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Content-

+ Need for development review?

» Rural water supply progress

» Are we closing service gap for? Computer model

» Urban areas: Survey tools to investigate way for service
coverage for all? ( test case from sister city)

» We need to find solutions to include all - not easy but
possible. New approach needed?



What are the 1ssues:

= Over last 10- 15 years development has being given
much support and government has tried to speed up
development. Have we succeeded?

» For water supply and sanitation:

» Services for all?
= When / or will all Afghans receive service?

+ Need to rethink or review?



Brief presentation: tools for review or reflection?

» Rural Water supply and sanitation: 39% coverage. - or

61% not covered - 15 millions still waiting for basic
service?

+ Urban areas: in 2005, 15% was connected to water with
30,000 connections, Now 60,000 connections. if 20 persons

per connection: 1,2 million of 5 million people?

» Some estimates indicate use of 100,000 private wells.
(varying quality, probably unsafe..?



Lorem Ipsum Dolor

Are we making
progress?

Lets have a quick look:




What does people want?

+ Regular and
sustainable services

+ What do “we” engineers of
planners provide?

+ Projects?

«» Dreams?




l.ook at Rural?

» 15 million people waiting for sate water.

» NSP build 100,000 water supplies

« If each water point covers 200 persons then : 20
million people should have water - problem

solved??

= Others are also building rural water supplies so what
could be the problem?



» Video removed.... Making file too big. Video showing
rural well operated by children...



Example for consideration:

Affordable Services:

T'echnology Mix?

Different combinations can be
considered and assessed what is
affordable and sustainable for:

“Some for all “

NOT

“All for Some”
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Are solutions fundable?

» Example
showing where
national
budget give a
clear indication
what may be
possible if
services are for
ALL




WHO Rural Water Costs / example

Table 1: Information to calculate unit costs for rural water supply systems

Capital Recurrent System Water

investment (% annual cost) | lifetime demand

($ per person) (years) (Lppd)

House connection 92-144 20-40 30-50 80-120
Standpost 31-64 0-10 10-30 50-80
Handpump on drill well 17-55 0-10 10-30 20-30
Dug well 21-48 0-10 10-30 20-30
Rainwater 34-49 5-15 10-30 20-30

t a computer model med first let look at
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Who decides?

» Engineers?

+» BEconomists?

+ Sociologists?

+» Users?



Time to rethink?

= We cannot just construct and build new schemes to
cover the service gaps...

+ Perhaps good to learn what works in

Afghanistan and expend what works in sustainable
manner.



Online ArcGIS Maps?

Time to use online monitoring of progress
to follow closely improved service gap?




A quick look at Urban Areas

+ Tool which could be used?

» S50Ci10 economic surveys, water use studies,
willingness and ability to pay studies:

» Example from sister city: Lagos.
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Category R2: Medium Density, Upper Medium Income Areas.
Similar to R1 except that there are usually 2 families per building. Plot size 0.13

Settlements: | ==

Aerial and ground photos
from Victoria Island , (R2)

Category R3: Lower Density, Lower Medium Income Areas
Categories include Government Housing Estates and similar developments. Blocks of Flats
accommodating 4 to 6 households per block. Usually no gardens. Household size is 6 to 7
persons. Hygiene level considered reasonable.

Agrial_and ground photos

from Festac housing estate,

(R2) - area

Category RS5: Higher Density, Low Income Areas.
Houses consist of roomy apartments with families sharing all sanitary facilities. ities.
Sanitation level is poor. No_Gardens.




Sub-consultancy Services
in connection with Private Sector Participation Proposals (PSP Project)

for the Lagos State Water Corporation (LSWC)
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Talking to Urban Users - what can can we learn?
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Water consumption

* Note: tanker
sample very small.
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= 15 litres Inadequate cases
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Estimated median
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Public toilet
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Services for all??

Water Supply Demand and Technology Costs
"L

By /I
3% )
T‘ \\- _J.’"/

()()

]

h  gands shewing
Approx. service bevel

N

= 80

= costs imch, OXAM and

- replacesent

= No demand
§: (100 expensive)
Y 40

= I {

& 20 demand

()

Nulm 2 400 600 300 1000 1200
USS (cqun.nlcul). 5 10 15

Payment for water supply (houschold/month)



Technology
Options and
Combinations

Water supply &
Sanitation
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KEY LESSONS

» LOW INCOME GROUPS ARE VERY MODEST IN

THEIR SERVICE DEMANDS..

+ THE SERVICE LEVEL DEMAND IS LINKED TO

HOUSEIND STANDARD AND INCOME.

+ PEOPLE ARE OFTEN ABLE TO PAY FOR THE

SERVICE LEVEL THEY DEMAND



SUSTAINABULITY

» SERVICE LEVEL SHOULD BE PLANNED BASED

ON ACTUAL DEMAND FOR SERVICES -

» WILLINGNESS AND ABLE TO PAY AND
SUSTAIN SERVICES



Will their future be better?

. Thank you ©

«.for listening



