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THE DANISH EMERGENCY RELIEF FUND
ALERT NOTE

Guide to submission of alerts

NB: Only Danish organisations with local presence either through partner organisations or own organisation in the affected areas can raise an alert.

Please read the Danish Emergency Relief Fund’s Funding Guidelines before submitting an alert (the Funding Guidelines are available here: www.cisu.dk/derf)

Instructions: 
An alert is raised and submitted through the online platform Vores CISU.  When submitting an alert 
a) basic information must be submitted online.
b) an Alert Note (this document) must be attached. 

In the Alert Note, you must fill either of the three sections:

· section B for rapid onset humanitarian crisis, or
· section C for slow onset humanitarian crisis, or
· section D for spike in a protracted humanitarian crisis.

Please note that the alert note must be completed with as much information as possible. CISU will need comprehensive information in order to assess the alert. The information provided has to be verifiable. 


	Formalities regarding the alert text (section b, c or d):
· NUMBER OF PAGES: The text must not take up more than 1,5 pages (Arial, font size 11, line spacing 1.0, margins: top 3 cm, bottom 3 cm, right 2 cm and left 2 cm). Alerts exceeding this length will be rejected.
· LANGUAGE: The text can only be submitted to CISU in English.





Section A: Basic information

	Organisation:
	Center for Social Integrity

	Title of alert:
	Sittwe on the Brink: Escalating Conflict, Civilian Displacement and Deteriorating Humanitarian Access in Rakhine State

	Type of crisis:

	☐rapid onset humanitarian crisis (please fill out section B)
☐slow onset humanitarian crisis (please fill out section C)
☒spike in protracted humanitarian crisis (please fill out section D)



Do only fill one of the following three sections, B, C, or D. You may delete the two which do not apply. 






Section B: Rapid onset humanitarian crisis: 
	
b.1 Where is the crisis? Describe the areas affected

b.2 What is the nature of the crisis? Please describe the type of crisis (e.g. earth quake, other natural disaster occurring without warning) and describe potential local social and political implications (e.g. for specific target groups).

b.3 What information do you have about the situation? What is the source of that information? 
Please provide available information on
· affected populations including specific vulnerable groups and access to these 
· urgent emergency and/or protection needs 
· other actors responding and coordinating (including government, community structures, the UN, INGOs)
· 
Please insert link(s) and/or attach relevant documentation to the alert. Documentation may be found at UN OCHA, ACAPS, or other internationally recognised sources.

b.3.1. Describe as specific as possible when the crisis has started. 
Mention specific dates if possible. Provide documentation for this. 

b.3.2. How could  DERF grants make a difference for the crisis affected population?
Please consider the following points:
· Rapid disbursement
· Short intervention (0-9 month)
· Meeting needs of hard to reach populations not catered for by other donors





Section C: Slow onset humanitarian crisis 
	c.1 Where is the crisis? Describe the areas affected

c.2 What is the nature of the crisis? Please describe the type of crisis (e.g. climate change disasters, environmental degradation, desertification or other slow onset crisis) and describe potential local social and political implications (e.g. for specific target groups).

c.3 What information do you have about the situation? What is the source of that information? Please provide available information on
· affected populations including specific vulnerable groups and access to these 
· urgent emergency and/or protection needs 
· other actors responding and coordinating (including government, community structures, the UN, INGOs)

Please insert link(s) and/or attach relevant documentation to the alert. Documentation may be found at UN OCHA, ACAPS, or other internationally recognised sources.

c.3.1 Provide as strong as possible evidence of why there is a change in the current slow onset crisis. Describe also when the change occurred (mention specific dates if possible). 


c.3.2. How could  DERF grants make a difference for the crisis affected population? Please consider the following points:
· Rapid disbursement
· Short intervention (0-9 months)
· Meeting needs of hard-to-reach populations not catered for by other donors
· 
c.4 Are you already responding to this emergency? In which locations/sectors? For which target group? Through which forms of local presence? What is the outcome of your latest assessment and what have you done since then? 





Section D: Spike in a protracted humanitarian crisis
	
d.1 Where is the crisis? Describe the areas affected

The crisis is concentrated in Rakhine State, western Myanmar, with the most immediate escalation occurring in and around Sittwe Township, the state capital and one of the last major strongholds of the State Administration Council (SAC) in Rakhine.

