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Acronyms 

 

BERSMP Bale Eco-Region Sustainable Management Programme 
BOARD Board of Agriculture and Rural Development 
CBO  Community-based organization 
DA  Development agent 
FARM/SOS FARM-Africa and SOS Sahel Ethiopia 
FMG  Forest management group 
GIS  Global information systems  
GPS  Global positioning system 
HEA  Household economic analysis 
MOA  Ministry of Agriculture 
NRM  Natural resource management 
NTFP  Non-timber forest product 
REDD  Reducing emissions from deforestation and degradation 
PFM  Participatory forest management 
PFRA  Participatory forest resource assessment 
PIA  Participatory impact assessment 
SOS  Save our souls [also Help! call-out in Morse Code] 
SSLFM Strengthening Sustainable Livelihoods and Forest Management 
TOT  Training of trainers 
TVET  Teaching, vocational & educational training 
TNA  Training needs assessment 
VSLG  Village savings-and-loans group 

 

 
Ethiopian administrative divisions 

 
--Federal Democratic Republic of Ethiopia 
---Regional State (Region) 
----Zone 
-----Woreda (District) 
------Kebele (Community) 
-------Got or Zoni (Community sub-division or hamlet)



Summary of Baseline Findings 
Findings Specific 

objectives 
& results 

Indicator (taken 
from logframe) 

Amhara Benishangul-Gumuz Oromia Southern Nations (SNNPR) 

7 new forest areas 
under PFM by end 
of programme 
(2014) 

No area was put under PFM 
in the programme 
intervention zones and 
woredas during the baseline 
data collection period 

No area was put under PFM 
in the programme 
intervention zones and 
woredas during the baseline 
data collection period 

12 forest areas (Bale 
mountains, Adaba-Dodolla, 
Liben, Arero, Yabello, Mojo, 
Belete Gera, Jello Muktar, 
Galema, Suba) 

3 forest areas   

Regional 
deforestation 
arrested 

No data available on the rate 
of deforestation 

No data available on the rate 
of deforestation 

3.1% 1.9 % per year in Chena, Bita 
and Gewata 

PFM 
specific 
objectives 

Regional forest 
area increased 

155,088.8 ha of forest in the 
project intervention area 

66,913 ha of forest in the 
project intervention area 

3.1 million ha (1,201,594 ha 
natural forest, 75,827 ha 
plantation) 

87,300 ha of forest in the project 
intervention area (doesn’t 
include Chena) 

Regional 
governments 
incorporate PFM 
into annual 
budgets and work 
plans  

No budget allocation for 
PFM during the time of the 
baseline survey 

No budget allocation for 
PFM during the time of the 
baseline survey 

OFWE allocates some budget 
to implement PFM related 
activities. 

No budget allocation for PFM 

Regional 
governments have 
skills and 
knowledge to 
implement PFM 

The available skills on PFM 
are not adequate skill. See 
the training need assessment 
findings  

There is a general lack of 
PFM-related skills and 
knowledge in all the 
programme interventions 
woredas. See the TNA 
summary on the main report 

Oromia as a region has better 
knowledge and skills on PFM. 
The TNA conducted in the 
project intervention areas 
revealed a need for skills 
including forest demarcation, 
identification of forest users, 
preparing forest user 
agreements, and supporting 
communities in forest 
management. See the TNA 
summary on the main report 

The TNAs revealed a general 
lack of PFM-related skills and 
knowledge in all the programme 
interventions woredas. See the 
TNA summary on the main 
report 

At least 84 FMGs 
established and 
active 

No FMGs established No FMGs established 335 forest management groups  17 

PFM 
expected 
results 

270,000 ha of 
natural forest in 
four regions put 
under PFM (and 

No are put under PFM No are put under PFM 267,113 ha of forest in Bale 
mountains, Adaba-Dodolla,  
Liben, Arero, Yabello, Mojo, 
Belete Gera, Jello Muktar, 

38,595 ha in Kefa and Sheka 
zones 
14,708 ha in Bita, Chena and 
Gewata 
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Findings Specific 
objectives 
& results 

Indicator (taken 
from logframe) 

Amhara Benishangul-Gumuz Oromia Southern Nations (SNNPR) 

forest condition 
improved) 

Galema, Suba 

By end of 
programme, 
200,000 people 
have secure forest-
user rights  

No forest user rights granted 
to people or group of people 

No forest user rights granted 
to group of people 

Data on the number of 
beneficiaries is not available  

There are forest management 
groups who have got legal right 
from the regional government to 
manage, use and live in the forest 

 
Findings Specific 

objectives 
& results 

Indicator (taken 
from logframe) 

Amhara Benishangul-Gumuz Oromia Southern Nations (SNNPR) 

Livelihoo
ds specific 
objective 

Increased % of 
NTFP in 
household income 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Income sources of 30 
sample hhs in Kumruk 

Mao Komo Woreda�

�

Income sources of 30 sample 
households in Banja Woreda�

Fagits Lekoma Woreda�

Ale Woreda�

Wadera Woreda�

Income sources of sample 
hhs in Gidame Woreda�
�

Income sources of 30 
sample households in Chena�

Income sources of 30 
sample households in Yeki 
Woreda�
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At least 84 NTFP 
enterprises 
established (with 
50% female 
members)  

No NTFP enterprise available 
in the project intervention 
areas 

No NTFP enterprise available 
in the project intervention 
areas 

Data not available  43 NTFP enterprise in Bita 
woreda 

Livelihoo
ds 
expected 
results 

240 village 
savings-and-loans 
sub-groups 
created, and 
linked with micro-
finance 
institutions  

No data available  No data available  Data not available  32 in Yeki and Gewata  

 
Findings Specific 

objectives 
& results 

Indicator (taken 
from logframe) 

Amhara Benishangul-Gumuz Oromia Southern Nations (SNNPR) 

Federal policy 
incorporates PFM 
by 2013 

    

Regional policy 
incorporates PFM 
by 2013 

A draft forest proclamation is 
under preparation in Amhara 
Region; according to article 
13/2,  “…Utilization of 
forests under community 
administration is subject to 
the full agreement of the 
community who owns the 
forest, while a management 
plan has to be prepared by 
joint action of relevant kebele 
administrators and woreda 
bureau of agriculture.” 
 

There is no official regional 
forest proclamation in place  

The preamble of regulation 
no. 90/2007 for the 
establishment of forest 
enterprises in Oromia 
Regional State states that 
“The forest enterprise is 
required to promote the 
participation of local 
communities living around 
the forest in forest 
protection and 
development activities, and 
in sharing the benefits 
derived from forest 
products…” 

The SNNPR Forest 
Management, Development, and 
Utilization Proclamation No. 
77/2004, Article 11/1 states that 
“The local people should directly 
participate in identifying 
problems associated with 
afforestation, development, and 
preparation of relevant plans.” 
 
In SNNPR, PFM agreements 
have been made between existing 
forest management groups / 
cooperatives, and the woreda 
(district) offices of a programme 
in Bonga which Farm-
Africa/SOS-Sahel has already 
handed over to the government. 

Policy 
specific 
objectives 

Forest access and 
user rights secured 
under legal 

Federal regulation to provide 
for development, 
conservation and utilization 

No readily available regional 
forest policy or proclamation 
during the time of the 
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agreements of forests is under make baseline survey. 
 
Yet the regional forest 
proclamation of Benishangul-
Gumuz is currently being 
written (with support from 
FARM/SOS). 

Government forest 
policy legally 
recognizes forest-
dependent 
community user 
rights 

   

PFM incorporated 
into TVET 
colleges’ curricula 

The curriculum does not 
directly incorporate PFM; 
however, it does contain 
courses which include the 
areas of forest development, 
protection and utilization. 

The curriculum does not 
directly incorporate PFM; 
however, it does contain 
courses which include the 
areas of forest development, 
protection and utilization. 

The curriculum does not 
directly incorporate PFM; 
however, it does contain 
courses which include the 
areas of forest 
development, protection 
and utilization. 

The curriculum does not directly 
incorporate PFM; however, it 
does contain courses which 
include the areas of forest 
development, protection and 
utilization. 

Policy 
expected 
results 

Regional 
governments 
develop or 
incorporate PFM 
guidelines 

Federal and regional 
government offices have yet 
to produce guidelines on 
participatory forest 
management (PFM); 
guidelines produced by 
FARM/SOS have been used 
to date. 

Federal and regional 
government offices have yet 
to produce guidelines on 
participatory forest 
management (PFM); 
guidelines produced by 
FARM/SOS have been used 
to date. 

Federal and regional 
government offices have 
yet to produce guidelines 
on participatory forest 
management (PFM); 
guidelines produced by 
FARM/SOS have been 
used to date. 

Federal and regional government 
offices have yet to produce 
guidelines on participatory forest 
management (PFM); guidelines 
produced by FARM/SOS have 
been used to date. 

 



Houses and cultivated 
land  of Beri Kebele 
border Ketahsa Forest 
in Banja Woreda 
(Amhara). 

Background 
 
FARM-Africa and SOS Sahel Ethiopia introduced Participatory Forest Management (PFM) to 
the Ethiopian government, at both local and federal levels, in 1995. PFM provides a much-
needed method for communities and governments to work together on sustainable forest 
management. 

 

At present, more than 180,000 hectares of natural forest in Ethiopia are being managed under the 
PFM system. Building upon the progress being made, and learning from our previous forest 
work, FARM-Africa / SOS Sahel Ethiopia’s programme of Strengthening Sustainable 
Livelihoods & Forest Management (SSLFM) in Ethiopia aims to secure the sustainable 
management of Ethiopia’s forests, to reduce environmental degradation, and to scale up 
participatory forest management in the country. The programme is funded by the European 
Union and runs from 2010 to 2014. SSLFM’s coverage is wide, operating in four regional states 
well endowed with natural resources: Amhara, Benishangul Gumuz, Oromia, and the Southern 
Nations’, Nationalities’ and Peoples’ Region (SNNPR). 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
A PFM baseline survey provides a benchmark against which programme implementation can be 
monitored. FARM-SOS has initiated this baseline survey in accordance with the requirements 
outlined in the SSLFM programme document. The survey aims to draw upon, as 
comprehensively as possible, information collected from secondary sources - map data and 
demographic, socio-economic and ecological statistics – as well as upon the participatory field 
methods of forest resource assessment, wealth-ranking and income-scoring interviews. The 
baseline is intended to serve as a point of reference against which SSLFM’s progress can be 
tracked and monitored, according to the programme indicators listed below. 
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Shiffa Gemta earns most of his income from 
selling coffee and honey. But as for many 
others like him, growing crops is a necessary 
part of livelihoods strategy. Here Shiffa 
works a shared plough near his home in 
Kubito Kebele, Yeki Woreda (SNNPR). 

Programme Indicators and Research Questions 
 
This PFM Baseline Survey is structured around key SSLFM programme indicators, according to 
three objectives: participatory forest management (PFM), improved livelihoods, and policy 
support. Whilst planning the survey, each indicator was designated an appropriate method of 
data collection, expected source of data, and a team member assigned responsibility for 
collecting that data. The table below presents programme indicators and corresponding questions 
which the survey aims to answer. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

M&E Advisor Zerihun Getu gives an 
introductory explanation of SSLFM to 
members of Aykalta Kebele (Fagta 
Lekoma Woreda, Amhara Region). 
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SSLFM Programme Indicators 
Overall objective of the programme: To secure the sustainable management of Ethiopia’s forests and reduce environmental degradation 

Specific 
objectives & 
results 

Indicator (taken from logframe) Baseline research question Method of data collection 

7 new forest areas under PFM by end of 
programme (2014) 

 

Is PFM currently active in any of SSLFM’s 
programme areas? 

Baseline Forest Descriptions (BFDs) 
conducted with communities, and secondary 
data consulted for evidence of existing PFM 
groups 

Regional deforestation arrested What are the current rates of regional 
deforestation? 

Current rates of deforestation obtained from 
zonal bureaux 

PFM specific 
objectives 

Regional forest area increased What are the current regional forest areas at the 
programme sites? 

Satellite imagery consulted for current forest 
coverage 

Regional governments incorporate PFM 
into annual budgets and work plans  

Has PFM already been incorporated into any 
government budgets and/or work plans? 

2009-10 government work plans and budgets 
consulted 

Regional governments have skills and 
knowledge to implement PFM 

What existing PFM skills are held by 
government staff, and what additional training 
do they need? 

Conduct training needs assessments (TNAs) 

At least 84 FMGs established and active How many FMGs currently exist? Woreda offices consulted regarding existing 
FMGs 

PFM 
expected 
results 

270,000 ha of natural forest in four 
regions put under PFM (and forest 
condition improved) 

Are any of the programme areas currently 
under PFM? 

What is the current forest condition? 

Satellite imagery, PFM forest maps, Baseline 
Forest Descriptions (BFDs) conducted with 
communities  
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By end of programme, 200,000 people 
have secure forest-user rights  

How many people currently have secure forest-
user rights? 

