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MYRNE HROMADA 
OVERVIEW APRIL 2021

2. Employment

2. Streets and roads
repairs

2. Recreational facilities

Most commonly reported concerns 
by households:

2. Employment

2. Streets and roads repairs

2. Recreational facilities

Most commonly suggested intervention 
priorities by households:

3. Armed conflict

3. Improving the lightning

REPORTED SAFETY 

Most commonly reported 
employment sectors in 
which members were 
employed:

Services 
Agriculture 
Education

19% of the population*
(16+) were employed

25% of the population*
(16+) were unemployed














Ē







56%
14%
10%

% of respondents reporting feeling unsafe and 
most commonly reported reason why:

of households who don’t have access 
to waste management services, (8% in 
center, and 61% in periphery)

The graph above summarizes selected hromada-level indicators (full list available here) as 
reported through household and facility surveys and grouped into 8 domains. Indicators are shown 
as a ranked comparison against the 23 sampled hromadas included in this assessment: the longer 
the bar, the lower the hromada is ranked. A red colour indicates that the hromada is ranked among 
the 5 lowest-scoring hromadas on a particular indicator, and a green colour indicates that the 
hromada is ranked among the 5 highest-scoring hromadas. Numbers inside the circle display the 
actual ranking of the hromada for each indicator.

of households reported being dissatisfied 
with the level of cleanup in their 
community (45% in center and 46% in 
periphery)

ECONOMIC SECURITY

ENVIRONMENT

of households reported trusting 
police in their settlement (while 
33% did not, and 32% were 
indifferent)

of households reported being 
dissatisfied with the public 
transportation in their settlement 
(61% in center, and 35% in 
periphery) 

39%

58%
of households were reportedly
dissatisfied with the provision of 
healthcare (49% in center, and 60% 
in periphery)

13%  Day

Night

Types of utilities households most 
commonly reported being dissatisfied with:

1. Transportation

1. Reduce unemployment

1. Roads

1. Armed conflict

1. Reduce unemployment

1. Roads

3. Transportation

3. Improving the lightning

56+14+10
Stray animals

30%  Lack of lighting

Mobility 

Environment

Safety

Utilities

Governance

Economic 
security

Services

Center Periphery Overall

73% of the working-age population* (16+) had an
average monthly income of less than 4,000 UAH

* % of working-age household members

53%

46% 

35%
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* Non-government controlled areas

This factsheet is a part of strategic 12-month project funded by the Ukraine Humanitarian Fund (UHF) and 
implemented by ACTED/IMPACT, Right to Protection, Danish Red Cross and Ukrainian Red Cross Society. 
The project aimes to meet humanitarian needs through sustainable response modalities in 3 prospective 
Hromadas in the Volnovahka area - Olhynka, Myrne and Volnovakha. More information on the context, 
rationale, methodology and limitations in the annex and in the online  Agora Information Hub.

Findings are based on data collected in March 2021 via 545 
household surveys representing 1,281 household members, 27 
interviews with facility key informants (FKI) and 103 community 
representative KIs. 

Demographics

DBF_L23_top2_concerns_SECOND HIGHEST LABEL_CENTRE
DBF_L25_top3_priority tasks_ THIRD HIGHEST LABEL_CENTRE
DBF_L25_top3_priority tasks_ THIRD HIGHEST LABEL_CENTRE
DBF_WORSE UTILITY_PERIPHERY_HIGHEST LABEL of columns 66 to 73
DBF_L25_top3_priority tasks_ THIRD HIGHEST LABEL_PERIPHERY
DBF_WORSE UTILITY_PERIPHERY_HIGHEST LABEL of columns 66 to 73
DBF_L23_top2_concerns HIGHEST LABEL _PERIPHERY
DBF_C28_Top3sector_HIGHEST_LABEL_OVERALL
https://www.impact-repository.org/document/repository/96d6613a/AGORA_UKR_Key_indicators_HCVA_Eng_February2021.pdf
DBF_L25_top2_priority tasks_ HIGHEST LABEL_CENTRE
DBF_WORSE UTILITY_CENTRE_HIGHEST LABEL of columns 58 to 65
DBF_L23_top2_concerns HIGHEST LABEL _PERIPHERY
DBF_L25_top2_priority tasks_ HIGHEST LABEL_PERIPHERY
DBF_SECOND WORSE UTILITY_PERIPHERY_SECOND HIGHEST LABEL of columns 66 to 73
DBF_L18_own garbage_ _not available__OVERALL
http://bit.ly/AGORA_Information_Hub 
DBF_Number of HH surveys
DBF_Number of HH members represented
DBF_Number of FKIs (no GBV)
DBF_Number of CKI