The areas directly affected include:

Sittwe Township: Increasingly volatile security conditions, with armed clashes between the Myanmar Armed Forces (MAF) and Arakan Army (AA) moving closer to the city. Fighting has been reported approximately 3–4 miles from military installations, alongside artillery exchanges, naval shelling and reported aerial attacks within downtown Sittwe.
· Pauktaw Township: A major area of active confrontation, particularly around Nga Pyee Kyun (Nga Pyee Island), where the MAF has undertaken repeated attempts to regain control from the AA. Aerial attacks and ground fighting have affected surrounding villages and displaced civilian populations.
· Ponnagyun Township: Increasingly affected by military operations, aerial attacks and artillery exchanges, particularly in areas north of Sittwe.
· Rathedaung, Kyauktaw and Minbya Townships: Experiencing continued military operations and aerial attacks, contributing to civilian casualties, displacement and further deterioration of humanitarian access.
· Other parts of Rakhine State, including Maungdaw and Buthidaung: Continue to experience significant humanitarian needs, movement restrictions and protection concerns, although the current escalation is particularly concentrated around central Rakhine and Sittwe.

The geographical proximity of the fighting to Sittwe presents an immediate concern for the civilian population, humanitarian personnel and organisations maintaining operational facilities in the township. CSI currently maintains one field office and two Community Learning Centres (CLCs) in Sittwe Township, all potentially exposed to further deterioration in the security environment.

d.2 What is the nature of the crisis? Please describe the type of crisis (e.g. armed conflict, famine or other situation where significant portion of the population is acutely vulnerable to death, disease or other disruption) and describe potential local social and political implications (e.g. for specific target groups).

The crisis is an escalation of armed conflict within an already protracted humanitarian emergency in Rakhine State. It involves renewed and intensifying hostilities between the MAF and the AA, with both sides seeking to consolidate or expand territorial control. The AA's military advances towards Sittwe, under CSI's operational monitoring of the ongoing military operation, raise the prospect of a major confrontation for control of the state capital.

The escalation involves ground offensives, artillery exchanges, naval engagements and increasingly frequent aerial attacks by the MAF. Of particular concern is the military contest around Nga Pyee Kyun (Nga Pyee Island), strategically located between Sittwe and Pauktaw, where repeated attempts by the MAF to regain control have resulted in sustained fighting and civilian casualties.

The crisis presents several interconnected humanitarian consequences:
1. Civilian casualties, displacement and protection risks
Intensifying hostilities and aerial attacks are resulting in civilian deaths and injuries, destruction of homes and displacement. Communities in Sittwe, Pauktaw and surrounding townships face increasing exposure to indiscriminate attacks and the risk of being caught between opposing armed actors. Displacement is particularly concerning for internally displaced people (IDPs), who often lack adequate shelter, resources and access to protection services.

2. Increased vulnerability of already marginalised populations
Rohingya communities, particularly those living in displacement camps and restricted areas around Sittwe and Pauktaw, face compounded vulnerabilities arising from conflict, movement restrictions, discrimination and limited access to livelihoods and essential services. Women and girls, children, older people and persons with disabilities face heightened risks, including exploitation, gender-based violence, family separation and exclusion from humanitarian assistance.

3. Deteriorating access to essential services and humanitarian assistance
The escalation is taking place in an environment where healthcare, education, protection and other essential services are already severely constrained. Attacks on civilian areas, insecurity along transport routes, movement restrictions and the reduced presence of humanitarian organisations are further limiting access to assistance. The potential disruption of supply routes and commodity flows is also likely to increase the prices of food, medicines and other essential goods.

4. Increasing social and political instability
Further territorial shifts could result in changes to local administration, increased security measures, restrictions on civilian movement, arrests and forced recruitment. Existing tensions between armed actors and communities, particularly Rohingya populations, could intensify, increasing protection risks and further undermining social cohesion.

Without timely intervention, the escalation could result in a substantial deterioration in the humanitarian situation, with increasing numbers of displaced people, reduced access to life-saving services and a further decline in the ability of humanitarian actors to respond.

d.3 What information do you have about the situation? What is the source of that information? Please provide available information on
· affected populations including specific vulnerable groups and access to these 
· urgent emergency and/or protection needs 
· other actors responding and coordinating (including government, community structures, the UN, INGOs)

CSI has access to regular field-level reporting, local community networks, staff observations and information shared by local humanitarian actors. The most recent consolidated field update covers 19 October–1 November 2026 and documents a significant increase in military activity, civilian casualties, displacement-related concerns and operational disruption across central Rakhine.

