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Culture of resilience: We anticipate the risks and 

act accordingly to reduce it – Our Canoes

• The World Food Summit 

of 1996 defined food 

security as existing “when 

all people at all times 

have access to sufficient, 

safe, nutritious food to 

maintain a healthy and 

active life”

Anticipate the risks – anticipatory 

capacity
• Anticipated a rough journey -

stormy weathers, strong currents 
– built seaworthy canoes

• Anticipated a long journey –
stored foods, water and packed 
fishing gears and knowledge of 
fishing and processing foods

• Anticipated landing – took 
planting materials and livestock 
including knowledge of 
cultivation, cooking and 
utilization of foods, knowledge of 
Disaster Risk Management

• Knowledge (TK), Technology, 
Human Capacity, Living in 
harmony with nature



Partnership and 

coverage

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=OM83Ej8

_O2E&t=5s

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=OM83Ej8_O2E&t=5s


The farmers and fishers



High prioritization of the impacts of cyclones 



3 Case studies - Kava
Likely to be 

injured
% Jobs likely to be 

affected
% Increased workload  

post Disaster

%
Men 36 29 61 49 64 51
Women 25 20 8 6 6 5
Don’t know 7 6 52 42 50 40
Same/Neither 57 46 4 3 5 4

TOTAL 125 100 125 100 125 100

Receive financial 
support

% Receive non-financial 
support

%

Men 41 33 9 7

Women 20 16 56 45

Don’t know 51 41 57 46

Same/Neither
3 2 3 2

TOTAL 115 92 125 100



Kava
Household financial support
[last 12 months]

% Duration of savings for 
HH support in case of loss

%

Family, friends, neighbor 55 44 1 to 3 months 52 42

financial institutions 7 6 3 to 6 months 12 10

cooperatives 0 0 6 to 12 months 15 12

informal lender 0 0 less than a months 41 33

business supplier 3 2 more than 12 months 5 4

others 71 57

TOTAL 136 109 125 100

Household accessibility to
additional cash for post
disaster relief

Tropical Cyclone % Drought %

Very easy 8 6 7 6
Somewhat easy 11 9 10 8
Neither easy nor difficult 13 10 18 14
Somewhat difficult 19 15 17 14
Very difficult 74 59 73 58

TOTAL 125 100 125 100

Household financial accessibility to post-disaster relief 



Household adaptation 
measures post TC & Drought 

Tropical 
Cyclone

%
Drought

%

Support from relatives and
friends in Fiji

47 38 28 22

Accessing loan 2 2 2 2

Insurance payout 3 2 2 2

Use own savings 100 80 99 79

Reducing consumptions 42 34 42 34

Selling physical assets 7 6 5 4

Delaying expenses 20 16 15 12

Skipped payments or fees 9 7 5 4

Changing to non-farming
livelihood

13 10 8 6

Migration 0 0 0 0

Support from external
organization

19 15 4 3

Government transfers 27 22 12 10

Scale down operation 14 11 16 13

Cultivate different crops 56 53 66 53

Accessing pension funds 2 2 5 2

Increased remittances from
abroad

9 7 8 6

Other 14 11 13 10

Don’t know 2 2 5 4



Case 2: Fisheries
Cash Accessibility (Cyclones) Cash Accessibility (Droughts)

Perception Total % Total Count        %

Very easy 6 6.59 Very easy 6 6.59

Neither easy/difficult 10 10.99 Neither easy/difficult 10 10.99

somewhat difficult 5 5.49 somewhat difficult 9 9.89

very difficult 64 70.33 very difficult 60 65.93

Sum→ 91 Sum→ 91

Risk Reduction Prioritization (Cyclones) Risk Reduction Prioritization (Droughts)

