the situation in Tbilisi schools is the best but in terms of cleanliness it is the same as in other 

urban areas. As a result of the observation only half of the observed toilet compartments were 

considered as clean.   

 

Table 5. Conditions of the toilet compartments according to the school location (%/observation results) 

Conditions of the toilet compartments       Town        Village            Tbilisi 

Functioning 88% 77% 94% 

Partially functioning 3% 7% 3% 

Not functioning  4% 4% 3% 

Unable to identify 4% 12%  

Clean 60% 45% 61% 

Partially clean 26% 28% 28% 

Dirty  10% 17% 8% 

Unable to identify 4% 10% 2% 

 

 

Particular hard situation in terms of the toilet conditions is again in Samtskhe-Javakheti where almost 

half of the toilet compartments are out of order and only 15% of toilets considered as clean by the 

observers. (Detailed information according to the Regions is given in the attachment 5). The worst 

situation is in the non-Georgian Language schools in the same Region as well as in Kvemo Kartli. E.g. 

only 3% of the toilet compartments considered as clean in non-Georgian Language schools in 

Samtskhe-Javakheti and only  7% in Kvemo Kartli non-Georgian Language schools. 

The analyses of the cleanliness of the toilet compartments in the schools with piped Water Supply 

System shows that generally, index of cleanliness in such schools is higher but not satisfactory, that 

points to the deficit of relevant hygiene behavior and problems connected to the maintenance.   
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Diagram 16. Cleanliness and conditions of the sanitation facilities in schools according to the main water sources (% of toilet 

compartments – observation results). 

 

According to the School Principals, the schools use the water, detergents and disinfection means to 

clean the sanitation facilities. Only 3% of schools use hot water to clean the toilets, disinfection 

means is used by 70% of schools. The Principals confirm that the toilets are cleaned once or even 

more times a day.  

According to the observers by the time of the assessment, no toilet papers were in the toilet 

compartments of 70% of schools of Georgia.  Relatively better situation was identified in the urban 

(64%) areas, than in the rural (74%) areas and in Tbilisi (74%).  According to the Regions, the 

different situation from the general tendency is again in Samtskhe-Javakheti where no toilet papers 

were identified in neither of the toilet compartments in 93% of schools. 

The situation in terms of lightening of the toilet compartments is significantly different in urban and 

rural areas. 92% of the assessed schools have installed lights in Tbilisi schools, 62% - in other towns 

and only 20% in the villages.  

The teachers and the pupils participating in the Focus Group discussions in Tbilisi pay attention on 

the toilet flushes that are out of order. 

“The cleaner needs to clean the toilets at every brake as the toilet flushes are out of order”. 

In many cases, the toilet compartments have no doors, which make the pupils to feel uncomfortable.   

There is no ventilation system or it is not functioning well in the toilets of Tbilisi schools involved in 

the Focus Group discussions.  

All above-mentioned problems are typical for the schools of the Regions participating in the Focus 

Group discussions as well. However, as it was mentioned above infrastructure arrangement of the 

schools in the Regions is different (e.g. the school toilets mainly are in the schoolyards).  

The toilet flushes were not functioning by the time of the observation in the observed Public schools 

in Dusheti Region. The toilets have no ventilations and the smell goes out into the corridor. The 

smell reaches the classrooms of the elementary grades and the buffet. The toilets were repaired three 
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years before in the school during the major repairs of the school, but it is impossible to keep 

cleanliness in the toilets because of not having the ventilation and flushing systems.   

“The problem of the sanitation facilities inside the school building is that the flushing systems are not 

functioning.  The toilets should have the running water”. 

 “There is a ventlight and the sanitation facility airs but there is a smell anyway. The smell goes into 

the classrooms close to the toilets. The toilets are close to the buffet and the smell goes into the buffet 

as well”.   

The pupils of one of the Telavi Public school characterize the toilets as: “dirty, with indecent 

 In another school of the handwritings on the walls and wooden doors, where everything is seen”.  

same Region in addition of all these problems the tap is broken, the water goes down and makes a 

pool in the toilet.  

According to the pupils’ observation in one of Telavi schools, the cleaner enters the boys’ toilets to 

clean rarely than the girls’ one as: “The women cleaner do not want to enter into the boys’ toilet”. 

The pupils of one of the public schools of Kvemo Kartli complain that the toilets are not cleaned:”The 

cleaner never cleans the toilets. I study at this school for 8 years already and everything is in the same 

 way as it was 8 years ago. Nothing has changed. Nobody has ever cleaned the toilets”. 

 

The Conditions and Cleanliness of the Hand Washing Facilities  

In terms of the conditions of the hand washing facilities, the situation is not significantly different 

between urban and rural areas as it was in case of sanitation facilities. If the sanitation facilities are in 

better conditions in towns, the hand washing facilities are significantly better in the villages in terms 

of the conditions and cleanliness. Only half of the hand washing facilities considered as cleans in 

Tbilisi, and 70% of them in the villages.  

 

Table 6. Conditions of the hand washing facilities according to the school locations (observation results) 

Hand Washing Fasility Conditions       Town                      Village          Tbilisi 

Functioning 77% 82% 82% 

Partially functioning 10% 4% 2% 

Not functioning  13% 14% 14% 

Unable to identify   2% 

Clean 66% 69% 52% 

Partially clean 26% 22% 36% 

Dirty  6% 5% 7% 
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Unable to identify 3% 3% 4% 

 

The worst situation according to the Regions is in Samtskhe-Javakheti again where only 42% of the 

hand washing facilities considered as clean and 30% of them are out of order. (The detailed 

information is given in the attachment 5).  

Slightly better situation are in the schools with the piped Water Supply System, though the 

difference is so minor that in this case as well as in the case of the analyses of the sanitation facilities, 

the factor of ensuring the cleanliness can be considered again violation of hygiene rules and 

maintenance problems.  

 

Diagram 17. Conditions of the hand washing facilities according to the water main sources (% of the compartments –

observation results)    
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Waste Disposal 

Indicator: The solid waste and wastewater is disposed regularly. 

 

Solid Waste Disposal 

According to the observation the situation in terms of the solid waste disposal is better in the urban 

areas rather than in the rural areas. The garbage bins near the school territory are overfilled in every 

fourth school in the villages and 3-4% in the town.  

 The ways of garbage disposal is different also in urban and rural areas. It is done by the regular waste 

disposal services in Tbilisi, but in the villages, it is burned on the school territory (45%) or is taken 

away by the school staff (28%). The worst situation in this regards according to the Regions is in 

Samegrelo-Upper Svaneti Region, where the garbage is burned in the school territories in 80% of 

schools. (The detailed information is given in the attachment 6). 

