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Disclaimer 
All information contained represents the situation as conveyed by community respondents 
and key informants during the assessment period. All efforts have been made to verify the 
information contained in this report. Information from external sources cannot be verified. 
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List of Acronyms 
 
 
ACF Action Contre la Faim (Action Against Hunger) 

BHU Basic Health Unit 

CNIC Computerized National Identity Card 

DCO District Coordinator Office 

FGD Focus Group Discussion 

HI Handicap International 

HH Household 

IDP Internally Displaced Person 

NFI Non-Food Item 

NGO Non-governmental Organisation 

NRSP National Rural Support Program 

PHF Pakistan Humanitarian Forum 

PWD Person with Disability 

REDLAC Work Group on Risk, Emergency, and Disaster of the Interagency Standing Committee for 

the American and Caribbean region 

UC Union Council 

WASH Water and Sanitation, Hygiene 
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CONTEXT 
 
The 2010 devastating floods in the Thatta District have caused large movements of population in the 
area and hundreds of thousands of people have moved from their villages to seek refuge in the high 
lands of the district. Indeed most of them have moved to Makli where they have settled in sporadic 
IDPs camps in town and its outskirts while others have established themselves in makeshift 
settlements on the roads going from Makli towards Hyderabad, towards Karachi and towards 
Sujawal. 

According to the data from the DCO office, the number of camps within the whole District of Thatta is 
reaching 360 units (09/09/10). The total number of displaced people is huge – last estimate of IDPs 
number is of 866.000 – and the level of their needs is considerable because many of them had to 
evacuate from their villages rapidly and therefore they end up with nothing except their cattle for 
those who own few heads. Many villages are still flooded while others are inaccessible because the 
access roads are still under water. 

The situation in the Thatta district can generally be described as desperate since IDPs have some 
difficulties to meet their most urgent and basic needs; on the whole, the humanitarian assistance is 
totally disorganized and so far the coordination between actors is very limited. 

It is worth noted that only one international actor was present before the floods (ACF), and that 
mostly local and national NGO’s are involved on an ad hoc basis, with evacuation support, food, 
shelter / NFI and water distribution. Among them NRSP is one of the most active one, providing 
support to IDPs in 8 camps among which 4 are directly self-managed. The district authorities are also 
involved in the relief activities but the DCO asks for immediate support from the international 
community based on the urgent needs for camp management, distribution of shelter and NFI, the 
provision of drinkable water and other WASH activities, health and food. 

 

1. OBJECTIVE OF THE ASSESSMENT 
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This assessment was conducted to have a better understanding of the situation on the ground and of 
the most urgent needs of the IDPs in order to appropriately design emergency response and recovery 
programs to ensure that they accurately respond to the real needs of the affected populations.  

The assessment was conducted in collaboration with NRSP which is working since a long time in the 
Thatta District and has a good knowledge of the community. This has allowed for sharing of 
information and resources, particularly in such difficult context where the people in need are 
expecting immediate assistance and therefore are sometimes reluctant to answer to the assessment 
questionnaire.  

Several groups from different places of origin have been visited in Makli as well as different villages 
but unfortunately, some affected localities have not been reached due to impossible access. The 
diverse sectors covered by the assessment and the various groups and places visited provided the 
opportunity to have a comprehensive picture of the situation. 

Based on the limited background information available on the Thatta District, there was a very strong 
justification to conduct a detailed assessment in help in designing and coordinating appropriate 
humanitarian response. 

The following sectors were covered by the assessment:  
• Shelter 
• Health, Food Security, Distributions (NFI) 
• Water, Sanitation and Hygiene (WASH) 
• Protection (including psychosocial) 
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2. METHODOLOGY 
The urgent timeline and the emergency situation on the ground, combined with the significant gaps in 
information on the actual situation in the district of Thatta posed problems for the development of a 
statistically sound methodology. However, every effort was made to design a methodology that would 
result in accurate information collection, analysis and outputs. A participative approach was 
emphasized throughout the assessment: from development of the assessment tool, to gathering of 
information from the target population.  