Gather woreda population figures and user-
rights status 

Livelihoods 
specific 
objective 

Increased % of NTFP in household 
income 

What percentage of household income do 
NTFPs currently make up? 

Wealth ranking and income scoring 
conducted 

At least 84 NTFP enterprises established 
(with 50% female members)  

How many NTFP enterprises currently exist? Woreda offices consulted regarding existing 
NTFP enterprises (and their gender make-up) 

Livelihoods 
expected 
results 

240 village savings-and-loans sub-
groups created, and linked with micro-
finance institutions  

How many VSLGs currently exist? Woreda offices consulted regarding existing 
VSLGs 

Federal policy incorporates PFM by 
2013 

Does current federal policy incorporate PFM? Existing federal forest policy consulted 

Regional policy incorporates PFM by 
2013 

Does current regional policy incorporate PFM? Existing regional forest proclamations 
consulted 

Policy 
specific 
objectives 

Forest access and user rights secured 
under legal agreements 

How many existing forest user-related legal 
agreements currently exist? 

Woreda offices consulted for existing legal 
agreements 

Government forest policy legally 
recognizes forest-dependent community 
user rights 

Does current government forest policy legally 
recognize forest-dependent community user 
rights? 

Existing federal and regional forest policies 
consulted 

PFM incorporated into TVET colleges’ 
curricula 

Do any current TVET college curricula 
incorporate PFM? 

Current NRM-specific TVET curricula 
consulted 

Policy 
expected 
results 

Regional governments develop or 
incorporate PFM guidelines 

Do any government-produced PFM guidelines 
currently exist? 

Regional government bureaux consulted 
about existing guidelines 
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Sources of Data, Collection Methods and Sampling  

�

Figure 1.  Key components of the PFM Baseline Survey 

 
Primary and secondary data were combined in compiling of the baseline information, in order to 
address each of the key programme indicators. For secondary data collection, government offices 
at regional, woreda (district), and sometimes kebele (community) levels were given forms on 
which to provide information about population sizes, land area, land use, and livelihoods (as 
related to non-timber forest products), as well as other relevant information. Furthermore, the 
latest available satellite image interpretations of forest cover in the programme areas (from 2006-
7) were also consulted in order to assess the status of land use and land cover in the programme 
intervention areas. 
 

 

 

���������� 	
�
	���	

��
��		���	
��������	
������	

Current Forest 
Situation 

 
Rates of deforestation, 

satellite maps and 
baseline forest 
descriptions 

�

Livelihoods 
 

Demographic 
statistics, wealth 

ranking, asset and 
income scoring 

Policy 
Integration  

Forest policy 
proclamations & 
training curricula 

reviewed 

Existing 
Institutional 

Capacity 
 

Training needs 
assessment  
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SSLFM Regional M&E Officer Alemu Belega 
takes notes as community members from Kubito 
Kebele describe Yeki Forest (SNNPR) 

 

Meanwhile, wealth ranking and income scoring methodologies were adapted to suit the baseline 
study’s requirements, and to enable the team to collect primary data from sample households 
across the programme intervention areas. A wealth ranking interview categorizes a community 
into defined asset-based wealth groups, according to criteria set by the community itself; this 
thereby establishes the relative socio-economic positions of households and identifies the assets 
(amount of land, livestock, crops etc.) that define 
each wealth category. From this, a proportional 
number of households from each category can be 
selected at random and interviewed individually 
about their assets and their sources of income. This 
second stage, called income scoring, is a basis for 
ongoing monitoring of income, as the selected 
households are to be interviewed annually, 
throughout the programme life, in order that 
changes in their income sources can be tracked. The 
full guideline for conducting wealth ranking and 
income scoring – as used by the SSLFM team – is 
presented in PFM Baseline Methods: A field 
manual for SSLFM in Ethiopia.     

 
A brief nine-question survey about forest condition 
(Baseline Forest Description) was conducted in each of the randomly-selected sample 
communities (kebeles), with small groups of key informants. The survey is a simplified version 
of the more detailed participatory forest resource assessment (or PFRA), designed to provide a 
background overview of the beneficiaries’ local forest. A training need assessment questionnaire 
was also filled by relevant woreda staff in order to assess the existing and needed participatory 
forest management skills and knowledge. These questionnaire templates are presented and 
explained in PFM Baseline Methods: A field manual for SSLFM in Ethiopia. 

 
A four-day familiarization and planning workshop was organized in December 2010, during 
which the SSLFM Programme Manager, the M&E Advisor, the M&E Consultant and the 
Regional M&E Officers discussed and finalized SSLFM’s objectives, indicators, methods of 
gathering the baseline information, and the responsibilities of each individual. To demonstrate 
the methodology, a day of fieldwork was held at Chilimo Forest, an established FARM-Africa 
programme site in West Shewa Zone, 65km from Addis Ababa. The aim of this was to 
exemplify, strengthen and harmonize each M&E Officer’s approach to conducting wealth 
ranking, income scoring and baseline forest interviews in his sample kebeles. Latterly, the 
comprehensive PFM baseline plan was presented to all colleagues at the SSLFM annual planning 
workshop in January 2011. 
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Preparing and conducting participatory wealth-ranking interviews using the harmonized, replicable method 
developed for the PFM Baseline Survey and applied in all four of SSLFM’s project regions. 

Sample Size and Sampling Technique 
 
Due to the scale of the SSLFM programme – forest sites spanning twenty-five woredas in eight 
zones of four regional states -, realistic and representative sample sizes had to be selected, in 
light of the resources and the timeframe available, both for this baseline study, and for future 
monitoring throughout the life of the programme. It was therefore decided to select two forest 
sites each in SNNP, Benishangul-Gumuz, and Amhara Regional States, and three forest sites in 
Oromia Regional State – a total of nine forest sites.  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

As mentioned above, secondary data on such variables as population, livestock, land use and rate 
of deforestation, NTFP production and trading, were collected at regional, woreda (district) and 
kebele levels. For the primary data collection, one kebele community in each forest site was 
selected at random. In each kebele, wealth ranking was conducted in two sub-communities (got 
or zoni). From these, thirty households (fifteen from each got/zoni) were selected for individual 
income scoring interviews. A proportional sample number of households were selected from 
each wealth category – see the explanation of wealth ranking in the PFM Baseline Methods field 
manual. At every stage of the process, gender balance was respected as closely as possible. 

�
�
�



 15 

PFM Baseline Survey Findings 
 
The primary and secondary PFM baseline information is summarized and presented region by 
region as follows. Project area sizes, implementation objectives and funding are divided as 
follows: Oromia (40%), SNNPR (30%), Benishangul Gumuz (15%), Amhara (15%). 
A note on categorisation of wealth groups: During the wealth-ranking interviews, some groups 
chose word labels (‘rich’, ‘medium’, ‘poor’ etc.), whilst others simply categorised by number 
(1st, 2nd, 3rd, 4th and so on. 
 

AMHARA REGIONAL STATE 
Spatial, Demographic and Forest Information  

Spatial Information  

Programme zones  Awi, South Gondar 
Name of forests Ketahsa Forest (Ankasha, Banja, Fagta Lekoma woredas), 

Taragedam Forest (Lebokemkem woreda) 
Programme woredas Ankasha      Banja Fagita Lekoma Lebokemkem Total 
Total number of kebeles in each woreda 29 25 25 29 108 
Number of programme kebeles in each 
woreda 

6 9 5 2 22 

Existing forest management groups None None None None  
 
 

��������	
����
��������
�	
���
���������������
���� �	������������
�������  !" �

�
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Forest cover is minimal in Awi Zone; outrcrops of forest are concentrated in the east, as can be 
seen in the map. Population density and the development of settlements has commonly restricted 
forest areas to slopes and hilltops. Many of them would have been formerly connected by larger 
swathes of forest, but are now akin to islands threatened by a rising sea: isolated and, unless 
carefully managed, vulnerable to disturbance and degradation. 

A summarised description of Kathasa Forest by community informants in Banja and Fagita Woredas 

1. General description of the forest quality, 
from government and community perspectives  
 

Demarcated as state forest in 1994, guards assigned and hence 
encroachment and illegal felling lessened. In general they feel that the 
forest is in good shape. 

2. Forest fire history / evidence: There was a fire during the transition, but no fire since the EPRDF has 
been in power. 

3. Felling intensity, timber utilisation: 

 

Although timber harvesting is not allowed, illegal felling of trees (pit 
sawing) nevertheless occurs. 

4.Grazing intensity / livestock use : There is no restriction on grazing, although some areas are 
inaccessible. 

5. Description of natural regeneration from 
community’s and NRM experts’ perspectives  
(size, age and condition of natural 
regeneration) : 
 

Natural regeneration is poor and there is a lack of adequate seedlings 
and saplings. 

6. Dominant tree species(including fodder and 
NTFP species if appropriate) : 
 

Prunus Africana, Croton macrostachus, Albizia gummifera, Milletia 
feruginea, Ekbergia carpensis, Ficus sur, Syzigium guineese, Olea 
europea, Acacia spp., Bersama Abyssinica, Vernonia Amygdalina, 

Others species include (local names) - Zemblla (fodder), Meri 
(fodder), Kanabari (fodder), Deng, Tsarngi 

7. Main uses of the forest : 

 

Grazing, firewood, rope materials, wood for sheds, farm implements 
and construction materials, and watershed protection 

8. Problems and issues with the forest : Leopards, hyenas, monkeys and other wild animals attack livestock or 
crops. 

With PFM the informants fear that they may loose benefits such as 
firewood, grazing , farm implement supplies and others - particularly 
those HHs who are no in nearby to the forest. 

They fear that the Amhara Forest Enterprise will take the sole 
mandate over the resources. However, illegal felling and free grazing 
are the most common problems in the forest. 

Human populations of programme woredas (districts) 

 Woredas  
 Ankasha Banja Fagta Lekoma Lebokemkem Total 
Males 115263 53105 85413 106497 360278 
Females 117467 53776 87976 103258 362477 
Total 232730 106881 173389 209755 722755 
Male-headed hh.s 27042 15516 30240 36959 109757 
Female-headed hh.s 8273 4230 5604 4108 22215 
Total households 35315 19746 35844 41067 131972 
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Livestock populations in the programme areas 

Livestock type Total (programme 
zones) 

Total (programme 
woredas) 

Total (programme 
kebeles) 

Cattle 850343 371441 80406 
Goat 138051 65721 21876 
Sheep 343484 190740 31657 
Donkey 44732 16400 3458 
Mule 6965 30702 1282 
Horse 69061 35581 8733 
Poultry 665437 228366 54278 
Overall total 2118073 938951 201690 
 

 

PFM and Livelihoods 

Land use in the programme woredas 

Area (Ha)  
 

Ankasha Banja Fagta 
Lekoma 

Lebokemkem 

Total 
(programme 
woredas) 

Forest (Natural) 12449. 4 10541. 3 6397.7 5937 35325.4 

Farmland 72272 23128.7 45636 34694 175730.7 

Grazing land 12742 11463 11324 8947 44476 

Wetland - - - 38366 38366 

Wasteland - - - 7633 7633 

Other 5562 2783 1982 19170 29497 

Total 94513.4 37374.7 65339.7 116678 313905.8 

NB : No area was put under PFM in the programme intervention zones and woredas during the baseline data 
collection period.  

Certified Land 

Region Zone(s) Woredas 

Awi : Ankasha : 38,227 ha 

Banja: 18,847ha 

Fagita Lekoma: 35,519ha 

Amhara : 

S.Gondar : 

Lebokemekem: 38,450ha 

 

NTFP Production and Trading 

There is no documented data available on non-timber forest products (NTFPs) production, and marketing in the 
programme intervention zone and woredas  
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Wealth Ranking and Income Scoring  

At the time of the baseline study, Taragedam Forest (in Lebokemkem Woreda, South Gonder 
Zone) had not yet been finally agreed as an SSLFM programme site. Therefore, primary data 
was carried out in two woredas of Ketahsa Forest site (Awi Zone), namely Banja and Fagta 
Lekoma. 
 
Banja Woreda (Awi Zone) 

Wealth Ranking was conducted in two gots of Bari Kebele, namely Mehal Bari and Lay Bari, 
having a total of 307 households. 30 households from the four wealth categories were randomly 
selected for individual income scoring (15 in each got); see the table below. 

 
Table showing numbers of sample male- and female-headed households selected from each wealth category 

Households selected for individual income scoring 
Rich Middle Poor Very poor Total 

Got  

MH FH MH FH MH FH MH FH MH FH 
Mehal Bari 2  1 1 2 1 3 5 8 7 
Lay Bari -- -- 5 1  1 3 4 9 6 
Total 2 0 6 2 2 2 6 9 17 13 

 
The findings from the individual income scoring interviews, conducted with the 30 sample 
households in Banja Woreda, are presented in the pie chart below.  
 