 

Table 7. The ways of the solid waste disposal according to the Regions and school location (School % - observation results) 

  

Taken to the 

Landfill 

Buried on the 

School 

Territory or 

Nearby   

Buried on the 

School 

Territory or 

Nearby   

Collected by the 
Waste Disposal 

Services 

Taken Away by 

the School Staff 

Is not 

Disposed 

Town  3.0% 0.0% 12.0% 63.0% 25.0% 2.0% 

Village 12.0% 3.8% 45.4% 13.4% 27.6% 1.6% 

Tbilisi 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 86.2% 17.6% 0.0% 

Imereti 7.5% 6.5% 59.8% 18.7% 34.6% 0.0% 

Kakheti 1.9% 1.9% 45.3% 45.3% 11.3% 0.0% 

Kvemo Kartli 8.2% 4.1% 19.2% 28.8% 41.1% 0.0% 

Shida Kartli 4.3% 2.1% 36.2% 38.3% 17.0% 2.1% 

Samtskhe-Javakheti 22.0% 1.7% 8.5% 10.2% 42.4% 10.2% 

Guria 14.3% 0.0% 35.7% 10.7% 42.9% 0.0% 

Ajara 19.7% 4.5% 18.2% 25.8% 7.6% 0.0% 

Mtskheta-Mtianeti 20.0% 0.0% 28.0% 4.0% 56.0% 0.0% 

Samegrelo-Upper Svaneti 1.4% 1.4% 77.8% 16.7% 1.4% 1.4% 

Rach-Lechkhumi- Lower 

Svaneti 
21.1% 0.0% 36.8% 5.3% 57.9% 5.3% 

 

The situation is sharply different regarding the waste disposal according the school location. The 

waste is being disposed every day in 80% of Tbilisi schools, but in the villages, this index is twice low. 
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According the Regions the worst situation is in Imereti (27%), Samtskhe-Javakheti (31%) and 

Samegrrelo-Upper Svaneti (30%). 

 

Table 8. Frequency of the solid waste disposal according to the school location and Regions (% of schools-results of the 

interviews of the Principles) 

  

At Least 

Once a Day 

Twice a Day Once a 

Week 

Rarely No 

Disposition 

No answer 

Town  53.1% 10.2% 21.4% 12.2% 0.0% 3.1% 

Village 37.5% 12.4% 23.9% 11.1% 6.0% 9.1% 

Tbilisi 80.4% 13.7% 3.9% 0.0% 0.0% 2.0% 

Total 43.7% 12.2% 21.8% 10.3% 4.5% 7.5% 

Imereti 27.1% 7.5% 17.8% 9.3% 18.7% 19.6% 

Kakheti 37.7% 15.1% 32.1% 9.4% 3.8% 1.9% 

Kvemo Kartli 49.3% 13.7% 28.8% 2.7% 0.0% 5.5% 

Shida Kartli 83.0% 6.4% 6.4% 4.3% 0.0% 0.0% 

Samtskhe-Javakheti 30.5% 23.7% 28.8% 11.9% 0.0% 5.1% 

Guria 46.4% 7.1% 28.6% 14.3% 0.0% 3.6% 

Ajara 37.9% 19.7% 24.2% 15.2% 0.0% 3.0% 

Mtskheta-Mtianeti 44.0% 16.0% 8.0% 16.0% 0.0% 16.0% 

Samegrelo-Upper Svaneti 29.2% 4.2% 30.6% 25.0% 6.9% 4.2% 

Rach-Lechkhumi- Lower Svaneti 47.4% 5.3% 21.1% 0.0% 0.0% 26.3% 

 

Wastewaters 

According to the observation results, the situation regarding the Sewage System is sharply different 

according to the school location. Only 40% of schools (including partial and incomplete) in the 

villages have the sewage system, in the towns this index is twice bigger and in Tbilisi the Sewage 

Systems functions in every school.  

The half of the village School Principals consider that outflow of the wastewater and sludge (faces) is 

not safe.  

Diagram 15. Is the outflow of the wastewater and faces is not safe? (% of the interviewed Principals). 
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There is no schedule of disposing the faces in the majority of the schools without the Sewage System. 

According to the School Principles the wastewater outflows safely in 13% of the schools, mostly it is 

spilled on the school territory (40%) or in the special channel (22%).  

In terms of the solid waste disposal, the hardest situation is again in Samtskhe-Javakheti among the 

Regions. (The detailed information is given in the attachments 6 and 9). 

The observers considered the schoolyards as clean in 40% of schools. The difference in this regardsis 

is evident according to the school location and Regions. The school yardsare relatively clean in the 

urban areas. In terms of the regions, the worst situation is in Shida Kartli and Kvemo Kartli. (The 

detailed information is given in the attachment 7). 

At the Focus Group discussion, the pupils of one of the schools in Kvemo Kartli highlighted the 

problem of the solid waste from the beginning of the discussion. While the visit the observers 

noticed, the solid waste quite visibly spread in the school building or school yard. As the pupils 

mentioned that, there is only one garbage bin in school, which is not enough for the two stories 

school building. There is no bin in the schoolyard as well and the municipal garbage bin is far away 

from the school. As a rule, the pupils clean the schoolyard themselves. Nevertheless, as there are no 

garbage bins the yard litters very soon.  
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General Information Regarding the Schools 

The majority of the schools involved in the Survey (about 90%) were built before 2000; the new 

schools were mainly built in the villages after 2000.  

According to the School Principals, no maintenance works were performed since 2010 in 60% of 

schools. No maintenance works were performed neither until 2010 nor after in 12% of schools. The 

majority of the schools left without the maintenance (about 70%) were built before 2000 and are in 

the villages.   

According to the School Principles in the lists of the types of the maintenance works performed are: 

replacement of windows and doors, repairing the classrooms and roofing. According to them 

maintenance of the sanitation facilities were performed in 35% of the assessed schools. These types of 

works were performed mainly in the urban areas, in the villages it was mainly roofing and 

replacement of the doors and windows.  

Diagram 16. Types of the maintenance works in schools (% out of the total number of the answers/interview results) 

 

 

It should be mentioned that currently the maintenance works are not performed according to the 

general standards, as according to the interviewed school Principles the primary planning of the 
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sanitation facilities were changed in many schools as well as primary number of the  toilet 

compartments. As it was already mentioned, the number of the sanitation facilities is not in 

correlation with the number of pupils at schools as well as with the gender disaggregation.  Currently 

there are no situation analyses in this regard in schools.  