2.1. Timeline 

The assessment was conducted over three consecutive days from September 6th to 9th, 2010.  

2.2. Target Population and Sample Size 

The target population was composed of flood-affected population; most of them are IDPs who have 
moved from their place of origin to the camps of Makli and its outskirts and others are non-displaced 
persons who stayed in or returned to their villages or the surrounding areas. 

The District of Thatta is divided into 9 Tehsils (or Taluka) and each Tehsil is divided into Union 
Councils (UCs). There are total of 55 UCs in the entire District which around 30 of them have been 
flooded. 

In order to have a wide view of the humanitarian situation we tried as much as possible to reach to 
the remote affected areas but the district is very large and therefore we couldn't extend the 
assessment to every single flooded UC. However every effort was made to select the UCs in a 
representative manner and the sample of the visited areas is big enough and diverse to provide us a 
good picture of the overall situation. A purposive sampling method was used – with the aim to reach 
the most affected populations. 

The assessment was conducted in the following Tehsils: 
! Thatta (IDPs) 
! Sujawal (IDPs, returnees, stayees) 
! Ghora Bari (local IDPs, stayees) 
! Shah Bunder (local IDPs, stayees) 

Note that the Tehsil of Jati which is among the most affected area of the district could not be 
assessed by the team due to impossible access to this region as the road from Sujawal to Jati was 
still under water at the time of the survey. Another partly affected Tehsil – Mirpur Bathoro – could not 
be visited due to lack of time. 

Selection criteria for the villages in each selected Tehsil included reported impact of the flood and 
accessibility by small cars. Further, various methods were used to triangulate collected information for 
enhancing accuracy of results.  

A gender and vulnerability lens was used throughout the assessment. Participation by women, 
children, persons with disabilities, older persons, persons from various ethnicities and those of 
varying socioeconomic status was maximized to be sure to take into consideration their views and 
specific demands and to ensure a comprehensive picture of the population was obtained. 

2.3. Assessment Team  

The assessment team comprised of 4 national staff recruited by Handicap International and 2 
national staff from NRSP (one in each team). As mentioned above, the participation of NRSP 
members was crucial to the success of the assessment because of their knowledge of the visited 
sites and of the community of the District. 

A one-day training session was held for the assessment participants and was managed by the 
Program Coordinator (HI expatriate staff). Practical field application was done to ensure that the 
assessment was conducted in the best way and that good methods were followed. 
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In addition the HI representative in Sindh (expatriate staff) and the HI Logistics Manager (national 
staff) have provided a day to day follow-up and have organized random visits on the field to support 
the assessment team. 

Importance of gender and diversity was taken into account during team selection: the team of 6 
comprised 2 female and 2 persons from minorities. An equal participation of females and males 
would have been ideal, however, this proved to be difficult due to unavailability of females from 
participating NGOs and the gender issue context. The team was broken down into 2 smaller teams of 
3 each. A team leader was chosen for each team.  

Team Male Female 
Assessment Team 4 2 
Coordination and Support 2 1 
Drivers 3 0 

 
Finally a debriefing session was held with the team at the end of the assessment during which 
additional informal information was provided.  

2.4. Data Collection Tools and Techniques 

Two consolidated assessment tools were developed for use throughout the assessment, one 
dedicated to the camp interview called “Camp assessment form” and another one dedicated to the 
community interview called “Community assessment form”. 

The tools were based on a number of existing formats including a Rapid Assessment tool used by 
PHF in the 2009 conflict, the REDLAC Methodology for Rapid Humanitarian Assessment, and various 
tools used by Handicap International during previous assessments. Both qualitative and quantitative 
data were collected. Teams were trained on its appropriate use depending on the technique they 
were using to gather the information.  

Three main techniques were used during the assessment: 
a. Key informant interview: Key informant interviews were conducted at the District 

Headquarters as well as at village level, with authorities and implementing organizations.  
b. Focus group discussion (FGD): This was the main method used. To ensure that the needs 

of different groups of individuals were taken into account, the FGDs were organized from a 
gender and vulnerability perspective. They were conducted with men, women and children.   

c. Transect walk: Transect walks were conducted in the villages assessed. If FGDs were also 
conducted, the information collected was compiled with FGD information.  