 
 
Pie Chart showing the income sources of 30 sample households in Banja Woreda 
 
 
As can be seen, an average of 74% of the incomes of the households comes from sales of crops1, 
irrespective of their wealth status. The non-timber forest products (NTFPs2) listed in this woreda 

�������������������������������������������������������������
1 Crops include annual and perennial plants such as enset (false banana), fruits, vegetables, plantation 
coffee, sugarcane and chat, which grow outside the forest in backyards and farmed fields, and not in the 
forest. 
2 A non-timber forest product (NTFP) is defined as any product or service from the forest or from an 
agro-forestry system, other than harvestable timber / lumber, including mined minerals, that has no 
negative effect on participatory forest management. 
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include bamboo, spices and honey, and they form 9% of the households’ annual income. 
Examples of off-farm activities - which are particularly common among the poor and very poor 
households – are day labor and selling local drinks from home. To give better overview of the 
households’ asset possession and income sources in a given wealth category, case profiles of two 
sample households is presented hereunder. 
 
Case Profile, Banja Woreda 
Boge Alene 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

Assets 

Land 0.25 hectares 

Livestock 0 

Crops Onion, potato, barley, gesho 
(buckthorn) 

Tools Hoe, sickle 

Electronic 
equipment 

0 

Housing 
condition 

Grass-roofed, wooden door 

 

 

 

A resident of Mehal Bari Got in Bari Kebele of Banja Woreda, Boge 

Alene is a widow who lives alone with her daughter. She was 

randomly selected for individual income scoring interviewing, having 

been categorized in the bottom category (very poor) by the wealth 

ranking exercise. Her household assets and sources of annual income 

are presented below; as the pie chart shows, crops of blackthorn 

(gesho), onion and potato constitute her entire household income. In 

the photograph, Wayzero Boge uses grains of maize to proportionally 

score her sources of income. 
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Case Profile, Banja Woreda 
Chekol Dessie  
 
Wealth Category : Medium (2nd / 4)               Household members : 5 

Assets 
Land 1.25 hectares 

Livestock 2 oxen, 1 cattle, 1 
donkey, 2 sheep 

Crops Onion, potato, teff, wheat, 
barley, maize  

Perennial 
crops 

Blackthorn (gesho), 
coffee, peach (koke) 

Tools Full ploughing set, hoe, 
sickle, spade  

Electronic 
equipment 

0 

Housing 
condition 

Steel-roofed, wooden 
door, with separate grass-
roofed kitchen 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

Ato Chekol stands before his grass-roofed kitchen house, to 
which is attached a domestic beehive (pictured). A project staff 
member was stung whilst taking the photograph. 

As can be seen in the pie chart, 90% of Ato Chekol’s annual 
income comes from crop sales, specifically onion, blackthorn / 
gesho, potato, maize, and peach / koke.  

Honey and spices are the main NTFPs that he produces for 
market.  
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Fagita Lekoma Woreda (Awi Zone) 

Wealth ranking was conducted in two gots of Aykalta 
Kebele, namely Aykalta and Moha, having a total of 478 
households. 30 households (15 in each got) were 
selected for individual income scoring; see the table 
below. During the wealth ranking exercise, the 
community representatives and kebele cabinet members 
grouped the community into three wealth categories. 
Both stated that they don’t have a “rich” category in the 
division of households. 
 

 

 
 

The numbers of sample male- and female-headed households selected from each wealth category 

Households selected for individual income scoring 
Middle Poor Very poor Total 

Got   
(Kebele sub-
division) MH FH MH FH MH FH MH FH 
Aykalta 3 1 4 1 4 2 11 4 
Moha 2 1 2 2 5 3 9 6 
Total 5 2 6 3 9 5 20 10 
  
The findings from the individual income scoring interviews, conducted with the 30 sample 
households in Fagita Lekoma Woreda, are presented in the pie chart below.  
 

  
Pie chart showing the income sources of  30 sample households in Fagita Lekoma Woreda 
 
65% of the average annual household income is derived from the sale of crops - which, in this 
case, includes backyard coffee plantations. Off-farm activities constitute the second source of 
income among the sample households. Some households generate income from NTFPs such as 
bamboo and spices, though the share is very small. Householder Bogalech Dejen’s individual 
household assets and sources of income are profiled below. 

Key informants of Aykalta Kebele divide 
households into wealth categories 
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Case Profile, Fagita Lekoma 
Bogalech Dejen 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Assets 

Land 1.25 hectares 

Livestock 0 

Crops Barley, wheat potato 

Perennial Crop Sugar Cane, coffee, peach 

Tools Hoe, sickle 

Electronic 
equipment 

0 

Housing 
condition 

Grass-roofed, wooden door 

 

A resident of Aykalta Ankuri Got in Bari Kebele of Fagita Lekoma Woreda, Bogalech Dejen is a widow 

who lives seven family members. She was randomly selected for individual income scoring interviewing, 

having been categorized in the bottom category (poor) by the wealth ranking exercise. As she doesn’t 

have enough labor, she leases out her farmland for share cropping. Her household assets and sources of 

annual income are presented below; as the pie chart shows, she obtains 100% of her income comes from 

crop namely Barley, Wheat and Sugar Cane.  

�

�
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BENISHANGUL GUMUZ REGIONAL STATE 
Spatial, Demographic and Forest Information 

Spatial Information 

Programme zone Asosa 
Name of forests Anbessa Chaka, Mender 42 and Aba Moti Terara Forests (Bambasi Woreda)  

Gore Shoshame, Gara Mimi, Horguba & Keser Forests, (Mao-Komo Woreda)  
Dama Terarra, Gize Afallo & Soree Terrara Forests, (Komesha Woreda) 
Agubella, Beshir,Salima & Dilash Forests (Kumruk Woreda), 
Gizen, Gemed & Sherkole Forests (Sherkole Woreda) 

Programme Woredas Bambasi Mao-Komo Komesha Kumruk Sherkole Total 
Total number of kebeles 
in each woreda 

38 32 14 16 18 118 

Number of programme 
kebeles in each woreda 

12 4 9 9 7 42 

Existing forest 
management groups 

none none none none none  

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Satellite image 
showing forest cover 
in Mao-Komo 
Woreda (2006-7) 
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A baseline description of Gara Mimi Forest, Mao-Komo Woreda 

 Forest site :  Mimi Kebele, Gara Mimi Forest                                                                               Date : 15 January 2011 
1. General description of 
the forest quality  from 
government and 
community perspectives: 

According to the community, no forest originally existed here: the Gara Mimi area was 
covered with tall savannah grass. There was also recurrent fire in the area, which might 
have retarded succession of shrubs and bushes in the area. After initiation taken by the 
government to minimize fire in the area, shrubs and bushes are gradually taking over the 
grass and are evolving into bush-land forest.  It is medium forest now and, as the 
community estimates, more than 50 hectares in area. 

Depite the government’s early initiation, an absence of responsibility and ownership 
developed by the community towards the forest has contributed to its destruction and 
damage, in spite of benefits brought about by its existence. 

2. Forest fire history  / 
evidence: 

Fires occur regularly. Communities ignite fires deliberately in order to hunt wild life, to 
harvest honey, and to collect wood. Large areas encompassing several kebeles can be 
affected by a fire.  

Previously, forest areas were also set alight for charcoal production. Enforcing prevention 
of this today is still difficult due to the difficulty of identifying who starts a fire.  

3. Felling intensity, 
timber utilization: 

 

Felling intensity is high because the forest is not well protected by the communities. 

Communities use Cordia africana for timber, with the approval of kebele Development 
Agents (DAs). 

4.Grazing intensity / 
livestock use  

 

Grazing intensity is currently low, since many livestock (especially cattle) have recently 
died in a disease epidemic. However, in the past grazing intensity has been high due to 
large numbers of cattle. 

5. Description of natural 
regeneration  

(size, age and condition of 
natural regeneration) : 

According to the community the condition of forest regeneration is moderate. Seedlings 
range from 0.5 – 2 metres in height. 
A forest track interrupts regenerating plants. 

6. Dominant tree species 

(for both upper and lower 
canopy if appropriate) : 

Upper canopy: Debeqa, Badessa, Wedessa  
Lower canopy: Gozu, Dendemse 
General: Oda, Kosoru, Dalacho 

7. Main uses of the forest 

 

 

 

Firewood 
Honey production (beehives)  
Coffee plantations or cultivation 
Medicinal use 
Timber for furniture (especially beds) 
Timber for house construction 
Food 

8. Problems and issues 
with the forest 

 

 

  

Problems of forest fire – and subsequent dominance of bushes and grass 
Resource use conflict 
Abuse by Wetse Wedessa kebele (felling and burning) 
Livestock grazing 
Absence of forest protection or management 
Charcoal production 
Seed sources 
 
‘Mimi and Wetse Kebeles share the use of Mimi Forest. How can we ensure that the 
balance of usage is fair, and that one kebele does not dominate?’ 
‘Where is the place for grazing?’ 
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The map shows that human settlement is concentrated to the north-east of Mao-Komo District, 
near the border with West Wellega Zone of Oromia State. In no part of the woreda is forest cover 
shown to be particularly dense or sparse; however, ‘degraded’ forest is widespread, especially 
close to the settlements, and in some western parts of the woreda, bordering Sudan. This may be 
due to the dry climate and the regular occurrence of fires, as described in both of the baseline 
forest descriptions conducted in Benishangul Gumuz, and / or to felling in the absence of 
comprehensive forest management. 
 
Human and livestock populations in the programme woredas 

 Bambase     Mao-Komo Komesh Kumruk Sherkole Total 
Males 20,758 21,007 11,059 6,958 9,931 69,713 
Females 20,227 21,043   10,443 6,621 10,061 68,395 
Total 40,985 42,050 21,502 13,579 19,992 138,108 
Male-headed households 8045 5,952 -- -- 3855 -- 
F-headed Households 1025 256 --  --   400 -- 
Total households 9070 6208 2962 3747 4255 26,787 
 

Livestock type Total 
(programme 

woredas) 

Total (programme 
kebeles) 

Cattle 64,822 22,307 
Goat 48,455 24,485 
Sheep 16,546 3599 
Donkey 8501 4182 
Poultry 82,658 38,165 
Overall total 220,982 92,738 
[Insufficient data available on equine 
livestock] 
 

 

 

 

 

Forest cover in Kumruk 
Woreda is shown by the 
satellite image  to be 
widespread – see below. 
Although population 
settlement is sparse, denser 
forest is closely 
interspersed with what is 
classified as ‘degraded’ 
forest (coloured light 
green), particularly 
adjacent to the dense forest 
which lies north-south 
through the centre of the 
district.  

Satellite image showing forest cover 
in Kumruk Woreda (2006) 
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Baseline description of Agubella Forest, Kumruk Woreda  

Forest site :  Famtsere Kebele, Agubella Forest                                                                    Date : 18 February 2011 
1. General description of the forest 
quality (from government and 
community perspectives): 

According to community members, Agubella Forest was dominated by 
bamboo until 10 years ago. After the bamboo flowered and eventually 
died, the area was taken over by what is now the current wooded 
vegetation. The density of the forest (and its diversity of vegetation) is 
regularly compromised by fire, to the extent that only selective plants 
have adapted to the fire-hit environment. Overall Agubella is classed as 
medium forest. 

An absence of responsibility or ownership developed by the community 
or the government towards the forest has contributed to its destruction 
and damage, in spite of benefits brought about by its existence. 

2. Forest fire history  / evidence: The area is lowland and fires are regular. Communities start fires to 
protect their crops from rodents and from flies which carry goat diseases. 
Large areas encompassing several kebeles can be affected by a fire. 
Enforcing prevention is difficult due to the difficulty of identifying who 
starts a fire. 

3. Felling intensity, timber utilization: 

 

Apparently felling intensity is low, as the communities mainly depend 
upon mining activities for their income. However, shifting cultivation is 
threatening to destroy the forest in favour of farmland. 

4.Grazing intensity / livestock use  Grazing intensity is low: almost no cattle exist in the area and most goats 
have died of disease. Oxen are not used for farming, and ploughing 
practised by hand. 

5. Description of natural 
regeneration  
(size, age and condition of natural 
regeneration) : 

According to the communities there is no man-made regeneration of 
forest; however, natural regeneration is occurring, and plants are tall. 

6. Dominant tree species 

(for both upper and lower canopy if 
appropriate) : 

Upper canopy : Fichus sure (Sholla), Oli Africana (Weyira), Boswella 
papyfera (Incense) 
Lower canopy : Sygium guyanise (Doqema)  

7. Main uses of the forest 

 

Food (edible seeds) 
Animal fodder 
Firewood 
Honey production (beehives)  
Coffee plantation or cultivation 
Medicinal use 
Timber – especially beds 
Timber for house construction 

8. Problems and issues with the forest 

 

 

 

  

Forest destroyed for expanded farmland 
Persistent human-induced fires 
Absence of forest protection or monitoring 
Charcoal production 
Deciduous trees shedding leaves during the dry season 
 
‘How we can protect our crops from rodents if we do not burn the 
forest?’ 
‘We have farmland in the forest; therefore, if forest is demarcated, how 
we can farm our own land’? 
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PFM and Livelihoods 

Land use in the programme woredas  

Programme woredas (Ha) Land use 
Bambasi Mao-Komo Komesh Kumruk Sherkole Woreda Total 

Forest 8122 45,603 10,311 459 2418 66,913 
Farmland  15,268 12,398 3522 -- -- (31,188) 
Grazing land 605 10,500 317 -- -- (11,422) 
Wetland  448 475 197 -- -- (1120) 
Wasteland  -- 3793 678 -- -- (4471) 
Others-cultivated -- 4200  1448 7341 17,319 (30,308) 
Dense bamboo  -- 68,378 -- 13,126 11,395 (92,899) 
Open bamboo  -- 6914 -- 6897 14,941 (28,752) 
Wood land  -- 91,015 -- 69,876 131,278 (292,169) 
Shrubla  -- 15,036 -- 50,064 138,747 (203,847) 
Grassland  -- 212 -- 715 8750 (9677) 
Total (24,443) 258,524 15,172 (148,477) (324,848) (771,464) 
Note: No area was put under PFM during the baseline data collection period. 