A. Affected populations and vulnerable groups
The populations most immediately affected include:
· Civilians living in Sittwe Township and villages surrounding the city, particularly those exposed to ground fighting, artillery exchanges and aerial attacks.
· IDPs and displaced communities in Sittwe and Pauktaw, including Rohingya populations living in displacement camps and other vulnerable settlements.
· Rohingya communities across central Rakhine, who face additional movement restrictions, administrative barriers, discrimination and limited access to livelihoods and humanitarian assistance.
· Women and girls, children, older people and persons with disabilities, who face disproportionate protection risks and barriers to accessing essential services.
· Fishing and farming communities whose livelihoods and access to markets are disrupted by insecurity, movement restrictions and restrictions on waterways.
· Households dependent on daily labor and informal economic activities, which are particularly vulnerable to interruptions in movement and access to markets.
Field reporting from October 2026 documents civilian casualties following aerial attacks in Sittwe, Pauktaw, Ponnagyun and other surrounding townships. On 23 October, a serious incident in downtown Sittwe reportedly resulted in multiple civilian deaths and injuries. MSF also reported treating casualties associated with the incident.

B. Urgent emergency and protection needs
The most urgent needs identified for implementation NOW include:
· Pre-positioning of emergency supplies: Procure and pre-position essential food, safe drinking water, hygiene kits, emergency shelter materials, essential household items and first-aid supplies to enable rapid distribution if access deteriorates.
· Protection risk awareness: Strengthen awareness of risks affecting women and girls, children, older people and persons with disabilities, including exploitation, abuse, family separation and gender-based violence.
·  Community protection awareness: Conduct community-level awareness sessions on civilian safety during armed conflict, including appropriate responses to aerial attacks, artillery shelling and explosive ordnance risks.
· Emergency preparedness awareness: Disseminate information on emergency preparedness, family communication arrangements, safe behaviour and available emergency support and referral services.

The most likely urgent needs identified for implementation as the situation develops include:
· Emergency protection: Protection monitoring, identification and referral of individuals at heightened risk, particularly displaced populations, women and girls, children and persons with disabilities.
· Emergency shelter and essential household items: Support for households displaced by fighting and those whose homes have been damaged or destroyed.
· Food security and basic needs: Emergency food and multipurpose cash assistance for households experiencing displacement, loss of livelihoods and reduced access to markets.
· Healthcare: Referral support for access to emergency medical services, essential medicines, maternal and reproductive healthcare, and psychosocial support.
· Psychosocial support: Support for civilians experiencing trauma, distress, fear and uncertainty associated with repeated attacks and displacement.
· Access to humanitarian assistance: Support for populations in locations where movement restrictions, insecurity and limited humanitarian presence are preventing access to essential services.

C. Other actors responding and coordinating
Despite the deteriorating security environment, some humanitarian actors remain operational in Sittwe and surrounding areas.

These include UN agencies, international humanitarian organizations, local civil society organizations and community-based organizations. However, their ability to maintain activities is increasingly constrained by insecurity, access restrictions and operational risks. Some organizations have reduced their activities or relocated personnel to safer locations.

Local community structures and informal support networks continue to play an important role in identifying needs and supporting affected communities, although their capacity is limited by the scale and intensity of the crisis.

CSI maintains local operational presence and established community networks through its field office and CLCs in Sittwe, as well as its wider operational presence in northern Rakhine.


Please insert link(s) and/or attach relevant documentation to the alert. Documentation may be found at UN OCHA, ACAPS, or other internationally recognised sources.

d.3.1 Do you consider there to be a spike/change in a slow onset/chronic crisis or in a protracted humanitarian crisis? If yes, provide as strong as possible evidence for this current spike (how has the situation changed). 

Yes. This represents a significant escalation or spike within an existing protracted humanitarian crisis.

Rakhine State has experienced years of armed conflict, displacement, movement restrictions and limited humanitarian access. However, developments since October 2026 indicate a marked deterioration in the security environment, particularly around Sittwe and surrounding townships.

The current escalation differs from the prevailing situation in several important respects:

1. Conflict has moved significantly closer to Sittwe.
The AA has intensified its military operations around the state capital, with fighting reported approximately 3–4 miles from major military installations. The contest for control of Nga Pyee Kyun, located between Sittwe and Pauktaw, has resulted in sustained ground engagements, naval operations and aerial attacks. The possibility of direct fighting within or around Sittwe has consequently increased.

