
Annex 1: Community Wealth Ranking 

The community wealth ranking was determined by community representatives during focus group discussions. Though guidelines were used to facilitate 
discussion, the criteria below were identified by the groups themselves. Though there were some differences, community wealth breakdown in all three 
livelihood zones was largely determined by access to quality land, income sources, and access to productive assets such as boats, tools, etc. Any targeted 
interventions should make note of these differences in establishing targeting criteria.  

Criteria “Better-off” Poor Very Poor 
Land access Often multiple parcels in different areas 

and significant total land holdings (3+ HA) 
allowing the cultivation of more food 
crops, sago and cash crops. 
Land is often in more advantageous 
locations – allowing dry season cultivation 
in the flood plain, or access to better 
fishing along rivers in other areas, for 
example.  

Smaller land holdings – limiting the sale of 
surplus food crops.  
Limited cash crops are grown for a small 
minority.  
Many produce sufficient sago. 
Less advantageous placement of land than 
the better off.   
 

Small landholdings allowing only rare sale 
of surplus food crops.  
No cash crops cultivation.  
Often limited sago production. 
Often vey poor placement of land – such as 
swamp land in the inland agricultural 
villages, for example.  
Small number of landless households in 
some villages – often migrants who are not 
allocated land by local clans.  

Livestock 
ownership 

Generally the only group which owns pigs, 
though only 2-3 in most cases. Likely to 
keep poultry/ducks. 
Some may raise crocodiles. 

No pigs and few poultry/ducks. 
Limited crocodile farming for very few.  

May have a few poultry.  

Sources of 
income 

Sales of significant cash crop and surplus 
food crop production. 
Fish sales.  
Sale of livestock and crocodiles. 
Some salaried employment. 
Petty trade. 

Limited sale of surplus food crops and very 
limited sale of cash crops in some cases.  
Fish sales.  
Limited amount of petty trade.  
May work occasionally for the better off 
(paid in cash or in-kind).  

Fish sales. 
May work occasionally for the better off 
(paid in cash or in-kind). 
 

Other 
productive 
assets 

Outboard motors on the coast and along 
major rivers.  
Fishing inputs – nets, etc.   
Tools for various handicrafts, etc.  
Small business/trade inputs. 

Dugout canoes.  
Various tools (bush knives, simple 
agriculture and fishing tools, etc.) 
 

Many lack canoes and need to borrow 
from relatives.  
Various tools (bush knives, simple 
agriculture and fishing tools, etc.) 
 



Annexe 2: Seasonal Calendar 

 Jan.  Feb. March April May June July August Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
 Weather/Natural Events 

Rain (flooding and landslides)              
Dry season              
Warmest weather              
Wind storms              
Cyclone season              

 Agriculture and Wild Food 
Gardening/tubers/root crops1  PL  PL PL     HR HR  PL PL 
Maize    PL PL  HR HR      
Vegetables2   PL PL PL  HR HR      
Sago and banana  Year round 
Wild food - fruits/nuts3     Picking Picking Picking     Picking Picking 
Cash crops4  Year round 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
1 Yam, taro, sweet potato, plantain, etc.  
2 Cabbage, pumpkin, tomato, green leafy vegetables, etc. as well as peanuts (cash crop) 
3 Breadfruit, lau-lau, mango, ton and galipnut. 
4 Copra, betel nut, cocoa  



Annexe 3: Sample Food Consumption Score 

The following table represents a sample food consumption score for an average household 
considering their current access to food and diet diversity scores as indicated by village 
representatives during focus group discussions. This table has been modified to represent the lower 
portion of the poor households. Scores for the average household are likely higher than this as 
gifts/wantok, occasional consumption of bush meat (including crocodile), and other underreported 
food consumption is reflected here. 

Food Group Weight Frequency 
(1-7 days) 

Score Comments 

Staple – Root 
crops and 
sago 

2 
 

7 14 The staple of sago is still available in the assessed area 
and eaten on a daily basis. However, root crops (sweet 
potato, yam, taro, etc.) are generally unavailable due 
to the impact of the drought on agriculture.  

Pulses – 
Beans/nuts 

3 
 

0 0 Certain wild foods and a limited amount of gardening 
provided beans and nuts in certain seasons prior to the 
drought – however, access is greatly reduced at 
present.  

Vegetables 1 
 

0 0 Eaten regularly in normal years, but cultivation is 
greatly reduced due to the drought. Some leafy greens 
are available in the wild for certain villages however.  

Fruit 1 
 

3.5 3.5 Wild and domestic fruit is still available (coconut, 
mango, lau-lau, etc.) and is actually eaten on a daily 
basis by many. Consumption of fruit is less in the 
inland flood plain zone.  

Meat and 
Fish 

4 
 

3.5 14 Especially in coastal livelihood zones fish is eaten in 
most households every day. Inland livelihood zones 
still consume fish on a regular basis, though access is 
becoming more constrained due to low water levels. 

Milk 4 
 

0 0 Milk is rarely consumed, even in normal years, due to 
the lack of livestock.  

Sugar 0.5 
 

0 0 Sugar is consumed during normal years though 
consumption has dropped due to the lack of cash 
(sugar cane is still consumed in some villages 
however). 