FGDs were carried out in IDP camps, open air spaces, community centers and buildings while 
individual interviews took place in homes, open air spaces, buildings and tents. Respondents 
included women, older persons, persons with disabilities, village leaders, social workers, skilled 
workers, unskilled workers, unemployed persons, businessmen, children, teachers, farmers, religious 
leaders. 

 

A total of 49 FGDs were conducted in the 4 Tehsils: 

Tehsil Union Council Village FGDs 
Khamo Walasio 3 Khotri Allah Rakhio Shah  
H Ibrahim Pahwar 3 
Jumo Khamwani 1 

Ghora Bari 
  
  

Mahar  
Ali Mohammed Shoro 1 
Shafi. M Solangi 3 
Mohammad Hashim Jat 2 
Datoo Barin 1 

Shah 
Bandar 
  

Goongani 
  
  Sattar Dino Tandio 3 

Sujawal Sujawal Sujawal town (multiple sites) 11 
Thatta Makli Makli town (multiple sites) 21 
Total     49 
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2.5. Data Compilation and Analysis 

Data was compiled using an excel database developed from the questionnaire. Following clean-up, 
data was extracted, and where relevant, graphs were developed. Data analysis was carried out 
slightly differently for the various locations. For each village visited in flooded southern areas (Ghora 
Bari and Shah Bandar), information was compiled from multiple FGDs to give an overview of the 
situation per village. For Sujawal and Makli, where there is still a lot of population movement, 
delineations are not clear between different ‘sites’, and the situation varies drastically from one group 
of respondents to the next even in the same geographic location, information was compiled by group 
of respondents.  

2.6. Limitations of the Assessment 

There were certain elements that might have affected the results - with respect to representation 
and/or accuracy - and should therefore be kept in mind while reading this report. For the community 
assessment the information was collected from those who were present in their villages. However it 
should be noted that the majority of IDPs had still not returned and perhaps their presence would 
have enriched the quality of information. 

At times, the questioned IDPs are thinking that they will receive relief assistance based on their 
individual answers, it should be noted that time to time they are providing false or inaccurate 
information and our assessment team had to put some of the collected information into perspective, 
and not everything reported is completely accurate.  

In social sciences the real instrument is not the questionnaire but the individual using that 
questionnaire as a data collection tool. If this is the case then logically one team proves better than 
multiple teams to collect more reliable data. Nevertheless, training was given to each of the 2 teams 
in a bid to interpret questions the same way and in order to offset the negative effects, if any. At times 
it appeared as if a separate questionnaire for each of them would have yielded better results. 

Last but not the least was the extremely tight schedule (3 days) for the assessment. Because of the 
time constraint we could not devise data collection tools separately for each type of respondents 
(FGDs, households, women, key informants, etc) and train team members on each of them and thus 
we used one unified tool for collection of information across all strata. 

 

3. SECURITY AND ACCESS 
The general security situation in Thatta District is quite stable and the team didn’t meet any particular 
problem during the assessment. Movements within the district are authorized everywhere, there are 
no security checkpoints and there are only few security forces (military and police). Most of them 
ensure the security of the humanitarian distributions in the highly populated city of Makli and its 
surroundings. Indeed the main potential security problems are in direct link with the relief operations; 
organization of distributions, demonstration of IDPs, storming of trucks and looting of relief items, etc. 

In the villages people are welcoming while in the camps of Makli IDPs are friendly too but the 
situation is slightly more tense due to the more difficult living conditions of the population, 
nevertheless the overall the security situation is entirely under control. 

Roads condition is also quite correct with the exception of those which are flooded and must be 
avoided because as they can’t be seen properly, they are very dangerous.  

The mobile communication network of Telenor is relatively good while the Mobilink network seems to 
have less coverage. 
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4. RESULTS 

4.1. Geographic and Demographic Information 
Thatta district lies in the southern part of Sindh province. The district shares a border with India, and 
opens via a delta into the Arabian Sea. The Indus River courses through Thatta district to empty into 
the Arabian Sea. There are 9 tehsils comprised of 55 union councils (UCs) in Thatta district.  