Diagram 17. Planning of the sanitation facilities in schools as of 2013 (% of schools/interviews of the Principals) 

 

 

In the frame of the Survey the classroom (floor, ceiling, windows and desks) cleanliness were checked 

as well. In this regards the situation in the schools more or less is satisfactory. Better situation in this 

regards is mainly in the urban areas. According to the Regions, the worst situation is in Samtskhe-

Javakheti in terms of the cleanliness of the classrooms. In general, mostly the ceilings and floors are 

damaged rather than windows and desks in the majority of schools. It should be mentioned that the 

cleanliness of schools were assessed at the beginning of the year (early Autumn) when the hitting 

systems were not switched on. According to the Focus Group discussions the wooden stoves in 

schools pollutes air and the nearby territory.  

 

Table 9. Cleanliness of windows, floor, ceiling and desks (is not clean -% of schools/observation results.    

School Location Windows Floor Desks Ceiling 

Town 
1.5% 6.6% 1.6% 5.6% 

Village 
5.7% 11.7% 5.6% 11.2% 

Tbilisi 
7.0% 10.9% 2.8% 7.2% 

Imereti 
2.5% 11.0% 4.0% 12.1% 

Kakheti 
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 

Kvemo Kartli 
4.7% 10.0% 1.5% 13.4% 

Shida Kartli 
7.8% 9.2% .2% 4.2% 

Samtskhe-Javakheti 
13.8% 21.3% 19.5% 26.9% 
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Guria 
2.8% 9.1% 4.5% 4.5% 

Ajara 
4.2% 6.8% 5.1% 3.3% 

Mtskheta-Mtianeti 
5.4% 10.9% 13.0% 13.0% 

Samegrelo-Upper Svaneti 
6.0% 14.9% 2.3% 9.5% 

Rach-Lechkhumi- Lower Svaneti 
0.0% 14.6% 1.5% 14.1% 

 

80% of the schools in the villages use the firewood for hitting in winter, which negatively affects the 

cleanliness of the classrooms.  

 

Diagram 18. Hitting Systems in schools (% of schools/interview results) 

 

According to the Focus Group discussions, the schools with central heating systems use the wooden 

stoves as well, because the fee for the central heating is expensive for the school budget and the 

central heating system is turned off: 

“The central heating system is turned off in our school. We have the wooden stove and the classroom 

is full of smoke”.  

The Survey assessed also the conditions of the schoolyards. 97% of the schools have the schoolyards. 

The index is relatively low in Tbilisi where 6% of schools have no schoolyards. According to the 

Survey findings, 40% of schools are not accessible for the animals. This index is even higher in 

Tbilisi- 50%. There are no garbage bins in the schoolyards in the villages.  
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Diagram 19. Conditions of the schoolyards (% of schools/interview results) 

 

It should be mentioned that any kind of inspection had been performed only in 23% of assessed 

schools since 2010 out of whish technical inspection was performed in 17% of schools water in -11% 

and food in -5%. Any kind of inspection is more frequent in the urban areas than in rural areas.  

 

Food Facilities  

Food facilities are functioning only in 30% of Public Schools. Most of them are in Tbilisi and 

other urban areas. About 90% of schools do not have buffet in the village schools. In about 

half of the school buffets in the urban areas and in the majority of the village schools they 

sell only ready-made products.  

Diagram 20. Is there a buffet in the school? (% of School Principles/interview results)  

 

 

The analyses of the products by the time of the observation showed that their range do not support 

healthy eating the – most of the schools do not have fruits, vegetables, dairy products and soup in the 

menu.    
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The choice of the suggested food products is limited. The products contain high amount of fat and salt 

(salty nuts, salty biscuits, chips) sweet carbonated beverages, cakes, buns and rolls. 

 

Diagram 21. The assortment of the school buffets (% of schools with buffets/observation results).   

Products                           In Sale 

Sweet carbonated beverages 63% 

Products contain high amount of fat and salt (salty nuts, salty biscuits, chips and etc) 66% 

Tonic soft drinks   68% 

Candies   9% 

Fruit 1% 

Vegetable salads packed  4% 

Dairy Products (sour-cream, curds, yogurt, isecrean) 7% 

biscuits 78% 

Cake 
18% 

Buns, rolls and pies (with fruit, vegetable, dairy, chocolate stuffing) 85% 

Soups 6% 

Sausages 19% 

Pies with cheese and beans 19% 

 

 

According to the observation 65% of the kitchens considered as clean and  35% more or less cleaned.  

Though the conditions of the kitchens in terms of cleanliness are more or less satisfactory, the school 

buffets do not meet the important technical requirements E.g. there are no hand washing sink in the 

major part of the school buffets, ready-made and raw products are stored separately only in 52% of 

the schools, only 48% of the schools have refrigerator which makes danger of the Foodborne diseases.  
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Diagram 22. Technical conditions at school buffets and kitchens (% of schools with buffets/observation results). 

 

According to the school Principals the drinking water is in 92 % of the schools with buffets and hot 

water is in every tenth school with buffet. 

 

Table 10. Water Supply in buffets (School % /interviews of the Principles) 

  
Drinking 

Water Hot Water 

Town  92.5% 13.4% 

Village 84.9% 7.5% 

Tbilisi 100.0% 6.5% 

Total 92.2% 9.6% 

Imereti 90.5% 4.8% 

Kakheti 84.6%   

Kvemo Kartli 
87.5%   

Shida Kartli 
94.1%   

Samtskhe-Javakheti 
100.0% 20.0% 

Guria 100.0%   

Ajara 94.4% 44.4% 

Mtskheta-Mtianeti 
100.0%   

Samegrelo-Upper Svaneti 
85.0% 15.0% 

Rach-Lechkhumi- Lower Svaneti 
33.3%   

  

According to the information of the 60% of the School Principals, there is a fast food canteen neat the 

school. 

In one of the schools of Kvemo Kartli, the teachers and the pupils mention the problems because 

there is no buffet in the school. The pupils have to bay the food products in the shop near the school. 

The highway they need to cross to reach the shop is quite dangerous for them.  
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“In our school the pupils come from different villages and many of them come from a long distance. 

Where can they eat when they are hungry? There is a shop nearby but it is on the highway on the 

other side of the road”. 

“Do you know there was a car accident? Even several times; when the hungry children were running 

ro cross the road to the shop”.   