 

Certified land      No land certification has yet been conducted in Benishangul-Gumuz. 

 
NTFP Production and Trading 
There is no documented data available on non-timber forest products (NTFPs) production, and marketing in the 
programme intervention zone and woredas  
 
 
Wealth Ranking and Income Scoring  

In Benishangul-Gumuz, two woredas, namely Mao Komo (Gara Mimi Forest) and Kurmuk 
(Agubella Forest), in which PFM implementation has already begun, were purposively selected 
from a total of five programme intervention woredas in the region.  
 
Unlike in the other three regions, sample households for income scoring were randomly selected 
from all the gots of the two sample kebeles, as wealth ranking was conducted for all of the gots 
in each kebele. Having collated wealth ranking results (from the community representatives and 
the kebele cabinet respectively), 60 sample households, balanced in gender, were selected for the 
income scoring. The households were selected proportionally from each wealth category, as per 
the agreed standard methodology. 
 
 
Kumruk Woreda (Asosa Zone) 
In Famtsere Kebele (79 households), located 100km west of the regional capital Asosa, 30 
households were randomly selected for income scoring: 
 
Numbers of sample male- and female-headed households selected from each wealth category 

Sample households from wealth category selected for income scoring 
Rich Middle Poor Very poor Total 

Kebele 

MH FH MH FH MH FH MH FH MH FH 
Famtsere 3 0 5 0 6 6 4 6 18 12 
The results from the income scoring interviews conducted in Kumruk Woreda can be seen in the 
pie chart below.  
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Pie chart showing the income sources of 30 sample households in Kumruk Woreda 
 
As can be seen, crops constitute 62% of overall annual income, whilst NTFPs contribute only 
1% to the households’ income. Typical ‘off-farm activities’ described here are traditional gold 
mining and seasonal labour in Sudan. 

Case Profile, Kumruk Woreda 
Yusuf Abdurahman 
 
Wealth category : Middle  (2nd / 4 )        Household members : 7 

Assets  

Land 3 hectares  

Livestock 8 goats, 20 chicken  

Crops Maize, Sorghum   

Perennial 
crops 

11 Mango trees, 5 
Gujava trees, 5 Lemon 
trees, Banana,  

 

Tools 3 axes, 2 machetes, 5 
pale  

 

Electronic 
equipment 

2 cassette player, 3 torch  

Housing 
condition 

1 iron roofed house to 
which a shop is attached, 
5 bamboo houses 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 

Ato Abdurahman scores his sources of income proportionally 
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Mao-Komo Woreda (Asosa Zone) 
 
Located 110 km to the south-west of Asosa and bordering both Oromia Region and Sudan, Mao-
Komo Woreda comprises a variety of ethnic groups. Mimi Yakobo Kebele (601 households) was 
randomly selected for wealth ranking. After data collation / triangulation, sample households 
were selected for income scoring, shown in the table below. 
 
 
The sample male- and female-headed households selected from each wealth category in Mao-Komo Woreda  

Households selected for individual income scoring 
Rich Middle Poor Very poor Total 

Name of Kebele 

MH FH MH FH MH FH MH FH MH FH 
Mimi Yakobo 4 0 9 2 6 5 1 2 20 9 
 
 

 
 
The income sources of the sample households in Mao-Komo Woreda 
�

 
 
As is shown, the sample households in Mao-Komo earn an average of 51% of their income from 
crop sales; crops listed include cereals, fruits, vegetables and root crops. NTFPs in the form of 
coffee and honey are the second largest source of annual income. The small share of livestock is 
attributed to a severe recent outbreak of disease which killed much of the livestock in the area; 
some individuals lost as many as 32 animals during the epidemic. 
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Case Profile, Mao Komo Woreda 
Zehara Negeri 

 

Assets  

Land 0.5 hectares  

Livestock 0  

Crops sorghum   

Perennial 
crops 

200 coffee trees, 100 
sugarcane plants, Mango 
trees, 5 guava trees, 5 
lemon trees, banana  

 

Tools 1 axe,1 machete, 1sickle   

Electronic 
equipment 

0  

Housing 
condition 

Grass roofed house   

 

    

 

 

 

 

Wayzeroo Zahara ranks her sources of income 
proportionally. 

Wayzero Zhara Negeri is widow living with her 

two children in Mimi Yakobo Kebele of Mao-

Komo Woreda.  She was randomly selected for 

individual income scoring interviewing, having 

been categorized in the very poor by the wealth 

ranking exercise. As the pie chart shows, 64% and 

36% of her income comes from sorghum and 

coffee respectively. 
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OROMIA REGIONAL STATE 
Spatial, Demographic and Forest Information 

Spatial Information 

Programme zones Guji, Kellem Wellega, Iluabba Bora 
Programme woredas 
(Number of programme kebeles / Total 
number of kebeles in programme forest 
woredas) 

Becho, Ale, Didu (Sayilem Gebre Dima Forest) (41/124) 
Sayo, Yemalogi Walal, Anfilo, Jima Horo, Gidami, Gawo Kebe 
(Gergeda Forest)  (44/124) 
Adola, Wadera (Anferara Wadera Forest)  (39/124) 

Existing forest management groups None 
 
 
Map showing forest cover in Ale, Becho and (partially) Didu Woredas (2006-7)  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

As the map shows, large tracts of the Sayilem Gebre Dima Forest area are categorized as 
undisturbed montane. Disturbance of the forest (light green colour) is concentrated in the western 
area, near the border with SNNPR. It can be speculated as to which of the points described by 
key informants in the baseline forest description (below) most contribute to this quantity of 
‘undisturbed’ montane forest – whether low grazing intensity, low occurrence of fire, natural 
regeneration, and/or a positive attitude to forest management. 
 
 
 



 32 

 
Baseline description of Sayilem Gebre Dima Forest, Iluabba Bora Zone 

Forest site :    Seggi Kebele, Sayilem Gebre Dima Forest                                                        Date: 21 February 2011 
1. General description of the forest 
quality (from government and 
community perspectives): 

The forest quality is medium in terms of its coverage and its diversity of 
important species. 
Both the community and the government are motivated to change the 
current forest management system. 

2. Forest fire history  / evidence: No fire in recent years 

3. Felling intensity, timber utilization: High due to the need for timber 

4.Grazing intensity / livestock use  Low 

5. Description of natural 
regeneration  
(size, age and condition of natural 
regeneration) : 

Natural regeneration is occuring, for species of different sizes 

6. Dominant tree species 

(for both upper and lower canopy if 
appropriate) : 

Qararo, Weddessa,  Beddessa ,  Hambebessa ,  Mekkannisa ,  Homi  ,  
Loko,  Harbu ,  Ebicha 

7. Main uses of the forest 

 

Firewood, construction materials and furniture, beehives and shade for 
coffee plants. 

8. Problems and issues with the forest Illegal felling, forest clearance and coffee development. Establishment of joint 
forest management is therefore seen as key. 

 
 
Human populations 
 

 
 
Livestock populations in the programme zones & woredas 

Livestock type Total (programme zones) Total (programme woredas) 
Cattle 893,207 306,787 
Goat 188,724 55540 
Sheep 441,313 140,051 
Donkey 18,362 13,889 
Mule 10,587 4742 
Horse 41,735 53,020 
Poultry 915,505 153,465 
Total 2,509,433 727,494 
 
 
 

Forest A.Wadera Sayilem G. Dima Gergeda Forest 
Woreda Adola Wadera Becho Ale Didu Sayo Y.Walel Anfilo J.Horo G.Kebe Gidame 
Males 60,591     28,497 12,876 33,008 14,736 67,808 27,549 44,361 25,954 41,303 44,199 
Female 63,314     27,808 12,796 21,153 14,834 66,947 25,351 39,361 26,415 39,017 43,325 
Total 123,905  56,305 25,672 54,161 29,570 134,755 52,900 83,722 52,369 80,320 87, 524 
Total 
hh.s 

19,650    11643 6646 11,551 5603 21,143 8475 15,036 7,374 12,448 15,107 
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PFM and Livelihoods 

Land use in the programme woredas  
Forest A.Wadera Sayilem G.Dima Gergeda 
Woreda Adola Wadera Becho Ale Didu Sayo G.Kebe Y.Walel Anfilo J.Horo Gidami 

Forest 22,791 27980 25356 11,899 13895 9103 1297 8718 39719 13632 29239 

Farmlnd 40,569 31426 20637 36,890 19540 96550 76080 41372 56353 19793 52377 

Grazing 21,560 24012 2299 1,533 1790 8389 6866 985 3601 1903 7177 

Wetland 827 0 0 1,953 1835 0 0 0 380 0 0 

Wasteld. 0 0 0 0 0 17493 0 1836 0 0 9305 

Arable 60,107 0 1507 2,126 0 9948 1000 2115 1532 5187 5840 

Other 0 10417 0 625 0 2475 2849 615 125 4202 2479 

Total 145,854  93,835 45,799 55,026 37,396 1,036,636 88,092 55,641 101,710 44,717 106,417 

 
Areas currently under PFM : none recorded 
Certified land : no data supplied 
Existing non-timber forest product (NTFP) marketing groups recorded:  3 

 
Wealth Ranking and Income Scoring-Primary Data 

In Amhara, Benishangul Gumuz and SNNPR, two sample kebeles (from different forest sites in 
different woredas) were selected for wealth ranking & incomes scoring, in Oromia, however, 
three different sites were selected. This is because over 40% of the total SSLFM programme area 
falls in three widely dispersed zones of the region (Iluabba Bora, Kellem Wellega and Guji). 
Wealth ranking was thus conducted in all three, but smaller sample sizes were chosen for income 
scoring in Ale Woreda (Iluabba Bora Zone) and Gidami Woreda (Kellem Wellega Zone). 
 
 
 
Ale Woreda (Iluabba Bora Zone) 
 
Wealth ranking was conducted in Tokuma Zoni (sub-community of 181 households) of Seggi 
Baki Kebele. The key informants who were interviewed (including the kebele cabinet) grouped 
households into five categories – 1st being the most well-off, 5th the least well-off: see below. 
After data collation / triangulation, 15 sample households were selected for income scoring, as 
shown in the table below. 

 
Households (male- and female-headed) selected for income scoring in Ale Woreda  

Households selected for individual income scoring 
1st  category 2nd  3rd  4th  5th  Total 

 

M
H 

FH M
H 

FH M
H 

FH MH FH M
H 

FH M
H 

FH 

Tokuma Zoni 4 1 1 0 2 0 2 0 4 1 13 2 
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Pie chart showing the income sources of the sample households in Ale Woreda 
 
 
As can be seen, the sample households in Ale Woreda earn an average 37% of their income from 
non-timber forest products (NTFPs), and 31% from selling livestock. Off-farm activity here 
constitutes day labour. 
 
 
 

Case Profile, Ale Woreda (Ilu Ababora Zone) 
Kibitu Lencho    
 
Wealth Category : 1st / 5         Household members : 8 

Assets  

Land 3 hectares  

Livestock 3 oxen, 4 cows, 2 
horses, 5 sheep, 6 
chicken, 6 beehives 

 

Crops Maize, teff  

Perennial 
crops 

Coffee, Enset, 
Avocado 

 

Tools Full ploughing tools, 
sickles  

 

Electronic 
equipment 

Tape, watch  

Housing 
condition 

Two iron roofed 
houses (1 is in town) 
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Wadera Woreda (Guji Zone) 

Wealth ranking was conducted in Anoga Zoni (118 households) of Borama Kebele and in 
Koremmi Guddo Zoni of Koremmi Kebele. The key informants grouped households into four 
categories – 1st being the most well-off, and 4th the least well-off: see Table 5 below. After data 
collation / triangulation, proportional numbers of sample households from each wealth category 
were randomly selected for income scoring. 
 
 

The sample male- and female-headed households selected from each wealth category in Wadera Woreda  

Households selected for individual income scoring 
1st  category 2nd  3rd  4th  Total  

 

MH FH MH FH MH FH MH FH MH FH   
Anoga Zoni 1 1 5 0 4 4 -- -- 10 5   
Koremmi Guddo Zoni 0* 0* 2 2 3 2 2 4  7 8   
*Only three households were placed in this category, and so proportional sampling dictated that there be no income 
scoring interviewees. 
 