Population by Tehsil1 
Tehsil Population 
Ghora Bari 139 376 
Jati 163 785  
Keti Bunder 33 955 
Kharo Chan 33 912 
Mirpur Bathoro 200 728 
Mirpur Sakro 262 746 
Shah Bunder 132 890 
Sujawal 168 200 
Thatta 335 283 
Total 1 470 875 

 

4.2. Impact of the Flood and General Situation 
Thatta district has been heavily affected by the flooding, as the Indus River courses through the 
middle of the district to empty into the Arabian Sea. High tides in the Arabian Sea around end-August 
slowed the emptying of the flooded Indus as the sea levels were higher than the river level. Multiple 
breaches have heavily contributed to the flooding in Sindh province, including one directly resulting in 
the flooding of Sujawal town. The flooding of the Indus has affected both the right and left banks, thus 
affecting the majority of the population of the district, directly affecting 30 of the 55 UCs.  

The situation in Thatta continues to evolve, with flood-waters still rising in some areas. Of the 1.47 
million inhabitants, 866,000 or 60% are flood affected according to the DCO (9-Sept). Within the 
affected population, 226,000 persons are in 360 camps (mostly spontaneous, and many along 
roadsides), of which 116 are in the Thatta/Makli area. Other affected persons are in host communities 
or have returned home to flooded or affected areas.  Districts such as Jati remain cut off with no road 
access. It has been reported that approximately 5,000 people remain stranded in Jati, while around 
160,000 people have displaced from Jati alone.  

As the flooding continues, numbers are expected to rise with the evolving situation. The losses to 
livelihoods are immense, and this remains a major pre-occupation beyond immediate life-saving 
needs. 

The population is still moving. During the assessment, the teams met with some villagers living on 
higher ground just a few kilometers from their homes, ready to return as soon as flood waters recede. 
Some people have also already begun to return home, finding most of their belongings washed away, 
and their homes damaged or destroyed.  Others are remaining in the largely spontaneous ‘camps’ 
and it is expected that some of these camps will remain for a number of months.  

The flood-affected population is living in a number of different contexts: 
• Stayees – people that remained in their villages despite flooding 
• Returnees – people that have returned as flood waters have receded 
• Displaced persons –  

o In organized camps 
o In spontaneous camps (majority) 
o In host families 

 

 

                                                 
1 Population estimates for 2010, Pakistan Response website 
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Camps, Areas of population concentration: 

The majority of the population has displaced to Makli, a large town next to the District Headquarters. 
Most people are living alongside roads and in other public spaces such as graveyards, in a largely 
spontaneous manner. In many areas, people are self-organized by village of origin for a number of 
reasons: sense of community, differences in class and ethnic status, availability of space. The 
situation varies significantly from one group to another; sometimes people living as little as 50 meters 
from each other have drastically different living conditions. Only few camps have a proper 
management structure although progressively things are getting more and more organized. 

The town of Sujawal was totally flooded and therefore at the beginning of the floods, a majority of the 
population has sought refuge to Makli and only few inhabitants have remained within the city (mostly 
shopkeepers and local businessmen). Nevertheless as soon as the level of the water has started to 
decrease, many people have gone back to Sujawal and this return movement is still continuing until 
now at a more and more important scale. Today, people in Sujawal are people from the city itself or 
from the surrounding villages, as well as IDPs displaced from other areas including Jati. Many are 
hosted within the community while others have established themselves in small makeshift settlements 
in or around the town and also on several dykes on the road going towards Makli. None of those 
camps have any management structure. 

Sites visited in Sujawal and Makli: 
Tehsil Union Council # Sites Visited 
Sujawal Sujawal 11 
Thatta Makli 21 

 

Villages (Rural Flooded Areas): 

The teams visited flooded areas in two tehsils of southern Thatta district, where flood-waters are still 
present. These zones are mainly rural, with numerous villages in the delta area of the Indus.  