2. The conflict is increasingly affecting civilian and urban areas.
During October 2026, multiple incidents involving aerial attacks, artillery exchanges and civilian casualties were reported across Sittwe and surrounding townships. The 23 October incident in downtown Sittwe, which resulted in civilian fatalities and injuries, illustrates the increasing exposure of urban populations to the conflict.

3. Humanitarian operations are already being disrupted.
Field reporting for 19 October–1 November confirms that the escalation has directly affected humanitarian operations, including staff relocation, temporary suspension of activities and the need to move personnel to safer locations. Humanitarian organisations are increasingly reducing their presence and activities in response to the deteriorating security environment.

4. The escalation risks replicating the devastating operational consequences of previous AA offensives.
During May 2024 and October–November 2024, AA advances into Buthidaung and Maungdaw resulted in large-scale displacement, significant protection concerns and severe restrictions on humanitarian access. Humanitarian response capacity declined to exceptionally low levels.

CSI experienced direct operational consequences during these offensives, including the relocation and temporary closure of two field offices and the temporary closure of multiple CLCs.

The current escalation towards Sittwe creates a risk of similar disruption, potentially affecting a much larger concentration of humanitarian operations and vulnerable populations in and around the state capital.

Taken together, the increasing proximity of hostilities to Sittwe, attacks affecting civilian areas, ongoing displacement, civilian casualties and demonstrable disruption to humanitarian activities provide strong evidence of a significant and immediate spike in the crisis.

d.3.2. Describe as specific as possible when the spike has started. 
Mention specific dates if possible. Provide documentation for this. 

The current escalation became particularly pronounced during October 2026, with a marked increase in military activity and security incidents from approximately 11–16 October onwards.

Key developments include:
· 11 October 2026: Reports emerged of AA advances and the capture of military outposts in the vicinity of Sittwe, increasing pressure on SAC-controlled positions around the city.
· 7–17 October 2026 onwards: Fighting intensified around Nga Pyee Kyun, with repeated MAF attempts to regain control of the island using ground forces, naval assets and aerial support.
· 16–22 October 2026: Increased aerial attacks and military engagements were reported across Rathedaung, Kyauktaw, Minbya, Pauktaw and surrounding areas, resulting in civilian casualties and displacement.
· 17–23 October 2026: Ground fighting and artillery exchanges intensified in villages surrounding Sittwe, with hostilities reported approximately 3–4 miles from military installations.
· 23 October 2026: A serious incident in downtown Sittwe resulted in civilian fatalities and injuries, further demonstrating the increasing exposure of the urban population to the conflict and prompting disruption to humanitarian operations.
· 24 October–1 November 2026: Further aerial attacks and ground engagements were reported in Pauktaw and surrounding townships, with additional civilian casualties, property destruction and staff relocation.
· The period from 17–23 October represents a particularly significant turning point, as fighting moved closer to Sittwe itself and began to directly affect humanitarian operations and the safety of personnel.

The escalation remains ongoing, with the potential for further deterioration over the coming weeks.