Children need hot meals, nothing good is sold in that shop”.  

 

Recourses Allocated for School Infrastructure Maintenance 

Schools spend about 1-3% of the school budget on sanitation, water and waste disposal, which is not 

enough for the relevant maintenance of the school infrastructure according to the public opinion of 

the schools.  

E.g. one of the important problems is lack of the special staff, especially technical and medical staff. 

Share of the schools with lack of the staff is higher in the villages than in towns.  

Diagram 23.  Do you have lack of specialists? (No, school % /interview results)  

 

As the teachers participated in the Focus Group discussions mentioned the Ministry of Education and 

Science defined the number of the cleaners for school staff, which in many cases means reduced 

number of the cleaners.  However, the school can hire additional cleaner on service contact, but 

because of the low income, the schools cannot hire them.  

All the teachers agree that the schools are lacking cleaners and the technical staff. It is very difficult 

to keep cleanliness in the conditions of damaged and improper infrastructure and all difficulties lay 

on the shoulders of the cleaner.    

“The sanitation facilities are not in proper conditions, the pupils do not try to keep cleanliness and 

the number of cleaners is not enough to cover all the problems”.  
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The pupils talk about the cleaner who constantly and has to do “goes round with broom and brush” 

the things that should be done by the simple technics like flush of the toilet.  

Every interviewed teacher agrees that scope of work of the cleaner and the salary are not adequate.  

“We have only one cleaner and she had to work hard for only 80 GEL per month”.  

The problem of the cleaner becomes more acute in the big schools. “In the big schools the cleaner 

have to clean twice a big territory for the same salary than in the small schools. It reflects also on the 

quality of her work as well. Therefore, we cannot get the adequate quality of cleanliness as needed 

can’tbut could not ask under such low salary. She tries her best but  manage everything”.   

One of the teachers mentioned that, the increased number of the cleaners would better manage the 

cleaning process in the schools with two shifts. As one cleaner is not able to clean the classrooms in 

the short period between the shifts and the pupils of the second shift have no clean environment “It 

is not enough to collect the papers, the cleaner should sweep, take the dust. More cleaners are 

needed. The problem is also that there are lots of pupils in the classes”.  

A big problem is also cleaning the schoolyards in the schools with the big number of the pupils. 

There is no staff member who would do it. “We have a big yard, which needs sweeping, looking after. 

The same problem was posed in Shulaveri Public School while We do not have enough staff for it.” 

speaking with the pupils. As they mentioned as a rule they themselves clean, the yard  periodically  

during so-called but as there is no garbage bins in the schoolyard it became “Saturdays Working”, 

dirty soon again.  

The interviewed teachers complain about lack of the technical staff especially in big schools with lots 

of pupils. They mention that one technical person is not able to manage the maintenance of the 

“damaged and broken infrastructure”. As the Principle of one of the Tbilisi public school says, “The 

technical person needs at least one assistant worker. He has to be a plumber, carpenter, worker and 

 The schools have so called “Schedule of the Household Manager” consisting of the list of etc.”  

equipment needed repairing. As the teachers mention under one technical person repairing of the 

damaged equipment is always delayed. “It is already a month that I am asking to repair the door 

  handle. He has a lot of job to do and I am not sure when he will have time to come to my classroom”. 

Aster reducing the number of Staff in schools the situation became even worth in the schools with 

the pupils with disabilities. As the teacher of one of the Tbilisi Public Schools stated it became a big 

problem to assist the children with disabilities to move. The school participated in the project, which 

covered the assisting staff salary for the children with disabilities. “But when the project finished the 

children were left without care and the parents have to look after them. Or in some cases the parents 

pay to the cleaner to help the children to move”.  
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Medical Service and the Health Conditions of the Pupils 

Another big problem at schools is lack of the Medical Personnel. Only 6% of schools have the 

Medical Room and the picture is significantly different according to the school location. The index is 

30% in Tbilisi, 20% in the urban area, and in the villages it does not exceed 4%.  Only 2% of schools 

have the Medical Room with a doctor and only one school has both s doctor and s nurse. (The 

detailed information is given in the attachment). 

According to the School Principles, the health situation of the pupils is not checked every year in 

more than half of the schools.  

 

Diagram 24.  Health conditions of the pupils at schools (Yes % /interview of the Principals) 

 

 

As the teachers participated in the Focus Group discussions mentioned the Medical Rooms in the 

schools have not functioning in the schools since the Ministry of Education and Science of Georgia 

revoked the doctors’ positions at schools. As the School Principles mentioned the school have the 

stock of the medications. The schools can have the “Contracted Doctor” who will get the salary from 

the school budget. The exception from the assessed schools is one of the Tbilisi schools where thy 

have the doctor all the year round.  

Part of the interviewed teachers does not see the necessity of having the Medical Room in the school. 

As they say in case of accident, the ambulance comes in time and provides the relevant assistance or 

takes to the hospital in case of the necessity.  However, the assessment results show that it makes 

problem for the pupils when there is no medical person at school. The case connected to the health of 

the pupil makes uncomfortable both teacher and pupil.  

“You should address the teacher to solve the problem e.g get a relevant medicine”: “The boys often 

injure at the sport’s lessons. Do we need to carry the medicines with us?”; “It is necessary to have a 

doctor at school, when you have a fever or something she will examine and write a prescription”.  
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The School Needs 

By the end of the interviews, the Principals had the chanse to mention the problems that need 

solving in their schools. As they mentioned the acute problem is a Hygiene Education at schools 

together with the other technical problems.     

Diagram 25.  The problems to be solved at schools (%of schools /interview results of the Principals) 

Problems at Schools Town Village Tbilisi Total 

Maintenance of the sanitation Facilities  53% 49% 33% 48% 

Construction of the sanitation Facilities 23% 46% 4% 39% 

Maintenance of  the Water Supply System  32% 41% 10% 37% 

Construction of the Water Supply System 17% 43%   36% 

Installation of the hand washing sinks 49% 70% 22% 62% 

Purchasing the garbage container 52% 75% 14% 66% 

Repairing of the drainage system 44% 41% 25% 40% 

Improve the Hygiene Education of the teachers 56% 64% 29% 60% 

Improve the Hygiene Education of the Pupils 71% 73% 55% 71% 

 

According to the opinion of the school society representatives (teachers, pupils, Principals) 

improvement of the sanitation infrastructure should be done at the same time of development of the 

hygiene behavior, because the pupils do not take relevant care of and break the school infrastructure, 

as well as do not try to keep sanitary conditions at school. 

