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Executive summary
According to the 2018 Humanitarian Needs Overview, 6.5 million people in Syria face acute food
insecurity and 4.0 million are at risk of becoming food insecure. In total, half of Syria’s population
need urgent life-saving or life sustaining assistance, whether for food, agriculture, or livelihoods.
The effects of the crisis on agricultural livelihoods have been dramatic, and the toll on Syria’s
agricultural sector has been devastating. Despite the hardships that the sector has suffered,
agriculture has proven to be an increasingly important livelihood source for Syrians throughout
the crisis, with its size as a portion of overall GDP increasing to over 60%, despite lower levels of
production. Engagement in agriculture remains a pillar of rural life and plays a vital role in food
security for the country.
While a number of large-scale assessments of household food security have taken place in recent
years, and market-related surveys have expanded to track food prices and availability throughout
the country, there is still insufficient information to inform evidence-based decision making on
appropriate programming to rebuild agricultural livelihoods. To fill these information gaps, the
Food Security Sector – Jordan hub - conducted a rapid agriculture needs assessment in southern
Syria (Dar’a and Quneitra governorates) in October 2017. This was to provide more granular
information for programming to complement the FSLA 2017 findings.
A rapid, qualitative data collection approach was used based on 1) Focus Group Discussions
(FDGs) with agricultural households and Key Informant Interviews (KIIs) with community leaders
and agricultural input traders. The assessment methodology was lightly based on a Household
Economy Approach (HEA). The assessment included all three districts in Dar’a governorate (AsSanamayn, Dar’a and Izra) and one of the two districts of Quinetra governorate (Quinetra).
From the identified wealth groups, the worst-off represented the majority of the population in
their communities. Key income sources and their relative importance have not changed
significantly compared to before the crisis, though the proportional importance of crop sale
income has reportedly declined slightly. Food Security has likely deteriorated in the assessed
areas in terms of numbers of meals consumed. This is particularly true for the worst-off and some
middle populations and most commonly reported coping strategies were generally of stress or
crisis levels.
All wealth groups reported that rain-fed wheat was the most important crop grown and IDPs are
involved in cropping activities and that crops grown by IDPs did not notably differ from other
groups in the assessed communities. Additionally, respondents indicated that there have been
no significant changes in the types of crop grown now in comparison to before the start of the
Syrian crisis. However, access to tool and agricultural assets were reportedly quite low as slightly
over half of FGDs thought that seed was insufficiently available in their communities. Fertilizer
usage was also reported to be low.
The percentage of households owning livestock was less than 40%. IDPs indicated a range from
no households to very few/some households owned livestock. The number of livestock owned
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now was lower than before the crisis and there was insufficient quantities of animal feed or
pasture in the community to meet local livestock needs. Livestock diseases were reported to be
a problem for local households. Primary challenges to livestock production, in order of
importance, were reported to be a lack of vaccines/medicines, lack of feed, lack of water, and
lack of instructional veterinary services.
The cost of pesticides and fertilizers have increased dramatically and spike during planting
seasons, while credits and loans available have disappeared. Inferior and counterfeit products
have proliferated, raising health and environmental concerns. While certain markets still rely
heavily on Damascus for their inputs, there has been a notable increase in new trade flows from
regional markets, notably from Dar’a, As-Sweidaa, and Quneitra. Additionally, a major route for
trade between opposition and government-controlled Syria passes through As-Sweida which
may be the largest in terms of volume.
Traders reported very large increases in transportation costs compared to before the crisis, which
has had important implications for the availability of commodities on local markets. The most
commonly reported reasons for these large price increases, in order of importance, are that fuel
costs have increased, barricades and checkpoints require money and/or increase time, there is a
decreased availability of vehicles, road conditions have worsened, and there is worst insecurity.
Traders reported fewer traders involved in animal feed trade in comparison to seed trade. In
general, there were less than 10 traders at each market, and less than 5 in As-Sanamayn and
Dar’a districts. Traders also indicated limitations in their ability to increase business volumes
In conclusion, cropping sector estimates assume that households active in cropping prior to the
crisis still have land they could cultivate if they had agricultural inputs and thus require assistance.
Livestock sector estimates assume only households owning livestock now require livestock input
assistance and excludes restocking activities. The assumptions for targeting the middle group
only are that poor households often lack land and rely more on agricultural labor than crop sales.
Therefore, they would not benefit as much from crop inputs. The middle groups are likely more
food insecure and in need of livelihood support than the better off; and increasing the middle’s
agricultural production would create labor opportunities for the poor.
Recommendations include providing appropriate support with inputs to farmers with various
land holdings and adapted to different wealth groups; as well as build their capacities and support
farmers’ associations/groups. Support the livestock sector with an integrated approach of
restocking along with feed, fodder and veterinary services; and making the links with appropriate
value chains. Larger scale gardening and vegetable production/processing should be encouraged
through support to large/medium farms and communal gardening along with income generation
activities during the harvest from the home garden will need processing to reach markets. Finally,
partners are recommended to assess ways to support traders and the markets to increase
production and supply.
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Introduction
According to the 2018 Humanitarian Needs Overview, 6.5 million people in Syria face acute food
insecurity and 4.0 million are at risk of becoming food insecure. In total, half of Syria’s population
need urgent life-saving or life sustaining assistance, whether for food, agriculture, or livelihoods.
Widespread food insecurity in Syria is the result of physical insecurity stemming from the conflict
as well as the depletion of livelihoods, which has imposed constraints on households’ access to
food. The effects of the crisis on agricultural livelihoods have been dramatic, and the toll on
Syria’s agricultural sector has been devastating. Prior to the conflict, the agricultural sector
accounted for 18% of Syria’s GDP, 23% of its exports, and occupied 17% of its workforce. Of the
approximately 46% of Syrians living in rural areas, 80% earned income from agricultural work.
The scale and size of the sector has been dramatically reduced because of the crisis. For example,
the 2016 Crop and Food Security Assessment Mission (CFSAM) estimated that Syria’s harvest of
wheat, the country’s staple crop, was 55% below the pre-conflict average. A recent 2016 FAO
study Counting the Cost: Agriculture in Syria after six years of crisis found that USD 16 billion has
been lost in the agricultural sector between 2011 and 2016 due to the conflict.
Despite the hardships that the sector has suffered, agriculture has proven to be an increasingly
important livelihood source for Syrians throughout the crisis, with its size as a portion of overall
GDP increasing to over 60%, despite lower levels of production. Engagement in agriculture
remains a pillar of rural life and plays a vital role in food security for the country; moreover,
agriculture has provided a safety net to many Syrian households, with those that have remained
engaged in crop or livestock production demonstrating greater food security and resilience than
those that have not. Despite the benefits associated with continued engagement in agriculture,
households reported scaling back and often abandoning production due to challenges associated
with obtaining inputs as well as in accessing markets to sell what they produce. For example, the
2016 Food Security and Livelihoods Assessment (FSLA)1 found that 10% of households
interviewed stopped crop production and 11% stopped livestock production in the year prior to
the assessment.
Throughout the conflict, high amounts of food assistance have been provided to people in need,
and were it not for this assistance, the food security situation in Syria would have been far worse
than it has been. At the same time, livelihoods programming has, to date, been limited though
there is a scope for intensified support that would bolster recovery and self-reliance of affected
populations. Agriculture and other activities along the value chain have great potential for
establishing a strong foundation for this to occur. For example, according to a report by the
International Monetary Fund (IMF), the agriculture and food processing sectors have the
potential to be early drivers of economic growth and recovery.
While the effects of the crisis on livelihoods and the agricultural sector have been far reaching,
there are indications that the situation may be stabilizing or improving. For example, the 2017
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CFSAM found that the production of staple crops, such as wheat and barley, had improved over
the past year and that herd sizes had stabilized. While the crisis is not over, should the status
quo hold or improve, it should allow for a greater investment in resilience and recovery of the
sector.
To address both current and long-term challenges, there is a need to better understand the
dynamics of the agriculture sector, as well as its relationship with resilience and food security.
While a number of large-scale assessments of household food security have taken place in recent
years, and market-related surveys have expanded to track food prices and availability throughout
the country, insufficient information to inform evidence-based decision making on appropriate
programming to rebuild agricultural livelihoods. To fill these information gaps, the Food Security
Sector – Jordan hub - conducted a rapid agriculture needs assessment in southern Syria (Dar’a
and Quneitra governorates) in October 2017. This was to provide more granular information for
programming to complement the FSLA 2017 findings.
The purpose of this study is to provide an overview of the present agriculture and livestock
situation in order to support planning and decision- making on the part of organizations operating
in Southern Syria. This assessment will provide a solid basis to inform the development of
targeting criteria and any future quantitative surveys and monitoring.

Methodology
Given the research questions and available resources, the Food Security Sector used a rapid,
qualitative data collection approach based on 1) Focus Group Discussions (FDGs) with agricultural
households and Key Informant Interviews (KIIs) with community leaders and agricultural input
traders. The assessment methodology was lightly based on a Household Economy Approach
(HEA), which emphasizes the importance of understanding local livelihoods and how people in a
community typically live in order to be able to assess the potential impact and coping capacity of
the community to a particular shock. HEA analyses usually examine community livelihoods by
wealth group, given that food and income sources, exposure to hazards, asset ownership, and
coping capacities often differ within even the same community depending on wealth differences.
With this approach in mind, the southern Syria agricultural needs assessment collected focus
group data by wealth group, conducting separate discussions in each community with worse-off,
middle, and better-off households, as well as with IDP populations when they were present in
the community.
In total, 55 focus group discussions were conducted, 41 with local populations and 14 with IDP
populations. To triangulate this information, an additional 78 key informant interviews were also
conducted. Thirty-eight of these interviews were conducted community leaders and an
additional 40 with agricultural and livestock input traders to gain an understanding of the current
status of market systems. Data collection was conducted by in-country staff from Blumont, SRN
and CARE during the month of October 2017.
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The assessment included all three districts in Dar’a governorate (As-Sanamayn, Dar’a and Izra)
and one of the two districts of Quinetra governorate (Quinetra). These districts were selected
because of high severity ranking in the recently concluded Humanitarian Needs Overview (HNO)
that applied protocols of Integrated Phase Classification as well as have agriculture related
activities as one the main livelihoods of the communities. Given access constraints caused by
ongoing conflict, three to four communities from each district were selected randomly from a list
of accessible communities provided by Blumont, SRN, and CARE. Through this process, the
following communities were selected and included in the assessment: Ankhal, Aqraba, and Hara
in As-Sanamayn district; Da’el, Mseifra, Niemeh, and Tal Shihab in Dar’a district; Al Aliya, Eastern
Maliha, Jasim, and Namar in Izra district; and Hijeh, Kodneh, and Sweisa in Quneitra district.
In each selected community, enumerators first interviewed community leaders about a range of
topics including the status of local livelihoods and the agricultural sector, current community
needs, and of geographic differences in livelihood-related disruptions due to the conflict. These
interviews also included a discussion of how community leaders would define different wealth
groups within the community. The enumerators then, with the assistance of community leaders,
used these characteristics to select households to be included in the worse-off, middle, betteroff, and IDP focus group discussions. The selection of households for the assessment aimed to
get a sample of households from these wealth groups and therefore households were not
selected in a random manner. Therefore, the survey was looking in particular at households that
fit these wealth groups.
Given this methodology, the results of the assessment are suggestive of general trends and key
issues facing agricultural households and communities in southern Syria but are not statistically
representative. Several other limitations in the assessment methodology, which should be kept
in mind during a review of the assessment results, are:






The number of assessed communities was relatively small and only included accessible
communities covered by Blumont, CARE, and/or SRN. It is impossible to know whether
other communities, particularly those that were not accessible at the time of the
assessment face a similar or different situation.
No quantitative data collection was conducted. Therefore, the population needs
estimates that will be presented later in this report are only approximate and could be
further defined during future assessments using a statistically representative household
survey.
The focus of this assessment was on community and household-level needs relating to
the agricultural sector. Given time and resource constraints, intra-household dynamics
and gender were not explored. Additionally, needs relating to other sectors, such as
WASH, nutrition, protection, etc. were not assessed during the activity.