Sites visited in flooded areas of southern Thatta: 
Tehsil Union Council # Village Visited 
Ghora Bari Mahar 2 
 Kotri Allah Rakhio Shah 2 
Shah Bandar Goongani 4 

 

The two tehsils are dotted with many small villages. The villages visited by the team were small, 
mostly 50-150 households. All the areas visited are still flooded, either partially or fully. Where 
villages are completely flooded, many villagers have chosen to remain close to their homes, moving 
to higher ground nearby, where they have set up small spontaneous camps, often along the 
embankment of the river. Some villagers were aware of the coming floods, and thus were able to 
evacuate with some of their belongings. For the most part, the villages have received little to no 
assistance. Being so close to the river poses a number of security threats, particularly when collecting 
water. Where people rely generally on fishing, food security has not been drastically affected. In other 
villages, where people relied more on the market, many have resorted to selling livestock in order to 
be able to buy food stocks.   

4.3. Registration 
In the camps and spontaneous settlements in and around Makli, only 43% of respondents stated 
registration was being conducted. In the southern delta areas of Shah Bandar and Ghora Bari, 
registration was reported in all villages visited. In Sujawal, 55% of respondents reported registration 
exercises. Almost all sites reported that registration was being carried out by the government, 
although 1 site in Makli, 3 sites in Sujawal and 2 sites in Shah Bandar also had registration by NGOs 
reported.   

In approximately 50% of sites in Makli and Sujawal, respondents reported that not all IDPs were 
being registered. Only 1 site in Makli reported receiving registration cards. Most registration was done 
by family, with only 2 sites reporting that individual registration was taking place. In almost all sites, no 
targeting was being done to identify vulnerable groups. Only 1 site in Makli and 1 village in Ghora 
Bari reported making efforts to identify persons with disabilities.   



���������	�
����
��������������������
������

���������������
�����������

�

��

40%

60%

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

yes no

Emergency Shelter Received - Makli

27%

73%

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

yes no

Emergency Shelter Received - Sujawal

 

4.4. Shelter 
Camps:  

The majority of areas visited have not received adequate shelter solutions, and a large disparity is 
seen between the different solutions offered. The relief response has been slow; however, during the 
course of the assessment some IDPs have received shelter responses. Shelter support ranges from 
local solutions (fabric, bamboo poles, straw mats for roofing), to plastic sheeting, to tents of various 
qualities (from camping tents to Shelterbox). As the majority of the population is in undefined camps, 
often along roadsides, it is common to see a few families with Shelterbox, and directly beside, 
families who have received nothing. In almost all sites, even if shelter had been received, it was not 
enough to meet the needs of the population. 

 

Villages: 

All of the villages visited had damage to some of the houses and infrastructure. Damage varied from 
one village to another. As many of the areas visited were still underwater, with populations living on 
higher ground near the village, it was difficult to accurately assess the level of damage to the still-
flooded villages. Information below comes from responses given by participants of FGDs.  

Jumo Khamwani: All HH reported as damaged or destroyed. The village is under water, people are 
living on the embankment next to village, 600 meters away. They are living in home-made temporary 
shelters. 

Ali Mohammed Shoro: 55 HH in total, of which 8 houses reported to be partly damaged. 

H Ibrahim Pahwar: Received some shelter from government, 80% homes damaged or destroyed.  

Datoo Barin: 25 of 50 HH reported to be damaged.  

Mohammad Hashim Jat: Approximately 175 HH, 12-14 are fully damaged, 20-30 are partly damaged. 

Shafi M. Solangi: 145 HH, 60 reported to be damaged.  

Khamo Walasio: People living in open air next to village. Have received some plastic sheeting but not 
sufficient for their needs.  
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Villages with Access to Health Services
(Shah Bandar and Gora Bari)

Yes
25%No

75%

Health Data from Thatta District - 6 September
12%

15%

8%

17%4%

44%
Diarrhea

ARI

Susp Malaria

Skin Disease

Eye Infection
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4.5. Health, Food Security and Distributions 
Health 

Fifteen health facilities in the district have 
been reported to have sustained 
damages. A snapshot from reporting from 
85 fixed camps and 22 mobile units 
shows that 12% of cases are diarrhea, 
while 17% are skin disease, and 4% eye 
infection, all of which can be caused by 
unclear water and poor sanitation 
conditions2.  