 
 

 

Pie chart showing the income sources of the sample households in Wadera Woreda  

 
The pie chart reinforces the widespread understanding – as well as our own experience and 
observation – that livestock contribute a substantial amount to the livelihoods of people in 
Wadera Woreda – and possibly in other woredas of Guji Zone – both in terms of household 
assets (numbers of oxen are generally higher than in the other programme regions), and also in 
terms of generated income (sale of livestock being the predominant income source, an average of 
94% for the sample households). 
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Baseline description of Anferara Wadera Forest, Guji Zone 

Forest site :    Anoga Zoni, Anferara Wadera Forest                                                    Date: 1 Febraury 2011 
1. General description of the forest 
quality (from government and 
community perspectives): 

The forest quality is low in terms of its coverage and its diversity of 
important species. 
Both the community and the government are seeking to establish a joint, 
sustainable forest  management  system. 

2. Forest fire history  / evidence: No fire in recent years 

3. Felling intensity, timber utilization: High due to the need for timber (for construction etc.) 

4.Grazing intensity / livestock use  Low 

5. Description of natural 
regeneration  
(size, age and condition of natural 
regeneration) : 

Natural regeneration is low for small- and medium-aged species 

6. Dominant tree species 

(for both upper and lower canopy if 
appropriate) : 

Birbirsa,  Weddessa,  Tala,  Guduba,  Gegema,  Ejersa  Annonuu,  Mekanisa 
(Besanna), Bobba’aa,  Serejji,  Lookoo,  Abbayyi,  Arabee, Geeshee 

7. Main uses of the forest 

 

Construction  materials, firewood,  medicinal, beekeeping 

8. Problems and issues with the forest Felling and forest clearance, fire are cited as problems. Thus the establishment of 
joint forest management is now seen as key. 

 
 

Case Profile, Wadera Woreda (Guji Zone) 
Dana Waqo 
 
Wealth Category:  3rd / 4          ���Household members : 9 

Assets 

Land 0.5 hectares 

Livestock 2 oxen, 3 cows, 2 calves, 2 
goats, 1 donkey 

Crops Maize  

Perennial crops Coffee 

Tools Ploughing tools, sickles  

Electronic 
equipment 

Radio 

Housing 
condition 

Grass-roofed 

 

 

The pie chart indicates that all of Dana’s income comes from 
selling livestock. This concurs with her assets, which show 
that she possesses little land and few crops but relatively 
many animals. Dana’s livelihood profile also concurs with 
the traditional generalization of the Guji (a sub-tribe of the 
Oromo) as predominantly animal-rearing pastoralists. 
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Gidami Woreda (Kellem Wellega Zone) 

Wealth ranking was conducted in Magale Zoni (sub-community of 135 households) of Lalogare 
Kebele. The key informants grouped households into four categories – 1st being the most well-
off, and 5th the least well-off: see the table below. After data collation / triangulation, 15 sample 
households were selected for income scoring, as shown in the table. Despite an attempt to respect 
a 50-50% gender balance as closely as possible, the figures are demonstrative of the low 
occurrence of female-headed households. 
 
Sample male- and female-headed households selected from each wealth category in Gidami Woreda  

Households selected for individual income scoring 
1st  category 2nd  3rd  4th  5th  Total 

 

MH FH MH FH MH FH MH FH MH FH MH FH 
Magale Zoni 1 0 1 0 6 0 2 0 3 2 13 2 
 
 

 

Pie chart showing the income sources of the sample households in Gidami Woreda 

 

Baseline description of Gergeda Forest, Kellem Wellega Zone 

Forest site :   Lalogare Kebele, Gergeda Forest (also called Gati & Keta Lencha Forests in this area)    Date : 17 Feb 2011 
1. General description of the forest 
quality (from government and 
community perspectives): 

The forest quality is low in terms of its coverage and its diversity of important 
species. 
The existing forest management system is described as ’sound’, and both the 
community and the government are positive about it. 

2. Forest fire history  / evidence: No fire in recent years. 

3. Felling intensity, timber utilization: High due to the need for timber, construction materials and so on. 

4.Grazing intensity / livestock use  Low 

5. Description of natural 
regeneration  
(size, age and condition of natural 
regeneration) : 

Natural regeneration is occurring, especially among small- and medium-sized 
vegetation 
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6. Dominant tree species 
(for both upper and lower canopy if 
appropriate) : 

Qararo, Weddessa, Arbu, Mekkannisa, Ba’haa, Muka Arbaa, Getema , Homi, 
Baddeessa, Sombo 

7. Main uses of the forest Firewood, construction materials and household furnishings, beehives and 
shade for coffee plants. 

8. Problems and issues with the forest Illegal felling, forest clearance for settlement and for coffee development. 
Establishment of joint forest management is therefore seen as key. 

 
 
As can be seen, NTFPs (particularly coffee) here play a huge part in the annual income of the 
sample households. For many individuals, sale of coffee is the only source of income. 
Whilst a variety of crops emerged in the household asset inventories as prevalent, all (or almost 
all) of the harvest is used for household consumption.  
 
 
 

Case Profile, Gidami Woreda (Kellem Wolega Zone) 
Aberra Dheresa 
 
Wealth Category : 1st / 5           Household members : 6 

Assets  

Land 1 hectare  

Livestock 2 oxen, 1 mule, 2 goats, 5 
chicken 

 

Crops Maize, wheat  

Perennial crops Coffee, Banana, Mango  

Tools Full ploughing tools, 2 
sickles  

 

Electronic 
equipment 

Tape and radio  

Housing 
condition 

Sheet-roofed house  

 

 

 

 

Community members ranked in the top wealth category 
are usually relatively few in number; also, it is common 
for them to have a variety of relatively lucrative income 
sources. In this respect, Aberra is an anomaly: he 
possesses a variety of assets and sturdy well-condition 
house, but all his income comes from selling coffee. 
Having said this, coffee is the main source of income for 
all the sample households, as shown previously. 
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SOUTHERN NATIONS’, NATIONALITIES’ AND PEOPLES’ 
REGIONAL STATE (SNNP) 
Spatial and Demographic Information 

Spatial Information 

Programme zones  Keffa, Sheka 
Name of forests Yeki Forest (Yeki Woreda); Gesha Forest (Bita Woreda); 

Bonga-Buginda Forest (Chenna Woreda); Buginda Forest 
(Gewata Woreda) 

Programme woredas Yeki  Bita Chenna Gewata  Total 
Total number of kebeles in each woreda 22 25 42 27 116 
Number of programme kebeles in each woreda 13 6 12 7   38 
Existing forest management groups (no data) 12 1 15 (28) 
 
Map showing forest cover in Chenna Woreda (2006-7) 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Forest cover is 
shown to be dense 
in the north and 
east of Chenna 
Woreda, as well as 
in a southern 
pocket next to 
Shebeneh Woreda. 
Contrastingly, 
cover is most 
sparse in the east, 
meanwhile. The 
are of Bonga-
Buginda Forest 
(described below) 
is 15-20km east of 
Shishinda. 
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Baseline description of Bonga-Buginda Forest, Keffa Zone 

Forest site :    Wanna Bola Kebele, Bonga-Buginda Forest                                                                                 Feb 2011 
1. General description of the forest 
quality (from community perspective): 

Covering an expansive area, and dissected by the Bonga-Mizan Teferi road, 
Bonga-Buginda forest is under ongoing pressure of disturbance and 
degradation by nearby communities. Frequent human interaction and 
overgrazing compromise regeneration, and there is interest in expanding an 
adjacent coffee plantation into the community forest. Overall, the forest is 
described as dense but partly disturbed, and in need of management. 

2. Forest fire history  / evidence: None 

3. Felling intensity, timber utilization: Felling intensity is medium. Main uses are timber for traditional beehives, 
house construction and fencing. 

4.Grazing intensity / livestock use  Overgrazing is a risk 

5. Description of natural 
regeneration  
(size, age and condition of natural 
regeneration) : 

In spite of disturbance, regeneration is described as medium; both pole-sized 
and larger, older trees, can be found in the forest, and crown cover is also 
medium. 

6. Dominant tree species 
(for both upper and lower canopy if 
appropriate) : 

Weyra (Olia)       Birbera (Milatia)         Wanza (Cordia) 
Sesa (Albizia)      Getema (Shifleria) 
Gebo                    Kerero (Angeria) 

7. Main uses of the forest Honey, coffee, cardamom, black pepper and wood products – for both sale and 
home consumption 

8. Problems and issues with the forest Illegal felling and timber extraction                   Interest from investors 
Agricultural expansion (especially by youths)   Overgrazing                                          

 
Satellite image 
showing forest 
cover in Yeki 
Woreda (2006-7) 

Yeki is a small 
district, and the 
satellite image 
suggests that 
forest cover, 
although wide in 
Yeki, �
�
���
���������
greater in the 
neighbouring 
woredas of 
Shekka and Bita. 
The area of 
forest described 
below lies in the 
north of the 
district (to the 
north of Tepi 
town). 
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Baseline description of Yeki Forest, Shekka Zone 

Forest site :    Kubito Kebele, Yeki Forest                                                                                 Feb 2011 
1. General description of the forest 
quality (from community perspective): 

Estimated to be more than 1000 hectares in size, Yeki Forest is very dense in 
parts, and in a general state of disturbance.     
In 2008 a group of community members illegally attempted to clear the forest 
for coffee plantation. In response the government excluded the community 
from the forest. Regeneration has improved, and the forest is currently still 
rehabilitating. In general, the forest areas proximal to human settlements are 
disturbed, whilst those further away are denser and less disturbed. 

2. Forest fire history  / evidence: None 

3. Felling intensity, timber utilization: Generally low, although some felling occurs, including for beehives. 

4.Grazing intensity / livestock use  Illegal overgrazing is high in places 

5. Description of natural 
regeneration  
(size, age and condition of natural 
regeneration) : 

Various tree species are regenerating and are at different sizes and ages. There 
are many larger and pole-sized trees in the forest 

6. Dominant tree species 
(for both upper and lower canopy if 
appropriate) : 

Weyra (Olia)       Wanza (Cordia)        Yezinjiro-Wenber (‘Monkey’s Seat’) 
Kerero (Angeria) Getema (Shifleria) 
Bisana (Croton)   Tikur-Enchet (Prune) 

7. Main uses of the forest Honey, cardamom, black pepper (‘timiz’), coffee and timber for houses, farm 
tools, fencing and ladders 

8. Problems and issues with the forest Illegal agricultural land expansion                  Illegal overgrazing 
Conflict between community members over NTFPs 

 

Human and livestock populations in the programme woredas 

 Yeki Bita Chenna Gewata Total 
Males 74,846 40,203 86,634 39,471 241,155 
Females 71,316 41,017 89,101 40,479 241,913 
Total 146,163 81,220 175,735 79,950 483,068 
Male-headed households   17,466 12,443 87,768 14,016 131,693 
Female-headed households     2,442 980   9,269       607   13,298 
Total households   19,908 13,423   97,037 14,623 144,991 
 

Programme woredas Livestock 
type Yeki Bita Chenna Gewata 
 Woreda 

total 
Total 
(programme 
kebeles) 

Woreda 
total 

Total 
(programme 
kebeles) 

Woreda 
total 

Total 
(programme 
kebeles) 

Woreda 
total 

Total 
(programme 
kebeles) 

Cattle  48,935 93,871 23,634 30,350     24,553        1,426 
Goat     5,544   9,474   2,729 8,042     15,177        3,734 
Sheep   11,462 31,028   6,491 18,348     30,074        5,589 
Donkey     1,643      230       111 4          167             35 
Mule        219   1,278       198 793          647           147 
Horse     1,000   9,181     1,559 2,133        6,872           890 
Poultry   47,264 62,140   13,968 48,379  8,646,365 6,178,598 
Bee 
Colonies 

 --  41,188      7,735 --    

Overall 
total 

  248,390 56,425 168,049    
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PFM and Livelihoods  

Land use in the programme woredas 

Programme woreda areas (Ha) Land use 
Yeki       Bita Chenna Gewata  

Forest   8,033 42,776 - 36,491 
Farmland  34,239 31,311 - 26,716 
Grazing land   1,785   1,128 -      129 
Wetland       386 11,718 - 13,319 
Wasteland       282   6,987 - - 
Other _____   4,196 11,135 - - 
Total 48,871 105,055 - 77,155 
 

 Yeki Bita Chena Gewata 

Areas currently under PFM (Ha) -- 4,131 218 10,359 

Annual rate of deforestation (%) -- 1.45 2.59 1.65 

Certified land (Ha) 17,837 8,432 6,384 20,549 

 

Annual NTFP production, income, and beneficiary households  

Bita Chenna Gewata Volume of Production 
VP GI BHHs VP GI BHHs VP GI BHHs 

Honey (VP in kg, GI in 
‘000 birr)  

209235 2092 6211 60180 1805.4 4012 94136  1621 

Furniture (VP in m3, GI 
in ‘000 birr) 

45 135 240    19246  2,500 

Tree seeds (kg)       3000 60,000 600 
Medical Plants (#)       15  2,960 
Bamboo products (VP in 
m3, GI in ‘000 birr) 

1250 187.5 3000    40  3.282 

Spices (VP in kg, GI in 
‘000 birr) 

18000 72 113 28000 686 620 6461 839.98 1,710 

VP = volume of production (kg), GI = gross income (in Ethiopian Birr), BH = beneficiary households. 
No data for Yeki Woreda 
 
 

Existing NTFP marketing groups and / or village savings-and-loans groups in the programme woredas 

NTFP marketing groups and VSLGs Yeki Bita Chena Gewata 
Honey producers  -- 18 ((of which 2 have legal status) -- -- 
Coffee producers  -- 10 -- -- 
Spice producers    -- 3 (of which 2 have legal status) -- -- 
Bamboo producers   -- 12 (none with legal status) -- -- 
Existing village savings-and-loans 
groups (VSLGs) 

28  -- 4 
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Wealth Ranking and Income Scoring Interviews  

Chenna Woreda (Kaffa Zone) 
 
Wealth ranking was conducted in Yeja (128 households) and Goda (196 households) Gots of 
Wanna Bola Kebele, and the key informants grouped households into four categories – 1st being 
the most well-off, and 4th the least well-off: see the table below. 30 households were then 
randomly selected for income scoring. 
 