Context
Dar’a governorate and its eponymous capital were the site of the first protests in 2011 that led
to the Syrian crisis. By the middle of 2013, armed opposition groups had taken control of the
9

southern half of Dar’a city as well as swaths of land to the south, east, and west. A majority of
territory in neighboring Quneitra governorate that remained under Syrian control following
Israeli occupation of the Golan Heights has also been held by armed opposition groups since the
early days of the conflict. Several towns and villages in southern Quneitra and southern Dar’a
have also been occupied by an armed opposition group that affiliated itself with the Islamic State
of Iraq and the Levant (ISIL) in May 2016.
The northern half of Dar’a city has remained under government control for the past several years
and has remained accessible to Damascus and government-held territories along the M5
highway. While clashes over territory have continued, the inclusion of most of Dar’a governorate
in an agreement between Turkey, Russia, and Iran in Astana to set up de-escalation zones in
September 2017 means that the current lines of control will likely remain in place into early 2018.
The government’s control of the M5 highway from northern Dar’a city to Damascus effectively
divides opposition-held areas in southern Syria in two: an eastern Dar’a zone and a western Dar’a
and Quneitra zone. At the same time, these two areas correspond closely with distinct agroecological zones, based on annual rainfall levels, present in the region. Syria consists of five agroecological zones based on annual precipitation; Dar’a and Quneitra is comprise of two of these
zones. Eastern Dar’a falls within the lower rainfall zone (250-350mm) which is suited for the
production of barley, wheat, and legumes. Higher rainfall zones in western Dar’a and Quneitra
(350-650mm) allows for the cultivation of legumes and summer crops. Western Dar’a and
Quneitra have traditionally been more focused on agriculture and livestock in comparison with
other economic activities. At the same time, these areas are characterized by lower income
levels, larger households, and lower population density. Assessments conducted since the start
of the crisis have found households living in high rainfall zones (above 350mm), such as western
Dar’a and Quneitra, have tended be more vulnerable and more reliant on forms of external
support such as cash transfers and remittances. By contrast, higher-income households have
typically been found in eastern Dar’a, which includes Dar’a city.
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FAO GIEWS and the 2017 Syria Food Security
and Livelihoods Assessment indicate that there
are two cropping seasons in southern Syria– a
summer season during which vegetables were
grown, and a winter season when cereals and
vegetables are produced. Livestock and animal
product production are also seasonal in nature,
with the highest levels of production in the
spring months when pasture availability is at its
highest levels.

Figure 1. Cropping calendar for the Syrian
Arab Republic

Report outline
The remainder of this report can be divided into
Source: FAO GIEWS
seven sections. First, key findings from the
assessment relating to current livelihood
activities, community-defined wealth groups, and the status of food insecurity will be outlined.
Definitions of wealth groups defined in this section will be referred to throughout the remainder
of the report. Following this general overview of local livelihood activities, a more in-depth study
of the current status of the cropping and livestock subsectors will be presented. This will outline
household involvement in these activities, key constraints for both production and marketing,
and interviewed communities’ suggestions relating to current support needs for households
involved in the subsector. Given that any potential humanitarian intervention in this area should
be market sensitive, the next section will outline the findings of a light agriculture and livestock
input trader assessment, which was included in the overall activity. Finally, the report will
conclude with a discussion of priority geographic areas and approximate population needs
estimates, conclusions, and recommendations for response.
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ASSESSMENT FINDINGS
General livelihoods and food security
Wealth groups and asset ownership
According to community leaders, key differences in the characteristics of different wealth groups
in their communities generally related to differences in asset ownership, mostly pertaining to
livestock and land ownership. More specifically, community leaders across the districts
commonly indicated that households that were worst-off in their community generally owned
little to no agricultural land, were unemployed, and often belonged to female-headed
households. Meanwhile, middle-off households were generally defined as owning some
agricultural land and livestock while the better off typically owned large areas of land and were
often merchants or commercial shop owners.
With the exception of Izra, where community leaders indicated that middle-off households were
the largest wealth group, interviewed key informants in the other districts indicated that the
worst-off represented the majority of the population in their communities. The better-off
population, meanwhile, was quite small, making up between 0 to 20 percent of the population
in all assessed communities.
Figure 2. Wealth group characteristics

Income sources
Prior to the conflict, the agriculture sector played a major role in the economy of Dar’a and
Quneitra, as well as other rural communities in southern Syria. Secondary data sources indicate
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that the two governorates, as well as neighboring governorates, were known for production of
chickpeas, tomatoes, apricots, apples and grapes as well as for cattle herding. According to key
informants interviewed in a 2015 assessment, involvement in the agricultural sector in Dar’a
constituted the major source of income for up to 70% of the population, employing not only
farmers and labourers, but technicians, processing plant workers, and transportation workers.
The current importance of crop sales and agricultural wage labor to overall income varied
significantly from one wealth group to another. More specially, better-off households with larger
landholdings counted on crop sales for roughly half of their total income with animal sales
representing a much smaller but still sizable income source. As landholdings declined with the
middle and worst-off populations, their dependence on crop sales also declined while agricultural
labor increased. Poorer households, for example, generated almost half of their total income
from agricultural labor, on average. Income from animal sales was small but still sizable for all
wealth groups. Also notable was that nonfarm income represented a sizable income source
across all wealth groups. However, within this overall category of nonfarm income, no major
source (ex. social support, remittances, self-employment, etc.) stood out as predominant for any
one wealth group. Focus group discussions with IDP populations, meanwhile, reported a large
variation in their income sources, likely due to the fact that displacement lead to the disruption
of their livelihoods, though nonfarm income stood out as their predominant source.
Community-level data suggested that agricultural income was predominant in all areas except
Neimeh, Mseifra, Sweisa, Jasim, and East Maliha were about half or more of income came from
nonfarm sources. There were no assessed areas that appeared to be predominantly pastoral
(livestock income significantly larger than crop sales), nor was there any particular geographic
trends with regards to the importance of either source. This is suggestive that all assessed
communities could be classified as belonging to the same livelihood zone given their similar
characteristics.
Key income sources and their relative importance have not changed significantly compared to
before the crisis, though the proportional importance of crop sale income has reportedly
declined slightly. This has been replaced, in the case of better-off and middle households, by a
slight increase in the importance of nonfarm income while poorer households have scaled up
their dependence on agricultural wage labor.

Food insecurity

13

Figure 3. Number of reported meals
According to data collected for the 2018 before the crisis and now
Humanitarian Needs Overview (HNO), one-third
(33%) of Syria’s population is food insecure while
over one-fifth (21%) is at risk becoming food
insecure. Food security challenges are particularly
acute in southern Syria. The HNO estimated that
38% of the population of Dar’a and 45% of the
Quneitra is food insecure. Another 32% and 34%
of the population of Dar’a and Quneitra each, respectively, risk becoming food insecure.
In southern Syria, as elsewhere in the country, physical insecurity has eroded livelihoods
constraining households’ physical and financial access to food. Assessments, such as the 2017
Food Security and Livelihoods Assessment (FSLA) have found that while indicators of food
consumption and hunger have remained associated with relatively low levels of food insecurity,
rates of asset depletion and the use of atypical coping strategies are high. Humanitarian aid has
been responsible for preventing a further deterioration in the situation, but households still
struggle to purchase a sufficient amount of food as well as cover other expenses. While food
insecurity in Syria is driven primarily by access challenges, food availability has also declined with
dramatic declines in local production, disrupted value chains, and markets that no longer
function.
Though the focus of this assessment was not on gathering food security outcome indicators, the
assessment did ask focus groups about the numbers of meals that households similar to
themselves consumed per day and about negative livelihoods-based coping strategies that they
engaged in. The results of these questions indicate that food security has likely deteriorated in
the assessed areas in terms of numbers of meals consumed. This is particularly true for the worstoff and some middle populations who often reported reducing consumption by one meal per
day, or to a total of two meals per day instead of three before the conflict. Better-off households,
meanwhile, appeared to have more resilience to the impacts of the crisis on their food
consumption and did not report any changes in the number of meals consumed, maintaining
their diets at three meals per day.

Figure 4. Most commonly reported
coping strategies
Most commonly reported coping strategies
❶ Buy on credit
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In addition to consumption levels and dietary
❶ Spend savings
diversity, food security assessments often
❶ Reduce nonfood expenditures
examine livelihood change or negative coping
❷ Sell productive assets
strategies as a sign of food insecurity. More
specifically, a household which is only able to
❶ Sell HH goods
maintain adequate food consumption through the
❷ Send child to work
depletion of assets or through coping strategies
that will likely have negative medium to long term
❶ Consume cheaper or less preferred foods
impacts on future livelihood activities and earning
❶ = Stressed coping strategy; ❷ = Crisis coping strategy
potential are usually considered to be food
insecure. Classifications of coping strategies often
differs from one organization to another, though MSF’s definitions, which have also been
adapted by the Integrated Food Security Phase Classification (IPC) are as follows: “Insurance
strategies (reversible coping, preserving productive assets, reduced food intake, etc.); crisis
strategies (irreversible coping threatening future livelihoods, sale of productive assets, etc.); and
(3) distress strategies (starvation and death, and no more coping mechanisms).”
Previous assessments, including the 2017 FSLA, have shown that women, particularly widows
and female-headed households, are among the most vulnerable community members. While
there is a shortage of income-generating opportunities in general, women in rural areas of
southern Syria face the additional challenge of not being able to find work opportunities that are
culturally appropriate as well as facing stigmas associated with women working outside of the
home.
Though coping strategies, and their associated indication of severity of food insecurity, can
widely vary from one context to another, the assessment team used the classifications of
livelihoods-based coping strategies outlined by WFP in its Consolidated Approach for Reporting
Indicators of Food Security (CARI) manual. Using these definitions, the assessment found that the
most commonly reported coping strategies were generally of stress or crisis levels (Figure 4). No
emergency coping strategies were widely reported by the focus group discussion.
In-kind food distributions were by far the most commonly reported type of humanitarian
assistance being provided to the visited communities at the time of the assessment. Respondents
in Dar’a district in particular commonly reported this type of assistance. Following food, in terms
of importance, health-related assistance and the distribution of household items were often
flagged by key informants and focus group discussions, though these types of assistance were
reported at significantly lower levels.

Cropping sub-sector
Crops grown
According to the focus group discussions and key informant interviews, rainfed wheat is the most
important crop grown in As-Sanamayn, Dar’a, and Izra districts while in Quneitra district, both
15

irrigated and rain-fed wheat are significant crops. Generally, barley was reported as the second
most important crop in the zone, while pulses, olives, and pomegranates are also commonly
produced. All wealth groups reported that rain-fed wheat was the most important crop grown,
though better-off focus group discussions generally did not report that they were producing
barley, it is significant for the other wealth groups. The assessment found that IDPs are involved
in cropping activities and that crops grown by IDPs did not notably differ from other groups in
the assessed communities. Additionally, respondents indicated that there have been no
significant changes in the types of crop grown now in comparison to before the start of the Syrian
crisis. These findings correspond closely with those of previous assessments, including data
collected for the FSLA, which has showed that unlike other regions of Syria, farmers in the south
have scaled back their cultivation or emphasized rain-fed cultivation rather than switching to
different crops.
This assessment did not capture information about the size of the land area under cultivation in
the assessed communities, either now or before the crisis. However, according to secondary
literature, agricultural production was more intensive and developed in Dar’a in comparison to
Quneitra.

Involvement in the sector
Participation in cropping activities reportedly varied depending on wealth group. More
specifically, the majority of better-off FGDs reported that around half (40 - 60%) of households
in their wealth group were involved in crop-related activities. Meanwhile, middle and worse-off
FGDs most commonly indicated that some (10 - 40%) households similar to themselves were
involved in cropping. IDP reported the lowest rates of participation in the sector, with FGDs
indicating that very few to some households were involved in cropping activities. Most focus
groups indicated, however, that there was a decline in the percentage of the population involved
in cropping areas at this time in comparison to before the crisis.
The type of cropping activities that households are involved in also varied from one wealth group
to another. As mentioned earlier, poor households and IDPs generally do not own land to
cultivate. Therefore, those who were involved in crop-related activities generally grew crops on
land that they leased from others or were only involved in the sector through agricultural labor
work. This differed from better-off and middle households who reported that their primary
involvement in the cropping sector was growing crops on land that they owned. Figure 5 provides
additional information about cropping activities by wealth group.
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Figure 5. Types of cropping activities

Most focus groups indicated that there has been a decline in the area cultivated since the start
of the conflict. The majority of focus groups indicated that almost all (>90%) or most (60-90%) of
households in their communities would start cultivating agricultural land that was not currently
in use during the next agricultural season if they had access to required agricultural inputs and
tools. There were, however, variations in these reports, depending on both the district and
wealth group. More specifically, about 50 percent of focus groups interviewed in Dar’a thought
that at least half of households in their wealth group would not restart agricultural activities,
even with input support, while this proportion was much lower in the other districts. Additionally,
worst-off households were generally more pessimistic on the likelihood of restarting agricultural
activities compared to other wealth groups, with focus groups most commonly reporting that
only half of people in their wealth group would likely restart activities with input support. Though
the reasons for these reports were not indicated, this finding might be related to the fact that
worst-off households often are more involved in agricultural labor and have only limited land
access for agricultural activities. Additionally, amongst the seven focus group discussions that
indicated that households in their wealth group’s primarily engagement in agriculture was
through agricultural labor work, there was a range of responses about whether households had
access to land that they could restart activities with if they had inputs/tools from no households
in their wealth group to around half. Additionally, when asked about access to open spaces for
gardening, potted plotted plants, this same group of focus group discussions where agricultural
laborer was the primary engagement in agriculture indicated some households (10 – 40%) or very
few households (<10%)
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Figure 6. Percentage would likely restart Figure 7. Percentage would likely restart
agricultural activities if they had the needed agricultural activities if they had the needed
tools and inputs, by district
tools and inputs, by wealth group