 

 

 

 

 

More than half of the sites visited reported they did not have access to health services. In Makli and 
Sujawal sites, most respondents reported access to first aid posts. In villages of Shah Bandar and 
Gora Bari, villagers reported access to dispensaries or BHUs (only 2 of 8 villages visited).  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Respondents in Makli reporting access   Respondents in Sujawal reporting access 
to health services:      to health services:   

���������	
����

��

���

���

��	
��	��

���	�����
�	�

����

 
 

 

 

 

 

                                                 
2 Report received from the Executive District Officer of Health, Thatta district, 9 September, 2010 
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Food Security 

Sujawal and Makli:  

  

 

 

 

In Makli, only 29% of the respondents reported receiving food distributions, while in Sujawal the 
percentage was 55%.  

 

Villages: 

The following table outlines food stock available, disruptions to food access, and distributions. All 
villages reported very limited food stocks, while 50% of sites reported disruptions to food sources. 
Food distribution has been received in only 3 villages, and not everyone has received.  

Food stocks 
Teshil UC Village 

Vegetable Meat Fish Corn flour Ghee 
Last for Comments 

Food 
sources 

disrupted 

Food 
Distribution  

Khamo 
Walasio x x x   x 1-3 days 

Local 
market not 
operating  

y Rare Khotri 
Allah 

Rakhio 
Shah H Ibrahim 

Pahwar x     X x 1-7 days 
forced to 

sell 
animals 

y 
Once, part of 

population 
only 

Jumo 
Khamwani     x X   1-3 days   n n 

Ghora 
Bari 

Mahar Ali 
Mohammed 

Shoro 
-- -- -- -- -- --   y n 

Shafi. M 
Solangi x x x X x 1-3 days   n n 

Mohammad 
Hashim Jat x x x X x 1-3 days   y y 

Datoo Barin               n n 

Shah 
Bandar Goongani 

Sattar dino 
tandio x   x X x 1-3 days   y Once 

X – food stock available; -- response not provided 
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4.6. Water, Sanitation and Hygiene 
WASH conditions varied greatly from location to location, and even from one group of respondents to 
another.  

 
Sujawal and Makli: 
Provision of drinkable water has been organized by several NGOs and the district authorities using 
tankers but the quantity distributed is far to be sufficient and the daily supply is widely uneven. 
Furthermore the quality of the water might not be appropriate since the refilling of the tankers is made 
directly from an open canal and apart from a few exceptions the water is distributed directly with no 
prior treatment or chlorination. Water sources for the most part are not accessible to all. 

Sanitary conditions in the camps are very poor as there are almost no hygiene facilities (latrine and 
shower). Waste management is totally nonexistent. 
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In Makli, 38% of respondents reported having access to 3L/person/day or less, while 29% reported 
having more than 8L/person/day. In Sujawal, 36% have access to 3L/person/day or less, and 36% 
have access to more than 8L/person/day.  
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Villages:  
In some villages, people reported multiple sources of water (i.e. hand pump and river). Different 
sources had different qualities, were at different distances and provided different quantities. For 
example, in Khamo Walasio village, where most people are living on higher ground along the river as 
the village is flooded, most people take water from the river as it is nearer, even if water quality is 
poorer and security risks are higher. Others walk a much longer distance to the only functioning hand 
pump in the flooded village.  

When lack of safety in collecting water was noted, this was mostly due to slippery embankments 
along the river when collecting water from the river.  
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The following table summarizes findings from the 8 villages visited.  

Teshil UC Village 

Ac
ce

ss
 

Qu
al

ity
 

So
ur

ce
  

Ow
ne

rs
hi

p 

L.
/p

er
so

n 
/d

ay
 

Su
ffi

ci
en

t 

Ac
ce

ss
ib

le
 

Di
st

an
ce

 
in

 m
in

. 

Tr
an

sp
or

t 
m

od
e 

W
ho

 
co

lle
ct

s?
 

