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MICS 1999 LCEE 1996
SANITATION Urban | Rural SANITATION Urban | Rural
Flush to sewage system or septic tank 76.9 4.1
Indoor
Pour flush toilet 29 1.0 75.0 6.5
Improved pit latrine 12.6 34.3 Outdoor connected to sewer 15.7 10.3
Traditional pit latrine 7.5 59.7
Bucket/Other 0.1 1.0
Outdoor, no sewer 93 83.3
No functioning toilet 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 100 100.1 TOTAL 100.0 | 100.1
estimated sewerage connections based on estimated sewerage connections based
LCEE 02 73.4 3.7 on LCEE 02 71.6 59
Estimation of private improved latrines, based Estimation of private improved latrines,
on WHS03 18.3 86.3 based on WHS03 8.4 76.5
. s - % Use of an improved sanitation
0,
% Use of an improved sanitation facility 98% 91% facility 99% 93%
% Sewerage connections 73% 4% % Sewerage connections 72% 6%

Source: Multiple Indicator Cluster Survey, Georgia 1999, 2000

Georgia

Source: Living Conditions, Energy, Environment, 1996
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LCEE 2002 WHS 2003 |
SANITATION Urban | Rural SANITATION Urban | Rural
i 555, il Tesel Private domestic connection to sewage
68.0 9.5 system 80.8 9.2
Shared domestic connection to sewage
Indoor, communal
32 1.0 system 34 0.1
Outdoor connected to sewer 12.9 6.2 Private flush to septic tank 0.8 4.7
Shared flush to septic tank 0.2 0.5
Private pour flush latrine 0.2 13
Shared pour flush latrine 0.2 0.1
Private covered dry latrine (with privacy) 13.1 75.1
Outdoor, no sewer 15.8 82.6 Shared covered dry latrine (with privacy) 03 23
No functioning toilet 0.0 0.3
Uncovered dry latrine (without privacy) 1.0 4.4
Bucket latrine (where fresh excreta are
manually removed) 0.0 0.1
No facilities (open defecation) 0.0 2.3
Other 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 99.9 99.6 TOTAL 100.0 100.0
Ratio of private indoor 0.96 0.90
Estimation of private improved latrines, Ratio of private improved latrine (with
based on WHS03 14.4 75.9 privacy) 0.91 0.92
% Use of an improved sanitation facility 98% 93% % Use of an improved sanitation facility 95% 90%
% Sewerage connections 68% 10% % Sewerage connections 81% 9%
Source: Living Conditions, Energy, Environment, 2002 Source: World Health Survey, WHO, 2003.
Georgia SanitationData July 2008



MICS 2005 |
facilities 0.03 0.01
SANITATION Urban Rural
Flush to piped sewer system
Al y 80.4 3.7

Flush to septic tank

0.4 0.6
Flush to pit (latrine) 17 76
Ventilated Improved Pit latrine (VIP) 0.2 0.8
Pit latrine with slab 16.1 81.2
Composting toilet 0.0 11
Flush to somewhere else 0.0 0.1
Flush to unknown place/not sure/DK where 0.0 0.2
Pit latrine without slab/open pit 11 4.5
Bucket

0.0 0.1
Other 0.0 0.0
Missing 0.1 0.0
TOTAL 100.0 100.0
% Use of an improved sanitation facility 99% 95%
% Sewerage connections 80% 4%
Georgia MICS, 2005
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SANITATION

Georgia URBAN RURAL OPEN DEFECATION
HC Total HC Total Urban Rural
Source Code | Year [ ot M cuimates | cstmates | osimates | cstmatos | sstimates | cstmatos | sstmates | csimates | sstmates | esimatos | ssimates.
Global Water Supply and Sanitation Assessment 2000. Water Supply and Sanitation Sector
Questionnaire - 1999. (Form 6 sent to WHO) JMP99 | 1999 no data sent
Multiple Indicator Cluster Survey Georgia 1999, 2000 wicsoo | 2000 734 98.1 37 914
World Health Survey, WHO, 2003. WHOO03 | 2003 80.8 94.9 9.2 90.3 2.27
Living Conditions, Energy, Environment, 1996 LCEE96| 1996 716 99.1 9.9 93.3
Living Conditions, Energy, Environment, 2002 LCEEO02]| 2002 68.0 98.5 9.5 92.6
Multiple Indicator Cluster Survey Georgia 2005 wicsos | 2008 894 98.7 37 953 o
Georgia GraphData July 2008




Georgia - urban -

Access to improved sanitation coverage .,
0z N

100.0, LC *
N loete it * | LCEESC _ — mICSC —whso?
& ——
90.0 4
80.0 '
Estimated coverage 2008 update
Year | Improved Shared Unimproved |Open defecation
1990 96% 3% 1% 0%
7001 1995 96% 3% 1% 0%
2000 95% 3% 2% 0%
2006 94% 3% 3% 0%
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Shared facilities :
The proportion of the population using a shared improved sanitation facility is based on the MICS0¢
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Access to improved sanitation coverage
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Estimated coverage 2008 update
Year | Improved Shared Unimproved |Open defecation
1990 91% 1% 7% 1%
70.01 1995 |  91% 1% 7% 1%
2000 91% 1% 7% 1%
2006 92% 1% 6% 1%
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Shared facilities :
The proportion of the population using a shared improved sanitation facility is based on the MICS0¢
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