Agricultural inputs and tools
Before the crisis, in southern Syria as elsewhere in the country, government support played a
prominent role in the agriculture sector with inputs subsidized and provided through farmers’
associations and cooperatives. With the crisis, secondary literature indicates that government
support stopped in opposition-controlled areas and producers became dependent upon private
traders. Similarly, extension services also ceased and capital and loans dried up. Local councils
have sought to fill some of the roles once held by the government; however, they are often
inexperienced and constrained by a lack of resources and supplies. Previous assessments have
observed that local councils have not encouraged or initiated bottom-up approaches, such as
cooperatives. For example, a recent separate assessment by Blumont found that there are
currently only 5 out of the 65 villages in which the Blumont assessment was conducted that have
active farmer associations. This included four in East Dar’a (Um Walad, Mlihet Eletash, Busr
Esham, and Kherbeh), one in West Dar’a (Nawa), and none in Quneitra.
The assessment found that access to tool and agricultural assets were reportedly quite low,
according to the interviewed focus group discussions. Unsurprisingly, better-off households
reported better access to assets/tool in comparison to the other wealth groups. The most
commonly reported assets accessed by the better-off populations were agricultural tools and
tractors, for which about half of better off focus group discussions indicated that about 50
percent of the people in this wealth group had access. Middle focus group discussions also
indicated similar levels of access for tools, though much lower access to tractors. The poor
indicated very little access to either of these assets. Questions about agricultural assets, such as
storage facilities, water pumps, water tanks, greenhouses, and animal sheds, were also included
in the assessment tools, though reported access to these inputs was quite low.
Slightly over half of FGDs thought that seed was insufficiently available in their communities.
These reports were consistent amongst focus group discussions in As-Sanamayn, Izra, and
18

Quneitra, while FGDs in Dar’a lacked consensus. With this regards, almost all focus group
discussions thought that seed availability had also changed compared to before the start of the
crisis. Key issues that they identified for this change in availability included high prices, lack of the
government sector and farmer associations, halt of imports, lack of improved seed varieties,
reduced quality of seeds, and insecurity. Most focus group discussions also thought that farmers’
seed access had also changed compared to before the crisis due to low purchasing power,
resulting from high prices and low -income levels.
Information provided by FGDs corresponds closely with the findings of the 2016 and 2017 FSLAs,
which highlighted difficulties associated with obtaining inputs as being a major constraint on
agricultural production. These assessments found that while fertilizers and pesticides may be
available, farmers cannot the increased costs associated with transporting them across
frontlines. Similarly, because farmers have generally lost access to improved varieties of seeds
that were once provided by the government, they have come to rely on less productive locally
produced ones or ones gathered from their own harvests. These seeds are generally untreated,
not stored properly, and have lower germination rates than improved varieties. As a result,
engagement in agriculture has become more expensive and less profitable.
Fertilizer usage was also reported to be low. In As-Sanamayn, Izra, and Quneitra, FGDs indicated
that very few to no households used fertilizers currently while in Dar’a, reports indicated that
very few to some households used fertilizer. Broken down by wealth group, better-off FGDs
indicated that very few to some households used fertilizer while the majority of middle and poor
FGDs indicated that very few households used it. IDPs indicated similar results with slightly higher
reports of fertilizer usage in Dar’a compared to the other three districts. Most focus groups
indicated that fertilizer usage had declined compared to before the conflict, most commonly due
to a lack of availability locally and high prices, followed by restrictions on population movements.

Challenges and agricultural support needs
According to secondary data, crops from Dar’a and Quneitra were historically sold to neighboring
governorates as well as exported across the Jordanian border. With Jordanian borders closed
and official trade between opposition and government-controlled areas of Syria constrained,
local populations lost their traditional markets. Producers face constraints on both the supply
and demand sides. On one hand, they face high production expenses due to the high cost of
inputs. Additionally, processing facilities and opportunities to add value to goods in many cases
have also disappeared or become unprofitable. In cases where processing facilities are available
locally, a lack of energy or damage have meant that grinders, presses, and refrigeration
equipment have stopped functioning. On the demand side, households’ reduced purchasing
power, large quantities of food aid, and the lack of opportunities to export products further
discourages production.

19

According to interviewed communities, primary challenges to crop marketing, in order of
importance, are high costs of transportation, low producer prices, poor road conditions,
insecurity, and distance to markets.
Figure 8. Challenges to crop marketing

Meanwhile, with regards to crop production, key challenges were, in order of importance, a lack
of lack of fuel seeds, lack of fertilizers, lack of land access, lack of water resources, and high prices
for inputs. There were no major differences reported across the districts with regards to these
challenges. Considering wealth groups, challenges were again generally similar though only
middle and worst-off populations reported a lack of land access as a constraint. Additionally, the
worst-off did not generally report a lack of water resources or networks as a concern. This could
possibly be explained by the findings of a recent Blumont rapid assessment, which found that for
farms smaller than 10 durum (mostly likely the farm size of the worst-off), 62% engaged in rainfed cropping, rather than irrigated agriculture. Interestedly, IDP populations indicated similar
challenges to other groups, highlighting fertilizer and fuel as their key challenges, and did not
report land access as a major source for concern. These findings are generally similar to previous
assessments, which have shown that the most common reasons for abandoning agriculture
include high prices for inputs (seeds, fertilizers, and pesticides), shortages/high cost of fuel, lack
of irrigation, rising levels of crop pests and diseases, and difficulties associated with market
access.

Figure 9. Challenges to crop production

20

In line with the challenges outlined above, fertilizer and seeds (for all wealth groups), as well as
fuel (IDPs), were highlighted as the primary agricultural support needs for assessed communities
at this time. Secondary needs included pesticides, repair of wells/water sumps, credit/loans and
support to marketing crops. The better-off did not usually indicate as a key need access to credit
and loans, likely due to their own financial resources. Meanwhile, only the better off and middle
indicated repairs to wells/water pumps as a support need, presumably given that the worst-off
and IDPs don’t have access to irrigation systems that could require repairs.
Figure 10. Agricultural support needs

Livestock sub-sector
Pre-conflict situation
According to secondary data, the majority of sheep and cows in southern Syria were used for
milk production before the conflict. Traders would purchase milk daily and bring it to processing
plants in Damascus to produce a variety of dairy products. Meat production was a less significant
use of herds but households could access weekly livestock markets to sell animals to local traders
who would sell them to be processed. According to the Blumont assessment showed that, the
most common livestock were poultry, cattle, sheep, and goats (in line with the FGDs). Our
assessment noted that poultry was most common in E Dar’a followed closely by W Dar’a,
however the other livestock tended to be more common in W Dar’a and Quneitra. Since the start
of the conflict, milk traders reportedly visit farms less often than before the crisis and have been
forced to pay lower prices to make up for the high cost of transport. Meat became only sellable
on local markets. This has kept prices down, but has jeopardized income for farmers.

Current livestock ownership
Most focus group discussions indicated that the percentage of households owning livestock was
less than 40%.

21

More specifically, worse-off FGDs indicated that very few (<10%) households in their wealth
group owned livestock while better-off FGDs indicated that some (10-40%) households similar to
themselves owned livestock. IDPs indicated a range from no households to very few/some
households owned livestock. In general, reports indicate that there has been a decrease in the
percentage of the population owning livestock in comparison to the before the crisis.
Unsurprisingly, better-off households usually owned large numbers of animals compared to
middle and worst-off households. This is generally in line with the findings of a recent Blumont’s
assessment, which found that the most common livestock were poultry, cattle, and sheep. That
assessment found that poultry was most common in East Dar’a followed closely by West Dar’a
while other livestock tended to be more common in West Dar’a and Quneitra.
There was a general consensus across local FGDs and KIs that the number of livestock owned
now was lower than before the crisis. Reasons for this declined varied from one district to
another (see Figure 11) but globally were, in order of importance, animals dying from disease,
poor health and stress; lack of fodder/animal feed; animals killed by conflict/violence; high prices
of feed; and animals sold for income generation. There were no major differences across the
wealth groups with regards to the reasons for declines in livestock herds. These reports are
generally in line with previous assessments in the zone, which have indicated that herding
households have needed to sell animals to generate cash while the high costs of feed, veterinary
services have made maintaining herd sizes more financially burdensome. Other pressures
identified by secondary literature, including the high cost of animal feed, and the erosion of
grazing areas in areas heavily affected by conflict have further eroded profits.

Figure 11. Reasons for declines in livestock herds

Animal feed
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Before the crisis, government subsidies for animal feed and supplies of water from irrigation
systems provided incentives for production and kept prices down. The government played a key
role in procuring and supplying animal feed. At a local level, cooperatives supplied animal feed
to local communities though secondary literature indicates that these cooperatives are no longer
operational.
The majority of FGDs in As-Sanamayn, Izra, and Quneitra thought that there was insufficient
quantities of animal feed or pasture in the community to meet local livestock needs. Responses
in Dar’a, meanwhile, were mixed. Additionally, there was no significant differences in reports
across wealth groups about the lack of animal feed/pasture, with the exception of IDP
populations were there was a lack of consensus. Additionally, most FGDs across all districts and
wealth groups thought that there had been changes in both the availability and access of animal
feed/pasture in comparison to before the start of the crisis. Key identified reasons include high
prices, followed by low incomes/weak purchasing power. Secondary literature indicates that a
lack of capital and energy as well as transport and challenges in maintaining processing facilities
for fodder have had the most detrimental effect on feed markets. Farmers report that feed that
is available on markets is low quality and often blame it for causing diseases. Previous
assessments, such as the FSLAs, have found cited a lack of pasture in some areas, which has been
caused by the security situation, including dangerous conditions near frontlines, mine
contamination, and movement restrictions, as well as unfavorable rainfall conditions, have
placed additional pressure on livestock herders.

Animal medicines and vaccines
About half of FGDs in As-Sanamayn and Dar’a thought that livestock diseases that were a problem
for local households, while the majority of FGDs in Izra and Quneitra reported these diseases as
a source for concern. The most commonly reported diseases can be found in Figure 12.
Figure 12. Livestock diseases
District
As-Sanamayn
Dar’a
Izra
Quneitra

Diseases
Foot and mouth disease, jaundice, small pox
Foot and mouth disease, scabies
Foot and mouth disease, small pox
Foot
and
mouth
disease,
general
inflammation/infections,
jaundice,
pasteurellosis, small pox, taenia

Across all districts, all FGDs indicated that no more than half of farmers purchased livestock
medicines on local markets now. At a district level, FGDs in As-Sanamayn thought that some
households purchased medicines, in Dar’a, they thought some to half purchased medicines, in
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Izra, they thought very few purchased medicines, and in Quneitra, they though very few to some
purchased medicines. With the exception of Dar’a where there were no clear trends, all FGDs
indicated that around half to most households purchased medicines on local markets before the
crisis. At a wealth group level, the majority of better off FGDs said that some households
purchased animal medicines on local markets, while middle and worst-off groups said very few
households purchased medicines. In comparison, before the crisis, most better off FGDs
indicated that they purchased medicines, half to most to all middle off FGDs, and half to poorest
households purchased medicines on local markets. IDP FGDs generally indicated that very few to
some households purchased medicines on local markets.
The majority of FGDs in all areas thought that there were insufficient quantities of animal
medicines on local markets to meet local livestock needs. Key issues driving this lack of
availability, according to community members, include difficult roads/roadblocks/etc. in AsSanamayn; high prices and low quality in Dar’a; high prices in Izra, and a lack of refrigeration and
high prices in Quneitra. Secondary data supports similar conclusions, such as that a lack of energy
to run refrigeration facilities have compromised supplies of vaccines needed for livestock
production. These findings correspond with previous assessments, including the FSLA, where key
informant interviews noted the expense or unavailability of vaccines and drugs.