 

 

 

 



 

  

Attachments  

Attachment 1. Classification diagram of Water Supply Sources and Sanitation 

Improved Water Sources Unimproved Water Sources 

Piped water inside the school building Unprotected well 

Piped water in the schoolyard Unprotected spring 

Piped water (at neighbor’s)  Water tank on the track 

Piped water (public usage) Bottled water 

Pipe connected to the well  

Protected well  

Protected spring  

Gathered rain water  

Improved Sanitation Facilities Unimproved Sanitation Facilities 

Flush  toiled (with pan or without) connected to the piped Sewage System Pit latrine without slab 

Flush  toiled (with pan or without) connected to the septic tank Bucket 

Flush  toiled (with pan or without) connected to the pit latrine  Hanging toilet or hanging latrine   

Flush  toiled (with pan or without) connected to the elsewhere No facilities, bush / field 

Flush  toiled (with pan or without) connected to the unknown place, /do not know/ is not sure  

Ventilated improved pit latrine (VIP)    

Pit latrine with slab (with concrete or other hard floor)  

Composting toilet/alternative of the flush toilet    

Flush  toiled (with pan or without) connected to the piped Sewage System  

Flush  toiled (with pan or without) connected to the septic tank  
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Attachment 2.  The Main Water Sources in Public Schools of Georgia  

Main Water Source (school 

%) Town  Village Tbilisi Total Imereti Kakheti  

Kvemo 

Kartli 

Shida 

Kartli 

Samtskhe-

Javakheti Guria Ajara 

Mtskheta-

Mtianeti  

Samegrelo-

Upper 

Svaneti 

Racha-

Lechkhumi-

Lower Svaneti 

 
              

Piped Water in school 

buildings 
61% 15% 100% 30% 24% 23% 16% 17% 22% 7% 39% 32% 26% 16% 

Piped water in schoolyard 28% 45% 0% 38% 39% 66% 48% 34% 54% 36% 44% 44% 14% 47% 

Piped water (at 

neighbor’s) 
1% 2% 0% 2% 0% 0% 1% 2% 0% 0% 6% 0% 3% 5% 

Piped water (public use) 1% 5% 0% 4% 3% 0% 8% 6% 0% 14% 2% 8% 1% 26% 

Pipe connected to the 

well 
4% 6% 0% 5% 7% 0% 3% 2% 0% 18% 0% 4% 18% 0% 

Protected well 1% 9% 0% 7% 12% 0% 1% 32% 0% 14% 0% 0% 14% 0% 

Protected spring 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 

Gathered rain water 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 

 
              

Unprotected well 1% 2% 0% 2% 2% 0% 1% 2% 0% 4% 0% 0% 8% 0% 

Unprotected spring 1% 3% 0% 3% 5% 2% 3% 0% 0% 7% 6% 0% 1% 5% 

Bottled water 1% 6% 0% 4% 7% 8% 8% 2% 0% 0% 0% 8% 8% 0% 

Unprotected well 1% 2% 0% 2% 2% 0% 1% 2% 0% 4% 0% 0% 8% 0% 

No water in school or 

nearby 
0% 6% 0% 4% 0% 0% 8% 2% 24% 0% 2% 4% 4% 0% 
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Attachment 3. Water 

Water 

Town  Village Tbilisi Total Imereti Kakheti  

Kvemo 

Kartli 

Shida 

Kartli 

Samtskhe-

Javakheti Guria Ajara 

Mtskheta-

Mtianeti  

Samegrelo-

Upper 

Svaneti 

Racha-

Lechkhumi-

Lower 

Svaneti 

Main Water Sources                             
Improved main source (school %)  

96% 82% 100% 86% 86% 89% 78% 94% 76% 89% 91% 88% 76% 95% 

Unimproved main source (school %) 
4% 12% 0% 9% 

14% 11% 14% 4% 0% 11% 8% 8% 18% 5% 

No water in school or nearby 0% 6% 0% 4% 0% 0% 8% 2% 24% 0% 2% 4% 4% 0% 

Water tap inside the school building 

(school %) 
86% 30% 84% 44% 44% 30% 32% 40% 19% 54% 53% 32% 56% 37% 

Piped water Supply System   (school %) 91% 67% 100% 74% 66% 89% 74% 60% 76% 57% 91% 84% 44% 95% 

Conditions of the Water Supply Sources                              
In case of  functioning of the main Water 

Source water is sufficient (school %) 96% 88% 96% 90% 93% 91% 84% 91% 71% 86% 98% 88% 96% 84% 

Main Water Source functions (By the time 

of observation - school %) 
96% 83% 100% 87% 94% 94% 70% 79% 63% 93% 92% 88% 90% 95% 

No alternative source of water is used 

(school %) 
51% 73% 90% 71% 40% 77% 62% 87% 92% 50% 69% 88% 83% 63% 

The Main Water Source is always being 

treated 
11% 9% 0% 8% 7% 0% 1% 19% 5% 14% 3% 29% 20% 21% 

The Main Water Source is being treated 

sometimes 
7% 8% 0% 7% 3% 0% 3% 19% 2% 36% 5% 6% 17% 0% 

The water tastes normally in the water-

reserving vessel.   
100% 98% 100% 98% 100% 100% 96% 100% 88% 100% 100% 100% 98% 100% 

Tap water tastes normally.  94% 84% 98% 87% 86% 96% 78% 74% 63% 100% 94% 96% 92% 89% 

Accessibility of the Water Sources                             
Drinking water tap is accessible for the 

elementary grade pupils  93% 82% 90% 84% 85% 100% 79% 77% 69% 89% 94% 88% 74% 95% 

Drinking water tap (all or part of them) is 

accessible for the pupils with disabilities 
69% 47% 61% 52% 55% 42% 60% 70% 53% 36% 48% 44% 39% 63% 
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Attachment 4. Hygiene 

Hygiene 

Town  Village Tbilisi Total Imereti Kakheti  

Kvemo 

Kartli 

Shida 

Kartli 

Samtskhe-

Javakheti Guria Ajara 

Mtskheta-

Mtianeti  

Samegrelo-

Upper 

Svaneti 

Racha-

Lechkhumi-

Lower 

Svaneti 

Type of the Hand Washing Facilities 
(school %)                             