Numbers of sample male- and female-headed households selected for income scoring in Chenna Woreda 

Sample households from each wealth category selected for 
income scoring 
1st category 2nd  3rd  4th  Total 

 

MH FH MH FH MH FH MH FH MH FH 
Yeja Got 1 0 2 0 6 1 4 1 13 2 
Goda Got 1 0 2 0 5 1 6 0 14 1 

 
The results of the income scoring interviews conducted in Chenna Woreda are shown below:  

 

 

The income sources of the sample households in Chenna Woreda 

Crops emerge as the major source of income, of which maize is predominant. Other crops sold 
are haricot beans, barley, soya beans and other vegetables, whilst livestock-related income 
mainly comprises sale of fattened calves, oxen, goats & poultry. 
 
 
 

Wealth-ranking discussions and per diem arrangements in Wanna Bolla Kebele, Chenna Woreda (SNNPR) 
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Case Profile, Chenna Woreda 
Ango Welde-Maryam             

Wealth category : 4th / 4        Household members : 8 

 

Assets 

Land 1.5 hectares 

Livestock 2 cows (1 own and 1 
shared), chickens 

Crops Maize, Green beans, 
Soya beans,  

Perennial crops Enset (false banana), 

Tools Ploughing tools, 
machete, axe, sickle,  

Electronic 
equipment 

0 

Housing 
condition 

Grass roofed 

 

   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

As the pie chart shows, Ato Ango’s entire income comes from selling crops, a scenario typical 

of poorer households in Chenna Woreda – cf. the woreda pie chart, in which crops represent 

58% of income. For the income-scoring exercise Ango used a maize cob, banana leaf, and other 

natural materials to represent his different income sources. 
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Yeki Woreda (Shekka Zone) 
 
Wealth ranking was conducted in Menderasha (175 households) and Beho (146 households) 
Gots of Kubito Kebele. The key informants grouped households into four categories – 1st being 
the most well-off, and 4th the least well-off: see Table 5 below.  Sample households were then 
selected at random for income scoring: see the table below. 

 
The sample male- and female-headed households selected from each wealth category in Yeki Woreda 

Number of sample households from each wealth category selected 
1st category 2nd  3rd  4th  Total 

 

MH FH MH FH MH FH MH FH MH FH 
Beho Got 2 0 4 1 4 2 3 2 13 5 
Menderasha Got 1 0 1 1 2 3 3 3 7 7 
 
The results from the income scoring interviews conducted in Yeki Woreda can be seen in the pie 
chart below.  

 

Pie chart showing the income sources of the sample households in Yeki Woreda 

 
Consultation of the individual income-scoring results shows that wild (forest) coffee is by far the 
dominant NTFP, the only other being honey, smaller quantities of which are sold by some 
households. In addition, coffee sales are also the biggest source of income for every sample 
household but one, with the widespread crop enset (false banana) being second in many cases. 
The other common crop cultivated here is sorghum; however, interviewees reported almost 
unanimously that none is sold, as it is consumed at home. The off-farm activities cited are day 
labouring, renting property, and petty trading, and the main animals sold are small ruminants 
(sheep, goat) and poultry. 
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Case Profile, Yeki Woreda 
Uneche Adewo                Wealth Category : 4th / 4        �����Household members : 4 

 

Assets  

Land 1.55 hectares  

Livestock 0  

Crops Maize, Green beans, 
Soya beans,  

 

Perennial 
crops 

Coffee, Enset (false 
banana), 

 

Tools Ploughing tools, 
machete, weighing 
scale (rented),  

 

Electronic 
equipment 

Radio  

Housing 
condition 

Rented (iron roofed) 
shop attached 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Uneche Adewo is a widow living with her children. She 

earns her annual income (of approximately 4,000 birr) 

from selling coffee grown behind her house, and from 

running the shop attached to her house, on the main 

pathway of Beho Got. 
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SOS-Sahel’s PFM Social Advisor Solomon Gebre 
conducts a training needs assessment with government 
staff in Yeki Woreda (SNNPR). 

Government Capacity in Participatory Forest Management 
 
In early 2010, training needs assessment (TNA) questionnaires were conducted with employees 
from the government and from local environmental NGOs working in the SSLFM programme 
areas. The purpose of these questionnaires was to gain an understanding of the employees’ 
existing, and their required, participatory forest 
management skills – in areas such as 
development of non-timber forest products, 
participatory forest resource assessment (PFRA), 
preparation of forest management plans, and 
setting up community groups and institutions. 
 
The TNAs conducted in Benishangul-Gumuz 
and SNNPR reveal that there is a general lack of 
PFM-related skills and knowledge in all the 
programme interventions woredas, with the 
exception of Bambasi (Benishangul-Gumuz), 
where staff expressed their having experience in 
PFRA, as well as in conducting community 
discussions and interviews. In Amhara Region, 
employees confirmed knowledge of NTFP management (specifically gum, bee-keeping and 
bamboo), as well as keeping forest resource inventories, boundary demarcation, participatory 
monitoring and evaluation and forest management planning among others. However, they also 
claimed to need further understanding of legal frameworks, data analysis, and addressing 
problems. 
 
In Oromia Region, skills needed include forest demarcation, identification of forest users, 
preparing forest user agreements, and supporting communities in forest management. Please see 
Annex 1 for woreda-by-woreda summaries of both the existing and the required PFM-related 
skills held by the government and partner-NGO staff members. 
 

 

Participatory Forest Management and Government Policy 
 
Evidence of PFM in Federal Policy 

Consultation of existing federal and regional forest proclamations reveals that participatory 
forest management is not explicitly included as a suggested option for forest conservation. 
Federal Forest Proclamation No. 542/2007 states that “… The sustainable utilization of the 
country’s forest resources is possible through ensuring the participation of and benefits sharing 
by, concerned communities, as well as by harmonizing forest policy and programmes with those 
of other economic sectors, particularly with agriculture and rural development policy.” This 
general statement needs to be elaborated in the federal forest regulation document, an issue 
which is currently being addressed by FARM/SOS and the Ethiopian Ministry of Agriculture 
(MoA). 
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Woreda Development Agents in Yeki 
District (SNNPR) 

Evidence of PFM in Regional Policy 

In Amhara region, a draft forest proclamation is under preparation. According to article 13/2 of 
the draft proclamation “Utilization of forests under community administration is subject to the 
full agreement of the community who owns the forest, while a management plan has to be 
prepared by joint action of relevant kebele administrators and woreda bureau of agriculture.” 
 
There is no official regional forest proclamation in place in Benishangul-Gumuz. 
In Oromia, the preamble of regulation no. 90/2007 for the establishment of forest enterprises 
states that “The forest enterprise is required to promote the participation of local communities 
living around the forest in forest protection and development activities, and in sharing the 
benefits derived from forest products…” 
The SNNPR Forest Management, Development, and Utilization Proclamation No. 77/2004, 
Article 11/1 states that “The local people should directly participate in identifying problems 
associated with afforestation, development, and preparation of relevant plans.” 
 

Government Recognition of Forest User Rights 

 
In Oromia and SNNPR, PFM agreements have been 
made between existing forest management groups / 
cooperatives, and the woreda (district) offices of three 
programmes which Farm-Africa/SOS-Sahel has already 
handed over to the government, namely Chilimo, 
Borana (Oromia) and Bonga (SNNPR). 
The regional forest proclamations of Amhara and 
Benishangul-Gumuz are currently being written (with 
support from FARM/SOS). 
 

 

Government-produced PFM guidelines 

Federal and regional government offices have yet to produce guidelines on participatory forest 
management (PFM); guidelines produced by FARM/SOS have been used to date. 
 
 
Incorporation of PFM into the TVET college curriculum 

The curriculum for teaching, vocational and educational training (TVET) colleges is developed 
by the Federal  Ministry of Education (MoE), and is nation-wide (and therefore uniform across 
Ethiopia). The curriculum does not directly incorporate PFM; however, it does contain courses 
which include the areas of forest development, protection and utilization. 
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After a wealth ranking exercise, FARM-
Africa Amhara Regional staff collect 
data with the M&E consultant. 

Constraints and Limitations Faced 
 
The findings of this baseline survey should be viewed in light of the following issues which 
presented varying levels of challenges, constraints and limitations to the survey. 
 
Timing 

A series of setbacks has led this survey to be conducted over a year after the official start-up of 
SSLFM. Such a delay inevitably raises the question of how SSLFM’s impact in 2010 (year 1) 
should be measured; however, since delays have also occurred to programme implementation, 
impact from programme activities at the time of the baseline is assumed to be limited. 
 
Reliability of Secondary Data 

Both the importance, and also the difficulty, of verifying 
and cross-checking secondary data, are ever-present. As 
such it must be used with caution; in addition, the value and 
reliability of primary data gathered is underlined. The 
question then raises itself: how are primary and secondary 
data are used in a survey? A balance of representation must 
be found between the verifiable primary data from the 
smaller, more local scale, which is often taken as 
representative of a larger area (of communities or forest, for 
example), and secondary data such as disctrict-wide land 
use or population figures - which may be used to estimate 
beneficiary numbers and to influence future activities. 

Respecting the Gender Balance 

The programme’s endeavour to include women and men in equal number, both in the make-up of 
informant interviewee groups, and in the individual sample households, highlights the fact that 
there are many fewer female-headed than male-headed households in all the programme areas. 
Also, the oft-lesser participation from women during the group discussion (wealth-ranking 
interviews and baseline forest-description) could be attributed to shyness, male pressure, or 
unfamiliarity with being involved in such discussions. 
 
Response Bias  

Avoiding response bias – interviewees modifying their responses to questions, based often upon 
expectations related to fear or hope of consequences – is invariably an issue to address when 
conducting interviews with beneficiaries or informants. Approaches to minimizing the risk of 
response bias - such as explaining the SSLFM programme clearly, building up trust, and not 
asking overly intrusive questions - were discussed during the baseline planning workshop.  
 
Assets 

The survey has measured physical and financial assets, but not less-tangible assets such as social 
capital, dignity, status or opportunities. As such, any evidence on the impact of the programme 
on these types of assets can only be extrapolated from the qualitative data. 
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SSLFM’s project vehicle in SNNPR: 
an invaluable working tool in this 
expansive area of south-western 
Ethiopia whose all-round 
infrastructure is weak. 

Another point to note regarding the measurement of concrete physical assets is their use as 
benchmarks for future progress. Attribution of any progress to SSLFM presents a challenge on 
two fronts: firstly, assets have varying levels of permanence: a household may not alter its 
residence or land possession for many years, whilst livestock and harvested crops are regularly 
bought and sold; secondly, external factors may influence households’ assets and incomes 
negatively, irrespective of progress made through SSLFM programme activities. 
The application and use of the information on assets will evolve as the monitoring and evaluation 
system is finalized. However, prudence and consideration must be given before assuming growth 
or decline of household assets to be precise measurements of poverty. 
 
Categorisation of Coffee 

The difficulty of making a clear distinction between forest coffee (classed as an NTFP) and 
plantation (or ‘backyard’) coffee puts some results at risk of misrepresentation, especially in 
areas of Oromia and SNNPR, where coffee is the predominant crop and / or source of income. 

Maps 

Maps are time-bound: the five-year gap between the most recent available satellite-map images 
(2006-7) and this survey (2011), due to greater expense of obtaining more recent maps, limits 
their usefulness: forest cover in the programme areas may have increased or decreased 
significantly during that time. The gap reinforces the relevance and worth of the first-hand 
information gained from the baseline forest description interviews. Having said this, whilst 2006-
7 map data is being taken as a baseline, 2009 nine imagery can be obtained and used for 
monitoring – and later 2011. In this way trends can be tracked over time, albeit belatedly. 