Challenges and livestock support needs
According to previous studies, livestock production is mediated by the private sector, even before
the crisis, with private traders engaged in marketing livestock products. From a producer
perspective, primary challenges to livestock marketing, in order of importance, were reported to
be high costs of transportation, poor road conditions, insecurity, low producer prices, and a lack
of traders. There were no reported differences in constraints between districts or comparing
wealth groups.
Figure 13. Challenges to livestock marketing

Most interviewed respondents indicated that households in their communities faced difficulties
with their livestock production. Primary challenges to livestock production, in order of
importance, were reported to be a lack of vaccines/medicines, lack of feed, lack of water, and
lack of instructional veterinary services.
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Figure 14. Challenges to livestock production

According to respondents, fodder and veterinary products rose to the top of identified livestock
support needs across the assessed areas. At a district level, credit and seeds for fodder
production were also emphasized in As-Sanamayn. In Izra and Quneitra, just seeds for fodder
production were indicated. As shown in Figure X, across the wealth groups, seeds for fodder
production were generally emphasized across better off and middle-off households, while
credit/loans were a common theme across middle, worst-off, and IDP populations.
Figure 15. Livestock support needs

Agricultural input markets
Context
According to secondary literature, what sets the south from other areas of the country is the
extent to which markets remain dependent upon trade across frontlines. Opportunities to trade
across frontlines are costly and as a result, the movement of people and goods in oppositioncontrolled southern Syria must travel around the M5 highway and adjacent communities as well
as northern Dar’a city.
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Before the crisis, farmers could access seeds and inputs through cooperatives, which were
supported by the government, as well as in private shops. Items sold in cooperatives were
produced in government seed stores and chemical factories. Items sold at private shops,
meanwhile, were generally more expensive than in cooperatives. Because of the crisis,
cooperatives have disappeared and only private shops have remained.
Private shops in opposition-held areas are dependent upon individuals who smuggle inputs in
from government-controlled areas through checkpoints. These individuals need to maintain good
relationships with authorities on both sides of frontlines and must pay bribes to move inputs and
other goods across checkpoints. Once inputs have traversed the checkpoints, they incur other
transportation costs, which have increased with longer routes and rising fuel prices.
As a result, the cost of pesticides and fertilizers have increased dramatically and spike during
planting seasons, while credits and loans available have disappeared. Inferior and counterfeit
products have proliferated, raising health and environmental concerns.

Types of traders interviewed
In order to gain a more detailed understanding of current agricultural input markets in the
assessed areas, 40 trader interviews were conducted. As shown in Figure 16, the interviewed
traders sold a wide variety of agricultural products though the highest number reported selling
animal feed. Additionally, the majority of the assessed traders were retailers (55%), with a
smaller number of wholesalers (40%) and collectors (5%) also interviewed. Approximately onethird of the interviewed traders reported that they were relatively new to the business, starting
their trading activities after the start of the conflict.
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Figure 16. Products sold by interviewed traders

Market disruptions and access
Interviewed traders in As-Sanamayn, Izra, and Quneitra all reported that they were aware of
market disruptions in the markets were they worked during the past year. The most commonly
reported type of disruption in As-Sanamyn and Quneitra was days when the market was closed.
There was no consensus amongst the traders in Izra about the types of disruptions observed and
in Dar’a, traders generally did not report any disruptions.
Traders were also asked about whether they thought that there were physical constraints that
prevented some groups from accessing markets. Across all areas, most traders indicated that
they were not aware of any issues with this regards.

Trade flows
Before the crisis, traders generally reported that they sourced items from markets in Damascus,
as well as to a minor degree Aleppo. However, currently trade patterns have changed. While
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certain markets still rely heavily on Damascus for their inputs, there has been a notable increase
in new trade flows from regional markets, notably from Dar’a, As-Sweida, and Quneitra.

Figure 17. Changes in trade flows

Now:

Before the crisis:

This is in line with indications of changes in routes from secondary data sources. For example,
previous studies indicate that goods moving to western Dar’a and Quneitra need to take indirect
routes heading to the south of Dar’a and then turn back to the north.
Additionally, a major route for trade between opposition and government-controlled Syria
passes through As-Sweida, the governorate to the east of Dar’a. While other locations along the
frontlines between government and opposition held areas are also used to ferry goods and
commodities, As-Sweida may be the largest in terms of volume. With insufficient agricultural
production of its own, the population in As-Sweida has been able to benefit from trade in cheap
produce and livestock from Dar’a, while farmers and herders in Dar’a have relied upon markets
in As-Sweida to maintain their livelihoods. Recent assessments, such as the 2017 FSLA, have
indicated that some farmers still rely heavily on Damascus as a market. Local traders generally
facilitate access. Other market mapping exercises have shown that commodities that cannot be
produced locally, such as fuel, medicine, canned goods, building materials, clothing, electronics,
and agricultural inputs, flow back into opposition-held areas through networks of smugglers.

Transportation costs
Traders generally report very large increases in transportation costs compared to before the
crisis, which has had important implications for the availability of commodities on local markets.
The most commonly reported reasons for these large price increases, in order of importance, are
that fuel costs have increased, barricades and checkpoints require money and/or increase time,
there is a decreased availability of vehicles, road conditions have worsened, and there is worst
insecurity. Worse road conditions and insecurity were more commonly reported amongst traders
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in Quneitra and decreased availability of vehicles were most commonly reported in As-Sanamayn
and Quneitra.
Figure 18. Very large increases in transportation costs reported

Ability of market actors to respond to increased demand
Traders were asked about the number of traders at their market and their ability to respond to
increased demand, which could potentially result from an increase in purchasing power should
cash-based programming occur in the area. As shown in the Table 19, traders generally reported
fewer traders involved in animal feed trade in comparison to seed trade. In general, there were
less than 10 traders at each market, and less than 5 in As-Sanamayn and Dar’a districts. Traders
also indicated limitations in their ability to increase business volumes, ranging from slightly to
moderately in As-Sanamayn, Dar’a, and Izra districts. The time required to adjust their business
to increased demand was reportedly relatively short, less than one month.
Figure 19. Could market actors respond to increased demand?

Area Prioritization and Needs Estimates
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Area prioritization
In addition to identifying the current status and key needs within the cropping and livestock
sector, the purpose of this assessment was to assist with area prioritization and estimates of
needs. With this in mind, the assessment asked all community leaders to rank the level of
livelihood disruptions in their communities in comparison to both other districts in southern Syria
and other subdistricts within a district. District-level prioritization was conducted by all
interviewed community leaders while key informants residing within that district only conducted
sub-district prioritization.
As Figure X shows, key informants generally indicated worse livelihood disruptions in the districts
of Dar’a, Izra, and Quneitra compared to Sanamayn. Within Izra, key informants recommended
prioritizing Hirak, Jasim, Nawa, Shekh Msken, and Tasil. Meanwhile in Quneitra, they
recommended prioritizing Khashanya and in Sanamayn, they recommended prioritizing
Ghabagheb and Sanamayn. In Dar’a, key informants indicated all sub-districts as requiring the
same amount of need. Please note that given that only key informants from within each district
did the subdistrict classifications, the sub-district rankings are not comparable from one district
to another.
Figure 20. Area prioritization

Needs estimates
Approximate estimates of the population in need of agriculture or livestock input support were
developed by considering wealth group breakdowns and their relative needs. Cropping sector
estimates assume that households active in cropping prior to the crisis still have land they could
cultivate if they had agricultural inputs and thus require assistance. Livestock sector estimates
assume only households owning livestock now require livestock input assistance and excludes
restocking activities.
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Estimates for the targeting of both all wealth groups and middle wealth group only are provided,
as well as needs estimates from interviewed key informants. The assumptions for targeting the
middle group only are:
1. Poor households often lack land and rely more on agricultural labor than crop sales.
Therefore, they would not benefit as much from crop inputs;
2. The middle groups are likely more food insecure and in need of livelihood support than
the better off; and
3. Increasing the middle’s agricultural production would create labor opportunities for the
poor.
Figure 21. Needs estimates

Note: Livestock estimates relate to livestock assistance for households who already have livestock (ex. animal feed, medicines,
etc.). It does not relate to livestock restocking activities targeting households without livestock. The high estimates for livestock
assistance by KIs may be due to confusion relating to these two types of livestock-related assistance.

Recommendations
The below recommendations were developed in consultation with Agriculture/Livelihoods
Working Group under the umbrella of Food Security Sector – Jordan hub.

Cropping Systems








Given the disruption of the public sector and particularly the absence of any technical
assistance to farmers, support can be provided to farmers’ cooperatives, associations and
farmers groups. These groups could replace the role previously played by institutional
actors and pool members’ resources to respond to present challenges and coordinate
resources use, as well as technical and service provision. This can include purchasing of
inputs, quality control and produce management.
Provision of training and technical assistance is also needed on low input techniques,
appropriate use of inputs (especially fertilizers, water and pesticides). This can be done in
the form of training of trainers.
Support to activities should be adapted to the different wealth groups. For example,
targeting large-scale commercial farmers as they substantially contribute to production
sustaining local economy and the ability to generate employment through provision of
casual labour from the community, including IDPs.
Large and medium scale commercial farmers can be supported by subsidizing agricultural
services (i.e. tractor services, irrigation equipment maintenance) through conditional
cash (when linked to labor employment) or vouchers.
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Small-scale farmers can be targeted by providing quality seeds, credit and or small scale
gardening.
Provide capacity building schemes, including training on mine risk reduction, cooperatives
establishment and the establishment of seed production systems focusing on local
varieties (OPVs)

Livestock






Any intervention supporting the livestock sector should be integrated: it is not sufficient
to restock without providing at the same time veterinary services, fodder and feed and
supporting essential value chains actors and links.
Knowledge of the past and present value chains (milk and meat) could help in identifying
entry points for action, supporting the system as whole and avoiding unsustainable
interventions. Like in the case of cropping systems, herders associations should be
supported along with services providers including processors, middlemen, veterinarians
and para-vet and feed processors. Incentives to local production of fodder and raw
material for animal feed (barley, vetch) should be considered as well.
Increase livestock interventions, including the provision of animal feed and veterinary
kits.

Agricultural inputs




Larger scale gardening and vegetable production/processing should be encouraged
through support to large/medium farms and communal gardening.
Develop income generation activities during the harvest from the home garden will need
processing to reach the market
Assess ways to support traders and the markets to increase production and supply

Way Forward
As identified by the partners of Agriculture working groups, additional studies are required within
the food security/Livelihoods sector to address some of the limitations in this assessment, which
should include the following recommendations:





Assess the irrigation and water systems within South Syria, including coping strategies,
and new methods farmers are using given the destruction of water infrastructures, and
lack of agricultural inputs.
Map the agro-eco systems according to agro-ecological zoning and the changes
underwent by producers in adapting to the environment.
Map the shifting production patterns, particularly as there are different means of
production and different contributions from different actors. Land, capital and labor
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contribution to production changed with consequent gains and losses for landowners,
land users, laborers, and traders.
Map the market for animal fed and veterinary products to determine availability and
quality.
Assess the value chain for livestock, including services, infrastructure, and storage and
processing facilities.
Assess the feasibility of cash/voucher based interventions within the agriculture sector,
as well as detailed knowledge of availability and prices of goods.

Annexes
Annex 1 Concept Note
Concept Note: Southern Syria Agricultural Livelihoods Needs Assessment
1) Background
The seven-year conflict in Syria has driven an immense humanitarian crisis, displacing over half of the country’s
population, destroying infrastructure, and devastating local livelihoods. The resulting impacts on Syria’s economy
have been severe, with the World Bank estimating that the country’s GDP has contracted 63 percent during the 2010
– 2016 period. For the agricultural sector in particular, which represented 19 percent of national GDP and employed
26 percent of the economically active population in 2011, a recent FAO study Counting the Cost: Agriculture in Syria
after six years of crisis found that production losses totaled $16 million due to the effects of the war.
Despite these somber statistics, UNHCR reports that over 440,000 IDPs and 31,000 refugees have returned to their
homes during the first half of 2017, albeit on a temporary basis in many cases. Additionally, a recent UNHCR intention
survey found that “the majority (76%) of Syrian refugees interviewed could consider return after 2017 if there is a
significant improvement in conditions in return areas.” A lack of livelihoods opportunities in their communities of
origin was, however, one of several commonly reported obstacles deterring their return.
With that said, indications of recent and sizable returnee movements, as well as a new ceasefire on July 9th covering
southwestern Syria, has led to optimism that it is now time for the humanitarian community to shift from emergency
humanitarian assistance towards reconstructing infrastructure and supporting returning populations as they begin
to rebuild their livelihoods. Given FAO’s technical expertise and years of experience implementing agriculturalrelated livelihood support and resilience programs in emergency and post-emergency settings, FAO is well suited to
develop and implement programming to support the rebuilding of agricultural, fishing, and pastoral livelihoods
within Syria. However, to develop and implement future interventions, information is needed relating to the impacts
of the ongoing crisis on the agriculture sector, current needs, and entry points for FAO’s livelihoods programs.
FAO’s southern Syria programs are currently covered by its cross-border operations in Amman. In southern Syria 2,
FAO’s Counting the Cost: Agriculture in Syria after six years of crisis found that the rural population in 2016 had
declined to 40 – 60% of pre-crisis levels, with the exception of rural Damascus. The assessment also found that the
majority of households in the region reported that food purchases comprised of 75 – 100% of their total household
expenditures, up sharply from before the crisis. Relating to the agricultural sector in particular, the results indicated
that crop production had declined by between 38 – 97%, depending on the governorate and that damages and losses
to the livestock sector exceeded $800 million for rural Damascus alone.