Sa
fe

 
to

da
y?

 

Khamo Walasio Y 
bad 
taste 
salty 

river 
h-pump 

wt 

com 
? 2-4 n n -- -- -- -- 

Khotri Allah 
Rakhio Shah 

H Ibrahim Pahwar Y salty 
normal 

river 
h-pump 

wt 

Com 
govt 2-15 n 

y n 15-45 by 
foot 

women 
and gilrs n 

Jumo Khamwani N  -- river  N/A 2 y n 15-45 by 
foot 

women 
and gilrs n 

Ghora 
Bari 

Mahar 
Ali Mohammed 

Shoro N bad river 
h-pump -- 2 y y 15-30 by 

foot women n 

Shafi. M Solangi N dirty river N/A  2-10 n n 45-60 by 
foot 

women 
and gilrs n 

Mohammad Hashim 
Jat Y normal h-pump com 5-15 y y 0-30 by 

foot 
women 

and gilrs n 

Datoo Barin Y normal h-pump com 2 y y 0-15 by 
foot 

women 
and gilrs y 

Shah 
Bandar Goongani 

Sattar Dino Tandio Y normal h-pump com 4-15 y y 15-30 by 
foot 

women 
and girls y 

Y – Yes; N – No; H-pump – hand pump; Com – community-owned; wt – water trucking; -- Not 
answered; N/A – not applicable 
 
 
The below table outlines defecation patterns:  

 Teshil  UC  Village 
Where do 

people 
defecate? 

Condition of 
latrines? Accessibility 

Khamo Walasio open defecation 
pit latrines 

not usable 
dirty no 

Khotri Allah 
Rakhio Shah 

H Ibrahim Pahwar open defecation 
pit latrines 

not usable 
dirty no 

Jumo Khamwani open defecation 
pit latrines 

 
not usable -- 

Ghora Bari 

Mahar 
Ali Mohammed Shoro open defecation 

pit latrines 
 

not usable no 

Shafi. M Solangi open defecation 
pit latrines 

 
not usable -- 

Mohammad Hashim 
Jat open defecation NA -- 

Datoo Barin pit latrines not usable -- 
Shah Bandar Goongani 

Sattar dino tandio open defecation NA no 

 
None of the villages reported that latrines were accessible for persons with disabilities, older persons. 
In all cases, pit latrines were reported as not usable. In many cases, this is due to the village still 
being flooded. Detailed assessment into other reasons was not conducted.  
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4.7. Protection and Psychosocial 
A number of different protection problems were reported in the different locations. Note that as the 
information was gathered in FGDs with mixed groups, it was not always easy to collect accurate 
information. The data below is meant to give indications of trends found. A more detailed protection 
assessment is necessary for a more thorough analysis of the protection situation.  

Loss of documentation was identified in priority in almost all locations, in particular CNICs. Detailed 
assessment was not conducted to find out the proportion of people who had lost their CNICs 
compared to those who did not have documentation even before the floods. The two tables below 
outline the percentage of respondents that reported that some people in their camp/settlement did not 
have CNICs.   
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The below graph summarizes some of the protection concerns highlighted by respondents in Makli 
(orange) and Sujawal (purple). Complementary information is below the chart.  

Protection Concerns in Makli and Sujawal
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Makli: 
• No specific protection measures for the most vulnerable groups 
• Only 1 site reported having volunteers and safe spaces for women, children, older persons, 

persons with disabilities 
• Persons with disabilities are located close to facilities in only 29% of sites, and volunteers are 

identifying/registering them in only 14% of sites 
• Security is provided at only 3 of 21 sites, and vulnerable groups report feeling safe only 33% of 

the time 
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• Noticable lack of clothing in 42% of sites 
• The cast system is existing in certain camps, creating inequalities between groups of people 
• Different minority groups are present in some of the camps. Some camps are wholly comprised of 

a minority group. 
• In many camps, livestock and humans are co-habitating in the same space 
• In some areas, livestock are not allowed in the camps, and thus families are separated, with some 

members in the camps, and others further away from town along the highway/main road where 
they can find space for their livestock to graze 