Also worth noting is that the maps do not have a uniform level of accuracy in their 
categorization: some show only forest cover; others divide forest cover into dense forest and 
‘degraded’ or ‘disturbed’ forest, and sometimes even into a ‘heavily degraded’ category. Also, 
some maps show settlement and road arrangement in greater detail than others. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Other Obstacles and Restraints 

Two formidable hindrances to prompt and efficient completion of this Baseline Survey - as well 
as to ongoing programme activity – have been the weak infrastructure to be found in much of 
rural Ethiopia (especially lack of internet, changeable telephone networks, and poor roads in 
some areas), and secondly, the oft-slow government response to requests for provision of 
secondary data. 
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M&E Advisor Zerihun Getu discusses 
meeting-time arrangements with a senior 
community member at the office of Beri 
Kebele (Banja Woreda) - which flies the 
Amhara Regional State flag. 

In addition, the Ethiopia-wide programme of Growth & Transformation meetings held at kebele 
level competed for time when scheduling interviews with community members. 

�
�

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
Conclusion 
 
It should be remembered that the results of 
income scoring are not an outright measure of a 
household’s wealth. Whilst it can give some 
indication of the household’s resilience 
(numerous sources of income increasing 
resilience to a ‘shock’), this survey’s income 
scoring methodology has been specifically 
designed to monitor any increased percentage of 
NTFPs in household income over time. The 
methodology thus disregards income (or produce) 
consumed before sale, which, in many cases, 
represents a significant portion of individual 
households’ livelihoods – especially for larger 
households and for those in lower wealth categories. 
 
 

As has been previously stated, this PFM Baseline Survey Report is intended to 
serve as a point of reference against which SSLFM’s progress can be tracked, 
according to the key programme indicators listed earlier. Whilst efforts have 
been made to gather information relevant to all of these indicators, and to be as 
representative as possible of SSLFM’s extensive and numerous programme 
areas (according to the timeframe and the resources available), an ongoing 
future challenge will likely be the accurate measurement of the impact of 
programme activities against external influences. Nevertheless, the chief aim 
of gathering a broad foundation of primary and secondary baseline data, 
against which future monitoring can be conducted, has been fulfilled. 
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Annex 1 :    Training Needs Assessment (TNA) : Skills Summaries by Woreda            SNNPR,  Jan 2011 

All woredas combined (Yeki, Bita, Chena & Gewata)  

Existing skills Skills / training needed 

Forest user identification 
PRA (but not sufficiently in-depth, neither reached 
enough people) 

• PRA (historical analysis & wealth ranking) 
• Gender analysis 

Forest use identification 
PRA (again, insufficient) PRA facilitation (resource mapping, transect walks and species ranking) 

Setting up forest management 
institutions 

 • PRA (Formal and informal institutional analysis) 
• Types of organization, rules and management (cooperative proclamations 
etc.) 

Participatory Forest Resource 
Assesment (PFRA) 

 • Boundary demarcation  
• Using GPS and producing maps 
• PFRA techniques 
• Assessment report writing and analysis 

Forest management planning   
• Preparing forest management plans 
• Negotiation & conflict resolution 

Forest agreements Some preparation of forest agreements 
• Forest policy, proclamations, rules and regulations  
• Forest agreement preparation 

Supporting communities in new 
forest management 

 Mobilization, communication and facilitation skills 

NTFP business development  
• Preparing business plans 
• Financial management 
• Marketing & value-chain analysis  
• NTFP production, processing and management 

Participatory development   

Other skills Some nursery management 
• M&E 
• Nursery and plantation management 
• Tree seed collection & preparation  

Facilitator’s comments / recommendations : 
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Training Needs Assessment (TNA) : Skills Summaries by Woreda                Benishangul-Gumuz, Apr 2010 

Bambase Mao-Komo Kumruk Sherkole  
Existing Needed Existing Needed Existing Needed Existing Needed 

Forest user 
identification 
 

Holding group 
discussions 

PRA Interviewing & group 
discussions 

• PRA tools 
• M&E tools 

 PRA tools  PRA techniques 

Forest use 
identification 
 

PRA  • Interviewing & group 
discussions 
• Field assessments 

PFM training  Identification methods  Data collection & analysis 

Setting up 
forest 
management 
institutions 

Holding group 
discussions 

By-law 
formulation 

• PRA 
• RRA 
• M&E 
• Intvwing 

Training for farmers, 
coop.s and stakeholders 

 Mgt of cooperatives  Formation and 
management of 
cooperatives 

PFRA Interviewing • Mapping 
• Keeping 
inventories 
• Identifying 
species 

Preparing data record 
sheets 

• Demarcation 
(mapping) 
• Species identification 

 PFRA training  • PFRA 
• Mapping  

Forest 
management 
planning 

Interviewing Negotiation Preparing forms, 
introduction & 
description 

Forest management 
planning 

 Training   • Forest management 
planning 
• M&E 

Forest 
agreements 

 Registering 
and licensing 
forest users 

Basic format creation Agreement formulation  Training  Formation of by-laws  & 
agreements 

Supporting 
communities in 
new forest 
management 

Group work   Financial management  Training   • Identifying different 
interests 
• Developing new roles 

NTFP business 
development 

Knowledge of 
NTFPs 

Processing & 
use of NTFPs 

Identification of NTFPs • Handicraft training for 
farmers (bamboo) 
• Market promotion for 
products 

 Training  • Identification of potential 
groups 
• Developing business 
plans 

Participatory 
development 

   • GIS 
• Computer use 

    

Other skills   NOTE : No staff from 
Komesh Woreda 
attended the TNA, 
alas data is absent 
from this woreda. 

  • Conflict management 
• Gender training 
• Comm’ctn skills 
• PFM experience 
sharing 

 Gender mainstreaming 
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Training Needs Assessment (TNA) : Skills Summaries by Woreda          Amhara Region, April 2010 

Ketahisa Forest (Ankasha, Banga & Fagita Lekoma Woredas) Alemsaga Forest (Fogera & Farta Woredas)  
Existing Needed Existing Needed 

Forest user 
identification 

• Extension approaches 
• Knowledge of forest products 
• Socio-economic standards 
• Forest demarcation 
• Small-group discussions 

• Deeper community understanding  
• Forest management planning 

Communication & organizational 
skills 

• Baseline survery analysis 
• Decision making on forest uses 

Forest use 
identification 
 

• Forest products & services 
• Tourism services 
• Biodiversity services 
• Environmental protection (wildlife, soil, 
water springs etc) 

• Surveying / identification / data 
collection 
• Increased community awareness  
• Implementation of forest policy 

• Knowledge of 1mary and 2ndary 
forest products 
• Knowledge of cultural / social 
values 

Environmental, social & economic 
evaluation of forest 

Setting up forest 
management 
institutions 
 

• Pre-existing govt institutions 
• Forest divisions 

• Legal frameworks 
• Increased community ownership 
• More forestry graduates 
government (skills) 

Identifying institutions at all levels Setting rules & regulations for the 
instutions 

PFRA • Knowledge about forest resources  
• Data collection methods 

• Arranging forest user groups 
• Setting questionnaires 
• PRA tools 

• Site demarcation  
• Resource inventories 
• Identifying resource potentials 

• GIS 
• Community empowerment 

Forest management 
planning 

Drawing upon community experience Financial planning Surveying & inventories • PFM 
• Software data analysis 

Forest agreements • Knowledge of target forest users 
• Knowledge of forest uses 
• Harnessing community knowledge, iddir  

• Clarification about existing laws 
• Influencing policy 

• Selecting participants 
• Preparation of by-laws 

• Approval and implementation of 
documents 
• Addressing problems with 
implementation laws 

Supporting 
communities in new 
forest management 

• Verifying forest users 
• Teaching about use of forest products 
• M&E 

• Community organization 
• Better integration of community 
knowledge 
• Experience sharing 

• Assessing forest potential 
• Awareness creation 
• Planning for forest use 
• Participatory M&E 

• Grading & processing tree seeds 
• Processing NTFPs 

NTFP business 
development 

Types of NTFPs – bees, bamboo etc Processing & using NTFPs 
including 
• modern beekeeping 
• bamboo handicraft training 

Knowledge of gum, bee-keeping, 
fodder & NTFP production and use 

• Modern gum tapping & processing 
• Modern bee mgmt 
• Ecotourism 
• Medicinal plant identification & mgmt 

Participatory 
development 

• Convincing communities about benefits 
of sharing 
• Experience sharing from other areas 

• Development-site start-up 
• Teaching and involving the 
community 
• Gender training 

• Extension work 
• Mobilizing and organizing 
individuals 
• Establishing nurseries 
• Site-specific species selection 

Community empowerment & genuine 
participation 

Other skills   Ideas and concepts of PFM Detailed knowledge of the latter stages 
of PFM implementation 
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Training Needs Assessment (TNA) : Skills Summaries by Woreda                       Oromia Region, March 2011 

Sayilem Gebre Dima Forest (Ale, Becho 
& Didu Woredas) 

Gergeda Forest (Seyo, Yemalogi Walal, Anfilo, 
Jima Horro, Gidami, Gawo Qebe) 

Anferara Wadera Forest (Adola, 
Wadera) 

Particulars 

Existing Needed Existing Needed Existing Needed 

Forest user 
identification 

General concept of 
forest users Identifying forest  users 

(primary and secondary) 
 Identifying forest  users (primary 

and secondary) 
General concept of 
forest users 

Identifying forest  users 
(primary and secondary) 

Forest use 
identification 

Identifying forest  
users 

Direct & an indirect uses of the 
forest 

Uses of the forest 
Identifying forest users (primary 
and secondary) 

Uses of the forest  
Identifying forest users 
(primary and secondary) 

Setting up forest 
management 
institutions 

Forest  
management 

Understanding forest 
management institutions, and 
their establishment 

General concepts of 
forest management  

Understanding forest management 
institutions Forest mangement 

Understanding forest 
management institutions 
and community forest 
management 

PFRA Forest  resources 
PFRA 

Forest  resources 
PFRA 

Forest  resources 
• PFRA 
• Forest demarcation 

Forest 
management 
planning 

 
Forest management (including 
writing management plans)  

Forest management (including 
writing management plans) Forest management 

Community forest 
management (including 
management plans) 

Forest 
agreements 

 
Preparing forest agreements 

 
Preparing forest agreements 

 
Preparing forest 
agreements 

Supporting 
communities in 
new forest 
management 

 
Establishing new forest 
management systems  

Establishing new forest 
management systems  How to support the 

community 
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NTFP business 
development 

Timber  products 
• NTFPs 
• NTFP business concepts  

NTFP development 
 NTFP development 

Participatory 
development 

Forest   
development 

Participatory  approaches 
Forest   development 

Participatory approaches 

 
Forest 
development 

Participatory approaches 

Other skills       

 
Facilitator’s comments / recommendations : 
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Annex 2 :    Community-listed definitions of wealth categories 

1. Amhara Regional State 
a) Banja Woreda (Bari Kebele) 

Summary of typical assets for each wealth category, as listed by informants of Mehal Bari Got  

Wealth 
category 

List of criteria for each wealth category as described by community (eg. 
household tools, livestock, land, etc) i.e. ‘What assets define each wealth 
category ?’ 

Additional remarks or observations 

‘Rich’ >=2 oxen, >=2cow, >= 1.75ha land, >=4small ruminants, Iron roof house , 
House in the town  

Strong committed farmers, those have Home garden vegetables, their land 
has good potential for irrigation, avail their products in the markets 

‘Middle’ >=1oxen, >=1cow, 1.25-1.75ha land, <=3small ruminants, Iron roof house 
(majority), No house in the town 

Adequate enough for subsistence doesn’t avail in the market, 
Relatively has small home garden 

‘Poor’ <=1ox, <=1cow, 0.75ha-1.25ha, <=2 small ruminants, Grass roof house  Those who rent their lands to others 
Very small home garden 

‘Very 
poor’ 

No ox, No cow,  No small ruminants,  <0.75ha, Grass roof house Weakened and rent lands to others 
Work as labourer 

Summary of typical assets for each wealth category, as listed by informants of Lay Bari Got  
Wealth 
category 

List of criteria for each wealth category as described by community (eg. 
household tools, livestock, land, etc) 

Additional remarks or observations 

‘Rich’  >=2 oxen, >=3cow, >= 1.75ha land, >=5small ruminants, Iron roof house , 
House in the town  

Oxen is the most important asset in the wealth ranking 
Those that possess beehives  

‘Middle’ 2 oxen,  up to 3cows, 1.25-1.75 ha land, <=3small ruminants, Iron roof house ,  Their production is enough to the consumption  
‘Poor’ 
 

1ox, 1cow, up to 0.75haland, up to 2 small ruminants, grass roof house,  Some don’t have farm land depend only on livestock 

‘Very 
poor’ 

No ox, No cow, majority 0.25ha, no small ruminants , grass roof  Poor quality house 
Lease out land 

 
b) Fagita Lekoma Woreda (Aykalta Kebele) 
Summary of typical assets for each wealth category, as listed by informants of Aykalta Got  

Wealth 
category 

List of criteria for each wealth category as described by community (eg. household 
tools, livestock, land, etc)  

Additional remarks or observations 

‘Middle’ 
 

2oxen, >=2cow, >=1ha land, >=3 small ruminants, iron roof house More than 0.5ha irrigation land and some possess house in the town 

‘Poor’ 1ox, 1cow,>=0.5-1haland, 2-3small ruminants, grass roof house At least 0.25ha irrigable land  
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‘Very poor’ No ox, no cow, <=0.125ha land, <=1small ruminants, grass roof house Rent land from others  

 

Summary of typical assets for each wealth category, as listed by informants of Lay Moha Got 

Wealth cate-
gory 

List of criteria for each wealth category as described by community (eg. household tools, 
livestock, land, etc) 
i.e. ‘What assets define each wealth category ?’ 