2

Includes the provinces of As-Sweida, Dar’a, Quneitra, and Rural Damascus.
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These statistics reveal a concerning picture relating to current rural livelihoods in southern Syria. However, they
provide insufficient information to inform evidence-based decision making on appropriate programming to rebuild
these livelihoods. Additionally, data collection for the FAO study was conducted during the fall and winter of 2016,
meaning that the results may be slightly out of date at this time given the dynamic nature of the conflict. To fill these
information gaps, FAO proposes to conduct jointly with the food security cluster a Rapid Agricultural Livelihoods
Needs Assessment in southern Syria between August and September 2017. In addition to informing FAO’s internal
programs, the assessment report will be conducted jointly with partners active in this region to inform the food
security cluster’s winterization plan and the upcoming Regional Refugee and Resilience Plan (3RP).

2) Main Objectives
The main objective of this assessment will be to determine needs and identify avenues for FAO to support local,
IDPs, and returnee populations within southern Syria. More specifically, the assessment will:


Identify and/or confirm the impacts of the ongoing civil war on the agricultural sector and its sub-sectors
(crop production, livestock, and fishery/aquaculture), particularly relating to the prevalence/importance of
various agricultural activities to local livelihoods and changes in agricultural-related activities compared to
previous years;



Identify needs and possible opportunities within the agricultural sector and its sub-sectors (crop
production, livestock, and fishery/aquaculture) for poor local households and IDPs, and returnee
populations, and explore how these opportunities can be supported to increase household income levels
and strengthen resilience; and



Develop needs estimates and recommendations for the food security cluster’s winterization plan.

3) Expected Outputs


One report outlining 1) relevant information from secondary data, 2) assessment findings, and 3)
recommendations for response interventions with the specific objective to inform FAO’s programming, the
food security cluster’s winterization plan, and the upcoming 3RP process.

4) Methodology
In southern Syria, the following activities will be conducted:




Literature review of currently available information;
Key informant interviews with local leaders and relevant actors in the agricultural sector and its subsectors
(cropping and livestock); and
Focus group interviews with agricultural communities. Focus group interviews will include with local and
IDP populations.

This exercise will include several weeks of fieldwork in rural areas of southern Syria (Dar’a and Quneitra), and at least
one staff member from the TCE team at FAO’s HQ will support the entire assessment process. Given the qualitative
nature of this assessment, the assessment is intended to give an overall picture of needs within the zone but is not
intended to result in statistically significant data. With this in mind, the assessment team will randomly select three
assessable villages/communities from each district in southern Syria (As-Sanamayn, Dar’a, and Izra in Dar’a
governorate, Quneitra in Quneitra governorate) to be included in the assessment. Then for each selected village, the
assessment team will interview local leaders and other relevant key informants knowledgeable in the agriculture
sector on topics relating to local wealth group breakdowns, the impacts of the conflict on the agricultural sector,
and perceived community needs. In total, 6 KI interviews will occur per district (one community leader per village
plus three additional relevant KIs), totaling 24 total interviews. Additionally, three to five focus group discussions
will be conducted in each community – one with poor households, one with middle off households, one with better
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off households, one with IDP households, and one with returnee households (IDPs and returnee interviews will only
be conducted if they are present in the community). In total, at least 12 communities will be assessed in the zone
with about 36 – 60 focus group discussion conducted. During each focus group discussion, topics covering income
sources, cropping activities, livestock activities, and food insecurity will be covered. Once the data has been
collected, FAO will analyze the data and draft the report. Additionally, population needs estimates for the
winterization plan will be developed using any needs estimates from the community leaders/key informants, as well
as using wealth group breakdowns as reflected by the community focus group discussions. To develop very rough
district-level estimates, the average percentage of the population in need of assistance for the assessed communities
will be extrapolated to the overall rural population of each district.
The data collection tools will consist of a series of interview guides for the assessment teams to use while in the
field. These tools will be developed by the needs assessment specialists in TCE and will be shared for feedback with
all stakeholders involved in the assessment process. This will ensure that the selected tools will fit the context of the
analysis and all parties agree on their content. Preliminary results will be disseminated by mid to late September to
inform the 3RP process with a full report finalized by late-October.

Given the scope of this activity and FAO’s limited on-the-ground presence in southern Syria, FAO will
liaison with INGOs active in the food security cluster to complete the data collection components of the
activity. Remote training and guidance on how to conduct the assessment will be conducted by each
INGO’s regional staff members in Amman with technical support from the food security cluster and FAO
as needed

Annex 2 Key Informant Interviews
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LOCAL MAYOR/COMMUNITY LEADER QUESTIONS
Country
Region
Province
District
Village / Community
Village / Community GPS coordinates
Name of the person
Male or female
Position and organization
Contact information

How many people living in the village?
How many households living in the village in total?
Average number of people per household?
How many female-headed households living in the village?
How many IDPs live in this village?
How many returnees live in this village?
Approximately how many people with injuries/disabilities live in
the village?

General questions about households in the community
Within every community, there are those who are doing better off, in the middle, and those who are doing worse off. Within this community, what
are the different characteristics of households who are doing well, in the middle or not doing well? (Examples for facilitator: differences in
household size, differences in asset ownership such as land size, livestock herd numbers, female vs. male headed households, % with
injury/disability, etc. – do not read out loud).
a.

Can you provide an approximate percentage breakdown of the population in this area between those doing better off, those in the
middle, and those doing worse off?

b.

For each identified wealth group, can you rate on a scale from 1 – 5 your perspective on the ability of households in each of these
groups to meet their basic food and nonfood needs at this time (1 = households are facing no problems at this time meeting needs, 5
being completely unable to meet both food and nonfood needs).

Groups

Percentage of the population

Characteristics

Rating of ability to meet needs

1. If you consider the local households in this village/community, what were their key income sources during the past year? What were their
key income sources before the start of the conflict (baseline year: 2010)?
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c.

If there have been changes in the income sources this year compared to before the crisis, please explain the change and why it
occurred.

Check relevant
Sale of crop production
(annual and perennial)
Sale of animals / animal
products
Fishing / Aquaculture
Agricultural wage labor
(employed for farm work)
Non-agricultural labor
(employed as construction,
watchman, etc.)
Self-employment
(carpenter, electrician, brick
making, bicycle taxis etc.)
Government employee
(teacher, health agent,
administration, military
services)
Private employee
Government social support
& pension
Social support (zakat,
donations, humanitarian
assistance…)
Remittances from migrants
(inside or outside the
country)
Other (please specify)
Explanation of changes
between this year and
before the conflict

Current year
(2016 – 2017)

Prior to the start of conflict (Baseline year:
2010)

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

SECTION 3: CROPPING INFORMATION

2. Are households in the community involved in cropping activities (growing crops or agricultural labor)? Were households in the community
involved in cropping activities before the conflict (baseline year: 2010)? (If households are not active in cropping either now or before the
conflict, skip to the next section – livestock)
Very few to no
households (<10%)

Some households
(10 -40%)

Around half (4060%)

Most households
(60 – 90%)

All or almost all
households
(>90%)

Now
Before the conflict
(baseline year: 2010)

3. If yes, what types of activities do they do? (List all that apply, ordering them in order of importance)
1 = They grow crops on land that they own
2 = They grow crops through a sharecropping system
3 = They grow crops on land that they’ve leased from someone
4 = They grow crops on land that they have received for free from someone
5 = They grow crops on government property
6 = They don’t grow their own crops but work as labourers on someone else’s farm (skip to
labourer only section if this was their only involvement)
7 = Don’t know
8 = Other (please specify)
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Most important
|__|
Second most important
|__|
Third most important
|__|

4. What types of crops are produced in this village/community? What types of crops were produced this this village/community before the
conflict? (list top three) If there has been a change, please explain.
1= Irrigated wheat
2= Rainfed wheat
3= Barley
4=Maize
5= Pulses
6= Tuber (potatoes)
7= Tomato
8= Cucumber
9= Peppers
10= Cauliflower
11= Onions
12= Leafy greens
13= Another vegetables
14= Citrus
15= Melons
16= Other fruits
17= Olives
18= Oil seeds
19= Cotton
20= Fodder crops
21= Medicinal and aromatic plants
22 = Tobacco
23= Other (please specify)
Explanation of changes between this year and before the conflict

Current year
(2016 – 2017)

Before the
conflict

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

5. Do farmers in this region face any difficulties relating to their cropping activities? If yes, what are the main three difficulties? (Please indicate
using number 1 most important, 2 second most important, 3 third most important)
YES
1= Lack of access to land
2= Land burnt/destroyed
3= Crops stolen/seized
4= Crops destroyed
5= Lack of seeds
6= Lack of fertilizers
7= Lack of pesticides
8= Lack of water resources or water networks
9=Lack of fuel
10= Lack of tools
11 = Lack of machinery
12= High prices for inputs
13= Climatic conditions
14= Pests (rats, insects, birds….) and diseases
15= Lack of manpower
16=High price of labor
17 = Marketing constraints/poor market functioning18 = Lack of storage facility
18 = Lack of processing facility
19=Not economically viable (production costs too high compared to benefits)
20=Insecurity
21 = Presence of explosive hazards
22 = Population displacement
23 = Other (please specify)
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NO

Most important
|__|
Second most important
|__|
Third most important
|__|

6. What type of agriculture support do farmers need most to resume / enhance crop production during the next 12 months? (Please indicate
using number 1 most important, 2 second most important, 3 third most important)
1 = seeds
2 = fertilizer
3 = pesticides
4= storage facilities
5 = tools (hoes, etc.)
6 = repair/replacement of machineries
7 = repair of tertiary irrigation canals
8 = repair of primary or secondary irrigation canals
9 = credit / loan
10= draught animals
11= repair of wells/water pump
12= repair of greenhouses
13= access to agricultural land
14= support to marketing of crop production
15= processing facilities
16 = Fuel
17= collective wells
18 = clearance of explosive hazards
19=Access to health services to improve productivity of household
20= other
21 = not applicable
First

|___|

Second

|___|

Third

|___|

7. What percentage of the population in this area (or how many people) do you think needs this support?
8. What are the characteristics of households in this community that you think need this support the most?
SECTION 4: LIVESTOCK INFORMATION

9. Do households have livestock currently? Did they own livestock before the crisis? (If households are not active in cropping either now or
before the conflict, skip to the next section – food security)
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Very few to no
households (<10%)

Some households
(10 -40%)

Around half (4060%)

Most households
(60 – 90%)

All or almost all
households
(>90%)

Now
Before the conflict
(baseline year: 2010)

10. For an average household, what types of animals do they own?
Check relevant

Before
the crisis
|__|
|__|
|__|
|__|
|__|
|__|
|__|
|__|

Cattle
Donkeys/Horses
Sheep
Goats
Poultry
Camels
Beehives
Others (please specify)

At present
|__|
|__|
|__|
|__|
|__|
|__|
|__|
|__|

11. How does the number of animals owned compared to before the crisis? If the number of animals at present is less than last year’s levels,
what are the main reasons?

Increased

Stayed the same

1=Died of disease, poor health and stress
2=Killed by conflict/violence
3= Slaughter for own consumption
4=Lack of water
5=Lack of fodder/animal feed
6= Difficulties accessing pasture
7=Sold for income generation
8= Lack of shelter
9=Loss of reproductive animals
10=Lack of veterinary services (e.g. female dying while giving birth)
11 = High prices of feed
12= Lack of manpower due to injured-disabled family members, population
displacements, etc.
13= Theft
14 = Killed by explosive hazards
15 = Other (please specify)
(please select up to three)

Decreased

Most important
|__|

Second most important
|__|

Third most important
|__|

12. Do farmers in this region face any difficulties relating to their animal husbandry? If yes, what are the main three difficulties? (Please indicate
using number 1 most important, 2 second most important, 3 third most important)
1= Lack of vaccine / medicine
2= Lack of instructional veterinary services
3= Lack of water
4= Lack of feed
5= Lack of access to pasture land
6= Lack of shelter for animals
7= Lack of manpower due to injured-disabled family members, population
displacements, etc.
8= Lack of manpower due to population displacements
9= Lack of access to market or lack of market opportunities to sell
animals/animal products
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Most important
|__|
Second most important
|__|
Third most important
|__|

10= Lack of processing facilities for animal products
11= Theft/looting (insecurity to rear animal)
12= Lack of knowledge/skills
13=Access to health services to improve productivity of household
14= No economically viable
15 = Presence of explosive hazards on grazing land
16 = Population displacement
17 = Other constraint (please describe)
(please select up to three)

13. What type of support do you think households need most to resume / enhance livestock production? (Please indicate using number 1 most
important, 2 second most important, 3 third most important)
1 = seeds for fodder production
2 = restocking
3 = animal shelter
4 = medicines / treatments / vaccine
5 = livestock extension service (i.e. vet)
6= access to pasture land
7 = improved breed
8 = fodder / feed
9= storage and processing facilities for animal products (i.e. milk)
10= support to marketing of animals and animal products
11= credit / loans
12 = Access to health services to improve productivity of household
13 =other
14 = clearance of explosive hazards
15=not applicable
First
Second
Third

14. What percentage of the population in this area (or how many people) do you think needs this support?
15. What are the characteristics of households in this community that you think need this support the most?
SECTION 5: FOOD SECURITY INFORMATION

16. Are households in this community receiving any type of assistance? If yes, what type of assistance are they receiving?
Very few to no
households (<10%)

Some households
(10 -40%)
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Around half (4060%)

Most households
(60 – 90%)

All or almost all
households
(>90%)

Now
1=Food
2= Cash
3= Agricultural inputs
(seeds, fertilizers, etc.)
4= Agricultural tools
5= Animal feed
6= Animals for
restocking
7= Animal health
treatments /
vaccinations
8= Water for animal
9= Water for human
consumption
10= Hygiene products
11 = Clothing
12 = Shelter/NFI items
11= Fuel
12= Human health
assistance
13=Other agricultural
assistance (specify)
14= Other nonagricultural assistance
(specify)

|__|
|__|
|__|
|__|

17. Are households engaging in any types of coping strategies due to difficulties accessing food? If yes, what types of strategies are they
engaged in?
YES
1 = Spend savings
2 = Buy on credit
3 = Borrow from friends, family, and/or neighbors
4 = Sell HH goods
5 = Reduce nonfood expenditures (ex. health care, education costs, etc.)
6 = Sell productive assets
7 = Take high risks/illegal activities
8 = Send HH members to beg
9 = Send child to work
10 = Consume cheaper or less preferred foods
11 = Reduce number of meals per days
12 = Reduce portion size of meals
13 = Reduce adult consumption so children could eat
14 = Send household members to other regions/migrate
15 = Work additional hours or days
16 = Removal of explosive hazards
17 = Other (please specify)
(select primary three reasons)

NO

Most important
|__|
Second most important
|__|
Third most important
|__|

18. Within this district, are there communities where the disruption to household livelihoods have been particularly severe and where you think
households are particularly vulnerable to food insecurity at this time? If yes, which areas are these? Why are these areas worse off?

19. Within this district, are there communities where the disruptions to household livelihoods have been minimal and where you think households
are not particularly vulnerable to food insecurity at this time? If yes, which areas are these? Why are these areas better off?
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Annex 3 Trader Questions
TRADER INTERVIEW
Country
Region
Province
District
Village / Community
Village / Community GPS coordinates
Market name
Name of the person
Male or female
Contact information

What type of trader are you?
1 = Collector
2 = Wholesaler
3 = Retailer
4 = Other
What types of market(s) are these?
1 = Producer/farm gate
2 = Assembly
3 = Wholesale
4 = Retail/consumer (weekly)
5 = Retail/consumer (daily)
During the past year, has there been any disruptions to market functioning the
market where you worked?
0 = No
1 = Yes
If so, what were the disruptions?
1 = Days when the market was closed
2 = Market was moved
3 = Formal limits on who could attend the market
4 = Informal limits on who could attend the market
5 = Attack/fighting in the market
6 = Market infrastructure was destroyed
7 = Other (please specify)
Which commodities did you trade?

1= Chemical fertilizer
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|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

2 = Organic fertilizer
3 = Pesticides
4 = Agricultural tools/machinery
5 = Animal medicines/vaccines
6 = Animal feed
7 = Other
Has there been any changes in the types of commodities that you trade in
comparison to last year prior to the Syrian crisis (baseline year: 2010)?
0 = No
1 = Yes
2 = New to trade/not relevant
If yes, what did you sell before? (please specify up to three)
1= Chemical fertilizer
2 = Organic fertilizer
3 = Pesticides
4 = Agricultural tools/machinery
5 = Animal medicines/vaccines
6 = Animal feed
7 = Fuel
8 = Food commodities
9 = Nonfood, non-agricultural commodities
10 = Other (please specify)
11 = New to trade/not relevant
How would you judge the current availability of the commodities that you trade in
comparison to last year’s levels and levels before the Syrian refugee crisis
(baseline year: 2010)?
1 = Significantly higher
2= Moderately higher
3 = About the same
4 = Moderately lower
5 = Significantly lower
6 = New to trade/not relevant
If there has been a change, why? (select up to three)
1= Commodities are unavailable at source markets
2 = Source markets have changed
3 = Transportation costs have increased
4 =Transportation costs have decreased
5 = Roadblocks/checkpoints make transportation too difficult
6 = Roadblocks/checkpoints were lifted
7 = Shop was destroyed
8 = Shop was relocated due to insecurity
9 = Fewer customers
10 = Increase in the number of customers
11 = Cost of commodities are source market has increased
12 = Storage was destroyed
13 =Other (please specify)
Where do you source your commodities from? Where did you source them last
year and before the Syrian crisis (baseline year: 2010)?
1 = Outside the country
2 = Aleppo
3 = Damascus
4 = Dara
5 = Deir ez-Zor
6 = Hama
7 = Al-Hasakah
8 = Homs
9 = Idlib
10 = Latakia
11 = Quneitra
12 = Raqqa
13 = Rif Dimashq
14 = As-Suwayda
15 = Tartus
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Last year

Prior to the Syrian crisis
(baseline year: 2010)

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

Last year

Prior to the Syrian crisis
(baseline year: 2010)

|__|

|__|

|__| |__| |__|

|__| |__| |__|

Now

Last year

Prior to the
Syrian crisis
(baseline year:
2010)

16 = New to trade/not relevant
Who are your customers?
1= Households
2 = Processors in the region
3 = Processors outside the region
4 = Traders in the region
5 = Traders outside the region
6 = Exporters
Where are your customers located?
1 = Within this village
2 = Outside this village but within this district
3 = Outside this district but within this governorate (please specify)
4 = Outside this governorate (please specify)
Are there any constraints in accessing markets for some groups of people in the
community?
0 = No
1 = Yes
If yes, what are the constraints?
1 = Transportation is not available
2 = Transportation is too expensive
3 = Roads are non-existent, damaged, or not in passable condition
4= Fears about security conditions at the market
5 = Formal limitations on population movements
6 = Social norms within the community
7 = Other (please specify)
If yes, which groups of the population are unable to access markets?
1 = Everyone can access the market
2 = Women
3 = Elderly
4 = Children
5 = IDPs
6 = Returnees
7 = Those with disabilities/special needs
8 = The poor
9 = Those wanted by authorities
10 = Those who live far away
11 = Other (please specify)
Have there been any changes in the number of customers compared to last year
or prior to the Syrian crisis (baseline year: 2010)?
1 = Significantly higher
2= Moderately higher
3 = About the same
4 = Moderately lower
5 = Significantly lower
6 = New to trade/not relevant
If yes, why?
1= Commodities are unavailable
2 = Commodities are more available
3 = Transportation costs have increased
4 =Transportation costs have decreased
5 = Roadblocks/checkpoints make transportation too difficult
6 = Roadblocks/checkpoints were lifted
7 = Shop was destroyed
8 = Shop was relocated due to insecurity
9 = Fewer customers because of insecurity
10 = Increases in the number of customers due to better security
11 = Fewer customers because of a lack of money
12= Increase in the number of customers because of better incomes
13 = Fewer customers because farmers are growing less crops
14 = Increases in the number of customers because of increased area under
cultivation
15 = Fewer customers because farmers own less animals now
16 = Increased in the number of customers because farmers own more animals
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|__|

|__|

|__|

Last year

|__|

Last year

|__|

Prior to the Syrian crisis
(baseline year: 2010)

|__|

Prior to the Syrian crisis
(baseline year: 2010)

|__|

17 =Other (please specify)
How many traders sell the commodities that you are selling at this market? How
many were there last year at the same time period? How many were there before
the Syrian crisis (baseline year: 2010)
-99 = New to trade/not relevant

Now

Last year
|__|

Do you pay for transportation costs as part of your trading activities?
0 = No
1 = Yes
If so, what are your current transportation costs in Syrian Pounds?
What were they last year and prior to the start of the Syrian crisis (baseline year:
2010)?
- 99 = New to trade/not relevant
If there has been a change, why?
1 = Fuel costs have increased
2 = Fuel costs have decreased
3 = Increase in the availability of vehicles
4 = Decrease in the availability of vehicles
5 = Worse road conditions
6 =Better road conditions
7 = Worse insecurity on roads
8 = Better security on roads
9 = Cost of hiring protection for vehicles has increased
10 = Costs of hiring protection for vehicles has decreased
11= Barricades/checkpoints increase time
12= Barricades/checkpoints require money
13 = Fewer barricades/checkpoints
How would you judge the current price of the commodities that you trade in
comparison to last year’s levels and levels before the Syrian refugee crisis
(baseline year: 2010)?
1 = Significantly higher
2 = Moderately higher
3 = About the same
4 = Moderately lower
5 = Significantly lower
6 = New to trade/not relevant
Are there normally any seasonal variations in prices?
0 = No
1 = Yes
Please indicate with a 1 during the months when prices are at their lowest, a 2
when prices are average, and 3 when prices are at their highest.
If greater demand in the area were guaranteed (for example, if the farmers’
purchasing power were improved), to what extent do you think the market actors
could increase supplies / business volumes for the commodities that you sell?
1= Traders could not increase volumes
2 = Traders could slightly increase volumes
3 = Traders could moderately increase volumes
4 = Traders could significantly increase volumes
How long would it take to scale up trade to meet increased demand (for example,
if demand doubled)?
1 = Less than a week
2 = 1 week
3 = 2 weeks
4 = 3 weeks
5 = 1 month
6 = 2 months
7 = 3 months
8 = More than 3 months
Are there previous experience or examples of cash- or voucher-based response
implemented in this area? (Agricultural or others)
0 = No
1 = Yes
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Prior to the
Syrian crisis
(baseline year:
2010)
|__|

|__|
|__|
|__|

|__|

Prior to the Syrian crisis
(baseline year: 2010)
|__|

|__|

|__|

Last year

Prior to the Syrian crisis
(baseline year: 2010)

Last year

|__|

|__|

|__|
J

F

M

A

M

J

J

|__|

|__|

|__|

A

S

O

N

D

Are there any other key issues relating to your business or the impact of the
Syrian crisis in your local community that we have not already asked about? If
yes, please explain.

|__|

Annex 4 Focus Group Discussions IPD’s and Returnees
FOCUS GROUP QUESTIONS – DISPLACED AND RETURNEES
SECTION 1: GENERAL INFORMATION
Name of enumerator:
Name of governorate:
Name of district:
Name of sub-district:
Name of Village:

1. This focus group discussion is focused on IDP households (as listed above). What percentage of the total population in this community do
you think IDP households represent?
SECTION 2: LIVELIHOODS INFORMATION

2. If you consider this group of households in this community, what were their key income sources during the past year?
d.

Approximately what percentage of households’ total income comes from each of these sources? (Note for facilitator: Use proportional
piling)
Percentage current year
(2016 – 2017)
|__|
|__|
|__|
|__|
|__|
|__|

Sale of crop production (annual and perennial)
Sale of animals / animal products
Fishing / Aquaculture
Agricultural wage labor (employed for farm work)
Non-agricultural labor (employed as construction, watchman, etc.)
Self-employment (carpenter, electrician, brick making, bicycle taxis etc.)
Government employee (teacher, health agent, administration, military
services)
Private employee
Government social support & pension
Social support (zakat, donations, humanitarian assistance…)
Remittances from migrants (inside or outside the country)
Other (please specify)
Explanation of changes between this year and before the conflict

|__|
|__|
|__|
|__|
|__|
|__|

SECTION 3: CROPPING INFORMATION

3. Is this group of households in the community involved in cropping activities? (growing crops or agricultural labor)
Very few to no
households in this
group (<10%)

Some households
in this group (10 40%)

Around half in
this group (4060%)

Most households
in this group (60
– 90%)

Now

4. If yes, what types of activities do they do? (List all that apply, ordering them in order of importance)
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All or almost all
households in
this group
(>90%)

1 = They grow crops on land that they own
2 = They grow crops through a sharecropping system
3 = They grow crops on land that they’ve leased from someone
4 = They grow crops on land that they have received for free from someone
5 = They grow crops on government property
6 = They don’t grow their own crops but work as labourers on someone else’s farm (skip to
labourer only section if this was their only involvement)
7 = Don’t know
8 = Other (please specify)

Most important
|__|
Second most important
|__|
Third most important
|__|

5. How much land did the average household in this group cultivate during the past year?
Quantity

Unit of measure

6. What types of crops are produced by IDPs in this village/community?
1= Irrigated wheat
2= Rainfed wheat
3= Barley
4=Maize
5= Pulses
6= Tuber (potatoes)
7= Tomato
8= Cucumber
9= Peppers
10= Cauliflower
11= Onions
12= Leafy greens
13= Another vegetables
14= Citrus
15= Melons
16= Other fruits
17= Olives
18= Oil seeds
19= Cotton
20= Fodder crops
21= Medicinal and aromatic plants
22 = Tobacco
23= Other (please specify)

Current year
(2016 – 2017)

|__|

|__|

|__|

7. Is there sufficient quantity of seed available in the community (through households’ own stocks, markets, humanitarian agencies,
government, etc.) to meet local production requirements?
YES

NO

MIXED RESPONSE (SOME THOUGHT YES/ SOME
THOUGHT NO

8. Do most farmers use fertilizer on their crops?
Very few to no
households in this
group use fertilizer
(<10%)

Some households
in this group use
fertilizer (10 -40%)

Now

9. Do households have access to the following assets?

48

Around half in
this group use
fertilizer (4060%)

Most households
in this group use
fertilizer (60 –
90%)

All or almost all
households in
this group use
fertilizer (>90%)

Very few to no
households in this
group (<10%)

Some households
in this group (10 40%)

Around half in
this group (4060%)

Most households
in this group (60
– 90%)

All or almost all
households in
this group
(>90%)

Tools (hoes, etc.)
Tractor
Storage facilities
Water-pump
Water tanks
Greenhouse
Animal shed
Other machineries
(harvester, planting,
etc.)