Tap 94% 78% 98% 81% 92% 96% 62% 83% 64% 96% 88% 76% 72% 95% 

Separate hand washing facility 3% 6% 2% 5% 2% 6% 1% 2% 7% 4% 6% 8% 13% 5% 

Reservoir/bucket 5% 4% 0% 4% 5% 0% 10% 2% 3% 0% 0% 4% 8% 0% 

None  1% 15% 0% 11% 4% 0% 29% 15% 27% 0% 6% 16% 15% 5% 

Tap/hand washing facility inside the school 

building 
79% 29% 79% 41% 41% 26% 29% 38% 19% 46% 53% 32% 50% 37% 

Number and Conditions Of the Hand 

Washing Facilities  
                            

Average number of the pupils per 1 sink 
118 78 71 85 61 154 124 82 108 69 50 60 100 36 

Hand washing facilities function well (% 

out of total number of hand washing 

facilities) 

77% 82% 82%   78% 93% 82% 74% 67% 96% 88% 74% 76% 68% 

Hand washing facility is clean (% out of 

total number of hand washing facilities) 66% 69% 52%   76% 91% 52% 56% 42% 75% 67% 76% 62% 71% 

Supplementary Materials and light at the 

Hand Washing Facilities                             
Soap is at every hand washing facilities 

(school %) 
13% 12% 4% 12% 19% 13% 11% 2% 5% 7% 12% 16% 17% 21% 

Garbage bin is at hand washing facilities 

(school %)  
85% 49% 88% 59% 74% 77% 38% 62% 29% 64% 61% 40% 43% 74% 

Towel is at hand washing facilities (school 

%) 
4% 5% 4% 5% 7% 4% 5% 0% 8% 4% 3% 0% 3% 16% 

Light is at hand washing facilities (school 

%) 
58% 18% 73% 30% 39% 19% 11% 21% 19% 32% 35% 16% 26% 26% 

Accessibility to the Hand Washing 

Facilities                             
Hand washing facilities (all or part of 

them)are accessible for the elementary 

grade pupils (school %) 

92.0% 75.9% 90.2% 79.8% 85.0% 98.1% 61.6% 78.7% 59.3% 96.4% 87.9% 76.0% 73.6% 84.2% 

Hand washing facilities (all or part of 

them) are accessible for the pupils with 

disabilities (school %) 

68.0% 39.0% 72.5% 46.7% 49.5% 30.2% 43.8% 72.3% 45.8% 35.7% 28.8% 32.0% 41.7% 73.7% 
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Attachment 5. Sanitation 

 
Sanitation 

Town  Village Tbilisi Total Imereti Kakheti  

Kvemo 

Kartli 

Shida 

Kartli 

Samtskhe-

Javakheti Guria Ajara 

Mtskheta-

Mtianeti  

Samegrelo-

Upper 

Svaneti 

Racha-

Lechkhumi-

Lower 

Svaneti 

Types of the Sanitation Facilities                

Only improved toilets (school %) 86% 63% 100% 70% 87% 48% 74% 81% 59% 68% 84% 25% 39% 84% 

Only unimproved toilets (school %) 8% 33%   26% 11% 42% 26% 9% 41% 32% 9% 71% 53% 11% 

Mixed improved and unimproved toilets 

(school %) 
6% 4%   4% 2% 10%   11%     6% 4% 8% 5% 

Toilets inside the school building (school 

%) 
79% 19% 100% 35% 36% 30% 22% 28% 15% 18% 49% 20% 26% 37% 

Hand washing facility inside the toilet 

compartment or nearby 
88% 64% 98% 71% 69% 98% 64% 61% 47% 100% 73% 68% 57% 63% 

Conditions and Functionality of the 

Sanitation Facilities                             
Average number of the pupils per 

1functioning toilet 54 29 54 36 24 43 55 35 30 21 32 24 38 12 

Toilet is clean (% out of the total 

number of toilets) 60% 45% 61% 53% 64% 84% 39% 35% 15% 33% 53% 59% 28% 65% 

Toilet functions well (% out of the total 

number of toilets) 88% 77% 94% 84% 92% 93% 74% 91% 58% 95% 68% 90% 67% 77% 

Separate toilets for boys and girls 100% 95% 100% 97% 100% 96% 95% 96% 97% 93% 98% 88% 96% 89% 

Separate toilets for the teachers 69% 44% 71% 50% 59% 77% 56% 49% 29% 36% 50% 32% 35% 21% 

Supplementary Materials and light at the 

toilets                             
The toilet paper is in every toilet 

compartment 
11.0% 8.0% 2.0% 8.0% 8% 9% 5% 6% 5% 11% 11% 8% 7% 32% 

There is light in the toilets 
63% 20% 92% 33% 42% 21% 15% 21% 25% 29% 42% 16% 17% 37% 

Accessibility to the Sanitation Facilities                             
The pupils of the elementary grade can 

go to the toilets alone 
99% 89% 94% 91% 98.1% 98.1% 95.9% 70.2% 66.1% 96.4% 93.9% 92.0% 93.1% 100.0% 

Toilets (all or part of them) are accessible 

for the pupils with disabilities  
45% 29% 41% 33% 39% 28% 53% 30% 19% 36% 26% 28% 18% 42% 
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Attachment 6. Waste and Wastewater  
 

Wastes 

Town  Village Tbilisi Total Imereti Kakheti  

Kvemo 

Kartli 

Shida 

Kartli 

Samtskhe-

Javakheti Guria Ajara 

Mtskheta-

Mtianeti  

Samegrelo-

Upper 

Svaneti 

Racha-

Lechkhumi-

Lower 

Svaneti 

Conditions of the Sewage System                             
The school has a Sewage System (full) 81% 31% 98% 45% 36% 75% 26% 55% 20% 50% 56% 16% 36% 32% 

The school has a Sewage System (Partial) 5% 9% 0% 8% 13% 6% 1% 4% 0% 25% 14% 28% 3% 5% 

Sewage System functions 83% 39% 98% 51% 48% 80% 22% 55% 20% 54% 62% 20% 39% 37% 

Faces Disposal                             
By the Central Sewage System 77% 7% 98% 26% 28% 18% 16% 27% 21% 7% 15% 16% 18% 11% 

In the septic containers 6% 19% 2% 16% 24% 16% 12% 31% 2% 26% 30% 12% 3% 11% 

By the school toilet without the septic 

container 
12% 35% 0% 28% 7% 62% 29% 4% 9% 37% 38% 24% 75% 26% 

Other (track, well, pit) 5% 39% 0% 30% 41% 4% 42% 38% 68% 30% 17% 48% 4% 53% 

Wastewater Outflow                              
In the ground on the school territory 9% 48% 3% 39% 34% 66% 32% 18% 55% 50% 27% 67% 42% 58% 