Oil 0.5 
 

0 0 Coconut oil is usually consumed during normal years, 
though consumption has been reduced significantly.  

Total   31.5 Borderline FCS 
(0 – 21 poor; 21.5 – 35 borderline; > 35 acceptable) 

While energy consumption is close to, or meeting minimum standards, diet diversity especially in 
terms of certain micro-nutrients and protein is at risk of falling further – especially if fish and fruit 
consumption is reduced moving forwards. It should be noted that food consumption on the flood 
plans, where access to fruit (especially coconut) and fish is even more constrained is likely closer to 
the poor consumption threshold for many households. This, coupled with very poor water quality is 
contributing to the higher rates of malnutrition in these areas. 

 

 



Annexe 4: Monitoring Key Indicators  

According to the slow onset framework developed by SCUK, the current situation in terms of food 
security – considering what are likely borderline food consumption scores and reductions in diet 
diversity of 1-2 food groups from the baseline situation – is  “stressed”  in  the  coastal/island  livelihood  
zones as well as the inland agriculture zone. However, minor deteriorations in the situation would 
lead very quickly to a situation   of   “acute   food   insecurity”.   In   the   inland   flood   plain/marsh   zone  
(including Wom, Indingai, villages around Samban, etc.)  the  situation   is  already   likely   in  the  “acute  
food  insecurity”  phase.   

Overall Phase: 3 – Stressed 

The following indicators should form the basis of ongoing monitoring over the next few months.  

1. Food Security and Livelihoods  

1.1 Household Diet Diversity/Food Consumption 

Current status: Most villages have dropped from 5-6 food groups in a normal year down to 3-4 at 
present. The main food groups that provide a solid nutritional base for children are fruit (both wild 
and domestic) and fish, which is rapidly reducing in some areas, especially in inland/flood plain-
marsh areas. The main kilo-calorie source, sago, is still widely available and consumed.  

Threshold for acute food insecurity: If fish or fruit, especially coconut, consumption is cut – this is a 
major red flag for food consumption, diet diversity and future spikes in malnutrition.  

1.2          Negative Coping 

Current status: Food related negative coping strategies such as eating less preferred food, reducing 
the number of meals eaten in a day (down to 1 meal a day in some villages), with many households 
resorting to these coping mechanisms several times a month. Many of the poorest families have 
reported skipping entire days without a meal on several occasions over the past few months as well. 

Threshold for acute food insecurity: While food related negative coping is expected to continue and 
increase in most areas, the main red flags in terms of negative coping (aside from reduced fish and 
coconut consumption) would be the sale of assets, especially land, and other distress related 
negative coping which may or may not be related to food consumption and actually may be due to 
water access – including migration, etc.  

2. Nutrition  

2.1 Global Acute Malnutrition 

Current  status:  ….. 

Threshold  for  y  phase:  ….. 

3. Health 

3.1 Diarrhoea  …. 

Current  status:  …. 

Threshold  for  y  phase:  …… 

3.2 Admissions  for  ….measles,  etc….Current  status:  ….Threshold  for  y  phase:  …… 



Annexe 5: Scenarios 

While the current situation  may  be  said  to  be  “stressed”  in  some  regard,  there  are  several  variables  
which may shift significantly over the next few months – largely dependent on weather forecasts 
and the duration of the current drought. The following table presents some of the top-line 
considerations over the next few months - all of which will have major implications for programming 
in terms of the most appropriate interventions, as well as the timing and targeting of beneficiaries. 

Worst case Best case Most likely case 

Only limited rains (or none) 
until well into 2016, 
complicating the upcoming 
cultivation seasons (vegetables 
and root crops/tubers) and 
extending/increasing food 
insecurity and negative coping. 

Current localized food 
insecurity and malnutrition 
rates become acute and pass 
emergency thresholds.   

Significant health risks multiply 
due to reduced food 
consumption and increased 
water borne illnesses. 

Extreme water stress results in 
increased distress migration.  

A La Nina weather pattern 
results in flooding large-scale 
flooding following El Nino.  

Government and institutional 
donors are slow to react to the 
situation. 

Regular rains return by the end 
of the year allowing garden 
food cultivation to resume 
(though harvests would still be 
months away).  

Fishing activities resume.  

Water stress reduces 
significantly.  

Malnutrition rates remain 
below emergency thresholds 
(though pockets may persist). 

Health issues do not spike 
abnormally – but remain 
severe due to normal 
structural issues with the 
health system. 

 

 

Rains return in early 2016 – 
allowing for garden crop 
cultivation, with likely reduced 
yields due to a late start.  

Recovery of transportation 
and fishing resumes quicker as 
well as some wild food (fruit, 
etc.).  

Pockets of malnutrition and 
food insecurity persist and 
may increase/spread.  

Limited stress migration 
continues for the most 
vulnerable villages due to 
lingering water shortages.  

Health issues continue to 
increase due to both the shock 
and the inability of health 
services to cope.  

Implications for programming 
May necessitate a large-scale, 
multi-sector response with 
considerable operational costs 
to reach the most affected, 
isolated areas.  

Programming could be limited 
to initial WASH and health 
support, with monitoring to 
ensure no further 
deterioration. 

Initial monitoring, WASH and 
health activities may need to 
be scaled up and 
supplemented with targeted 
support for food security, etc.   

 