10. Do farmers in this region face any difficulties relating to their cropping activities? If yes, what are the main three difficulties? (Please indicate
using number 1 most important, 2 second most important, 3 third most important)
YES
1= Lack of access to land
2= Land burnt/destroyed
3= Crops stolen/seized
4= Crops destroyed
5= Lack of seeds
6= Lack of fertilizers
7= Lack of pesticides
8= Lack of water resources
9=Lack of fuel
10= Lack of tools
11 = Lack of machinery
12= High prices for inputs
13= Climatic conditions
14= Pests (rats, insects, birds….) and diseases
15= Lack of manpower
16=High price of labor
17 = Marketing constraints
18 = Lack of storage facility
19 = Lack of processing facility
20=Not economically viable (production costs too high compared to benefits)
21=Insecurity
22 = Presence of explosive hazards
23 = Other (please specify)

NO

Most important
|__|
Second most important
|__|
Third most important
|__|

11. What type of agriculture support would you need most to resume / enhance your crop production during the next 12 months? (Do not read,
and select up to five options in order of importance giving 1 to the most important until 5 to less important.)
1 = seeds
2 = fertilizer
3 = pesticides
4= storage facilities
5 = tools (hoes, etc.)
6 = repair/replacement of machineries
7 = repair of tertiary irrigation canals
8 = repair of primary or secondary irrigation canals
10 = credit / loan
11= draught animals
12= repair of wells/water pump
13= repair of greenhouses
14= access to agricultural land
15= support to marketing of crop production
16= processing facilities
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17 = Fuel
18= collective wells
19 = clearance of explosive hazards
20= other
21 = not applicable
First
|___|
Second
Third

|___|
|___|

SECTION 3B: LABOURERS ONLY INFORMATION (Only do these questions if households report that their only involvement in cropping
activities is working as agricultural labourers, skip if households grow their own crops)

12. Before the crisis, did this group of households grow their own crops?
Very few to no
households in this
group (<10%)

Some households
in this (10 -40%)

Around half in
this (40-60%)

Most households
in this (60 – 90%)

All or almost all households in this (>90%)

13. At this time, do households in this group have access to land that could be cultivated if you had the needed inputs/tools?
Very few to no
households in this
group (<10%)

Some households
in this (10 -40%)

Around half in
this (40-60%)

Most households
in this (60 – 90%)

All or almost all households in this (>90%)

14. At this time, do households in this group to an open space where they could garden, have potted plants, etc. if you had the needed
inputs/tools?
Very few to no
households in this
group (<10%)

Some households
in this (10 -40%)

Around half in
this (40-60%)

Most households
in this (60 – 90%)

All or almost all households in this (>90%)

SECTION 4: LIVESTOCK INFORMATION

15. Do households in this group have livestock currently? Did they own livestock before the crisis? (If households are not active in livestock
activities now, skip to the next section (food security) after completing this question)
Very few to no
households in this
group (<10%)

Some households
in this group (10 40%)

Around half in
this group (4060%)

Most households
in this group (60
– 90%)

Now
Before the conflict
(baseline year: 2010)

16. For an average household in this group, how many animals do they own? (Note: a range is acceptable)
At present
|__|
|__|
|__|
|__|
|__|
|__|
|__|
|__|

Cattle
Donkeys/Horses
Sheep
Goats
Poultry
Camels
Beehives
Others (please specify)
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All or almost all
households in
this group
(>90%)

17. Is there sufficient quantities of animal feed or pasture in the community (through households’ own stocks, markets, humanitarian agencies,
government, etc.) to meet local livestock needs?
YES

NO

MIXED RESPONSE (SOME
THOUGHT YES/ SOME
THOUGHT NO

Explanation

18. Are there any livestock diseases that are a problem for local livestock owners in this place? Are the livestock in this place vaccinated against
these diseases?
Vaccinated?
0 = No
1= A few animals are vaccinated
2 = Some animals are vaccinated
3 = Most animals are vaccinated
4 = All animals are vaccinated
(list the disease)

19. Do most farmers purchase animal medicines on local markets?
Very few to no
households in this
group (<10%)

Some households
in this group (10 40%)

Around half in
this group (4060%)

Most households
in this group (60
– 90%)

All or almost all
households in
this group
(>90%)

Now

20. Is there sufficient quantity of animal medicines on local markets to meet local livestock needs?
YES

NO

MIXED RESPONSE (SOME
THOUGHT YES/ SOME
THOUGHT NO

Explanation

21. Do farmers in this region face any difficulties relating to their animal husbandry? If yes, what are the main three difficulties? (Please indicate
using number 1 most important, 2 second most important, 3 third most important)
1= Lack of vaccine / medicine
2= Lack of instructional veterinary services
3= Lack of water
4= Lack of feed
5= Lack of access to pasture land
6= Lack of shelter for animals
7=Lack of manpower to look after the animals
8= Lack of access to market or lack of market opportunities to sell
animals/animal products
9= Lack of processing facilities for animal products
10= Theft/looting (insecurity to rear animal)
11= Lack of knowledge/skills

Most important
|__|
Second most important
|__|
Third most important
|__|
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12= No economically viable
13 = Presence of explosive hazards on grazing land
14 = Other constraint (please describe)
(please select up to three)

22. What type of support would you need most to resume / enhance your livestock production? (Do not read, and select up to five options in
order of importance giving 1 to the most important until 5 to less important.)
1 = seeds for fodder production
2 = restocking
3 = animal shelter
4 = medicines / treatments / vaccine
5 = livestock extension service (i.e. vet)
6= access to pasture land
7 = improved breed
8 = fodder / feed
9= storage and processing facilities for animal products (i.e. milk)
10= support to marketing of animals and animal products
11= credit / loans
12 = clearance of explosive hazards
13 =other
14 =not applicable
First
Second
Third

SECTION 5: FOOD SECURITY INFORMATION

23. How many meals per day is the average household in this group consuming?
Now
Before the conflict
(baseline year: 2010) at
the same time of the
year

24. Are households engaging in any types of coping strategies due to difficulties accessing food? If yes, what types of strategies are they
engaged in?
YES

MIXED RESPONSE
(SOME THOUGHT YES/
SOME THOUGHT NO

NO
1 = Spend savings
2 = Buy on credit
3 = Sell HH goods
4 = Reduce nonfood expenditures
5 = Sell productive assets
6 = Take high risks/illegal activities
7 = Send HH members to beg
8 = Send child to work
9 = Consume cheaper or less preferred foods
10 = Reduce number of meals per days
11 = Reduce portion size of meals
12 = Reduce adult consumption so children could eat
13 = Send household members to other regions/migrate
14 = Work additional hours or days
15 = Removal of explosive hazards
15 = Other (please specify)
(select primary three reasons)

Most important
|__|
Second most important
|__|
Third most important
|__|
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25. Are households in this community receiving any type of assistance? If yes, what type of assistance are they receiving?
Very few to no
households in this
group (<10%)

Some households
in this group (10 40%)

Around half in
this group (4060%)

Now
1=Food
2= Cash
3= Agricultural inputs
(seeds, fertilizers, etc.)
4= Agricultural tools
5= Animal feed
6= Animals for
restocking
7= Animal treatments /
vaccinations
8= Water for animal
9= Water for human
consumption
10= Household items
11= Fuel
12= Health assistance
13=Other agricultural
assistance (specify)
14= Other nonagricultural assistance
(specify)

Most households
in this group (60
– 90%)

All or almost all
households in
this group
(>90%)

|__|
|__|
|__|
|__|

Annex 4 Focus Group Discussions IPD’s and Returnees
FOCUS GROUP QUESTIONS – NON DISPLACED
SECTION 1: GENERAL INFORMATION
Name of enumerator:
Name of governorate:
Name of district:
Name of sub-district:
Name of Village:
Defining characteristics of HHs in focus group

1. This focus group discussion is focused on households with X, Y, and Z characteristics (as listed above). What percentage of the total
population in this community do you think households with these characteristics represent?
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As we talk about households in the remainder of this survey, please consider only the households in this community with the characteristics
defined above, not the general population of the community.
SECTION 2: LIVELIHOODS INFORMATION

2. If you consider this group of households in this community, what were their key income sources during the past year? Approximately what
percentage of households’ total income comes from each of these sources? (Note for facilitator: Use proportional piling)
e.

If you consider this group of households in this community, what were their key income sources before the start of the conflict (baseline
year: 2010)? Approximately what percentage of households’ total income comes from each of these sources? (Note for facilitator: Use
proportional piling)

f.

If there have been changes in the income sources this year compared to before the crisis, please explain the change and why it
occurred.
Percentage current year
(2016 – 2017)

Percentage
Prior to the start of conflict (Baseline year:
2010)

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

Sale of crop production
(annual and perennial)
Sale of animals / animal
products
Fishing / Aquaculture
Agricultural wage labor
(employed for farm work)
Non-agricultural labor
(employed as construction,
watchman, etc.)
Self-employment
(carpenter, electrician, brick
making, bicycle taxis etc.)
Government employee
(teacher, health agent,
administration, military
services)
Private employee
Government social support
& pension
Social support (zakat,
donations, humanitarian
assistance…)
Remittances from migrants
(inside or outside the
country)
Other (please specify)
Explanation of changes
between this year and
before the conflict
SECTION 3: CROPPING INFORMATION

3. Is this group of households in the community involved in cropping activities (growing crops or agricultural labor)? Was this group of
households in the community involved in cropping activities before the conflict (baseline year: 2010)? (If households are not active in
cropping either now or before the conflict, skip to the next section – livestock)
Very few to no
households in this
group (<10%)

Some households
in this group (10 40%)

Now
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Around half in
this group (4060%)

Most households
in this group (60
– 90%)

All or almost all
households in
this group
(>90%)

Before the conflict
(baseline year: 2010)

4. If yes, what types of activities do they do? (List all that apply, ordering them in order of importance)
1 = They grow crops on land that they own
2 = They grow crops through a sharecropping system
3 = They grow crops on land that they’ve leased from someone
4 = They grow crops on land that they have received for free from someone
5 = They grow crops on government property
6 = They don’t grow their own crops but work as labourers on someone else’s farm (skip to
labourer only section if this was their only involvement)
7 = Don’t know
8 = Other (please specify)

Most important
|__|
Second most important
|__|
Third most important
|__|

5. How much land did the average household in this group cultivate during the past year? How much land did they cultivate before the crisis?
(a range is acceptable)
Quantity

Unit of measure

Now
Before the conflict (baseline year: 2010)

6. If there has been a decrease in the land area cultivated, what is the reason for the land that is no longer being cultivated? (list all that apply,
ordering them in order of importance)
1 = Left fallow
2 = Livestock grazing are
3 = IDPs are residing there
4 = Buildings or other infrastructure were built there
5 = Land contaminated by explosive hazards
6 = Other (please specify)

Most important
|__|
Second most important
|__|
Third most important
|__|

7. If there is land that households in this group have access to that is no longer being cultivated, would they likely start cultivating this land
again during the next season if they had the needed agricultural inputs and tools?
1 = Almost all would not (>90%)
2 = Most would not (60 – 90%), some would (10 – 40%)
3 = Around half would, around half would not (40 – 60%)
4 = Some would not (10 – 40%), most would (60 – 90%)
5 = Almost all would (>90%)

|__|

8. What types of crops are produced in this village/community? What types of crops were produced this this village/community before the
conflict? (list top three)
1= Irrigated wheat
2= Rainfed wheat
3= Barley
4=Maize
5= Pulses
6= Tuber (potatoes)
7= Tomato
8= Cucumber
9= Peppers
10= Cauliflower
11= Onions
12= Leafy greens