Collect and take out of the school territory 2% 8% 0% 7% 1% 0% 36% 8% 4% 0% 3% 4% 1% 5% 

In special channel  11% 27% 0% 22% 29% 9% 13% 32% 23% 36% 32% 4% 31% 21% 

In the ground under the pit latrine 3% 5% 3% 4% 6% 2% 0% 26% 0% 4% 3% 4% 3% 5% 

In the sewage System  74% 13% 94% 28% 30% 23% 19% 16% 17% 11% 35% 21% 24% 11% 

Solid Waste Disposal*                             
Taken to the Landfill, on the school territory 

or nearby 
3.0% 12.0% 0.0% 13.2% 7.5% 1.9% 8.2% 4.3% 22.0% 14.3% 19.7% 20.0% 1.4% 21.1% 

Buried on the School Territory or Nearby   
0.0% 3.8% 0.0% 2.8% 6.5% 1.9% 4.1% 2.1% 1.7% 0.0% 4.5% 0.0% 1.4% 0.0% 

Burned on the School Territory or Nearby   
12.0% 45.4% 0.0% 36.0% 59.8% 45.3% 19.2% 36.2% 8.5% 35.7% 18.2% 28.0% 77.8% 36.8% 

Collected by the Waste Disposal Services 63.0% 13.4% 86.2% 24.2% 18.7% 45.3% 28.8% 38.3% 10.2% 10.7% 25.8% 4.0% 16.7% 5.3% 

Taken Away by the School Staff 25.0% 27.6% 17.6% 26.3% 34.6% 11.3% 41.1% 17.0% 42.4% 42.9% 7.6% 56.0% 1.4% 57.9% 

Is not Disposed 2.0% 1.6% 0.0% 1.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2.1% 10.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.4% 5.3% 
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Attachment 7. General Conditions of the Schools 
 

General Conditions of the Schools 

Town  Village Tbilisi Total Imereti Kakheti  
Kvemo 

Kartli 
Shida 

Kartli 
Samtskhe-

Javakheti Guria Ajara 
Mtskheta-

Mtianeti  

Samegrelo-

Upper 

Svaneti 

Racha-

Lechkhumi-

Lower 

Svaneti 
Conditions of the Schoolyards                             
The school has an yard 99% 98% 94% 97% 100% 96% 96% 100% 97% 100% 94% 96% 100% 100% 

Schoolyard is protected 60% 64% 46% 62% 67% 57% 49% 55% 67% 79% 75% 63% 60% 74% 

Schoolyard is clean 46% 41% 39% 42% 38% 85% 21% 19% 75% 39% 55% 32% 28% 16% 

Conditions of the Classrooms                             
Windows 1.5% 5.7% 7.0%  2.5% 0.0% 4.7% 7.8% 13.8% 2.8% 4.2% 5.4% 6.0% 0.0% 

Floor 6.6% 11.7% 10.9%  11.0% 0.0% 10.0% 9.2% 21.3% 9.1% 6.8% 10.9% 14.9% 14.6% 

Desks 1.6% 5.6% 2.8%  4.0% 0.0% 1.5% .2% 19.5% 4.5% 5.1% 13.0% 2.3% 1.5% 

Ceiling 5.6% 11.2% 7.2%  12.1% 0.0% 13.4% 4.2% 26.9% 4.5% 3.3% 13.0% 9.5% 14.1% 

Light .9% 6.6% 1.3%  .4% 1.9% 4.5% .6% 24.8% 8.1% 2.6% 16.6% 4.4% 0.0% 

Medical Room                             
With doctor 2.1% .5% 17.6% 2.2% 0.0% 0.0% 1.4% 0.0% 3.4% 0.0% 1.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 

With nurse 13.5% .9% 11.8% 3.9% 2.8% 0.0% 1.4% 2.2% 1.7% 0.0% 10.9% 4.0% 4.2% 0.0% 

With doctor and nurse  0.0% .2% 0.0% .2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 

Firs aid is done by others 84.4% 98.4% 70.6% 93.7% 97.2% 100.0% 97.3% 95.7% 94.8% 100.0% 87.5% 96.0% 95.8% 100.0% 
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Attachment 8. Water, Sanitation and Hygiene-international standard and the conditions in Public Schools of Georgia (comparative analyses) 

Standard Conditions in Public Schools of Georgia (Survey Findings) 

The schools have uninterrupted piped water supply or from other 

improved sources  

Improved source:  86%  of schools (Tbilisi - 100%/ town - 96%/village 82%);    

 Water source neither inside the building nor nearby:  (Village 6%);   

Water supply by the schedule:  (20% of schools);  

The main water source functions:  87% (Tbilisi 100%, town 96%, vollage 83%) 

The school meets the water safety standards which is identified by 

the planned water testing. 

Check the water quality since 2912:  10% of schools.   

The water treatment has never been done:  70% of schools (including 60% of schools 

using  unimproved water souse as main source) 

The water tap is installed inside the building Water tap inside the building:  44% (Tbilisi - 84%, town 86%, village 30%). 

The school has functional and clean sanitation facilities 

The toiles compartments are clean: 53% of the compartment (Tbilisi 61%, town 60%, 

village 45%);  

The toiles compartments function:  84% of the compartment (Tbilisi  94%, town 88%, 

villages 77%) 

The school has separate toilet compartments for teachers and 

pupils of different sex 

Separate toilets for boys and girls:  97% of schools (Tbilisi and town 100%, village 95%) 

Separate toilets for the teachers: 50% of the schools (Tbilisi 71%, town 69%, village 44%) 

Number of the toilet compartments (one toilet pan per 23 girls and 

one toilet pan per 30 boys)  

Number of Pupils and average ratio of the toilet pans:  1 toilet pan per 36 pupil (Tbilisi 

and town 54/1,  village 29/1) 

Sanitation facilities are accessible for all the pupils.  

Accessibility of the sanitation facilities for the pupils with disabilities:   33% of schools 

(Tbilisi 41%, town 45%, village 29%) 

Sanitation Facilities are accessible for the elementary grade pupils:  91% of schools 

(Tbilisi 94%, town 99%, and village 89%). 
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In case of not existing the central Sewage System the sanitation 

facilities are places outside the building more than 20m and  less 

than 200 m distance.  