 
Sujawal: 
• No safe spaces for children, persons with disabilities, older persons, women 
• In all camps visited, hazardous places are not marked  
• No mechanism to identify or provide specific protection measures for the most vulnerable 
• 7 of 9 groups of respondents state that vulnerable groups do not feel safe, including women, 

children, elderly and the disabled; and only 1 group reported that security is being provided  
• Noticable lack of clothing in 50% of groups 
 
Protection concerns highlighted in Shah Bandar + Gohra Bari villages: 
• Presence of hazardous areas  
• No safe spaces for children, persons with disabilities, older persons, women 
• No mechanism to identify or provide specific protection measures for the most vulnerable 
• Vulnerable groups do not feel safe, including women, children, elderly and the disabled 
• Reports of: 

o Domestic violence 
o Child abuse 
o Child labour 
o Separated children (in Shah Bandar) 
o Services and facilities not accessible to all (frequent) 
o Friction with nearby populations (political differences with nearby villages) 
o Lack of information about the relief process (frequent) 

• Jumo Khamwani village is a minority community 
• The population from Khamo Walasio tried to displace to camps but found them unsafe for women 

and children so the people returned to their flooded village 
 
Psychosocial: 
In 48 of 49 FGDs, respondents reported having psychosocial effects since the floods. The charts 
below the most common types of distress noted in Makli and Sujawal. This assessment was not 
carried out by psychosocial specialists, thus a more detailed assessment is necessary for delving 
deeper into the key issues. Many people expressed hopelessness at having lost their animals, crops 
and homes.  
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5. CONCLUSION  
At the end of the assessment, each group of respondents was asked to list their top 5 most important 
needs today. The table below highlights the 7 most frequent responses. Other responses included: 
security, lighting, electricity, water containers, transportation to return home, education and jobs.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
The situation is dire across Thatta district, with multiple needs. Needs vary from region to region, as 
the context is not the same. Areas of high concentration of population such as Makli have a number 
of different needs than flooded villages. The priorities listed above should be taken into consideration 
when providing relief support. Immediate assistance is required to improve the living conditions of the 
population, particularly those that are living in displacement areas or in flooded zones. The risks are 
enormous in both situations. In addition to immediate assistance, it is clear that longer-term support 
will be needed in order to support the population to regain their livelihoods and come back to living in 
decent conditions.  

Lack of information about the relief process was highlighted as a key concern in most of the FGDs 
conducted. People are not aware of what distributions are taking place, and how they can receive 
different types of support. A strong information campaign in local language and using multiple means 
of communication to reach people who are illiterate, in remote areas, or who have visual or hearing 
impairments is essential.  

In addition to asking the priorities of the population as a whole, certain vulnerable groups were also 
asked their specific priorities. The results are outlined in the table below. A glaring reality during the 
assessment was the lack of identification and support to different vulnerable groups. No beneficiary 
targeting is taking place, and very little registration. Facilities and services are not accessible (either 
physically, due to lack of information or due to tensions or inequalities in the community). Ensuring 
that vulnerable persons including women, children, older persons, persons with disabilities, minority 
groups, and the ultra-poor is essential to ensure they are equally accessing relief assistance. In 
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addition, responding to the different and specific needs of various vulnerable groups is necessary to 
increase their resilience and thus reduce their vulnerability. 
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This very rapid assessment gives an overview of the situation in Thatta district at a certain moment – 
between the 6th and 9th of September, 2010. The situation is rapidly evolving and thus it is expected 
that some of the information in this assessment may already be outdated. As this assessment was 
conducted by non-specialized staff, more detailed assessments should be conducted by sector 
before beginning any programming.  

 
 
 

 
 
 

                                                 
3 Information here represents only the 4 vulnerable groups listed. Information on female headed HH, minority groups and 
other particularly vulnerable persons was not collected. This table only represents information on specific priorities, in 
addition to basic needs priorities that are the same as the rest of the population (food, shelter, etc). 
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ANNEX I – MAP OF THATTA DISTRICT  
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 ANNEX II – PICTURES 
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