55

Current year
(2016 – 2017)

Before the
conflict

|__|

|__|

13= Another vegetables
14= Citrus
15= Melons
16= Other fruits
17= Olives
18= Oil seeds
19= Cotton
20= Fodder crops
21= Medicinal and aromatic plants
22 = Tobacco
23= Other (please specify)
Explanation of changes between this year and before the conflict

|__|

|__|

|__|

|__|

9. Is there sufficient quantity of seed available in the community (through households’ own stocks, markets, humanitarian agencies,
government, etc.) to meet local production requirements?
YES

NO

MIXED RESPONSE (SOME THOUGHT YES/ SOME
THOUGHT NO

10. Have there been any changes in the availability of seeds compared to before the start of the conflict (baseline year: 2010)? If yes, what
were the changes and why? Please explain your response.
YES

NO

MIXED RESPONSE (SOME
THOUGHT YES/ SOME
THOUGHT NO

Increase

Remained the same

Decreased

Explanation

11. Have there been any changes your access to seeds compared to before the start of the conflict (baseline year: 2010)? (ex. Financial ability
to purchase seeds) If yes, what were the changes and why? Please explain your response.
YES

NO

MIXED RESPONSE (SOME
THOUGHT YES/ SOME
THOUGHT NO

Increase

Remained the same

Decreased

Explanation

12. Do most farmers use fertilizer on their crops? Did they use fertilizer on their crops before the crisis? If there had been a change, why?
Very few to no
households in this
group use fertilizer
(<10%)

Some households
in this group use
fertilizer (10 -40%)

Around half in
this group use
fertilizer (4060%)

Most households
in this group use
fertilizer (60 –
90%)

All or almost all
households in
this group use
fertilizer (>90%)

Around half in
this group (4060%)

Most households
in this group (60
– 90%)

All or almost all
households in

Now
Before the conflict
(baseline year: 2010)
Explanation

13. Do households have access to the following assets?
Very few to no
households in this
group (<10%)

Some households
in this group (10 40%)
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this group
(>90%)
Tools (hoes, etc.)
Tractor
Storage facilities
Water-pump
Water tanks
Greenhouse
Animal shed
Other machineries
(harvester, planting,
etc.)

14. Do farmers in this region face any difficulties relating to their cropping activities? If yes, what are the main three difficulties? (Please indicate
using number 1 most important, 2 second most important, 3 third most important)
YES
1= Lack of access to land
2= Land burnt/destroyed
3= Crops stolen/seized
4= Crops destroyed
5= Lack of seeds
6= Lack of fertilizers
7= Lack of pesticides
8= Lack of water resources or water networks
9=Lack of fuel
10= Lack of tools
11 = Lack of machinery
12= High prices for inputs
13= Climatic conditions
14= Pests (rats, insects, birds….) and diseases
15= Lack of manpower due to injured-disabled family members, health issues, etc.
16= Lack of manpower due to population displacements
17=High price of labor
18 = Marketing constraints/poor market functioning
19 = Lack of storage facility
20 = Lack of processing facility
21=Not economically viable (production costs too high compared to benefits)
22=Insecurity
22 = Presence of explosive hazards
23 = Population displacement
24 = Other (please specify)

NO

Most important
|__|
Second most important
|__|
Third most important
|__|

15. Do farmers in this region face any difficulties relating to selling their crop production? If yes, what are the main three difficulties? (Please
indicate using number 1 most important, 2 second most important, 3 third most important)
YES
1= poor road conditions
2= lack of transportation
3=high costs of transportation
4=insecurity
5=distance to the market
6= access to market
7=low prices to sell commodities
8=Lack of traders
9= middle men not coming to the village
10 =the official authority doesn’t buy the products anymore
11= Lack of people who want to buy the products
12= Insufficient quality of products
13 = lack of storage capacity
14= other (please specify)

NO
Most important
|__|
Second most important
|__|
Third most important
|__|
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16. What type of agriculture support would you need most to resume / enhance your crop production during the next 12 months? (Do not read,
and select up to five options in order of importance giving 1 to the most important until 5 to less important.)
1 = seeds
2 = fertilizer
3 = pesticides
4= storage facilities
5 = tools (hoes, etc.)
6 = repair/replacement of machineries
7 = repair of tertiary irrigation canals
8 = repair of primary or secondary irrigation canals
9 = credit / loan
10= draught animals
11= repair of wells/water pump
12= repair of greenhouses
13= access to agricultural land
14= support to marketing of crop production
15= processing facilities
16 = Fuel
17= collective wells
18 = clearance of explosive hazards
19=Access to health services to improve productivity of household
20= other
21 = not applicable
First
|___|
Second
Third

|___|
|___|

SECTION 3B: LABOURERS ONLY INFORMATION (Only do these questions if households report that their only involvement in cropping
activities is working as agricultural labourers, skip if households grow their own crops)

17. Before the crisis, did this group of households grow their own crops?
Very few to no
households in this
group (<10%)

Some households
in this group (10 40%)

Around half in
this group (4060%)

Most households
in this group (60
– 90%)

All or almost all households in this group
(>90%)

18. At this time, do households in this group have access to land that could be cultivated if you had the needed inputs/tools?
Very few to no
households in this
group (<10%)

Some households
in this group (10 40%)

Around half in
this group (4060%)

Most households
in this group (60
– 90%)

All or almost all households in this group
(>90%)

19. At this time, do households in this group to an open space where they could garden, have potted plants, etc. if you had the needed
inputs/tools?
Very few to no
households in this
group (<10%)

Some households
in this group (10 40%)

Around half in
this group (4060%)

Most households
in this group (60
– 90%)

All or almost all households in this group
(>90%)

SECTION 4: LIVESTOCK INFORMATION

20. Do households in this group have livestock currently? Did they own livestock before the crisis? (If households are not active in cropping
either now or before the conflict, skip to the next section – food security)
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Very few to no
households in this
group (<10%)

Some households
in this group (10 40%)

Around half in
this group (4060%)

Most households
in this group (60
– 90%)

All or almost all
households in
this group
(>90%)

Now
Before the conflict
(baseline year: 2010)

21. For an average household in this group, how many animals do they own? How many did they own before the crisis? (Note: a range is
acceptable)
Before
the crisis
|__|
|__|
|__|
|__|
|__|
|__|
|__|
|__|

Cattle
Donkeys/Horses
Sheep
Goats
Poultry
Camels
Beehives
Others (please specify)

At present
|__|
|__|
|__|
|__|
|__|
|__|
|__|
|__|

22. If the number of animals at present is less than before the crisis, what are the main reasons?
1=Died of disease, poor health and stress
2=Killed by conflict/violence
3= Slaughter for own consumption
4=Lack of water
5=Lack of fodder/animal feed
6= Difficulties accessing pasture
7=Sold for income generation
8= Lack of shelter
9=Loss of reproductive animals
10=Lack of veterinary services (e.g. female dying while giving birth)
11 = High prices of feed
12= Lack of manpower due to injured-disabled family members, health issues, etc.
13= Lack of manpower due to population displacements
14= Theft
15 = Killed by explosive hazards
16= Other (please specify)
(please select up to three)

Most important
|__|

Second most important
|__|

Third most important
|__|

23. Is there sufficient quantities of animal feed or pasture in the community (through households’ own stocks, markets, humanitarian agencies,
government, etc.) to meet local livestock needs?
YES

NO

MIXED RESPONSE (SOME
THOUGHT YES/ SOME
THOUGHT NO

Explanation

24. Have there been any changes in the availability/quantity of animal feed/pasture compared to before the start of the conflict (baseline year:
2010)? If yes, what were the changes and why? Please explain your response.
YES

NO

MIXED RESPONSE (SOME
THOUGHT YES/ SOME
THOUGHT NO
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Increase

Remained the same

Decreased

Explanation

25. Have there been any changes your access to animal feed/pasture compared to before the start of the conflict (baseline year: 2010)? (ex.
Financial ability to purchase feed) If yes, what were the changes and why? Please explain your response.
YES

NO

MIXED RESPONSE (SOME
THOUGHT YES/ SOME
THOUGHT NO

Increase

Remained the same

Decreased

Explanation

26. Are there any livestock diseases that are a problem for local livestock owners in this place? Are the livestock in this place vaccinated against
these diseases?
Vaccinated?
0 = No
1= A few animals are vaccinated
2 = Some animals are vaccinated
3 = Most animals are vaccinated
4 = All animals are vaccinated
(list the disease)

27. Do most farmers purchase animal medicines on local markets?
Very few to no
households in this
group (<10%)

Some households
in this group (10 40%)

Around half in
this group (4060%)

Most households
in this group (60
– 90%)

All or almost all
households in
this group
(>90%)

Now
Before the conflict
(baseline year: 2010)

28. Is there sufficient quantities of animal medicines on local markets to meet local livestock needs?
YES

NO

MIXED RESPONSE (SOME
THOUGHT YES/ SOME
THOUGHT NO

Explanation

29. Do farmers in this region face any difficulties relating to selling their livestock or livestock products? If yes, what are the main three
difficulties? (Please indicate using number 1 most important, 2 second most important, 3 third most important)
YES

NO
Most important

1= poor road conditions
2= lack of transportation
3=high costs of transportation
4=insecurity
5=distance to the market

|__|
Second most important
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6= access to market
7=low prices to sell commodities
8=Lack of traders
9= middle men not coming to the village
10 =the official authority doesn’t buy the products anymore
11= Lack of people who want to buy the products
12= Insufficient quality of products
13 = lack of storage capacity
14= other (please specify)

|__|
Third most important
|__|

30. Do farmers in this region face any difficulties relating to their animal husbandry? If yes, what are the main three difficulties? (Please indicate
using number 1 most important, 2 second most important, 3 third most important)
1= Lack of vaccine / medicine
2= Lack of instructional veterinary services
3= Lack of water
4= Lack of feed
5= Lack of access to pasture land
6= Lack of shelter for animals
7= Lack of manpower due to injured-disabled family members, health
issues, etc.
8= Lack of manpower due to population displacements
9= Lack of access to market or lack of market opportunities to sell
animals/animal products
10= Lack of processing facilities for animal products
11= Theft/looting (insecurity to rear animal)
12= Lack of knowledge/skills
13= No economically viable
14 = Presence of explosive hazards in grazing lands
15 = Population displacement
16 = Other constraint (please describe)
(please select up to three)

Most important
|__|
Second most important
|__|
Third most important
|__|

31. What type of support would you need most to resume / enhance your livestock production? (Do not read, and select up to five options in
order of importance giving 1 to the most important until 5 to less important.)
1 = seeds for fodder production
2 = restocking
3 = animal shelter
4 = medicines / treatments / vaccine
5 = livestock extension service (i.e. vet)
6= access to pasture land
7 = improved breed
8 = fodder / feed
9= storage and processing facilities for animal products (i.e. milk)
10= support to marketing of animals and animal products
11= credit / loans
12 = clearance of explosive hazards
13=Access to health services to improve productivity of household
14 =other
15=not applicable
First
Second
Third

SECTION 5: FOOD SECURITY INFORMATION
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32. How many meals per day does the average household in this group consume?
Now
Before the conflict
(baseline year: 2010) at
the same time of the
year

33. Is the average household in this group engaging in any types of coping strategies at this time due to difficulties accessing food? If yes, what
types of strategies are they engaged in?
YES

MIXED RESPONSE
(SOME THOUGHT YES/
SOME THOUGHT NO

NO
1 = Spend savings
2 = Buy on credit
3 = Borrow from friends, family, and/or neighbors
4 = Sell HH goods
5 = Reduce nonfood expenditures (ex. health care, education costs, etc.)
6 = Sell productive assets
7 = Take high risks/illegal activities
8 = Send HH members to beg
9 = Send child to work
10 = Consume cheaper or less preferred foods
11 = Reduce number of meals per days
12 = Reduce portion size of meals
13 = Reduce adult consumption so children could eat
14 = Send household members to other regions/migrate
15 = Work additional hours or days
16 = Other (please specify)
(select primary three reasons)

Most important
|__|
Second most important
|__|
Third most important
|__|

34. Are households in this community receiving any type of assistance? If yes, what type of assistance are they receiving?
Very few to no
households in this
group (<10%)

Some households
in this group (10 40%)

Now
1=Food
2= Cash
3= Agricultural inputs
(seeds, fertilizers, etc.)
4= Agricultural tools
5= Animal feed
6= Animals for
restocking
7= Animal treatments /
vaccinations
8= Water for animal
9= Water for human
consumption
10= Hygiene products
11 = Clothing
12 = Shelter/NFI items
13= Fuel
14= Human health
assistance
15=Other agricultural
assistance (specify)

Around half in
this group (4060%)

|__|
|__|
|__|
|__|
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Most households
in this group (60
– 90%)

All or almost all
households in
this group
(>90%)

16= Other nonagricultural assistance
(specify)
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