The sanitation facility outside the building is placed on relevant distance:  78% of 

schools 

The school has functional and clean hand washing facilities 

Hand washing facilities are clean (Tbilisi 52%, Town 66%, village 69%);  

Hand washing facilities functions (Tbilisi 82%, town 77%, village 82%) 

There is a soap at the hand washing facilities 12% of schools (Tbilisi 4%, town 13%, village 12%) 

Hand washing facilities are accessible for every pupil 

Hand washing facilities are accessible of the pupils with disabilities 47% of schools 

(Tbilisi 73%, town 68%, village 39%) 

Hand washing facilities are accessible for the elementary grade pupils 79% of schools 

(Tbilisi 90%, town 92%, village 76%) 

The solid waste is disposed regularly  

Solid waste is disposed at list once a day:  44% of schools (Tbilisi 80%, town, 53%, village 

38%) 

Wastewater outflows safely 57% of schools (Tbilisi 90%, town 87%, village 47%) 
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Attachment 9. Water, Sanitation and Hygiene Conditions in schools with ethnic minorities 

Hygiene 

Samtsj-Javakheti Kvemo Kartli 

 

Water  
 Samtsj-Javakheti Kvemo Kartli 

Schools with 

Ethnic 

Minorities 

Other 

Schools 

Schools with 

Ethnic 

Minorities 

Other 

Schools 

 

Schools with 

Ethnic 

Minorities 

Other 

Schools 

Schools with 

Ethnic 

Minorities 

Other 

Schools 

Types of Hand Washing Facilities 

(school %)          

 

Water Source Types  
        

Tap 51.9% 75.0% 53.3% 67.4% 

 

Improved main water source (school %) 51.9% 96.9% 60% 88% 

Separate  hand washing facility   9.4%   2.3% 

 

Unimproved main water source (school %)     30% 5% 

Reservoir/bucket 3.7% 3.1% 10.0% 7.0% 

 

No water in school or nearby 48.1% 3.1% 10.0% 7.0% 

None  44.4% 12.5% 36.7% 23.3% 

 

Water tap inside the school building (school %) 18.5% 18.8% 3.3% 46.5% 

Tap/hand washing facility inside the 

school building 
18.5% 18.8% 3.3% 46.5%   

Piped Water Supply (school %) 
51.9% 96.9% 60.0% 83.7% 

Number and Conditions of  the Hand 

Washing Facilities  
        

 

Accessibility to the Water sources 

        
Hand washing facilities function well 

(% out of total number of hand 

washing facilities) 

81.8% 62.7% 85.2% 81.4% 

 

Maun water source functions (by the time of 

observation – school %) 48.1% 75.0% 63.3% 74.4% 

Hand washing facility is clean (% out 

of total number of hand washing 

facilities) 

50.0% 38.8% 11.1% 63.9% 

 

Drinking water taps are accessible for the pupils of 

elementary grade   40.7% 93.0% 70% 86% 

Supplementary Materials and light at 

the Hand Washing Facilities         

 

Drinking water taps (all or part) are accessible for 

the pupils with disabilities   37.0% 65.6% 53% 65% 

Soap is at every hand washing 

facilities (school %) 
4.0% 13.0% 10.0% 11.6% 

      Garbage bin is at hand washing 

facilities (school %)  
11.1% 43.8% 26.7% 46.5% 

      Lights  is at hand washing facilities 

(school %) 
7.4% 28.1% 6.7% 14.0% 

      Accessibility to the Hand Washing 

Facilities         

      Hand washing facilities (all or part of 

them)are accessible for the 

elementary grade pupils (school %) 

37.0% 78.0% 53.0% 67.0% 

      Hand washing facilities (all or part of 

them) are accessible for the pupils 

with disabilities (school %) 

37.0% 53.0% 43.3% 44.0% 
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Sanitation 
Samtsj-Javakheti Kvemo Kartli 

 

Wastes  
Samtsj-Javakheti Kvemo Kartli 

Schools with 

Ethnic 

Minorities 

Other 

Schools 

Schools with 

Ethnic 

Minorities 

Other 

Schools 

 

Schools with 

Ethnic 

Minorities 

Other 

Schools 

Schools with 

Ethnic 

Minorities 

Other 

Schools 

Types of The Sanitation Facilities         
 

Faces Disposal         
 Improved toilet (school %) 53.8% 62.5% 72.4% 74.4% 

 

By the Central Sewage System 19.2% 22.6% 3.3% 25.6% 

Toilet inside the school building (school%) 7.4% 21.9% 7.4% 21.9% 

 

In the septic containers   3.2% 16.7% 9.3% 

Separate toilet for teachers  
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 92.9% 

 

By the school toilet without the 

septic container 
  16.1% 23.3% 32.6% 

Separate toilet for girls 
84.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

 

Other (track, well, pit) 
80.8% 58.1% 57.0% 33% 

Conditions and Functionality of the Sanitation 

Facilities          

Wastewater Outflow  

        
Toilet is clean (% out of the total number of toilets) 

3.3% 21.3% 7.1% 56.4% 

 

In the ground on the school 

territory 
70.0% 44.4% 33.3% 31.0% 

Toilet functions well (% out of the total number of 

toilets) 32.6% 71.9% 53.9% 85.0% 

 

Collect and take out of the school 

territory 
5.0% 3.7% 46.7% 28.6% 

Supplementary Materials and light at the toilets         
 

In special channel  15.0% 29.6% 13.3% 11.9% 

There is a light in the toilet 14.8% 34.4% 10.0% 18.6% 

 

In the sewage system  10.0% 22.2% 6.7% 28.6% 

Accessibility to the Sanitation Facilities         

 

Schoolyard Condition         
The pupils of the elementary grade can go to the 

toilets alone 
40.7% 87.5% 100.0% 93.0% 

 

Schoolyard is clean 
70.4% 78.1% 20.0% 20.9% 

Toilets (all or part of them) are accessible for the 

pupils with disabilities  
7.4% 28.0% 70.0% 42% 

 

Solid Waste Disposal 
        

     

  
Taken to the Landfill, on the 

school territory or nearby 
29.6% 15.6% 13.3% 4.7% 

      

Buried on the School Territory or 

Nearby   
3.7%   10.0%   

      

Burned on the School Territory or 

Nearby   
14.8% 3.1% 16.7% 20.9% 

      

Collected by the Waste Disposal 

Services 
3.7% 15.6% 10.0% 41.9% 

      

Taken Away by the School Staff 29.6% 53.1% 50.0% 32.6% 

      

Is not Disposed 14.8% 6.3%     

 