Documentation:
· “Arakan Army Hits Myanmar Navy Vessels as Airstrikes Continue to Devastate Rakhine State.” Democratic Voice of Burma, 10 Oct. 2026. https://english.dvb.no/arakan-army-strikes-myanmar-navy-vessels-as-airstrikes-continue-to-devastate-rakhine-state/ 
· “Seven Civilians Killed by Airstrikes in Rakhine State as Clashes Intensify near Sittwe.” Democratic Voice of Burma, 11 Oct. 2026. https://english.dvb.no/seven-civilians-killed-by-airstrikes-in-rakhine-state-as-clashes-intensify-near-sittwe/ 
· “Fishermen Harassed as Myanmar Junta Steps up Naval Offensives in Rakhine.” Myanmar Now, 12 Oct. 2026. https://myanmar-now.org/en/news/fishermen-harassed-as-myanmar-junta-steps-up-naval-offensives-in-rakhine/ 
· “Fighting Escalates in Sittwe as Arakan Army Captures Myanmar Junta Outposts.” Burma News International, 14 Oct. 2026. https://www.bnionline.net/en/news/fighting-escalates-sittwe-arakan-army-captures-myanmar-junta-outposts 
· “Arakan Army Advances on Rakhine State Capital, Seizing Outposts 4 Miles from Military Base.” Democratic Voice of Burma, 19 Oct. 2026. https://english.dvb.no/arakan-army-advances-on-rakhine-state-capital-seizing-outposts-4-miles-from-military-base/ 
· “Aid Workers Relocate to Yangon as Clashes Approach Rakhine Capital Sittwe.” Burma News International, 21 Oct. 2026. https://www.bnionline.net/en/news/aid-workers-relocate-yangon-clashes-approach-rakhine-capital-sittwe 
· “Myanmar: Conflict Continues to Rage across Rakhine State.” Médecins Sans Frontières, 24 Oct. 2026. https://www.msf.org/myanmar-conflict-continues-rage-across-rakhine-state 
· “Military Recaptures Ngapyi Island Village as Fighting with Arakan Army Continues.” Democratic Voice of Burma, 5 Nov. 2026. https://english.dvb.no/military-recaptures-ngapyi-island-village-as-fighting-with-arakan-army-continues/ 
· “Neither Side in Full Control of Rakhine's Ngapyi Island as Clashes Intensify.” Burma News International, 7 Nov. 2026. https://www.bnionline.net/en/news/neither-side-full-control-rakhines-ngapyi-island-clashes-intensify 
· Myanmar Humanitarian Access Snapshot: July 2026. United Nations Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs, July 2026. https://www.unocha.org/myanmar 
· Myanmar Humanitarian Needs and Response Plan 2026. United Nations Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs, 2026. https://www.unocha.org/myanmar 
· Myanmar Humanitarian Update No. 42. United Nations Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs, 27 Nov. 2024. https://progressivevoicemyanmar.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/11/OCHA-Myanmar-Humanitarian-Update-No.-42_-final.pdf 
· Myanmar: Access Constraints in Rakhine State. ACAPS, 18 Nov. 2024. https://www.acaps.org/fileadmin/Data_Product/Main_media/20241118_ACAPS_Myanmar-_Access_constraints_in_Rakhine_state_.pdf 
· Myanmar Country Analysis. ACAPS, 2026.  https://www.acaps.org/en/countries/myanmar 
· Myanmar: Rakhine Conflict – INFORM Severity Index Trends. ACAPS, 9 Jan. 2025. https://www.acaps.org/fileadmin/Data_Product/Main_media/20250109_ACAPS_thematic_report_Myanmar_-_INFORM_Severity_Index_trends_.pdf 
· UNICEF Myanmar Humanitarian Situation Report No. 1, January–June 2026. United Nations Children's Fund, 2026. https://www.unicef.org/myanmar/reports/unicef-myanmar-humanitarian-situation-report-no1-0 
· Armed Conflict and Violence Prevent a Safe Return to Rakhine State. Independent Investigative Mechanism for Myanmar, 24 Sept. 2026. https://iimm.un.org/en/armed-conflict-and-violence-prevent-safe-return-rakhine-state 
· Civilians Must Be Protected from Conflict Continuing to Rage across Rakhine State. Médecins Sans Frontières, 24 Oct. 2026. https://www.ecoi.net/en/document/2146522.html 
· CSI Weekly Context Update, 19 October–1 November 2026

d.3.3. How could DERF grants make a difference for the crisis affected population? Please consider the following points:
· Rapid disbursement
· Short intervention (0-9 month)
· Meeting needs of hard-to-reach populations not catered for by other donors

A DERF grant would provide an important opportunity to deliver rapid, targeted emergency assistance to conflict-affected populations in Sittwe and surrounding areas at a time when humanitarian needs are increasing and the operational capacity of humanitarian actors is becoming increasingly constrained.

The flexibility and rapid disbursement of DERF funding would allow CSI to respond to emerging needs without waiting for longer funding cycles or the establishment of larger-scale humanitarian programs.

DERF support could make a difference in three key ways:
1. Rapid disbursement and immediate response
DERF funding would enable CSI to rapidly mobilize its established local presence, community networks and operational capacity to identify and support households most affected by the escalation.

Potential interventions include:
· Prepositioning of supplies (Emergency Kits, Hygiene Kits, S/NFIs) in both the conflict zone and surrounding areas. 
· Emergency multipurpose cash assistance for displaced and conflict-affected households.
· Emergency ERW Victim Support and Healthcare Referral Support
· Protection support and referrals for particularly vulnerable individuals and households.
· Emergency support for women, children, older people and persons with disabilities.
· Psychosocial support for individuals and families affected by conflict and displacement.
The ability to disburse assistance rapidly would be particularly important in the event of further escalation, sudden population displacement or restrictions on humanitarian access.

2. Short-term intervention with immediate humanitarian impact
A DERF-funded intervention of up to nine months would allow CSI to address urgent humanitarian needs during the most critical phase of the escalation.