Additional remarks or observations 

‘Middle’ 
 

2oxen, >=2cow, >=1ha land, >=3 small ruminants, iron roof house More than 0.5ha irrigation land and some possess 
house in the town 

‘Poor’ 1ox, 1cow,>=0.5-1haland, 2-3small ruminants, grass roof house At least 0.25ha irrigable land  

‘Very poor’ No ox, no cow, <=0.125ha land, <=1small ruminants, grass roof house Rent land from others  

 

2. Benishangul-Gumuz Regional State 
a) Kumruk Woreda (Famtsere Kebele) 
 
Summary of typical assets for each wealth category, as listed by informants of Famtsere Kebele 

Wealth category List of criteria for each wealth category as described by community (eg. household tools, livestock, land, etc) i.e. ‘What 
assets define each wealth category?’ 

Additional remarks or 
observations 

‘Rich’ Business person- commodity retailer with working capital of up to 50,000 birr 
Greater than or equal to 2 hectare of farm land 
More than 20 goats on average 
May have flour mill 
Steel roofed house 
May have monthly salary 
Have 30 chickens with drug to treat chickens 
May own and rent house in town 
Send his/her children to high schools after elementary completion to nearby town 
Have 5000 Eucalyptus trees 

 

‘Medium’ Retailer with up to 10,000 burr 
Have up to 2 hectare of land 
Majority live in grass roofed house 
Have 15 goats 
May have monthly salary 
Participate in traditional gold mining 
20 chickens but no drug to treat the chickens 
Teach his children up to elementary and can’t send them to high school in the nearby town 

 

‘Poor’ Grass roofed house 
Have less than 5 goats and 10 chickens 
Cut and sell bamboo daily  
Engaged in traditional gold mining 
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Owns up to 0.5 ha of farmland  
Have no other income sources like business 
Have no saving or contingency-hand to mouth 
Not able to buy donkey 
Not plough by oxen 

‘Very Poor’ Lives in grass roofed house constructed with the support of the association 
Have no goat,  chickens 
Have three beehives 
Depend on gold mining  
Depend on selling bamboo and wood lots 
Hand to mouth 
Aged or sick people who has no support 

 

 
b) Mao-Komo Woreda (Mimi Kebele) 
Summary of typical assets for each wealth category, as listed by informants of Mimi Kebele 

Wealth category List of criteria for each wealth category as described by community (eg. Household tools, livestock, land, etc) i.e. ‘What 
assets define each wealth category?’ 

Additional remarks or 
observations 

‘Rich’ Steel roofed house 
>= 3 hectare of farm land 
Harvests >= 2 quintals of coffee 
Harvests >= 5 quintals of sorghum  
>= 500 chat trees 
Use their time appropriately 
Own and rent house in town 
Able to buy oxen  
Diverse source of income such production, rent etc 
Can coupe up with emergency situations 

 

‘Medium’ Grass roofed house 
Up to 3 ha of farm land 
Up to 2 goats 
Harvests 1.5  quintals of coffee 
Harvests up to 3 quintals of sorghum and maize 
Produces 2 Kg of honey 
 Do not use his/her time efficiently  
Less diversified sources of income 
Cannot coupe up emergency situation without external support 

 

‘Poor’ Old grass roofed house  
Engaged in daily labor work 
Up to 0.5 hectare of land 
Hand to mouth  
Few chat plantation 

 

‘Very Poor’ No or very poor quality grass-roofed house (some live inside a house constructed by the association) 
No land, no labour, nor livestock (not even poultry) 
Hand-to-mouth existence 
Aged, sick and / or disabled  
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3. Oromia Regional State 
a) Guji Zone: Wadera Woreda 
 
Summary of typical assets for each wealth category, as listed by informants of Anoga Zoni (Borama Kebele) 

Wealth category List of criteria for each wealth category as described by community (eg. Household tools, livestock, land, etc) i.e. ‘What 
assets define each wealth category?’ 

Additional remarks or 
observations 

1st 
Up to 4 ha of farmland 
Numerous livestock (eg. Up to 6 oxen) 

 

2nd  0.7 - 2 ha of farmland 
Up to twenty livestock (eg. 1-4 oxen) 

 

3rd  0 – 1 ha of farmland 
0-7 livestock (eg. 0-1 oxen) 

 

 
Summary of typical assets for each wealth category, as listed by informants of Anoga Zoni (Koremmi Kebele) 

Wealth category List of criteria for each wealth category as described by community (eg. Household tools, livestock, land, etc) i.e. ‘What 
assets define each wealth category?’ 

Additional remarks or 
observations 

1st 
More than 2 ha of farmland 
Numerous livestock (eg. More than 2 oxen) 
Good housing conditions 

 

2nd  1 – 1.75 ha of farmland 
More than 10 livestock (eg. 2 oxen) 

 

3rd  0.5 – 1 ha of farmland 
More than three heads of livestock (eg. 1-2 oxen) 

 

4th  0 – 1 ha of farmland 
0 or more livestock (eg. 0-1 oxen) 

 

 
b) Iluabora Zone: Ale Woreda 

Summary of typical assets for each wealth category, as listed by informants of  Tokuma Zoni (Seggi Baki Kebele) 

Wealth category List of criteria for each wealth category as described by community (eg. Household tools, livestock, land, etc) i.e. ‘What 
assets define each wealth category?’ 

Additional remarks or 
observations 

1st 
Up to 5 ha of farmland (including up to 3 ha of coffee) 
Up to 20 beehives 
2 or more oxen 

 

2nd  Up to 4 ha of farmland (including up to 2 ha of coffee) 
Up to 15 beehives 
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Approx. 2 oxen 
3rd  Up to 3 ha of farmland (including up to 1.5 ha of coffee) 

Up to 10 beehives 
Approx. 2 oxen 

 

4th  Up to 2 ha of farmland (including up to 0.5 ha of coffee) 
Up to 5 beehives 
Approx. 1 oxen 

 

5th  Up to 1 ha of farmland (including up to 0.1 ha of coffee) 
0-1 oxen 

 

 

c) Kellem Wellega Zone (Gidami Woreda) 

Summary of typical assets for each wealth category, as listed by informants of Magale Zoni (Lalogare Kebele) 

Wealth category List of criteria for each wealth category as described by community (eg. Household tools, livestock, land, etc) i.e. ‘What 
assets define each wealth category?’ 

Additional remarks or 
observations 

1st 
At least 3 ha of farmland 
30-50 quintals of coffee at last harvest 
At least 3 cattle 
Steel-roofed house (70 sheets or more) 

 

2nd  2 – 3 ha of farmland 
30-40 quintals of coffee at last harvest 
1-4 cattle 
Steel-roofed house (40 sheets or more) 

 

3rd  0.5 – 2 ha of farmland 
20-40 quintals of coffee at last harvest 
0-3 cattle 
Steel-roofed house (35-60 sheets or more) 

 

4th  0 – 1.5 ha of farmland 
3-10 quintals of coffee at last harvest 
0-1 cattle 
Grass or steel-roofed house (max 40 sheets) 

 

5th  0 - 0.5 ha of farmland 
0-2 quintals of coffee at last harvest 
Grass- (or steel-roofed) house 
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4. Southern Nations’, Nationalities’ and Peoples’ Regional State (SNNPR) 
 
 

a) Chenna Woreda (Kaffa Zone) 
 
Summary of typical assets for each wealth category, as listed by informants of Yeja Got (Wanna Bola Kebele) 

Wealth category List of criteria for each wealth category as described by community (eg. Household tools, livestock, land, etc) i.e. ‘What 
assets define each wealth category?’ 

Additional remarks or 
observations 

‘Rich’ 
4-6 ha of land (eg. 0.25 ha of enset, 0.25 ha of coffee) 
Large sheet-roofed house 
4 oxen 
3 cows 
2 horses 
Grain-grinding mill 
Tape / radio 

 
1 hectare = 
8 timad 
 
2 oxen = 
1 timed bere 

‘Medium’ 2-4 ha of land (eg. 0.25 ha of enset, 0.125 ha of coffee) 
Large grass- or sheet-roofed house 
2 oxen 
2 cows 
1 horses 
Tape / radio 

 

‘Poor’ 1-2 ha of land (eg. 0.0625 ha of enset, 0.0625 ha of coffee) 
Medium grass-roofed house 
1 ox 
2 cows 
1 horses 
Tape / radio 

 

‘Below poor’ Small grass-roofed tukul (house)  
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Summary of typical assets for each wealth category, as listed by informants of Goda Got (Wanna Bola Kebele) 

Wealth category List of criteria for each wealth category as described by community (eg. Household tools, livestock, land, etc) i.e. ‘What 
assets define each wealth category?’ 

Additional remarks or 
observations 

1st  
2-4 ha of land (eg. 0.125 ha of enset, 0.25 ha of coffee) 
Iron sheet-roofed house 
2 cows 
1 horse 
Tape / radio 

 
1 hectare = 
8 timad 
 
2 oxen = 
1 timed bere 

2nd  2-3 ha of land (eg. 0.0625 ha of enset, 0.125 ha of coffee) 
Large grass-roofed house 
2 oxen 
2 cows 
1 horses 
Tape / radio 

 

3rd  0.5 - 2 ha of land (eg. 0.03125 ha (1/32 ha) of enset, 0.0625 ha of coffee) 
Medium grass-roofed house 
1 ox 
2 cows 
1 horses 
Tape / radio 

 

4th  Small grass-roofed tukul (house)  

 

 
b) Yeki Woreda (Shekka Zone) 
 
Summary of typical assets for each wealth category, as listed by informants of Menderasha Got (Kubito Kebele) 

Wealth category List of criteria for each wealth category as described by community (eg. Household tools, livestock, land, etc) i.e. ‘What 
assets define each wealth category?’ 

Additional remarks or 
observations 

‘Rich’ 
3-6 ha of land (eg. 0.5-1 ha of enset, 1-4 ha of coffee) 
Large sheet-roofed house (sometimes 2) 
2 oxen 
4-30 cows and 2-6 calves 
2-6 sheep 
1-6 horses 
4-50 (traditional) beehives 
Rented house in a neighbouring community 
Tape / radio 

 
1 hectare = 
8 timad 
 
2 oxen = 
1 timed bere 
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‘Medium’ 1-3 ha of land (eg. 0.5 ha of enset, 0.5-1 ha of coffee) 
Medium-sized grass- or sheet-roofed house 
1 ox 
1 cow and 1 calf 
1-2 sheep 
1 horse 
5-10 (traditional) beehives 
Rented house in a neighbouring community 
Tape / radio 

 

‘Poor’ 0.5-1 ha of land (eg. 0.25 ha of enset, 0.5 ha of coffee) 
Medium grass-roofed house 
1 shared ox 
1 shared cow 
1 sheep 
2-5 beehives 

 

‘Below poor’ Small grass-roofed tukul (house)  
 
Summary of typical assets for each wealth category, as listed by informants of Beho Got (Kubito Kebele) 

Wealth category List of criteria for each wealth category as described by community (eg. Household tools, livestock, land, etc) i.e. ‘What 
assets define each wealth category?’ 

Additional remarks or 
observations 

‘Rich’ 
3-5 ha of land (eg. 0.25 ha of enset, 1-2 ha of coffee) 
Large sheet-roofed house 
1 ox 
3-5 cows 
1-4 sheep 
5-10 (traditional) beehives 
Tape / radio 
Mobile phone 

 
1 hectare = 
8 timad 
 
2 oxen = 
1 timed bere 

‘Medium’ 1-3 ha of land (eg. 0.5 ha of enset, 0.5-1 ha of coffee) 
Medium-sized sheet-roofed house or large grass-roofed house 
0.5 - 1 ox 
1-2 cows 
1-3 sheep 
5-8 (traditional) beehives 
Tape / radio 
Mobile phone 

 

‘Poor’ 0.5-1 ha of land (eg. 0.25 ha of enset, 0.5 ha of coffee) 
Small grass-roofed house 
0.5 cow  (shared) 
1 sheep 
2-5 beehives 

 

‘Below poor’ Small grass-roofed tukul (house)  
�


