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Motivation for study and main research 

questions

Å Little evidence on resources required to scale up access to 

rural sanitation

Å Cost of hardware (sanitation technology) alone is not 

sufficient

Research question: What does it cost to deliver sanitation 

services, at scale, in rural contexts? 

ü Who bears the burden of these costs? 

ü What are the major cost drivers? 

ü How much are households willing to invest?



Total Sanitation Campaign in India, MP

Government
Government WSP

Households

Ç Government-led 

program started in 

1999

Ç Community-led Total 

Sanitation: Triggering 

& follow-up

Ç Subsidy to poor 

households: (BPL) 

Rs 2,200 (40 USD)

Ç Construction of sanitation facilities 

Ç ODF Community Awards: Nirmal

Gram Puraskar (NGP)

Ç Behavior Change Communication

Ç Monitoring & reporting

Ç Toilet construction & 

maintenance

Ç Technical assistance:

benchmarking, monitoring, planning, 

budgeting

Ç Capacity building: CLTS 

methodology, supply-side 

strengthening

Ç Program management

Ç Support to enabling 

environment



Total Sanitation and Sanitation Marketing in 

Indonesia (SToPs) East Java, 29 districts
Government
Government & Community WSP

Households

Ç Community-led Total 

Sanitation: Triggering 

& follow-up

Ç Social marketing of 

sanitation: informed-

choice catalog

Ç Behavior-change 

communication

Ç Toilet 

construction & 

maintenance

Ç Technical assistance:

benchmarking, monitoring, planning, 

budgeting

Ç Capacity building: CLTS 

facilitators, sanitation entrepreneurs

Ç Program management

Ç Support to enabling 

environmentÇ Sales & construction of 

latrines

Ç Monitoring & reporting

Ç Meetings & 

workshops



Costing Methodology



Source of cost 

data

Data collection 

method

Sample design Time period 

covers

1 WSP 

administrative

data

Document / 

records review

100% accounting 

of expenditures

mid 2007 ïmid 

2011

2 Government & 

community 

partners

Interviews & 

document / 

records review

Non-probability

sample

2007 ï2010

(MP)

2008 ï2009 

(East Java)

3 Household Interviews Representative 

sample of 

households in 

project areas

2009 ï2011 

(MP)

2009 ï2011 

(East Java)

Cost data obtained from 3 sources and 

combined for analysis

ü Activity-based costing (ABC) ïall inputs (time and resources) 

required to produce outputs



Sample size

V 2 sub-districts (blocks) and 

villages (GPs) in each district

V 15 interviews with local 

government of 352 activities

V 17 interviews with masons & 

engineers of 120 activities



Sample size
V 3 sub-districts and villages in each 

district

V 29 interviews with local government 

and community of 250 activities

V 17 interviews with resource persons 

of 156 activities



Calculation of costs

On average, how much does it cost each year to run this program

reaching this many people?



Key assumptions and data limitations 

Key Assumptions
Ç Lifespan of inputs: 

V Direct project support & operating costs annualized over 4 

years

V Capital costs annualized over 10 years

Ç Value of time:

V Household time to install latrine valued at GDP per capita 

V Govt. staff time valued using average wages for all project 

staff

V Volunteer time valued at equivalent wage of local day-laborer

Data limitations
Ç Costs obtained from interviews with government, community and 

households rely on respondent recall and are self-reported



Key Findings