The proposed response would focus on immediate life-saving and protection-related needs rather than longer-term recovery activities. Assistance could be adapted according to changes in the security environment, population movements and access constraints.

CSI's existing operational presence would reduce the time required to establish new implementation arrangements and enable activities to commence relatively quickly, subject to security and access conditions.

3. Reaching hard-to-reach and underserved populations
One of the most significant challenges in Rakhine is the limited humanitarian presence and the increasing difficulty of reaching vulnerable populations, particularly Rohingya communities and displaced households living in restricted or conflict-affected areas.

DERF funding would allow CSI to utilize its existing community relationships and local presence to identify and reach households that may otherwise be overlooked by larger humanitarian responses.

This is particularly important given the additional restrictions faced by Rohingya/minority communities, including barriers to movement, access to livelihoods, healthcare and humanitarian assistance.

Through its local networks and established presence, CSI would seek to provide targeted assistance based on identified needs, vulnerability and access feasibility, ensuring that marginalized populations are not excluded from emergency support.

DERF funding would enable a timely, flexible and locally implemented humanitarian response, helping to address immediate needs, reduce protection risks and maintain access to assistance for vulnerable communities during a period of rapidly deteriorating security.

d.4 Are you already responding to this emergency? In which locations/sectors? For which target group? Through which forms of local presence? What is the outcome of your latest assessment and what have you done since then? 

CSI has an established operational presence in Rakhine State and is continuing to monitor the evolving security and humanitarian situation through its field teams, local networks and community-based programming.

CSI currently maintains one field office and two Community Learning Centres (CLCs) in Sittwe Township, alongside its wider operational presence in Rakhine, and other regions of Myanmar.

Current locations and local presence
Sittwe Township: One field office and two CLCs, providing an established operational and community presence in an increasingly volatile security environment.

Northern Rakhine: Existing field-level operational capacity and CLC programming, including activities serving communities in conflict-affected areas.

Current activities and response measures
CSI's existing presence and programme activities provide an important foundation for responding to the emerging crisis. However, the deteriorating security environment has required a shift towards operational preparedness and the protection of personnel and programme beneficiaries.

Following the latest field-level security monitoring and reporting, CSI has undertaken or initiated the following measures:
· Increased monitoring of the security situation in Sittwe and surrounding townships.
· Prepared contingency arrangements for potential office shelter-in-place and temporary suspension of activities.
· Reviewed contingency stocks and essential operational requirements.
· Reinforced staff safety awareness and security orientation.
· Prepared work-from-home/work-as-able arrangements to maintain operational continuity where physical access becomes restricted.
· Reviewed the security implications for CLC operations, including the temporary closure of CLCs in Sittwe following increased armed conflict.
· Latest assessment and identified needs
· Put teams in neighbouring townships on Alert. 
· CSI has also put several key partners on notice that emergency/contingency funds may be leveraged as the crisis develops – including planned MPCA for IDPs. 

CSI's latest consolidated field-level reporting, covering 19 October–1 November 2026, indicates a significant deterioration in the security environment, particularly around Sittwe and Pauktaw. The reporting identified:
· Increasing ground engagements between the MAF and AA in the vicinity of Sittwe.
· Repeated aerial attacks and artillery exchanges affecting civilian areas.
· Civilian fatalities, injuries and displacement across several townships.
· Increasing insecurity affecting humanitarian personnel and operational activities.
· Deteriorating access to essential services, particularly healthcare and protection support.
· Increasing vulnerability among IDPs, Rohingya communities, women and girls, children and other marginalised populations.
· Reduced humanitarian presence and operational capacity in affected areas.
· The assessment indicates that existing humanitarian needs are likely to increase substantially if hostilities continue or expand towards Sittwe. It also highlights the risk that further deterioration could force additional humanitarian organisations to suspend activities or relocate personnel, leaving already underserved populations with even more limited access to assistance.

Rationale for additional emergency funding
While CSI is maintaining its existing programmes where feasible and undertaking preparedness measures, its current resources and programme arrangements are not designed to address a sudden and substantial increase in emergency humanitarian needs resulting from further escalation.

DERF funding would enable CSI to transition from security monitoring and operational preparedness towards a targeted emergency response, addressing the immediate needs of conflict-affected and displaced populations in Sittwe and surrounding areas.

The proposed intervention would build on CSI's existing local presence, community relationships and operational knowledge to provide rapid assistance to vulnerable populations, particularly those who are difficult to reach and underserved by other humanitarian actors.
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