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Principal Findings

Repeated climate-related shocks 
are exhausting the social 
resilience of communities.

Other sources of vulnerability and 
stressors, such as poverty, hardship, 
livelihoods, education, health and 
gender relations, can interact with 
and/or amplify climate risks.

Attempts to build the social 
resilience of communities to the 
impacts of climate change in the 
Pacific have had mixed results. 

To build resilience, investment 
planning efforts need to go beyond 
physical infrastructure and invest in 
both social inclusion and human 
capital development. 

To effectively tackle broader systemic 
and structural challenges, the policy 
response to support social resilience 
should be state-led and multisectoral. 
At the same time, programming needs 
to be appropriately calibrated to the 
local context so it can build on 
community strengths, values and 
initiatives.



Solomon Islands is one of the largest Pacific Islands 
states by land mass and population (700,000). 

Solomon Islands: Context

High geographical and cultural diversity, with 80 
indigenous languages spoken.

Solomon Islands is highly vulnerable to acute rapid-
onset climate-related natural hazards, such as tropical 
cyclones. 

Considerable development challenges in Solomon 
Islands inhibit prosperity and well-being. 

Spatial shifts are underway from rural to urban 
livelihoods, particularly to the capital Honiara, which 
can exacerbate social fragilities. 
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Methodology 



Research Approach

Community-based understandings of 
vulnerability to environmental hazards, 
particularly those exacerbated by climate 
change; 

Community-based responses and resilience to 
climate risks; and, 

Community-based climate change 
engagements with external actors.

The study is framed around three interrelated research focus areas: 



Urban Rural Atoll

To explore these areas, the research team identified three field sites in Solomon 
Islands that were vulnerable to climate-related hazards: 

(Karaina settlement, West 
Honiara): chosen as an 
informal settlement within 
Honiara known to be 
vulnerable to slow-onset 
hazards including sea-level 
rise and coastal erosion, as 
well as rapid-onset hazards 
such as storm surges.

Three villages in Langalanga Lagoon, 
Malaita Province (Radefasu, 
Radesifolomae and Talakali). These 
distinct communities were relocated 
from lagoon islets decades earlier, 
following severe cyclones. They are 
presently experiencing slow-onset sea 
level rise and coastal erosion, as well as 
seasonal rapid-onset flooding and storm 
surges.

Tuwo, the main village, 
Fenualoa atoll in the 
Reef Islands, Temotu 
Province: selected as 
reflecting the unique 
vulnerabilities of low-
lying atolls (coastal 
erosion, saltwater 
intrusion). 



Findings



Repeated rapid and 
slow onset shocks

Communities caught 
in a coping cycle

Repeated 
climate-related 
shocks are 
exhausting the 
social resilience 
of communities



Other sources of vulnerability and stressors 
can interact with and/or amplify climate risks

People’s experience of 
climate change may 
focus on the immediate 
impacts on livelihoods 
or opportunities for 
better education and 
other services

Food insecurity, poor 
literacy and limited 
livelihoods 
opportunities are all 
prevalent

Investment planning 
needs to go beyond 
physical infrastructure 
and invest in both 
social inclusion and 
human capital 
development.

Communities in 
vulnerable
environmental
locations experience
multi-dimensional
disadvantage



Attempts to build social resilience to climate 
change have had mixed results in the Pacific

External interventions 
seldom have lasting 
impact.

Attempts by external 
parties to support 
community-based 
adaptation have often 
focused on disaster risk 
reduction or on water 
supply and sanitation.

Local formal and 
informal institutions 
need to be engaged 
with more thoroughly to 
build on existing 
strengths.

Local and traditional 
methods have value 
but are often 
insufficient to deal 
with the current scale 
of the climate 
challenge.



Recommendations
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State services across different 
sectors are key to social 
resilience

National, provincial and village 
governance systems need to work 
together

Programming needs to be 
appropriately calibrated to the local 
context so it can build on community 
strengths, values and initiatives.

To effectively tackle broader systemic and structural challenges, the policy 
response to support social resilience should be state-led and multisectoral 
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