Perception Total % Perception Total %

Don't Know 1 1.1 Don't Know 1 1.1

Feel Neutral 3 3.3 Feel Neutral 5 5.49

High priority 13 14.29 High priority 16 17.58

Low priority 3 3.3 Low priority 3 3.3

Very high priority 67 73.63 Very high priority 54 59.34

Not a priority 4 4.4 Not a priority 12 13.19

Sum→ 91 Sum→ 91



Recovery Mechanism

Mechanism Past Tropical Cyclone 

Impacts

Past Drought Season

Count Percentage Count Percentage

1. Support from relatives or friends in Fiji 44 48.35 28 30.77

2. Accessing loan 1 1.10 2 2.20

3. Insurance payout 1 1.10 2 2.20

4. Using own savings 74 81.32 73 80.22

5. Reducing consumption 34 37.36 33 36.26

6. Selling physical assets 5 5.49 4 4.40

7. Delaying expenses 19 20.88 12 13.19

8. Skipped payments or fees 10 10.99 6 6.59

9. Changing to a non-farming livelihood 12 13.19 7 7.69

10. Migration 0 0.00 0 0.00

11. Support from external organization 16 17.58 3 3.30

12. Government transfers 21 23.08 7 7.69

13. Scale down operations 20 21.98 20 21.98

14. Cultivate different crops 43 47.25 42 46.15

15. Accessing pension fund 1 1.10 1 1.10

16. Increased remittances from abroad 4 4.40 4 4.40



Case 3: Root crops and rice

Root Crop farm Cash Accessibility 

(Cyclones)

Root Crop farm Cash Accessibility 

(Droughts)

Uses Savings 115 80 Uses Savings 114 80

Perception Count % Perception Count %

Very easy 6 4 Very easy 5 4

Somewhat easy 6 4 Somewhat easy 6 4

Neither easy/difficult
13 9

Neither easy/difficult
17 12

Somewhat difficult 37 26 Somewhat difficult 36 25

Very difficult 81 57 Very difficult 79 55

Rice farm Cash Accessibility (Cyclones) Rice farm Cash Accessibility (Droughts)

Uses Savings 29 78 Uses Savings 29 78

Perception Count % Perception Count %

Very easy - Very easy -

Somewhat easy - Somewhat easy -

Neither easy/difficult
4 11

Neither easy/difficult
3 8

Somewhat difficult 10 27 Somewhat difficult 11 30

Very difficult 23 62 Very difficult 23 62

Cash accessibility for root crop and rice farms after cyclones and droughts



Demand for micro-insurance

On average:

• The lower level of protection was 

somewhat preferred

• Payment plans were somewhat preferred

• A credit option was preferred

• A savings option was strongly preferred

• A fire protection option was strongly

preferred



When we dig into the characteristics of respondents, we see: 

• There is still a strong preference for credit, savings, and 

especially fire protection

All else equal:

• People with higher levels of education are slightly less 

interested in savings

• People age 45+ prefer the payment plan more than those 

under 45

• People who trust insurers are interested in a higher level 

of protection



Profile 1 (30%) = Payment plan, 

savings

• This profile includes 

people who are more 

highly educated (have 

completed secondary 

school or higher)



Profile 2 (30%) = Fire, savings, 

lower coverage

• Individuals fitting this 

profile have lower 

levels of trust and 

higher incomes



Profile 3 (40%) = Credit & 

savings, fire 

• As the reference 

group, these 

individuals completed 

less schooling, have 

lower incomes, and 

have higher levels of 

trust compared to the 

other profiles



Summary

• Agriculture including fisheries is very important for 

food and livelihood of farmers in Vanua Levu 

• Highly vulnerable sectors to the adverse impacts of 

climatic hazards

• Farmers are coping and adapting but NOT enough 

to stop impacts

• Use own savings - taking resilience in own hands

• Demand for micro-insurance is there but 

need more awareness 



Dealing with Climate-related Loss and Damage within Comprehensive Climate Risk ManagementImplemented by
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Vinaka Vakalevu

Different commodities but same 

patterns of impacts, coping, 

adapting and recovery responses

We are all in the same canoe


